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PREFACE

———

THE increasing interest that is being taken in the
Epistle to the Hebrews, and the ever-deepening feeling
of its vital relation to some of the most pressing questions
of our own time, must be pleaded in justification of the
addition of another to the many books that have recently
appeared dealing with it. And at the same time the
author ventures to express the hope that the present
volume will be found to fill a place hitherto unoccupied
at least by any English writer on the subject. For
while there are Critical Commentaries on the Epistle in
abundance, and Expositions, both scholarly and popular,
dealing with its teaching as a whole, he is not aware of
any other book in English presenting that teaching in
systematic form. He is painfully conscious how far
short his own attempt comes of what such a study in
Biblical Theology ought to be; but he trusts that the
different points of view suggested, and the questions’
raised, may at least direct the attention of others better
qualified than himself to the same task.

He has endeavoured to indicate his indebtedness to
previous workers on the Epistle as fully as possible in
the footnotes, and would only further draw attention to
the fact that the list of books referred to at p. xvii is in
no sense to be regarded as a complete Bibliography of
the subject. It is simply a list of those books which he

vi



viii PREFACE

has himself found most useful, and whose titles are there
given in full, in order to shorten subsequent references.

In addition to them, moreover, he has had one other
source of help open to him which he desires specially to
acknowledge. At the time of his father’s death certain
MS. Notes passed into his possession, which were in-
tended as the first rough draft of a Critical Commentary
on the Epistle, and which, even in their unfinished
state, have often furnished the present writer with
valuable assistance in determining the general drift of
an argument, or the exegesis of a particular passage.
It is with the earnest prayer that his book may not
be found altogether unworthy of being associated with
a memory so loved and honoured, that he now sends
it forth.

Of one thing at least he is convinced, that, however
far he may have failed in adequately presenting the
doctrine of this wonderful Epistle, the final answer to
the meaning and perplexity of human life is to be
found in the recognition of the truth contained in its
opening words, which are a key to the whole Epistle,
and which at this season come home with such
peculiar power:

Tloruuepiis rei woruTpémwe @drosr 6 Osoc Aarfoms Tois
5, , 5 ~ ~
TuTPLON V' TO% TpoPaTai; im EOATOU TGy NMEpEV THUTWY

SAEAnoey Nl v vig.

CaruTH MANSE, DUNKELD,
Christmas, 1898.
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INTRODUCTION TO THE EPISTLE



CHAPTER 1
TUE HISTORY AND AUTHORSHIP OF THE EPISTLE

THE Epistle to the Hebrews occupies in many respects | Chap. i.
a unique position amongst the Epistles of the New | 7 unipne
Testament. Thus, it is an anonymous writing. At ZZZ%Z:
once, and in a manner to which the First Epistle of St.|erm;
John alone offers any resemblance, the writer enters
upon his theme ; and not until his task has been almost
concluded does he indulge in any of those personal
allusions to himself or his surroundings to which we are
so accustomed in the Epistles of St. Paul. The thought
of the particular relationship in which he stands to his
readers is almost completely lost sight of in view of the
engrossing nature of his theme.

That theme, too, is in itself unique. As we shall see ’;’,’,,i"b'-
later, it may be summed up in the great truth of the|
High-priesthood of Christ. And though there are
undoubtedly hints of this doctrine in other parts of
the New Testament, only here is it fully stated andj
developed. [

And the reason for this again lies in a new and special ‘ and in the
set of circumstances that had arisen in the Church. | stances ot
Without attempting in the meantime to determine more | e
particularly who were the readers for whom the Epistle
was in the first instance intended, it is clear that they
were exposed at the time to very serious danger. They

had not yet grasped aright the relation in which the!
i} 3
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Chap. 1.

new faith stood to the old, and in consequence were only
imperfectly alive to the full privileges and responsibilities
of their Christian calling. What more natural, then, than
that they should not only not be pressing forward to
that perfection which might now be reasonably expected
of them, but that in a time of persecution and anxiety

' they should be showing signs of wavering, and even of

falling away from the faith! Only by setting forth the

true nature and glory of Christianity does the writer

feel that this danger can be averted, and consequently
he strikes the keynote of all that is to follow when, in
his opening words, he contrasts the many parts and the
many manners in which God spake to the fathers in the
prophets, with the one, complete, and final revelation
which He has now given to us in a Son. Looked at
therefore in its most general aspect, the Epistle con-
tains the most impressive testimony that the New
Testament affords to the underlying unity of God’s
successive revelations, and at the same time to the

i gradual passing of them from lower to higher forms.

Points lo be
considered.

It will be at once obvious what an important bearing
such a presentation of Christian truth has upon many
of the questions that are most keenly agitated in our
own day ; but it will be best to reserve all consideration
of these, until we have seen more particularly in what
the teaching of the Epistle really consists; while, pre-
vious again to that, there are certain points connected
with its history and authorship, and the readers to
whom it is addressed, which must engage our atten-
tion, both on account of their own intrinsic interest,
and of the light which they throw upon its proper
interpretation.

It is not easy to determine in what order these points
may most conveniently be taken; but on the whole it
seems best to begin with the history of the Epistle in



HISTORY AND AUTHORSHIP

the Church, more particularly as it bears upon the
question of "authorship. In the case of a writing,
exhibiting, as we have just seen, so many peculiarities,
it is clear that we need to be more than usually con-
vinced of its canonical authority; and such a survey
has the further advantage of raising some of the
questions that fall to be discussed in subsequent
chapters.

We turn, then, without further introduction, to the
testimonies regarding our Epistle which have come
down to us from early Christian writers, and for a
reason that will appear afterwards it will be well to
group these under the testimonies of the Western and
the Eastern Churches respectively. It will be kept in
view that all that is attempted here is a brief résumé
of the evidence which the industry of many scholars
has collected.t

That the Epistle was known and read in the Latin
Church before the end of the first century is beyond all
doubt. Thus in the earliest Christian writing of all
which has come down to us outside the sacred canon,
the Epistle of Clement from Rome to the Corinthians
(c. 96 A.D.), we find Clement, though never referring to
it by name, or giving any indication as to its author-
ship, showing unmistakeably that he was acquainted
with its contents. In c. 36 of his Epistle, for example,
after referring to Christ under the title of High-priest,
a title peculiar to the Epistle to the Hebrews among
New Testament writings, he proceeds to describe His
Person in words clearly taken from Heb. i. 3-5, 7, 13.

! For further particulars see
Westcott’s History of the Canon
of the New Testament, Charteris’
Canonicity pp. 272-88, and the
Introductions to the various critical
Commentaries, more particularly

the first volume of Bleek’s Der
Brief an die Hebrier, §§ 21-67,
which has proved a perfect store-
house of material for all subsequent
workers.

Chap. i.

History of
the Epistle
in the
Church.

Testimonies
of the
Western
Church.

1. The
Latin
Church.
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Chap. i.

The Shep-
herd of
Hermas.

Marcion.

The passage begins: “ Who being the brightness of His
majesty is so much greater than angels, as He hath
inherited a more excellent name. For so it is written ;
Who maketh His angels spirits and His ministers a flame
of fire; but of His Son the Master said thus; Thou art
My Son, I this day have begotten Thee.” And again
in c. 17, with an obvious recollection of Heb. xi. 37,
Clement calls upon his readers to be “imitators also
of them which went about in goatskins and sheepskins,
preaching the coming of Christ.” Other correspondences
might easily be adduced;! but these are sufficient to
show, as Eusebius had already pointed out, that Clement
not only borrowed “ many sentiments” from the Epistle,
but was also in the habit of “literally quoting the
words,”?

A similar relation, though not so marked, can also be
traced between various passages in the Skepherd of
Hermas and our Epistle? And these facts are of the
more importance, because we do not find the Epistle
specially favoured by any other writer of the Roman
Church until the fourth century. It is not reckoned
by Marcion among the Apostolic writings, though this
may be explained by Marcion’s habit of rejecting what-
ever conflicted with his system of doctrine. But
neither does it find any place in the Muratorian

1 See, ¢.g., Clem. c. 9; II. xi.
5,7: Clem. c. 17; I iii. 2: Clem.
c. 56; H. xii. 5ff. Holtzmann
speaks of forty-seven correspond-

ences, but does not enumerate them
\(Le/zr&u(ﬁ der historisch-kritischen
Einleituny in das Neue Testament,
3te Aufl. 1892, p. 293).

2 woAN& vofjuara wapalbeis, #8n &¢
kol avTohefel pyrols Ticly €€ alTis
xpnoduevos. H. K. iii. 38.

3 See, e.g., Vis. il 3, iil. 7; H.
(il 120 Sim. 1.; H. xi. 13ff., xiii.
 14. In the same way Justin Martyr

is often cited as a witness to our
Epistle on the ground that he gives
to Christ the title of Apostle (Apol.
i. 12, 63), a title like that of High-
priest peculiar to it among N.T.
writings {c. ili. 1), and also applies
Ps. cx. to Him (Dial. ¢6, 113),
as the writer of our Epistle so
pointedly does {c. v. 6; vii. 21).
But too much stress must not be
laid on these correspondences, as
by Justin’s time (c. 150 A.D.) these
thoughts may well have become
generally current in the Church.
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Fragment, and indeed by the express mention of
“seven Churches” to which St. Paul wrote, seems to
be deliberately excluded from the number of his
Epistles.!  Similarly about the beginning of the third
century we find Irenaeus in his work on Heresies citing
all the Pauline Epistles except Philemon, but making
no mention of Hebrews. And though we have it on
the authority of Eusebius that he was acquainted with
its contents,? both he and Hippolytus, according to a
late authority, held that it “was not Paul’s.”?

The state of the tradition when we pass to North
Africa is somewhat different. We now meet with our
first explicit reference not only to the Epistle by name,
but to its author. *For there is extant withal,” so Ter-
tullian writes in his treatise On Modesty, “an Epistle to
the Hebrews under the name of Barnabas,” and then,
after speaking of this Epistle as “ more widely received
among the Churches than the Shepherd,”* he proceeds
to cite Heb. vi. 4-8, concluding, “ He who learnt this
from Apostles, and taught it with Apostles, never knew
of any second repentance promised by the Apostles to
the adulterer and fornicator.” By the manner of this
reference to Barnabas, Tertullian seems to be giving
expression to no individual belief, but to the generally
accepted tradition of the Church in North Africa

Epistle correspond with the par-
ticulars here mentioned. It was
not ‘‘forged under the name of

! Amongst disputed writings the
ZIragment mentions an Epistle to
the Laodiceans, and ‘‘another to

the Alexandrians, forged under the
name of Paul, bearing on the heresy
of Marcion” (alia ad Alexandrinos,
Pauli nomine fictae ad haeresem
Marcionis) ; and this latter is some-
times identified with our Epistle,
especially by those scholars who
are in favour of the Alexandrian
address (see p. 44). But no ex-
ternal evidence can be adduced in
support of this claim ; nor does our

Paul,” and its contents have no-
thing in common with the errors of
Marciou.

2H. E. v. 26.

3 Stephan Gobar @p. Phot. Cod.
232,

Chap. i.

Canon of
Muratori:.

o [renacus.

Hippolytus.

2. The
North
i African
Church.

4 ¢¢ Fxtat enim et Barnabae titulus !

ad Hebraeos. . . .
ceptior apud ecclesias epistola
Barnabae illo apocrypho Pastore
moechorum.”  De ludic. c. 20.

Et utique re- :
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INTRODUCTION TO THE EPISTLE

\regaldlmT the authorshlp of the hpxstle And th1s
conclusion, so far at least as denial of the Pauline
authorship is concerned, is borne out by the fact
that another great leader of the African Church,
Cyprian, bishop of Carthage (d. 258 A.D.), remarks
that, as in the Apocalypse, Epistles were addressed
to seven Churches, so Paul wrote to seven Churches,
thus omitting the Epistle to the Hebrews which he
never quotes, from the number.?

So far, then, as we have come, while the testimonies
of Clement and Tertullian may be taken as sufficient
to prove the value attached to the Epistle in itself,
it is equally clear that the evidence of the Western
Church as a whole, both in Rome and Africa, was
against the Pauline authorship. The Epistle was
not included in the list of Pauline Epistles, and
was not regarded as possessed of directly Apostolic
authority.

When we pass to the testimonies of the Eastern
Church, a very different state of things meets us. Thus
it is undoubtedly of importance that the Epistle
formed one of the twenty-two books of the Pesiitto,
or Syriac version of the New Testament, the date of
which cannot be later than 150 A.D.; though it is in-
teresting to notice that even here it is not regarded as
standing on quite the same footing as the other Pauline
Epistles. For it does not bear Paul’s name, but is called
simply the “ Epistle to the Hebrews”; and while in
the existing MSS. it without exception immediately
follows the Epistles of St. Paul, which are arranged as
in our English Bible? it would seem to be as a kind of
appendix, and scholars have even imagined that in its

YAdo, Jud. i. 20; de exhort.  the Hebrews in the Syrian Church
mart. c. 11. in Zhe Expository Zimes, vol. iil.
% See a paper by the Rev. G.'1.  pp. 154-56.
Gwilliam, B.D., on Z%e Epistle to
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Syriac form it shows signs of being the work of a
separate translator.!

In general, however, the Syrian Church unhesitatingly
accepted the Epistle as the work of Paul;? and in this
they were followed by the Church of Alexandria. At
the same time it will be noticed, as the testimonies about
to be quoted clearly prove, that there was growing up
in the minds of scholars a feeling that some explana-
tion was required of the marked divergences, both in
language and in thought, between this Epistle and the
other Pauline writings.

Of these attempts the earliest in point of time is that
of Pantaenus, head of the Catechetical School in Alex-
andria, about the end of the second century, who is
quoted by his successor Clement as saying, “Since the
Lord, as being the Apostle of the Almighty, was sent
to the Hebrews, Paul through his modesty, inasmuch as
he was sent to the Gentiles, does not inscribe himself
Apostle of the Hebrews, both on account of the honour
due to the Lord, and because it was a work of super-
erogation that he addressed an Epistle to the Hebrews
also (s’z weproveiog el Toiz ‘Eﬁpa/ozé e'movék).s:v) since he was
herald and Apostle of the Gentiles.”3

It will be seen that this explanation deals only with
the omission of the Apostle’s name from the Epistle ;
but Clement himself faced the much more difficult
problem of the peculiarities of the Epistle’s language
and general complexion. Paul, he held, was the
original author, but he wrote “to the Hebrews in the
Hebrew dialect,” and the Epistle, as we have it now,

1 See Westcott, Hist, of the mothing more.” Gwilliam, u¢ sup.
Canon, sth ed. p. 238, note 3. p. 156.
 ““Their Sk'licka, or Apostolus, 3 Euseb. A. £. vi. 14. The trans-
from very early times, contained lationsin this and the following pas-
St. Paul’s fourteen Epistles, and sages are taken from Westcott’s
Hastory of the Canon.

9
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Origen.

was really the work of Luke, who, “having carefully
(prorinws) translated it, published it for the use of the
Greeks.” In this way the similarity of “complexion”
(ypiora) between the Epistle and the Book of Acts was
explained ; while as to the omission of the phrase
“Paul an Apostle” in the subscription, Clement con-
sidered that “in writing to Hebrews, who had conceived
a prejudice against him and suspected him, he was very
wise in not repelling them at the beginning by affixing
his name.”?

The testimony of the great Origen is still more
important. After remarking that “the style (ywpaxrip
w%¢ aéfeag) of the Epistle entitled to the Hebrews does
not exhibit the Apostle’s rudeness and simplicity in
speech (76 & riyw idiwrzév),” but is “ more truly Greek
in its composition (susdéser w35 Aéfews),” and again that
“ the thoughts (wipar«) of the Epistle are wonderful,and
not second to the acknowledged writings of the Apostle,”
he goes on, “If I were to express my own opinion I
should say that the thoughts are the Apostle’s, but the
diction and composition that of some one who recorded
from memory the Apostle’s teaching, and as it were
illustrated with a brief Commentary the sayings of his
master (dmopvnuoveboavros . . . nal wowepsi G 0RI0Y pEPATCUVTOS ).
If then any Church hold this Epistle to be Paul’s, we
cannot find fault with it for so doing (sbdoxiueire zai éwi
rebrw); for it was not without good reason (o7 six3) that
the men of old time have handed it down as Paul’s.
But who it was who wrote the Epistle? God only
knows certainly. The account (isrepix) which has
reached us is [manifold], some saying that Clement
who became Bishop of Rome wrote it, while others

1 Euseb, #. E. vi. 14. gave the Epistle its present form,”
? The meaning of the ambiguous  *‘ to whom are its diction and com-

' phrase 7is 6 ypdyas Thw émoTodyp is  position due.”

shown by the context to be, ¢ who
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assign it to Luke the author of the Gospel and the | chap. i
Acts.” 1 o
With the criticism of this or the preceding explana-=
tions we are not at present concerned. What interests
us is simply the fact that they were made at all, and |
that already even in the Church, where the tradition of
the Pauline authorship was strongest, scholars had'
begun to find difficulty in reconciling it with the results |
of their study of the Epistle itself—a divided state of
feeling of which we have an admirable example in thel
attitude adopted by Eusebius of Caesarea. When he | Euscbius of
expresses his personal opinion he treats the Epistle as '
substantially Paul’'s, holding that it was originally
written in Hebrew, and that Luke, or more probably
Clement of Rome, had translated it? When, however, |
as a Church historian, he seeks to lay down a canon for |
the whole Church, he does not fail to draw attention to ‘
the fact that “some have rejected the Epistle to the‘
Hebrews, asserting that it {s gainsayed by the Church%
of Rome as not being Paul's,”® while elsewhere hel
classes it among the disputed writings.*
Notwithstanding this hesitation, however, the ultimate | Summasy.
Apostolic authority of the Epistle does not seem to have
been directly called in question either by Eusebius or
any other writer, with the result that from this time on-
ward the Epistle was generally accepted in the Eastern
Church as the work of St. Paul, without any serious |
attempt being made to determine the exact nature of |
his connexion with it. ‘
Nor did the later judgment of the Western Church | Zater juds-

. . . . . . | ment of
differ materially from this. Thus in his ZEpistle ta‘ge';fe;-n
i Lercit.

Dardanus, we find Jerome recognising that this Epistle ' jerome.
is received as Paul’s, not only by the Churches of the

T Euseh. A. E. v1. 25. 5 H. E. iil. 3.
A, E. il 38. { H E. vio13.
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East, but by all previous Church writers in the Greek
language, though most believed it to be the work of
Barnabas or Clement ; and further stating that it is no
matter who wrote it, since it is the work of an orthodox
member of the Church, and is daily commended by
public reading in the Churches?

Augustine makes a somewhat similar admission,? and
in one passage distinctly enumerates fourteen Epistles of
Paul, placing Hebrews at the end;? and it was doubtless
through Jerome’s and his influence that the Councils of
Hippo (3903 A.D.) and Carthage (397 A.D.) begin by
reckoning thirteen Epistles of Paul, and one of the
same to the Hebrews? a distinction which disappears
altogether at the Second Council of Carthage (419
A.D.), where we hear only of fourteen Epistles of
Pauls.

This state of things continued for many centuries,
and only here and there do we find a solitary voice
casting any doubt upon the authenticity of the Epistle.
But with the revival of letters critical questions regard-
ing it began once more to be stirred. A leading prelate
of the Romish Church, Cardinal Caietan, in his Com-
mentary on the Pauline Epistles, while determining to
follow with Jerome the general custom and call it Paul’s,
argues that Jerome’s own statements do not confidently

De

L <¢Tllud nostris dicendum est, hanc
epistolam guae inscribitur ad Heb-
raeos, non solum ab ecclesiis orientis,
sed ab omnibus retro ecclesiasticis
Graeci sermonis scriptoribus, quasi
Pauli Apostoli suscipi, licet plerique
eam vel Barnabae, vel Clementis
arbitrentur ; et nihil interesse cujus
sit, quum ecclesiastici viri sit, et
quotidie Ecclesiarum lectione cele-
bretur.” Ep. 129,

2 ¢ Ad Hebraeos quoque epistola,
quamquam non nullis incerta sit

. magisque me movet auctoritas
ecclesiarum orientalium, quae hanc

quoque in canonicis habent.”
fecc. mertt. et remiss. 1. 27, n. 50.

3 De doctr. Christ. il. 12, 13. It
should be noted, however, that both
Jerome and Augustine showa marked
preference for such general descrip-
tions as ¢ The Epistle which, under
the name of Paul, is written to the
Hebrews,” or ¢ The Epistle which
is written to the Hebrews” (Hier.
Comme. 1 Jes. 87 ; Aug. in Joann.
Z7ract. 79).

4 The list runs : “ Pauli Ap. Epis-
tolae xiii. : eiusdemad Hebraeosuna.”

5 «Ipist. Pauli Ap. numero xiv.”
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bear out this conclusion! While Erasmus, reviving most
of the grounds which in early times had been brought
against the Pauline authorship, more particularly the
difference of style, finally concludes that most probably
Clement of Rome was the author.? Characteristically,
however, he offers to waive his doubts whenever the
Church should speak decidedly on the point; for “the
express judgment of the Church,” he says, “is of greater
weight with me than any human reasonings.” 3

The judgment thus sought was not long in being
given, whether Erasmus accepted it or not, for in 1546
the Council of Trent distinctly numbered the Epistle

among the fourteen Epistles of Paul.t

No such authoritative decision trammelled the leaders
of the Reformation. Luther, for example, did not}
hesitate to refuse Apostolic authority to the Epistle on ‘
the ground of such passages as c. vi. 4 ff,, x. 26 ff., xii. 17, |
which seemed to him wholly opposed to gospel teach-
ing. On the other hand, he admitted fully the scriptural
character of its teaching on Christ’s Priesthood, and the
admirable interpretation it gave of the Old Testament,
and held that it must have been the work of “an ex-
cellent and learned man, who had been a disciple of
the Apostles.”% Tor himself he favoured, if he did not
originate, the conjecture that this may have been
Apollos.®

1 See Westcott, Comm. p. Ixxv,

Pauli apostoli, ad Romanos . . .
who quotes the interesting Colophon

ad DThilemonem, ad Hebraeos,”

of Caietan’s Commentary: Caietae
die 1 Junii MpXxIX. Commen-
tariorum Thomae de Vio, Caietani
Cardinalis sancti Xisti in omnes
genuinas epistolas Pauli et eam quae
ad Hebraeos inscribitur, Finis.

2 Annott. in N.7. p. 517.

3 Declarat. 32 ad Censur. Facull.
theol. Paris, T. ix. 864.

4 Cone. Trid. Sess. iv.: ““Testa-
menti Novi—quatuordecim epistolae

This did not prevent, however,
theologians such as Bellarmin and !
Estius adopting mediating views
similar to Origen’s.  Bisping re-
gards Luke as the author, but says
that Paul by adding with his own

hand from c. xiii. 18 onwards made
the Epistle his own.

5 Walch, Th. xiv. p. 146 1.

6 ¢¢ Autor Epistolae ad Hebraeos,
quisquis est, sive Paulus, sive, ut |
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Melancthon always treated the Epistle as anonymous,
and in like manner Calvin was not greatly concerned as
to who the author was, though on internal grounds he
was clear that he could not have been Paul! but
possibly Luke or Clement? His friend, Theodore
Beza, also ascribed the Epistle not to the Apostle,
but to one of his disciples.3

Such was the general opinion for some time, though
gradually the feeling in the Church tended towards
again treating the Epistle as Paul’'s own. In the
Lutheran Church the expression of this feeling was
confined to individual theologians ; but in the Reformed
Church the great Confessions of the sixteenth century
classed the Epistle among the Pauline writings.4

And it continued to be so regarded throughout the
seventeeeth century, except by a few Socinian and
Arminian writers, in evidence of which it is sufficient
to point to its title in our own Authorised Version of
1611, “ The Epistle of Paul the Apostle to the Hebrews,”
instead of the simpler and uncompromising title which

t Luther had adopted, “The Epistle to the Hebrews.”

ego arbitror, Apollo” (ad Gen. 48,
20). In his Epist. am Christiag.
Heb. i. 1 ff. (Walch, Th. xii. p.
204), Luther speaks of ‘‘some”
having held the Apollos-author-
ship; but he gives no names, and
may be referring simply, as Bleek
conjectures, to oral conversations
he himself had with learned friends
(Hebraer Brisf, 1. p. 249, note).
1¢Sed ipsa docendi ratio et
stilus alium quam Paulum esse satis

testantur.” /n Ep. ad Hebr. argu-
nentune.
2 ¢“Verisimile est Lucam vel

Clementem esse auctorem huius
epistolae.”  Comm. c. xiil. 23.

8 ¢“Hic igitur non est Paulus ille,
qui ex revelatione ipsius Christi didi-
cit evangelium, sed ex apostolorum

discipulis quispiam,”  On c. ii. 3.

In the Geneva Bible of 1560 the
name of St. Paul is omitted from
the title of the Epistle to the
Hebrews, and in a prefatory argu-
ment the authorship is left an open
question—*‘ For seeing the Spirit
of God is the author thereof, it
diminisheth nothing the authority
although we know not with what
pen He wrote it.”

* Amongst the few scholars of the
day who ventured to dispute this
was the Scotch John Cameron (d.
1625), who, though with hesitation,
ascribed the Epistle to Barnabas :
““Nolim hic quicquam pro certo
affirmare, libenter tamen mihi per-
suaserim eam Barnabae adscribi
debere.” Praclectiones in Selectiora
Novi Testamenti Loca, Salmurii,
1626-28, vol. iil. p. 140.
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Nor was it relegated, as by ILuther, along with the
Epistles of James and Jude and the Apocalypse, to a
kind of second rank among the New Testament writ-
ings,! but was inserted at the end of the Pauline
Epistles as forming one of them.

The Rationalistic School of the eighteenth century
once more, however, revived the old doubts as to the
Pauline authorship, and these gradually gained ground
even among the evangelical theologians of Germany.
Particulars as to their names and works will be found
in the exhaustive Introduction to the Epistle, first
published in 1828, by Friedrich Bleek, who by his own
careful study of the peculiarities of the Epistle, may
be said to have given the final blow to the traditional
view. Since his time, indeed, there have not been
wanting individual scholars who have still clung to the
Pauline hypothesis ;2 but they have become ever fewer
in number, until to-day, whatever difference of opinion
may exist as to who the author really was, the belief
that he was Paul is practically abandoned.

We shall see in our next chapter the internal grounds
on which this conclusion rests. In the meantime, it is
enough to recall as the general result of our inquiries
that, notwithstanding widely conflicting views as to its
authorship, the canonical authority of the Epistle is no
longer seriously called in question, and that accord-
ingly we may approach our further study of it under
the conviction that the Church has in it an integral
portion of the Word of God.

1Tt occupied this same position
in Tindale’s N.T. of 1526 following
3 John, and preceding the Epistle
of James. Tindale describes it,
however, as ‘‘ The pistle off Paul
unto the Hebrues.”

? Amongst these may be men-

tioned in Germany von Hofmann
(1873), Biesenthal (1878), and
Holtzheuer (1883); and in England
Dr. Kay in the Speaker’s Com-
mentary (1881), and Dr. Angus
in Schaff’s Fopular Commentary
(1883). See further p. 33.
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CHAPTER II

INTERNAL EVIDENCE AS TO AUTHORSHIP

Chap. ii. | FROM the brief survey of the history of the Epistle to
Question of the Hebrews contained in the previous chapter we have
authorship

treatedas | seen that, while its canonical authority is now fully re-
o ones cognised, the question of authorship has to a very notice-
able extent been always treated as an open one. The
North African Church, indeed, apparently recognised in
it without hesitation the work of Barnabas; but we
have no evidence that this opinion ever became widely
accepted. And though there have been later periods in
the Church’s history when the Alexandrian belief in the
Pauline authorship attained an almost universal assent,
this would seem to have been due not so much to the
evidence of tradition, as to the desire to associate an
Apostolic name with an Epistle, the value of whose
l'contents was so evident. We are free, therefore, to
| approach the Epistle untrammelled by any authoritative
or continuous Church tradition one way or the other,
and to ask what evidence it itself affords as to who

| wrote it.
The Ipistle ' And in doing so, we may at once get rid of all the
wtim. | theories which rest upon the belief that our Epistle in its

| present form is a translation from an original Hebrew
document. Such, we have seen, was the view of
Clement of Alexandria,! and a similar view gained
! See p. 9f.
16
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currency in the West through the influence of Jerome.
“Paul had written,” so he says, “as a Hebrew to the
Hebrews in Hebrew,” but “what had been eloquently

written in Hebrew, was more eloquently turned into

Greek ; and this is the reason why the Epistle seems to
differ from the other Pauline Epistles.”! But whatever
help this theory may give in the direction thus indicated
by Jerome, no trace of any such Hebrew document any-
where exists ; nor is the thought of it consistent with
the phenomena displayed by the Epistle itself. The
purity and elegance of its language and style, the diffi-
culties of conceiving any Hebrew or Aramaic original
for some of its most striking expressions,? and the
numerous plays on words in which it abounds,*—all point
in the direction of the Greek version being the original
one. While practically decisive proof that it is so lies in
the fact that the quotations in the Epistle from the Old
Testament are taken from the LXX, and not from the

Hebrew text :* a proof which cannot be set aside on the |

plea that these quotations may have been first introduced
in the translation from Aramaic to Greek, for the writer’s
arguments are frequently kased on peculiarities of the
LXX5 We may safely, therefore, conclude that the
Epistle, as we have it now, is the Epistle as it left its
author’'s hands. And we have now to examine the
internal evidence which it affords as to who he was.

1¢Scripserat [Paulus] ut Hebraeus
ITebraeis Hebraice, id est suo elo-
quio disertissime, ut ca quae elo-
quenter scripta fuerant in Hebraeo,
eloquentius verterentur in Graecum ;
et hanc caussam esse quod a ceteris
Pauli epistolis discrepare videatur.”
Catalog. script. eccles. c. §.

? For example, dmatyaoua (c. i.
3), merptomabeiv (c. v. 2), mwioTis
ENTifouévwy UmwioTagts, wpayudTwy
E\eyxos ov Bremouérwy (c. xi. I).

3 Some of the most obvious of

2

these are — éuafer dg’ Gy éEraler
c. v. 85 xaloD Te kal kaxol v. 14;
Eyyifouer — &yyvos vil. 19, 22
dueumros — peppduevos viii. 7, 8
wpogevexlels — dveveykely ix. 28;
puévovgar—uéN\ovaar xiil. 14.

4“Two quotations appear in a
form differing from both the LXX
and the Hebrew, see c. x. 30, and
c. xiil. §.

5 For example, c. x. §ff. coua 8¢
karnpricw ; xii. 26 f. dwaf; and see
further, p. 22,

17
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Chap. ii. Anud in doing so, it will be found most convenient to

Internal consider that evidence in the ﬁl.‘St plac‘e as it bears upon
agasnst the the theory that St. Paul wrote it, a.nd in the event of his
authorship | failing to satisfy the particulars with which we are con-
Srom fronted, then to see whether any of the other names that
have been suggested do so better. In view of the
general consensus of modern scholarship against the
Pauline authorship, such an inquiry may seem, perhaps,
no longer necessary. But a view which at one time so
largely prevailed in the Church can hardly be definitely
set aside without the grounds for this conclusion
being at least indicated. And such an inquiry, as
we propose, has the further advantage of drawing
attention to many important peculiarities of the Epistle
itself.

@ C.ik s (1) We begin then with the significant passage c. ii. 3,
where the writer, identifying himself according to his
general custom with those to whom he writes! ranks
himself along with them as having received the Gospel
at second hand. Neither he nor they had been among
the immediate hearers of the Lord; but the so great
' salvation which He proclaimed “was confirmed unto us
' by them that heard.” Now is it possible to think of
| St. Paul, who prided himself so on receiving his com-
mission directly from the Risen Lord (Gal. i 1, 11 1),
writing in this way? Or was there not rather a very
special reason on the present occasion why,if he were the
writer, he should have asserted his Apostolic authority
to the full? To some of the Gentile Churches to whom
he wrote it might be of little consequence where the
Apostle got his message, so long as it commended itself
to them. But no one writing to Jewish Christians to

1 See the use of the first personal  The second person occurs in c. iii.
pronoun in c¢. iv. 1, II, I4, I6; 1,12, 13; vil 4; Xil. 25, etc.
vi. 1; x. 22ff; xil. 28; xiii. 13
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C\aIt the New Dispensation, of which he was minister,
over the Old Dispensation, endeared to them by so many
sacred ties, would fail to support his message by every
means in his power. Luther, therefore, followed by
Calvin, does not go too far when he puts this verse in
the forefront of the arguments against the Pauline
authorship ; while a modern scholar speaks of it as

“ justly held to be a most grave (or indeed fatal) objec-
tion ” to it.!

(2) The indirect evidence which the Zanguage of the

“Epistle affords points in the same direction.? Its voca-

bulary is peculiarly rich. Thayer enuimnerates about one |

hundred and sixty-nine words in it which are not found
elsewhere in the Greek Scriptures: and though naturally,
from the general similarity of their topics, another long
list of words and phrases can be made out peculiar to
our Epistle and the acknowledged Pauline writings, it
is remarkable how many of Paul's most characteristic
expressions are here altogether wanting. Thus we do
not once find our Lord referred to by the favourite
Pauline designation “ Christ Jesus”; but, on the other
hand, very frequently by the simple name “ Jesus,” which
Paul rarely uses alone. While the familiar phrase “in
Christ,” in which the Pauline theology may be said to be
summed up, is equally awanting. Neither do we any
longer find the revelation of God in Christ described as
“the Gospel ” ;3 nor the corresponding verb employed
actively of men engaged in its proclamation. When the
verb does occur it is in the passive, with reference to the

! 'Westcott, Comem. p. Ixxvi. in this and similar directions is well

Calvin’s words are, ‘¢ Caeterum hic
locus indicio est, epistolam a Paulo
non fujsse compositam.  Neque
enim tam humiliter loqui solet, ut
se¢ unum fateatur ex Apostolorum
dlsmpuh@ (Comm, ¢ loc.).

* The peculiarity of our Epistle

brought out in Seyffarth’s Essay,
De Epistolac guae dicitur ad Heb-
raeos indole maxime peculiars, Lip-
siae, 1821.

3 T edayyérwr. The word occurs
in all the Pauline Epistles e\:cept
Titus.

Chap. ii.

(2) Lan-
guage.
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New Dispensations.?

Other familiar Pauline words, which are wholly want-
ing in our Epistle, are the noun “ mystery ” (uvariprov),
and the verbs “to fulfil” (s2#pev), “to build up”
(oinadoue), and “ to justify ’ (drzasely) ; while in not a few
instances where St. Paul is accustomed to use simple,
terse expressions, our writer shows a preference for more
sonorous derivatives.2 A similar difference of usage can
be traced in the connecting particles employed.?

(3) The independent S#y/e of the Epistle to the
Hebrews is equally marked. There is about it a purity
of Greek, a literary finish, and a rhetorical art to which
St. Paul was an entire stranger. The Apostle was too
much concerned with what he had to say to mind very
much how he said it; and in consequence his overflow-
ing thoughts often come jerking out with an utter
disregard of grammar and of style. In the Epistle to
the Hebrews, on the other hand, every sentence is
carefully finished, every period exactly balanced.* And
the orderly plan of the whole, the springing of each
slip in the argument from what immediately precedes,’

Chap. ii. !divine appeal addressed to men both under the Old and
!
|
\

(3) Style.

1C. iv. 2, Kkal ydp €opuev ebny-
yehigpuévor kabdmep kdkevor. Comp.
ver. 6.

2 Thus for wefs (1 Cor. iii. 8,
14; ix. 17) we find wmofamrodosia
(Heb. ii. 2; x. 35; xl. 26): for
paprupety (Gal. v. 3), owwemuap-
Tupety (Heb. ii. 4) ; for 70 réhos Taw
alwvwy (1 Cor. x. II), % owTeleia
TOr aldwwy (Heb. ix. 26); and for
Noyifeofar (Rom. iii. 28 ; 2 Cor. x.
11), avaroyifecfar (Heb. xii. 3).

3¢ 1In the epistles of St. Paul
elTis occurs 50 times, eite 63, more
(in affirmative clauses) 19, efra (in
enumerations) 6, el 8¢ kal 4, elmep
5, €xTos €l w7 3, elye 4, uimws 12,
unkére 10, pevolrye 3, édv 88 times,
while none of them are found in the

epistle except édv, and that only
once (or twice) except in quota-
tions. On the other hand é&6ev,
which occurs 6 times, and édvrep,
which occurs 3 times in the epistle,
are never used by St. IPaul.” Ren-
dall, Z%e Epistle to the Hebrews,
Appendix, p. 27, n. I.

TSee, e, ¢ 1. I-4; il 2-4;
vi. 1, 2; vil. 20-22, 23-25; ix.
23-28; xii. 1, 2. “The Epistle
to the Hebrews is the only piece
of writing in the N.T., which in
structure of sentences and style
shows the care and dexterity of an
artistic writer.” Blass, Grammar
of N.T. Greek, Eng. tr. 1898, p.
296.
5 Thus the mention of the ** faith-
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and the use of such aids to style as full-sounding
phrases,! the rhetorical question,? rhetorical trajections,?
explanatory parentheses,® and vivid pictorial images,
sometimes condensed in a simple word, all betray the
skilful literary workman?® As examples of these last’
we may recall the solemn warning to give earnest |
heed to the things that were heard, lest haply we
“drift away,”® where the thought is of a boat being
carried down stream away from secure anchorage; or
the reference to all things as being “opened”7 to the
eyes of Him with whom we have to do, the idea being
suggested either by the bared throat of the victim
that has been flayed and hung up, or by the drawing
back of a criminal’s head to expose him to the public
gaze’

(4) Its Quotations from the Old Testament are another
distinguishing feature of our Epistle. For not only are
they very numerous, but the great majority of them,
twenty -one out of twenty-nine, are peculiar to this
Epistle among New Testament writings® No doubt

4 C. xil. 17, 21, 253 xili. 17.
5 ¢¢Si Paul est un dialecticien in-
comparable, le rédacteur de notre

ful” IHigh-priest in c. ii. 17 is
followed by the comparison with
Moses in c¢. iil. 1-6, in which

faithfulness is a leading trait; and
the reference to ¢‘them that have
faith” in c. x. 39 by the roll-call
of the faithful in ¢. xi.

! For example, wmoluuepds kal
woAvTpiTws C. 1. 1; wdoa wapdBagis
kal wapakoy ii. 2 &dikov moba-
modociav ii. 2 ; 8s éxdfioev év Befig
Tol Opdvov THs peyalwotvys €v Tols
odpavols viil. I (comp. the simpler
Pauline év defig 700 Heol kabnuevos,
Col. ili. 1); xwpls aiparesyvoias
ix. 22.

2 Kai i &ri Myw; ¢. xi. 32. Onthe
other hand, the Pauline rhetorical
forms 7¢ obv; i ~ydp; uy yévorro,
cte., are wanting.

3C. vil. 4 (marpdpyms); xil. 11
(Bekatoovwys) s xil. 23 (Be@).

épitre a plutdt les qualités d’un
orateur riche et profond assuré-
ment, mais qui ne néglige pas non
plus les effets de style et la recherche
du beau langage.” Bovon, 7%él.
du N. 7. il p. 395

8 C. il 1, ui more Tapaprduer.

7 C. iv. 13, TeTpaxnhopéva,

8 For other examples see West-
cott, Comem. p. xlviil, .

¥ Of the twenty-nine quotations
twenty - three are taken from the
Pentateuch and Psalter. And of the
primary passages quoted as referring
to the Person and Work of Christ, ‘
all with two exceptions (2 Sam. vii. |
14; c. i. §: Isa. viii. 17; c.il. 13) )
are taken from the Psalms. See |
the whole of Westcott’s valuable !

(4) Quota-

tions from
o.7.
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this may be partially explained by the nature of the
subject with which the Epistle deals; but this does not
affect the further peculiarity of the soxrce whence they
are drawn. Thus, though St. Paul in his quotations as a
rule makes use of the LXX, he constantly refers back
to the Hebrew text; but the author of our Epistle, as
we have already had occasion to notice, depends wholly
upon the LXX, and uses it further, as Bleek has
shown! in a recension closely resembling the Alex-
andrian Codex, whereas St. Paul, when he uses the LXX
at all, does so in the form of the Vatican Codex.

One result of this exclusive use of the LXX has
already been adverted to, and though not bearing
directly on the point immediately before us, may be
most conveniently illustrated here, the fact, namely,
that in several instances the writer actually bases his
argument upon expressions which have no place in the
original Hebrew text.?

Take, for example, the rendering of Ps. x1. -8, which
is found in ¢ x. §-7, “Sacrifice and offering Thou
wouldest not, but a body hast Thou prepared me: in
burnt-offerings and sacrifices for sin Thou hadst no
pleasure. Then said I, Lo, I am come (in the roll of
the book it is written of me) to do Thy will, O God”:
where it will be noticed that the words, “a body hast
Thou prepared me,” as in the LXX, take the place of the
Hebrew, “ Mine éars hast Thou pierced.” And yet it is
upon this mention of “a body,” a body which it is im-
plied corresponded to God’s will, that the author bases
his comparison of the effectiveness of the sacrifice of
Christ as compared with the effectiveness of the sacri-

Dissertation, Oz the use of the O.7.  ** Pauli quoque idcirco ad Hebr.
in the Epistle (Comm. pp. 469-75).  epistolae contradicitur, quod ad
L Hebrier Brief, i. § 82, p. 369ff.  Hebraeos scribensutatur testimoniis,
2 Kurtz (Comem. § 3. 2) recalls quae in Hebraicis voluminibus non
the words of Jerome, ad Jes. 6. 9:  habentur,”
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fices of the Law. Nor to the first readers of the Lpistle
would this cause any difficulty. The LXX was their
Bible in ordinary use, and was regarded by them as
possessed of an equal authority with the Hebrew text;
while any perplexity that we may feel as to the validity
of the argument is got over by remembering that after
all the general sense is not thereby materially affected.
In the present passage, for instance, both Hebrew and
LXX lead up to the main point, the surrender of will,
in which the sacrifice is perfected.

Not yet, however, have we exhausted the full
peculiarity of our author’s mode of citation. St Paul,
it is well known, in quoting from the Old Testament,‘
generally introduces his quotations with the vague “it |
is written,”! or where he uses the more personal “saith,”
joins with it either the name of the human writer, or
the general designation ‘“the Scripture” —*Moses
saith,” “David saith,” “the Scripture saith.”? But in
our Epistle the quotations are always made anony-
mously.? Nowhere is there any mention of the name
of the writer ;* but invariably the words are ascribed to
God as the Speaker (except in one case where God is
directly addressed, and the indefinite “one hath some-
where testified,” c. ii. 6, is employed), or on two occa-
sions to Christ, or on yet other two to the Holy Spirit?
And the explanation seems to lie in the light in which
throughout the Old Testament Scripture is regarded

1 Péyparrar. It occurs sixteen
times in the Epistle to the Romans
alone,

2 Rom. x. 19; xi, 93 iv. 3.

% A similar practice exists, though
not invariably, in the Lpistles of
Clement and Barnabas. See, e.g.,
1 Clem. 15,21, 46 ; and Barn. c. 2,
3 5-

1C. v,
exception.

5 Yor God as the Speaker, see ¢

7 is only an apparent

1§ Tive yap elmey (sc. 0 Bels); 1. 7 -

Aéver, ete. @ for Christ, c.il. 11, 13;
x. 5ff. : and for the Holy Spirit, c.
iil. 7ff.; x. 15. In the last two
instances the words are also else-
where ascribed to God (c. iv. 7;

viii. 8); while in ¢. x. 15 the use :

of waprupel, not Aéyet, points to the
Holy Spirit as only the witness to
the divine plan, and not the ulti-
mate authority.
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by our writer. To him it is present, living, always

| effective, not exhausting itself on its first proclamation,

but coming home to each new generation with ever-

lincreasing force in the light of fuller knowledge.

(s) Doc- l (5) And this may prepare us for our last point in

intimg.  the present connexion, and that is the independent
position of the Epistle to the Hebrews as regards con-
Itents, or Doctrinal Teacking. Not, indeed, that this
;has been very generally allowed. At all periods in its
“history it has been a favourite contention that while it
| is separated from the Pauline Epistles by such marked
peculiarities of language and style as we have just
been noticing, it still stands to them in the closest
)possible relation as regards thought and substance.
And this position is still maintained by many modern
scholars, who have quite abandoned the idea of direct
! Pauline authorship.!

Difference ‘\ We shall have occasion again to notice the amount

of stand- . . . .
point from | of truth underlying this contention; but that it can be

g%%;a: "accepted in the sense in which it is usually made, seems

: i to us wholly impossible. It will not, indeed, be possible
to substantiate this fully till we have examined the
teaching of the Epistle in detail ; but in the meantime
lone or two points that lie on the surface may be
| noted.

the Gentites, | Thus there is not a single reference in our Epistle
' to the Gentiles as such, or to the question of circum-
| cision or uncircumcision, which plays so large a part in
\the Pauline Epistles. And while the relation of the
| Law to the Gospel may be said to lie at the root of
lour writer's argument, as well as of so much of the

the retation | teaching of St. Paul, the manner of this relation is very
of the Law |
ngij:'/’ ‘J ! Thus Dr. Salmon writes, ““On  appears, [ think, with certainty that

' a comparison of the substance and  the doctrine of the Epistle is alto-
language of the Epistle with those  gether Pauline.”  Zntrod. to the
of Paul’s acknowledged writings, it~ New Zest. 7th ed. p. 421,
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differently conceived in the two cases. By St. Paul the
Law is everywhere regarded as an interlude which comes
in between the Promise and the Gospel,—an interlude
whose function it is to bring home to man the sense of
sin, and which stands therefore in direct contrast to the
Gospel. In the Epistle to the Hebrews, on the other
hand, the Law is regarded rather as an imperfect
Gospel, a system of Divine institutions and arrange-
ments jntended to secure and preserve fellowship
between God and His people, until God’s highest pur-
poses are revealed! And, consequently, the Pauline
distinctions between “letter” and “ spirit,” “ the spirit of
bondage” and “the spirit of adoption,” give place in
their turn to those between “shadow” and “substance,”
“antitype” and “type.” 2

If, too, both writers agree in attributing the new and
better state of things which has been brought in by
Christianity to the work of Christ, they draw attention
to different points in its historical presentation. The
centre of the Pauline system is the Aésen Christ, the
second Adam, in whom fallen humanity receives as it
were a fresh start. But in the Epistle to the Hebrews
our thoughts are carried beyond the risen to the
Ascended Christ, in whom believers have free access to
God.  Only once, indeed, and then indirectly, is the
fact of the Resurrection even mentioned (c. xiii. 20);
while again and again we are invited to behold Jesus
in His heavenly glory as the Priest or High-priest of

1< L’un abolit la Loi, lautre la
transfigure.” Ménégoz, La To-
logie de I Epltre aux Hébreux, p.
19o. Comp. also p. 197, ¢ L’auteur
de TEpitre aux Hébreux est un
Svolutionniste ; Saint Paul est un
rvolutionnaire, en prenant ce terme
en son sens exclusivement moral et
religizux.”

21t should be noted that, in-

verting the usual theological usage
nowadays, our writer regards the
“type” as primary {c. vii. §3;
comp. Acts vil. 44, and contrast
v. 43), and the ‘‘antitype” as
secondary (c. ix. 24; comp. so-
called 2 Clem. ¢. xiv. with Light-
foot’s note, and contrast 1 Det. .
iil. 21). ‘

i

the stress
laid on
Christ's
Ascension
and
Heavenly
Priesthood,’
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lmen, titles neither of which occur at all in the Pauline
. Epistles.

And so once more, in keeping with this priestly
termmology, we are prepared to find the result of our
Lord’s work as applied to believers indicated by such
words as “cleansing,” “consecration,” “a bringing to
 perfection,” rather than by the distinctive Pauline
I “justification.” The “righteous” man is no longer the
i man to whom God has imputed a condition which has
' been freely won for him in Christ, but the man who,
| through faith proving itself in obedience, has earned
‘the testimony of God (c. xi. 4).

Not indeed, it need hardly be said, that there is any
real inconsistency between the two writers. On all
, fundamental points there is complete harmony between
‘them. Only the independent standpoints from which
‘vthey survey the same great field of truth are so reflected
| in their theological systems, that nowhere so much as
| in the sphere of doctrine or teaching does the difference
'between them appear.
| And this may well prepare us for a further conclusion.
| Not only can Paul not be the author of the Epistle to
ithe Hebrews, but it is extremely unlikely that the
writer is to be sought in the immediate circle of his
followers or friends: otherwise he would have repro-
duced more closely his master's teaching. And yet
| the Epistle has been so often ascribed to such men
“as St. L.uke, or Barnabas, or Silas, or Apollos, that it
s necessary to look a little more closely at their
' claims.!

! The name of Clement of Rome  from, the Hebrews. While the
~has also from the earliest times marked differences in rhetorical skill
! found supporters. But the un- and depth of thought between the

doubted parallels of language with  two Epistles are wholly destructive
hlS Epistle (see p. §5f.) prove of the idea of oneness of author-
on]v that Clement used, or copied  ship. Besides, if Clement was the
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It was, as we have already seen, on the general| chap. i
ground of similarity of diction and style with his| a)se Luse
acknowledged writings that the name of St. Luke was
first ‘associated with our Epistle; and in more recent
times his claims have been again revived, mainly'\
through the influential advocacy of Delitzsch. And, |
indeed, if we were able, with Clement of Alexandria,
to regard the Greek Epistle as the translation of a
Hebrew original, much might be said for the view that
we owe it to St. Luke in its present form, the parallels
of language are often so striking.!

But the Epistle is unquestionably an independent
writing, and not a translation. And it is equally im-
possible to admit the view, so strongly advocated by |
Ebrard, that the form is St. Luke’s, but the thoughts
St. Paul’s ;2 for, as we have just been seeing, it is in the |
very sphere of thought or doctrine that the differences
between it and the Pauline writings are most marked.?
The mere resemblance in language, too, between it and
St. Luke, to say nothing of the fact that it fails in
certain important particulars,® is not sufficient of itself
to determine the question of authorship. For to apply
only one test, an even greater resemblance in language
and style can be traced between the writings of St

1

author, how comes it that no tra- ? Even Delitzsch admits that ““it ;
dition to that effect was preserved always seems strange that we |
in Rome, where the Lpistle wasso  do not anywhere meet with those ‘

early known? particular ideas which form, so to |

! Delitzsch’s  evidence to this  speak, thearteries of Paul’s doctrinal |
effect, which is scattered through system.” Comm. ii. p. 412. }
his whole Commentary, has been 4 Kurtz gives as examples that !
collected by Liinemann, Couzm. pp.  Luke always describes the Heads |

27-35. It is presented also in an  of the Church as mpesBirepor, bul ‘

interesting way with additions by  our author only as #yovuevol (c.
Bishop Alexander in his ZLeading  xiii. 7, 17, 24), and that the former
Ideas of the Gospels, 3rd ed. pp. describes baptism only as pdwr-
302-24. And see, further, Simcox,  7wpa, never as in our Epistle as
ZThe Writers of the N. 7. Appendix  Bawriouds (c. vi. 2).  Comm. p. :
I. Table iii. 18, note, :

2 Ebrard, Comim. p. 4261, i
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(2) Silas.

(3) Bar-
nabas.

| Luke and of St. Paull And yet no one imagines that
the former had anything to do directly with the
. production of the Pauline Epistles.
I Apart, moreover, from all such considerations, it is
 sufficient to point out that the author of our Epistle
! must, according to an apparently unanimous consensus
lof opinion, have been a Jew; while St. Luke, from the
manner in which in Col. iv. 14 he is distinguished from
tho:e “who are of the circumcision ” (ver. 11), was in all
| probablllty a Gentile.
} The same objection does not apply to Silas; but, on
thhe other hand, the very closeness of his connexion
jwith the Church at Jerusalem seems to be fatal to
his claims. One who could be described along with
St. Paul and Barnabas as one of the “chief men among
the brethren” (Acts xv. 22), could hardly class himself
in the second rank in point of time of apostolic men
(c.ii. 3). Nor have we any evidence of the possession
on his part of that Alexandrian training which, as we
shall see more fully afterwards,? our author must have
possessed. It is, however, principally on the ground
of the total want of any positive evidence connecting
his name with the Epistle that Silas must be set aside.?
It is just in this latter particular that the strongest
'point may be made on behalf of Barnabas. He was
-distinctly named by Tertullian as the author, and in a
‘way which suggests that that Father was giving not
. merely his own personal opinion, but the general opinion
‘of the Church in Africa* But if so, we cannot help

. 1See Moltzmann, Die Synop- in support of certain theories of
'z‘urﬁe;z Evangelien, p. 316 ff. ; and  their own regarding the Epistle,
the Tables in I’lummers St. Luke and his name has recently found

U ({nternat. Crit. Comm.), p. livff. little or no support, though it is
|7 2 See Chap. IX. favoured by Godet in the Zxpositor,
| 3 He was first suggested by the  3rd Ser. vii. p. 264.
¢ German theologians Mynster and 1 See p. 7.

' Béhme, independently of each other,
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asking, How comes it that the tradition was confined to
Africa, and was apparently not so much as known in
the Roman or the Alexandrian Church? Is it not just
possible that Tertullian made a mistake, and confused
our Epistle with that other Epistle which was widely cir-
culated in the early Church as the work of Barnabas, and
which still bears his name? If, indeed, this later Epistle
could be accepted as the genuine work of Barnabas, we
would have conclusive evidence against his connexion
with the Epistle before us; for the two writings, though
possessed of a common aim, exhibit a most marked
contrast in style and treatment.! While even if, as is
now generally admitted, we look upon the so-called
Epistle of Barnabas as really the work of another,? there
is still the same difficulty, as in the case of Silas, of
associating the Epistle to the Hebrews with a man
whose home seems to have been in Jerusalem (Acts
iv. 37), and who stood on such close terms of intimacy
with the first apostles (Acts ix. 27; xi. 22; Gal. ii. 13)3

There remains still the name of Apollos, a name
which, if not originally suggested by Luther, certainly
became first known through him.* And it must be at
once admitted that the particulars we can gather re-
garding Apollos from the pages of the New Testament
correspond in a wonderful manner with the particulars
which the Epistle itself discloses as to its author.
Apollos was a “Jew . ..
eloquent man . . .

an Alexandrian by race, an
and he was mighty in the Scrip-

1 Westcott, Comm. pp. Ixxx—iv.

2 See Hefele, Das Sendschreiben
des  Apostels  Barnabas aufs neue
wnlersuckt, Tib. 1840; and J. G.
Miiller, Erkldrung des Barnabas
briefes, Leipzig, 1869. The tradi-
tional view is defended In Smith’s
Dict. of Christ. Biogr., art. Bar-
nabas.

3 Notwithstanding the above diffi-

culties, the writing of the ‘‘ word of
exhortation ”” (Heb. xiil. 22) by the
““son of exhortation” (Acts iv. 36)
is perhaps at present the favourite
hypothesis especially among German
scholars, and is the one to which
we would most readily incline if it
was necessary to fix upon a name,

4 See p. 13.

Chap. ii.

() Apollos.
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| tures” (Acts Xviii. 24) He was apparently a frxcnd of

Timothy (1 Cor. xvi. ro~12; Heb. xiii. 23), and though
standing in a close relation to St. Paul was yet inde-
pendent of him (1 Cor. iii. 4). While the retiring dis-
position with which St. Paul credits him (1 Cor. xvi. 12)
is in harmony with our Epistle, in which the writer keeps
his own personality so much in the background. But,
at the same time, when occasion required, Apollos could
“speak boldly” (Acts xviii. 26; Heb. iii. 6 ; ~. 33), and
the subject of his public disputations with the Jews,
“showing by the Scriptures that Jesus was the Christ”
(Acts xviil. 28), might well be taken as the basis of the
teaching afterwards unfolded in the Epistle. Striking,
however, as these resemblances are, in the total absence
of any early tradition in the Church to confirm it, the
suggestion of Luther must remain as at best merely a
happy conjecture, whose wide acceptance “is only ex-
plicable by our natural unwillingness to frankly confess
our ignorance on a matter which excites our interest.” !

And yet, apparently, it is to this frank confession of
ignorance that we are in the meantime shut up? Not-
withstanding the unwearied labours of many scholars,
and the fresh and varied light which their researches
have thrown on many debateable points regarding our
Epistle, so far as the problem of its authorship is con-
cerned, if we except the negative conclusion that at least
it was not written by St. Paul, or by anyone closely
associated with him, the Church to-day is still little
further on than in the days of Origen, taking his words
as applicable to ultimate authorship as well as to present
form: “ But who it was who wrote the Epistle, God only
knows certainly.”? It is in this respect, as Delitzsch has

1 Westcott, Comm. p. 1xxix. authorship, see appended Note, p.
2 For a Table of the different 32.
views that have heen held as to 3 See p. 10.
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well remarked, ¢ like the great Melchizedek of sacred . chap. i
story, of which its central portion treats. Like him it o
marches forth in lonely, royal, and sacerdotal dignity, |
and like him is dyesarsynmoc; we know not whence it
cometh nor whither it goeth.”! |

Nor is this conclusion, unsatisfying as at first sight it | Compensat-
may appear, without its compensating aspects. “Was | ;%/7{?’””
it not meet,” asks Professor Bruce, “that he who tells moraee:
us at the outset that God’s last great word to men was
spoken by His Son, should disappear like a star in the ‘
presence of the great luminary of day? Was it not !
seemly that he who wrote this book in praise of Christ |
the Great High Priest, should be but a voice saying to
all after-time, ‘ This is God’s beloved Son, hear ye Him’;
and that when the voice was spoken he should disappear
with Moses, Aaron, and all the worthies of the old
covenant, and allow Christ Himself to speak without:
any medium between Him and us?”?

While Dr. Westcott justly claims the anonymous
Epistle as a witness to the spiritual wealth of the Apos-
tolic age: “ We acknowledge the divine authority of
the Epistle, self-attested and ratified by the illuminated .
consciousness of the Christian Society ; we measure

what would have been our loss if it had not been

included in our Bible; and we confess that the wealth !
of spiritual power was so great in the early Church that
he who was empowered to commit to writing this view

of the fulness of the Truth has not by that conspicuous !
service even left his name for the grateful reverence of
later ages. It was enough that the faith and the love '
were there to minister to the Lord (Matt. xxvi. 13).”3

L Comm. i. p. 4. 3 Comm. p. Ixxix, ‘
2 Expositor, 3rd Ser. vii. p. 178,



NOTE

‘ The Authorship of the Eprstie

Note. | THE following Table, showing the views that have prevailed as
to the Authorship of our Epistle, is taken with additions from
Holtzmann, Esnleituny in das V. 7. 3te Aufl. pp. 296, 301, and
Ménégoz, La Théologie de P Epitre aux Hébreux, pp. 62, 63 :—

1. Luke : (independently) Calvin——(under the influence of
Paul) Stier, Guericke, Ebrard, Delitzsch, Alexander,
among Protestant theologians; Hug, Déllinger, Zill,
among Roman Catholic theologians.

[

| 2. Clement of Rome : (independently) Erasmus—(under
| the influence of Paul) Mack, Reithmayr, Langen,
Bisping, among Roman Catholic theologians.
|
|
\

3. Silas: Mynster, Bohme, Godet.

4. Barnabas: J. E. Ch. Schmidt, Ullmann, Twesten,
Wieseler, Volkmar, Ritschl, Grau, Thiersch, B. Weiss,
A. Maijer (Rom. Cath.), Keil, Kiibel, H. Schultz,

; Renan, Overbeck, de Lagarde, Zahn, Harnack ;

And in England ; Salmon.

5. Apollos : Luther, L. Osiander, Leclerc, Heumann, L.
| Miiller, Semler, Ziegler, de Wette, Bleek, Feilmoser
| (Rom. Cath.), H. A. Schott, Tholuck, Liinemann,
i Bunsen, Kurtz, L. Schulze, de Pressensé, Hilgenfeld,
| Scholten, Reuss, Pfleiderer ;

} And in England; Alford, S. Davidson, Farrar,

Moulton.
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6. Paul: Storr, G. W. Meyer, Steudel, Paulus, Stein,
Gelpke, Scheibel, Olshausen, Wichelhaus, Jatho,
" Hofmann, Volck, v. d. Heydt, Biesenthal, Holtz-
‘heuer, Laharpe, Hofstede de Groot, among Protes-

tant theologians ;

The majority of the Roman Catholic theo-
logians ;

And in England and America; Stuart, Foster,
Bloomfield, Wordsworth, M‘Caul, Kay, Angus,
Field.

7. An unknown Jewish-Alexandrian writer: Eich-|

horn, Seyffarth, Neudecker, Baumgarten - Crusius, ‘

Moll, Kostlin, Ewald, Grimm, Hausrath, Kluge, :

Lipsius, von Soden, Holtzmann, Ménégoz, Jiilicher ;

And in England ; Rendall, Dods, W. R. Smith,
Westcott, Vaughan, A. B. Davidson, and Bruce.




CHAPTER II1I

’ THE DESTINATION, DATE, AND PLACE OF WRITING
] OF THE EPISTLE

[
[
\

Chap. iii. | FROM the inquiry, Who wrote the Epistle to the

5255;[0” ‘HebrewsP we turn naturally to the inquiry, To whom

o hels was it written? Who were the readers for whom it

title. | was in the first instance intended? And here again
| we are at once met with the striking peculiarity that
lwhile the Epistle contains no direct mention of its
| writer, neither does it name those to whom he wrote.
| For it must be kept in view that the familiar title
1 “To the Hebrews” formed no part of the original
ﬁEpistle,l and that, even if it did, it would in itself
fbe ambiguous, as the word “Hebrews” (‘ESpain or
\ "EBpaier) is used in the New Testament sometimes of
[the Aramaic-speaking Jews of Palestine in contrast to
the Hellenists or Greek-speaking Jews (Acts vi. 1), and
{at other times of Jews generally, whatever language
I'they spoke, in contrast to Greeks or (Gentiles (2 Cor.
 xi. 22; Phil. iii. 5).

Luidence J We must turn therefore to the Epistle itself for what

Lpistle indications we may gather from it regarding its readers.

7 readers ‘And here the first point that strikes us is that they
were

() senbrs |  were evidently mcmnbers of a definite community. The

@ 722t
commanityi |11t is found however in our  of writers holding such different
earliest existing MSS. (¢. 400 A.D. ), views regarding its authorship as
}and still earlier (c. 2c0 A.D.) in  Tertullian (see p. 7), and Clement
references to the Epistle on the part  of Alexandria (see p. 9).
34 N
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absence of any formal introduction,! such as we find in
the Pauline Epistles, has indeed sometimes led to the
conjecture that the writing is of the nature of a
theological treatise addressed to Hebrew Christians
generally,? or even to all wavering and dispirited be-
lievers,® rather than an Epistle written with a definite
circle of readers in view. But the closing verses and
salutations point clearly in the latter direction,* and
this conclusion is confirmed by the intimate acquaint-
ance which the writer shows throughout with his readers’

state, and the deep personal feeling which underlies his

practical appeals® No better definition of the writing
indeed can be given than the author’s own. It is a
“word of exhortation,” which he has addressed to certain
“brethren” from whom for the time he has been parted,
but to whom he hopes soon to be restored.®

It would appear further that these brethren consisted
of men “in the same general civcumnstances of age,
position and opinion.”” They are treated at least as
all holding the same views, and being exposed to the
same dangers. And this has led to the conjecture that
they formed only a part of a larger community, a view
to which a certain amount of support is lent by their
being addressed apart from their leaders® In any case
they must have been a comparatively small body, for

! This has been explained on tet, wenn gleich mit besondrer

Chap. iii.

(2) in the
same gene-
ral circumn-
stances :

different grounds, as that the watch-
fulness of the writer’s enemies made
concealment necessary (Ewald), or
that he occupied no position of
authority in the Church (Weiss).

2 ¢“The first systematic treatise
of Christian theology” addressed
to “Jewish Christians, in general,
considered from a theoretical point
of view.” Reuss, Hist. of C/uz.vl
Theol. ii. p. 241 f.

5 ¢« Das Schreiben ist an alle
Schwankende und Verzagte gerich-

Riicksicht auf die Judenchristen,”
Biesenthal, Das ZTrostchreiben des
Apostels Paulus an die Hebrier,
. 19.

4 C. xiil, 7, 17-19, 22-24.

5 Comp. ¢. v. 11, 125 vi. 9, 10 |
x. 32 ff.; xii 4. i

9 C. xiil. 22, 23, Note éméareda ‘
(ver. 22), itself pointing to a writing \
of an epistolary nature. |

7 Westcott on ¢. v. II. “

8 C, xiil. 17, 24. |
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(3) and of
Jewish ex-
traction.
This proved
by special
references,

such a general similarity of circumstances to have
existed among them, and this explains further the par-
ticularity of the writer’s references : “ Take heed, brethren,
lest haply there- shall be in any one of you an evil
heart of unbelief”; “Looking carefully lest there be
any man that falleth short of the grace of God.”*
When we pass to the question of the readers’
nationality, we are at once met with the traditional -
view, to which the title gives expression, that they were
of Jewish extraction. And numerous indications of
this have been found in the Epistle itself. In his
opening words, for example, the writer, who was clearly
himself a Jew, speaks of “the fathers” to whom God
spoke in the Old Testament prophets, in- an absolute
way which implies that they were not only the spiritual,
but the lineal ancestors of himself and his readers.
And similarly in c. ii. 16, the latter are described as
“the seed of Abraham,” in a connexion where to give
the words a metaphorical or spiritual meaning would
both destroy the contrast with the “angels” of the
previous clause, and break the chain of the writer’s
argument which throughout rests on the real oneness
between the Saviour and those He comes to save

I'(comp. ver. 11). And so again with the familiar

designations, borrowed from the Old Testament, “the
people” (c. ii. 17; xiii. 12) or “the people of God”
(c. iv. 9). It is true that elsewhere we find Gentile
converts described in the same way (Tit. il. 14} 1 Pet.
ii. 9, 10). But this is impossible, as Weiss has pointed
out,? in the case of an Epistle, where, throughout, these
designations are applied to the Old Testament covenant
people whose lineal descendants Christian believers

1C. i 12; xil. 15. Comp. c. 3C, v. 3; vil. 5, 11, 27; ix.
v, 1. 7, 19; xi. 25.
% Hebrier Brief, p. 21.



THE DESTINATION OF THE EPISTLE

37

~are everywhere represented to be. It is as such, for
example, that in c. iv. the IHebrews are invited to enter
into the rest into which -their fathers had: failed to
enter; and again are exhorted to “go forth .
without the camp,” outside the old limits of Israel,
within. which they must first have been, in order to
enjoy the full benefits of the New Covenant offering
" (c. xiii. 13.- Comp. ver. 11). While elsewhere the effect
of that offering is directly represented as “the redemp-
tion of the transgressions that were under the first
covenant” (c. ix. 15. Comp. xiii. 12).

Apart however from such special 1nd1cat10ns of the,

readers’ nationality, as these and similar passages contain,
the intimate acquaintance with Jewish rites and customs
which is throughout assumed, and still more the whole
tone and argument of the Epistle, unmistakeably point
to Jewish readers. Only to them would an argument

based all through on a comparison between the Old [

Covenant and the New, a setting forth of Aow much
better Christianity is than Judaism, come home with
living force. Only they would hold so closely to the
Divine authority of the Old Testament Scriptures, that
these could be used, as throughout this Epistle they
are used, as one great means for their instruction and
encouragement. Only they could share in the fond
recollections with which even amidst the glories of the
new, the writer recalls the memories of the vanished
age. Whatever, indeed, the precise relation in which
the author stood to his readers, it seems impossible not
. to think of them as having these memories as a common
. possession, or to regard his Epistle otherwise than as
the direct, personal appeal of one who had himself
proved the superiority of Christianity over Judaism, and
who now desired his believing Jewish fellow-countrymen
to rise with him to the full sense of their privileges.

Chap. iii.

and by the
general tone
and argu-
ment of the
Epistle.
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Chap. iii.

Recent
attempts to
substitute
the thought
of Gentile
readers

not estalr-
lished by the
passages
usually
cited.

C.vi 1,2

It would be unnecessary to dwell upon this, so
generally has the idea of a Jewish destination for the
Epistle been admitted, were it not for the numerous
attempts which have lately been made to substitute
the thought of Gentile readers.! It may be that these
attempts are largely made in the interests of a par-
ticular locality, to which it is contended that the
Epistle was addressed, a contention to which we shall
| return again ; but in any case it is confidently alleged
I'that there are certain passages in the Epistle, which
Lonly the thought of a Gentile destination can explain,
| passages such as c. vi. I, 2; ix. 14; xiii. 4; and xiii. 24.
‘But a brief reference to these will show that this in-
terpretation is both unnecessary and erroneous.

Take the first of them: “ Wherefore let us cease to
speak of the first principles of the Christ, and be borne
on unto perfection; not laying again a foundation of
repentance from dead works, and of faith toward
God, of the teaching of baptisms, and of laying on of
hands, and of resurrection of the dead, and of eternal
judgment” (c¢. vi. 1, 2). Here, it is said, the “first
principles” enumerated are evidently those elementary
doctrines of Christianity which Gentiles would need to
be taught as a foundation for further instruction. But
were they not equally “first principles” for the Jews?
And what more natural than that the writer should
recall them to his. Jewish fellow-countrymen, before
passing on to the “perfection” to which he was

summoning them? The

| ! The thought of Gentile readers
was apparently first entertained by
Roeth in 1836 (Epistolam wulgo
““ad Hebraeos” inscriptan non ad
Hebraeos, id est Christianos genere
Judaeos, sed ad Christranos genere
Gentiles et quidem ad Ephesios
I datam esse. Francof. ad Moen.),
and has since Dbeen revived,

plural *“baptisms” seems

amongst others, by Weizsicker,
Das Apostolische Zeitalter, p. 473 1.
(E. tr. ii. p. 1571f.); von Soden,
Hand-Comm. vi. p. 11; Jilicher,
Einl. in das N.Z/. p. 110 (‘“‘an
Christen schlechthin, ohne jede
Reflexion auf ihre Nationalitdt™);
and McGiffert, History of Chris-
franity in the Apostolic Age, p. 46511,
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indeed expressly used so as to include the various
“washings” which were customary among the Jews
(comp. c. ix. 10) along with Christian baptism: and
Ménégoz has further pointed out that the striking
expression “faith upon God” (sisrews émi 0eiv) implies
more readily the idea of continued trust in a God
whose existence is beyond dispute, and in whom Jewish
Christians had always believed, than the belief in the
existence of the true God in opposition to heathen
idols, which is adopted by those who favour the Gentile
address.!

Nor does this contrast between the true God and
idols underlie the correct interpretation of c. ix. I4:
“ How much more shall the blood of the Christ, who
through eternal spirit offered himself without blemish
unto God, cleanse your conscience from dead works to
serve the living God?” The writer simply, as elsewhere
in the Epistle (c. iii. 12; x. 31; xii. 22), adopts the
expression, so familiar to the Jews in the Old Testa-
ment, of “the living God” to denote God as He is in
Himself, or as He is now manifesting Himself in His
Son.

Similarly the exhortation of c. xiii. 4, “ Lez marriage
be¢ had in honour among all” is directed not, as is
alleged, against a certain ascetic tendency which had
begun to show itself among Gentile converts (comp.
1 Tim. iv. 3), but rather against all unlawful and im-
pure relations, as the remaining words of the verse
clearly prove, “ And /et the bed be undefiled: for for-
nicators and adulterers God will judge.”

While once more, the closing salutation, “ They of
Italy salute you” (c. xiii. 24), whatever bearing it may
be found to have upon the readers’ locality, in no way
determines their nationality.

Y La Thévlogie de I Epitre aux Hébreux, p. 25.

Chap. iil.

C. iz, 14.

C. xiil. 4.

C. xiil 24.
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Chap. iii. k

There is then, it appears to us, no direct evidence in

|the Epistle itself in favour of a Gentile destination.
 The whole possesses rather what Ménégoz well char-
acterises as a so thoroughly Jewish “flavour of the
| soil,” that we are at once led to think of Hebrew
| readers, and of Hebrew readers only.
For neither is it possible to imagine, as many are
| tempted to do, a mived community of Jews and Gen-
| tiles. Had this been the case, must there not inevitably
"have been some reference in the Epistle to the vexed
questions which were at the time agitating all such
| communities, and with which St. Paul deals so fully in
| his Epistles? But of any such reference there is not
i the slightest trace? Not because the writer is blind to
‘ithe needs of the Gentiles, or for a moment thinks of
| them as altogether outside the pale of salvation, but
| because he is primarily concerned with the needs of
certain fellow-countrymen to whom he is writing, and still
more because, in accordance with his whole theological
system, he regards the Jewish Church as the seed-corn,
out of which the universal Church is developed.?

We conclude therefore that, whoever the first readers
i of the Epistle may have been, they were neither Gentiles,
\J nor a mixed community of Jews and Gentiles, but Jews,

\men of Hebrew race and upbringing, who had been

Nor can zve ]
think of a
mized com-
nunily of
Jews and
Gentiles.

Conclusion.

14 Ce qui nous frappe, au con-
traire, dans cette Epitre, c’est, dans
toutes ses parties, un ‘gofit de
terroir’ juif tellement prononcé et
une absence si compléte de toute
"allusion au culte paien, que nous
I'avons quelque peine & comprendre
| qu’on puisse y découvrir la moindre
| indication révélant des lecteurs
| sortis du paganisme.” Ménégoz,
| Theol. de PEp. aux Hébr. p. 261.

2 Not even in c. xiii. 9 where
the ¢“ divers and strange teachings
and the “meats” do not refer to

such ascetic tendencies as St. Paul
condemns {Rom. xiv. 15,20; 1 Cor.
vili. 8), but rather to those Judaistic
principles and practices, from which
the writer would have his readers
come forth. ““The real point is,
that the Apostle connects these
teachings with the ‘camp,” and
sees an antithesis between them
and ‘grace,” the principle of the
new covenant,” Davidson, Cowmm.
22 loc.

 Comp. Riehm, Der Zehrbegriff
des Hebrderbrigfes, p. 168 ff,
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converted from Judaism to Christianity, but who required

Chap. iii.

further instruction in the true character of their new faith.!
When, however, we pass to the question of where these | 11. 7z

Locality of

Jewish Christians were located, it is not so easy to come | ke readers.

to a definite conclusion, and it will be necessary to
examine somewhat in detail the claims that have been
put forward on behalf of three separate places. |

From the earliest times it has been customary to 100k | s Jerusa-

for them at or near Jerusalem, principally on the\

L den,

grounds that there we shall most easily ind a Jewish | argunenss

| in favour of

Church free from Gentile admixture; that there Jewish | jiusaten;
Christians would be most readily exposed to the |

attacks of their Jewish fellow-countrymen;

and, above |

], that it is in the immediate vicinity of the Templ e‘i
that we most readily look for that too great dependence |
upon Jewish rites and customs which the readers of the w
Epistle are supposed to manifest.? \
But the first two reasons can in no sense be regarded but these not

as conclusive arguments in favour of Jerusalem, for there

conclusive.

are many other places which would suit these conditions

equally well ;

while, as regards the third, nowhere in the \
Epistle, as a matter of fact, have we any evidence that
those addressed were engaged in the practice of Temple-

worship. For the present tenses, under which the old“
Jewish ritual is described, and which are appealed to in

this connexion? are the presents not of actual observ- |

! Westcott dismisses the idea of
a Gentile destination as nothing
more than ¢ aningenious paradox”
(Commn. p. xxxv). And in the
same connexion so advanced a
critic as Beyschlag writes, ¢ In
spite, therefore, of all the wander-
ings of recent criticism, we must
rest content with the statement of
theold superscriptionwpds 'ESpalovs;
and only by clinging to this is the
letter illuminated, while the view
which makes it to be addressed

elsewhere thrusts it into complete
darkness ” (New Zestament Theo-
logy, Lng. tr. ii. p. 287). i
? Comp. Bleek, Hebrier Brief, !
i. pp. 28 ff., 55; Liinemann, Comrmn.
Pp. 42, 56; Riehm, ZLekrbegriff,
pp. 33 ff. o
Other supporters of this destina.
tion are Hug, de Wette, Tholuck, |
Thiersch, Delitzsch, Godet, Weiss, :
Westcott, Vaughan, and Bruce.
3C.viil. 4, 5;ix. 6., 18; x. 1 ff.;
xiil, 10ff.  In almost all these cases |
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Reasons

against the |

Jerusalem:
address.

ance, but what we may call Scripture-presents. The
writer speaks from the point of view of the record in
Scripture! While a further blow is given to this whole
theory by the fact that the references throughout are not
to the services of the Temple at Jerusalem at all, but to
the old Tabernacle ritual of the wilderness.

And so again with the assertion that the Hebrews are
evidently treated as if they regarded participation in the
sacrificial ritual “as a necessary requirement for the
complete expiation of sins,” not only is there no direct
evidence for this, but so far from underlying “ the whole
argumentation of the Epistle as an everywhere-recurring
presupposition,” as Liinemann would have us to belicve,?
it is rather directly contrary to it. TFor had it been the
case, how then, as Zahn has well pointed out, could the
writer have praised his readers’ early faith and love
(c.iii. 14 ; vi. 10; x. 22, 32 f.) without going on to indi-
cate in the clearest manner why what had formerly been
a permissible part of true faith could no longer be so

regarded, and, above all, without demanding their separa-
]tion from the Temple cultus, which they had come so
' to misunderstand, with something of the same energy
~with which St. Paul called upon his converts to separate
| themselves from their old idolatry (1 Cor. x. 14-22;
2 Cor, vi. 14-17).8

' Apart moreover from these considerations, there are
not a few reasons which seem wholly to exclude
| Jerusalem from amongst the possible destinations of the
| Epistle. Thus it is difficult to think of an Hellenist,
‘like the author, standing in so close a relation to the

1‘ Jerusalem Church, as is here supposed, or addressing its
|

the translators of the A.V. have 41; Ep. ad Diogn. 3; Just. Dial
erroneously substituted past tenses, c. Tryph. 117.
1 For a similar use of the present 2 Comm. p. 56.
| tense see Jos. 4znt, iii. 6 ; ¢, Apion, 8 Real-Encycl. f. prot. Theol,

ii. 7,1l 235 Clem. Rom. 1 Cor. 40, 2te Aufl. v. p. 662.
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members in such terms of strong reproach as, ¢ VVhenI
by reason of the time ye ought to be teachers, ye have ‘\
need again that some one teach you the rudiments of the |
first principles of the oracles of God” (c. v. 12; comp. “
vi. 1-3).  Rather if Jerusalem is the destination, we |
would expect some indication, which is however wholly |
wanting, of its position as the Mother-church of |
Christendom, from which already teachers had been |
“scattered abroad . . . preaching the word.”! Nor)
can we easily reconcile c. ii. 3 with a Church in which
many of those who had seen the Lord must still have{
been alive (comp. 1 Cor. xv. 6). |

The fact too that the Epistle is written in Greek,
and that singularly pure Greek,? and that its Old
Testament references are based throughout on the |
LXX, and not on the original Hebrew,? is hardly what |
one would expect in an Epistle addressed to the
Aramaic-speaking Jews of Palestine. While again it
would be strange, to say the least, to find a Church
which elsewhere we hear of only as requiring to be '
ministered to, here described as ministering to others.t

If too the statement, “ Ye have not yet resisted unto
blood, striving against sin ” (c. xil. 4), is to be taken as
meaning that in their history as a Church the Hebrews r
had not yet been called upon to shed blood, this would |
be impossible in the case of a Church which had already
furnished as martyrs St. Stephen and St. James.®

|

L Acts viii. 4, 25 xi. 19ff.; Rom. 5 This difficulty is often got over ‘

xv. 27 : contrast Heb. v. 12,

2 There are fewer Hebraisms in
Luke and the Epistle to the
Hebrews than in any other parts
of the N.T. See Schaff, Com-
panion lo the Greek Test. p. 27.

3 See p. 22.

4 Acts xi. 30; xxiv. 17; Gal
ii. 10; 1 Cor. xvi. 1—4; 2 Cor.
vill, 4; ix. 1, 12; contrasted with
Heb. vi, 10.

on the plea that the reference is only
to the Hebrews’ present troubles, to
them as the second generation of
the Church : and the recollection of
previous martyrdoms is then sup-
posed to add point to the present
exhortation (so Westcott). But the
author’s mode of regarding the
community to which he writes as ‘
having an historical identity (c. il 3; |
v. 114 5 vi. gff.; x. 32 ff.) s, as®

Chap. iii.
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2. Alex-
andria.

Wieseler's
proof un-

tenadle,

‘ In view of these and similar difficulties, many have
taccordingly sought the destination of the Epistle in
Alexandria.! In the Temple of Onias, at Leontopolis,
“ya few miles distant from Alexandria, if not in the
| Temple at Jerusalem, may be found, it is said, those
lsurroundings of Temple-worship and ritual which the
circumstances of the readers require.

And Wieseler, one of the strongest advocates of this
destination, thinks that he has found conclusive proof
of it in the correspondence of certain supposed devia-
tions in the Epistle from the arrangements of the
Temple at Jerusalem with what from other sources he
believes to have been the constitution and practice of
the Temple at Leontopolis.2 But in this he has been
conclusively shown by Grimm amongst others, to be
wholly wrohg?® And it is the less necessary to repeat
the refutation, because the whole position, while other-
wise untenable? falls to the ground in view of the fact
already alluded to that the references in the Epistle are

i Davidson well points out, decidedly
against this view. The words must
accordingly mean, not that in the
Hebrews’ present troubles persecu-
tion had not gone the length of

| bloodshed, ¢ but that in their his-

| tory as a church they had not yet
been called upon to shed their
| blood” (Comem. p. 235). Davidson
himself favours the 1dea that the
Epistle was addressed to some com-
munity of the Dispersion in the East,
and so Rendall, who thinks specially
| of Antioch,

1 The external evidence claimed
in support of this view from the
Canon of Muratori is quite unten-

'able. See p. 7, note I.

\ 2 See his Chronologie des apostol.

\ Zeitalters, p. 479 ff. ; and especially

| Eine Untersuchung diber den

o Hebrierbrief in the Schriften der

| Unsversitit zu Kiel, 1861, 1862.

' The passages from the Epistle

on which he relies are c. vil. 2%7;
ix. 1-5; and x. 11; all of which
are capable of other explanations.

3 See the elaborate article in the
Zeitschrift  fiir  wissenschaftliche
1%eologie, 1870, pp. 57-67. Grimm
himself thinks the Epistle may have
been addressed to Jamnia (p. 71).

4 Thus, so far from the Alex-
andrian Jews themselves holding the
temple at Leontopolis in peculiar
honour, we know that they were in
the habit rather of sending their
yearly temple-gifts to Jerusalem, and

“even of going pilgrimages there, so

long as Herod’s temple continued
to exist. (Comp. Philo, Ogp. ed.
Mangey, ii. p. 646: xat’ 8v xpdvor
eis TO warpgpov iepdy EoTENASunY
ebEbuevds Te kal Ovowr.) The temple
at Leontopolis was finally closed in
the time of Vespasian (Joseph.
B. Jud, vii. 10. § 4).
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throughout not to any temple at all, but to the old
Jewish Tabernacle. |
Stronger support for the Alexandrian address of the

Epistle may be found in its use of the LXX according |
to the Alexandrian Codex, in its word-correspondences
with the Alexandrian Book of Wisdom ! and the Second |
Book of Maccabees,?and in fact in its generally-admitted }
Alexandrlan'tone and colouring. It is allowed how—‘!
ever that these considerations point to the personality .
of the writer as well as to the locality of the readers.
And though Dr. Samuel Davidson, one of the few
English scholars who favours, though not decisively,
this address, thinks that only in Alexandria could
readers be found able to appreciate our writer’s reason-
ing, or follow his spiritualising of Judaism,? it must not
be forgotten that Alexandrian culture was widely spread,
and could be looked for at Jerusalem, or any other
great centre of Jewish influence* While what seems
almost decisive against Alexandria itself as the destina-
tion is the fact that though the Epistle was so early
known and valued in the Church there, that Church,
according to a very consistent tradition, believed it to
have been addressed to the Hebrews of Palestine.?
There remains still the conjecture that the Epistle
was addressed to Rome, a conjecture which may be
said to be the favourite at present, at anyrate among

! Compare ¢.g. moAuuepds C. i1
Wisd. vil. 22 ; arau-yazr,u.a. c. 1. 3:
Wisd, vil. 25 f. ; dwoorasis c. i. 3:
Wisd, xvi. 21; Gepa'.'lrwv c. iil. 5:
Wisd. x. 16.

2C. xi. 35f.:
vil.

3 Introd. to the Study of the N. 7.
(1868)1 p- 267.

4 We read, for example, of a
Synagogue of Alexandrians at Jeru-
salem, Acts vi. 9.

5 Amongst upholders

2 Mace. vi. 1811,

of the

Alexandrian address in addition to
Wieseler may be mentioned Ritschl,
who, after maintaining the Jerusalem
address (Enst. d. Alt. Kirche,
P- 159), came round to this view
(Stud. w. Krit. 1866, H. 1, p. 9off.);
and R. Kostlin (Theo/ _/a/zrbé of
Baur and Zeller, 1854, H. 3, p.
388 ff.). Plumptre regards the
Epistle as addressed to the Jewish
Christian  ascetics in Alexandria
(&xpositor, 1st Ser. vol. i pp.
428-432).
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{German scholars, and which certainly meets many of
| the circumstances of the case.!

Thus it agrees well with the external evidence which
' goes to show that the LEpistle was well known in Rome
|from the earliest times, and further that the Roman
| Church knew that it was not written by St. Paul?
I And its anonymous character may even find an ex-
planation in the fact that the author modestly shrank
from putting himself into apparent rivalry with St. Paul,
by whom an Epistle had directly been addressed to the
Roman Christians.?

On this same hypothesis too not a few of the in-
ternal references in our Epistle gain a fresh significance.
Take, for example, “the great conflict of sufferings,”
through which the Hebrews are represented as having
formerly passed (c. x. 32 ff.). By those who think that
the Epistle was addressed to Jerusalem, these are usually
referred to persecutions undergone by the Hebrews at
the hands of their unbelieving fellow-countrymen on
account of the new faith they had adopted. But the
expressions used point more naturally to persecutions
at the hand of heathen persecutors? and are very
usually referred to the Neronic persecutions in 64 A.D.

1 It was first made, so far as we
can discover, by Wetstein in 1752
(Now. Zest. ii. p. 3861.), and after
receiving the strong support of
H. Holtzmann (Stwd. w. Krit.
1859, H. 2, p. 297 ff.) has been
adopted by, amongst others, Kurtz,
Renan, A. Harnack, Mangold,
Schenkel, Zahn, and von Soden.
In England it found a warm sup-
porter in Alford. Prof. Bruce
refers to a recent and able contri-
bution in support of it in Réville’s
Les Origines de I Episcopat, Paris,
1894, which we regret we have been
unable to see.

2 Euseb. A, E. iil. 3:

wpos Tijs

‘Puwpalwy éxxhqatas s wy llavhov
oboay albThy dvTinéyesfar.

3 Alford, Comme. iv. pt. i ch. i
§ 11. 36.  For our writer’s acquaint-
ance with the Epistle to the Romans,
see Chap. IX. of this volume.

1 Qearpifouevor — Tofs  Seaulors —
ThY apmayny TEY Umapxovrwy Dudy
(c. x. 33f.). The last was we know
a common Roman punishment, and
is specially mentioned in connexion
with the persecution of the Jews
under Domitian (Euseb. . Z. iii.
17). The very fact, too, that there
were ‘‘possessions” to spoil sug-
gests the inhabitants of a wealthy
town like Rome rather than the
poor saints at Jerusaleim.



THE DESTINATION OF THE EPISTLE

47

and after! But for these again, with their hitherto
unexampled horrors, they are not strong enough.
How, for example, of a Church that had come through
them could it be said, “Ye have not yet resisted unto
blood” (c. xii. 4)?%2 And we are led therefore to think
rather of the expulsion of the Jews under Claudius
about the year 5o A.D.

Of the circumstances attending this expulsion, which
is expressly referred to in the Book of Acts (c. xviii. 2),
we know very little ; but the words of Suetonius, which
ascribe it to tumults that had arisen in the Jewish
quarter “at the instigation of Chrestus,” are generally
taken as alluding to the effect of the early preaching
of Christianity.? Whiie the fact that the expulsion
from Rome was not wholesale, as we can gather from
the precise statement of Dio Cassius,® enables us to
imagine the unbroken continuance of a small Jewish-
Christian Church in the Capital, then, as ten years later,
“everywhere spoken against” (Acts xxviil. 22); and
upon which, at the time of our Epistle, fresh sufferings
were apparently falling? sufferings which may after-
wards have developed into the terrible persecution
under Nero.

Another particular which gains a fresh meaning
from the Roman address is the mention of Timothy
in c. xiii. 23.  That the Church at Jerusalem had any

1 Others again, as Harnack, refer  xiv. 19; xvii. 5: and see Sanday

them rather to the persecutions
under Domitian about 95 A.D.

? Ewald fecls this difficulty so
much that he understands the
destination of the Epistle to be not
Rome, but Ravenna  (Das Send-
schretben an die Hebrier, p. 6).

3 ¢“Tudaeos impulsore Chresto
assidue tumultuantes Roma ex-
pulit.”  Claud. 25. For similar
riots resulting from the preaching
of Christianity, comp. Acts xiil. 50;

and Headlam, Comm. onr Romans,

p. xxi. f.
* Dio Cass. Ix. 6: 7ovs te ‘Tov-
dalovs, mAeovdoavras albfis &Qorte

xahemwds v dvev Tapaxis Umd Tob
Sx Aol op@w Tijs woNews elpxOivat, ovk
éEfhace pév, 7@ 5¢ 8% marply viuw
Biwy xpwpévovs éxéhevee un ouvva-
Opoifesfar, Tas 8¢ érapelas émava-
xOeioas vmo Tol Tatov diéAvoe.

5 Comp. c. x. 25; xil. 4ff., 261,
xiil. 13.

Chap. iii.
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_Chap. 1. | Special interest in him, we have no reason to believe;

o but we can at once understand how eagerly his return
would be looked for at Rome, where he was already so
well known.

and 1o And so again, with the salutation in the following
_ 5| verse, “ They of Italy salute you”! On any hypothesis

§which does not connect the Epistle in some way with
 Italy, it is difficult to understand why the greeting of
| these Italian Christians should thus be specially sent in
} an Epistle which is peculiarly free from personal touches.
| But if the author is writing, as we have been imagining
| to the Church in Rome, what more natural than that
he should associate with him in his closing salutations
| certain Italian Christians who are with him at the time.
| It is true that the words are grammatically capable
l'of another interpretation. They may mean, “ Those
who are in Italy send greeting from Italy”:% in which
case they would indicate the place from which the
| Epistle was written, rather than its destination. DBut if
| this were so, would not the writer naturally have used
'some more specific designation, and spoken of “those
from Rome,” or whatever the particular town where
he was at the time? In any case the words can hardly
be set aside as contributing nothing to the solution of
the question now before us. And any theory which
enables us to give them a full and natural meaning

may justly claim their support.

Dificultics On the other hand, there are certain grave objections

in the way . . oy

of the to the Roman destination, as it is commonly under-
oman

destination | stood, which cannot be lost sight of. Thus, we have

1'Agmdforrar Vuds of dwd 7hs  xv. 1;Johni. 453 Actsvi. 93 x. 23;
"Tralias (c. xiii. 24). xxi, 27 ; xxiv. 18, etc.

? For a similar use of 47d as in- 3 Winer-Moulton, Gramumar of
dicating absence at the time from  A.7. Greek, 8th ed. p. 784, where
the place spoken of, comp. Matt.  however the first rendering is also

admitted to be possible,




THE DESTINATION OF THE EPISTLE

49

seen that there is every reason to believe that our
Epistle was addressed in the first instance to a purely
Jewish-Christian Church, whereas the Epistle to the
Romans “implies a mixed community, a community
not all of one colour, but embracing in substantial
proportions both Jews and Gentiles.”?

As a Church, too, it would seem to have owed its
origin to the congregating in Rome of believers from
all parts of the world, rather than to the direct influ-
ence of individual teachers, as was the case with the
Hebrews.?

And once more, it is very difficult to reconcile the
vigorous faith of the Church, which St. Paul describes as
“proclaimed throughout the whole world” (Rom. i. §;
comp. xvi. 19), with our writer’'s description of his
readers as having “become dull of hearing,” and “such
as have need of milk, and not of solid food ” (c. v. 11,12),

If therefore the Roman hypothesis is to be main-
tained, some modification of it must be found to which
the above-named objections do not apply. And that is
possible if in “the Hebrews” we see neither the whole
nor a part of the great Roman Church, as it meets us
for example in St. Paul’s Epistle, but a smaller Christian
community with an older origin still, and which had
continued to maintain an independent existence.

Nor is the existence of such a community in Rome
wholly conjectural. In the Book of Acts we are ex-

1 Sanday and Headlam, «7 s. p.
xxvi. It maybe noticed however that
many scholars believe the Jewisk
element in the Church of Rome to
have been particularly strong, as
Sabatier ( 7%e¢ Apostle Paul, Eng. tr.
p. 190ff.), who refers for what he
considers to be decisive proof to
Mangold, Der Riomerbrief und die
Anfange der romischen Genmeinde
(Marburg, 1866). Comp. also

4

Renan, Hibbert Lectures, 1880, p.
57 ff. Alford’s argument in the same
direction from the frequency with
which St. Paul strikes in his Epistle
the note ¢ To the Jew first ” ( Comm.
iv. pt. i. ch. 1. § 11. 25) has little or
no weight, as this simply embodies
the rule of Christian expansion our
Lord Himself laid down,

2C. il 3, 4; comp. x. 32 ¢wrig-
Oévres, a definite historical event.

Chap. iii.

leading to a
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view.
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pressly told that amongst those who llstened to St.
Peter’s address on the Day of Pentecost were “ sojourners
| from Rome, both Jews and proselytes” (c.ii. 10). And
I what more natural than that these on their return to
f Rome should proceed to evangelize their fellow-country-
men, amongst whom there was in fact “a synagogue
of the Hebrews.”! And if so, was it not inevitable that
the imperfect acquaintance with Christianity, which alone
these new teachers had been able to acquire, should
result in an equal ignorance on the part of those they
taught of the deeper aspects of the faith—an ignorance
‘ - which, as we shall see more fully afterwards, it was the
great object of the writer of this Epistle to dispel??
| We are very far indeed from maintaining that the
' Roman destination of our Epistle is thus conclusively
established. All that we would say is that in the form
in which we have endeavoured to present it, it rests on
certain definite historical grounds both external and
internal to the Epistle, and is free from the grave ob-
[ jections which attach themselves to such destinations as
Jerusalem or Alexandria®

! Suraywyy AlBpéwv.  Schiirer, varent. . . . Romanis autem irasci

Hist. of Jew. People in the time of
Jesus Christ, Eng. tr. Div. I1. vol.
il. p. 248.

# In further support of the gener-
ally Judaistic character of the early
Christianity in Rome, and which
may possibly be traced to some such
circumstances as we have been de-
| scribing, the words of Ambrosiaster,
. a fourth-century writer, may be re-
called. They are quoted by Sanday
and Headlam (p. xxvf.), who
however think that he exaggerates
the strictly Jewish influence on the
Church., *“ Constat itaque tempori-
bus apostolorum Iudaeos, propterea
quod sub regno Romano agerent,
Romae habitasse : ex quibus hi qui
crediderant, tradiderunt Romanis ut
Christum profitentes, Legem ser-

non debuit, sed et laudare fidem
illorum; quia nulla insignia vir-
tutum videntes, nec aliquem apos-
tolorum, susciperant fidem Christi
ritu licet Iudaico” (S. Ambrosii
Opp. iii. 373 1., ed. Ballerini).

3 As showing the extraordinary
variety of opinion that has always
existed regarding the destination of
our Epistle, it may be interesting to
mention a few of the other places
that have been suggested, as—An-
tioch (Bohme, Hofmann), Cyprus
(Ullmann), Galatia (Storr and
Mynster), Laodicea (Stein), Ephesus
(Baumgarten - Crusius, Roeth),
Corinth (Michael Weber, Mack,
Tobler), and Spain (Nicolaus a
Lyra, Ludwig).



THE DATE OF THE EPISTLE

If we have been correct in the arguments on
which we have rested the probable destination of
the Epistle, the question of Date narrows itself down
within certain well-defined limits. It must fall be-
tween the expulsion of the Jews from Rome under
Claudius in 50 A.D, and the Neronic persecution
which began in 64 AD. And there are two con-

siderations which incline us to place it nearer to the!
second or later date, than to the earlier. One is that

what we have been led to regard as the suffering of the
Jews under Claudius is distantly referred to in the
Epistle as “the former days” (rac mpivepoy nuépug, c.
x. 32). The other that, as we have seen (p. 47), there
are not a few indications in the Epistle that other and
severer sufferings were actually commenced, sufferings
which, in the lack of other information, it is natural to
identify with the first threatenings of the Neronic
persecution itself. The year 63 or 64 A.D. seems
therefore to meet best the whole circumstances of the
case.

And even if the Roman hypothesis has to be
abandoned altogether, we would not be inclined to
place the Epistle more than a very few years later.
Though there is nothing in the Epistle itself actually
to determine that the Temple was still standing at
the time of writing, its whole argument is better
adapted to the state of mind which would exist before,
rather than after, the overthrow of Jewish national
hopes and expectations in the terrible catastrophe of
70 AD. Nor indeed is it easy to imagine that that
event could have occurred without leaving some dis-
tinct trace on our writer's pages, in view of its close
connexion with his theme. All theories therefore which
place the Epistle as late as the time of Domitian
(¢. 90 A.D.), or even of Trajan (c. 116 A.D.), seem to
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IV. The
Place of
Writing.

‘be out of keeping with the general conditions of the
writing.!

" As regards the Place of Writing, absolutely nothing
‘can be determined with certainty. The subscription,
which is found in our A. V. “ Written to the Hebrews,
’from Italy, by Timothy,” has it need hardly be said,
'no independent authority? And though the greeting,
“They of Italy salute you” (c. xiii. 24), has often been
supposed to point in the same direction, the words are
capable, as we have seen, of a different interpretation,
which expressly places the writer in some place outside
of Italy.

Where, however, this was, is quite uncertain. The
only point on which there appears to be any sort of
agreement is that in all probability it was a seaport
town, as the writer seems to have been on the point of
setting out to rejoin the Hebrews, and Corinth, Ephesus,
Alexandria, and Caesarea ® have in consequence all been
suggested. But no definite evidence can be brought
forward in support of any one of them, and in these cir-
cumstances it is wisest simply to confess our ignorance.

1 See Westcott {Comm. p. xliii),
who himself places the Epistle be-
tween 64 and 67 A.D. (in which
he is at one with the majority of
modern writers, as Tholuck, Liine-
mann, Wieseler, Riehm, Kurtz,
Keil, B. Weiss, Ménégoz, A. B.
Davidson, and Vaughan), and most
probably just before the outbreak of
the Romish-Jewish war in the latter
year, Rendall and Bruce think that
the war had actually begun.

2In the form given above it is
| not found in any MS. of the Epistle
f earlier than the ninth century. The

Alexandrian MS., however, reads,
wpos ‘Bfpalovs éypdpn dmrd Pduns.

3 Caesarea was favoured by Ewald
(Das Sendschreiben a. d. Hebrier,
p- 8), and it is interesting to find
the same conclusion recently arrived
at, on apparently quite independent
grounds by the Rev. W. M. Lewis
(in the Zhinker, 1893, 1894 ; and
The Biblical Wor/d, Aug. 1898)
and Prof, W, M. Ramsay (in the
Expositor, Nov. 1898, p. 330). The
last two writers also, though differ-
ing as to authorship, agree in fixing
the date as early as §8-60 A.D.
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CHAPTER IV

THE READERS, AIM, CHARACTERISTICS, AND ANALYSIS
OF THE EPISTLE

WE have already seen that the Hebrews formed a small | chap. iv.

community of Jewish Christians, located probably in |1 7%
Rome, who owed their first enlightenment in Christian ;2%;%?55112
truth to certain teachers, who had come under the direct ’
influence of the Lord’s followers. And we have also
ventured the conjecture, that if these teachers can be
identified with the “sojourners from Rome,” whom we
hear of as being in Jerusalem on the Day of Pentecost,
we have at least a possible explanation of the rudi-
mentary character of the Hebrews’ first faith. The
imperfect acquaintance with Christianity, which alone
from their circumstances these teachers would be able
to acquire, would necessarily reflect itself in their
disciples, and result in their faith continuing to be
largely tinged with the spirit of the Synagogue.
Whether however this be the exact cause of the| rzer

danger lay

Hebrews’ condition or not, there can be no doubt as to i;;;;z;;ler/ect
apprenen-

their need of further instruction in Christian truth, or as sion of
to our writer’s intention to supply this in the Epistle |ant,

before us. He recognises gratefully indeed the practical
proofs of their sincerity which, on their first enlighten-
ment, the Hebrew Christians had afforded. They had
proved themselves active in the exercise of Christian

love, ministering to the necessities of the saints
53
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rather
than in
threatened
apostasy to
Judaissnz.

(c. vi. 10): when persecution had arisen, they had
endured resolutely “a great conflict of sufferings,” and
shown a ready compassion towards them that were in
bonds: they had even welcomed with joy the spoiling
of their possessions, realising through trial (ywdexovrec)
that they had their own selves for a better possession
and an abiding one {c. x. 32-34). But, notwithstanding
all this, the writer sees that the Hebrew Christians were
in a very critical state. Owing to their imperfect appre-
hension of the true nature of Christianity, they had not
only not made the progress that might have been
expected of them, but had “become dull of hearing”;
and instead of being teachers, as from the time they
might well have been, they had need rather that some
one teach them again “the rudiments of the first
principles of the oracles of God” (c. v. 11, 12).

Their failure in spiritual growth too had been accom-
panied, as is ever the case, by failure in practical life.
There was no longer the same zeal in frequenting the
Christian assemblies, and discharging the consequent
responsibilities (c. x.25). And the ministering to others’
needs, though it had not wholly disappeared (c. vi. 10),
was apparently in danger of being weakened, if not
supplanted, by a spirit of covetousness (c. xiii. 1, 2, 5).

This is not, it must be admitted, the account of the
Hebrews’ state which is always, or even generally, given.
By many writers, and more especially by those who
favour the Jerusalem address of the Epistle, their
| peculiar danger is thought to lie rather in a threatened

apostasy to Judaism. Exposed on all sides to the
l,attractive influences of their old worship, threatened
with persecution at the hands of their unbelieving
Jewish fellow-countrymen, taunted it may be with a
lack of patriotism amidst the imminent perils which were
overhanging their land, and disappointed on their own
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account at the dela} ed Second Coming of the Lord, the
Hebrews, we are told, had lost heart, and were on the
point of relapsing from Christianity altogether. The
practical compromise which they had hitherto attempted, |
superadding the acceptance of Christian truth to the
observance of many Jewish customs, seemed to them no
longer possible, and in the choice to which they now felt
themselves shut up, it was Judaism that was proving the
stronger power.!

But of this state of things, plausible thouch it sounds
on the assumed premises, there is no direct evidence in
the Epistle itself.?

Nowhere, whether in the elaborate contrasts which he
draws between the New Covenant and the Old,or inthe
practical appeals with which he accompanies them, does
the writer warn his readers against falling back into the
religion of Moses.®> The lessons which he draws are of
an entirely different and more general kind.t “How
shall we escape, if we neglect so great salvation?”
“ Take heed, brethren, lest haply there shall be in any
one of you an evil heart of unbelief, in falling away from
the living God.” “Let us therefore draw near with
boldness unto the throne of grace, that we may receive

1 For a recent statement of this

view comp, Hort, Judaistic Chris-
tianity, p. 156 ff.

2 Thus Maurice, who himself
favours the Jerusalem address of the
Iipistle, notices that *¢ it is remark-
able that these Hebrew Christians
are not charged with open and con-
scious departure from any truth
which had been delivered to them
by their carly teachers, with any
apparent abandonment of the duties
belonging to their own peculiar
position. The one complaint of
them is, that they had been content
with their first imperfect apprehen-
sions, that they had not laboured

after a fuller and deeper know-
ledge” (Warburton Lectures on
The Epistle to the Hebrews, p. 11).
3 Even in c. xiil. 9 where the
¢ divers and strange teachings ™
and the *“meats” are to be under-
stood of Jewish practices (sce p. 40),
the incidental way in which this
danger is referred to at the close of |
the prstlt, shows it to be “only a |
symptom of the general retrogres-
sion of religious energy ” (Jilicher,

Einleitung ind. N.7. p. 111).
i Comp. McGiffert, History of
Christianity in the Apostolic Age,

p. 466 1.

Chap. iv.
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mercy, and may find grace to help in time of need.”
“ And we desire that each one of you may show the
same diligence unto the full assurance of hope even to
the end: that ye be not sluggish, but imitators of them
who through faith and patience inherit the promises.”
“Let us run with patience the race that is set before us,
looking unto Jesus the leader and perfecter of faith.”!
And even in the solemn warnings against the worst
of all sins, the wilful denial and repudiation of Christ
after once accepting Him (c. vi. 4-8 ; x. 26-31), there is
not only “no sign,” as has been well pointed out, that
the writer “thinks of such apostasy as due to the
influence of Judaism, or as connected with it in any
way,”? but, what is often lost sight of, he expressly
excludes the Hebrews from the number of those who
had fallen into thissin. * But, beloved, we are persuaded
better things of you, and things that accompany salva-
tion, though we thus speak ” (c. vi. 9). “But we are not
of shrinking back unto perdition ; but of them that have
faith unto the gaining of the soul” (c. x. 39).

At the same time, the very fact that the writer thinks
it necessary to draw attention to this sin, combined with
the earnest tone of exhortation which runs through the
whole Epistle, proves in what real danger the Hebrews
were, not only of not understanding the full significance
of the doctrine they held, but of allowing it to lose its
power over them altogether. While if, as we have
already seen, fresh persecution against them was
imminent, if not actually commenced, we have a still
further reason for the anxiety felt on their account, as

1C i 3; i 125 iv. 165 vi.
11, I2; xii. I, 2.

2 McGiffert, u/s. p. 467. McGiffert
further cites Heb. xii. 16 as instruc-
tive in this connexion. ‘¢ Esau
sold his birthright not because he
did not believe it had value, but

because of the weakness of the
flesh. He gave away a future
blessing for a present good. This
is a fault not of sceptics and un-
believers, but of a weak people
who need inspiration and encourage-
ment.”
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well as a natural explanation of the references to their| chap. iv
and their leaders’ former steadfastness under similar T
trials.!
In these whole circumstances then, our writer sees |11 Conse-

that what the Hebrews require is to have brought
home to them the true meaning and power of Chris-
tianity, for that only thus will they be strengthened
to hold .firm to the knowledge they already possess,
as well as be urged onward to another-and a higher
stage of progress. And it is, accordingly, to this un-
folding of the true glory of their new faith in contrast
with the old, in which they have been brought up, that
he sets himself.

And in doing so, he makes free use of that aspect
of religion as a covenant, which was so familiar to his
readers from their early upbringing, and assumes, what
no one will think of denying, that this is the perfect
religion, in which the covenant-relationship of com-
munion between God and man, and man and God, is
perfectly and finally accomplished. The text indeed
of the whole Epistle may be found in the twice-quoted
prophecy of Jeremiah: “Behold the days come, saith
the Lord, that I will make a new covenant with the
house of Israel, and with the house of Judah”? For
it is in Christianity adequately understood, that the
writer claims that the New Covenant has at length
been fulfilled, and its consequent blessings of spiritual
obedience, and universal knowledge, and forgiveness of

sin completely realized.

God, he recalls, has always been revealing Hlmself‘
that by the revelation of His character and plan He
may lead men into that communion and fellowship
with- Himself, in which alone they can find the true

1C. x. 32ff.; xiit. 7. er. xxxi. 31 ff. ; Heb, viil. 8ff.; 1
3 7 6f 3
X I

gquent Aim
of the
writer to
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Christi-
anity.

Use made
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nant-idea.
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satisfaction of their nature, and the true happiness

of that state in which His love designs that they
| shall live. Only now, however, has He done so with
‘a fulness and perfection which have reached their
| culminating point. It follows, therefore, that previous
'revelations are to be regarded less as inferior to the
. present, than as shadows of it, and preparations for it.
“ [t follows also, that those who have been favoured with
[the later revelation are not to think of it as a mere
’step in an upward progress from which they may rise
'to another and a higher. No future revelation will or
. can be given. And the duty of such as live in the
' present light is to let the light shine into them, and so
~to realize the fulness of the blessing which is already
| theirs. Once the Hebrews have done so, once they
i have laid hold of the “solid food ” which is being held
i out to them, and for which they are now prepared, they
‘will see the propriety of ceasing to speak of the first
iprinciples of Christ, and be borne forward to that
‘ perfection which is the believers’ true goal (c. vi. 1).

UL Certain ‘ We shall see again what are the principal arguments

ég:;::c[tc’- |on which our writer depends for accomplishing this.

e | In the meantime certain general Characteristics of the
i Epistle as a whole may be noted.

@ .7, I Thus, the outstanding facts of the Christian Revela-

laken for tion are throughout taken for granted. Nowhere does

the writer offer any proof of them. Nor is this necessary,
for the Hebrews, whatever their sins and shortcomings,

are still Christian believers, and it is in the true signi-

i’ﬁcance, and not in the credibility, of the Christian
| facts that they require to be instructed.

@) b, ( And for the purpose of this instruction, the writer,

0.7. like a skilful apologist, falls back upon the help of that
.1 older revelation, which is still to him and to his readers
‘the direct Word of God. And in the utterances of

]

Chap. iv. !
|

|
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Psalmist and Prophet and in the Divine institutions
and ordinances of the First Covenant, he teaches the
Hebrews to find not only evidence of God’s gracious
dealings with His people in the past, but also pre-
intimations of the great salvation which had first been
assured to them in Christ. The words of Ps. cx. 4,
for example, “ Thou art a priest for ever after the
order of Melchizedek,” are made the basis of the
demonstration of the true character of Christ’s High-
priesthood upon which the main argument of the
Epistle depends. While again, the services of the great
Day of Atonement, in which the whole Jewish sacri-
ficial system was, as it were, summed up, are expressly
stated to be “a parable for the time tken present”
(c. ix. 9), a pointing forward therefore to the inward
and spiritual cleansing, which in themselves they were
unable to accomplish.

The whole Jewish economy is thus treated as symbolic,
and it is by the contemplation of “the antitype,” alike
in its glory and its failure, that the Hebrews are taught
to rise to the full meaning of “ the type.” For it cannot
be too clearly kept in view, that the writer’s ultimate
aim is not merely to show that Christianity is better
than Leviticalism, but that in itself it is the absolute,
the perfect religion. Behind “the apologetic bezter”
we are always led to see “the dogmatic desz”?

At the same time, the directly practical character of
the whole Epistle is very marked—so marked that by
many it has been regarded as its leading aim. And
though we have preferred to keep the doctrinal exposi-
tion in the foreground, it is readily admitted that the
writer’s chief interest in his great theme is the effect it .
will have upon those to whom it is presented. |

! Bruce, art. Hebrews, Epistle to,  in Hastings’ Dict. of the Bible, vol. I‘
ii. p. 327. I
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[ So far, indeed, is he from regarding the truth as a
mere matter of theory, that he is not able to wait, as
St. Paul frequently does, for the conclusion of his
| doctrinal argument before enforcing his practical
|appeal. With him rather, the doctrinal and the prac-
tical are intermingled throughout; and at each step
_of his exposition he pauses to press home upon his
“readers the vital significance for them of the truths he
has been unfolding.!

This feature of the Epistle, however, while adding
so much to its personal interest, makes it very difficult
to formulate any detailed plan of its contents. When
+doctrine and appeal are so closely intermingled, and
' when the author is constantly recalling some truth in
“order to emphasize it, or cautiously preparing the way
“for some idea strange to his readers, which he desires
afterwards to develop, there must necessarily be differ-
ences of opinion as to the exact division of the argu-
ment. At the same time, nothing can be more certain
than that the author had before him from the first a
definite conception of the course he was to follow. The
general progress of his thought is clear, and with a
true literary instinct he uses even his practical appeals
to pave the way for what is to follow.? In the Note
appended to this chapter we have accordingly attempted
1to indicate in a tabulated form the relation in which
the principal parts or divisions of the Epistle stand to
each other® Here we may content ourselves with a
brief résumé or analysis of its contents as a whole.
It will prepare us for the closer examination of its
teaching or doctrine, to which we are next to turn.

1 Witness the practical exhorta- according to the laws of ancient
tions in c. ii. I-4, iii, 7-19, iv, 14~  rhetoric, and finds in this another
16; v. I1-vi. 20; x. 19 L. proof of the writer’s Greek culture

2 See p. 20. Von Soden regards  (Hand-Comm. vi. p. 6ff.).
the whole Epistle as constructed 3 See Note, p. 66.
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The main theme of the Epistle, as we have already
seen, is the perfection and finality of the Christian
religion, conceived as a covenant - relationship which
God has established with man. And as in every
covenant the important point is the person by whom
it is mediated, the writer in his opening words strikes
the keynote of all that is to follow in a contrast
between the prophets through whom of old time God
spake to the fathers, and a Son in whom at the end
of these days He has spoken to us. It is this Son,
the effulgence of His glory, and the very image of His
substance, whom God has appointed heir of all things,
and who, having made purification of sins, is now set
down at God’s right hand, there awaiting the complete
fulfilment of His work (c. i. 1-4). Already therefore
it is to the Son as King-Priest, though the title is not
actually used, that our thoughts are directed. But
before he proceeds to develop this, the leading idea
of his Epistle, the writer pauses to emphasize the
glory of the Son’s Person as compared with the agents
by whom the Old Covenant had been mediated.

The first comparison is between the Son and the
angels by whom, according to Jewish belief, the Law
was given; and the Son is shown to be superior to
the angels both from what in Himself He is (c. i. 5-14),
and from the glory to which through humiliation He
has been raised (c. ii. 5-18); while a short practical
appeal is inserted between these two arguments
warning the Hebrew Christians of the danger of
neglecting the “so great salvation” that has been
secured to them (c. ii. 1-4).

A second comparison is then instituted with Moses,
who occupied an altogether unique position in the
Jewish economy, but who, in his turn, is shown to be
inferior to the High-priest of the Christian confession,
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even Jesus. For faithful though he was, Moses was
only a servant within God’s house, while Jesus was a
Son over it. And through Him consequently believers
in their turn become the true house of God, if they
hold fast their joyful confidence firm unto the end
(c. iii. 1-6).

Another practical appeal naturally follows, in which
the writer first of all impresses upon his readers the
need of this continued faith and perseverance (c. iii.
7-19), and then shows them that there is still a true
Sabbath-rest after which to strive, of which the rest
of Canaan offered to their fathers had given them the
promise (c. iv. I-13).

Having thus paved the way by showing the supreme
excellence of the Son, the writer enters upon the main
Jsection of his Epistle (c. iv. 14~x. 18). Its theme is
| the High-priesthood of the Son, to which incidental
| reference has already twice been made (c. ii. 17 ; iii. 1);
‘and the leading thoughts are (1) the Person of the
' Son as High-priest, and (2) the nature of the High-
]priestly work which in consequence He is able to

perform.
As regards the first of these points, we are first shown

that Christ possesses the qualifications of every High-
priest, seeing that He has been appointed by God, and
|is able to sympathize with man ; and further, that, while
’sharing these qualifications with the Aaronic high-
gpriests, He stands on a very different footing from
'them.  His Priesthood belongs to another and a
 higher order altogether, an order which the writer,
i making use of an Old Testament illustration, describes
| as “after the order of Melchizedek” (c. v. 1-10).

|  No sooner however has he introduced this thought,
than he again pauses, to rouse his readers from the
' dulness of apprehension into which they have fallen,
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and to remind them, that the solid food which he
desires to communicate is only for full-grown men,
who have ceased to occupy themselves with merely
the rudiments of the faith, and have their spiritual
senses trained by means of use to discern what is
best fitted for the strengthening of the soul (c. wv.
11-14). Such men, considering the time, the Hebrews
must be held to be, and therefore with them he desires
to be borne onward unto perfection. Their former
Christian life, and the love which they continue to
show to the people of God, are to him sufficient
guarantee that, notwithstanding all their shortcomings,
they are still in the way of salvation. And his great
wish is, that they give diligence to have their hope
full, and to sustain it in this fulness to the end
(c. vi. 1-12). In this constancy of hope they have
an example in their great ancestor Abraham who,
having patiently endured, obtained the promise. To
them, as to him, is the same encouragement held out,
encouragement in their case all the greater, becausc
their hope is anchored in heaven itself, whither as
forerunner Jesus has entered, “having become a High-
priest for ever after the order of Melchizedek ” (c. vi.
13-20).

Having thus ingeniously brought his practical appeal
round to the point in his argument where he had broken
off, the writer proceeds to unfold the meaning of Christ's
Melchizedekean Priesthood, using for that purpose both
what Scripture says regarding Melchizedek, and also
what it leaves unsaid (c. vii. 1-10).

And then when the glory of this new Priesthood has
been fully established, falling back upon his favourite
method of contrast, he shows the relation of what he
has been saying to the ancient Levitical priesthood.
If this latter had succeeded in effecting the end at

Chap. iv.
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which all priesthood aims, the perfecting, namely, of the
worshipper, and bringing him into a true and abiding
relation with God, no other priesthood would have been
necessary. Only because it had failed is the promise
given of another Priesthood, not only new, but of a
wholly different type from the old. For the Mel-
chizedekean order is not legal but spiritual, not carnal
and consequently transitory, but eternal; while, as
confirmed by an oath, it is immutable, and inviolable,
because it is embodied in one, and does not pass on to
another (c. vii. 11-25). It is because Christ is High-
priest after this order, that He perfectly meets the needs
of humanity, and is able to discharge a perfect ministry
(c. vii. 26-28).

In describing this ministry, the writer indicates first
generally the conditions under which Christ discharges
it, and which determine the nature of the New Cove-
nant He has set up (c. viii. 1-13). And then he
contrasts it in detail with the ministry of the Levitical
high-priest. Alike in scene, and in priestly service, it
excels it.  For the Tabernacle which the Levitical
priests serve, glorious though it is, is only the shadow
of an eternal reality, and into its inmost shrine the
high-priest alone can enter, and that only once a
year after offering for himself, and for the people.
But Christ, the eternal High-priest of a greater and
more perfect Tabernacle, has entered once for all in
His own blood, and so obtained eternal redemption
(c. ix. 1-14). Thus, through the outpouring of His
blood, a New Covenant has becen inaugurated. At
“the consummation of the ages” Christ hath been
manifested to put away sin by His sacrifice, and men
now await the return of their great High-priest to
announce the complete accomplishment of His work
(c. ix. 15-28).
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The culminating point of the writer’'s argument has
now been reached: but a new difficulty starts up before
him which he fears may prevent his readers from
entirely acquiescing in the conclusion to which he has
come. May not the Hebrew Christians say, “ We can
understand your argument, but it is a strange thing, is
it not, that in that case the Almighty should ever have
prescribed the Levitical ministry at all. Does not the
fact that its rites are part of this Divine -and glorious
Law, prove that you have not done them justice?” To
meet this, accordingly, the writer turns from the special
rites with which he has been dealing in order to show
that this want of finality and completeness belongs to
the very nature of the Law, and that in express Divine
utterances it looks forward to the Christ that is to come.
And this he proves first in relation to the work of
Christ (c. x. 1-10), and secondly in relation to the
effect His work produces on us (c. x. 11-18).

The remainder of the Epistle is mainly hortatory,
though even here, so close is the relation in our writer’s
mind between doctrine and practice, that two summaries
of his preceding arguments, couched in the loftiest pos-
sible language, are introduced (c. xii. 18-24; xiii. 8-12).

The whole concludes with a personal Epilogue in
which, after expressing the hope that he will soon
see them again, the writer conveys to the Hebrews
his final greeting, “ Grace be with you all. Amen.”
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NOTE
General Plan of the Epistle

Ture THEME ofF THE EPISTLE; THE FINALITY OF THE
CHRISTIAN RELIGION, AS MEDIATED IN A SON: C. 1
1-4.

1. The Supreme Excellence of the Son's Person:
c. 1. 5-iv. 16.
This shown more particularly in His superiority to—
1. Angels: c. i. 5-ii. 18.
2. Moses: c. iit. 1-6.
Practical Exkortation: c. iii. 7-iv. 13.
II. The Consequent Glory of the Son’s High-priest-
hood : c. iv. 14—=x. 18.

Exkortation introducing the subject: c. iv. 14-16.
1. The Son as High-priest: c¢. v. 1-Vii

(1) The Son possessed of the general qualifications
of all priesthood : c. v. 1-10.

Renewed Exhortation preparing for the main
trutl: ¢, V. T1-Vi

(2) The Son an absolute High-priest, because a High-
priest after the order of Melchizedek : c. vii.

2, The Son’s High-priestly Ministry : c. viil. 1-x. 18,

(1) Its general conditions: c. viil. 1-13.
(2) Its relation to the Old Covenant : c. ix.
(3) Its finality : ¢ x. 1—-18.

111. The Appropriation of the benefits of the Son’s
High-priestly Work : c. x. 19-xii.

Personal Epilogue : c. xiii.
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CHAPTER V
TIIE COVENANT-IDEA AND THE PERSON 'OF THE SON

WE have seen already, that the great theme of our Chap. v.
Epistle is the Finality of the Christian Revelation, and | 7 cov-

| nant-idea.

that, in supporting his theme, the writer approaches the |
consideration of all God’s dealings with men from the
old Jewish standpoint of a covenant, the underlying:
idea of which may be summed up in the words of the
prophet Jeremiah: “I will be to them a God, and they
shall be to me a people”! In accordance moreover
with the regular Biblical practice this covenant is
regarded not as an agreement entered into between
God and man, but rather as a saving provision instituted
wholly by God,> who further, in keeping with the
covenant-idea, is conceived not so much as a King or
righteous Ruler, whose law is to be obeyed, but as a
God of holiness (c. xii. 10) to be worshipped or served
(c.ix. 14 ; xii. 14). While those with whom He enters

!Jer. xxxi. (xxxviil.} 33; lleb. Davidson: By the time of the
viii. 10, LXX translation 4672/ had become

2 This aspect of the Old Covenant  a religious term in the sense of a
is emphasized in our Epistle by the  onesided engagement on the part
substitution in ¢ ix. 20 of the of God, asin P and late writings ;
strong évereihato for duéfero of and to this may be due the use of
Ex. xxiv. 8; while in c. viii. 6 the word dwadixkn, disposition or
it is expressly said that the New  appointment, though the term was
Covenant ‘“hath been enacted then somewhat inappropriately ap-
(vevouoférnrar),” or constituted by  plied to reciprocal engagements
Divine legislation, ‘‘upon better among men.” Art. Cowvenant in
promises.” Hastings’ Dict. of the Bible, i

According to DProfessor A. B. p. 514.
69
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into covenant are not individuals, but a nation or people,
who in virtue of the provision He has made draw near to
Him (c. x. 1, 22).

Such a people Israel became under the First Covenant,
but it was only on condition of their keeping the law,
and here they failed. They “continued not” (c. viii. g),
and “a consciousness of sins” (oursidnon auapritv, c. X. 2)
was awakened in them by their failure.!

If therefore the covenant was to be maintained,
means had to be sought by which this sinful defilement
might be removed, and the barrier that had been raised
up broken down. And these were found in the divinely-
appointed order of priests and sacrifices, and, above all,
in the services of the great Day of Atonement, in which
the high-priest entered immediately into the presence of
God, as the representative of the people, embodying as
it were in his own person the continuance of the covenant
relationship, and making an ideal atonement for the
whole nation.

But, gracious as these provisions were, they were not
sufficient to accomplish fully the desired end. “ The
law made nothing perfect” (vldev yap srersiwoey 6 viuos,
c. vil. 19). The First Covenant was not “faultless”
(4peumrog, c. viil. 7), and, conscious of its own imperfec-
tion, gave promise of another priest (Ps. cx. 4; Heb.
vii. 17), and a better sacrifice (Ps. xl. 6, 7; Heb. ix. 23;
x. 9), by means of which a Second Covenant was
established, which was not only “new” in point of
time (véa, c. xii. 24), but “new” in point of quality
(xawg, c. viil. 8; ix. 135), and which could also be

11t is important to notice that effect they are thought of not so
these sins, as committed witkiz  much as bringing down the wrath
the covenant, are regarded as sins of God upon those who commit
of weakness or ignorance (c. iv. 15;  them, as of hindering their free
v. 2), ornegativelyas ‘“dead works”  approach to God.
(c. vi. T; ix. 14); and that in their
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described as “eternal” (afuwos, ¢. xiii. 20). For while
under the First Covenant the priests were *“having
infirmity ” (c. vii. 28), that is, men meortal and con-
stantly-changing (vv. 8, 23), the Priest of the New
Covenant was made “not after the law of a carnal
commandment, but after the power of an indissoluble
life” (c. vii. 16). And while the sacrifices of the First
Covenant effected at most a purification of the flesh
(c. ix. 13), and had constantly to be repeated (c. x. 1),
the offering of the High-priest of the New Covenant
“hath perfected for ever them that are sanctified”
(rerereimney eig =0 Biments vovg dyrafowévous, C. X. 14).

The Epistle thus resolves itself largely into a com-
parison between the two Covenants, or, as the covenant-
relationship rested on the priesthood as its foundation
or basis (éx' adriig vevsuodiryras, ¢. vil. 11), and any change
in the priesthood carried with it a corresponding change
in the covenant or economy of which it formed a part
(c. vil. 12), into a comparison of their respective priest-
hoods.

But the character of the priesthood, in its turn,
depended upon the personnel, or, to use the common
phrase in the Epistle, the “ order” of those of whom it
was composed. And consequently it is round the
“order” of the High-priest of the Christian confession
that our writer's argument principally turns. His
place of ministry, the nature of His offering, and the
efficacy resulting from it, all depend upon the kind of
Priest He is. And it is because He is-a High-priest,
not after the “order of Aaron” but after the
“order of Melchizedek,” that the Covenant which He
has established is final and eternal. Before however
he comes to that, the writer has to show that both
by nature and training Christ is fitted to be a High-
priest of this “order,” and it is to these two points

Chap. v.
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accordingly that the opening chapters of the Epistle
are directed.

And, in approaching them, we cannot perhaps do
better than try to group their teaching, along with later
passages in the Epistle bearing on the same points,
round the distinctive title of SON as applied to Christ.

It is a title which we find in the ordinary combina-
tions, “ the Son of God” (c. vi. 6; vii. 3; x. 29), and
“Jesus the Son of God” (c. iv. 14), and once by itself,
“the Son ” (c. 1. 8) ; but in addition, it is also used here,
as nowhere else in the New Testament, without the

;article—the intention being evidently to lay stress on
‘the nature or character, rather than the personality, of
"Him who is so designated.

Thus, in the opening verses of the Epistle, the writer
begins by reminding his readers that while God has
spoken to the fathers “in the prophets,” in itself a title
of honour, to us He has made use of a higher messenger
stil. He has spoken “in a Son.” Or, as the words
may be paraphrased, in order to avoid any possible
ambiguity of suggesting that there may have been more
sons than one, “in one that is Son,” one who possesses
all the lofty characteristics and qualities to which the
title Son points. Sirmilarly, in the comparison which is
instituted between “ the Apostle and High-priest of our
Confession, e¢ver Jesus” and Moses, while the faithful-
ness of both is recognised, the faithfulness of Moses is
shown to be only that of “a servant” in the house, but
Christ is faithful as “a Son” over the house (c. iii. 1-6).
In c. v. 8 again, with reference to the earthly discipline
through which Christ passed, we are expressly told that
“though He was a Son” He “ yet learned obedience by

1 ¢ That which gives eternal  through—who reveals, mediates,
validity or absoluteness to the new  and sustainsit.” Davidson, Com:.
covenant is the personz, the Son of  p. 165.

God, who in all points carries it
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the things which He suffered,” and so attained that
perfect sympathy with man required for His High-
priestly office. While once more, when we reach the
consideration of that office itself, the writer lays special
stress on the fact that, while the high-priests appointed
by the law have “ infirmity ” (dofseiav), and are conse-
quently unable to fulfil the highest ends of their office,
our High-priest is “a Son, having been perfected for
evermore ' (vigy, sig tiv aldve Tershawpévoy, C. vil. 28).

We shall have to return to these passages again in
different connexions. In the meantime we are content
to gather from them that the Sonship is regarded by our
author as lying at the basis of the whole of Christ’s
Person and Work ;1 and further that he associates it
with Him alike in His pre-existent, His earthly, and
His exalted states. In none of the passages indeed is
the name Son expressly given to Christ in His pre-
existent state ;? but it is clearly implied in c. i. 2 that it
was applicable to Him, for it was the same Son, through
whom God spoke to us, who also made “the ages”;
while in c. i. 2, v. §, the title is directly applied to the
incarnate Christ, and in c. iii. 6, vii. 28, to the glorified
Redeemer. The name “ Son” may thus be taken as a
kind of connecting link between the three states, and
help to remind us that, according to the uniform teach-
ing of Scripture, it is one unchanged Personality who
exists through them all.3

1¢“The Sonship of Christ is the be limited to what befell the ¢ Son

fundamental idea of the Epistle.
It is this relation to God that
enables Him to be the Author of
salvation to men.” Davidson,
Comm. p. 79; and see the whole
of the valuable Note on the Son,
pp. 73-79-

2 Delitzsch, Westcott, and others,
apply the title to the Eternal Son
in c. v. 8; but by the preceding
clauses the reference there seems to

in the days of His flesh.”

3 Comp. Holtzmann, who finds all
three states in c. i. 3: “ Immer der
gleiche Eine trigt vor der Zeit
schon alle Dinge, bewirkt in der
Zeit Reinigung von Siinden und
fiihrt nachzeitliches Dasein droben
zur Rechten Gottes” (Lekrbuck
der Newtestamentlichen Theologie,
il. p. 297).
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The Son in the days of His flesh was the same in His
inmost being as the Son in His state of pre-existence:
it was only the outward form of His manifestation that
was changed. And if the glory of Divine Sonship was
hidden for a time in the lowliness and humiliation of a
suffering life, it was only in order that the same glory
might shine forth with renewed brightness when He
who was crucified in weakness was raised by the power
of God.

Keeping this before us, let us see what our Epistle
has to teach us regarding the Son in each of the three
states just indicated ; and then we shall be better able to
understand the comparisons, which are instituted be-
tween Him and the other mediators of God’s purposes.

I. The Son in Himself.

We begin with the pre-existent state of the Son, the
fullest and most significant reference to which is found
at the very opening of the Epistle. For no sooner has
the writer made mention of a Son as the supreme organ
of God’s present-day revelation, and referred to the
Heirship to which in consequence He has been ap-
pointed, than he proceeds to emphasize His fitness for
the office by a lofty encomium upon His Person. This
Being, in whom all things are consummated, is the
same, through whose instrumentality “the ages”’—the
successive periods of the world’s history, have already
been called into being, and who therefore existed
before them. While in relation to God He is described
as “being the ef{ulgence of His glory, and the very
image of His substance,” and hence,! in relation to the
world, as “upholding all things by the word of His

! dépwy 7e, where the simple 7¢,  that there is a close connexion and
as distinguished from «ai, indicates  affinity between the two clauses.
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power,” where the present participles “being” and
“upholding” describe *the eternal, unchangeable, and
absolute background”? of the whole of the Son’s
historical action. A

And so in several other passages, this condition of
pre-existent glory is clearly pointed to. Thus in c.ii. g
the writer, quoting the words of Ps, viii., finds for them
an unexpected fulfilment in Him “ that hath been made
for a little lower than the angels, ever Jesus.” Evidently
this was not His natural estate; but He stooped to it,
in order that through Him man’s promised supremacy
over all things might be reached. In the great com-
parison again with Melchizedek, which occupies c. vii,, it
is noticeable that though in His historical manifestation
Christ was long subsequent to Melchizedek, He is
brought before us as the original to whom Melchizedek
is compared. It is not Christ who is made like to Mel-
chizedek, but Melchizedek who is “ made like unto the
Son of God ” (c. vii. 3),” the power of whose “indissoluble
life 7 is later in the same chapter shown to lie at the root
of His Priesthood. And similarly in ¢. x. § we read of
“the body” that has been prepared for Christ, and
which becomes His “ when He entereth into the world.”
He did not belong to the world: He came into it.

In none of these passages indeed does the writer
describe how he came by this belief in the Son’s pre-
existence. He is content with simply presenting it as
the condition or background of His subsequent historical
manifestations ; but that in his own mind he associated
the pre-existence with the essentially Divine Being of

Comp. Acts ii. 37, xxvil. §; an<l  affirms the permanence of the di-

see Blass, Grammar of N.T. Greek,  vine essence of the Son during His
§77- 8,'p. 263.. 11i§toric work ’.’ (Coptu. p. 9). o

! Delitzsch, 7z floc.; and comp. 2 ¢ Non dicitur filius Del assimi-
Westcott, ““The &v in particular  latus Melchisedeco, sed contra, nam

guards against the idea of mere filins Del est antiquior et arche-
‘adoption’ in the Sonship, and  typus.” Bengel.

Chap. v.
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expressions,

the Son, the remarkable expressions of c. i. 3 appear
clearly to indicate. For although the exact interpreta-
tion to be given to the words “the effulgence of God'’s
glory and the very image of His substance” is much
disputed, and though in dealing with such transcendent
mysteries all human language is necessarily imperfect,
the relationship which they imply can hardly be satisfied
by mere general dependence or likeness between the Son
and God, but can result only from oneness of being.
The Son is “the effulgence ” (draiyaoun) of the Father,
because not by any isolated ray, nor even by the con-
tinual shining forth of rays, but completely and fully He
manifests His source. He is His “express image”
(xapaxrqp) because, along with this unbroken connexion
of Being with the Father, He is yet possessed of a true
Personality, in which the “essence” of God finds perfect
expression.!

Similarly, when we pass to the clause which deter-
mines the Son’s relation to the world. The guiding and
controlling of all things, and the carrying of them to
their appointed end, which the Jews were accustomed
to attribute to God (Isa. xlvi. 4), are here attributed
to the Son. As One who had made “the ages,” He
consciously sustains them: and He does so further

1 Origination from God, inde-
pendent existence, and likeness to
God are, according to Richm (Zée/kr-
begriff des Hebraerbriefes, p. 2821.),
the characteristics of the Son in His
pre-existent state here brought before
us. And it is not uncommon to
find in dratyasua the equivalent of
the theological term ‘¢ co-essential ”
(6uoovatos), thus excluding Arianism,
and in yepakrip the equivalent of
‘“ only-begotten” (umovoyevis), thus
excluding Sabellianism. But we

i must beware of attempting to define

the words oo closely. Calvin says
wisely, ‘“When thou hearest that

the Son is the brightness of the
Father’s glory, thus think with thy-
self, that the glory of the Father is
invisible to thee, until it become
refulgent in Christ: and that He
also is called the impress of the
Father’'s substance, because the
majesty of the Father is hidden,
until it show itself, as it were im-
pressed, in the image of the Son.
They who overlook this reference
of the expressions, and go higher in
their philosophizing, fall to appre-
hend the design of the apostle, and
therefore fatigue themselves in vain
(Comm. in loc.).



THE PERSON OF THE SON

77

by “the word of His power” (rg phuari t%c Oduvduswe
abrod), again the peculiar attribute of Jehovah in the Old
Testament, and by which later in this same Epistle
God’s own creative power is described (zargpristur rovg
aidvag pamars dsod, C. Xi. 3).

Nor is the proof of the Son’s Divinity limited only to
such incidental expressions as these. It may be said
rather to underlie the whole argument regarding the
final nature of Christ’'s High-priestly work, the main
argument therefore of the Epistle; for it is the char-
acter of Christ’s Person which, as we have already
noticed, and shall frequently see again, lends its true
meaning to that work. And the force of the writer’s
reasoning regarding it would, to say the least, be very
much weakened, unless we are allowed to infer that in his
mind the Son occupied towards God an altogether unique
position, or, in a word, is thought of as Himself God.

On these grounds then, though in the Epistle the
name God is never actually applied to the Son in
His pre-existent state,! and though here, as elsewhere
throughout the Scriptures, God is regarded as the
ultimate cause of all things, and even the Son stands
in a certain position of eternal subordination to
Him, it seems to us clear that it is only the essential
Deity of the Son which can justify the expressions
which are used regarding Him, or give its true
meaning and power to His appointment? by God

1In c. i. 8 it is the title of Christ
as exalted King. The ascription of
glory in c. xiii. 21 which, applied to
the Son, is often cited as a proof of
His Divinity (see for example
Riehm, Lekrbegriff, p. 286),1s better
applied to God Himself (so Bengel,
Delitzsch, Westcott, Rendall).

2 C, iil. 2, movjoarre. It is of
course possible, adhering to the
more ordinary meaning of the word,

to translate ‘‘ created ” or ‘‘ made ”
with reference to our Lord’s human-
ity (Bleek, Liinemann); but the
reference to appointment to office
seems here more natural (comp.
Mark iil. 14 ; Actsii. 36 ; 1 Sam. xii.
6). According to Philastrius (de
Haer. 1xxxix.) this Epistle was not
read in certain churches, “‘quia et
factum Christum dicit in ea.”

Chap. v.

and by the
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ke Son's
humanity is
(1) real:

to the office of “the Apostle and High-priest of our
confession.” !

As to sow he reached this belief, our writer nowhere
gives us any hint. It is a favourite theory that he
reasoned back from the thought of the glorified Re-
deemer, who is the centre of all his teaching. But more
probably it came to him from a study of certain Old
Testament passages, particularly from the Psalms,
which, in accordance with his regular practice of
searching the Old Testament “not for its original mean-
ing” but for its “pre-intimations of his own Christian
thoughts,” he everywhere ascribes directly to the Mes-
siah, and in which a certain peerless pre-eminence is
bestowed upon Him.?

But the mere possession of Divinity does not make a
perfect Priest: it must be accompanied by humanity.
Only one who was Himself incarnate, true and perfect
man as well as God, could truly represent God to man
and man to God. And so it was that the Son, in the
preparation for His Priestly office, was “in all things
made like unto His brethren” (c. ii. 17). Upon the
manner of the Son’s Incarnation, the author nowhere
dwells. He is content simply with the fact. But he
emphasizes that so often, and from so many different
points of view, as to leave us in no doubt regarding
the importance he attached to it.

How clearly, for example, the reality of the Son’s
humanity comes out in the constant use of His human

name, Jesus. It occurs no

1 There have been many attempts
recently to weaken the full force of
this conclusion. Thus even Bey-
schlag, who finds in our writer’s
Christology ‘‘superhuman declara-
tions which go beyond those of any
other N.T. teacher,” speaks of the
name Son as only ‘‘ the name of a

fewer than nine times, and

unique higher being next to God”
(N. 7. Theol. ii. pp. 305, 309); and
for statements to much the same
effect, see Holtzmann, N.7. 74eol.
ii. p. 298, and Ménégoz, 7/%¢ol. de
Lhp. aux Hébr. p. 84 ff.

2 Comp. Weiss, Biblische Theologie
des V. 7. § 118 6(Eng. tr. ii. p. 1841.).
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on every occasion but one (¢. xiii. 12, which is a simple
historic statement) it furnishes the key to the argument,
and in consequence occupies the emphatic position at
the end of the clause.!

Equally noticeable are the repeated references to the
events of Christ’s earthly life. His descent after the
flesh (c. vii. 14), His active ministry (c. ii. 3), the
opposition He encountered (c. xii. 3), the intensity of
His personal sufferings (c. v. 71{), the Cross (c. xil. 2;
xiil. 12), the Resurrection (c. xiii. 20), and the Ascension
(c. 1 2, 3), all are brought before us in a manner the
more striking that it is so largely incidental.

But significant as these references to the outward
events of Christ’s life are, still more interesting are
those which bring out the true humanity of His inner
life. Thus we find Him spoken of as exercising faith
or trust in God (c. ii. 13; xii. 2); as moved by mercy
and sympathy towards His brethren on account of
His likeness to them (c. ii. 17; iv. 15); as giving
utterance to His needs “in prayers and supplications
with strong crying and tears” (c. v. 7); as heard
because of the “godly fear” by which His prayers
were marked (c. v. 7); and most remarkable perhaps
of all, as Himself the object of God’s “saving power”
(c. v. 7). Now it need hardly be said that this thought
of “saving” is not connected in the slightest degree
with sin on Christ’s part. On the contrary, there is
perhaps no book in the Bible in which His absolute
sinlessness is more emphatically asserted (c. iv. 15;
vii. 26), and yet at the same time so asserted as to
show that not even here have we any limitation to
that perfect oneness with humanity on which the
efficacy of His High-priestly work depends. For, in
the first place, Christ’s sinlessness is not a mere nega-

1C.ii. 9;iii. T vi. 20; vil. 22 ; x. 19 ; xil. 2 ; 1L 24 ; xiil. 12 ; xlii. 20.

Chap. v.
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Sected :

tive innocence, arising from immunity from that trial
which is a necessary law of human life! That He was
tried, and that “in all points like as we are, sin ex-
cepted ” (c. iv. 15), is rather one of the writer’'s most
emphatic statements. And, in the second place, it must
not be forgotten that it is just this experience of the
strength of trial or temptation, and not of the yielding
to it, which constitutes the true ground of all sympathy.
Not because Christ hath sinned, but because He “ hath
suffered being tempted "—the tenses of the verbs em-
ployed point to the permanent effect of the suffering
after the temptation itself has passed away—He is
able to succour men in their present and continuous
temptations.? Whether, therefore, we regard Christ’s
life from the outside or the inside, it is the life of One
who in the path of actual experience and trial was
prepared for His great work.

This will become clearer if we pass to a second
aspect of Christ’s humanity, arising out of what has
just been said, and which is even more characteristic
of the teaching of our Epistle, and that is, that it was
a perfected humanity.®

The expression is not a very happy one, but it is
difficult to find any adequate English translation for
the Greek word employed. “Consummated” would
perhaps come nearer to it, but even it is not free from

1 One may be allowed to recall
Dean Church’s great sermon on this
subject in his Cathedral and Uni-
versity Sevmons, p. 97 fl.

2C. il. 18, év @ vip méwovley
atrds wepagfels, dtvartar Tols Teipa-
Coudvors Bonboar, ¢ Atwarar, nicht
nur subjectiv, weil er sie versteht,
wie 4 15, sondern objectiv, weil sein
Leiden den 14f. geschilderten
Erfolg hat.” Von Soden, Hand-
Comme. in loc.

3 The nearest approaches to this

thought elsewhere in the N.T. are
St. Luke’s statements in c. ii. 40, 52
of his Gospel, and our Lord’s
own words regarding His Resurrec-
tion-glory, where He makes use
of the same verb as here (reetody)
in c. xiii. 32. But even these are
scarcely parallel, for they refer to
the Person of Christ in Himself,
while in our Epistle the reference is
to Him in His character of High-
priest.
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ambiguity, and we retain “ perfected” with the proviso
that it is not moral perfection which is here thought
of, but, if the expression may be allowed, official per-
fection—a growth into that state in which alone
Christ can fully discharge the duties of the High-
priestly office, for which He has been designed, A
brief ‘reference to three leading passages will make
this clear.

Thus in c. ii. 10, the writer, after speaking of the
humiliation to which for a little while Jesus had been
subjected in His redeeming work, goes on, “For it
became Him [ God], for whom are all things, and through
whom are all things, in bringing many sons unto glory,
to make the leader of their salvation perfect through
sufferings,” where the manner of Christ’s perfection
and the reason for it are both clearly indicated. It
was reached “through sufferings” ; and it was so reached
because, as man’s lot lay in a sin-stained, disordered
world, and in consequence only through suffering could
his goal be reached, He who would lead him to that
goal must first of all tread the same path.

The same truth is even more pointedly put inc. v. 8,9,
where we are told that Christ, “ though He was a Son,
yet learned the obedience by the things which He
suffered.”” Not, mark! “learned to obey,” as if He had
ever been disobedient, but “learned the obedience” {(s#y
vwaxonv), obedience in all its completeness, the spirit that
is of complete self-surrender which came from making
the Father’s will His own at each step of His earthly
experience ; and whose result in His own case was
seen in this, that “having been made perfect, He
became unto all them that obey Him the author of
eternal salvation ” (ver. 9). As His “ perfection ” resulted

from “the obedience ” which He had learned amid the

sufferings of earth, it was in its turn the condition, so.
6

Chap.

C. 7. 10,

C.v.8,9.
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Chap. v. | far as disposition went, of His being able to apply the
o benefits of His work to all who in their turn “obey”
‘ Him (a8ay voiz imanciover adrg).
c.wiiss. | While in our third and last passage, the true signifi-
. cance of Christ’s work for men is shown to consist in
‘, this, that in Him, our eternal High-priest, we have “a
, Son, perfected for evermore ” (c. vii. 28).
| It may seem as if in all these passages, more par-
%‘ticularly in the last, we have passed altogether out of
{ the range of Christ’s humanity to His exalted and
glorified state: and no doubt it is only to Him in that
state that the term “perfected” fully belongs. But
| the point on which at present we wish to insist, and to
“which all the foregoing passages bear evidence, is, that
this “ perfection ” was not reached all at once, but was
rcalized step by step in the experiences of Christ’s
earthly life. He has been ‘“made perfect,” and the
true nature of His humanity is seen in this, that each
‘stage of His earthly life was intended to fit Him more
_completely for that state to which it became God to
raise Him,! and ir which He could “perfect” others
through fellowship with Himself.?

() and | For, once more, neither the reality nor the perfection
representas .
tre of the Son’s humanity can be properly understood,

‘unless we associate with them a third trait: it is a
" representative humanity.

The main interest of Christ’s human life in the eyes
of our author lay in this, that it was the life not
merely of an isolated individual, but of One who
came as “the leader of salvation” (riv dpynyty s
swrnpieg, C. 1i. 10), and whose sufferings and death were
rendered necessary by the fact that they formed the
ilot of the men He came to save. Starting from the
general principle that “both He that consecrateth and

LC. ii. 10, Tehe@oat. *C.x 145 xi 39 ; xil. 23
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they that are consecrated are all out of one,”! he goes
on to show that this spiritual oneness to which Christ
leads His brethren requires to be preceded by a
physical oneness. For it was “since the children are
sharers in blood and flesh” that “ Christ also Himself
in like manner partook of the same; in order that
through the death ”—the death which was really death,
and which came to Him in the fate of His own human
experience—*“ He might bring to nought him that had
the power of death, that is, the devil; and might deliver
all them who through fear of death were all their life-
time subject to bondage”? Or, as it is stated still
more emphatically a few verses further on, Christ “ was
bound” (4perev) in all things to be made like unto His
brethren, that “ He might become (yévgras) a merciful
and faithful High-priest in things pertaining to God”
(c.ii. 17).

It is a part of the proprieties of the Divine government
—so the general argument may be stated—that, in order
to the gaining of a victory over any ill that troubles us,
the victor must enter the sphere in which the evil
existed, that. we who are in that sphere may be made,
not by outward gift, but by inward cxpericnce, par-
takers of that victory. We arc human : he who would
save us must also be human. We suffer: he must

LC. il 11, €€ évds (comp. d¢’

with stating that by Ilimself ex-
évés, c. xi. 12). By some referred

periencing death Christ conquered

to Adam, by others to Abraham,
and by many modern commentators
to God (Delitzsch, Kurtz, XKeil,
Westcott, Vaughan); but best left
indefinite as the author has left it.
Bruce translates ““of one picce,
one whole” (Expositor, 3rd Scr, ix.
P S7)

2C. 1. 14, 15 There 15 no
reference as yet to Christ’s aondng
death. That will come later. In
the meantime the writer is content

““the fear of death” for all who
stood to Him in the relation of
brethren, ““ While the Idoly One
stands apart from us in the isolation
of His sinlessness, we, sinners, fear
to dic; when we see Ilim by our
side, even in death, which we have
been accustomed to regard as the
penalty of sin, death ceases to
appear as penalty, and becomes
the gate of heaven.” Bruce, Zx-
positor, 31d Ser. ix. p. 93.

Chap. v.
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3. The
exalted
Son.

Prominence
of this
aspect in the
Epistle.

suffer. We die: he must die. If Christ is to con-
secrate every domain of man’s lot, so that man may
in it become the child of God, He must enter into
it, and there prevail, that in the same sphere we may
afterwards prevail. But this, as we have just seen,
Christ did, and in virtue of the perfect human nature
which He voluntarily assumed,! His life touched ours
at every point, and Himself “Son,” He was instru-
mental “in bringing many sons unto glory” with and
in Himself:?

We shall have other opportunities of considering this
truth when we come to think more particularly of the
Son’s High-priestly work, and of its direct application
to ourselves. In the meantime, let us pass on to what
the Epistle has to tell us regarding the exalted Son.

It is the main aspect in which He is presented to
us in the Epistle; and all that has been said regarding
His pre-existent and incarnate states is only introduced,
as we have more than once hinted, for the light which
they throw upon it. It is indeed upon Christ, as so
exalted, that the very name “Son” is principally be-
stowed (comp. c. iii. 6, vii. 28); and even in c. i. 2,
where the thought of the historical Son is prominent,
the writer proceeds immediately to describe Him as
having “sat down on the right -hand of the Majesty

on high.”

1C. il 14, péreoyxer: comp. c.
vy 13 VL s

2 C. il. 10, moXXovs viovs els détay
dyaybvra Tehetdoar.  The
aor. participle dyayérra has been

* variously understood. Bruce, fol-
i lowing Bleek, regards it in effect
‘as a future, and as cxpressive of

intention ; but it scems rather to
refer to an action in a general way
coincident in time with the action of
the verk 7ehet@oar (Burton, Moods

cand Tenses in N.T. Greek, § 149,

“Christ ” and “the Christ” have been simi-

p- 68); or, more exactly, the two
actions are regarded ‘‘as absolute
without reference to the succession
of time. The perfecting of Christ
included the triumph of those who
are sons in Him” (Westcott, 772 /oc. ).
It may be further noted that “‘the
many are not in contrast with all,
but in contrast with few, and in
their relation to one” (Delitzsch).
The magnitude, not the limitation
of the number, is thought of.
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larly claimed as belonging in our Epistle only to this

state! And when we read of “the lord” absolutely,
it is unquestionably the glory of the ascended Re-
deemer which is recalled to us? So strong indeed is
the hold which the thought of the exalted Lord’s glory
has taken of our writer, that on two occasions in a very
striking manner he uses this title to invest with their
full significance the events even of Christ’s past earthly
life. “ How shall we escape,” he asks, “if we neglect
so great salvation? which having at the first been
spoken through the Lord, was confirmed unto us by
them that heard” (c. ii. 3). The thought of what
Christ is now, that is, may well lend a most solemn
meaning to the message He once declared. And
again with His descent according to the flesh. He
who “hath sprung out of Judah” is He whom now
we know as “our Lord” (c. vii. 14)—a passage which
has the further interest that it is the first time in the
New Testament that we find the expression “ our Lord,”
now so familiar, standing alone as a name for Christ.?

Apart moreover from these common titles, there
still remain two other designations applied to the Son
in this Epistle, which help us to understand the true
significance of His exalted state. One is “Heir”:
the other is “ Forerunner.”

As regards Christ’'s Heirship, it meets us on the
very first mention of Him as Son. No sooner has
the writer reminded us of the Son in whom God
spake to men, than he goes on to describe the glory
with which at the Ascension the Son’s earthly ministry

1< Christus . . . stets nur von heavenly throne.” Bruce, Exposi-
dem im himmlischen Heiligthum 7o, 3rd Ser. viii. p. 97.
waltenden Hohenpriester.” ~ Von 34Tt is from this passage that
Soden, Hand-Comm. p. 32. the designation [our Lord] now so

2 ¢ The Lord means for the Heb-  familiar to Christian lips is derived.”
rew readers Christ seated on His  Farrar, 7% foc.

Chap. v,

The exalied
Son as

Heir,
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of all
(and a

was crowned —“ Whom He appointed Heir
things”! It is tempting indeed at first sight
strong list of authorities might be quoted in favour
of the view),® to refer this appointment back to the
eternal counsels of God, and to think of it as having
been bestowed on the pre-existent Son; and it must
be admitted that there is nothing in the words them-
selves to forbid this. On the other hand, the immedi-
ately preceding mention of the historic Son leads us
rather to think of the appointment itself as an historic
act® Just as in Gal. iv. 1, 2 the heir *though he is
(ideally) lord of all” does not come to his estate “until
the time appointed of the father,” so Christ, though
Heir, does not gain possession of what has all along
awaited Him, until, after having executed His work on
earth, He enters the heavenly world. Nor need the
application of the word “ Heir” to Him in this state
occasion any surprise. IFor in Scripture the heir is not
so much one who is looking forward to a future posses-
sion, as one who is enjoying a present possession in
virtue of a rightful title to it.* And though in the
case of the Son, the actual realization of His lordship
over all things has not yet taken place (c. x. 13), He
may still be regarded as inheritor in possession of the
kingdom to which God has raised Him: while His
people in their turn, as joint-heirs with Him, already
“inherit the promises” (c. vi. 12).

1
and as '
Forerunner.

1C L
TayTWY,
2 For example, Bengel,
Liinemann, Kurtz, Westcott.
¥ So Tholuck, de Wette, Ebrard,
| Riehm (Lekrbegriff, p. 295 ff.),
i Delitzsch, Moll, Keil, Weiss, and
Moulton.
4Thus in LXX kAqpovduos is
used as a translation of w1 (Judg.

2, Ov E&nkev xAnpoviuov

Bleek,

For in this matter of inheritance, as in everything

xviii. 7 ; 2 Sam. xiv. 7; Jer. viil. 70;
Mic. i. 15) and «Anpovoula of Az
(Num. xxiv. 18; Deut. i1. 12; iii.
20; Josh. 1. 15).  See Keil on Heb.
1. 2 (“‘kAqpbrouos = der ein kAfjpos
oder eine kAnpovouio inne hat, dem
ein k\fpos jure oder faclo zuge-
teilt ist ) ; and Westcott’s extended
Note, Comm. pp. 167 -169.
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else, the glorified Redeemer does not stand alone, ItJ Chap. v.

is as “ Forerunner ” for us that “Jesus”—and the use!

of the human name is very instructive as connecting '

the present exaltation with the fulfilment of the]

Saviour’s work on earth—“entered” Heaven, entered‘{

once for all ;! and in so doing “inaugurated” (#exaiviosy) |

for His brethren “a fresh and living way ” of approach |

to God (c. x. z0). ;‘
Professor Bruce therefore does not go too far when |

he says that the one word Forerunner “expresses the

whole essential difference between the Christian and

the Levitical religion—between the religion that brings |

men nigh to God, and the religion that kept or left'

men standing afar off”2 True the Levitical high-:

priest entered the Holy of holies once a year, but it |

was in the people’s stead, and the whole circumstances‘

attending his entering in were such as to suggest to the

people that this was a privilege which they could never

hope to enjoy. But the Christian High-priest’s enter-

ing in carries with it the assurance of His people

following. They enter along with, or rather in Him.

The Son’s Exaltation is thus as representative as His

perfect humanity,and as “the Firstborn” He invites the

whole family of mankind to share in the new birth, the

triumph into which at the Ascension He was begotten.?
The picture of the Son, which our author presents to | Gewraz

. . . | picture of
us, is thus a very striking one. Carrying us back to |%we Son.

1C. vi. 20, 8mov wpidpopos Umép
Hudv elafiber "Inools.

2 Expositor, 3rd Ser. vil. p. 167f.;
and see further x. p. 48 ff.

3C. 1. 5,6. There can be little
doubt that the quotation of ver. 5 is
to be referred not to the day of
cternal, timeless generation (as
Bleek, Liinemann), or of Baptism
(as Beyschlag), but to the eternal
sovereignty established at the Re-
surrection and Asccnsion (as De-

litzsch, Westcott). T