
Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis 

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary 

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship 

6-1-1943 

Biblical Concept of ΔιαθηϏη Biblical Concept of  

Elmer Griesse 
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, ir_griessee@csl.edu 

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv 

 Part of the Biblical Studies Commons 

Recommended Citation Recommended Citation 
Griesse, Elmer, "Biblical Concept of ΔιαθηϏη" (1943). Bachelor of Divinity. 73. 
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/73 

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly 
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Bachelor of Divinity by an authorized 
administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact 
seitzw@csl.edu. 











29. 

But Weatcot ' oays,' "There 1a not the least, trace 

·.1f t he meaning 0 testa:i:ent" l n the Greek Old Test.ament Scrip­

tures, a .d t he 1de~ of a testa"',erat, was indeed fore1gn to 
. 41 

the Jews t i ll t he t1r:ie of the Herods," 

There was a tu~n1n~ over ot goods and property 

from father to so ~1 at. the father's death. Ct Abraham we 

a-r e t old t hat, he gave all that he had to Isaac {Geriea1e 

25,5). We r ead also of t ile l ar:s of inheritances 1n 

Nu.rnbe,··s 26 , 52-56 and Numbe1"s 'Zl, 8-11; where we are told 

that if a ma:n die having r10 eon, the 1nheri tance 1 s to 

pass t o h 1s daughter; a d 1f he have no daug.._ti t er, to h1s 

brethernr ai~d 1f he have 1( 0 bretbern, to hls ltinsmen next 

t o him l n hie f amily . That arra··igr"'ment among the Israeli ~.ea 

1:a not however t he eqw.val ent of a teat.a ent, though some­

what r el at ed to the idea. The d1ff ere~1ce 1a that the law 

pres0r 1bed t he 1nher1 tance regulations among the Hebrewa,. 

not t he 1nd1v1dual. 

Si nce· 1n the concept "ber1th" we have pr1mar1ly 

the mear; 1ng of a contract betwean two parties,. a:id a1noe 

in t he c l assical c:o!.'leept of IidlJn11?1 we have as the 

most f r equent usage «testament", one thinks ch1efly ot 

t he posa1b~l 1ty of i nterpret i ng in the 

Septuagint as 0 c.)vena t•t or "t ~ata.:,ent". S1nce we have 

already r ul ed out the l atter, the "cover1ant" meaning 

41.. Commenta;cy · Sill. Hebr ews, lidd1 tlo!1a ~-ot1:o o ·. 9, 16 • 
(Qu; ted from Hast l n0s) 
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30. 

holds t a' e ) d 1 1 re .om nance • 

.L>ue to the fact that already as a covena ,.t con­

cept 1n the r el nt ion of God w1 th men 1n the Old Test.ament 

t h ere rm .. s a one-sidedness on the part . of God, a secor.clary 
42 

meaning o f 0 or d1nanoef• or "d1apo::it1on•• bas been suggested. 

Thi s meaning has possibly been introduced as a resul t or 
t he connection that u.berith11 has 1n the Septuagint wi th 

the ne t i .. ew words "ed 1uth", testimony or precept; 11thorah", 
43 

l aw; a nd "cho:! n, st atute, ThC:l l aw covenant t,hat · God made 

wl t h t he children of Israel contu.1ne~ many orl1nancea 

me.de obl.15at o1:•y· upon t he covenant people. Now sinc·e th4" 

bad given their consent to enter th1a covenant. the ord1-

no.nces and statutes were the· stipulations of the two con­

tracting part ies, and ti1e 11ber1th" that existed between . . 
God and His cho sen people was entered 1nto as a ·one-s1dftd 

covena nt, not r ·a1.~ away from the idea of an . "ord1nance•-

o <' "di S £) 0 s1 tton °. 
The fact t hat 1n poet.teal par al l ol1·sm as well. 

aa i r1 prosaical a r r a ngement italn/t"n appears with oon-
, 

oepts l Llte 11nomos", 11prost a3ma", 11e1Jtolai 11
, 

11d1ka1oo:nata". 

and n!;-ri1.nat ~··, e. 1d t hat it stands with ·:erba like •en­

tellestha. i tt., "phul a.ttein°, 11emmene1n"• or"por euestha1 u as 

t he .1c-0ve concepts a.re ofto:1 const rued, mows that it 

oan be closely related t o these concepts. In these 

42. V03~ Pr inceton·Thaolo~1o 1 ijeview, Vol. XI. p.514. 
43. Ki t t el, dp. cit·~ p. 106. 
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1nsta~c.e s we have t he 1av14'covenant idea empha sized. 

As a synonym of l au,. "nomos '1,1 1t cannot atriatly have 

the meaning of a compact or covenant. at least from 

t h e view- r,ol , t J f s l f ul men who aa sinners a r e u.nable 

t, o ooJJp l~,; ul t h such a compact~ but rather t .he r:1ear11ag 

of ordina nce or disPoa1t1on. It is used i n this aenee 

for t h e many r e ligious ordinances of God. 44 

'l'he remar kabl e f a ct t l'lat a'talnJ'n 1n the Sep• 

tuag lnt does not, have one specif : c meaning, but fluctuates 

between t he i dea of ttcove antt• a ,,d."ord~na..}ce'' or "arrai:ge­

me t " 1 c, not onl y due to the fact that the Greek concept 

p e rn1i t s bo t h po ssibilit tes, but ls better exp .:.a1ned by 

t t:e comp l ex :~ontent of t he concept "ber1th". It ult1!f:ate-

ly ea:-r.e t o t llis t ha t when t he t r anslators war?ted a. Greek 

term t hat could mat :h t he conte: t oftt ber1 th".,. no m.:>re · 

suitable t e·r .,:· vU:.1,s available tr1an t he G-ree~c concept $a1&nlf71 • 

summarizing t 11"! Septu .. ,gint usa3.: of fu1ln1tn 

it seer:u: that the 11c ov ena .. t II and t i'le "ord111ance" 1deas 

are mo et pr ominent with t li.o emphasis on t he for. !er. while 

the "testa.rner·t 11 ~dea , whi ch ,ls so common i n t he clase1cal 

meaning a nd whi ch was t he moat prevalent m')ar.ing in the 

H-ellen:t s t ic e1 .. a ., i s lacking. 

44. 1{1t t c l , op . cit., p . l29f .• - Wher e 11ana oeaon",and 
ttmeta.l' stand with ~tr.tlnK T'l in the Sep rn.as 1nt, the idea 
1s th.~t of a compact, or covenant rela:t 1on.(Genea1s 9, 15.17; 
Judge s a, l; J e r e:n1ah 14.,21; Ezekiel 16,EU .• Passages where 

dtCl&n1r-n 1s u sed.as an ordinance (Verfl'.k :ur:g) made by God 
are t he following : Gene ~-; le 6 , 18 ; 9, 9ff; 15,18; 17 ,2f'f • ;Exodus 
2,24; 6,4; 31,16 ; 34,.10; Levit icus 21•,8; 26,9

4
.1

25
1~45J; ~ute

7
roiJ.. 

·.omy 4,23; 4 ,31; 8,18; 9,5; 29,l; 29,12; 29,l • ; oat1ua , • 
2:5,16; I Ki ngs 8, 21; 2 K1~ s 18 , 12; a · d Nehemiah 9, 8. 



,a. 

3. The New Testament usage of S'u:rl,,,, Ir?? • 

Tho Septuagint ls or c~urae authoritative 1naotar 

as 1t adheres to to the sense Jf the 0 1r1g1nal Hebrew text. 

'l'he Septuar,1nt is a t r a :ialat1on. It is not d1v1i ely 1ri• 

spired a e the lege nd regarding 1 :. a formation asserted. Are 

r;e sure t hen tha t 1 t does adhere strictly to t r:e or1g1n4.1 

sen ee by t r a .1 slat 1ng 0bcr1 th tt w1 th f u:1 I ,n If ?1 "l 

"le can a nswer t hat quest1 n oest . by look1r.g into the author1• 

tati '\i 8 aout"ce of the New Testament,. which we know to be 

divinely i nspi r ed. Ar~d when quotations t aken ~rom the 

Sep t u~1nt are used 1n ~he New Testament, we ano-w that. 

the passage is insp ired and authoritative. In tne New 

Testament we stand on solid ground. 

:niat word is used in the New •restament to trana• 

lat e 0 ber1th 11 i nto t he .Greek? Invariably we find that 1t 

is never ~l)t6n1t?1 but that J"u1dn,rn. 1s used t.ilrough-

out. I n all t he allusl o~s to t he transactions between 

God and ma . this Greek worq seems to fit the situation 

best.. It seems t hat a ny other worj would have left a 
41 

wro c1g 1:n r ess1on of the divine a t:d huma n -relationship. 

We shall now treat .under· three heads t he ?1ew 

Testament passages. where ~utd-n"n occurs. F1r at ot 

all we shall cons1d&~ the passages where J{(I d n 1tn> 

occurs i n quotations from the Old Test8.!I'ent, for there 

one 1s dealing with the or1g1nai "ber1th~ concept. 

41 .. Barnes, op . o1t., p. 185. 



,,. 

Secondly, t he pass0 ~oo \'lhere $u1# n/(?'I occurs 1n allua1ons 

to t h e Cld 11e stame r1t · til"e to be considered, and there too 

t he original 1•ber 1th II idoa enters 1n .. .And finally we shal 1 

exam1ne instanc e s wher e f 1<:tfJ n I( 1'l occurs 1n ter:11s of the 

New Te e· a~er t only. 

In some passages it will be d1tf1oult to deter.~tne 

a dt v1d1ng 11ne between the Ol d and New 1'est ament. For in­

stance a passage may clearly rofer to the liew Testament 

only, yet 1ts context may be deal1no; w1:·h ideas and thoughts 

o·f' the Ol d 'l'es t.a ::!ent. Th1 s 1e f' reque tly t,he case 1n several 

Hebro·f1s p .. Y sa r, cs. 'I'he difficulties involved will be con­

sidered more i n detail a e we come to these passages. 

(a .} Pa ssages where $u10111r11 occur s 1n quotations 
from the Old Testa~ent. 

There are really only two instances of this use. 

namely Hebr ev1s 9,20 and He brews 8, 8-10. In Hebrews 10,16 

a portion o ·' the l att er quotation is quoted again. 

Hebrews 9,20 i s a reference to the privileges ot 

the children of I s rael as 1nst1tuted on _i:t. Sinai. The 

quotat ion r e tl.ds tnus: "This is the blo::.'Cl of t he testar.ent, 

\'thlch God hat h enjoined unto you" i t:.01/t(J z () 4 'A(," tns 
~ 

IJ,-os. 5ttt0 nlf11s n.$ ~v,-c5tAQttJ n:p~S ZIA.tlS 0 

This passage i s t alten from ~x odus 24, 6-8. The point 1n 

quoting it i s t o show how inferior the rites and s&.Jr1t1cee 

of the l aw are 1n oompar l aon wi th ·the saor1f1oe of Christ. 



The citation is not an exact dupl1oate ot the 

Septu.a.~1nt translation. In tho New Testa·.;ent, passage •• 

have 11touto u i nstead or th• "1dou" of the Septua-

instead of "clietheto"~ ·et there 1s no doubt at all ot 

t i o 1dent1 ty of the two passages, theee _ changes b9lng 

mad~ purposely t o emphas1ze the deeper s1gn1flcanoe ot 

fihoae v1ords now since the anti-type, the Lamb of God• 

hnd a ppearod o.nd compl eted His perfect e&er1f1ce. 

The expression 1n the or1e;1nal He .;rew 1s "oarath 

ber1th"., and t ho prepoe1t1cn 1t•1m•1 is used, which, we 

said ea rlier, ,,ms an indication of a mutual agree;ner;it. 

Tho ten commandments had been <1ven. Now the 

" m1eh"'. 0 .+.1mu, t .'n.::, "ud ,. nt "'"''-" 1v·en V <.; ,.. ._ J ~~,, ' • St <A~ v g e B:>th Kittel a nd 

?ieper, t ho l atter 1n his a r ticle, 1'D1e Herrl1cl1ke1t 
42 

des Herrn" see 1-ri t.l11n f ormal transaction on Mt. S1na1 

a covenant. Pio,)er list s f1ve points that are to be 

noted; 

l. irosea built an altar for the lord and set 
up twelve pillars representing Israel. 

2 • .. urnt offeri ngs an1 peace offer1nas or oxen 
are brought to be accepted as an atonement 
removing t he s in of the people who are now 
t akeri into communion with the Holy C-od and 
a re bound to His serv1ceJ half or the blood 
is put 1n bnso.ns for Israel. a ,d the other 
half 1s sprinkled over t ile al. tar 1nd1oat1ng 
that t he l ife or the saorlf1o1ng one belor.g­
ed to the Lord bOdy and soul. 

3. The open reading of the covenant book and the. 
consent of the people onoe more to lt: ''All 
that the Lord hath said w111 we do, a ~d be 
obedient.•• 

42 ., Op . 01 t., •fi1eo l ogisbhe Quar talschr1ft, 1933•19"4, 
p. 21. 



35. 

4. The epr1nkl1ng of the people with t he halt 
of t ho blood l n the basona as the actual 
cleansing from t ile guilt of s1n and accep­
t a nce i nt o coamunion w1th God. 

5 . t he covena :1t-meal, or1ng1ng to a climax the 
transac·t1on. The fact that God does not stretch 
out His hand againat t hem 1s proof that they 
a.re acaepted 1n His covens.at or mercy. · 

O :.,v1ously t hen t he covenant idea 1s here pr1mar1-
II 

ly t he meaning of the original "ber1t h and the translation 

at a &?11tn • Thi s neoessar-lly involved a great condescen• 

s1on on t he pa.r t of God. S1noe God 1n His holiness . waa 

so fa r removed f r or:i t he Israelites 1n their sin., their must 

have been a ba sis of some kind by means of which this cove­

nant, t h i s mut ua l agr eeme nt, was made pos_s1ble. C-od i n 

eternity already saw how He would make it pos·s1ble throug:1 

Jeau·s 'blood. I t had t o be i mpressed upon men through spe­

cia l r1 t e s ll... d ceremonies. 

Now t he author of He brews takes this pasasse which 

is looa t ·ed 1n a covenant atmosphere in the Old Testament 
43 

and places 1t close to t he idea of a testament 1n the New 

Testa~ent. show! ~) t hereby that t he thought of Christ's 

death was not lnclti ng in the "ber1th 0 of the orlginal. 

Through t he sa c ri71cial death of Christ the covenant was 

ma.de p ossible. The proceedi~s 1n Exodus pointed ahead 

to the shedding of Christ' a blood. Blood had to be shed 

for t he remission of sins. A saor1f1oe was a part ot the 

43. Hebreu s 9. 16.17 · will be i nterpreted later aa oon­
ta1n1.-1g the teata:nent-idea. 



cover .. a nt idea. 

The believing ch1ldre1 of Israel were aware that 

the sacrificing of animals., did not r,.,move sin.. It that. · 

were the case a mnr1 could cut off the he&cl.. ot ·his neigh• 

bor and then cut oft the head ot. an ecf,el, and his sin 
44 .. 

of murder would be removed. That the symbolical meaning 

of shedding the bloo l of .animals was in this t hat they 

served ud types of t i1e coming Iamb of God 1s apparent. 1n 

other propnec1es. It 1s e.1pec1ally clear in Iaa :.a::. 53.7: 

"He 1a led as a sheep to the slaughter"• 
... 

Tl:lc blood of calves and goats was enjoined upon 

t he chlldren of Israel that when the fulneaa of time would 

come, a , d t he true sacrifice would b~ offered, the meaning 

of it rn1s}lt be grasped more clearly. 

The second quotation we were to cone1de~nam.11 

Hebre\',s 8 , 8-10, is valuable !n that 1t points out the 

differ·'nce between the old cover.ant and the new covenant.. 

The citation itself reads: 

Behold t ha day s como., saith t he IDrd,. 
uhen I will make a new covenant with 
t he house of Israel and with t he house 
of Judah; not according to the oovenan~ 
that I made with their fathers 1n the 
day v1hen I took them out of the laod ol' 
Egypt, qecause they continued not 1n 
My cove·nant • and I regar ded thein not, salt,h 
t h e lord. For th1s 1a the covenant, t hat I 
will rnake v,:1 th the: house of IS1'8el after 
those, days, saith the Lo.rd; I will put-
,5.y laws i nto the!r mind, and write them :.n 
t heir hearts; a!1d l will be t .r, t..bem a God, ar.d 
t he~ shall be, ,to tie a people. 
Laatsch, Th.~ Classroom Lectures. 



/fdt ~11rts)c,.w ill, 'l:()y ()(,/'dY I~;,a nA Kat ~nt. 

tor ottrtJY IovJ&t $c.ct&nrnr ltatrnr. ql) /t'({.lt:t -znr 
,I 

$1.(,l'l1n1r'nJ/ nr G/l()tn~a t()ts TCC/'t/"tl'-,Y auiwr ~Y 

n.a.~pa:. li/l. c. Aa8a-u.~YOv at1v -tns l~t/)(JS Q'PCUJV ~ft:IJ'<IJ'~tr 

dtJtdl/S f"I(' t n.s AtJ"PTlCdll" ott rJl/"Cd'- Oll/f' £1'~~~,yqy 

'°y t n fatln.rn ,,ud~ l(efj1a.J J?.,a.€.Jntl'a ~/Jlt{)V,, A~d''~ 

/(Vf6()S. ot:t crvrJ1 n <ft<i!dn!fn J?Y J"u:,d,,,u11.o.u.q, t-q.; 

01./rt() I(l',PCifnA. -1,,(t"tel -tcts ?1,<,(,~f!QS £!(~tYl.lS~ Jt€J"~t tru/'1,os, 

Jt.,)()l/S Y040l1S 4,{()l) f'tS tny $utYdlt:fY a/Ital>; /(4t 

iHt !f'tlJJrfUtS q'(ltUJY 5'/'lC.pf/&rV,w ctUl(JlJS /r'1t. ,;d'tl-<l.4'l 

av.rots Et.s !eoY l(tlt. a11-ctJl ~~dl'tt:fc 4-{tft £ts AaoY. 

'rhe citation adduces the Scrlp-ure proof of the 

preceding s t a tement that God found fault with the f1rat 

covena nt~ In the context ~r the Jeremiah passage the oep~ 

sur e $ 80:,!S to f all with the people and strikes the cove­

nant but. indirectly. Here 1n the Heb1"ews passage bot.b 

are censured, the people for failing to keep the covenant. 

a nd the cover.ant 'because 1 t could not serve 1n any way 

to help the peo p] e in the condition 1n wh1oh they were 

1n. The aut hor puts 11 sunteleaoo r lor .. d1atheesoma1 • anc! 
. 

uepo1eesn n for 11dietherneen, w1tn the evident design of 

1nd:1cati~g eve.n in the ver"Y word~. of the New Testa~en'\ 

that 1t ia on t he part of God accompl~shed. 

45 .. l.ange Schuff• Cornmentag: _ on the Roly Scr1p~urea, 
p. ·146. . . 



,a. 

The word covenant occurs in thla passage tour 

times. Interesting 1s t he employ~ent of the t1gul'8 ot 

speech called chiasmus. In ·the first instance, the new 

covenant 1s spoken of. Then the old covenant is tw1oe 

referred to, and finally the new covenant., 1s furt-her ex• 

plained and enl ar ged upon. 

!he new covenant bolds the position both of pr 1• 

macy and of f i nal1ty . The same arrange:~.ent 1a found 1n 

Sor1p t ure. Fi 1."st came the promises and then the g1v1ng 

of the L.-iw wh ich could not make void the promises. And 

f inally the t er ms "the days come·''· and "after those days"' 

aro t o bo r etsa r ded a s ltoy phrases which point directly to 

the usher1ne i n of a new era, the New Testament t11Des, 

in v1h1ch t he new covenant would flourilh. 

God pu r posed to take sinful man with Htmselt 

1n a covenant r e l at ion. Thereby he wished to ~dopt sin­

f ul man a {; Hi s c hildren and heirs. It was also His purpose 

to e na r.,le H1s children a nd heirs to serve Him •1th the 

ready obedience of a child, w1th holy works. "The connant, 

I !'!lade With t heir f a t hers", v.321 can only me~ ~e ~· 

given on Ut. S1na1. 'l:h1s was a paot, a contract freely . , . : 

entered into by God. and His chosen people. Israel tailed 

to keep th1s legal covenant. The entire h1stoi-t,· ot Israel 

1s a constant rep1t1t1on of relapsing 1nto sin, e&~..ir18l.ly 

the sin of 1dolat 'Y• Thus Israel could not and dld no, 
46 

achieve holiness under this arrangement. 

lU~ Concor dia Theolop;~cal r.:onthly, Vol. XIV, No.2., 
p . 119·. 



This same t r uth holds good today. Any religion 

stresal!lg wor,'.S ao a means or gatnlng heaven la at,t.emptlDg 

the 1mpo sa1ble., outm,)ded methoa 1il1ch has long s1noe de-
47 

cayea and vanished away. 

'£he new cove:nant is better than the old in var1-· 

oua respects. In the one God demands of sinful man, "1'l-9u 

shalt~. In the old covenant Law wae streasedf duty and sa­

cr1f1ce came before the pronouncement of grace. It was 

made cond!tional and :tta promise was neutralized by the 

J isobedience of man. In its scope 1t was rastl'icted to 

the rne .,bera of t h e J'ew1eh raee, to their ta1D1.11es arid. to 

t 1.1e1r kindr e d . 

I n t-iie new, God promises·,· '*I r,111 11
• There 1.s 

t h e m&n1fest£Lt1on of Godl e tree grace and unllmited power. . . 

It is uncond1tio al. and there are no restrictions whata9• 

ever, t here is· neither Jew ·.o·r Greek, neither bond n,r· tre.e. 
48 

ma.1e nor f emale, f or all are one -in Christ. 

The author or the Esbrews wants to emphas1m t _he 

per:-··anence of t he new covenant b~ .. qu.ot1ng cnly the part 

t hat ref ers t o the new covenant ·a second time in Hebrews 

10. 16. 

41. ",?e must needs ·contrast Law and Gospel • .;·et 
l et us neve1" f orget t hat the ~" from the ver:1 outset 
showed i ts t emporar-.r chara cter, p,o1nted beyo~:d a .~d a-

. way from i tself.,. sighed as. 1t were after Him wbo by 
f u lf1ll1ng wou l d t a ke i t away, and by taking 1~ a.!~:" 
w.ould fulf ill 1t 1n u.a .. •• S3l:ih1r. j;>iatle to the r1.ebrewa 
p .• 508 .. . 

48 . ttr·air?e" r eprese,1ts that uh1.Jh 1t1 new 1n regard 
to quality em~ody1ng thet which 1s entir ely d1tfere::t. 
from a ny t h i ng that · went before as new ~eaver.s a .~d the 
new eart.h, the new ~!Oii;mand·r:ent of Christ,. and the ne•. 
coven4t1t. Peters, op . clt., p. ~o. 



4o. 

As yet we have not anawe~ed tne question: 

what 1a tho ser1 ae of Srct&n1h1 i n ~the Jora1i.1atI pas­

sage? I s it covenant or testament? Obviously it means 

a covenant a r d a covenant only in the case !)f' the old. 

T11e idea of a t ·eetament does not ente1· 1n there at all. 

I n t his ca se the n t he Greek Jui !nlfn sub:!!i ts complete­

ly t o the co·vena nt concept q_f 11ber1 th 11
, retaining however 

t he thought of God 's 1n1 t1at1ve in the g1v1ng of the 

Law. And t he idea of covenant ls also contained 1n the 

D8\'/ • God, the Father, who did not die 

f'or our sins i s here dealing with His covenant people. 

As t he f'1rst covenant was based on hard st1pu­

l nt1o na 1t could not be lcept. Now God makes a second 

cover.a .:t based on love and the sacrifice of Christ. 

The testament i dea is lacking, 

( b •. ) Passages vthere Su, h11rn occurs 1n 
a llusions to t he Old Testament. 

In certain casea it 1s difficult to determine the 

d1~1d1n~ line b~tween a quotation. and. an .allusion. Gener~lly, 

honever, we mean by an _slluslon that a phrase of a quo­

tation of t he Old Testament has been -woven i nto the New 

testame nt narr at1ve. Usually there is some very obvious 

sign of a direct connection with an Old Testament passage. 



41. 

I~ treating these passages we shall again tlnd 

a correspor.dence to wiia ,. has gone t?efor,. Our best method 

of procedure is perhaps that or the method of Sol"1.pture, 

namel ., t r eatlng first. the general promises tJpon which the 

covenant was baaed, eapeclally t he promise• treating of 

Abratiam; then, considering once more ln a more detailed 

manner the Sina.1t10 co\Venmit and finally l''etarning to 

the g e .. ol'•al proniises of the nov, covenant give r~ to the Cho-
. . 

se :-: ? .i .ol e; a u l t reat ing a ~ so the :refererices dealing w-lth 

the Lo:r:,d · s Su ppet" whi eh W<:{ shall aee . were also allusions 

to t he Old Testa ·ent. 

· (4' • ) i;Jew Testame~,. allusions to the 
"berithn· of -Abraham .. 

It is s i ;c,1f1cant that .:1t the birth of John 

the J3apt1st, t t1.e fo1'~run1!er of the messenger and media­

tor• of t he covenar'!t, Christ, Zechaz•1as hi!.l father should 

make ·nention of · the prorn1ses and tlle covenant which God 

,. · d auorn unt ·o Ab1"aham, the father of the -Jewish race. 

The unilateral na t ur e of this covenant is shown by the 

fact that God repeatedly says: ''I will establish Ky 

covenant · between :·'le a .d thee ai-:1 thy see".l after ·thee 
. t .. i n their· senerationa for an ever"'last1ng covenan • 

The seed was Cr:r-ist. "Thy seed a f ter thee in their genera­

tions" means that all believer-a who ll.i'' u included 1n 

thi ·. covena nt o.r g1"'aoo a r e one in Christ. "He .. t:ho sanctifies 
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and those who a :ce sarict1f1ed are rrom one." Hebrews 2,11 .. 

11he sum a t',d substance or the q~vonant was the ~ 

Viding of free grace uncor1d1.Uonally, oo tbat all 11b.o 

like Abr.aham believed on the lDrd, and said Yea and Amen 

to the promise of C1<>d, l'IOUld be . delivered f'rom spiritual 

e nemies a ;-,d l'1ould receive t ile 9r1v1lege of eorn.ng God 

without f ear in holi ness and righteousness all their days. 

Bel:tevors would be counted righteous, however, not through 

their worlar, but through faith 1n the promised Seed. C-od 

entered into a covenant relation with Abraham, not a 

teotament r el a tion. The . testa!f.ent idea 1a not included 

in t h i s pasoage. That concept enters 1n only whe.i the 

testa tor knows he t?111 die and makes d1spos1t1on of his 

property in vle,'1 of l'!.1s own dea.th. But God does no t 

vieri His own death. It is not 1n that sense that He ma:::es 

a cover.a nt "t"r1tb Abraham. That the fulness of t1me was 

being L.:i shered in \7hen ?Bchar1as alluded to th1~ covenant 

of Abraham has no connection as yet with Chr ist's death. 

We are closer t ·o t he 1nc1dant of Christ's birth than 

we .are to His dea1...h. Tbus t he covenant 1dea 1s the bet­

ter inter pretation. 

After t he miracle of t he healing of the Jame 

man as recorded Acts 3. ffe find the Apostle Peter ·ad­

dressing an a sse ::bly of Jens. After reminding them that 

the Go d of t h~1 ~ fathers had just recen~ly glorified Hie 



Son. Jesus., whom they had de l ivered up and k1lle4. 

Peter still pleads with them to take recourse to 

the covena.t·,t God made w1th Abraham.· He remln4a 

them 1n vers e 25: 11Ye are tile children ot the prophets. 

and o f t he covenant which God made with our tathera. 

saying unto Abraham, And in thy ~ed shall all t~e 

kindreds of the earth be blessed.·" 

There i s a close connection between this 

pneaa3e ad that of Galatians 3,16: "Now unto Ab~ 

a nd hl s seed were t he p-r omiaea made. He -a&i~h not. 

1md 1;,o seed-a. as ·Of many; but as of one, And to tny 

Soed, v-rh1ch 1a Christ .. u 

.Peter s~akine; to the Jews. here 1s attem9t1ng 

to pr ove the very Mme: ~int that Paul proves •iien he 

wrltcs to tbe Galatians. 

All nations wer e to be blessed 1n this pr .1-

mised Seed. That included both Jews a 14d Gentiles. The 

Jews were ~peo1all.y privileged 1n l1av1ng _Christ come. 

from their nation. But they had despised. 1'8Jected, and 

killed H1m. Did that e.11m1.na~.e them from the covenant 

promise? Ifot at ,all., for Peter tells these Jews to 

whom the oovenant of AbrlUlam atill pertained: "unto 

y ou first God, having z,atsed up Hls Son Je~s·, sent H1m 

to bless· you_. in turning away every one of you from lila 

1n1qu1t1es. •• 
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Whereas thoae who favor t he 11testa .!ent" mea -,1ng 

of tl I q ! n //' n mi ght arguo here that ti1e l!ent1on of 

Ch:rlst 's deat.h substa , t1atea their view, there are more 

oonv i ncl'fig a:rgum0nts in favor of the 11covenant" meaning. 

Thie paasa8'.e poi n t s directly to the "ber1th'' concept 

of the Old Testament wh i ch had no connection with the 

testament idea. God t he li'ather 1a dealing with Abraham. 

and 1t wa s God t he .. Son who died. Though it 1s impossible 

to sepa r a te Father a nu Son, yet Scripture plainly speaks 

of Father a d Son a s two of t he persona of the God-head. 

In t he Ol d Testa:nent t .1e !t"ather promise d fiia grace, ·which 

r eac edits culmi nation when t h e Son t hrough His death 

p rocured t he hless 1 .. i:;s inherent 1n the ·covenant. Christ 

had to die, nut t he fnc t of His ressurect1on, which is 

ment ioned. i n t he succoed.1 -:g verse,. Act s 3, 26, overthrows 

any va lidity tha t t he thought here of a testament might. 

nave. We t he r efore co~clude that the covenant between 

God a d Abr aham referred to l1er e ln the New Testament 

;::,y t he Apost le ls t r uly a cov~nant and . t hat t hat 1nter­

preta t 1on 1s the best one. 

In t h e other passage of Acts where I ut"dntt'n 

occurs, this ti~e a l so 1n a covenant with Abraham, the 

. soene shifts to t h e covenant of oircumc1s1on. Stephen 

ls relating Ol d Testament ht s t ory to his_ accusers. 

After desc·r i 1ng Abr.-:1ham' s departure from '-!8sopotam1a, 


