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Introduction

The Epistle to the Hebrews from its first to its last

chapter presents Christ as the High-priest of the New Cov-
enant. Laying the basis for his central thought, the writer
to the Hebrews proolaims Jesus Son of God, Truler of the un-
iverse (of which He is also oreator), and purifier of man's
sins, who, having completed His work of offering on this
earth, sits now at the "right hand of the Hﬁjeaty of God."
(1:3). And once the author has exhaustively presented his
grand theme he exhorts his readers: "Having such an High-
priest, hold fast your confession." (%:4; 10:39; 11; and 13),
S8ignificant is the fact that the Epistle to the Hebrews
18 the only book of the New Testament Scriptures which pre-

sents and clearly defines Christ ae the High-priest of Christ- :
1an1tY.1 To say, however, that the early Christianms, or, for

~ that matter, the 0ld Testament believers who so patiently

awaited the advent of the Mbaeiﬁh, had never before thought

of the Messiah in the light of a great Priest or High-priest,

1. Adolph Saphir, The Epistle to the Hebrews, Second Amer-
ican ed., vol. I, p. 1BB.




would be an over-statement.d

Though Jo6hn in his Gospel and epistles speaks of Christls
priestly work (1 Jon. 2:1), and St. Paul in his epistles
even more carefully defines the Savior!s work as having 2
priestly character (Eph. 5:2; 1 Tim. 3:5; and Rom, 8:34),
i1t ie noteworthy thet the actual terms priest end high-priest
are nowhere applied to Christ outside of the Epistlé,!g the
Hebrews.> This Epistle uses the terms priest and high-priest
no less than 33 times, whereas neither of these two terms
is to be found so much as once in all thirteen epistles of
the Apostle Paul.®

Pgalm 110 had probably already been interpreted Messian-
ically by the Jewish Rabbis. Yet even if "Thou art a Priest
forever after the Order of Melchizedek" was generally
thought to refer to Christ, the evident caution with which
the writer of the Epistle to the Hebrews approaches the
subject of our Lord's High-priesthood seemingly indiocates
that the concept was somewhat, 1f not entirely foreign to

his readers.® The writer does not jumpimmediately in medias

‘ |
2. Vos points out that the sacrificial character of Christ's
death was long before held in connection with Is."53. Geer-
hardus Vos, "The Priesthood of Christ in Hebrews," in The
Princeton Theological Review, vol. V, P. 423,

* a. T Ibido - <
4, F.pW. Farrar, "The Epistle of Paul the Apostle to the

Hebrews with Notes and Introduction," in the Cambridge Greek

Testament Series, J. 8, Perowne, ed., p. X1.

B. In our opinion, formed on the basis of what such schol-
ars as Weiss, garrar: Dods, and Bruce say on the subject, the

reader ‘ ie to the Hebrews could have been none
other %hgg 3231§Ei§§riaTThna. Bruce regards the entire Epigtle
as the first "Apology for Christianity," maintaining tha e




Xes, but carefully works up to his grand conception of the
Son of God and His Atoning work. Prof. Hilligan enumerates
the writer's various steps in preparing for and then pre-
senting to his readers this "new view of Christianity":

At the same time its novelty and magnitude make
the writer careful not to introduce it all at
once, and it is instructive to notice how grad-
ually he prepares his readers for it. Thus,
though in his opening summary Christ's work as
Priest is clearly pointed to in the words, "When
He had made purification of sins,” (1:3) the
word iteelf is not used, And though it is a-
bruptly introduced in 3:17, "A merciful and
falthful High-priest in thinga pertaining to
God," and again in 3:1, "The Apostle and High-
priest of our confession, even Jesus," it is
not dwelt upon until, by means of more familiar
comparisons, the writer has raised the Hebrews'
minde to a proper sange of the greatness of their
Christian privileges.

Bruce slso speaks of what he calls the bratorical tact”
of the writer of Hebrews "in presenting in a stealthy, ten-
tative way what he considers to be for his readers a gif-
ficult thought."?

9pace does not permit us to compare at any length the
Epistle's presentation of Christ and His Atonement with Paul's
presentation of Christ’s work, Let it suffice to say that

the entering into the heavenly sanctuary on our behalf and

he
Epistle was oocasioned by the influx of Gnostic dogma into %
Jewigh-Christian church or churches. Ve cannot tut feel :llmt
the entire tone of the Epistle substantiates this view, ex-

ander Balmain Bruce, The Epistle to ihe Hebrews——The First

Apology for Ghristia.nit%s Tntroduction.
6. George Willligan, The Theology of the E igtle to the
Hebrews, p. 103,
- B%uce, on. oit., p. 183,

i e




the session are dwelt on at length in Hebrews, whereas the
resurrection, freduently discussed in the Pauline Epistles,
is not even mentioned, but simply assumed. The Epistle to
the Hebrewg differs from the Pauline writings also in its

presentation of Christ and His relation to the believer, and
of the believer to God., Where paul speaks of the believers
as "finding their life in Him,"S the writer of the Epistle

to the Hebrews speaks of the believers as "seocuring access

to the throne of grace through Him and in Him,*®

Though we shall, in the succeeding pages, touch on the
Priesthood of Christ as a Melchizedekian Priesthood, we
shall not be able to dwell at any satisfactory length on the
glorious picture of Christ as King-Priest—-"King of Right-
eousness, King of Peace, and Priest of the most high God."
(Hebs. 7). Here again the writer of Hebrews' view of the
person and work of Christ transcends that of any other New
Testament suthor. Our discussion of the Melchizedekian
Priesthood, however, will necessarily be limited %o its
implications regarding Christ as the Christian High-priest,
and regarding the Melchizedekian High-priest as compared
with the Aaronic priests of the 01d Covenant.

Throughout our author's presentation of the Melchized-

ekian Priesthood we observe that he uses and Quotes Soripture

8. Brooke Foss Wescott, The Epistle to the Hebrews, Seo-
ond ed., p. 424,
9. Farrar, op. cit., p. x1i.




in a most unidue manner, Whether or not his exegetical
procedurs (particularly in chap. 7 mentioned above) bespeaks
an Alexandrian influence i a matter we ghall not Giscues
at length. e are nct willing %o go all the way with those
who say that such concepts as ?ﬂrowlxauym(l:a) and (KX
(10:1) are most audible echoes of Philonic theosophy.l® on
the other hand it is possible to establish a relationship
between Hebrews and Alexandrian thought. Farrar suggests
that the author's "Alexandrian and not Rabbinic exegesis
arises from the fact that he is ignorant of Hebrew, "1l
Whether the Quotations of the Septuagint used by the writer
of the Fpistle indicate his ignorance of the 01d Testament
language, since they are not always verbatim reproductions
of the original Hebrew, cannot be established with finality.
This problem of so-called 'misQuotations® is fraught
with no fewer difficulties than the problem of so-called
'factual errors' in the author's desoription of the 0ld Cov-
enant tabernacle; also his alleged ‘econfusion' of the ceremon-
ies of the Great Day of the Atonement with those of the daily
temple saucrifices; and his use of ¥ uxf(ky 1in & ‘two-fold®
gense—-in one cage as "testament" (einseitig), in another as

"govenant” (beiseitig). These problems will only be touched

r the utmost
10. Farrar seems pariiculariy eager to press to
this dependence on the Alexandrine Philosopher. Cf. F. W.

Farrar, The Zarly Days of Christiani Vol. T, p. 305Zf., and
F. ¥. Ferrar, lessapes of the Books , P. 436.
il, Farrar, Hebrews, oD. cit., D. x1iiv,




oh in the following pegea._?he excellence of our Epistle,
the grandeur of the tuthor's g fortiorl argument, zre in no
way lmpaired bty these difficulties.

In my sketch of the conception of the Christian High-
priest found in Hebrewg, I zhall consider in the first part
the person of Christ as sulted to Eilg High-priesthoed, and
in the second part Chriet as performing the work of 2 High-
priegt, T ghall e.i;z‘ess the speoial emphasic of Ohrist as
OFFERER and the OFFERING which He brings. A comparison of
the Christian High-priest with the high-prissts under the
014 Dispensation will not be dsalt with in a separate chapter,
but will be drewn incldentally as the argument progresses.




PART I

Christ Has the General Qualifications of a High-priest

One who hopes to become 2 priest must meet certain
Qualifications. That the author of the Epistle to the Heb-
rews is aware of this fact his argument olearly shows. In
the first place, the writer of our Epistle frequently refers
to the rules and regulations by which the 0ld Covenant High-
priests were chosen (5:1-4; 7:5,12-14; 7:16,38). By alluding
to these ordinances he makes i1t Quite evident that choosing
a high-priest in the 0ld Testament was serlous business, and
that anyone aspiring to the position of priest-—and more so--
of high-priest, must meet the numerous and high standards pre-
soribed by Mosaic Law, But the writer points out the impor-
tance of the Aaronic Order only to show by contrast how much
greater the Christian High-priesthood is.

We shall not disocuss all the characteristios of the
Christian High-priests person., The attributes ageribed to
Him in this Fpistle are too numerous and too tar—rea?hing
to permit = dicoussion of all of them. We shall therefore
1imit the following chapters to & brief regume of a few of
the major qualifications, which, in the reasoning of the

7




author of the Epistle to the Hebrews qualify Jesus as the
"Apostle and Great High-priest of our confession." (3:1).




T. Christ is Fit %o be a Priest - For He is & Son

And T believe in one Lord Jeshs Christ, the only

begotten Son of God, begotten of His Father before

all worlds, God of God, Light of Light, Very God of

Very God, 'Begotten, not made, being of one substance

with the Father, by whom all things are made.,..
All the theology contained in the epening phrases of the
Hicene Creed is likewise contained in the first two chapters
of the Epistle to the Hebrews. The author of Hebrews, with
the end in view of presenting Christ, the greater kediator of
a better Covenant, begine by establishing the foundation on which
he will base all successive arguments, Except he first shows

Christ "a Son of God,"l "the effulgence of the glory of God,"3

c?

1. fecordinz to Dods and cthere, the anarthous viosy "indi-
cates the very nature of the person through whom the selection
1s made." Narcus Dod§ "The Tpistle to the Hebrews," in the
Expositor's Greek New Testament, Vol. 4, p. 249, So also
Bernhard Veiss, Lehrbuch der neutestamentlichen Theologis,

P. 497: "Darum ist ihm vid; ohne Artikel berelts ganz zum
Nomen proprium (1:1; 2:8; 5:8; 7:28) oder, richtiger ausge-
drueckt, zur specifischen Wesensbezeichnung einer einzigartigen
Person geworden." Cp. slso Col, 1:15-31: almost 2 verbatim
Parallel to this entire section.

2. Luther's"Glanz seiner Herrlichkelt,"” concerning which
he saye; ,Aber allhie igt der Sohn ein solches Bilde vaeter-
liches Wesens, desz das veeterlich Wesen iet das Bilde aglbs,
und, wenn sichs also ziemete zu reden, das Bild ist sus dem
vaeterlichen Wesen gemacht, dasz es nioht allein dem atord
gletch und Ashnlich 1st, sondern such sein qan;esk:esggign
Natur voelliglich in sich begreift.” Lt;_t%g%_ﬂ_ﬁ%:w“ L
Predigt ueBer die Epistel am Christtag, H€D, L3E=2%,
langen ed., vol. 7, p. 199.




10

the "express image of the essence of God,"S and the "up-
holder of the universe,"? his remaining discourse is worth-
less, ‘ ]

Chriet is a fit High-priest of the New Covenant because
He is a Son. The full implication of Christ's sonship is
expressed in the same breath that first names Him "Son":
"BY A SON-—WHOM HE APPOINTED HEIR OF ALL.® (3v <& — &V gfnkev
KAngovemel i/t Christ a Son, and as Son, the rightful

A e e e e

heir of all; Christ an heir, and as heir, bearing the name

"Son of God.* And because this is His name, He is as much
superior to the angels "as the name He has obtained is more

excellent than theirs."®

That is a bare outline of the author's thought progres-—
sion. But only a bare outline! He proceeds to elaborate
further on the greatness of this Son of God. He points out
that this Son 1s superior to all greatures; that He, the

¥ediator of & Yew Covenant, is far superior to the prophets,

5
3, YdeoiKTne 4is translated in the R.S.V. by "the very stamp
of Hig¢§itu;3?; 2 translation which included the imagery of
the word: a stamp or die, and then the impression or image made
by the die, leaving an exact copy of the original. Of. Thayer,
Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament, in.loc. cim..
4, Luther expresses the full import of these words Dy:
snHie spricht er, dasz er alle Ding trage. Traegt er alle. 2
Ding, so ist er nicht getragen, und etwas ueber alle Ding: gas
misz Gott sein allein.” Luther's Werke, Erlangen ed., op, cit.,
vol‘ ? ' 2011
5. %hg writer emphasizes how great the preeminence of Epis
son really is, by employing the construction Tobeirw _ _ 949'1
(oratorical?) and at the same time the coumparative S.wxgogwrig &3
Oghthe use of the compargtin/here;eggésaoziigg geggegggnpgzz :
e Oomparative JSxPogwrEge’ eas ’ PO
1tive 5'37(900{9\/ woulg f:gmre sufficed to indicate the superior
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6 and Moses,

the angels,

5 For to what angel did God ever say,
“Thou?art my Son, .
today® I have begotten Thee?"B

Or again,

"I will be to Him @ Father,
and He shall be to Me a Son7"®

8 And agaln, when He brings the First-born into the

world He says

"Let all God's angels worship Him,"10

7 0f the angels He says,
"Who makes His an%els winds
and His servants flames of fire."ll

8 But of the Son He says,
"Thy throne, O God, is for ever and ever,
the righteous scepter of Thy kingdom.
Thou hast loved righteousness and hated
lawlessness; :
therefore God, Thy God, has annointed Thee 12
with the oil of gladneas beyond Thy comrades.”

“Thou, Lord, didet found the earth in the
beginning,

10 And,

1ty, the more emphatic accentuation of the signification of
the word.” "The Epistle to the Hebrews," in Yeyers Commentary
on the New Testazment, p. 400.

6. It is claimed that the revealers of the 0ld Testament were
oonsidered (by Jewish tradition) to be not only Yoses and the
Prophetsy; but the angels as well, Thus Christ's superiority
over the prophets has already been established in v, 1; His
superiority over loses will shortly be established; but His
superiority over the angels must also established if He is to
be proved the preeminent Revealer, Cf. Luenemann, op. cit., p.399.

7. Gucgev i Luther says; nDas Wort heute verstehen Etliche
von der‘Zeit der Cnaden; ich aber will's viel lieber also ver-
8tehen: Heut hab ich dieh gezeuget, dasz man verstehe, dasz
dieser Sochn nicht geistlicher, sondern natuerlicher Weise ge-
zéuget werde, und sei diesz die ¥einung: Du bist mein natu:i-
licher Sohn, den ich heute gezeuget habe bei mir, da allz;nd
heut ist, und da weder gestern noch morgen, sondern fuee n
fuer ein ewiger Tag ist, und der immer heut heiszet. Am den-
selben Tage habe ich dich gezeuget, du bist tahfhaftiger, ga-
tuerlicher, und ewiger Gott." Luther's Werke, "Auslegung des
Andern Psalms," vol. 38, p. 10,

8. Ps, 3:%.
S. 2 %am, 7:14.

10. Deut, 33:43 (Sept.).

11, Ps. 104:4,

12. Pe. 102:35-37.
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end the heavens are the work of Thy bands;

11 they will perish, but Thou remainest;
they will grow old like z garment,
12 iike a mantle Thou wilt roll them up,

and they will bte changed.

But Thou art the same,

and Thy years will never end,"19
13 But to what angel has He ever said,

"1t at ¥y right hand,

$i21 I mske Thy enemiesl4 15

a stool for Thy feet?"

In the first two quotations above, the author states
the faoct that Christ, already in the 0ld Testament, was pro-
claimed Son. This is a title too precious, too majestic to
have been given to any angel, or to any earthly king.l® It
is a title which designates the recipient of the name "heir
of all things" (corroborated by the further quotations con-
tained in vv. 7-9) and "creator of the world" (as expanded
in vv. 10-12).17

As heir of 2ll things the Son is not a servant in God's
household-—which is His own by inheritance. The angels

were but servants. To them, as servants God paid high-

ig. gs. 1%3:%5-37.

° s. 1 0: .

15. The quotations from Scriptures above and hereafter are
those of the R.S.V., except when otherwice designated.

16. Regarding the possibility of a historico-typical %:-1 s
terpretation of this passage, Luther says: e...und (die : plsten
sagen, dasz dieser Spruch habe zween Verctand: oinmgldsa er
von Salomon zu verstehen, ale einer Figuren Christiéd a:
snder msl mon Christo. Aber wenn das gugelassen wird, dasz
die Schrift nioht bestehet auf einem einfaltigen Sinnm, ;gl
streitet sie schon nimmer." Luther's Werke, op. eit., ang-
en ed., vol, 7, p. 210.

17. Weseott, op. eit., p. 18.
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compliments: 18
0f the angels He says,
"Who makes His an%ele winds
and His servants flames of fire."
It is however evident from the very oontext that the author
~ only wishes to show that "that mutable and fleeting form of

existence which is the glory of the angels would be an infer-
fority in the Son,"1°

But of the Hon He says,

Thy throne, 0 God, is for ever and ever,
the righteous scepter is the scepter
of Thy kingdom,

Angels are but creatures, The Son is 2 king whose throne
is everlasting. No servant is He, but the ruler over servants.
In 3:6, our author further calls attention to the faot that the
Son (and hence also ruler) of the household, has greater glory
than a servant in that household. Xoses, though also great
wag only & servant in God's house.

¥e have thus far presented the truth that Christ as‘ Son
is heir of 211, Considering the grand way in which our author
develops it, this truth in iteelf becomes tremendous. Yet,
as was stated a'oove,3° the author dwells on, and expands
the 1dea of Sonship for a very definite purpose, He aims
to show that Christ is a superior Yediator, a more excellent

Priest through whom we have access to the Father. ¥We must

18. Accepting Farrar's interpretation of this Quobdtion.
Farrar,

Hebrews, p. 37.
19, I§I§.
20. L] p. 9.
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never forget that Hebrews presents Christ as the Christian
High-priest throughout the Epistle, and not only in two or
three chaptersSl dealing directly with the terms "priest”
and "high-priest". WNo chapter--for that matter, no verse—-
ig without its special contribution toward this end.22

The extensive Christological arguments in the first
two chapters of the Epistle, though in themselves incom-
parable in beauty and in scope, are nevertheless only ex-
quisitely polished facets of a great diamond in the haidds
of our author. It is thereformnecessary, that when we speak
of Christ the Son as "heir of all things," we think of this
truth interpreted in the light of Christ the High-priest.

Being heir of all things, having "all thinge placed under
Hie feet," Christ is able to mediate with the Father on our
behalf, For is He not Son in His own household? He is the
King; He is the King who is Priest. Therefore as King-Friest
He is already in His very person far superior to any revealers,
to anv mediators. We need not first see the superior work of
Christ before we cen visualize His superiority over angels,
prophets, rulers, priests, and all things. We need only con-
slder "Jesus the Apostle and High-priest of our confession.” (3:1).

We have seen that Christ is 2 ruler because He is a2 Son.

21. Especially chapters 5,7 ,8, and 9.

22, Though we sre not prepared to prove this statement& Y:;
’»

we feel that one oannot but become more and more convince
reading Hebrews, that this is correct.
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The author of Hebrewa‘extende this thought to an even wider
sphere of the Son's sctivity.®® In 1:10-12 (quoting Ps. 103:
25-37), we read that the ruler over God's househoid is creator
of that household as well:

%’;‘g‘{an‘;ﬁ;‘,"% didst found the earth from the

and the heavens are the work of Thy ha.nds.zs

We may look upon the introduction of this Quotation from
the Psalms as serving a two-fold purpose. First, the writer,
by Quoting the above, verifies that which has been previously
stated: that Christ is the QTrdJJpz%x Ty Selys il )(olynucr:(g
ﬁrrot.‘fot/é Cuwg oy If there has, till now, been any Question as
to the probable meaning of the terms "ofmagdrqte/tm( and XJgJKFng
as they are used in 1:3, there need no longer be. For, if
Christ is the express image, and has the self-same essence
as that of the Father, it follows that to Him may also be
ascribed the work of the Father, which is usually thought of
as being creation. The unity of the Son and the Father thus

23, The author had already referred to the Son‘s'part in
the creation in v. 7: "Who makes His angels etc...." It is
here, however, that he Quotes the 0ld Testament for the express
purpose of proving what has been assumed in Ps. 104, The pur-
pose of the earlier passage, as has been stated{l.was to al%ow
that the angels are oreatures over :%om ;heﬁgn as complete
control, Cf. so Luenemann, opP. €1%., P. .

34, "The wof% ‘Lord' is n&t‘?n The original, but it 13112
the LXX." Farrar, Hebrews, op. ¢it., P. 33, A rather oompfe ed-
resume of the warious views held on thiaogziss;on‘iggn be foun
in Meyer's Commentary. Luennemann, OD. ™ P ;

5. eoJews 1d not regard 1t s, 103 g.a a """"%%iﬁ
Paglm and it is never so applied by any Rabbl. Farra:, Told.
That it, however, is here introduced and used as Mea; :nus
by the author of our Epistle is a fact which is so obvio
from the context as to hardly need mentioning.
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having been alluded to, the writer of Hebrewg finds it
not the least unnatural to further show the Son's authority
over all creatures by exiolling a function which {in a
manner of spesking) the Son has from His oneness with the
Father.ga

The second, and more immediste purpose of our writer
in quoting this Psalm 1s brought out by the context. As a
ruler Christ is supreme, But He is a ruler bscause He was
first ths creator of all over which He rules, Not only does
He rule over the angels, and all His household, but He is
the very source and cause of their coming into being. As
creator it is the Son who now limits the essentlal qualities
of these creatures; it 1s the Son who appoints them their
tasks, Therefore "let all God's angels worship Him," for
He is their ¥aker, and He it 1s that bids them minister %o
Him and Hie (1:14).

"We have & great High-priest,” great because He is the
Son of (Qod, the Ruler and Creator of the Universe! Could
there be anyone more fit to mediate between God and us than
God Himself! The ultimate purpose of the Epistle is served
once again, The arguments concerning Christ the Son of God,

the Xing-priest for man, will soon find their application.

: t
26. Tnagmuch as the suthor's puxpose is to show Chris
no less a being than God Himself, and inasmuohtaﬂ tgigigur“
Pose becomes evident throughout the first ohap~:§10
epistle, we feel that this inference is permissible.
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For though the 01d Testament priests failed to atone for
sine, though Joshue failed to give the people rest, here

is one, "made higher than the heavens", who will not fail!




IT. Christ i1s Fit to be a High-priest for He is

. S—— WP e

the Son of Man

It is a great truth that Christ was Qualified to be
our priest because He is the Son of God. EQually great,
and equally significant is the fact that Ckrist is the Son
of man, Man asks himself, "How can it be that God became
man?" and finds the answer only in the truth expressed above:
that Christ was first the Son of God. Man asks, "Why diad
He become man," and finds no other answer than the simple
words, "He became man--for us." :

For it was fitting that He, for whom and by whom all

things exist, in bringin{ many sons to glory,

should make the Pioneeu-3 of their salvation per-

fect through suffering.

That by tge grace of God He might taste death for
everyone,

In the first Quotetion the anthor reiterates the truth
that God "upholds the universe by the word of His power.”
God, who is everything the author says of Him in the first

i ls + (21103 13:3) "With this word, which is better
transla?égg'gioneerc ;;ha writer sums up his conceptign og
Chrigt as the great {eader of humanity. The word it"ong.in:tian
elsewhere in the New Testament only in the earlies Rols
:;mona recorded in Acts." F. D, Naerborough, The Epistie %o
lhe Hebrews, p. 49.

2. Webs. 3:10.

30 Heba. 3:9.
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chapter of the Epistle, chose to bring many sons to glory.
It pleased God to save us by becoming man; "PFor surely it
is not with angels that He is concerned but with the descen-
‘dants of Abraham" (3:18). |

Was it necessary for Christ to become man in order to
acocomplish the bringing of ﬁany sons to glory? Insofar as
we are concerned, yes. This is, however, a matter which our
author does not discuss, He simply says: "It was fitting for
God,4 "it pleased G6d," to perfeoct their Savior in suffering.
Beyond this the author does not go.

God chose to bﬁng man to salvation by becoming man,
The writer of Hebrews makes this choice the prime cause of
Christ's humanity. He also tells us some of the purposes
for which God came to earth, Beoause of man's apostacy from
God, and because of the nature of the power of man's enemies,
Christ chose to free man by extending Himself to man. The
Epistle to the Hebrews states it thus:

Since therefore the children share in flesh and

blood, He Himgelf likewise partook of the same

nature, that...
and the “that"‘ which is for God the purpose, now becomes for
us the blessed result:

R S e R

who through fear of death were subject to life-
long bondage. (2:14-18).

4. Ugemid ; "1t was befitting; not an expression of Aeges”
s8ity, but of meetness and W’ in mda ttain."
he nature of God, partly to the ends He would 3 .
Luenemann, op. cit., p. 435

- |
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God chose to become man, that by 1limiting Himself to man‘s
nature He might raise up man; that by subjecting Himself
not only to death, but to Him who had the power over death,

He might overcome the forces of evil.® We who see the vic-

tory cver death as an accomplished fact might explain it in

the words of Watson:

The Tyrants launched their attacks on Christ

in His human nature as they could not have

done otherwise, since He would have been be-
yond their reach, But they were powerless to
overcome the divinity that was *hidden!® in His
humanity, and their tyranny was therefore broken.
The victory is God's, but it has been wor where
alone it coqld be won, in true and complete hu-
man nature,

The writer of Hebrews sums up the glory of God's purpose
in the words, "Therefore He had to be made like unto His

brethren in every respect, so that He might become a merci-
ful and faithful High-priest in the service of God, to make
expiation for the sins of the people.” (2:17). The main
oclause of thie verss tells us that Christ had to be made like
unto us in every respect. The author makes this clause the
basis for two sub-clauses: He was made msn in order that He

might become merciful and faithful; He was made man (merciful

5. It is inz to mote how vividly Luther speaks of the
conflict bat&ggg cgrist and the devil: “The devil hasfrz;sed
a banner on which is written: 'I am a god and prince o te d
world.' The devil had swallowed up in death all men, g;e:'tan
8msll; and he thought he had an exoellent t1t-bit ina : 4 :né
But this ti1t-bit disagreed with him as grass ﬂ‘hha o Tiediup
he was forced to yield up Christ as the greatl tis sz be God
Jona.h." Ituthﬁr, as quoted by Philip Watson in I‘.E.t SOV, VN
P. 1457,

6. Ibid., p. 128.
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and faithful) that He might make expiation for the sins of
the people.® TIf the first thought does not exist, the last
cannot. For "only one who was Himself incarnate, true and
perfect man as well as God, could truly represent God to man
and men %o God. And so it was that the Son, in the prepar-
ation for His priestly office, was 'in all things made like
unto His brethren. "8
I% is not within the scope of this paper to demonstirate

how Christ was made "in every respect like us." It will
suffice to say that such was the case., We are, however, in-
tegested in the fact that the author of Hebrews himself in-
terprets this "in every respect" to mean not only that Christ
assumed 2 humen form, but that He also subjected Himeself to
the sufferings and trials of men, It is true that the very
assumption of 2 humen form was in itself a part of Jesus'
suffering. But His suffering was more intense and more sever
than that which man Himself must endure. In sum:

... Ohrist entered into such a:vital and intimate

union with humanity, that He became subject to

the same conditions, the same Tyranny, under which
men suffer. Indeed, 1t can be said that He became

more truly man than apy other, because He suffered
more deeply than any.

The writer of Hebrews does not dwell at great length on
a desoription of Christ's sufferings. He presents them vivid-

discussed
7. The subject of Christ's falthfulness will be i
in the next cijxapter-, and Christ's expiatory work will be con
sidered in part two.
8' Milligan’ _020 gu-’ p- 78.
9. Wetson, gp. cit., p. 135,
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1y enough, but always with the purpose of showing how
Christ's sufferings perfect Him for the office of priest.
In the words of the Epistle already Quofed: “"He had to be
made like us in every respect, that He might become a merci-
ful and faithful High-priest in the service of God.".O
Since in this passage (2:18) the writer of Hebrews is

qui te obviously speaking of Jesus' understanding and compas-
sion towards those who are tempted, we feel that the word
-i)«v?’guw\/ is here used in a similar sense as bypw vﬂ\féﬂ (4:15),
and/wrgmm,-ﬁ*au (5:3).11 1n 4:15 we are told that Christ's
gsympeathy is a direct result of the fact that He Himself suf-
fered. And in verse 16 of that same chapter, the author
draws the logical conclusion: "Since Christ is sympathetic,
come boldly to the throne of grace-—and receive mercy."

The word bum7sf7lac oontains in itself an explanation
of what the writer has in mind. The full color of this word,
"suffering together with," and the feeling which arises from
that suffering together with," is somewhat lost in 1ts trans-
fer to the English. The German "Mitleid" retains the full

Ploture of one who suffers with another, and because He suffers,

10, tiymar__ ket mibzes 3 "1% seems to be far more natural
to take both these words as Qualifying Xsxcgeds —tham fo =
take “tAcvuuv peparately: 'that He might become merciful, an
a faithful High-priest." Wescott, op, eit., P. B6. "

11. "The Greek word ‘merciful' speaks of that feeling e
sympathy with the misery of another that leads one to :oa cgu-
his behalf to relieve that misery. The idea is thal of & 000
passionate heart leading one to acts of meroy, *%’ P ot of
which 15 to relieve the suffering and misery of ge :kjmw
that compassion,” Kenneth Wuest, Heboews in the UreeX ZO¥W
Testament, p. 85. . <
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understands. The word is here used of Christ in just that
sense, Welse ably expleins the process thus:

Damit er zber ein mitleidige; Hohepriester sei,

muszte er in Allem ( K« molvT ) geinen

Bruedern gleichgemacht werden (2:17), und dies

konnte nur geschehen, wenn er in allen Stuecken

" gmooT T versucht warde, weil er so

allein Tétleid haben konnte mit ihren Schwach-

heiten.

We gain another insight into the full meaning of the
Savior's sympathy from 4:16. Here the suthor states that
Jesus'! sympathy moves Him to help us, and that His help is
timely. He who suffered in that He was tempted by the devil
to abandon His task of suffering and dying;33-ﬂe who suffered
extreme spiritual agony in Gethsemane, (foP: “Jesus offered
up prayers and supplicstions with loud cries and tears to
Him who wae able to save Him from death"); and finally, He
who suffered shameful death on Galva:ylﬁeurely He knows our
needs, sympathizes with them, and gives help when help is
most needed!

The asuthor tells us in 5:3 that even the 01ld Testament

high-priests were able to "deal gently with the ignorant and

12, Bernhard Weiss, Lehrbuch der Biblischer Theologie des
Neuen Testaments . 503.
T 13.” The devil 339 concerned above all that Christ should
not carry out His purposes., But we find no reason to say,

istle never
with Vos, that "in connection with Jesus theeg? ait., p. 587L.

8peaks of temptations in general.” Cf. vosinto A, P the

14, "In laying down His life, He ocame e
whole sting a?ydegtﬁg measured its length and breadth and in

tensity, the power of Satan, the WI

what Ohrist
of the law, How clear it is from this paﬂggﬁf on Hebs. 3:18.

suffered in death!" Saphir, op. cit., P.

ath of God, the condemnation
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the erring."'S The ability to bear gently ( /uirg.aro;n»“f,’ﬁ/ }
with sinners is appllicable to Christ inasmuch as the writer
goes on %o prove Jesus the model High-priest who 1s far
superior to all 01d Testament high-priests. Bruce elaborates
on the term 4 :gumsV and applies the following to Christ:

Very remerkable is the word employed to describe,
priestly compagsion, miT%o mut”¥iv, 1t does not,
like (uamedfifiae in £:15, signify to feel with
another, but rather to abstain from feeling against
him; ¢o be able %o restrain antipathy. . .Here
seems to be employed to denote a state of fegéling
towards the ignorant snd erring balanced between
severity and undue leniency, The model high-priegt--—
“hates ignorance and sin,” but pities the ignorant
and sinful, He is free alike from the inhuman
severity of the Pharisee who thinks he has done

his duty towards 2ll misconduct when he has expressed
himself in terms of condemnation regarding it, and
from the selfish apathy of the world, which simply
does not trouble itself about the fallings of the
weak., He feele resentment, but it is in moderation;
disgust, but it is under control; impatience, but
not such as finds vent in ebullitions of temper,

but such rather as takes the form of determined effort
to remove evils with which it cannot live on friendly
terms, All this, of course, implies a loving heart.
The negative virtue of patience implies the posi-
tive virtue 6f sympathy. The model high-priest is
oneé in whose heart the law of charity reigns, and
who regards the people for whom he acts in holy things
as his children., The ignorant, for him, are persons
to be taught; the erring sheep to be brought back %o
the fold. He remembers that sin is not only an evil
in God'e sight, but also a bitter thing for the
offender; he realizes the misery of an accusing 1
oonscience, the shame and fear whioh are the ghostly
shadows of guilt., All this is hinted at in the

15. "Two things may be affirmed of guilty men, they are ig-
norant and erring. mgeir ignorance consigts in wrong 12;39
of God and of man's relations and obligations to R%“" int
having no prover conceptions upon these fundamenta Dﬁin sin—
they are subject to stumble, fall, and run info STO%Y ol
able wickedness. A priest must be able %o makg tgeagif-
for their untoward circumstances, and to oonsi "'hich beset
ficulties of their situation and the mﬂmitie; brews, P
them. J, A, geiss, The Epistle g_f_.?;l.‘.%}..‘-!..ib.ﬁ._i.—-—-' >

130.
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word M iT&io 1T °(€9'7-7V , Whereby instantaneously,

the writer photographs the character of the
model high-prtes%. §5

We have seen that our Savior is highly Qualified for
His high-priestly office in that "He was hot ashamed to
oall us brethren," and took it upon Himself to suffer even -
as man must suffer. "let us then with confidence draw near
to the throne of grace, that we may receive mercy and' find
grace to help in time of need." We may be certain that He
continues ever to be our Helper, for the love which first

prompted Him to become man, still moves Him to extend His

grace to us!

18. Bruce, op. cit., p. 177f.
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Priest after the Order of Melchizedek

In our first chapter we attempted to show that Christ
is a great Priest because He Himself is God, and therefore
is best suited to mediate before God on our behalf, In the
second chapter we learned that Christ is a great High-priest
because He 1s, while God, of the "same origin" (3:11) as
man, and therefore in complete sympathy with man.

It becomes evident that, due to the faect that man fell
away from God, someone would have to serve as mediator
through whom God and man could once again be reconciled.l
It also follows, that since man was unable to mediate on
his own behalf, God Himself had to appoint a mediator, that
by the substitutionary offering of God's mediator, man might
galn access to the throne of grace.

God had, already in the 0ld Testament, appointed priests
to mediate and to make offering for the sins of the people.

: hn die
n1, "Ein Prester heiszt ein solche Person, (wie i
Schrift malet), der :da von Gott dazu gesetzt ““213"3“33“33'
dasz er zwischen Gott und den Menschen hi‘n‘“‘”l h::' aund
von ihm ausgehe, und sein Wort une brings und le 8 ha et ut
wiederumb, gegen Gott trete, und :l’u: e °‘1’i§?°

Luther's Werke, Erlangen ed., Vol. 40, P. g

38
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The Jewish priests offered sacrifices daily for the impur-
ities of the people, and once each year (on the Great Day of
the Atonement) the high-priest of Israel entered behind the
veil of the tabernacle to sprinkle blood on the mercy-seat
and thus expiate the sins of the people.

In this chapter we shall discuss the author of the
Epistle to the Hebrews' argument that, sinoe the 0ld Testament
saorificial system had failed, God appointed a New, a greater

mediator over a New Covenant. The writer presents the sup-
eriority of this New Mediator by way of comparing Him to the
01d Testament mediators who had failed. "That Jesus is the
best possible priest is proved by showing that He is better
than the familiar Levitical priest. The emphasis lies now
on the inferior, unsatisfactory nature of the Levitiocal priesi-
hood, now on the supreme, absolute worth of the Messianic
Priest."3

Before discussing in detail the glories of the Melchl-
zedekian Priesthood, that author shows that Ohrist is a
superior High-priest because of the special call which He
received to His priesthood. The 01d Testament priests re-
ceived no direct call from God,> but were appointed (at least
in later times) by the Sanhedrin. Both priestis and high-
priests had first to pass innumerable tests presoribed by

2. Bmce o () 01 t . p L] 363 L/ -
3. In my’oiliznion. inasmuch as only Ohrist aml!l”a::grrto
ceived calls in the special semse of "direct °:1ti 5:4
by an oath®, this statement does not disagree PEh




the Sanhedrin before they could be appointed to their
regpective offices. Even after having been ordained, it was
always within the power of the Sanhedrin to impeach them,4

Not so with Christ. We are told that "He was appointed
to His office by Him who said to Him: 'Thou art My Son,
today I have begotten Thee.'" (5:5). In 6:13 the writer of
ﬁebrews tells us that God, having no one greater by whom to
swear, swore by Himself. True, this passage speaks of the
promise made to Abraham. But in verses 19 and 20 the writer
applies this oath to Christ. 7:20-23 is even clearer on this
point: "And it was not without an oath, but this one was
addressed with an oath, 'The Lord has sworn and will not
' change His mind: Thou art a Priest forever after the order
of Melchigedek,'"®

Therefore Christ, tw virtue of the call He has received,
is superior $o the 0ld Testament priests. For He who said
when He appointed Him: "Thou art My Son, today I have begotten
Thee," 18 the same that said, "Thou art a Priest forever
after the order of Melchigedek."”

Christ's call is not only superior to that of the 0ld

4, Alfred Edersheim, The Temple, p. 95.
5. "Jesus assuredly’uﬁﬁi&%dog The office only as called

; is behavior
of God. . . During the days of His earthly life H <
w28 895k s utter§Y - °’°1§$§t§“e ides of His being a usur
per of sacerdotal honors. roug
He was simply submitting to God‘'s will that He °:§i§egeﬂgsh'
Priest. And when He returned to heaven He '?s ; first to
priest in recognition of His loyalty. Thus ;o ce, op. cit
last He was emphatically one called of God. Bruoe, oP. 92%.,
P. 178.

Hie incarnate experiences
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Testament priests, but it is a different call, just as He is
a different priest, and the covenant over which He mediates
is a different covenant., Wow this differance in priests and
priesthoods likewise forms a point of superiority of the one
over the other, If the first covenant-relationship between
God and man had been thoroughly satisfactory, there would have
been no need for a second, for 2 new relationship. The author
argues this very point when he says: "How if perfection had
been attainable through the Levitiecal priesthood. . . what
further need would there have been for another priest to
arise after the order of Welchizedek, rather than the one
named after the order of Aaron?® (7:11f.) Hence one of the
first marks of the Melchizedekian priesthood is that 1t is
new.®

It is as if the difference between the two priesthoods
then strikes the author of the Epistle with its full force,
for He develops the main point of difference between the
Levitical priest and the Messianic Priest: "For the one of
whom these things are spoken belonged to another tribe, from
which no one has ever served at the altar, For it 1s evident
that our Lord descended from Judah, and in connection with that
tribe Koses said nothing about priests.” (7:13£.) Thus it
appears that a change has been made in the priesthood., But

such a change could *only have been permitted for very im-

8. Milligen, op. cit., p. 119.
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perative reasons."’ That Christ who was desocended of the
trive of Judak, was permitied %o "serve at the aléar,” must
have besn due only to the failure of the lLevitioal priest-
hood "in accomplishing the end of all priesthoods, ‘a bring-
ing to perfection' and an intimate and olose state of commun-
ton between man-and God."8

When we consider the conseduence of a change in the
priesthood; both the difference hetween the old and the new,
and the superiority of the new over the old, stand out in
even gharper contrast. In 7:12 we read: "For when there is

8. change in the »rissthood, there i3 necessarily a chaage

in the law as well." If the mediator of a covenant is changed,

then, obviously a similar change must take place in the cov—
enant {tself. The writer evidently sees this fact to be so
obvious as %o need nc further eclarification. But he does

tell us (7:16) just what that "ohange of law" in this instance
is. "The Leviiical priest was law-made, without reference to
spiritual Qualifications; the Hessianio Priest becomes a
Priest because He hath inherent spiritual fiiness for, and
therefore inherent right to, the office,"®

How closely the writer of Hebrews ties up the Hew Cove
enant with its 'ediator! The ¥Yessish institutes an entirely

new order of things--not so much bacause He represents a change

7:&

uee, op. oit., P. 269.

(0 Xss)
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in point of outward descent, but because the Covenant
which He mediates is founded on entirely new principles.
"A better hove is introduced, through which we draw near
to God,® (7:19) because the Christian High-priest 1s a
priest "not according to legal reQuirements concerning bodily
descent,” but according to "the power of an indestructible
lite!" (7:18).

Christ's ascendancy over things pertaining to the law—
His absolute freedom from legal requirements, makes Him a
fit Priest of the New Covenant. TIn chapters 7, 8, aad 9,
the author of Hebrewg develops Christ's complete superiority
over the Aaronic priesthoed, by introducing the 0ld Testament
figure of Melchizedek, the King of Salem, The problems
concerning the historical person of ?&elchizedek?m the
problems involved in the fypologlcal arguments used by the

10: "Some have thought this ¥elchizedek was Shem. As far
as chronology is concerned there is nothing impossible in
this hypothesis; for Zhem lived not merely up to the days
of Abrazhem, but even into a later period. Others have
thought that this Melchizedek was a descendant of Japheth.
Some again heve supposed that he was an Amorite. But the
Soripture purposely does not mention who he was. Genesis
abounds in genealogies, and in full and minute genealogies,sn
but the genealogy of thig man ie not given. . . If he :a.g em,
then we know who his father was, and when he lived, anH 10'
old he was; and this is just the very point which tgec 03 y
Bhost does not wish us to know, Thus 1t has pleagetuﬂ i
to leave this man that he should stand out i!é as"i'gii—ha -
2 man without father, without mother, withog : “ca e o5
ing neither beginning of days mor end of life; as a ’&
having & priesthood inherent in 1tsel£fmof whom we L
know the parentage, of whom we do not ow‘the sgoo L
Saohir, g2, cit.. p. 370, Of. also Luther's Nerke, RXiang

vol.

en ed, =0, p. 144,




writer of the Epistle;u and the seemingly strenge exegesis

12uye shall not be able to dis-

contained in these chapters,
cuss here. We shall confine ourselves to a discussion of the
High-priest after the order of Melochizedek by a study of two
of the greatest Qualifications asoribed to Him in the above-
mentioned chapters: He is a priest forever; He is a priest
perfected in His office,

"For this Melchizedek, king of Salem, priest of the
most high God, met Abraham returning from the slaughter of
the kings and blessed him, ete." (7:1ff,) With this allusion

to a somewhat vague historical event, the writer of Hebrews

introduces the basis for all the arguments contained in his
next three chapters. Helchizedek, mentioned but twice in
the entire 0ld Testament (and these references are short),
is said to be a type of Christ in that He abides forever:

"He is without father or mother, or genealogy, and has neithe
'beginning of days nor end of life, but resembling the Son

of God He continues forever" (7:3).

We are not o assume of course, that Melchizedek had no

the
11. Many difficulties arise out of attempts to push
Oomparisonnly:et&veezix Christ ahd Melchizedek too far. tI;imr::t
also always be kept in mind that "Melohiszedek MH?O -priest
in posgessing certain characteristios which the ggils first
of the New Testament afterwards possessed. o f hizedek."
Helchi zedek is compared with Him, not He with ¥elc 3

¥illigan, op. cit., Pp. 113. .
13? me commeﬁtalt)ors try to prove from the author's

Srgam liar use of
argumentum e stlentio in 7:3, and from his penu“m g
name "Helchizedek" in 7:2 tl'mt the writer was ng ¥
fluenceq b?‘fﬁe pmmotera'of the allegoric method of inter
Pretation.

T

the
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father or mothe:r.m The writer merely points onf that
nothing, either of his ancestry, or of his guccessors, is
told us in the 01d Testament account. And because this is
the case, }elchizedek is a type of Chrigst--who is Priest
without beginning of days or end of lfu'e.l4 Thus the author
of the Epistle to the Hebrews makes it clear to hig Jewish

readers that the Melchizedekian priesthood finds its great-
ness in the very ombesions of the Genesis account, as Luther
also points out:

Dieselbige Epistel hat das auch gemerkt, dasz
dieses Priesters Melchizedek also kurz gedacht
wird, und Niochts von ihm gesagt, woher er kom-
men, oder wo er blieben gei, sondern weder An-
fang noch Ende seines Geshhlechts und Herkom-

men gemeldet; so doch von Aaron Alles mit Fleisz
geschrieben, und sein ganzes Geschlecht von Ab-
raham her kiar, unterschiedlich abgerechnet; 1tem,
wie er zum Priesterthumb berufen und gesezt, ja.
auch wie er gestorben, und auf wen das Priester-
thumb geerbet hat. Solches hat dieser heilige
Prophet, auch angesehen, und das Woertlin, ewig-
lich Priester, daher gefuehret, dasz, gleichwie
man dieses Melchizedek kein Vater und Mutter,
Anfang noch ©nde findet (nicht dasz er kein Vater
und Mutter gehabt, sondern dasz davon nichts
geschrieben wird): also sei Christus (welcher

13, "The mere oircumstance that he was fatherless and moth-
erless, supposing for a moment that it aould be predicated
of anyone not Divine, would have been insuffiocient %o efpt- :
ablish the writer's point; for this is not the manner o 5
Melchizedek's birth, but the manner of his appearing in the
Priesthood. . . The writer is concerned to find him mot s
8imply a legitimate, but an eternal priest. Milligamn, op. 81%.,
p. 115, s h

14, smlrig, kg, Fyt/cxdoynds in gewlgsem Sinn BUo
von Chrie?:gzogi‘lt-frefﬁch nicht wie die Kirchenvaeter G::}:-
ten, weil er seiner Menschheit nach ohne Vater, “’-,n;r Lo
heit nach ohne Mutter und Stammbaum sei, somdern weil ex

Priesterlicher Herkunft war." Riggenbach,

Hebraeer, in Zahn's Kommentar z. Neuen Tes

Der Brief an die
tament, P. . .
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durch jenen fuergebildet ist,) wahrhaftig etn

sclcher Priester, der da nicht angefangen hat,

noch auch ein HEnde haben scll, scndezm von

Ewigkeit it und in Ewigkeit Delibt, it

The author exclaimg, "See how greet He ic!" (7:4).
Establiched cusicm haeg it that the lesser person must pay
homage to the greater., Kbraham paid tithes to Melchizedek,
therefore Melchizedek is greater than Abrsham, And as if
this were not conclusive enough, the writer uses another
argument: if he is a priest forever, he lives, and since he
lives, "one might say that Levi Himself, who receives tithes,
paid tithes through Abrsham, for he was still in the loins of
his ancestor when Melchizedek me% him." (?:Qf.)le

Perhaps this argument seems a bit fenciful. In realitly
1t isn't. The Jews, to whom the writer is spesking, were
Quite obviously wrapped up in the Leviticsl sacrifécial system,
and steeped in that same Pharisaiocal attitude that had oried
out "Abraham is our fether!" Here Abraham and the descendants
of Abrhkam are decisively proved inferior to the great Mel-
chigedekian Priest. The inferior party wes, and still is,
obligated to pay tithes to the Superior, #fr it is testified

of Him that He lives forever!

. . oit., vol. 40, p. 145.
15. Latheris Forke, Exlengen B i<t inm mi¢hts gelegen, sie

16. Tin der Person Helchisedeks - o
kommt blosz mach ihrer typischen Bedeutung in Betracht. inr

rtert
Verhaeltnis su den levitischen Priestern ist nur €To®
worden, weil sich darin bereits ankuendigt, worauf es dem Ver-

fasser letztlich ankommt, naemlich _Tdie claz u:tci: %sfggail:n-
heit Jeau alg des Priesters W{"i’{eﬁlﬁn Rig-
ueber die leviiischen Priester (7:1l-25) fes¥zuStio-_TT.
genbmh' '9_5)_. Oitc" p‘ 91'

i g
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These ten verses of chapter seven, are, however, only
one statement of a great thought recurring throughout the
Epistle: Christ 18 the eternal priest.l” We find the fol-
lowing statements in the Epistle regarding the eternality
of Christ as priest:

Thy throne, 0 God, is forever and ever. (1:8)
they will perish, but Thou remainest; (1:11)
Thou art a priest forever. (3 times: 5:6; 7:17; 7:31)
having become a priest forever, (6:30)
He continues a priest forever. ' (7:3)

He holds His priesthood permanently
because He continues forever. (7:24)

aproints a Son who has been made per-
fect forever, (7:28)

through eternal épirit He offered Himself (9:14)

Jesus Christ, to whom be glory forever and
ever. ’ s (13:21)

These are only the Quotations which specifically use words
Synonomous with eternality. There are many other phrases
and statements in the Epistle which likewise point to Christ

28 the eternal priest. For example: the various references

.a) 18
to the immutability of Christ (1:13; 5:30; 13:8),"° and to E

. " v here, frequently reours in the
éeinI. §2°1§p§§2°§r°fﬁ2 géeat aharacteristic w;:oh;o:::ug:
the Epistle, intended to proclaim the absolute t::e BN
gt ghriatianity, 1nnoogtraet to tgittra;aigg{ na
ev ’ . ruce, O0PpP. .3 . .

1§f°§%1iglt§é§na High-priei% 1% was 1mpossib1: azillggger
to associate the idea of change: rather in Him,h B ety
glory and permanence of His exalted State‘bzzgeraoovanant!
not only of a better Priesthood, but of &
Milligan, op. cit., p. 124.




His "indestructible 1life," (7:15 and 13:5), We have made
no mention whatever of the many passages which speak of the
eternal character of the offering which Christ brought (7:27;
9:14; 9:25; 9:36; 10:9; 10:13; 10:14), of the eternal sal-
vation He has provured for us (9:13; 9:15; 11:10; 11:18;
12:33; 13:14), of the eternal character of the New Covenant
as opposed to the transitory character of the 0ld Dispensa-
tion (4:10; 7:20; 8:8; 8:13; 13:10; 13:20), or of the dozen
or more passages which speak of Christ as performing His
duties now, &t the right hand of the Majesty of God. Well
does the author of this Epistle say, "See how great He is!"
Christ the superior priest-—superior because He lives for-
ever!1®

Since Christ is eternal, since He is the priest that
lives forever, we dare not forget that He lives even now,
that even now He gite at the right hand of God: It is just
this truth which the author of the Epistle %o the Hehrews
wants to present so conclusively to his readers that they
will never have ocoasion to forget it. He is not content
to assume that his readers will see this fact. Then the
Jewich Christians read thig Epistle they had constant oppor-
turdty to observe that in Christ, whether before, during,
or after His humiliation, "there is the game unbroken con-

tinuity through changes which to our eyes intc *Tupt or

slon of His perfection before dwelling ®
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limit His activity,"20 _ |

If these Jewlsh people thouéht that there was still
something of worth in the old system of aniggl sacrifices,
rarticularly since the priest.of the New Govenant (even when
they needed Him so badly) was apparently no longef present,
how could they fail to be convinced by the author how mis-
taken they were! He sounds the first note proclaiming Christ
the Ever-present, the.continuous Now, in 1:3; other voices
take up the theme in chapter two, and then, throughout the
Epistle it grows, gaining in tempo and in glory, until the
final verse of the body of the letter: "Christ forever and
ever!" ©Not only is this theme repeated over and over again,
but i1t is as thoughtour author were writing a fugue in whioch
the theme, receiving constantly varied treatment throughout
the composition, breaks through again and again; and because
of the "episodic material" interspersed, each statement of
the theme 18 more significant than the foregoing, each appear—
ance more magnificent.. ’

Our Christian Priest lives now. When we think of Christ
living in the present, it 1s almosi impossible to divorce
His present work from His person. The passages indicating
Christ's presence sometimes speak of Him as the King who rules

over all, sometimes of the Priest-king who has been crowned

with glory and honor because He has forever brought satis-
» who, in glory

faction on our behalf, sometimes of the Priest

20. Wescott, op. oit., P. 434.
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and honor, continues His priestly work in the "eity of foun-
dations": interdeding for us,31 preparing for ue a2 final
67%43df7Q/4{5 22 But our attention, whether focused on the
New Covenant, or on the offering, is nevertheless always dizr-
ected first to the person of the @reat Priest.- "Wie have a
great High-priest who has passed throught the heavens." "See
how great He is--He lives!"

For this Melchizedek, king of Salem, priest of

31, "And Christ a2s King, having offered one sacrifice for
8ins forever, walts uvon His throne for the complete estab-
lishment of a sovereignty which He has finally won. . . In
these passages the two offices are placed in olosest con-
nection; and the session of Christ on the right hand of CGod's
majesty 18, with one exception (}:3) always connected with the
fulfillment of priestly work." Wescott, op. cit., 337,
32, Christ is present; this is stated in the following pas-
sages:
sat down at the right hand of the Majesty
on high (
8it at ¥y right hand until
Thou hast crowned Him with glory and honor
we see Jesus, orowned with glory and honor
fall away from the living God.
%hile it is still "today %
The %ord of God is living
a great High-priest who thas paseed through (
the heavens
who have tasted the heavenly gift S
where Jesus has gone as forerunner

we have such a High-priestp one who is seated l

o0 Puee se sa ve o0

P s jd (O3 A
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8t the right hand of the throne
Christ hag entered. . . into heaven itself
we have a great PFriest
Christ will apprear a second time

the living God
must believe that He exisis
;o the city w?iohtgas fou?ggtiona

as prepared for them a ¢
that thg& might rise again to a better 1ife
18 geated at the right hand of God s 53
¥ount Zion and to the city of the living ' (12:23)
the city which is to come.
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the most high God,33 met Abraham returning from

the slaughter of the kings and blessed him} and

to him Abrsham apportioned a tenth part of every-

thing. He is first, by translation of his name,

king of righteousness, and then he is also king

of Salem, that is, king of peace. (7:1-3)

We have already discussed the part of this Quotation
referring to Melchizedek's timelessness and its exposition
directly following these verses. The author, however, has
more to say about this Melchizedek, He submits the very name
"ielchizedek® to a very careful scrutiny, and from this ex-
amination gleans several important truths.

Melchizedek is "first, by translation of His name, king
of righteocusness, and then he 1s also king of Salem, that is,
king of peace." What is ascribed to Melchizedek must also
be agcribed to Christ of whom Melchizedek is only a type.
Since this Welchizedek was king of righteousness, and then
also king of peaoe, Christ is likewige king of righteousness
and king of psace, :

We feel, with Bruoe, that the author very carefully com-
pletes the parallel between Melohizedek and Christ, applying
this typology in 7:26. Ther (7:28) he says that we now have

such a priest: "holy, blameless, unstained, spparated from
"¢ 18 not improbable

define "right-

sinners, exalted above the heavens."

- . . that the terms dbiog, Lrtkes ~Sueinvlos

: ber Hohe-
33, " Angeredete nur Priester, nicht a
Priester g:zag:: wi%d, tut der Beweiskraft dertSteizi kﬁi{%ﬁt-
Eintrag, da der Koenig, wenn €r gugleich Priege:ftzt ’Daher
verstaendlich die Tuerde eines °b°f§‘§°§t§f§ater agoh der
helszt Chrigtus (5:10; 6:30) such "Hoherp 128.

Ordnung Melchisedeks.” Riggenbach, OD. cit., P.
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eousness," that the phrase Kefwgimilo, wrd TaV gadgrim inter-
prets "peace", and that vy JdeTiges ridd o¥guvidy a’“";“"‘if indicates
the significance of “king".34 This priest is king in the
hi‘ghest sense of the word, for He rules over the highest of
Kingdoms. His rule is mot confined to the physical universe,
but holds sway in the :.cealvm of the spiritual; {t is not con-
fined to a sphere wherein dwells imperfections, but rules
over the kingdom of perfections. This kingdom of perfections
might be called Salem, tha;t is, peace, for where perfection.
rules over that which has been made perféét, there is also
perfect peace, ‘ |

The Epistle leaves absolutely no doubt concerning the
faot that Christ is the perfeet ruler and the perfeet priest.
Though we do not f£ind nearly so many references to His per-
fection as, for example, to Hig eternality, the contrast be-
‘tween the old, corrupt, degenerate priesthood, and the new,
righteous, blameless, holy, sinless priesthood ocours fre-
Quently. That Ohrist was in all things morslly perfect can

.85
be geen by examining the following passages:

Thou hast loved righteousness and hated o)
wickedness :
has been tempted as we are, yet without 0418
sinning :

% which we feel per-
25, We include here only those paasag;:“ S Rl

tain directly to moral perfection. The

reference toychﬂ atts official peﬁeoﬂ.gn are li.a::d 2::;::%'
We are aware that "moral” and "official” are but iwo

of the same thing: Christ ismerfect.
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king of righteousness (7:2)
holy, blameless, unstained, spparated from (7:28)
ginners

offered Himself without bvlemish to God (9:14)

Since Christ is morally perfect, "He has no need, like
those high-priests, to offer sacrifices dally, first for His
own 8ins and then for the sins of the people." How weak, how
useless those 0ld Testament priests appear when compared with
this great High-priest who is free from every inward and out-
ward stain. How futile it seems that a priest, who himself
must first gain access to God, should gain forgiveness from
that God for His people!36

The picture of the hopelessness of these former sacri-
fices becomes even moie apparent when we observe the official
imperfection of the 0ld Testament ﬁrieuta in comparison
with the official perfection of Christ. Our Lord is the
perfect Priest not simply because He Himself is perfect, but
because in addition to His moral perfection He perfectly
fulfills the office of High-priest. This perfection 18 evi-

denced throughout the Epistle by the various references %o
Christ's perfect obediense to the will of God,2? His constant

26, How aware of their pinfulness the 01d Testament priests
were, is shown by their laws of purification: *The higg;prizﬂﬁl
of Israel, even though taken from among men, had, of At oA
the later ritual, seven days before the Great Day of Avomemens,
to remove from his own house to a chamber in the :an;fggfv '
he might be separated for & time from sinful men. 1lligan,

[8) s & - . . . :
e s Lt P 136 #learned obedience! "perfeoted through

. The expressions ,
Burrerins,“epgessgtodiffioulties in interpretation into which

we ghall not be sble to enter in this paper.




falthfulness to His calling, and Hig complete willingness

to surrender to suffering and death on our behalf. ¥Fe list

the passages in that order:

Passages which speak of Christ'e officisl perfection,
pionser of their salivation perfeof;s"3 through suf-

fering (2:10)
and heing made perfect, became the source (5:9)
1% perfection had been attainable through

the Levitical priesthood (7:11)
for the law made nothing perfect; but a better

hope is intreduced (7:19)

the word of oath. . . appoints a Son made per-
fect forever : {7:28)

Paesages which speak of Christ's obedience,
He learned obedience through what He suffered,

and being made perfect... (5:8)
I have come to do Thy will @ God (10:7)
Passages which speak of Christ's faithfulness, :
a falthful High-priest (3:17)
He was faithful to Him who appointed Him (3:2)
Christ was faithful over God's house (3:8)
for He who promised is faithful (10:33)
considered Him faithful who had promised (11:11)

. ' 4n 5:14 and 9:11. The
38, "Perfect":"The adjectivefgﬁfgggﬁblnoun mud L

abetract noun perfection: 6:1; 3 z = 1 0s14:
12:2, "‘""""ﬁeot: 2:10; 5:9:; 7:28; 9:9; 213 t14;
11:40; ;!‘;g?agfrh?;g zgrds are usec’l not'of moral perfection, but

ir frequency is due to the
of the completion of a process. meand el !

writer's insistence on the absolute ‘ :
Chriptian Revelation. Christ, He says, Was :;%glo—:% a“:ﬁf.“" a
(perfeoted) priest (2:10; 5:9 { through glo:

perfect worshipping relationship toward God.




Passuges which speak of Christ's willingness:

He always lives to make intercession for
them {7:35)

offered up Himself (two times) (7:85; 7.:27)

to put away sin by the sacrifios of Himsel? (9:28)

Jesus Christ is the great High-priest of the New Cov-
enant. His is a new priesthood; He is eternal; He is morally
pefreot and officially perfect., He is therefore the surety
of a better covenant, and that better covenant is ours.

The priest that suits us, that oan perfect us as

to our relations with God, that can bring us nigh
and keep us nigh to God, is one perfectly righteous
in all relations, "holy® towards God, benevolent
towards men, free from any fault that might dis-
Qualify Him for His priestly office, separated lo-
cally from sinners by translation to the blessed
region of peace, where He is exempt from temptation
and eternally secure against moral evil; sxalted

to a position of super-celestial glory and power
in full &nd equal fellowship with His gather. Here
at last is the writer's ideal priest!

38, Bruoce, __g oit., p. 380f.




PART 11

e Work of Christ the Superior High-priest

In the next part of our paper we shall discuss the
work of Christ the eternal, the supsrior High-priest. The
author of the Epistle to the Hebrews sees the person and
the work of Christ as one closely knit unit. He sees
Ohrist's offering as superior because the bringer of that
offering is superior; and He who brings the offering 1s
superior because He is the very offering that is brought!

Before proceeding to Christ's offering and the results
and benefits of that offering, however, we must first briefly
. evaluate the 0ld Testament sacrificial system. Wherelh
lay the failure of the 01d? Wherein lay the efficacy that
1t had? We whall discuss some of these problems presently.
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I. The Failure of the 0ld Testament Offerings

Before considering the glory of the New Covenant
and the greatness of Christ's offering in that Covenant,
we must make g brief study of the 0ld Testament saori-
fioclal system. The superiority and the efficacy of Christ's
offering stands oﬁt in our Epistle with muoh_greator force
because it is continually contrasted with this 0ld Testament
system,

God chose to redeem man, and to justify man before
Himself through the shedding of blood. We are told that
"every priest muet offer gifts and sacrifices to God," (8:3)
and, “"without the shedding of blood there is no forgive-
ness of sins." (10:;22). It is Quite olear in our Epistle
that these 01ld Testament saorifices were necessary for
the purifiocation of bodily filthiness, and for the atonement
of sins. We do not Question why, we must simply observe
that it ie so.

In reading the Epietle to the Hebrews, we are often
80 impressed with the grandeur of the New Covenant High-
Priest and His offering, that we may be tempted to for-
get that the 0l1d Testament system had a gloTy all its
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om.l The Hebrews in the wilderness had ample occasion

to observe that this system was instituted by a living

and a jealous God: "A blazing fire, and darkness, and gloom,
and a tempest, and the s.ound of a trumpet, and a voice

whose words made the hearers entreat that no further message
be spoken to them." (13:18,19)., The care with which the
laws concerning the preparation of the tabernacle were Pre-
served--and carried out, shows further how this system was
regarded by the Old Testament people.® The high-priest and
the offerings he brought, 3 were the only connection that the
patriarchs and their successors had with the final realiz-
ation of a hope which, according to chapter twelve of Hebrews,
they were never privileged to see, except as foreshadowed

by the pompous, richly olad priests and high-priests of Is-

1. The people to whom the author of Hebrews wae writing ]
were fully consoious of the glory of the high-priesthood.
The suthor therefore emphasiees the short-comings of tha 3
system in spite of its glory, to direot the readers atientlon
away from the syztem they were so fond of to Christ. Gen-

2. "The Learned Bengel says: 'While two chapters i?;h n
esis are given %o tell us how the world was cseated, :;"
are gixteen chapters to tellsus how the tabernacle was 1
be built. For the world was made for the sake of the church;
and the great object of all creation is. to 8}“% Y e lkanoghlt
redemption and sanctification of His peorle. aphir, oD, S23.s
vol, 1 A s

3. i‘hg author seems to ignore the dlf““’.‘ceim:“::dthe
offerings of the common priests and the high—P:ies-'ﬂ“t
ascribes the gacrifices of the priests to the hightpriest.
Riggenbach attempts to explain the apparent errol o o
"Dagegen kann der Verfasser das taegliche Opf::'ge
priesters mit dem jaerlichen des Versoehnungs de Wirkung be-
fasseny da das Brandopfer ja ebenfalls suahpal sich auch
8asz und das Suehnebeduerfnis des Hehenpr"'“:'i.n eigener
dann bemerkbar machte, wenn er sein Opfer nich 4

- Person darbrachte." Riggenbach, op. oit., P. 313.
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rael,

This system was a glorious system because it held
ever before the eyes of the people of Israel the faot that
their God was a gracious God.“ With every purification cere-
mony, with every offerlng on tﬁe Great Day of Atonement,
God's people realized again that Yahweh wag their God, and
that these sacrifices were their only means of direct com-
munion (and communication) with that God.4 At the same time:
"In these sacrifices thers is a reminder of sin year after
year." (10:3), Every sacrificial offering reminded them
anew that they had offended their God--~that they were God's
only because God so willed, and not because they had merited
His mercy and goodness.® : _

The wiiter of the Epistle to the Hebrews peints out
that the very tabernscle, without and within, was a structure

4. "All sacrifices were either such as were offered on the
ground of communion with God--the burnt- and peace-offerings;
OT such as were intedded to restore that communion when 1} had
Eeen dimmed or disturbed--the sin- and trespass-offering.

dersheim, op. eit. . 128.

5. 'It'ii‘Ea ‘z'-"e'é'uiali)te of the intelligent worshiper to have
8 clear understanding of his own character and rel:tign;i_

He must see his obligation to serve God. He must fee 8 %
disease before he will see his need of a physician. Hg mus
be .conscious of his guilt and pollution before he o;n a; o
8ire forgiveness and renovation. And he must thend :;; o
Gonception of the way in which he is to be pnrdonef S S
Oleansed before he can feel Quiet on the subject o 13 ol
vation. 1In meeting these necessities the ceromonia%d :;;d'
Péculiarly efficaocious. If not only %told him intoo yor
that such was his character and condition, but it enao

: d m
the whole thing before his eyes. The oblationummd h'il:'oo:-i-

Sontinually of his entire dependence upon God

8eQuent obgigations to serve Him, The laoritéoe:aangn!zggégg'
he yoofoTe him his guil and pollution, and the WAy n WG4
he was to be pardoned and cleansed.” Seiss, op. cit., p.




of considerable glory. In 9:5 the author gives us a hasty
description of what the outer tent and the inner sanctuary
contained. We read of "the golden altar of incense, the ark
of the covenant, covered on all sides with gold, containing a
golden urn holding the manna. . . above it were the cheru-
bim of glory dvershadowing the mercy-seat.”

The tabernacle, though beautiful and precious, was never-
the less only a "temple made with hands.® The author makes that
point very clear: beautiful, yes; but none the less vﬁrthlesa,
for made with hands 1t will pass away. (8:3; 8:5; 9:11; 9:34).

Also the priesthood, with all its flowing robes of gold
and purple, with all its sanctity and dignity, Presents a
somewhat pathetic spectacle, Through generation after gen-
eration we see high-priestssucceeding high-priest, priests
replacing priests, The very limited tenure of the priestly
offices indicates a weakness in this system.. Coupled with
the constantly changing order of priests is the constant re-
newing of sacrifices, the repeated (daily and annually) ani-
mal offerings for sin.8 Can there be no end to all this sac-
orifiocing? Surely not under such a system:

The former Testament made by God with the people of
Israel could not "perfect” the relation between God and these
People. The author insists over and over again that the

i ergetn Bundes gehoert fuer ihn der
ity e as Verderzelt nooh Bestand

Ve enheit an; die Zeit, wo d

ha:%:ilg 1st eine vergangene (9:8; 10:19); m% denhl:gr%tt’ggz'
Vollen Suendenvergebung hat das Sushnopfer aufgehoert. ’
oP. oit., p. 491.
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fact that a New Covenant has been established shows that
the 01d had failed. Great though it was, the ancient taber-
pacle was only a "ecopy of the'ori—ginal";" involved and com-
.Plicated as the old sacrifices were, they were mere "regul-
ations for the body fmposed until the time of Reformation®;S
ag necessary as the former offerings had become, their effi-
cacy was but "a ghadow of the true reality" yet to come,
Abraham, ‘I'saac, Jacob, and all their successors "looXed for -
an abiding city," they awalted the fulfillment of new promises
already sworn by God to Abraham., In sum, the 0ld Testament
sacrifices were intended to be no more than a type of that
one great sacrifice which Christ was soon to make once for
a11.?

According to God's plan there was to be "no forgiveness
of sins without the shedding of blood." (10:33). At the
same time we are told that the shedding of animal blood,
such as the blood of goats, oalves and bulls, %"gould not per-

fect the oconsciences of the worshipers.” (9:9). "Yor 1t is

/ ' h out-

Y0 Lrix : "The word shado® here refers %o a roug
_line of anything, a mere sketoh, such as & oarpent:: dr;:ai:“h
& piece of chalk, or such as an artist delineates e: 2.8
about to make a picture. He sketches an outline ofb{ 0“ A
Ject which he deuisns to dra,'. which haa_ some resen :‘:te s
it, but 1e not the very imge, for it is not yet compiet8.

iss . cit. . 373. -

8.'“0 e re?eim:tion here alluded to, ;::cﬁh:: god“n;z by
modification and recomstruotion of the cmen this grand ref-

Jesus Christ during his dtay on earth. AR -
OI‘Mtlonri:ok g{a,:g, the Tabernacle services becane o‘plo'.lete.

Inid. p, 242, | -
%- gn' iﬁg relation of the type to 1ts :uuillpent f’“ L

next chapter of this paper, P.




impossible that the blood of bulls and goats should take
away sins." (10:4). The shedding of blood in the 01d Testa-
ment sacrifice served no greater function than to purify the
worshipers from outward -uncleanness. (9:13) This blood
could not atone for the sins of the people. (10:1-4). Only
on the Great Day of the Atonement was blood shed and sprinkled
on the mercy-seat in the inner sanctuary that was effiocacious
for the remission of sins.lO But here too, we see that this
offering for the sins of the people had to be made year after
vear.ll There was no "once for all® remission of sins: "but
into the second only the high-preist goes and he but once a
year, and not without taking blood which he offers for him-
self and for the errors of the people. By this the Holy Spirit
indicates that the way into the sanctuary is not yet opemed
as long as the outer tent is still standing." (9:5-8). "The
way is not yet openéd.” The Jews were still far from being at
one with God. Only a better sacrifice and a better covenant
could perfect their relation to God. (9:23-38; 10:5-10.)

The reason for the fallure of the 0ld Testament in ful-

10. "By tnis sacrifice of bullocks and gosts the high-
priest of ¥srasl procured for himself and for iho.pegziﬂ an
annual redemption. . . the blood of bulls and goats :n‘not
within the veil and sprinkled on the mercy-sead Pf°g:§:°3t
by 4ite intrinsic value, but by positive Divine appo ligious
remission of eertain offences against the L"itigaiiégt theo-
system, with the effect of restoring offenders the people a
oratic relations for the time being, so 3%'125 ce oit
fai; start, as it were, for another year. ruce, op. oit.,
pl 33.

11. “An annual, partial, putative redemption.

* Ibid.




filling the redulrements of God is that this first arrange-
ment was instituted by law. The law of God could wo:lﬁ no
1life; under the law of CGod all the sacrifices Israel ever

offered could not appease the wrath of God—which demands per-—
fect obediense and perfect fulfillment of His statutes.

The author of Hebrews, however, never apeaks of the
failure of a covenant esteblished by the law, without con-
trasting 1t with the covenant "founded on better promises.”
The second covenant abolishes the law (10:9); the second cov-
enant ig built not on the power of the law, "but on the power
of an indestructible life." The New Covenant is founded on
Gospel promises which do mot (as the 0ld Testament laws) re—
qQuire something of the peopley but which offer gifts procured
eutirely- outside of us, once for all.

God was not pleased with sacrifices and offerings. The
0ld Testament, left to remain by itself, would be no more
satisfactory now than it was then. But thanks to God, since
He was not pleased with sacrifices and offerings, He pre-
pared a New Covenant: "He prepared Christ a body" and sent
Him to do His will, and "By that will we have been consecrated
through the offering of the body of Jesus Christ once foe
all.*(10:10).




II. Christ's Superior Work of Offering

“I will establish a new covenant with the house of
Israel and with the house of Judah."l We nave seen that
there was a definite need for a oew oovenant relation
between God and His people, inasmuch as the *o0ld had be-
come obsolete and faded away." ind yet we should not con-
sider the Wew to have been instf tuted only as a direct re-
Bult of the failure of the 0ld, for the New was in actual-
1ty instituted long before the 014, Tts full revelation, J
1t 18 true, was finelly "'apok.en to us by a Son," but that |

——

1. "Waehrend es neemlich in der LXX nach gangz _ueberwiegen-
dem Zeugnis der Hss, heiszt: wui St 4%4“: £ otig "LogqnA Kt
03 oikid Lovsd Subyny wawdy , schreily der Vorfasser 3.“‘: A
Hebraeerjgriefs ¥ielmehr: Keti , bevTiAfbe % Tov oixev 2L égw=, g d}ﬁau
ITL T Sltel Levdu Subicny U'Die Brsetzung des Verbs Si<rifse,
durch (wridzly beweist zwar an sich noch nichts, denn letzteres
koennte auch vom Abschlusz eines Bundes gebraucht sein; daggg-—
en laeszt sich bLwvriAsv  dafuer nicht wohl gebrauchen. I'nr
Verfasser scheint durch die Abaenderung des Wortlauts ::rnfti 2
den Gedanken ausdruecken su wollen, Gott werde lndder“ae&' ge
Heilszeit nicht blosz ein neues Testament geben, nd“urtvol-
8lte Heilsgusagen darbiete, wenn auch groeszere u ROl
lere als dieses, sondern er werde das Neue Teatmeg“z Srden
Heilsgemeinde auch zum Vollzuge kommen lassen, {(13 Bot Eooits
Behr wie vordem die Untreue des Volks die Exfue ::gtun Eost
lichen Gnadenzusage verhindere. Die neue Gottos;u A bgo =
nicht eine blosze Wederholung der alten sein. ge B

oP. eit. . 230. =
4 3 or. galatians 3:15-30, where we are told that the prom

t pertains to
1ses to Abraham came first; the law and all tha =
the law was agged later. I’aut it 1 not a change, only an ad

dition,
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same Son who revealed Himself as priest had been appointed
priest from eternity.

"Thou art My Son, today I have begotten Thee," and again:
"Thou art a priest forever, after the order of Melchigedek.”
By placing these quotations in connection with each other, the
author of the Epistle to the Hebrews showe that the same God
who appointed our Lord Son has also appointed Him Priest; and,
when Christ was begotten as Son "today'--from eternity, He
was at the same time appointed priest.d

As we have already pointed out, the 0ld Testament sac- .
rificial system was but 2 copy and a foreshadowing of greater
things to come. Since greater things were intended from the
beginning, is it then entirely correct to speak of the fail-
ure of the 0ld rather than the incomplete and inadeduate
nature of that Testament? We feel that it is. The 0ld
Testament offerings were failures beeause they were inade-
Quate, but we must also remember that they were never intended
to be any more.

In studying the superior offering of our Lord under the
New Dispendation, we must remember that Christ's offering is
effective for all time, inmoluding the 0ld Testament era.
Whatever efficaoy the offerings of the 014 Testament High-

Priests had, they had insofar as they typified the greater

T t's priesthhod is
3. "The writer wishes to teach that Chris ‘ .
000?.1 with Eiaesonship and inherent in 41¢." Dods, op. oit.,
P. 288, :
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offering yet to come,* Therefore, from first to last, it
is Christ's offering which atones for sins. Without the
New Covenant which not only replaced bu fulfilled the 01d,
God's plan of salvation would not have been carried out.
It seens to us that the whole Epistle to the Hebrews.
is intent on bringing out this fact: that Christ is THE
PRIEST, and that Hig offering is THE OFFERING, aside from
which all--from the time of the patriarchs to the end of
the ages--are 1081:.5 Our author does not dispute that
there must be priests (2:17f.; 5:1£.; 5:10; 7:11f.; 7:15;
7:21f.; 7:26;), and that these priests must have something
to offer (5:1,3). ‘He agrees that without the shedding of
blood there is no forgiveness of sine (9:7; 9:18). He
Himself speaks of the sanctuary, the inner shrine into
which all priests enter to atone for the sins of the people
(6:20; 8:1f.; 9:11,13; 9:24). But acoepting these faocls
as esgentially true, he spplies them to Christ. Priests
must offer, Ohrist offered priests must be taken from among

men, Christ was teken from among men; priests enter into

h der
4, sDie alttestamentliochen Opfer waren daher, nac
Bchnf%gaufgefaszt, nur Abbilder des Opfers Ohfésti;or{g
ihnen wurde nicht die objective Buehne der ‘Suenden

zogen, sondern sie waren ein tatsaechlicher Hinweis auf die

bewirkt
objective Suehne, welche durch das Oopfer m:l;ﬁstibd. BTEY 453,

ist." Dr. Franz Pieper, Christliche Bo

5. whuch die Gerechten des alten es 2’“33:33 ﬁ::
Heil dieser Zeit nur Antheil haben, sofern '33 40; 123:33)
Opfer des neuen Bundes vollendet werden (11;“’ 2d 80 :
das nach 9:36 offenbar rueckwirkende Kl‘g";' 188, op. oit.,
Glieder des neuen Bundes geworden sind. Pl e
P. 494,
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the Holiest of Holies, Ohrist entered into the inner shrine
‘behind the curtain. %"We have just such a priest!®

It is perhaps due to the writer's care in preserving
the analogy between the 0ld Testament priests and their
offering, and the Wew Covenant priest and His, that he limits
our Savior's offering to the shedding of His blood at Cal-
vary. St. Paul considers Christ's assumption of the human
form, His endurance of the infirmities and sufferinge of -
human 1life (and of His human 1ife which was particulalty
frought with vain), as part of the Savior's substitutionary

work for the sins of the world., The author of Hebrews,

however, views thés phase of Christ's work simply as His
preparation and grooming for the great offering which He
must bring: Himself.® Ohrist's entire 1ife, from His birth
to the final scene of "loud ories and tears" in Gethsemans,
served (in the writer's opinion) as a period in which He
was perfected by the Father to do the Father's will. He
was "perfected by suffering” that He might have the strength
and the ultimate submission of His will to the Father's to

endui-e shameful death.7 He was perfected in sympathy by be-
He might be our

s death.a

ing made like unto us in every respect, that
understanding priest at the throne of God after Hi

8, Of. . oit., p. 133,
A %e zﬁlig%&g;y%haﬁhhst'a guffering on this earth

' tion, Ve say
was not als t of His viocarious satisfac
only that tﬁepﬁl ter of Hebrews does not present that aspeot
of Christ's humiliation.
8. See p.




Thue viewing Christ's priestly work, our author is able

to lead his readers %o a grand climax. He is able to show them
the true greatness of the Savior's offering, and he is able, by
preserving the analogy betweentthe 0l1d and the New, to speak

the language of his readers throughott. Christ shed His own
blood for the remission of sins.” It 1s necessary that the shed-
ding of blood take place, for no covenant is ratified without
the shedding of blood. 8e Jesus, who did not offer the blood

of some domsstic animal, perfeoct though it may have been, but
who offered His own blood once for all.l0 See Jesus who died,

for a testament is of no effeoct until the testator has dted.l

9. "He must therefore have something to offer; for the very
duty of a priest is to offer gifts and sacrifices for sin.
But what is that which He offers? It is not any suoh sacri-
fice as the Levitical priest offers, insomuch that, were He
on earth, He could not be recognized as priest at all. What
then can it be? It cannot certainly be the blood of bulls
ahd goats. The daily scene of slaughter that took place before
the door of the tabernacle would be utterly out of place in
the celestial sanotuary. You cannot imagine such sanguinary
work going on up yonder. The sacrifice that is to make even
heaven pure must be of a very different oharacter. . . Can
yYou not guess what it is? 1t 1s Himself, offered without
SPot or stain unto God." Bruce, op. oit., p. 393, -

10. Bruce says in connection with 7:37: "That saori }ce s
was Himself. The great thought comes in here for the firs
{:Une. Once struck“ as Delitzsoch ::Ys,p‘-‘hgag“’ sounds ever

ouder and louder." Bruce, op. €it., P. .

11. aDie volle Suendenvergebung wag ja erst im mam;i.:i &;:g:
verheiszen, als dessen Mittler der messianische Hohepd :oh
die fuer aile Zeit gueltige Erloesung tu-fa.nd‘5 cl‘mterl g.ls
sein eigenes Blut beschaffte (9:13). Darum deutet ja ot

/ oV
durch das so nachdruecklich vorantretende ﬁ&”g:we{-:;a/fiﬂmicht

an, dasg der intendierte Zweck des neuen
werden konnte, wenn ein Tod eingetreten war, und ‘-l‘;izgr:lixrgen |
9:16f, dadurch begruendet, dasz ein Testament g:t i
Tod des Testators definitiv rechtliche Gueltig

Berhhard Weiss, Der Hebraserbrief, p. 3.
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See Jesus, Who is in every reaspect a priest, whose offering
is & priestly offering, whose ‘de'athl 1 a sacrificial “»death.la

But why should Christ's blood, why should His sacrifice
of Himself be 80 superior? For several reasons, OChrist
was begotten the Som of God from eternity, and as a Son He
was apvointed a priest to mediate in His own household for
the s8ins of the people. The very fact of His 'Sonahi.p, as we
have secn in an earlier chapter; makes Him a Ruler of His
own household and One with the Father. Surely a Son who of-
ferg Himself must be far more acceptable to the Father than
the sacrifices of anikals offered by appointees?

We have also seen that Christ was a Son and a Priest
"without blemish", The 0ld Testament believers had to fur-
nigh animale for saorifice without blemish and without spot.
The law provided regulations for the seleotion of the best
of their flocks for sacrifices. And yet, as the writer of
the Epistle to the Hebrews clearly shows, these sacrifices
were only animal sacrifices, the blood shed and sprinkled
was only animal blood. They may have been perfect animals,
but their perfection was but a physical perfection. Christ

on the other hand, sinless and morally spotless in every re-=

‘ : Ohrist
12. "The sacrificial character of the death of
was 8 common article of faith long before. 'm“"a:azg.“
in connection with Isaish 53:10-13. How 1% 1s preot me;ol)‘
in Tsaiah 53 that the servant of Jehovah f1gu rﬁ:fﬁo aoct-
a8 the passive laumb of sacrifice, but also as

death (v. 13) or
ively and freely pours out His :ou;lm::tg“ soul an offering

p. 433.

even, according to the rendering,
for sin (v. 10)." Vos, op. oit.,




spect, offered His own body on the treo.1_3 Being sinleas,
Ohri.st also had no need to offer sacrifices first for His
own sins and then for the sins of the people (7:27,38),
as was necessary for the 0ld Testament priests in their
weakness (5:2; 7:37). The sins He took with Him into death
were not His own, but those of the world before and after
the historical fact of His death,
Thie sinlessness of the Lord who ig both Offerer and
Offering also signifies His ocomple te- obedience to the will
of the Father. "5, I have come to do Thy will O God." (10:7).
Bod's will was that He should provide, with the bosy pre-
pared for Him, the perfect sacrifice--the eternally effective
offering on behalf of sin. Therefore, in fulfilling the
will of the Father, Ohrist offered Himself; and His offer-
ing, being the will of the Pather, was acceptable once for
al1.14 1he superiority and the superior acceptabllity of
Christ's offering due to the singleness of purpose of both
Father and Son, can be readily traced throughout the Epistle.
We marvel constantly at the great love of God, who,

being esinned against by man, makes ‘restitution for those

14, “But Christ of
arrangement between the Father and Himself. SestpAGreRT ST
arrangement was made is clearly intimated in in the Godhead
that gracious transaction between the m"on‘oz mankind, and
Ohrist engaced to offer Himself for the sins e oonpiBtG
the Father engaged to accept of that Oftaﬂn%ehalf 41t should
satisfaction for the sins of those 1!2145110“ .
be presented.” Seiss, op. 8it., P- ;




sins by Himself becoming both Priest and Vietim-that "y

one offering He might forever perfect the sone of men." (10:14)
_ - Thie great love of God, this voluntary self-sacrifice,
brings out another point in which His.offering is superior.
Thus far we have discussed Christ‘'s offering as being super-
fior only because it is Christ who:is offering Himself, and
since Christ as Offerer is superior to all priests, and as
Victim to all animals, His is the greater offering. In 9:14,
however, we read that Christ offered Himself "through an
eternal spirit." Just what is meant by this phrase has been:
much debated by many commentators., It is generally thought '
that "through an eternal spirit” has an ethical, rather

than a metaphysiocal connotation,16 If we are to accept the
view that Christ's offering of Himself through an eternal
epirit signifies His free, loving, Voluntary offering, we

1ift His sacrifice out of the r&‘alm of the f1lesh and blood
saorifices of the 014 Testament.l’ "The important thing in
connection with the legal sacrifices was the simple fact that
the blood was shed and sprinkled according to the rubric.

1_'he importent thing in Ohrist's gacrifice was, not the fact

‘ Covenant

__ 15, Of all the distinguishing features of the New ’
this is undoubtedly the most significant: that chrll:a: :;:tng‘:
only passive as those animals whioh were offered, S
was' the active agent in offering Himself. Ve ‘:;uhed (i
uindad again that our salvation 1; ghgllr acoom:
side of the grace of God. .

18. Sgl;l:s;g:e:iyb{hat Ggrist, even though H§1gi:~g’xg:§dau
only in spirit, and thus, through spiril was @
life through death. _

b i B 53 Bruce, oD. ocit., P. 338.
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- that His blood was shed, but the spirit {n which it was
ghga,"le Perhaps this aids somewhat in explaining the sup-
eriority of Christ's offering over the Levitical sacrifices.
Why is the blood of animals ascribed such a limited value,
whereas the blood of Christ, shed {in a sense) in the same
way, is ascribed transcendent qualities and unlimited
virtue? Bruce angwers:

Death, blood, in its own place, may have theolog-
ical significance, but not apart from spirit. This
is the new truth which by a wide gulf separates the
Levitical from the Christian sacrifice. . . It is
not enough for him to say "Blood atones."” ¥We under-
stand what that means in reference to Levitical
sacrifices: blood was sprinkled on the altar and the
mercy-seat, and so made persons and places rituslly
holy. Was Christ's blood literally sprinkled on
the holy things in the "true” tabernacle? 1Is it
sprinkled literally on human consciences?. . . In
the phrase "through an eternal spirit,” I see the
evidence that the writer of our Eptatie felt the
pressure of the question and knew how to answer is.
. . .Sacrifice and priesthood are perfected when
pPriest and victim are one anigwhen the seorifice
is the revelation of spirit.

Inasmuch as the writer of this Epistle eaplains the
01d Testament sacrifices typically, and insofar as he applies
the analogy of the shedding of blood to Christ's offering,
I don't feel that we cen entirely reject the thought that

Christ's sacrifice is superior because Hés blood, being the

blood of Christ, is superior., On the other hand, our fathers

might well have addwd to the words "By His holy,
blood,” the further thought, "Shed voluntarily through His

precious

18, Ibid.
19, Bruce, gop. cit., P. 344.
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spirit of love and beneficent intentiom £Gr manitnd,®20

This blood was shed through an "eternal spirit." The
word oLl v o further elevates the sacrifice of Christ %o a
position far above the animal sacrifices of the 01d Testa-
ment.21 That Christ's offering was mﬁe through an eternal
epirit is wholly in keeping with, and directly resultant
from, the eternal character of His person and the eternal
efficacy of His offering--both of these truths (as we have
seen) being presented at some length in the Epistle. The
eternal character of His person made it possible that His
offering might be eternally efficasious. That His offering
was eternally efficacious is brought out in the Epistle by
the constantly recurring %Sad’rrac{ . Before entering into a
discussion of {g«ra{, however, we shall disouss the problen
of the exact time of Christ's offering. _ |

There has been' much speculation oﬁ the part of theol- i
ogians as to the proper placing of the death of Christ in
the whole plan of the Atonement. Is the death, that histor-
ical shedding of Christ's blood, to be considered the sole
woTk of offering on the merits of which the Savior now in-

tercedes for us? Or does the presentation of His blood at

20. L :

-32. I"bTﬁig epithet ‘eternal’ suggests the thought:h:l;:o;::u
performed by Jesus in offering Himself may, ?u h:: K
event, become old with the Lapse of the ages; 505
which found expression in Ohrist®
same yesterday, today, and forever,
lends to the priestly deed {mperishab
cance." Bruce, op. oit., P. 399

alf-gsacrifice is the
. s:ﬁ in its self-identity
le merit and signifi-
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the "inner sanctuary" in heaven constitute Christ's offer-
ing? Or agaln, does Christ's of Himself continue, in as
sense, ¢ven now at the right hand of God? All three of these
views are strenuously argued in various theologiwal camps.
Professor Milligan tries hard to prove the last of
these views by saying that since every priest must have
something %o offer, and since Christ's work at the throne
of heaven is spoken of in the Epistle as a priestly work,
therefors the Atonement is being repeated over and over
again with each recurrent sin--and this by the repeated
offering of the Lord's blood 1;1 heaven. In Prof. ¥illigan's
own words:

There is thus no inconsistency between proclaime
ing the continuousness of Christ's offering of
Himself in heaven, and the fact that that offer-
ing begun upon the cross was then complete%hand
¢an never be repeated. And we are led to the con-
clusion that the "somewhat" referred to in our
text as offered by our Lord is Himself, or, if the
expression be preferred, His omn msmams own
11fe, oresented to the Father in the obedience
and submission of a 1life of perfect Sonship, from
that moment when, identifying Himself with His
people, and His people with Him, He enters thri ;
hewvenly sanctuary, and begins %o act His pa :

as the heavenly High-priest. From that ?omgn

He is ever transacting with God on behal ?H.

those who are one with Him, end so dding, 22

work is always the same, present living worx.

view, taken by Prof. ¥illigan,

WP

[ —

Te shall see that this
at the presentation of

¢t at which Christ's

very olosely resembles the opinion th

His blood at the mercy-seat is the poin

seorifice is efficacious, Those holding to the presentation

P

23, Willigan, gp. glt., Pe 145.
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theory, as well as FProf. ¥illigan, argue that the efficacy
of the 01d Testament offerings was to be found in their
being sprinkled on the mercy-seat by the high-priest who

had entered into the Holy of Holies. The significance &f
the blood of the saoriﬂoe was not that a death had ococurred,

. but that blood was the symbol of life--and with this symbol

of 1life sins could be renm.tte(l.a:5 Christ's offering was
also in this sense analogous toA the 014 Testament saorifices,
and the writer of the Epistle to the Hebrews makes it so
when he speaks of Christ's acceptable presentation before the
throne of grace.

And yet, these commentators forget that in order that
the blood might be sprinkled on the meroy-seat, the victim
from which the blc;od had come had to be slain. The 0ld Tes-
tament sacrifice was thought to be efficacious when sprinkled
on the mercy-seat, but this act could never be separated
from the immediately preceding one: that of the high-priest
shedding the blood of the victim, and carrying that victim's
blood into the sanctuary. If we insist that the analogy

between Christ's sacrifice and that of the Old Testament be
work of interces-

ant fact: both the

oarried all the way, even to His present

Bion, then we dare not forget this import

23."The Seriptural idea of blood is essentially an idea

n-
of 1ife and not death. . . The blood, in other mrdsiafepme

t
sents the enmergzy of the physical earthly 1ife as 1
use of the :orgyin the %_83.1_3. Yo the gz‘lﬁ-l'!-tb‘:,‘:”'rﬁr“
fully intelligible by taking account of this LFuml, == o,
blood poured out is the energy of present human
avajlable for others." Wesocott, QP. cit., P.




64

shedding of blood and the presentation thereof are egsential
parts of the sacrifice.?? For without the shedding of

blood there is no forgiveness of sin, and without the shed-
ding of blood there would be no blood to present either in
the inner sanctuary or at the throne of grace, Bruce is
aware of the importance of the déath of Christ as a sacri-
ficial act:

The gta¢emmant that through death Jesus became
ivso facto abthor of salvation is not falsified
he fact that the essential point in a sac-
rifice was 1ts presentation before God in the
sanctuary, which in the Levitiocal spstem took
pPlace subseduently to the slaughtering of the
victim, when the priest took the blood within
the tabewnacle and sprinkled 1t on the altar
of incense or on the mercy-geat. The death of
our High-priest is to be conceived of as in-
cluding all the steps of the sacrificial pro-
cess within itself., lLapse of time or change
of place is not necessary to the accompli sh-
ment of the work., The death of the vietim, the
presentation of the sacrificial blood-—al%svas

performed when Christ called TereAtbre !

How Frof. Milligan and others can hold to their view of
a continued offering, even in the sense of a continued pre-
sentation of Christ's blood in heaven, is difficult to under-
stand when we consider 9:35: "Nor was it to offer Himself
repeatedly, as the high-priest enters the Holy Place yearly

with blood not his own." The faot of Christ'se single offer-

ing of Himself is brought out conclusively also by 10:12 and

24. “me der Hohepriester zuerst im Vorhof die opfertiere

sten Gott dar-
schlachtete und dann deren Blut im Algeggggigu oe&s suf Erden

brachte $ Christus als das wahr
sein B1&tegig§egeben und sodann im Himmolggéch gelbst Gott
dargebraoht." RigganbaOh, Q%o _0_1_._t‘., Pe .

35. Bruce, op. ¢it., P.




10:14: "But vhen Christ had offered for all time a single
saorifice for sins, He sat down at the right hand of God,"
and, "By a sinzle offering, He has perfected for .a11 tme
thoge who are consecrated."

In addition to the idea of a "single offering," a
"onetime sacrifice,"” the author of this Epistle speaks of
a pacrifice for all time. We read,

Consequently He is able for all time to save (7:35)
those who draw near to God through Him,

He did this once for all when He offered up
Fimgelf, (7:327)

He entersd once for all into the Holy Place,

taking not the blood of goats and calves, but

His own blood, thus securing an eternal re-
demption. (9:13)

Fut as it is, He has appeared once for 2ll
at the end of the age to put avay sin by

the sacrifice of flimself. (9:28)
We have been consecrated through the offer-
ing of the body of Jesusy once for all. (10:10)

But when Christ had offered for ell time 2 (10:12)
single sescrifice for sins; :

In these passages we see the "all time," the eterna)l e’ﬁ’i-
cacy of Christ's sacrifice, The recurring idea of QAT
meaning literally "once for all time," "not %o be repeated,”
gains, from the context in which 1% occurs a menaing whioh

not only signifies finallity, put all-inclusiveness, and
not

completencss, 28 Christ's sacrifice, being once for all,
"put extended over

only wag sufficient to the end of the ages,

26, Cf. M1ligan, op. oit., P. 136.




the ohildren of Adam living before the historical events
of 29 or 30 A.D..""" His offering, becauge 1t 1s the offer-
ing of Himself, "secures an eternal redemption.® This means
t.ha.t, Hig offering, and the efficacy and benefits of His
offering, are beyond time; for time is a limitation pe~
ouliar to this world. Once for all, ample for all, exten-
ding to 211, Christ's offering transcends all previous
offer&ngs.?‘a How different is thihs Highepriest from the
high-priests of the 01d Mspensation who came to the Holiest
of Holies vear after yeér with the blood of ever fresh sac-
rificial victins! How different from those priests who,
thus comlng yeer by year, wore nevertheless aware that the
heap of the people's sins was "sccumulating in spite of
their faithful ministrations!®®® How different this Christ
and Hig offering, for He makes full expiation for the sins

of the people of all time: once for all!

7. . elt., D s O &
ag. g? g:nd'@'leg timagely 1 think, all of this contain
in the grand thought: 4ATY «

29, Ibid.




III. Ohrist'e Offering Completed, He

Lives %o lMake Intercession for Us

The Epistle to the Hebrews seldom speaks of the {q.mw{
offering of Ohrist apart from His entrance into glory. The
two thoughts are already closely associated in the introduc-
tion: "Having made purification for sins, He sat down at
the right hadn of the Hajesty on High;® "But we see Jesus
orowned with glory and honor because of the suffering of
death;" (2:9)--and so throughout the Epistle,

Christ's offering, though made on this earth, was,
techniocally considered, not complete until it was presented
at the throne of grace. This does not mean that the presenta-
tion of His blood was an event outside of and apart from His
death, In Christ's death both the sacrificial offering of
Himself, and the presentation of that offering ocourred
ainmltaneoualy.l ¥or do we necessarily have to think of

Ohrist's bresentation of Himself and His blood in heaven, as

the same way as the animal blood was :
re the

having been presented in
presented.2 T+ will suffice to place the emphasis whe

s ‘ : 64.
1. See the quotation from Bruce %;"g'hmum High-priest's

3. Does our author, in CO
offering b that of the 01d Testament priests, i thtnki or
want his readers to think of Christ's blood as (1iterally)

87




suthor of our Epistle places 1t: not on the manner of
presentation of flesh and blood before God, and not on the
particular time when this might have happened, but on the
faot that Christ was accepted and glorified, having been
made perfect forever. And because Ohrist's offering was
accepted, it was able to procure an eternal redemption for
a11.3 |

The author condiders Christ's session at the right hand
of God as a declaration of the Savior's success. His offer-
ing on this earth is the "key which opens the door to the
inner sanctuary”4--for Him, and through Him, for us. "But
when Christ appeared as a High-priest of good things to come,
then through the greater and more perfect tent, (not made
with hands, that is, not of this oreation) He entered once
for all into the Holy Place, taking not the blood of goats
and calves but His own blood, thus securing an eternal re-
demption" (9:11f.). "He opened for us & new and living way,
through the curtain, that ig, through His flesh, since we
have a great Priest over the house of God!! Christ was
socepted into the heavenly sanctuary, & King over His omn

5
household by virtue of the saorifice of Himself for us!

; k in a
aprinkled esvenly sanotusry? Or does he spea
figure of i'se:ﬁﬁ Ehen he states that "Ohrist tg:k ELe ;:n“_
blood with Him into the heavenly sanctuary? u:rgiter‘s
Phatically, "No such crude idea ever entered the
mind, . . Plesh and Blood, whether of man 0
of the earth, earthy, and belong to
Bmeel ?0 oit-’ P. 331-

3.'0f. willigen, op. oit., P. 152.
4‘ Bl'uoe, in -]_-29.0 _c_,i_-_t_‘ 379
5. Saphir, op. _o_%_t_,’ vol. 1' P. .
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Ohrist ia & priest forever. He did not make satis-
faction for man's ein and then git down on His throne to
rest in glory. "He oontinues & priest forever." The
priestly work which He now does is also or our behalf.®
We dare not forget that our suthor is more concerned with
showing his readers how the Savior cominues as priest now,
than with reminding them of the history of His priestly -
work on earth. "We have a great High-priest who has passed
through the heavens; we have a great High-priest who lives
even now to make intersession for us at the throne of grace."
We have a great High-priest, who, interceding for us at
the throne of God, 1s able to give timely help, is able %o
understand our frailties and our eins both of ignorance and
of error. Ve have a great High-priest who is able to accom-
plish all this because the Father, by orowning Him with
glory and honor, has shown that His offering is acceptable
onoce for all!

Do you still look for a Levitical priesthood that will
offer ssorifices under your very noses? Do you leok for
shining robes, for smoking altars, for long prayers, for
continued shedding of blood? Will you continue %o seek &
priest to enter into the Holy of Holies on your penaiit

. - h mit seinem Tode
6. sDie Bedeutung Christi ernchoepﬂt::‘t’.r und Hohepriest-

nicht, Als der Erhoshte ist er der Yer
erliche Fuersprecher der Gomeu‘rxgg gﬁfl’ '::;1' h::'um:r
nur sein als der, welcher den

Beiner Person den Ertrag seines suf Exden vollbrachten Werkes

Tueammenfaszt.” Riggenbach, op. oit., P. 366.



70

You have here a Priest who has rent the veil separating
you from the Holiest of Holies. You have hereva Priest
who through His blood has gained for you ® a new and liv-
ing way into the sanctuary.”
Faith, not the stenchand smoke of repeated animal
offerings, must be your assurance that you are one with
God. The testimony of the Holy Spirit in your hearts is
the conclusive evidence of unseen hope. Follow the example
of your forbears who unlike you, though they never saw the
hope of eternal life fulfilled, continually awaited and
earnestly sought an abiding oity. God has seen fit to give
us something better. God has seen f£it to perfeoct our con-
sciences from sin by the offering of one Han.
Thus the olosing chapters of the Epistle serve to
apply the inspired presentation of the Great High-Priest.
"You have not come to what may be touched,” but you have
come to faith in the Abiding City; you have realized the
fulfillment of all that the patriarchs hoped for. "See that
you do not refuse Him who is speaking!" (12:35).
Jesus Christ is the same yesterday and today
and forever. . . We have an altar from which
those who serve the tent have no right %o eat.
For the bodies of those animals whose blood is
brought into the sanctuary by the high-priest
as a sacrifice for sin are burned outside the
camp. BSo Jesus also suffered outside the gate
in order to oonsecrate the people through His
own blood. Therefore let us go forth to Him
outside thg'eamp{ bearing abuse for Him. For

here we have no lasting oity, but we seek the
oity whieh is to oome. (13:8, 10-14).
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