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CHAPTER I
THE INTRODUCTION

A% the very outset, I wish to state, as a basic assump-
tion, that I hold %¢ the divine origin of the Holy Scripiture,
pointed to by Paul in 2 Tim., 3:16. My conviction is that
on agcount of ¥this origin the apostolic writings are true
and reliable in everything they ssy. When I dlscuas thes
msthode of argumentatlion in the New Testament, that iz not
meant to Throw doub® on the position of the Lutheran Church
that theee wrltings come from the eternal and infallible
mind of God, and are the vroduct of divine inspiration.

We probably never will discover the actual mode in which
the apostolic writers vwere lnspired and wrote by inspiration.
But there are clear traces and evidences of supernatural
guidance and divine gafeguards in the spostolic documenis.
On this subject I nesed not dwell at present.

Cn %he other hand, we muet not forget that these writings
are composed in human language, and that the siyle, the
nodes of thought and expression are those which we ourselves
employ. Ye can go a step farther. The message of the Hew
Testanent is nobt couched in a mere series of tables and cold
propositions. The Holy Spirit led the writers to clothe
thelr words in beautiful figures of speech, as well as %o

employ a number of rhetorical devices. Furthermore, the
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writers approsch man through every possible avenue: not oaly
making truth concrete, but also meeting man with many types
of arguments. To make truth intelligible, meaningful, and
coenvineling o the minds of the readers, the Spirit led the
writere tc employ severel types of proof and methods of argu-
mentation. The Splrit dld not deliver truth, for exemple, in
an atomistic manner; the writers expressed it in words that
showed processes of thought. This condescension of the
Spirit to finite man does not mean that the reader can fully
undersatand the mystoeries of God, but it enables man to grasp
the divine message as far as this 18 possible for the human
mind,

liost of the apostolic writers argue in soms way or other
for the Chrilstian Goaspel, with the exception of John. Al-
though he includes & number of facts that could be used as
proofs for hls doctrine, he simply azsserts what he has ssen
and approaches the reader with these direot declarations.
Nevertheless, this confident manner contains a challenge to
his opponents, Cerinthus and others, for, in spite of thelr
34/&36<e5 , they had no experience like this o show, i.e.,
they had not seen, handled, heard, or touched Christ, 1 John
1:1 £f. This direct acquaintance which John had with Jesus
was sufficlent basis for his doctrines. In other words,
John does not argue, but tells the Gospel story and testi-
fies that it is true. The ultimate purpose of this Johannine

simplicity was to move the readers to believe that Jegus is
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The Christ, that, believing in Him, thsy might have eternal
life through His name, John 20:31,

It is my conviction that, with all the variety of argu-
ments employed by the wrliters of the liew Testament, there 1s
no real confllicet among them. The reason for this harmony 1s
the controlling influence of the‘Holy Spirit. In this con=-
nection it should be atressed that the apostles of the Hew
Testanent are not rationallzing theologlans. They merely
sgek to give the world life eternal in the Redeemer, Jesus
Christ. VWhen they employ various modes of argumsntation to
lead men to think of thelr sins and of their Savior, they
uge reason only in an anelllaery way, as & mere handmalden in
conveying truth te the humen mind. Moreover, when we, as
Lutheran theology dees, assoclate their argumentation with
the activity of the divine Spirit, Who always operatss with
the divine VWord, we have something more than Jlogical proof,
In themselves, logiecal arguments refute, but never convert,
people. However, with the attendant operation of the Holy
Spirit, these arguments end proofe, beth at the time of the
actual writing and also at the present time when they are
used, convinee, persuade, and save.

¥With these conslderatlons in mind, I shall endeavor to
expiore and %to describe the various metheds which the apos-
tolic writers used in arguing for the Gospel message. We
shall indicate, then, how they proved thelir doctrine true

and how they demcnstrated that their beaching came from God.




CHAPTER IIX
THE APPEAL TO THE OLD TESTAMERT SCRIPTURES

If one were to characterize the apostolic writers rath-
er brisfly, one would call them "Scripture thecloglans." It
1s almost 9 platltude to say that they based their feschings
onn the suthority of the 0ld Testament Scriptures., If we
would Trace the infTluence of the prophsts on the writers of
the New Testament, we would notice thai they reflect this in
various ways. For instancs, there are certain gllusiong %o
customs or to narratives recorded in the 0ld Testament, as
in 1 Cor. 10:4; 1 Cor. 5:7 f., and others. HHoreover, there

are also illustrationg which are drawn from the 01ld Testament,

ag in Hebrews 11:4 ff,, and in 1 John 3:12, Then, too, we
find that the apostles use the vogabulary of the 0ld Testa-
ment, as the writer employs the special %erm, Ziixc;44cﬁs A
in 1 John 2:2,

However, before we examine the more direct use which
the apostles make of the 014 Testament Scriptures; 1t 1s
gssentisl to observe the conception of the "law and the
prophets® in the minds of the writers of the Hew Testament.
In the Ffiret place, it is clear that they locked upon the
writinga of the 0ld Testament as the Word of God. This is
evident from the very manner in which they introduce state-

ments of the prophets. Invariably, they claim for these
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anclent utterances divine inspirstion: "As God sald." GCit-
ing & quotation from Lev, 26:11 f., Paul indicates the apoa-
tolic evaluatlon of the 014 Testament, 2 Cor. 6:16. Paeter's
remarks in Acts 4:25, as he calls attention %tc the words of

Psalm 2:1 ., 1a & par&llel to thig: é;/f,vMy@¢ZKEbv %y e

-

GTC4TOS A. 7. G ECTE) . Prefacing the important

atatement from the 0ld Testament Scripturss in this way, the
apostolic writers indicate how they regarded thease writings.
They looked upon the writings of ¥Mcses and of the prophets,
as woll as of the hilstorians and poets of the 01ld Testament
ag the products of the Holy Spirit communicated to readers,
however, through the agency of human authors. This estimate
cf the 0ld Testament Scriptures on the part of the apostles
is, to be sure, bDaslo for our consideratlion that they used
the "Law and ths nrophets” in oroving thelr doctrinal posi-
tion., It is, tTherefors, not merely the style of the apos-
telle penmen which reflects an affinlty with the 0ld Testa-
ment. They were so thoroughly permeated, as 1% were, with
the thoughts of the 01d Testament, that thev also appealed
to these sacred writings in order ¥c prove their doctrines

both true and divine. For instance, there are about slxty

passages in the New Testament, chiefly in the Gospel ac-
cording to St. Matthew, in which promises from the 0ld Tes-
tament are mentioned and shown %o be fulfilled in the literal
gense. Of the approximate number of passages quoted from

the 0ld Testament, about twe hundred and forty-two, perhaps
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one-fourth of them supply proof for some historical or doc-
trinal statement by the apostolic writer. 1% 1s to bs our
present purvocse to describe brilefly liow they proceedsd in
their varlous appeals to the 0ld Testament Scriptures to
demonetrate that their teachinge were true and that they
came from God.

Furthermors, the apostclic writers looked upon the 0ld
Testament Soriptures at times as their guide in ghurch prac-
fice. This we observe, for instance, asgs James Justifies the
reception of Gentiles into the Christian Church, Acts 15:15
1., barlng his stand on the true interpretaticn of Amosg 9:
p 1 B o

Hot only do the writers of the Hew Testament expléln or
clarify thelr partlcular position by a reference to passages
from the 0l1d Testament, but they alsc take the offensive
and clte Soripture teo furnish proof for their doctrines. We
might even say that they employ fthe Scriptural argument %o a
greater gxtent than sny gother to marshal the evidence for

their claims., loreover, when they do appsal to the 0ld Tes-
tament, they regard the authority of the 0ld Testament Scrip-
tures not merely as a supplement to other arguments, but as
the final word in a controversy. This means that, when Scrip-
turs has guoken, for them his constitutes the highest de-
cision that can be rendered. The finallty which the apostles
gaw in the etatements of the 01d Testament Scrivtures le evi-

dent Prom Paul's appeal in Romasns 2:3: "For what salth the
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scripture? Abraham belisved God, and it was counted unto him
for rightecusness.® (AV) For Paul this Seriptural char-
acterizatlon of that vatrlarch mesnt actually to corroborate
the apogtle’s Genching of Justification by faith without the
deeds of the Law, He could think ef no higher appeal hesre
Than the 0ld Testament Soriptures. In a gsimilar way, Paul
supports his dootrine of tha-daath and resurrection of Christ
in 1 Cor. 15:3 f., with the phrase: "according to the Scrip-

tures, ¥
Tas Methoda of Appealing tc the 0ld Testament

in general, we might say that most of the apostolic

-~

writers prefer to use the formula, wx?é?LS‘L;:;zi%<??ﬂ?vfc ~
in s%ressing that the prophetic utterance in the 014 Testa-
ment proves that their teachingé come from God, Rom. 9:33;
11:26; 15:21; Matt, L:6; Nark 1:2; and others.

If one examines the various quotations further, however;
thers are cerbtain characteristics of Paul'g method of citing
Seripturs which are essentliel %o the understanding of his ap-
proach,. Inasmuch as thils apostle had a professional traln-
ing in the Rabbinleal methods of argumentation as well as in
the doctrines of the Pharisees under Gamaliel, 1% 1s not
strange to find him ad;pting their formulae of quotation,
even thovugh he does not reflect the contents of Rabbinical
theology.

In his formulae of quotation, 8t. Paul adopts forms

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
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which seem to have Dbeen in use in the Rabbinlical schools,
and are found in Rabbinloeoal wrltings. Even his less
usual expressions may be psrallels from them (11:2),
Another point of resemblance may be found in the asriles
of passages which he strings together from different
books (cf, 3:10) after the manner of a Rabbinical dis-
course, St. Paul was in fact educated as a2 Rabbl in
Rabbinical schools and congsequently his method of using

the 0, T, 18 such as might have been learnt in these
schoola, +

At best, the Pauline method is difficuvlt to analysze or to
describe, Yet, the ease and Tamiliarlty with which this
aovgable employs the 0ld Tegtament Scriptures in order %o
varify hisg doedrinal statements and to place them on a pro-
per basis, manlifes$s the thrust of his entire theology.

Peul in his letters quoted from the 0ld Tesbtament eighty-
four timsg, The reader will understand that such a
figure 13 approximate. Paul introducss the majority of
his quotations with some such formula aa, "1§ is writ-
ten, ¥ but he seldom mekes any further effort to identi-
fy the source of his quotation. In many cases, it is
dlfficult to tell whethsr Paul is intentlonally quoting.
He is so saturated with the language of the 0ld Tesfta-
ment that he often speaks in this language, making 1%
the vehlcls of his own ideas without being conscious at
all that he is sctually quoting the language of the 014
Testament.<

On the other hand, it does not surprise one that Paul quotes
from the Sepntuaging in about seventy out of elghty-four in-

stancea. Not only did Paul guote, as we suppoas, from memnory

lyililam Sanday and Arthur C. Hesdlam, "A Critical and
Exegetical Commentary on the Epistle to the Rowans,® The in-
ternational Critical Commentery on the Holy Scriptureg of Ihe
0ld and New Tegtements (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons,
1896), p. 303.

2 BN . :
Holmes Rolston, Consider Paul: Apostle of Jesus Chrigt
{Richmond, Va.: Johﬁ Knox Press, 1951), ». 137.
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in many cases, but he was compalled becauss of practical
reascns te rely on the LXX with its imperfections, for thie
was the Bible of the pesople at this time. Yet, Lf one were
to Judge the method of Paul as he sought to draw on the
authority of the 0ld Testament passages for proof, we pro-
bably could not go so Tar as Schweitzer, who says: "Sorip-
ture 1s never persocnally translated, but always clted in sc- _
cordance with a recognized version.“3 We shall have to grant
that Paul quoted rather freely and that more often than some
would admit., This is esspecially =z necessary qQualification of
Behwelitzer's remark, in view of the apostle's independent
manner of quoting in Rom. 14:10 ff.; 11:35; 1 Cor. 3:19, as
well as numerous passages in 2 Corinthians., It has besn
poeinted out, for example, that in Rom. 10:15 the quotation

resembles the. orliginal Hebrew text more than the rendering of

the Sentuaginﬁ.&

What La probably of greater signilicance is fhe different
method of quoting from the 0ld Teatament which is employed by
the anonymous author of the Epistle to the Hebrews., Here
the olitations from the 01d Testament Scriptures are unllke

those of Paul,’ For one thing, in harmony with the literary

341vert Schweltzer, Paul and His Interpreters: A Qriti-
cal History, English translation by W. Montgomery (New York:
The MacMillan Cempany, 1951), p. 89.

h5anday and Headlam, op. git., p. 302,
S1pd.



ic
etyle of the eplstle otherwlse, the quotstions in the Eplstle
to the Hebresws are lengthy and are introduced in a rather
forual way. Then, %too, one notices that, while Paul seems
%o quote largely from memory, the author of this eplstle
prefers to clte the passage in greater detall, ©Some have
suggested that the one who wrote the latter eplstle had a
copy of the LXX in hand when he recorded his remarks, while
Paul in his travels may not have had his copy with him, a
Pact whish would explein the reason for hls quoting from
mame_y.é Cthers have notlced that there is a more studied
mathod of quoting from the Scriptures of the 0ld Testamen$t
in the Pauline writings, while in the Epietle to the Hebrews
we find the author moving in larger concepts. Thls com-
parison between the Pauline method of clting Seripture and
that used by the author of the Eplstle tc the Hebrews 1is
particularly interesting because of the anonymlity of the
apiatla.7 Morsover, the latter appeals to the 014 Testament

Seripbures in a manner not observed in the Pauline eplstles

6ﬂolston, op. git., p. 143,

7For example, the fact thet Paul and the author of the
Epistle tc the Hebrews differ in thelr mood of quoting from
the 014 Testament Serivtures lends support o the contention
that Paul could not heve written this epistle. The whole
method of quoting from the 0ld Testament, the use of the
northern type of the LXX, the intimate acguaintance of the
suthor with the Levitical rites rather suggest the name of
Barnabsz of Syrian Antioch, as the author, for he was a
Levite (Acts b:36), and also a companion of Paul. Ofr. E.
L. Lueker, "The Author of Hebrswe - A Fresh Approach," Con-

cordin Theologioal Monthly, XVII (July, 1946), 510.
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or addresses (recorded in the Book of Acts), namely, Qs to
"the 1iving voice of CGod."®

Altheough one could discover certaln differences betwsen
the way in which Paul cites Scripture and the manner employed
by the author of the Epistle toc the Hebrews, we must grant
alsc here a cerfain amount of similarities. For example,
even in the latter eplastle, to be sure, we find a number of
“nogaice,” i.e., composite quotationz from the 014 Testament,
Hebrews 1:5-13; 2:12 f.; 3:7 £f.; and others. On the other
hand, we do note that thle tendency is more pronounced in
the Paullne splstles. Holston calls attenticn %o Rom. 3:
10-18, ag a "composite mosalc drawn from seven different Old
Testament pasgages.“9 It is significant, however, that in
the Eprigtle to the Hebrews we dc misgs the Rabbinical method
of quoting the 01d Testament Scriptures. The following re=-
mark indicates the rather staccatoc method of Paul as he
draws from the 0ld Testament for proving hls doefrines:

Die Schriftbenutzung des Hb welcht duszerlich ven der

paulinischen Zitierung mannigfach ab . . . Paulus hdl%

sich melst an die rabbilnischen Regeln und Msthoden des

Sghriftbeweises; unser Brief dagegen ist in der Schrift-

benutzung mehr an Begriffe und Anschauungen gebunden,

nicht an Regeln und Msthoden. Der Brief erinnert stark

an die hellenistischsynagogele Lehrtradition und Zita-

tioneweise-(Philo), doch zeigen sich auffallende Unter-
schiede. Pls und Hb zitieren beide gern nach Stich-

8For this mppeal, ofr. Infra, Chapter II, HNevertheless,
Paul may be referring to Scripture in this unusual way in
Gal. 4:24,

9Rolston, op. eit., p. 149,
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worten {z,8, 2:11 "Brdder;" 4:3 "Ruhe"), Auch inhalt-
lich stimmen sle darin fiberein, dasz dle Schrift es-
cha%ologisch, d.h. ven der Erfdllung durch Chrilstus
her verstanden werden musz, OChristus ist das Zaichen
Gottea, auf das der alfte Bund hindeutet, und das der
Neue Bund bezeugt. Ein alt.liches VWort kann aufleuchten
aul Grund des Wortes und VWerkes Jesu. Nicht Jedes alft.
liche Vort wird so vom Licht des Neuen Bundes getroffen,
sondern des Wort des Alten Bundes, das sine exegetische
Bezlehung zum Christus hat. Dlgse exegetische Bezlehung
kann begrifillich, boldhaft und personhaft ausgerichtat
32in, iat aber nlemals durch das at-liche Wort als sol-
ches gesichert, sondern nur durch dis "aufgedeckte"
(charlsmatische) Hinwelsung auf den Christus, Diese
Bezlehung ist an die exegetlschen Voraussetzungen Zelld
gebunden, entwickelt also keins elgene Methodik und
Hritt in mythologlscher Einkleidung vor uns (Hb 10:5),
Die Schrift ist in dem 8inn Gottes Wort und Autoritit
fir die Gegenwart, als ihr S4tze unmittelbar und chne
Ricksicht auf ilhre geschlchtliche Gegebenhelt fber eine
thecloglsche Behauptung des Verfassers entschslden
kénnen. 10

It 1g likewlee esgential %o bear in mind the peint of view
taken by the author of the Eplstle to the Hebrews regarding
the lnseparable connection between the proclemation of the
New Testament and the message of the 0l1d Testament Scrip-
turess
In den vorangehenden S#tzen lag schon der Hinwels aufl
die Schrift (1i3): kein nt.licher Gedanke iet ochne
Binflusz des at.lichen. Das AT wird als Autoritds :
ernst genommen, well es den Sinn und die Bsdeutung der
Endzelt enthdllt. Es wird darum zum Ausbau der Chris-
tologie, Eur Auslegung des von Gott dargebotenen
"Heiles. "+

On the other hand, -the method of a person with Paul's train-

100tto Michel, "Der Brief an die Hebraer," Kritisch-

Exegetischer Kommentar fber das Neue Tegtament (G8ttingen:
Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1949), pp. 81 ff,

1lipig.
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ing coperates chiefly with a doctrinal thesis, followed by a
substantiating Scriptural argument:
Der rabblnisch und exegetiech geschulte Schriftgelshrte
a%ellt eine These auf, um erat nachtriglich durch ein
Schrifteitat die Herkunft und Entstehung ihrer Wahr-
helt preiszugeben, Diese exegetische Verbundenhesit
veon These und Zitat entapricht alsc einem tlef begridnde-
%ten sachllchen Zusammenhang. Das Schriftzitat dlent
der Autorltét einer Sache, nicht sines theologlschen
Satzes oder gar eine Person,l2
Furthermore, 1t is svident that, for the author of the
Epletls %o the Hebrews (and, for that matter, for all the
apostolic writers), the argument from Seripture ilnvclves
more than a means of proving his assertions:

The wrlter uses the 014 Testament, not just tc prove
argunents or to supply illustrations, but because it 1s
upon the authority of the 0ld Testament that the valid-
ity of his own argument depends. The 0ld Testament is
%o hi?ja revelation of Ged's purpose for the human
race, i’

Yhen not enly the apostle Paul and the unnamed author
of the Epistle %o the Hebrews, Y but also the other writers,
Peter and James, Jude and Matthew, cite the authority of the

| 01d Testament in support of thelr doctrinal poaition, they

follow the example and pattern set by Jesus Himself in the

121v3d., p. 47.

13r. V. G. Tasker, The 01d Testament in t&g New Testa-~
ment (Philadelphial The Westminster Press, 1947), p. 11k,

lanr. ¥illiam Manson, The Eniatle o the Hebrewe: An
Historical and Theological Consideration (London: Hodder
and Stoughton Ltd., 1951), opp. 21 f. In this work, it 1s
shown that in Hebrews and in Romens, the Scriptural argument
for the Christien religion "is presented consistently and ex-
clusively in terms of its relation to Judaism.*
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conversation with the Emmaus diseiples, Luke 24:25-27. It
wag the Savior's favorite method of argumentation to appeal
dlrectly to what the 01ld Testament Scriptures testified con-
cerning a specific doctrine or event in the future. This we
observe also 1n His discourse or homily at Nazareth, Luke 4:

21 £f,, and in Hie remarks ahbout meekness in Matt. 12:19 £, 15

The Appeeal to Personages and Institutions

of the 014 Testament

The writers of the New Testament possessed, ag we might
gay, a kind of hlstorical insight, supernaturally endowed,
wnich viewed the hletory of Iasrael as a whole, as a series
of steps in the fulfillment of the divine plan of salvatlon,
The lives of the patrisrchs, as well as incldents involving
leaders like Moses, Joshua, and the Jjudges, signified some-
thing more than blogrephical data. They symbolized and pre-
figured, as we shall see later, certaln aspects of the New
Teatanent teachings. But the lives of these people supplied
ilmportant fects for the apostolic writers who wished %o de-
monstrats that certain things were true, and proved thelr

propogitions in a concrete manner by showing how the prin-

15mere are many problems connected with the guotations
which Jesug nmade from the 014 Testament Scriptures, It has
been said that in Mark 7:6, which records Jesus' cltatlon
from Is. 29:13, the “Septuagint carries the thought of Jesus
more asceurately than the language of the Hebrew text.”
Rolston, cp. cit., p. 140, The diffioulty 1s even more pro-
nounced if we wecall that Jesus uttersd many of the remarks
in Aramale.
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elples applied in theee anclent personages and instltutions.
While 1% ig¢ Aifficult at times to distingulsh between the
apostle’s illustrations and his argumentation, we do notice
%hat he uses examples like Abraham %to show that hls particu-
lar emphagis 1s by no means a doctrinal novelty.

An outstanding example of an appeal to.z personage of
the 0ld Testament 1s seen in Hebrews 3:3 ff., as the autheor
seeks to prove, by a triple Scriptural argument, that Jesus
is superior o Hesee. This latter objective, tc be sure,
Toras part of the mein purpose of the writer, namely, to
demonstrate the superior exgcellsncy of the priesthood of
Christ. In this instence, the author argues from the case of
Moaes that the founders of the two covenants, of the Law and
of gracs, are different., In chapters one and two, the writer
had established the proposition that Christ, the mediator of
the new covenant, 1s superior tc the angels, the agents of
the legal covenant. He then proceeds to demonstrate the
superiority of Christ to Moses, and that in three respscts,
%hile Moses wes like the house, Chriast was the Bullder of
it, &8 the Son of God., He was the Originator of ths legal
covenant of anclent Iafaal. Moreover, the whole legal systenm
under which Moses served was only preparatory to the covenan$
which was to coms throﬁgh the Hessish. Christ, on the other
hand, through His covenaht of grace, brought blessings to the
adherents. Thus, the author a#gued for the supsriority of
Christ from Scripture and appealed to a character of ths Old
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Teatament history.
Here the force of the argument lies in the fact that
Hoses 1ls ldentifled with the asystem which was entrusted
%0 him. He was himself a part of 1t. He dld not or-
lginate 1%. He received it and administered it with
absoclute loyalty., But its author was God. And Christ
is ths Son of God. Hence the relatlion of Hosee %o
Chrigt is that of a gystem to its author. The argumsnt
is indlcated but nor worked out in the next verse. . . .
The compresged suggeetivegess of the argument is no¥®
unliks John viii, 31-36.1
In Hebrews 7:1 ff., the author further takes up the aub-
Jeet of the superiority of the prlesthood of Christ to the
Levitical priesthood, It is here that he emphagizes the
personage, lMelchizedek, a type of Christ. He implies that,
17 Melchlzedek was grester than Levi, from whose ancestor
he received tithes, then Christ was greater than Levi as
well.1? Furthermore, appealing to the instiftution of the
0ld Testement, the Levitical prissthood, the author shows
that, inasmuch 28 the latter had to be replaced by a systenm
(Qhriat'a) like that of Melchizedek, then the priesthoed of
Christ must have surpassged that of Levi.
Ve encounter & similar spreal to a personage of the 0ld
Taatament ag Paul refers to the example of Abraham in Rem.
439 £P, The apostle endeavors to prove that even in the 0ld

Tegtamsnt the pecople of God were jus$ified by falth without

165p00ke Foss Westcott, The Epistle to the Hebrews: The

Greok Text with Notes and Eseays (Grand Rapids: Wm. B.
Rerdmans Publishing Company, 1951), p. 76.

171via., p. 179.
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the deeds of the Law, even as now. In verse 11, the author
states that Abraham received circumcision not as a means of
being Jjustified, but as a seal of righteousness that he had
been justifled. It i1s in this particular sense, Paul claims,
that Abraham ie the father of clrcumcision and aleo the
father of those who follow him by faith. The apostle argués,
then, from this example, that one receives the promise
through Talth and not% through the Law, for the Law volda the
promises. Here we note that an argument from an example ap-
pears to carry weight with the apostle. In 1ltself, neither
analogy nor example can supply proeof. However, it is a fact
that these exasmples have been drawn from Scripturg that makes
the difference. The example of Abraham, then, serves teo
prove Paul's contention that not only was the Justificatlion
by falth a Jjustification without the basis of works, but 1t

creceded the institution of circumecision.
The Use of Geneslogles

Among the varlous genezlogles of Soripture, we obssrve
the ona of Jesus in Matt, 1:12-16. The purpose of Matthew,
writing to Jewish readers, 1s to show that Jesus was the pro-
miged Messiah., His main Seriptural argument 1s to quote the
prophets and then demonstrate how the predictions have been
fulrillsd in the life and ministry of the Savior. As Matthew
begine the Gospel story, he sets out at once %o establish the
faoct that Jesus 1s both the son of David and the son of Abra-
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ham, Confused as conditions had become in tﬁose days, because
of the loss of Jewlgh power and prestige, records nevertheless
remained intact, Vo which the leading acripea hed socess.
While this type of argumentation may strike us aes unusual
and strange, i{ we recall the value which the Jows attached
to these records; the point which Hatthew makes 1s very per-
tinent, Hia genealoglcal table, while containing certain
problems, would scarcely be challenged or questioned.

There is another gencalogy, recordsd in Luke 3:24-38,
which ia likewlsa employed, we belleve, es an argument for
the dootirins of the peraon of Christ, Luke, so Lt appears,
tries to trace the lsgal ancestry of Jesus, as is indlcated
by the words, &y vfo/s, S éy/o/u{é'zo) Tewe , St ra-
verges the proosas of Hatthew and begins with‘&ssus, going as
far back as Adam, to demonstrate that Jesgus ig also human as
well as dlvine. What dld Luke have in mind when he listed
this genealogical table, which, we nay say, was another
Sceriptural argument or appsal to the 014 Testament?+® Plum-
mer connects the evangelist's present purpose with the
larger aim of hle Gospel narrative:

That Lk, should take the genealogy beyond David and

Abraham to the father of the whole human race, is en-
tirely in harmony with ths Pauline universality of his

18tme various genealogies in Gen. 5, 6, and 10, as well
@8 those in 1 Chron. 2, 3, and 4, illustrate that Matthew
may well have had written source materials from the 0ld Tes-
tament 1tself for writing the genealogical table in Matthew
1 and likewise for his table in Luke 3.
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Gospel. To the Jew it was all-important to know that
the ¥esslah was of the stock of Abraham and of the
house of David., #¥t. therefore places this fact in
the forefront of his Gospel. Lk., writing to all a-
like, showg that the Messlak 1s akin to the Gentile as

well as %o the Jew, and that all mankind ean claim Him
as 2 brother,19

Plummer supplies the interssting comment that Luke reserves
this genealogical table for the dlscussion of the beginning
of Jesus®! ministry rather than to place 1% into the infancy
narrative, It is then that the proof which thls genealogy
furnishes becomes clear to the reader:
Not until Jesuz has been ancinted by the Spirit does
the history of the Hessiah, l.e. the Anointed One, be~
gin; end his genealogy then becomeszs of importance. In
a similer way the pedigree of Moses is placed, not just
before or just after the account of hie birth (Exod.
i, 1,2) where not even the names of his parents ars
given, but Juat after his public appearance before
fharaoh s the spokesman gf Jahovah and the leader of
Israel (Exed. vi. 14-27).20
Thesa %ables, moreover, do demonatrate with what prscision
the writers of the New Testament procseded to establish the
historical basls for their Gospel story. For this they went
tc the records which the statement of the Old Testament must

have supplied.

12a1fped Plummer, “The Commentary According to St. Luke,*®

The International Critical Commentary on the Holy Scriptures
of the 01d and New Tes nts (Fifth edition; Edinburgh:
and T. Clark, 1922), pp. 104 7,

201pid., pp. 101 f£.

=
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The Argument from Descent

In Hebrews 7:5 £f., there 16 a unique argument which
the author uses in order to build up and develop his pro-
posltlion that the prlesthood of Christ 1s superlor to that
ef Levi. Ag an initial step in this argument for the super-
lor oxcellenoy of Chriast, he pointes to the inferiority of
Levl by sppealing to the incident in which Abraham gave
tithes to Melchizedek, king and priest of Salem. This re-
ference wag particularly apt, inasmuch as the Levites exacted
the tithe of the other Israelites. Here, in the payument of
tithes to Melchizedek by Abraham, of whoss "loins" Levl would
later ecome, it 18 shown that Levi isg inferior. The author
argues: thers can ba no dispute, for the lesser ls blessed
by the greater. Thus, he Jjustifies this appeal to the des-~
cent of Levi from Abraham (who showed himself a vaassal to
Melchizedek) on two counts: the right %o exact tithes and
the orivilege of blessing belong to the one superlor by

Pirth,.2: This incident forme the unusual Scriptural argu-

2lyesteott, op. git., pp. 176 f.
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ment,22 then, for the proposition®> that the Levitical priest-
hood wag both limited and transitory. When, therefore, the
author of the Eplstle to the Hebrews bases this thesis on the
descent of Levi from Abraham {who really performed the act),
he calls attention to a type of Seriptural argument which is
always valid for him., Thies is indicated by the perfect tenses:

> (o <«
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fact 1s regarded as permanent in its ablding consegquences.
It atands written in Scripture as having present force, #2%
In Hebrews 7:i14%, for example, we notice the remlnder tha%

Jesus was ¢f the trlibs of Judah, not of Levi,
The Appeal e the Law

The teaching of Paul regarding the Law of God constli-
tutez also anothsr form of appeal to the 0ld Testament Scrip-
tures. What he atates about the Law aleo distinguishes him
from the Rabbinical theology, which, we know, glorified the
Law ns the great liberator. In Rom. 7:12 ff., and in 1 Tim.

2240ta a similar argunent from descent in Rem. 9:10 ff.,
to show that mere physical relationship to Abraham is not
sufficient for being called a child of Abraham,

23%nie particular appeal to descent ls based on an in-
tereating assumption: "The force of the argument lies in the
assumption that the descendants are included in the ancestor,
in guch a senge that his acts have force for them. So far as
we keep within the reglon of physioal existsnce the con-
nexion i indisputable." Westcott, op. cit., p. 114,

ZkWeatcott, op. cit., p. 177.
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1:8;, Paul indeed pays tribute to the Law for its goodness,
Justice, and holiness, but this in no way places him in a
peslition of agreement with the Pharisees. On the one hand,
in 1 Tim. 1:9, he implies that the Spirit-motivated man does
not need the Law (which is for the unrighteous), at least as
far as the new man is concerned. On the other hand, Paul
nakes certain appeals te the Law, not in defense of 1t as a
means of Justification, bub he lets the Law speak for itsslf
in order to prove that one cannot teach a justification on
the basgls of works. In Rom., 7:1-1l, the apostls shows %thal,
far from glving spiritual 1life, tha Law inolted him to sin.
This was not due to the Law, bui because of the depravity of
the person upon which the Law sought to exert influence.
Hot only is the Law impotent, but it no longer has dominion
over the heliever, for, through Christ, he has become dead
%o the Law ag well as to sin. The analogy which Paul uses
for this is the law regarding the re-marriage of a wldow,
She is bound %to her husband by law as long as he lives. Bub
the law ceessss to bind her when he is dead. Paul appeals to
the impotency of thas Law to demonstrate that 4% is by rebirth
in Christ and through His Gospel that we actually bdegin to
follow the will of Cod.

Again in Gal. 3:10, the same apostle lets the Law testl-
fy in defense of his doectrine of Jjustifilcation by faith,
without the deeds of the Law. He quotes from Deut. 27:26:
"Cursed is every one that continueth not in all things which
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are written in the book of the Law to do them.” (AV) It is
clear, then, he says, that the Law does not Justify, but
rlaces every one under a curse. "But that no man is Justi-
fied by the law in the sight of God, 1% is evident: for,
The Just shall live by faith. And the law 18 not of faith:
but, The man that doeth them shall live in them.” (AV)
Appezling to what the law itself demands snd gays, Paul
mokes Lt clear that the Law issues commands, but does not
give 1life. In & similar way, the same apostle establishes
the universgellty of sin and of depravity in Rom. 3:9-21. He
cites a number of passages to show that 2ll men have become
corrupt and gullty. He asserts, therefore, that the Law con-
victs and informs men of thelr guil® instead of belng a way
of salvstlon. In Rom. 1, Paul established the gullt of the
Gentiles. In Rem. 2, he proved that the Jews llkewlase ars
to be classed with the guilty, for they do the very things
they condemn in the conduct of the Gentiles. He asseris,
therefore, that, inasmuch as they have not complied with
(God’s Law, they are in the same condemnation, for the Law
calls for a perfect fulfillment, verse 13 (chapter 2}. In
view of how the Law condemns both the Jew and the Gentlle,
Paul ceneludes in Rom. 3:20 that there can be no Jjustifica-
tion of any individual on the basls of works, for through ths
Law the sinner arrives at the clear knowledge of his sin.

Finally, one can notice how Paul regards the autherity

of the 014 Testament Seriptures as containing the condemna-
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tory portions of the Law, Gal. 3:22: "But the scripture
hath concluded all under sin, that the promise by faith of
Jesus Christ might be given to them that believe.” Here,
Scripture carries the function of the Law: 1t condemns man
80 that he places his confidence in the promise of the Gos-
pel rather than ln the deeda of the Law. Hers, as in other
lnstances, Paul appeals %0 the Law in order to establish the

doctrine of justification by faith,25
The Appeal to the 014 Testament Prophecies

One of the moat effective and potent arguments of the
apostellc writers was that the Gospel story which they
preached and recordsd had 1ts foundation in 01ld Testament
prophscy. In other words, the apostles proved thelr message
by appealing dlrectly tec a specific prophecy which fore-=
shadowed the events which they related about the Savier.

Thig is done by the evangelist in Matt. 24:4, when he remarks
that the triumphal entry into Jerusalem is a fulfillment of
the prophecy (Zech. 9:9). Ancother inscident is interpreted
by the same evangellist as the fulfillment of prophecy, Jere-

mimh being named as the prophet who foretold the betrayal of

251# 18 possible that Paul appeals to the Law in 2 Cor,
13:1 £f., paralleling Deut. 19:15. Cfr. Alfred Plummer, "A
Critical and Exegetical Commentary on St. Paul’s Second
Epistle to the Corinthians," The International Critical Com-
mentary on the 014 and New m?_t_& of the Holy Scriptureg
(Edinburgh: T. and T. Clark, 1915), »p. 372 £,
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Jesus for thirty pleces of silver, Hatt. 27:9,26

Certalin detalils regarding ths Passion narrative, too,
are mentioned and then proved by a quotation from %the pro-
phecles, &8 in John 19:24, where the writer demonstrates
that the act of the soldlers in casting lots for the garmen®
of Jegus was a fulfillment of the prophecy. Another incident
in which the Cospsl writer appesls directly %o a prophecy in
the 01d Tesgtament iz the fact that the soldlers refralned
from breaking the legs of Jesus, sinoe He had explired. 1In
John 19:36 £., the writer takes not of this and states that
this 1s a fulfillment of the propheecy, 4cTwv? OV ng-@cﬂ £
GETHL KT T . Regarding the piercing of Jesua®
ailde with the soldier's lance, the same writer in verse 37

nakes the comment that this, too, agrees with prophecy:

dgiovexe £¢s v & e .’»’é';,"(j‘ﬁg Vs

The apostles met a certain crisis and solved 1t by
citing s nrovhetic utterance from the 01d Testament Scrip-
tures, as we notice in the handling of the vacancy lnocurred
by the death of Judas Iscarilot, Acts 1:20 ff. Peter, who
addressed the Christian assembly, introduced the election
procesdlngs of the succesaor to Judas with a remark that the

death of Judes, ag well as the present selection of another

261 Luke 4:17 £f., we have the account of Jesus' dis-
courge at Nazareth, during which He asserted that thls was
now being fulfilled before thelr eyes, namely, the prophecy
of Ye. 61:1 ff. OCfr. Luke 2i:ilh £f,
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apostle, were both fulfillments of the prophecy. Luke, in
recording this meeting, mentions the fact that the prophecles
were conrtalned in the book of Psalms,

Hot only did the apostle Peter Justify the election of
8 successor Yo Judss on the basis of prophecy, but he alsc
proceeded in the same manner on the day of Pentecost. TWhen,
according to 8t. Luke's record in Acts 2:13, some had apoken
dlsparagingly of the phenomena thers, Peter defended this
unusual series of miracles on the baslis of the prophecy of
Joel (Joel 3:il=5). |

Furthermore, it is significant how preclsely the apostles
interpret 0ld Teetament prophecy to prove their dectrine re-
garding Chriat. For example, in connectlion wlth the same
germon on the day of Pentecost, Peter demonstrates, by g pro-

cess of elimination, that the utteraﬂce of David regarding

the resurrection (in Ps. 16:8 f£f.) could not refer to him-
gelf, for his tomb was known fto the hearers. Therefore,
Peter says, 1t must refer to the resurrection of Jesus and
to the fact that Hig body was preserved froem decay, Acts 2:
29-31.

We observe another example of this exact argument from
014 Testament prophecy together with this progess of ellmina-
tion in Hebrews 4:1-9. In order to convince his readers
that there remains a rest for the people of God, he carefully
indicates that the "rest" could not refer to God's oun rést

in the sreaticn story, for God had completed these works
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long ago (verse 3b), Furthermore, many of the lsraelites
did not enter the reat of the land of Cansan (which was butb
an lmperfect type of the complete rest promised by CGod) be-
causge of thelr unbelief. To thisg the author o: Hebrews adds
the reminder that the rest must still remain, for, if the
entry into the Promlsed Land had heen the real and complete
regt of God,; Joshua would not have spoken of a rest after
thege events {(verse 8). Thus, the wrlter of Hebrews elimi-
nates two posslblllties for the inbterpretation of the term,
“reat.” Neow, then, he bases his conclusion in verse 9,
Few écrodecTerat 6«%&2‘:@«&" , on a citation from David's
prophecy in Ps. 95:7 f., "Today if ye will hear hls volce,
harden not your heart, as in the provocation." (AV)

The words of the Psalm, az used here, prove that there

is & rest and that it hag not been attalined. It fol-

lowa, therefore, this the writer assumes, that Christ

has brought the rest withia reach of His people, as

indeed Christiane know,27

There 1s another instance in which Peter and John re-
lied on the 01ld Testament prophecies to show that Jesus was

the Christ, Acts 3:20 rf. Peter expressed 1% in a way that

explained the prophecy as a direct utterance of God Himself.
c/]o:/);yésv S 29605‘ <§-o< E7 oaaf?os i o(/f/(“’ S ‘oldivos

-

VT ”‘Dg) /CC a . He then quoted the prophecy of Hoses
in Deut. 18:15-19, emphasizing that the hearers were tc ac-

cept this Christ as the true'prophet and Savior.

Z?Hestcutt, op. git., p. 95.
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On the occasion of Paul's visit at the synagogue in
Pipidlan Antieoch on his first missionary expedltion, this
uae of the prophecles again comss to light, Acts 13:40,

Like Peter on Pentecost day, Paul again treats the passage
regarding the resurrection of Jesus, uttered by David in Ps.
16. Herse, too, Paul specifies clearly that the prediction
does not refer to David himself who dled, but to Jesus. Then,
in the same sermon, the apostle appesls to his audience to
accept his message. He reminds them that the Law of ioses
could not Jjustify them, but that through Christ they ars
Justified, verse 39. Hs climaxes his address wlth a warning
from the onrophet Habekkuk,

Thua the apostles, as they record the teatiimeny which
they gave before thelr judges, Acts 26:22,27, and when they
argus the case of the Christian Gospel, whether in sermons
or in their correspondence with the churches, frequently
rely on the teetimony of the prophets, whoge words they ses

fulfilled in their own times.
The Argument from Language

¥hile all the argumnents which we are presently dia-
cusging rest on the authorlty of the 0ld Testament, they
differ in respect to the form into which they are cast. In
cne lnstance, in Gal. 3:16, we encounter an appeal which has

to o with the grammatical analysis of a passage Trom the
0ld Testament. Thls constitutes what we might call an ar-

Lo
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gunent from langusga. The apostle Paul ghowe that the pro=-
miges which God had made to Abraham referrsd to Christ. He
congliders the term, "seed," and emphasizes that this 1s in
the singular: "He does not state: and to seeds, aas of
many, but as of onei ‘'and to thy seed,' which is Christ.®
Paul argues from the fact that the-slngular c;n rezfer to
one, and, therefore, it must here refer to Christ. He 18
calling attentlion to thie because he 1s endesvoring to prove,
ameng other things, that Abraham was Justified by faith in
the Messlanle promise. Thils promise, repeated to this
patriarch a number of times, is found in Gen., 22:18 es-
peclally, as well as in 13:15; 17:8; and others. ¥hile this
appeal to language may well be a parenthetlcal statement
rather than the maln argument hara,28 1% indicates the
apostle’s attention to the detalls of Scripture which prove
of wider signlficance to him than the average reader would
guapect on reading the Genesls passages.

This argument from the singular, gpermg, however, conl=-
talns certain problems. Is the argument of Paul rendered
invalld since the term, gpermg, is used in the collective
senge? On the one hand, it is true that the latter word is

at times employed as a collected ncun %o represent more than

280¢p. Drnest De Witt Burton, "A Critical and Exegetical
Commantary on the Epistle to the Galgtianaa“xggerlgggg-nt
nationel Criticsl Comment on the 014 and New Testame ?
of tha Holy Scriptures (Edinburgh: T. and T. Clark, 1921),
pp. 181 T,
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cne of a gpecles. Some authorities maintailn that the solu-
fion lies in the suggestion that Paul here uses the Rabbini-
cal method of interpretation. This does not mean that the
apostle practices thias coneistently or that he entertains
the Rabbinical view of Scripture.
By a rabblnical method of interpreting, opposed tc the
usage of the Hebrew -7 , which signifies the
offspring whether consisting of one person or many,
Pzul lays such stress on the singular number in Gen.
x113, 15; xvii. 8 as to make 1%t denote but one of Ab-
reham's posterity, and that the Messlah: Gal., 11i. 16,
algo 19; and yet, that the way in which Paul presses
the singular hers 1s not utterly at varliance with the
genius of tha Jewilsh-Greak language is evident from
A Cfo cillt Gl CTTp L X7LIY HED oy s 4 Macc. xviili,
1, where the plural 15 used of many descendants,Z2?
This argument from language, therefore, is legitimate evi-
dence Tor the gpeostlelas proposition. His aim here was to
demonstrate "the invielabllity of the covenant and suggest-
ing the imposeibllity of 1tes having already received_its
fulfillment before the law came in."3? For a gurvey of the
various interpretations of this argument of Paul, see Bur-
‘con.31 This precgise manner of employing Scripture 1as sig-

nificant for what 1t proves regarding Paul himself and abou¥

“9Joseph Henry Thayer, A Greek-English Lexicon of the
Hew Tegtament: Bein g Grimn's Wilke's Clavis Novl Translated
Rggiseg and Enl New York‘ Amerioan Book Company,
1889), p. 5

30Burton, op. git., pp. 181 f.

311b1a., pp. 505 ff., in which Burton states thal even
the view which regards &<~ coor as a reference to a
single individual would be "open to no serious objection on
lexical grounds."
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his docHrine:

Li§lSve de Gamallel n's pas oublié le litteralisme
rabblnigue gul autorise & oprendre un mot sulvant son
sens le plus strict. Regeur philologique et sxégése

de forme toute rabbinigue. Dans la considdration {(Gal.
3116) sur la promesse faite & Abraham, que la Lol ne
peut rendre caduque, un mot biblique suggere une re-
margus lunineuse, une doctrine centrale, dont le rappsl
fortifie ll'srgumentation . . . Iei 5, Paul fonde iden-
tification ¥ la fols sur le singulier et sur la con-
viction que le Chriast est par excellence la descendance
d'Abraham, celle en qui s‘accomplissent les divines
pronegses. Soeribe? Oul! mals nlus encore chrétien, 32

The appeal ¢f Paul %o a single term has been called his
"narenthetical argument,” and has bsen plectured as a kind of
fulerun of what follows:?

Parenthetical argument designed te meke the appllication
of this oarticular exsmple to tThe general case per-
fectly diglinct, and to obviate every pogsible misap-
prenension. The apostle seems, to say: "this, however,
is not g case merely of & Jreci/n/v. o but an
ETxyyedcec.  , - yoa, of z%‘a(é?;'s/?c wee # nor was
it made mersly to a man Abrahal, but to Christ . . .
"And %o his seed:! emphatic, as pointing %o Christ,
znd forming as 1% were the fulcrum of the argument
which follows. . . . It may bs true that slimllar ar-
guments occur in Rabbinical writers; 1%t wmay be true that
c7eux  (1like /9.77) is a collective noun, and
that when the plural is used, 23 in Dan. 1312, “grains
of geed" sre implied, All this may be so, - neverthe-
less, we have here an interpretation of the Hely CGhost
deliberately propounded, and which, therefore {whatever
difficulties may at first appesr in 1%), is profoundly
and indisputably true. Ve hold, therefors, that there
13 an as certzinly as mysticel meaning in the use of
M 7.7 4in Gen, 13:15; 17:8; as there is an argument
for the ‘resurrectlon in Ex. 3i6, though in neither case
wag the writer necessarlly aware of 1%t. As J .. in
i%e simple meaning generally (except Gen. 4:25; 1 Sam.
1:11) denotes net the mere progeny of a man, bub his

32Joseph Bonsirven, "Exégese Rabbinique et Exegese

Paulinienne," Bibliothequs De Théclogle Hiatorique (Paris:
Beguchesne et Ses Fils, 1939}, pp. 2986 T.
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nosterity as viewed as one organically-united whole; so
hers in 1ts mystical meaning 1% denotes not meresly the
spiritusl posterity of Abraham, but Him in whom that
posterity is all organically united, 71?7//'%;”-9(
the ;f550~;,>f , even Christ,33 :

- In a simllar manner, the author of the Epistle to the
Hebrews in 8:8-13, forms the conglusion that the covenant of
the priesthood of Christ replaced the Levitiecsl asystem and
the vovenant of the latter, by emphasizing the term "new"
in Jere. 31:31~3&.3“ The fact that% the prophet had fore-
told Jehovah's establishment of a new covenant demonstrates

that the former covenant would be veolided,
Speclal Historical Arguments

The apostolic writers would quote from the 0ld Teste-
ment aleo to conatruct a number of historical argumenta.
Probably the chief emphasls in these arguments was that the
pringiple prior in point of time lskes precedence over the

ater., In 1 Tim, 2:13 ., Paul, for example, proves thatl
the positicn he has taken regarding the sphers of women in
the Church is in agreement witn the divine order. First of
all, he recalls that it is not proper for a woman to %teach
in the Church, that is, if fthe situation involves an exer-

cise of authority over the man. How, then, the apostle

3Charles J. Ellicott: A Critical and Grammatical Com-
mentary on St. Paul's Epistle to the Galatiasng: With a Re- ;
vised Trenslation (Andover: Warren F. Oraper, 1884), pp. 76 f.

34Bonairven, op. cit., p. 300.
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provee Tths superlority of man to the woman in two ways:
Adam was the firat to be created, and this lmplies that, re-
gardleas of the fall, Eve would have been eubservient to him,
Furthermore, man is superior to woman because of Eve's prior-
ity in %ransgression. Since she was the first to sin, she
is placed into a lesser sphere. |

We notice a simllar argument from priority in time in
Gal. 3:17.35 1In order to convince his readers of the fact
that Juatification is by faith in CGospel promise rather than
on the bagig of works done in conformity with Law, Paul
points to the historical fact that the Law, which came in
four hundred and thirty years later, could not deastroy the
covenant of grace nor cduld 1¢ annul the promise. Because
the promlse was made long befors the Law was glven, 1% stood
in spite of the Mosalic ordinances. HNo doub®t Paul here in-
cludes the period from Abrsham to Moses. Even if the apostle
makes an understatement here, for the stay in Egypt 1tself
was four hundred and thirty yesre sccording to Ex., 12:40,
this dces not reduce, but rather enhances his argument. The
perlod after the promise was most likely much more than four
hundred and thirty years. At any rate, the apoatle probably
referred to it in approximate numbers, as we do about cer-

tain events today. Burton calls attention to the chronology

351nasmuch as this paseage 18 an argument from the hu-
man covenant to the divine, 1t 1s also an argumentum g minorse

ad majug.
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of Stephen in Aots 7:6, which states that Israel was in
bondage four hundred yaars.36

A fitting parallel to this appeal to priority is seen
in Rom, 4#:11. Agaln the apostle takes up the important
queation of Jjustification. He wishes to prove that Abrsham
wae accepbed by God through faith in the divine promises.
To demonstrate that Abraham’s case 1s evidence for the doc-
tring thal we are Justified, not on the basis of the works
done by man, but by faith, Paul calls attention toc the his-
torical fact that Abraham was accounted as righteous while
in the state of belng uncircumcised. The circumcision, Paul
explaing, was but the seal of the righteousness which he had
received by his falth previously. He then shows that this
happened in Abraham's case in order that he might be the
father of not only the circumclsed, but alse of those who
follow his footsteps, his faith, even while uncircumclsed.

Another argument of a similar nature is seen in Rom. 9:
10~-13, in which the same apostle proves that the electlon of
believers to salvation 1s by grace in Christ and no on ac-
count of works. While he cites the case of Jacob, he does
not #efer to him merely as an illustration. The circumstance
that Jacob had been chosen before he was born, before there
was opportunity %o do either good or evil, ia Paul's proof

that God elects persons by grace in Christ, but lndepsndent-

36Burf;on, op. ¢it., p. 184,
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ly of thelr works,
We also include here an argument which Paul uses in
Rom. 5:12-21, which satiefactorily outlines and demonstrates

that sin was present even before the Law was glven. This hs

shows by reminding his reacders that death ruled over all be-
fore the commandments were given. If death could again con-
trel cver all through one, Adam, Paul argues, how much more
could llfe come over all through one, Christ. Here Paul had
stressed the historical period from Adam to Mcses, for in
that period there was no law given like that of Hoses (Paul
does not ineclude the Noachite ordinances, apparently). The
polnt he wishes to make 1s that universal death, even prilor

fo the Law, was a declaration of the universality of sin.j?
The Appeal to an Omission in Scripture

It seems that in some lnstancea, the writers of the New
Teatament argue from the silenge of Scripture in certasin mat-
ters. VYWe would not hazard the gusss that this is identical
with the agrgumentum ¢ gilentio, for the slmple reason that
the situation of the apostles and that of the average thinker

are not% parallel. While we perhaps would rather avold argu-

37Gfr. Justus Koeberle, Stinde und Gnade: Im Religiogen
des Volkee Israsl bis auf Christum: Eine Geschlichte des vor-

christlichen Hellsbewugstseins (Muenchen: €, H. Beck'sche
Verlagsbuchhandlung, 1905), p. 570. This work refuftes the
claim that Psul leaned on the Apocalypses in his arguments.
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ing from silencs, since it would be both weak and unconvinc-
ing, we canno® apply the same standard to the writers of the
New Testament. Operating with truths beyond metaphysics and
with some methods which were unique for their day, endowed
wlth an enlightened intellect through divine inapiration,
they were able to perceive ilmplications in the 01d Testament
Soripturas which the average reader would not detect. In
Hebrews 7:3, for example, we encountsr an appeal to an omis-
sion. The author argues on the basis of facts about the
person of Melchizedek which Scripture does not record. In
connectlon with his rather complicated argument from the
prlesthood of Melchizedek, he establlshes the inferlority of
the Levitical péieathood a8 well as the superiority of the
vriesthood of Christ. Melchizedek is here regarded as g tyve
of Chriat, Who is eternal. The author explains the reason
for calling attention to Melohizedek-c?gﬁﬂyxf 44?/935;05 Sz
e wc,; o 2ead) yA€C /2, A, Thig shows that Mel-
chizedek la presented as the type of the Christ.
The delineatlon of Melchlzedek 1s expressive also nega-
tively. The silencs of Soripture, the characteristis
form, that is, in which the narrative 1s presented; 1s
treated as having prophetic force., Helchizedek etands
unique and iaolated both in his person and in his his-
tory. He iz not connected with any known _line: hia
life has no recorded beginning or close.

The parallels drawn between the Scriptural characterization

of Melchizedsk and of Christ involve the eternity of Christ

38yeateott, op. git., p. 172.
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a8 Priest. While the Levitical priests died in office and
left their task to others, both Melchizedsk and Christ ap-
varently have no successors. Inasmuch ags Scripture records
the death of Aaron and of other priests after him, but has
no reference to the death of Melchizedsk, the author takes
this as a prophetic indication of‘the transitory nature of
the Levitical priesthood. Because Scripture omits the data
regarding the birth, death, and ancestry of Melchizedek, this
indates for the apoastle the superlority cf the priesthood of
the latter. |

No provisgion for & successor %¢ him ie recorded in

Soripture. . . . Melchizedek appears there simply in

the power of life. So far he does not dle; the witness

of Scripture is to his 11v1ng. What he does is in

virtue of what he is.3? .
The way, then, in which Scripture presents the character,
Melchlzedek, without these usual blographical detalls, as a
distinct type of Christ, according te His dlvine nature,
eternal, that 1s, without beginning and without end. The
argunent, then (which we consider again in connection with
the diacusslon about the types of Chriast), is intended to es-
tablish: first, that the office of Melchizedek 1s superlor
to, and more enduring than, the Levitical; second, that the
priesthood of Christ must replace the latter, since Melchize-

dak forashadoﬁs the work of Christ.

391bid., pp. 174 f1.
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The Argument from Types Involving Difficulties
of Interpretation

We prooeed now to those passages in which the apostolic
writers continue %o rely on the 0ld Testament Beripturss, but
in a manner that involves exegestlcal problems. In 1 Cor. 9:
9, the apostle refers to the divine ordinance in Deut. 25:4,
which provides for the humanitarian treatment of animalas used
in the procese of threshing grain. The apostle Paul is argu-
ing for the fact that spliritual workers are to be remunerated
for their services. In calling attention to thias passage
Tfrom the 01d Testament to prove hieg remarks sbout the minis-
try, he does not eliminate the literal meaning. Instead of
allegorizing in supplying proof for his statement here, Paul
merely gives the divine ordinance g wider application: “For
it was written for our sakes." The words of the original
comuand were lntended not merely for the benefit of beasts,
but alsc for men, for the constituents of the apestles. It
nay well be, as Torm suggeets regarding Paul's arguments,
that we have here no true allegory, but something approaching
an argumentum ad hominem. In other words, the argument,
while baged on the broader application of the passage, appeals

to a motive which every reader would accept and even possess,
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a8 a Christian,*0
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