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INTRODUCT | ON

IN WRITING ON THE SUBJECT, "THEg Doctasni OF THE
HumaNITY OF CHRIST ACCORDING TO THE EPISTLE TO THE Hes=
REWS", TWO METHODS OF PROCEDURE SEEM POSSIBLE. ONE wWoOULD
' BE TO WORK THROUGH THE ENTIRE EPISTLE, PICKING OUT ALL
THE PASSAGES HAVING A BEARING ON THE DOCTRINE OF THE HU=
MANITY OF CHRIST, AND THEN TREATING ALL THESE PASSAGES
EXEGETICALLY IN THE ORDER IN WHICH THEY APPEAR N THE
EPISTLEs, THE OTHER METHOD WOULD BE TO TAKE A STANDARD
DOGMATICAL OQUTLINE OF THE DOCTRINE OF THE HUMANITY OF
CHRIST, AND THEN GULL OUT JHDIVIDUAL PASSAGES FROM THE
EPISTLE TO SUPPORT THE VARIOUS PARTS OF THIS PRE~DETER=-
MINED OUTLINE,

BOTH METHODS HAVE ADVANTAGES AND DI SADVANTAGES, OnE
OF THE ADVANTAGES OF THE FIRST I8 THAT EVERYTHING RELATING
TO THE DOOTRINE OF THE HUMANITY OFf CHRIST wOouLD BE DISCUS-
8EDe HOWEVER, THIS METHOD WOULD NOT TEND TO GIVE A CLEAR-
CUT PICTURE OF THE DOCTRINE ITSELF. THERE wWOULD BE 80O
MUCH SKIPPING ABOUT FROM ONE POINT TO AMOTHER THAT IN THE
END A RATHER UNCOORDINATED VIEW OF THE DOCTRINE WOULD BE
OBTAI HED, THE REASON FOR THIS IS 0BVIOUS, OF GOURSE.

WHEH THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS WAS WRITTEN THE AUTHOR HAD
NO INTENTION OF WRITING A DOGMAT|CAL TREATISE ON THE HUMA=
NITY OF CHRISYs, HE MAKES MANY JMPORTANT STATEMENTS IN RE-

GARD TO THIS POCTRINE, BUT ALL OF THESE STATEMENT S WERE




MADE IH THE PROCESS OF UNFOLDING THE PLAN OF HIS EPISTLE .
THEREFORE, IT NATURALLY FOLLOWS THAT THE ASSERTIONS HE
MADE IN REGARD TO CHRISTYS HUMAN NATURE wi LL NOT NECES-
SARILY COME IN A SYSTEMATIO SEQUENGE, AND |F THEY ARE LIF~
TED OUT OF THE BODY OF THE EPISTLE IN THE ORDER IN WHICH
THEY COME, THEY CANNOT PRESENT A SYSTEMATIC PICTURE OF THE
DOCTRINE OF THE HUMANITY OF CHRIST,

THE OTHER METHOD (ARRANG|I NG THE VAR IOUS PASSAGES
BEARING ON THE DOGTRINE OF CHRIST'S HUMANITY ACCORDING TO
A PRE=DETERMINED OUTLINE) ALSO HAS DI SADVANTAGES. FOR ONE
THING, IT wiLL BRING TOGETHER PASSAGES TH AT ARE, PERHAPS,
SEPARATED BY SEVERAL CHAPTERS N THE EPISTLE |TSELF, aﬁo
WiLL THUS TEND TO COVER UP THE WONDERFUL PLAN OF THE
EPISTLEe BUT THIS METHOD ALSO HAS A DISTINCT ADVANTAGE,
IT wiLL GIVE A CLEAR=CUT PICTURE OF THE DOCTRINE OF
CHRIST'S HUMANITY AND AT THE SAME TI ME Wi LL SHOW HOV COM=-
PLETELY THIS DOCTRINE IS PRESENTED IN THE EPISTLE TO THE
HEBREWS,

To US THIS SECOND METHOD SEEMED THE BEST ONE TO USE
IN WRITING ON THE SUBJEOCT, "THE DOCTRINE OF THE HUMANITY
ofF CHRIST ACCORDI NG TO THE EPJ STLE TO THE.HEIREWS", AND
S0 WE HAVE FOLLOWED IT IN PREPARING THIS THESIS.

IT™ MUST BE STATED HERE THAT IN THE PREPARATION OF THIS

THESIS NOT ALL OF THE PASSAGES THAT HAVE A CONNECTION WITH THE

DOCTRINE OF CHRIST'S HUMARITY HAVE BEEN TREATED. THE REA~-

SON WHY THIS WAS DONE | S TYTHAT THE PURPOSE OF THIS THESIS

11D WPt




18 TO SHOW MERELY HOW COMPLETELY THE DOGCTRIHNE UNDER CON~

SIDERATION HAS BEEN SET FORTH IN THE EPISTLE TO THE HES=

REWS. IN CASES WHERE THERE WERE A NUMBER OF PASSAGES, ALL
BRINGING OUT THE SAME POINT, ONLY A FEW OF THEM Qenz
TREATED, SINCE THIS THESIS DOES NOT CLAI M TO BE al Eﬁuaus-
TIVE TREATISE ON ALL THE PASSAGES REFERRING TO CHRIST'S
HUMANITY, WE FEEL THAT WE WERE JUSTIFIED IN DOING THIS,
AFTER ALL, IH SHOWING HOW COMPLETELY THE DOCTRINE OF fna
HUMAN NATURE OF CHRI ST IS SET FORTH IN THE EPISTLE TO THE
HEBREWS, 1T IS NOT NEGCESSARY TO GOVER EVERY S| NGLE PASSAGE
THAT TOUCHES ON THAT PARTICULAR odctnanz, S| NCE SOME OF
THE PASSAGES ONLY REPEAT WHAT HAS ALREADY BEEN STATED BLSE-
WHEREe TO JLLUSTRATE: IF THERE ARE FIVE PASSAGES THAT ALL
BRING OUT POINT A" OF THE PRE=DETERMINED OUT LINE OF THE
DOCTRINE, IT IS NOT NECESSARY TO TREAT ALL FIVE PASSAGES
JUST TO SHOW THAT POINT "A™ 18 COVERED IN THE EPISTLE.  |IF
THIS PROCEDURE SEEMS SOMEWHAT ARBITRARY, WE STATE AGAIN THAT
THE PURPOSE OF THIS THESIS IS MERELY TO SHO¥ HOW COMPLETELY
THE DOCTRINE OF CHRIST'S HUMAN ITY HAS BEEN REVEALED IH THE
EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS,

THE QUESTION OF THE AUTHORSHIP OF THE EPISTLE‘HAS NOT
BEEN ENTERED INTO AT ALL IN THIS PAPER. IT WAS NOT GCON-
S)IDERED BECAUSE WE GOULD NOT SEE THAT T HAS ANY BEARI NG ON
THE SUBJECT TREATED. FOR OUR PURPOSES IT MAKES LITTLE DIF=-
FERENGE WHO THE AUTHOR OF THE EPISTLE wAS., THE SAME THING

APPLIES TO THE QUESTI ON OF THE ADODRESSEES OF THE EPISTLE.




THIS QUESTION HAS NO CONNECTION WITH THE SUBJEGT UNDER GON~-
SIDERATION (AS FAR AS WE CAN SEE), THEREFORE, IT, TOO, HAS
BEEN PASSED BY.

TEXTUAL PROBLEMS HAVE NOT BEEN ENTERED INTO, EXCEPT
IN A FEW CASES WHERE IT WAS NECESSARY TO DO S0 | N KEEPING
WITH THE PURPOSE OF THE THESISe |IT SHOULD BE STATED THAT
THE VARIANT READINGS ENCOUNTERED WERE USUALLY OF MINOR
IMPORTANCE; THE TEXT USED I8 THAT OF NESTLE, WIRTTEMBERG-
I1ScHE BIBELANSTALT, 1932,

WORKING wiTH THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS IN PREPARING
THIS THESIS HAS BROUG HT MUCH ENLIGHTENMENT, COMFORT, AND
STRENGTH TO THE WRITER, AS IS ALWAYS THE GASE WHEN SINFUL
MORTALS STUDY THE RICHES OfF GOD'S WORD, AND EVEN THOUGH
THIS PAPER WILL, NO DOUBT, BE BURIED IN A DUSTY CORNER OF
A LIBRARY, WE NEVERTHELESS PRAY THAT SOME DAY IT MAY HELP
TO SHOW TO SOME OTHER CHILD OF GOD THE GLORIES AND THE NEAR-
NESS OF THE LORD JESUS, OurR GREAT HicH PRIEST. "For WE
HAVE NOYT AN WIGH PRIEST WHICH OGANNOT BE TOUCHED WI TN THE
FEELING OF OUR INFIRMITIES] BUT WAS I N ALL POINTS TEMPTED
LIKE A8 WE ARE, YET w| THOUT SInNe LET US THEREFORE CONE
BOLDLY UNTO THE THRONE OF GRACE, TNAT WE MAY OBTAIN MEROY,
AND FIND GRAGE TO HELP IN TINE OF NEED." -~Hga. 4, L5.

16,
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PART |

PROOF THAT CHRIST HAS A TRUE HumAn NATURE




CHAPTER ONE: THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ASGCRIBES TO CHRIST
HUMAN HAKES, '

DoES THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ASCRIBE TO JESUS HUMAN

HAMES? YES, IT DOES, IN cHe 2, 6 WE HEAD!TiféGTLV‘%Léeanos

c/ ’ 3 —~ 3 ¢\ > / e/ > / > /
ST JULM VYT Y AUTOV; 4 Utos xyOp LMoL OTL entTKETTY XKOTOV; —

("WHAT §8 MAN THAT THOU ART REMEMBERING HIM? OR THE SON OF
MAN THAT THOU ART VISITING HIMP") THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS
HERE QUOTES PsaLu B, A MessianNIc PSaLmMe SINCE THIS 1S ROT
THE PLACE FOR A LENGTHY DISCUSSION OF THE QUESTION WHETHER
THIS PARTICULAR PSALM 1S A MESSIANIC PSALM, WE MERELY RE=
FER To MaTv, 21, lﬁl WHERE CHRIST HIMSELF DEGCLARES ITS
MESS| ANy O GHARAGTER, AND To | Cors 15, 272anp EpH. |, 223
WHERE THE HoLvy GHOST, SPEAKING THROUGH Ste PauUL, CONFIRMS
ITe

THAT PsaLm 8 18 A MESSIANIC PSALM 1S GLEAR ALSO FROM
THE FOLLOWING WORDS, WHIGCH THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS QUOTES IH
cHe 2, 83 m?\ffo« Jﬂe’-rxgocg Jﬂomz’-rw Twv mesS oy
AOTEU — ("THOU HAST PUT ALL THINGS IN SUBJVECTION UNDER
HIS FEET".) UNDER WHOSE FEET WERE ALL THINGS PUT IN SuB-

JECTION? CERTAINLY NOT MAN'S, FOR NOWHERE IN THE SCRIP=

le Mre 21, 163 IN ANSWER TO THE CHIEF PRIESTS AND
SCRIBES WHO OBJECTED TO THE GCHILDREN SINGING, "HOSANNA TO
THE SoN oF Davip", Jesus quoTtes Ps, 8, 2, "OuT OF THE
MOUTH OF BABES AND SUCKLINGS THOU HAST PERFECTED PRAISE",
THUS REVEALING THE MESS|ANIC CHARACTER OF THE PsaLm.

2+ | Core 15, 27: "For HE HATH PUT ALL THINGS UNDER
His FEETs BuT wHEN HE SAITH ALL THINGS ARE PUT UNDER Hiwm,
IT IS MANIFEST THAT HE IS EXCEPTED, WHICH DI D PUT ALL
THINGS UMDER Him",

3¢ EPHe |, 223 "AND HATH PUT ALL THING S UNDER HIS
FEETaoeoeo"




TURES ARE WE TOLD THAT MAN WAS GIVEN DOMINION CVER ALL
THING S, (Cr. GEN. |, 26-28) IT 1S TRUE THAT THE EARTH
AND ALL THINGS IN IT WERE MADE SUBJEGT TO MAN, BUT WHAT
ABOUT THE SUN, THE MOON, THE STARS, AND THE ANGELS?
THESE THINGS, TOO, ARE INCLUDED IN "ALL 'rm‘ncs“, FOR THE
AUTHOR EXPRESSLY SAYS IN Ve Bi €V T yxp dmo bt K0T
TX Ty TR o°u§>€v3<cpa’v;n<csv XOT O 2VONOTH KTOV — _ ("For
IN THAT HE SUBJECTED ALL THINGS UNDER HIM, HE LEFT
NOTHING UNSUBJECTED UNDER WiuM",) (CP. | Cor,. 15, 27) A
STATEMENT LIKE THAT CANNOT BE MADE CONOERNING MAN. IT 1S
TRUE ONLY OF JESUS,

ONE THING 1S GCERTAI N: THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS CORRECT=
LY REGARDS Ps, 8, 4=6 as A MesSSIANIC PSALM AND ME USES (T
AS SUCH, THEREFORE, WHEN HE QUOTES IN CH, 2, 6 THESK
WORDS oF PS, 8% T(’éa‘-nv:’xluleew—aos 2/1‘(./AI/UV41’TK41 0 TG0; 3,\,

N o 2 ¢/ > ’ > A
Oios avbpuonov 6T ETITKENTY XUTOV; — WE HOLD THAT HE

IS THEREBY ASCRIBING HUMAN NAMES To CHRIST., |IF JESUS 18
THE "ONE™ wWHO FOR A TIME WAS ABASED BELOW THE ANGELS, AS
THE AUTHOR STATES IN V, 9, AND IF THE "ONE™ WHO FOR A TIME
>/ e 'y e /
WAS ABASED BELOW THE ANGELS 18 AvOpwmos OR Ucos XvBpwnov

AS PS, B CLEARLY SHOWS, THEN CERTAINLY THE WRITER REGARDS

o)
JESUS AS AN dveewwos.

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY
ST. LOUIS, MO.




CHAPTER TWOs THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ASGRIBES TO JESUS
HUMAN FLESH AND BLOOD.

IN THE EARLY CHRISTI AN CHURCH THERE WERE MEN WHO DENIED
THAT JESUS HAD A TRUE HUMAN BODY, === THAT HE AGTUALLY HAD
REAL HUMAN FLESH AND BLOODe THESE MEN DID NOT READ THE
EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS VERY GLOSELY.

b ~ ;/

I8 ene 2, 14A THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS STATESS: c7let ouvLV
,‘ é ’ / w4 o \ / \ SN\
TA T1X LA Lok Ker<owwv/v’r<ev ou/u_ot.o_s 1<eLL To(gK_os, KKt 0TOS Tla(e:l-'

’ / —_— > —_—
TAYyTews peterev 7wy KUTWv — ("SINGE, THEN, THE CHIL=-
DREN ARE SHARERS OF FLESH AND BLOOD, HE HIMSELF ALSO (N THE

— ’ g
SAME WAY TOOK PART OF THE SAMEesee™) [ Td(éw— CONNEOTS
THIS VERSE TO THE PRECEDING AND DES|GNATES THE BELIEVERS,
THE CHILDREN oF GoDe Kc-xoc.vb{:v»]wev 1S HERE CONSTRUED Wi TH
THE GENITIVE, ACCORDING TO THE USAGE OF CLASSICAL GREEK.
ELSEWHERE IN THE NEw TESTAMENT IT 1S USED WITH THE DATEVE,
THE WORD MEANS "TO BECOME A SHARER", THE "CHILDREN" ARE
"SHARERS" OF FLESH AND BLOODe THAT 1S WHAT THEY ALL HAVE |
IN COMMONe THE PERFEGT TENSE INDICATES THE CONSTANT AND
DEFINITIVE CHARACTER OF THIS SHARINGe, IT HAS TAKEN PLAGE
, , ;
SINCE THE DAYS OF ADAM AND STILL CONTINUES TODAY, CA(/,u-ros
/
XX(qEYK0s-THE ORDER 1S RATHER UNUSUAL, GENERALLY IT APPEARS
4 \ e’ A / "
VAeg Kt ek, {41} T XX AY T WS THAYER HAS: SIMILARLY,
IN LIKE MANNER, IN THE S AME WAY", THE WORD, AS IT IS USED
S ) ;

IN THIS VERSE, 185 THE EQUIVALENT OF KATX TXVYTX 1IN Yl7e
FOR THAT REASON IT SEEMS BEST TO TRANSLATE IT: "IN THE SAME

WAY", THE ETERNAL SON OF GOD SECAME A SHARER OF HUMAN




FLESH AND BLOOD IN THE SAME WAY ('nacgac-n)\qtrtluﬁs )] THAT ALL
OTHER WEN ARE SHARERS OF FLESH AND BLOOD.? HoweveERr, IT
MUST MEVER BE FORGOTTEN THAT JESUS WAS A SINLESS SHARER OF
HUMARN FLESH AND BLOOD., HIS HUMAN NATURE WAS NOT GCORRUPTED
BY THE SINFULNESS THAT BEFOULS OTHER MEN., MOLL SAYS: "GE=
wiIsSS ST Txex'n).:,,cnlws NICHT ALS EIN ERMASSIGTES oc/uofws
20 NEHMENS DENN DER VERFASSER 8aGT V. |7, reot T -rra{’vro(, UND
ES WIRD NICHT EINE DLOSSE ANALOGIE DES LEBENS JESU MIT
EINEM WIRKLICHEN MENSCHENLEBEN BEHAUPTET, ODER EINE ALLGE-
MEINE AEHNLICHKEIT IMN GEWISSEN, EINZELNEN VERGLEJCHUNGS=
PUNKTEN, DURCH WELGHE EIN EINIGERMASSEN VERWANDTES VERHALT-
NIBS ENSTANDEN WHRE., ES HANDELT SICH HIER GERABE um HER~
VORHEBUNG DER WAHREN UND VOLLEN MENSGHHEIT DES SOHNES
GOTTES. ABER DAS FRAGLIGHE WORT 18T DESSHKALS DOGCH NICHT
"QLEICHFALLS" 2y UBERSETZEN (DE WETTE), ODER MGLEIGHER=
MASSEN" (BLEEK), SONDERN DRUGKT DIE WIRKLIGHE An!hsauue,
JEDOCH MIT HINDEUTUNG AUF DEN NIE WEGZUDENKEKRDEN UNTER=
SCHIED JESU CHRISTI VON ALLEN Aunéau MenScHEN AUS (Lilll.
NACH CAMERO Us Ae), WIE SOLGHES BESONDERS AUCH ROM. 8, 3

uND PHILe 2, T GESCHIEHT«"® IT IS INTERESTI NG TO NOTE THAT

{

4, Margus Doos, "THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREwWS", THE Ex=
POSITOR'S GREEK TESTAMENT, GRAND RAPIDS, WM. B, ECROMAN'S
PUBLISHING CO,, VOLe TV, P. 2671 "THIS HUMAN NATURE CHRIST
ASSUMED -nac(aom)-qtn’w,s WHICH CHRYSOSTOM INTERPRETS, 00 pxve—
Tarle Bude’gurdve aIN Xy O €. IT MEANS NOT MERELY Mim
LIKE MANNER", BUT "IN ABSOLUTELY THE SAME MANNER"] AS IN
ARRIAN Vib, |, 9, TU &§& XvEpowmes Wy, nxpamA4Tios T7ols a) -
ASes; HEROD. 111 LO4, o’)(e-&‘ov —nocg«ﬂ)w[nws} TALMCST IDENTI=
CAL™; SEE ALSO DioD, Si1Cs, Vs 45,7

‘Be CARL BErRNARD MoOLL, "DER BRIEF An DIE HEBRRER"™, THEO~

LOG) SCH=HOMILETISOHES BiIBsELWERK, LANGE~SCHAFF, B)ELEFELD,
ERLAG vON BeELHAGEN UND KLaSine, 4865, TheiL 12, P. 50
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/ug.,—ch-)(ev IS IN THE AORISTse THE POINT IS THAT THE |N=
 GARNATION 1S A FACT ALREADY BELONGING TO THE PAST. JESUS
STILL HAS HiIS HUMAN NATURE, BUT THE ACT OF ASSUMING T LIES
IN THE PAST, [V &dr"vl OF COURSE, REFERS BACK TO o?t//ua(’ras
K L rofg.wo/s.

IN THIS VERSE, THEN, THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS TELLS US
N PLun LANGUAGE THAT JESUS ASSUMED HUMAN FLESH AND BL 00D,
THAT HE BECAME A SHARER W] TH ALL BELIEVERS IN SOMETH ING
THAT IS COMMON TO ALL MEN,

THE AUTHOR ASCRI BES FLESH AND BLOOD TO JESUS ALSO IN
cHe 10, 19,20, WHERE HE SAvsa)El)(OVTe-s o’évl o?ée)upoft} TXE -
Py Ty Ecs Tyv &laoSov v &d'c’wv Ev 7 fu/fmrc "Tya 60,

IS / (2 t_é\ / N\ P N e
YV EVERXLVITEV 4uly C36V TPESPATOV Kat wao‘uv S 76

N\ ) e

/ — )/ -
KA TA T € TLTAU L TOS, TOOT eTTLV TS THOKOS XUTEO. .. —

J
("HAviINg THE REFORE, BRETHREW, FEARLESS CONFIDENGCE | N REGARD
TO THE ENTRANCE OF THE SANCTUARY BY THE BLOOD OF JESUS,
WHIGH (ENTRANCE) HE INAUGURATED FOR US AS A NEW AND LIVING
WAY, THROUGH THE VEIL, THAT 1S, OF HIS FLESH.ee") THE
THING THAT INTERESTS US HERE, OF CO URSE, ARE THE STATEMENTS!
> — D — N - ; / ~ 2
€ Tw Xt ux T IyTou 5 AND St TOU KX TATETKTURTOS, ToUT ETTLV
13
—~ \ —
Tays TREKOS %uToU, THE FIRST ONE 13 QUITE GLEAR AND FOR OUR
PURPOSES NEEDS NO COMMENT OTHER THAN TO SAY THAT THE AUTHOR
HERE CLEARLY ASSERTS THAT JESUS HAS BLOO « THE OTHER |N~-
/
VOLVES AN (NTERESTING BIT OF IMAGERY, A K«LTXTeTxqu« 18 A
VEIL OR CURTAIN, IN THE New TESTAMENT THE WORD IS USED TO

DESIGNATE THE VEIL THAT SEPARATED THE MOLY OF MNOLIES FROWN

THE HOLY PLAGE IN THE TEMPLE. THROUGH THIS VE) L THE HIGH




PRIEST HAD TO PASS WHEN HE ENTERED INTO THE HOLY OF HOLJES
TO PERFORM THE CEREMONIES wHICH GOD REQUIRED FOR THE Si NS
oF THE PEoPLE. (CFre. Lev.e 9, 16FF.) IT 18 THIS FAOT THE
AUTHOR HAS | N MIND WHEN HE SAYSE 7607 EaTLV T4 G‘x(xésa?ufo’b.
HE PICTURES JESUS AS EXTERING INTO THE nsavenu§ SANGTUARY
THROUGH THE VEIL OF HIS FLESH AvD wiTH HiS OwWN 3LO0OD MAKING
FULL ATONEMENT FOR THE SINS OF ALL MENe APPLIED TO US THIS
MEANS THAT WE CAN KOW HAVE FULL AND FREE BOLDHESS ALSO TO
ENTER THE HEAVENLY SAWCTUARY BY VIRTUE OF THE BLOOD OF
JEsuS., THERE IS NO OTHER WAY INTO THE HEAVENLY SANCTUARY
THAN THROUGH THE VICGARI'OUS ATONEMENT OF JESUS CHRIST, WHICH
HE MADE FOR US ON THE CROSS, wnén H1S HOLY, PRECIOUS BLOOD
WAS POURED OUT FOR WS, AND His 8ODY wAS WOUNDED FOR use ©
THIS VERSE GIVES US A BEAUTIFUL AND HEART=WARMING PjCe
TURE OF HOW JESUS, OUR GREAT HIGH PRIEST, WON ETERNAL SAL~
VATION FOR US, AND HOW WE CAN NOW HAVE THAT SALVATION WITH
ALL BOLDNESS AND GONFIDENCE, BUT IT ALSO G| VES US THE DE-
FINITE ASSURANGE THAT JESUS HAD FLESH AND BLOOD, JUST AS
WE MAVE FLESH AND BLOOD, AND THUS ESTABLISHES THE TRUTH

THAT OUR LORD HAS A TRUE HUMAN NATURE.

6o THE ATTEMPT OF SOME COMMENTATORS TO MAKE THE RENDING
OF THE VEIL OF THE TEMPLE AN ALLEGORY OF THE "RENDING™ OF
JESUS' BODY ON THE CROSS ON THE BASIS OF THIS PASSAGE (S
UNWARRANTED BECAUSE SCRIPTURE DOES NOT TEACH ITe CF. Dobs,
OPe CITe, P. 346,
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CHAPTER THREE: THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ASCRIBES To CHRIST
HUMAN DESCENT o

IFf JEBSUS wAS A TRUE HUMAN BE|I"NG, THEN HE MUST HAVE HAD
HUMAN ANCESTORS. HE MUST HAVE HAD A HUMAN DESGENT. IT I8
NOT IN THE ORDER OF NATURE, WHICH GOD HAS LAID DOWN, T™H AT
MEW GOULD HAVE ANGELS FOR PARENTS OR ANCESTORSe DOES THE
EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS TELL US THAT JESUS HAD HUMAN ANCES=-
TORS?T -st. IT DOES,

/ \ /s > s

In cHe 7, 14 WE ARE TOLD ﬁ€o$4,,)(ov 5“@ OTt c—g Joudx atyx—
TéTAAKey & KU’@UJS .7;:‘.uf5v— ("FOR IT 1S EVIDENT THAT OUR
LORD HAS SPRUNC OUT OF JUDAHeee") iTeé&quv- TOPENLY EVIDENT,
KNOWN TO ALL, MANIFEST", THE WORD 1S USED TO EMPRASI ZE
THAT A CERTAIN THING |8 OF COMMON KNOWLEDGE, NO DOUBT THE
AUTHOR USED THE WORD IN THIS PASSAGE BECAUSE HE KNEW THAT
MANY OF H|S READERS VWERE THOROUGHLY FAMILIAR WITH THE

FAOTS oF JeEsus' LIFE, HIS BIRTH, HIS ANGESTRY, ETC. THEN,

T00, HE KNEW THAT AS HEBREWS HIS READERS WERE THOROUGHLY
FAMILIAR WITH THE OLD TESTAMENT SCRIPTURES, WHICH DECLARE
IN QUITE A NUMBER OF PLAGCES THAT THE SAVIOR WAS TO Co ME
FROM THE TRIBE OF JUDAH.7

THE VERB.dVdTé;«)l<ev '» 18 INTERESTING.s IT HaS
THE BASIC MEANI NG, "TO RISE, ARISE", AND IS FREQUENTLY USED

WHEN SPEAKING OF THE RISING ofF THE Sun (Mt, 13, 65 Jas.

7¢ Cre 18¢ 11, | AND cOMPARE IT WITH | CHRON, 2, 3=5
AND 9-12. SgE aALSO ReEv, 5, 51 Gen. 49, 9.10.
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Iy 1), oR THE RISING OF cLOUDS (LK. 12, 54). IT ALSO HAS
THE MEANING, "TO RISE FROM, BE DESCENDED FROM", THE FIGURE
WHICH UNDERLIES THE VERB §S EITHER THAT OF A RI SI NG STAR,
WHICH COULD POSS| BLE BE REMIN)SCENT OF THE STAR OF JAcos
(Nuw, 24, 17), OR OF A TENDER SHOOT COMING OUT OF THE GROUND,
WHICH WOULD CALL TO OUR MINDS THE 7'\'_0_\_{ p THE "RIGHTEOUS
BRANCH", OF JER, 23, 5.

In THIS VERSE, THEN, THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS TELLS uS
THaT JEsus (& K(_EJLOS ,g,‘,LcI?v ).“s DESCENDED FROM THE TRIR2E OF
JuDaH, HE ASCRIBES TO JESUS HUMAN DESCENT. AND HE |.s EMPHA=
TIC ABOUT IT, FOR HE SAYS, —.;Qéﬁw'\ov— "AS EVERYONE KNOWS,
AS 1S OPENLY EVIDENT",

In THE AUTHORI 2ED VERSION T WOULD SEEM THAT CHe 2, |6

IS A PASSAGE THAT ALS0O ASCRIBES TO JESUS HUMAN DESCENT .

THERE WE READ: "FOR VERILY HE TOOK NOT ON HIM THE NATURE OF

ANGELS: BUT HE TQOK ON HIM THE SEED OF ABRAHAM", (THE umNDER=-
LINED WORDS ARE IN ITALICS IN THE AUTHORIZED VERSI ON.) LoOK=-
ING INTO THE ORIGINAL GREEK, WE FI ND& OU d—a\(e $4mev Scm'e’)«wv
e )«xﬂ@x’vemc, 2N «we’wuorros ’AQG""\"{“ é—ﬁl)\ﬂ([u(go(j\/e’l“d!. ;
THE CRUX OF THIS PASSAGE LIES (N THE MEANING OF THE WORD,
USUALLY THE WORD MEANS, "TO TAKE, LAY HOLD OF,
TAKE P0SSESSION OF", HOWEVER, IT CAN AL SO HA VE THE MEANING,
"T0 TAKE HOLD OF FOR THE PURPOSE OF MELPING, TO MELP, TO SUC=-
cor"s, CHRYSOSTOM, OEcuMENIUS, THEOPHYLACT, PRIMASIUS,
ErasmMuys, LuTHeErR, CLArRIUS, CaLvin, Beza, CaLOV, AND MANY OTHERS

TOOK THE WORD IN §TS FIRST MERNING AND CONSEQUENTLY INTERPRE=
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TED THE PASSAGE AS REFERRING TO CHRIST'S ASSUMING OF HUMAN
NATURE, NOT THE HWATURE OF ANGELS, HOWEVER, THIS VIEW I8 UN~
TENABLE FOR GRAMMATICAL REASONS., FOR ONE THING, THE PRESENT
> /

TENSE, em)\x/uﬁowc—mc s DOES NOT FIT THE ASSUMPTION OF HUMAN
NATURE BY CHRIST, SINGE THAT IS AN AGT THAT LIES IN THE PAST.
FURTHERMORE, THE WORD, "HATURE" (A.V,), 1S MNOT FOUND IN THE
TEXT, BUT IT HAS TO BE THERE IN ORDER TO TRANSLATE AS THE
AUTHORI ZED VERSION DOES, THOLUCK SAYS: "ALS PALSGH ERWEISET
SicH JENE KLTERE ERKLARUNG AUS FOLGENDEN GRONDENS ) é—’ﬂ(\«/&-
@évc—'rau MIT DEM GENe HAT DIE BEDEUTUNG: "JEMANDEN AN E|MEM
THEILE DES KURPERS ANFASSEN, INSBESONDERE AN DER HAND, UM 1HM
zu HeELFeEm', StrachH 4, |f, JEREM., 5], 32., 80 DASS DIE VuLGC,

RICHTIGER ALS DIE |TALA APPREMENDIT GEBRAUCHT HAT, NUR DASS

DIESES ZEITWORT WIEDERUM NICHT VOM ANNEHMEN DER MENSCHLICHEN
. : > /
NATUR VERSTANDEN WERDEN KANN} 2) em)\x,uﬁa(vefrm STEHT 1IN

PRASENS, WOZU AUCH KUINOEL BEMERKT: PRAESENS VIM AORISTI HABET,

S

VIELMEHR | ST DAS ERLUSUNGSWERK ALS EIN DURCH DIE MEWNSCHWERD=
UNG CHR | STI AMGEFANGENES, ABER STETS FORTGEHENDES GEDAGHT,.
3 . / .
WORDE JEDOCH em)\x/u(&xvexrém VoM ANNEHMEN DER MENSCHLIGHEN
NATUR ERKLERT, S0 MUSSTE DER AORIST ODER DAS PERFEKTUM STEHEN}
2/ >
3) 'MENSCH WERDEN' KANN NICHT HE|SSEN )«d/«tﬁowézv ODER HAv—
/ N / / /
At u oy e v Toos ZvBp wTovs  , mieHT E1nMAL XvBpcoTeus yeveTOay,
\ / — 5 /
DAFUR MUSSTE NOTHWENDIG STEHEN T4V QUIY TwV “VQ(MJ’"“-’V
o / ; ,
o(m)\ec/,uaxvew (D1Es WorRT vom AnNZIEHN DER KLEIDER HRUFIG GE~
>/ ’ ,
auucn'r)) ODER xvéew-nos Kevetrecu ~=y|EL WENIGER KANN ABER

;ﬁcX&/,{Ba,vscrgau Co GENs JENE BEDEUTUNG WABEN} 4) DIESER STAZ

T T i e 4 R

Y N Thnai ST Anne




/ / \ N /
MIT Yo SOLL DEN STAz/ue_-Teche TKEKOS Kot L oic/.{d TS (val4)
ERLAUTERN, BEI JENER AUFFASSUNG WURDE ABER JDEM PER JDEM GE=~

SAGT-a

WE THEREFORE ADOPT THE SECOND MEANING OF é'ﬁ()(d/.l[gd’vw
AND TRANSLATE THUS: "FOR CERTAINLY NOT OF ANGELS DOES HE TAKE
HOLD OF FOR THE PURPOSE OF HELPING, BUT OF ABRAMAM!S BEED DOES
HE TAKE HOLD OF FOR THE PURPOSE OF HELPING", THIS TRANSLATION
CERTAINLY FAVORS THE CONTEXT, ESPEC|ALLY THE FOLLOWI NG, WHERE
THE IDEA OF JESUS HELPING HIS BRETHREN IS EXPANDEDP. T HAS
BEEN SUGGESTED THAT THE SUBJEGT OF Ew()u(/uﬁp(/ve-vut 18 o Bivares
FROM THE PRECEDING VERSE (Vel5)se THAT 1S, INDEED, ,GRAMMATICAL=-
LY POSSIBLE, BUT IT S LOGICALLY NOT COMMENDABLE SINCE CHRIST
IS THE SUBJECT In Vv, 14, 15, 17, |

IN VIEW OF THE ABOVE FACTS WE MUST RULE OUT CH, 2, 16 as
A PROOF FOR CHRIST'S HUMAN DESCENT., HOWEVER, THE FACT REMAINS
THAT THE EPISTLE TO0 THE MEBREWS ASCRIBES TO JESUS HUMAN DESGENT
IN CHe 7, |4, AND AGAI N WE MEET WiTH UNDENIABLE PROOF THAT OUR
LORD AND SAVIOR 18 OUR BROTHER IN THE FLESH, A TRUE HUWMAN BEING .

IN THIS CONNEGTION IT wWiLL BE PROFITABLE TO ASK WHETHER OR
NOT THE EPISTLE TO THE MEBREWS ASCRIBES TO CHRIST A REALLY
HUMAN BIRTHe (ALTHOUGH THE VIRGIN BIRTH INVOLVES A GREAT
MIRACLE, | NSOFAR THAT THE ETERNAL Son ofF Gop, .5 Xojxos, WAS
CONGE) VED §IN THE WOMB OF THE VIRGIN MARY BY rnls HoLy GHOST,
NEVERTHELESS THE BIRTH ITSELF WAS A NATURAL, HUMAN ONE, EXCEPT

THAT JESUS WAS BORN WITHOUT SINe. JESUS G AME FORTH FROM His

8. A, THOLUCK, KOMMENTER zuM BRIEFE AN DIE HesrAErR (2 vers,

AUF) .3 HAMBURG: F. PERTHES, 1840), PP. 1178 = 179,
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MOTHER'S WOMB IN THE SAME MANNER AS ANY OTHER NORMAL HUMAN
CHILD., CFo Lke !, 42 atD 2, 64Te) IN ANSWER TO THIS QUESTIORN
WE CANNOT SAY THAT THE WRITER OF HEBREWS ASCRIBES TO JESUS A
REALLY HUMAN BIRTH IN SO MANY WORDS, BUT, WE HOLD, HE CERTAlIHN=-
LY IMPLIES IT. ONE PASSAGE, ESPECIALLY, MUST SE CONSIDERED

e/ s/ \
HERE, MNAMELY, CHe 2, 17, WHERE WE READ: 0Cecv quc—c)«c-v R TH

4 - 7S )\ — C _—
TLYTL TECS XSEAPO(Ss Opotwhguac — ("WHEREFORE | N ALL
/

v <
THINGS |T BEMOOVED HIM TO BE MADE LIKE HIS BRETHREN".es) (O Bcv—
TWHEREFORE", REFERS BACK TO VV, l4=16, WHERE THE MAIN POINT 18
THAT SINCE THE "CHILDREN" wHOM CHRIST WAS TO REDEEM WERE PAR=
TAKERS OF FLESH AND BLOOD, HE ALSO HAD TO BECOME A SHARER OF

yi
> ) ;
THE SAME, S?¢e¢ eV — "HE QGUBHT", AN EXPRESSION, NOT OF THE
NECESSITY FOUNDED IN THE DECREE OF Goo (CF. Lk. 24, 26), surv
> /7
OF THAT FOUNDED IN THE NATURE OF THE CASE ITSELF, C)yech) Is
"USEDeee OF A HECESSITY IMPOBED EITHER 8Y LAY AND DUTY,OR BY
REASON, OR BY THE TIMES, OR BY THE NATURE OF THE MATTER UNDER
9 < - ;

CONSIDERATION", nyoau9941wmc— "TO BECOME LIKE", SHOULD HOT
BE PRESSED TO MEAN "TO BECOME EQUALM, BEGCAUSE ALTHOUGH JESUS
DID ASSUME A TRULY HUMAN NATURE, HE WAS STILL DISTINGUISHED

~ /
FROM HIS BRETHREN BY HIS ABSOLUTE SINLESSNESS. [Kx7x T<VTH -
"IH ALL THINGS, IN ALL RESPECTS", THESE ARE THE |MPORTANT
WORDS IN OUR PASSAGEs IF JESUS WAS TO BE MADE LIKE HIS BRE=
THREN IN ALL THINGS, AND IF ONE COMMON CHARACTERISTIC OF ALL
H1S BRETHREN |8 THAT THEY WERE BORN INTO THIS VWORLD 8Y HUMAN

MOTHERS, THER JEBUS, TO0O, WOULD HAVE TO WAVE A TRULY HUMAN

é. JoSEPH HENRY THMAYER, A GREEK=ENGLISH LEXICON OF TME
Ngw TESTAMENT, (CORR, ED.j NEW YORK: AMER|CAN BOOK CO., 19107)

P. 469 (UNDER 5¢eix¢u )e
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BIRTHe CHRYSOSTOM SAYS: Tc/cfcrn Kot TR w}fvrae; é--rc:)(e,,,,)
fpw’a‘r_fv/ é—‘r()a(/?ﬂ, ,«,;ugngq,)e/’no( Ee TT"(/L/Ta( atc/'ﬂc-c) é—)(()q\/, 'rc—/Xos
x1€Bxvev,!0 |p CHRIST WAD MOT BEEN BORN INTO THE WORLD

OF A HUMAN MOTHER, IF HE DID NOT MAVE A REALLY HUMAN BIRTH
(D) SREGARDING HERE, OF COURSE, HIS MIRAGCULOUS CONCEPTION

BY THE HoLy Gnosr),‘rnsﬁ THE AUTHOR oFf HEBREWS COULD NOT
HAVE WRITTEN, Kc-("r:( et v NATURALLY THIS PASSAGE
CANNOT BE USED AS A PRIMARY PROOF OF THE REALLY nuuaén
CHARACTER OF JESUS'! BIRTH} su-r; AS WE SAY, THI 8§ TRUTH IS

CERTAINLY CONTAINED IN 1T, ESPEOIALLY WHEN IT 1S CON=

SIDERED IN ITS CONTEXT.

10, QuoTED IN GOTTLIEB LUNEMANN, "COMMENT ARY ON THE
EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS", MEVER'S COMMENTARY OoN THE NegW
TesTtame NT, NeEw York, Funk an o WacnwaLLsS, 1890, vor. oN Tiwm,.,
HEBs, TITUS, P. 444 (FOOTNOTE).




CHAPTER FOUR: THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ASCRIBES TO CHRJST
A HUMAN BODY, AND HUMAN EMOTIONS.

Our LorD JESUS CHRIST HAD A HUMAN abnv. THE EVANGEL|ISTS
TELL US S0, AND THE AUTHOR OF THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ALSO
TELLS US S0, IK CH. IO, 10 WE ARE TOLDS —b’é’laﬂd’/,LG‘-VOL EU}uev Sex
-rA,,s e oG'cfo(Do(g ToU o’w/ua(‘ro_g T,Llcrou X‘)ur"ou c?zx'natg &
("WE ARE SANCTIFIED THROUGH THE OFFERING OF THE BODY OF JESUS
CHRIST ONCE FOR ALL",) TTeodcfogoTSJA éncnlﬂlceﬂg THIS 18 THE
SENSE IN WHICH THE WORD 1S GENERALLY USED IN THE NEw TesTa-

— / S e . ay -
MENT. ov Twatad Tos LyTov X()(O“Tou — GENITIVE OF THE 08-
_JeECT (THAYER), THUS INDICATING WHAT WAS SACRIFICED, "Erpo{,wxﬁ—
O THIS WORD THAYER LISTS THE FOLLOW) NG: "ONGE, AT ONCE, lsEe,
A) OuR TaLL AT ONGE', B) OUR TONCE FOR ALL'.," SOME COMMENTA=
TORS CONNECT THIS WORD ‘\"T‘H THE "OFFERING OF THE BODY OF JESUS
CHRI-ST". THUS EMPHASI2ING THE ONE OFFERING OF CHRIST IN CON-
TRAST WITH THE MANY OFFERI NGS OF THE OLD TESTAMENT PRIESTS.
HOWEVER, IF THAT 1S THE MEANING OF THE AUTHOR, IT WOULD SEEM
THAT HE WOULD HAVE REPEATED THE ARTICLE T«',,‘s. MoLL savs :JE?-
a(‘ﬂa(g GEHORT NICHT 2U T‘()od'(foeat/s s WEIL OANN n:n ARTIKEL
WIEDERHOLT SEIN MUSSTE, SONDERN 2V A,,gma-/uevm CCT/LLGV il
CONNECTED WITH "WE ARE SANCTIFIED", G(Fac-rms EMPHASI ZES TH E
BLESSED TRUTN THAT WE HAVE BEEN SANCTIFIED "ONCE FOR aALL" BY
THE OFFERING OF THE aoov' of JEsus CHRISTe IN cHe 7, 27 THE
/

2
AUTHOR APPLIES Eq:at"nd% T0o CHRIST'S OFFERING UP OF HyMSELF,

/
AND IN CHs 9, 28 HE USES &ﬂ«cg IN THE SAME CONNECTION, WHICH

Ile MoLL, OPs CITe, P. 140,




MEANS Tnaf HE HAS ALREADY EMPHAS) ZED Tﬁz FACT THAT CHRIBT'S.
SACRIFICE | S FOR ONCE AND FOR ALLs MNow, IN THE VERSE UNDER
CONSIDERATION, HE EMPHAS|Z2ES THE FACT THAT WE HAVE BEEN SANC=
TIFIED ONGE FOR ALL THROUGH THIS SAGRIF ICE OF THE BODY OF
CHRIST. A FEW COMMENTATORS TRY T0 WAKE weorqvoec?s To0 q'u./>—
megflkﬁiBXbm?&)usun THE SELF-PRESENTATION OF CHRIST IN THE
HEAVENLY HOLY OF HOLIESe SUCH AN INTERPRETATION 18 HARDLY
PROPER EI THER LIHGUIQTICALLY OR LOGIOALLY; THe wonn-npoqu?;
INn THE NEw TESTAMENT ALMOST ALWAYS MEANS "SACRIFICE™, AND
THAT THE AUTHOR of HEBREWS USES IT IN THAT SENSE IN THIS PAS=
SAGE IN CONMNECTION WITH THE BODY OF CHRIST IS ONLY TOO APPA-
rRenT, (CP, cH. 9, 28)

IN THIS VERSE, THEN, THE AUTHOR oF HEBREWS +ELL3 US THAT
WE HAVE BEEN SANCTIFIED ONCE FOR ALL THROUGH THE OFFERING OF
THE BODY OF CHRIST, Tuz OBJECTI VE JUSTIFI CAT| ON OF THE WHOLE
HUMAN RACE WAS ACGCOMPLI SHED ONCE FOR ALL (GF. CH. 7, 273 CH. 9,
28) wHEN THE LamMs oF GoD wAS OFFERED uUP on MT, CALVARV AS THE
ATONEME NT FOR Tué SINS OF ALL MEN. THIS GLORIOUS TRUTH IS
MOST FIRMLY ESTABLISHED, [TS FOUNDATION I8 IN ETERNITY, AND
IT SHALL ENDURE TO ALLVETERNITY. AND FROM THIS SUBLIME TRUTH
FLOWS THE COMFORTING TRUTH OF SUBJECTIVE JUSTIFICATION, AS
INDIVIDUAL S| NNERS WE ARE NOW SANCTIFIED ONCE FOR ALL THROUGH
FAITH IN THE VICARIOUS ATONEMENT OF JESUS cHaisr. Eacu IND| -
VIDUAL CHILD OF GOD HAS FULL AND COMPLETE FORGIVENESS OF SN
FOR ALL TlIEATHROUGH FAITH IN THE ONE COMPLETE OFFERING UP OF

THE BODY OF THE SAVIOR OF THE WORLD., OUUT WHEN THE WRITER OF
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HEBREWE TELLS US THAT WE ARE SANCTIFIED ONCE FOR ALL THROUGH
THE OFFERINC OF THE B80DY OF JESUS CHRIST, HE GIVES US ANOTHER
,PROOF OF THE TRUE HUMANITY OF OUR LORD, FOR HE TELLS US THAT
JESUS HAS A BODY, AND THAT 1S SOMETHING ALL TRUE HUMAN BEINGS
HAVE,

In ¢e 5, 7T=~9 WE FI KD ANOTHER PASSAGE N WHICH THE
AUTHOR 'OF HEBREWS ASGRIBES To JESUS A HUMAN CHARAGTERISTIC
THERE WE READS Ss ev Txcs ,ql/q_c-/ecx(s T«Z,“s crac@:éos L0 T6 O
éc,u,G‘CLs TE Ku(t LKETA7()L0(5 'n()os .o\/ Suvx/ucvov ch?ce_v
ocu:ov EK eo(Va(Tou /u_e—r-( K()du&fc's LO‘XUP«S Ko(c c!a(K()L)wv
‘:TeccfEVé/GF(oLS It c(_}o'o(KouU'Q(:LS %o TS C-U&K@E—(a(s)
I(a((/"le-(P oV ufo/s ’e/u xBey i?’ it Y Bey T;,lv DT =
Kon1V ket TehrecwBecs éd K T aen
t;ﬂacxoéouclv c(u'l'(:) o':{'l‘(os G"wr,o’@(ou; occ wvclou —

{("WHO t# THE DAYS OF HIS FLESH, HAVING OFFERED UP PRAYERS aAND
SUPPLICATIONS WITH STRONG CRYING AND TEARS TO THE ONE ABLE TO
SAVE HIM OUT OF DEATH, AND HAVING BEEN HEARD FOR HIS GODLY
FEAR, THOUGH HE asiuc A SON, YET HE LEARNED OBEDIENCE BY THE
THINGS WHICH HE SUFFERED) AND u.wﬂluc BEEN MADE PERFEGCT, HE BE=
CAME THE AUTHOR OF ETERNAL SALVATION TO ALL THAT OBEY HiM.")

DOES THE AUTHOR HERE ésn:a TO THE PRAYERS WHICH JESUS
OFFERED UP IN THE GARDEH OF GETHSEMANE? IN ANSWER TO THAT

QUE STION WE SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING

< >
{) THE FRAMEWORK OF THIS LONG SENTENCE S TH] 8== OS GV

] ra / —_ \ 2 —_ )l \ C /
TKLS M MEQXLS THYsS U"o(eb(os KXUTOU: + e/u,ceev. CLTYV U'nxxo,(,lyJ




\ > / )/ / 2 4
Kol o+ é&eVéTo..” XUTeS TWTAPLXS ALLOVLIOU.

s c\ >) —_ / e \ > —
FROM THIS IT 1S CLEAR THAT OS €V TxX(S «E]/u.c—(mcs TS G‘x(:h’os XuT0U
REFERS YO0 CHRIST!S WHOLEZ LIFE IN THE FLESH, aND THAT Hg
"LEARNED OBEDIENGE" THROuGHOUT His wHoLe LiFE, (CFr. MT. 3, 153
4, 1=113 Lks 2, 49-52; Lk, 12, 503 Jn. 9, 43 12, 27.)
\ b —
2) CONSEQUENTLY, IT IS NOT CORRECT TO CONNECY OS EV TeX(S
< / —_ \ 5] e / \ > /
AYuepxLs TYS THOKOS KUTCO WITH TP OTEY Y KAS K<L &l T KouTBels
AND THEN ARGUE THAT JESUS "LEARNED OBEDIENCE" ONLY ON ONE 0OC~-
caSioN IN HiIs LIFE, THE ONE WHEN HE "OFFERED UP (PRAYERS AND
SUPPLICATIONS) AND WAS HEARDY,
3, B T 8 ey I C / - T \ > -
UT RATHER, 8| NGE OS5 €V T(S YU Epxts THS TXOKOS Ko T20. - .
/ \ /
2/*&QGV TV 577“,<0A1V“,_ REFERS TO JESUS' WHOLE LIFE

/
IN THE FLESR (STATE OF HUMILIATI ON) , WE MUST NOT MAKE TIpoT E€VEN -

KLS KN €T KouThels REFER TO ONLY ONE SPECIFIC INGIDENY N H) 8
LIFE, BUT TO Au OFFERING UP OF 'PRAYERS AND SUPPLICATIONS WHICH
HE CARRIED ON THROUGHOUT ALL "THE DAYS OoF HIS FLESH"., (Cr.
Mke 1,353 6, 463 Lk. B, 163 6, 123 9, 183 My, 11, 25; LK. 3,
213 dne 11, 41.)

4) ON ACCOUNT OF THE ABOVE OBSERVATIONS WE HOLD THAT THIS
VERSE (GHe 5, T7) MUST NOT BE RESTRIGCTED To CHRIST'S PRAYER (W
GETHSEMANE., WE ARE CONFIRMED IN OUR OPINJON BY THE PACT THAT
THE EVANGELISTS DO NOT SAY SPECIFICALLY THAT JESUS SHED TEARS
in Gerusemane, (Cre MY, 26, 36-463 Mx. 14, 32-42; Lx. 22,
39-46; JNe 18, le) THEY Do RECORD THE FACT THAT HE WEPT ON
OTHER oCCASIoONS (CF, JN, I}, 35; Lxe 19, 41.) WE DO NOT wWISH

TO SAY THAT IT I8 ALTOGETHER UNLIKELY THAT JESUS WEPT IN THE
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GARDEN OF GETHSEMANE, BUT IT 1S, NEVERTHELESS, TRUE THAT NONE
OF THE EVANGELISTS SAY THAT HE DID
5) THOSE WHO LOOK UPON THIS VERSE (oM, 5, 7) A8 A REFE=
: - \ \ ’
RENGE TO GETHSEMANE MAKE MUGH OF THE STATEMENT, TTE0S ToV Sove—
‘ ’ S RN ES /
Jevoy o'q;fewxurov EK G'a(vx-rou, ARGUING THAT THESE WORDS ARE
AN INODICAT| ON OF WHAT JESUS PRAYED FOR, NAMELY, DELIVERANCE
FROM DEATHe THAY CAN VERY WELL BE3 BUT IF THE SE WORDS DO [IN=
DICATE WHAT JESUS PRAYED FOR, THEN GETHSEMANE 1S RULED OUT,
2 \ /7
BECAUSE ON THAT OCCASION HE PRAYED TO BE DEL)VERED xTlo Bayv«Tou
(PLET THIS CuP PASS FROM MEY, MY, 26, 39; Wk. 14, 363 Lk. 22,
P /
42,), AND HOT, AS OUR VERSE STATES, "er OxvxTou ", THERE IS
> ~ 2%
A DIFFERENCE, A7io Oxvo{Tou GONVEYS THE IDEA OF BEING DEL| V=
ERED FROM DYING, OF BEING SPARED THE NECESSI TY OF HAVING TO
> /'
TASTE OF DEATH, Ex OXvAToU EXPRESSES THE |DEA OF BENG
SAVED OUT OF THE STATE OR COHDITION OF DEATH, OF BEING DELI=-
VERED FROM THE GRIP OF DEATHe (CFs THAYER oOm "ex™, |,5.)
> \ /
We KNOW THAT JESUS WAS NOT DELIVERED xXTo 6xvxTvq s AND WHERE
DOES THAT LEAVE THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS WITH HIS STATEMENT,
LY /
"anp WAS HEARDY {ctawkovrBOecs )? BUT WE ALSO KHOW THAT
> /
JESUS WAS DELIVERED &K D uvlToy (THE RESURRECTION), THIS
h > /
FITS THE AUTHOR'!S " c(aa KouTBels " YERY WELL.
6) IF IT BE ARGUED THAT NOWHERE ARE WE TOLD OF AN 0GC=
CASION WHEN JESUS PRAYED WITH TEARS, AND THAT THE GETHSEMANE
PRAYER COMES CLOSEST TO FITTING THIS DESCRIPTION, WE REPLY
THAT ON MANY OCCASIONS JESUS PRAYED IN PRIVATE (GF. Mke |, 35%

6, 463 LK. 5, 163 6, 12), AND THAT IT IS NOT AT ALL UNREASON=-
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naLi TO ASSUME THAT THE HoLy Spfﬁt?vacvzauso TO THE AUTHOR OF
HEBREWS SOMETHING THAT HE DID NOT SEE FIT TO REVEAL TO THE
EVANGELISTSs OF COURSE, THIS IS PURE CONJEGTURE, BUT (T I8
NOT AN (MPOSSIBILITY,.

Bur WHETHERVTHIS verse (¢, 5, 7) REFERS To 657as€uuua oR
HOT, THE FACT REMAINS THAT WE ARE TOLD HERE THAT JESUS OFFERED
UP PRAYERS AND SUPPLICATIONS WITH STRONG ORYING AND TEARS,
WiTH THESE WORDS 1S ASCRIBED TO JESUS SOMETHING THAT 1S UNI=
VERSALLY HUMAN, NAMELY, CRYING AND TEARS, IT IS REVEALED TO
US HERE THAT OUR SAVIOR HAD HUMAN EMOTIONS, THAT HE couLD BE-
COME DEEPLY DISTRESSED AND G) VE EXPRESSION To HIS DISTRESS IN
CRYING AND TEARS. NO WONDER THAT HE 1S NOT ASHAMED TO CaLlL US
SRETHREN] AND WHAT A SOURGE OF GOMFORT AND STRENGTH |T SHOULD
BE TO US TO KNOW THAT IN THE HEAVENS WE HAVE A Sqﬁlon-Klnc
WHO KNOWS AND UNDERSTANDS OUR GRIEFS, OUR SORROWS, OUR TEARS,
Auﬁ OUR WEEPINGD HE KNOWS THESE THINGS FROM FIRST=HAND EX=

PERIENCE., TrRuULY, HE 18 OUR BROTHER]
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CHAPTER FIVEs Tue EPISTLE TO0 THE HEBREWS ASGCRI BES TO CHRIST
HUMAN SUFFERING AND DEATH,

ANOTHER PROOF OF THE TRUE HUMAN ITY OF CHRIST IS FOU ND
IB THE FACT THAT THE EPISTLE To THE HEBREWS ASSERTS THAT He
ENDURED HUMAN SUFFERI NG
\ > \ T 7/ 5 —
Ih che 2, 10 WE READI... TOV XEX4) [0V TS TWTHOLAS LUTWV
\ ’ L :
DX T 9.47/ux‘rwv TENELOTHL— ("eea TO MAKE THE CAPTAIN OF THEIR
SALVATI ON PERFECT THROUGH SUFFERINGSW,) Ap)(/v,d«ov — AS THE
WORD 1S USED IN THIS PASSAGE (T SIMPLY MEANS "AUTHOR", IT
>/ |12
18 EQUIVALENT TO XL T(OS IH CHe 5, 9, GENERALLY IT HaAS
THE MEAHWNING, "ONE WHO LEADS, FURNISHING FIR ST CAUSE OR 0C~-
> -— N
CASION FOR SUCH LEAD)NGY, Au-rzuv- REFERS 8 ACK TO 'ﬁo)‘\ous
4 7 —
Utouvs. THE VERB, 'ré)«ecu)q'dt HAS THE MEANING, "TO BRING TO
THE END (GoAL) PROPOSED", THE EXACT NATURE OF THE G OAL TO
wHicH THE FATHER PROPOSED TO BRI NG JESUS, "THE AUT HOR OF
THEIR SALVATION", |S STATED IN THE PRECEDING VERSE, NAMELY,
/ A\ - -
éo%aq Ka( ’a‘r/u,',_,’ O'Tec/)o(vouﬂ'eu((_. THE FATHER'S GOAL WAS TO
CROWN JESUS WITH GLORY AND HONOR (STATE OF EXALTATION).
THE IDEA OF SOME COMMENT ATORS THAT GOD PROPOSED TO BRI NG
JESUS TO AN | NNER MORAL PERFECTION, OR SOMETHING ELSE OF
THAT NATURE 1S ALTOGETHER ERRONEOUS. SUCH NOTI ONS GENERAL~
LY ARISE FROM A DENIAL OF THE CLEAR SGRJ PTURAL TRUTH THAT

JESUS WAS NOT ONLY A HUMAN BEING, BUT AL S0 THE ETERNAL SoX

2. THAYER, QP. ClTe, Pe 77, Oldpx-qd'os : " 'tHe
AUTNORY 3 7ijs Fwifs AeTS 3, 3, 153 74s fqugus Heae 2, 10. (OFTEN
80 IN PROF. AUTH, Twv ndvTwy, oF Gop, PLATO, TiwM. Logn. 9.96c.;
—ouaevous,'r&)v«vaewnwv s OF Gob, Di0Ds 5, 72} xpXyyos K<¢ -(ur:os
LEADER AND AUTHOR, ARE OFTEN JOINED, AS PoLYB, |, 66, 10}
Horan, 2, B; 22,) Cr. BLeek on HEB. VOL. 11, |, PG, 30! sq."
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OF Gob., LENSKI.S8AYS:t "WAS JESUS EVER MORALLY IMPERFECT,
MORALLY INGOMPLETE? OUR VERSIONS wiTH THEIR "WMAKE PERFECT'
MIGHT MISLEAD THEIR READERS, BUT THE CREEK |u!luif|ve wiLL
NEVER DO ao".'3

IN THIS VERSE, Tueﬁ, THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS TELLS us
THAT GOD PROPOSED TO B8RING JESUS, THE AUTHOR OF OUR SALVATION,
TO THE GOAL (GLORY AND HONOR) fﬁéouca SUFFERINGS, .ln THE
PLAN OF SALVATION IT wAS Gop's wiLtL THAT JESUS SHOULD SUFFER
FOR THE SINS OF ALL MEN, BY THNAT SUFFERING, WHICH Hz‘euouaso
ON THE CROSS, HE BECAME THE AUTHOR ovloun sALvATION, He
BROUGHT OUR SALVATION INTO BEING} AND THROUGH THAT SAME SUF=-
FERING HE ENTERED INTO HIS STATE OF EXALTATION, IN wHiCH HE
WAS CROWNED WiTH GLORY AND HONOR, Bur wHEN fae AUTHOR TELLS
US THI S, HE GIVES US ANOTHER PROOF OF CHRIST'S TRUE HUMANITY,
FOR ME ASORIBES SUFFERI NG TO HiM, WHICH SUFFERINGS DOES THE
AUTHOR HAVE I N MIND HERE? WITHOUT DOUBT HE MEANS ALL THE SUF=
FERINGS WHICH JESUS ENDURED THROUGHOUT HIS ENTIRE STATE OF
HumMiLIATION (CFe MTe 2, 133 LKe 2, IFFe)e THERE 1S HOTHING
IN THE PASBAGE THAT |NDICATES ONLY THE "PASSIO MAGNAT,

In on. 13, 12 we rEaD: ¢ a<:<c)_TA40'o’TJs) o octd-(d/o'ﬁ §(x 0
800 of(/ud-ros Tov >\o<o/v, )c—lgw'r«f{s 'nu/)m,,s )e{ﬁa(ee\/— ("WHEREFORE
Jésus ALSO, IN ORDER THAT HE MIGHT SANCTIFY THE PEOPLE W) TH
HIS OWN BLOOD, SUFFERED OUT S1 DE OF THE GATE",) THE VERBSB,

s HAS THE MEANING, "TO PURIFY BY EXPIATION" (TO FREE

13 ReCoHe LENSKI, THE INTERPRETATION OF THE EPISTLE
YO THE HEBREWS AND OF THE EP|I STLE OF JAMES, P, 82,
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FROM THE QUILT OF SIN)e THAT THIS IS THE MEANING OF THE
AUTHOR 1S CLEAR FROM THE FACT THAT HE couuzcrs‘§¢¢o5¢11 Wi TH
THE SUFFERING OF CHRIST, AS NE DOES 1N CH, 10, 10.14,29, IT
WAS THE PURPOSE OF JESUS TO CLEANSE THE PEOPLE OF THEIR GUILT
THROUGH HIS SUFFERING AND DEATH. THE PHRASE, $(x 700 ($co0
;QMQTOS s PUTS THE EMPHASIS ON JESUS' BLOOD IN CONTRAST WITH
THE BLOOD OF BEASTS OFFERED UP dnoza THE OLD COVENANT, WHICH
OFFERINGS DID NOT AND COULD NOT CLEANSE THE PEOPLE OF THEIR
GUILT. ToOVv Xﬂﬂ;—THIS IS AN EXPRESSION THAT 1S FREQUENTLY USED
18 THE NEw TESTAMENT TO OESIGNATE THE JEWISH PEOPLE, AND THAT,
NO DOUBT, 1S THE SENSE IN WHICH IT IS USED HERE., (CP, CH, 2,
173 7, 273 9, T+19,) THE REASON FOR THIS IS NOT HARD TO FI ND.
FOR ONE THING, THE AUTHOR IS WRITING TO HEBREWS. THEN, TOO,
IN THIS PASSAGE AND THE PRECEDING VERSE HE REFERS DIRECTLY TO
AN OLD TESTAMENT s|u-orseniuc WHICH GOD HAD ORDAINED FOR THE
PEOPLE OF |SRAELe BUT BY NO MEANS ARE WE TO UNDERSTAND THAT
THE AUTHOR LIMITS THE ATONEMENT OF CHRIST TO THE (SRAELITES,
TO UNDERSTAND MIM IN THAT WAY WOULD MAKE HIM CONTRADICT HIM-
SELF, FOR IN CHe 2, 9 HE SAYS THAT JESUS TASTED OF DEATH FOR
EVERY unn,.Aun'lu CHe 2, |5 HE SAYS THAT JESUS CAME TO "DELI=
VER THEM, WHO THROUGH FEAR OF DEATH VERE ALL THEIR LIFETIME
;UBJEOT TO BONDAGEY™, WHICH, OF COURSE, APPLIES TO ALL MEN,

THE STATEMENT,%;%LU Tqs MOAYS 4 18 VERY INTERESTING. HERE
 THE AUTHOR REFERS TO THE FACT THAT JESUS WAS CRUCIFIED OUT=-
SIDE OF THE GATES OF JERUSALEM, AMD HE CONNEGTS THI S WITH THE

OLp TESTAMENT PRACTICE OF BURNING THE BODIES QF THME BEASTS,
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WHOSE BLOOD WAS USED AS A BIN=OFFER ING 1N THE TABERNACLE, OUT=
SIDE OF THE CAMP. THE POINT OF THE AUTHOR 1S CLEAR., HE
WANTS YO SHOW HIS READERS THAT JESUS' ALL=SUFFICIENT SACRIFIGCE
FOR THE SINS OF MEN WAS FREED FROM ALL COMMUNION Wi TH JUDAJ SHM,
BECAUSE IT WAS PERFORMED OUTSIDE OF THE "caup™ (E%&:1§5ﬂéhﬁ).
AND THAT THEREFORE THOSE WHO DESIRE TO EAT OF THE ALTAR OF
CHRIST (ve 10) MUST DEPARY OUT OF JUDAJISM AND GO FORTH UNTO
CHRI ST WITHOUT THE CamP (ve 13),

SOME COMMENTATORS HAVE FOISTED SOME VERY FAR=FETCHED (H=
TERPRETATIONS ON THIS zguJTﬁE‘ﬂé)u1$ e FOR EXAMPLE, IN THE
"EXPOSITOR'S GREEK TESTAMENWT" WE FIND THE FOLLOWING COMMENT ON
OHe |3, 123 "THE BURNING OF THE VICTIM (1eEe, THE BEASTS
BURNED OUTSIDE OF THE CAMP UNDER THE OLD COVENANT) WAS NOT IN=
TENDED TO SUBLIMATE BUT TO GET RID OF ITs THE BODY PLAYS NO
PART IH THE ATONING ACT, WNND HAS IN FACT NO SIGNIFICANGE AFTER
THE BLOOD NAS BEEN DRAINED FROM ITe THE LIFE, AND THEREFORE
THE ATONING ENERGY, RESIDES IN THE B8LOOD AND (N THE B8LOOD
ALONEs OH THE WRITER'S SCHEME, THEN, NO FUNGCTION 18 LEFT FOR
THE BODY OF JESUSe [T 18 THROUGH HIS OwN BLOOD, THAT HE MUsST
SANGTIFY THE PEOPLE, IT IS THUS INEVITABLE THAT WHILE THE
WRITER FULLY REGCOGNIZES THE FACT OF THE stﬁnascflou o .
CHRIST (ve 20), HE CAN ASSICN NO PLACE TO % IN HIS ARGUMENT
OR ATTACH TO IT ANY THEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE", ===|F THE
AUTHOR GAN ATTACH NO THEOLOG)CAL SIGNIFICANGCE TO THE RESUR~
RECTION OF CHRIST, THEN WHAT IS HE TALKING ABOUT IN CH,. I3,

20, WHERE HE SaYSs "Now THE Gop oOF PEACE, THAT BROUGHT AGAIN
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FROM THE DEAD OUR LORD JESUS, THAT GREAT SHEPHERD OF THE
SHEEP, THROUGH THE BLOOD OF THE EVERLASTING GOVENANT, MAKE
YOU PERFECT IN EVERY GOOD WORK TO DO HIS WiILL, WORKING |H
YOU THAT UHICH IS WELLPLEASING IN HIS SIGHT, THROUGH JESUS
CHRIST} TO WwWHOM BE GLORY FOREVER AND EVERs AMEN.,"

7/

"ExBcv— THIS 1S THE (MPORTANT WORD OF THE PASSAGE, A4S
FAR AS OUR PURPOSES ARE CONC ERNED. JESUS SUFFERED, AND HE
SUF FERED IN SUCH A wAY AS To SHED His own BLOOD. I|F ANYONE
WOULD SAY THAY THE SUFFERINGS OF JESUS WERE NOT HUMAN SUFFER=
INGS, LET HIM NOTE THAT THE AUTHOR HERE CONNECTS JESUS' SUF~
FERING wi TH HIS BLOOD, ANY SUFFERING THAT IS CONNECTED WITH
THE SHEDDING OF HUMAN BLOOD, IS HUMAN SUFFERING, HERE, THEN,
IS ANOTHER PROOF OF THE TRUE HUMANITY OF CHRIST.

80 FAR WE HAVE BEEN CONSIDERING ONLY PASSAGES WHICH AS~-
CRIBE TO JESUS HUMAN SUFFERINGe LET US NOW LOOK AT SOME OF
THE PASSAGES THAT ASCRIBE DEATH TO Hime IN cHe 13, 20 we
reans O Sé Oeos s E-,ted.’/VA[sl o Zv-cdxzr:uv €K VeKpIDY... Tov
n(ugnou;#ﬁv)iqo'o?v—(m" THE GoD OF PEACE, THE ONE WHO BROUGHT
AGAIN FROM THE DEADeeee OUR LORD JESUS..e") THE EXPRESSION,
6 Beos —ri,’s‘ é'cekl’w,,g s "THE GoD oF Pzaan, IS VERY COMMON,
(Cr, RoOM, 15, 333 16, 203 PHIL. 4, 93 2 Cor. I3, lI}3 | THESS,
B, 23.) IT CAN BE UNDERSTOOD AS MEANING EITHER "THE GoD oF
SALVATION", wNO BRINGS PEACE TO MEN BY BESTOWING HIS SALVA=-
TION ON THEM, OR "THE GOD OF PEACE", 1.Es, GOD, WHO PRODUCES
PEACGE, IN THIS PARTICULAR VERSE IT GOULD BE TAKEN EITHER

e > /
WAYe = THE PARTICIPLE, O KVAYAF WYV FURTHER CHARACTERI ZES

—
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Gop AS THE Gop wHO RAISED CHRIST FROM THE DEAD AND THUS SANC=
TIONED AND ATTESTED HIS REDEMPTIVE WORK. SOME HAVE TRIED TO
> / .
READ INTO THIS O(Vo(éfa(d'u)l/ THE J0EA OF JESUS' EXALTATIOR INTO
HEAVEN, BUT IT IS HARDLY PROPER TO DO THIS BINGCE I|T (S EXPRES=
S I—. 7/
SLY GONNEOTED WITH €K VEKQWY, THE WORD VEKPOS MEANS, "DE=
CEASED, DEPARTED, DEAD", AS IT IS USED IN THIS PASSAGE IT
SIMPLY MEANS THAT JESUS WAS NUMBERED AMONG THE DEAD AND THAT
Gep BROUGHT HIM FROM AMONE THEM, HERE, THEN, WE HAVE A CLEAR
TESTIMONY TO THE PACT THAT CHRIST WAS AMONG THE DEADe HE
DIEDe A PROOF OF HIS HUMANITY?§ YES, BEGAUSE MEN DIE.,
SFa= BN\ > N\ S/ /
INn CHe 2, 14 WE READI A Ticl OUV TX TxtIX KEKOIVWVAYKEY
c/ \ / \ > \ x / S :
K LULTOS Kt U'o(()kos, KaKt XUTOS TXPXTRAYTLws HeTe G")(ev
— > (A N 2 | / / N\ A /
TWV K JITWYV, (VA X Too BavaTou KT Ty TOV TO K@<XTES
) R
>/ o / L / \ / §
e)(owra( 160 Oava Tou, TouT’ ETTLV TOV ch(@o)\ov— {"SineE THEW THE
CHILDREN ARE SHARERS OF FLESH AND BLOOD, HE MIMSELF ALSO IN
THE SAME WAY TOOK PART OF THE SAME, THAT THROUGH DEATH ME MIGHT
BRI NG TO WOUGHT HIM THAT HAS THE POWER OF DEATH, THAT §S, THE
c/ é NENa—
DEVILees") THE WORDS THAT CONCERN US HERE ARES LV A(X ToOU
9 / / —__\ \ /7 3/ -— e Z
LVLTOD KATPY Ty TOV TO KOXTOS c-)<ovr.-< 160 BxvuatTOU,
— \ /
TbuT’éé'TLV Tov Scdﬁo)\ov. (FOR COMMENTS ON THE FIRST PART OF THIS
/
VERSE SEE P. BFF.) @,(va('ros-— UTHE DEATH OF THE BODY, leEe,
THAT SEPARATION OF THE SOUL FROM THE BODY BY WHICH THE LIFE ON
/
EARTH 1S ENDED" (THAYER). Ko(Ta(ed'd—IO’ﬂ- EXPRESSES THE IDEA OF
DEPR! VING SOMETHING OR SOMEONE OF FORGCE, INFLUENGE, OR POWER,.

By AN /\ X / 28 K64 N /
Tov o Keoc,'i'os €YovT= T60 BuviTou, TooT ETTCy Tov SecxBorov —
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"HIM HAVING THE POWER OF DEATH, THAT IS, THE DEVIL". THE
STATEMENT THAT THE DEVIL HAS THE POWER OR RULE OF DEATH GaN
BEST BE UNDERSTOOD IN THE LIGHT OF Rom, 5, 12, SiN ENTERED
INTO THE WORLD AS A RESULT OF THE ENTICEMENT OF THE DEVIL,
AND WITH SIN CAVE DEATH, MEN DIE BECAUSE OF SIN, AND THE
FATHER OF SIN IS THE OEVILe. IN VIEW OF THIS, AND KEEPING IW
MIND HOW SATAN USES THE THOUGHT OF DEATH, BOTH TEMPORAL AND
ETERNALy, TO FILL MEN'S HEARTS WITH TERROR, IT IS cI.E.AR. WHY
THE AUTHOR OF HEBREWS SPEAKS,O0F THE DEVIL AS HAVING THE POWER

OF DEATH. T WAS THIS TERRIBLE RULE OF THE DEVIL THAT JESUS

CAME TO BRI NG TO NOUGHT., AND HOW DID HE DO 1T?===BY DYING
HlMSELFQ BENGEL NOTES THAT HERE WE HAVE A PARADOX., HE savs:
"JESUS MORTEM PASSUS VICITS DIABOLUS MORTEM VIBRAKS SyucCcu-
BulT".'4

IN ORDER TO CONQUER DEATH JESUS ﬁlen. IN ORDER TO DIE
HE BECAME A "SHARER OF FLESH AND BLOOD", A8 THE AUTHOR POINTS
OUT IN THE FIRST PART OF THIS VERSE. ONGE AGAIN WE ARE FAGED

WITH AN | NGONTROVERTABLE GONCLUSION: JESUS HAS A TRUE HUMAN

NATURE, FOR HE DIED.
(/ 7 - [ \ \
In ¢He 2, 9 WE READS.... OTTWS )(x(ac—r( Beoov UTeQ TIXvTos
/ / f
yeLvIyTLL Oxv TOU — ("seaTHAT HE BY THE GRACE OF GoD
SHOULD TASTE DEATH FOR EVERY MAN",) THE FIRST THING WE NOTE
HERE S THAT THERE |8 A VARIANT READING, |N SOME MANUSCRIPTS
\ = / —

THE woros, Xwpis OedU , APPEAR INSTEAD or Xxptte Hedu .

\ —
THE READING, Xw@c_s ©couv , MUST BE REJEGTED SINGE IT I8

14, QuoTED (N LUNEMANN, OP. CIT., P, 441],
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FOUND ONLY IN A FEW MINOR MANUSORIPTS, FURTHERMORE, IF IT
/ /
IS CONNECTED wiTH YCU Ty 7KL Ea vk Tou s IT COULD POSSIBLY
EXPRESS A THOUGHT THAT (S ENTIRELY ALIEN TO THE HOLY ScR|P=
TURES, NAMELY, THE |DEA THAT JESUS TASTED DEATH WITHOUT His
DEITYse THE NESTORIANS MADE USE OF THIS READING TO EXPRESS
THE NOTION THAT JESUS TASTED DEATH "WITHOUT G0D™, 1e¢Es, WITH=
OUT THE PARTICIPATION OF HiS GODHEAD, WITH THE MERE SHARING
OF HIS HUMANITY IN DEATHe SUCH A THOUGHT 1S, OF COURSE, UHN=
SCRIPTURAL AND IS THEREFORE TO BE REJECTEDs |IN ALL PROBAB=
ILITY THE WORDS, Xw@\cs Oeob0 , wERE ADDED AS A GLOSS TO
THE WORDS OF V., 8, "HE LEFT NOTHING THAT IS NOT PUT UNDER
HEM", BEGAUSE OF STy PAUL'S STATEMENT I8 | Cor, 15; 27, "Bur
WHEN HE SAITH, ALL THINGS ARE PUT UNDER HiIM, IT 1S MANIFEST
THAT HE §S EXCEPTED, WHICH DID PUT ALL THINGS UNDER HimM", A
LATER TRANSCRIBER THEN ERRONEOUSLY REGARDED THIS GLOSS AS A
/ T ‘

CORRECTION OF Xo(et'r( Oeoco 1w Vo 9 AND INSERTED IT INTO
THAT VERSE,'D

WHAT ARE wE TO UNDERSTAND BY THE STATEMENT THAT JESus
"TASTED DEATH" 8Y THE GRACE OF GoD ()(i@cTV Beoo )72
NOTHING ELSE THAN THIS, THAT IT WAS THE GRACE AND LOVE OF
GOD THAT WERE THE SUPREWME CAUSE OF THE REDEEMING DEATH OF
CurisT (cP. Rome 5, 83 GaLs 2, 20e)e THIS TRUTH IS BROUGHT
INTO CLE ARER LIGHT BY éﬁ;e ﬂow’ro’s. IltvTos as 1T 18

< /7
USED HERE MEANS “EVERYONE“, AND GCONNECTED WITH UWG-(J IT EX=

i50 CF, LUNEMANN, OPes CiTs, P« 421=422,
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PRESSES THE |DEA THAT JESUS TASTED DEATH ON BEHALF OF EVERY=
ONEe THE AUTHOR, IT IS TO BE NOTED, USES THE SINGULAR, IN
ORDER TO BRING OUT THE BLESSED TRUTH THAT CHRIST DIED ON BE~
HALF OF EACH INDIVIDUAL IN THE WHUMAN RACE, THe )(Scf:us Geso
1S NOW CLEARs, |IT WAS THE GRAGE AND LOVE OF GOD FOR ALL MHEN
THAT MOVED Hiwm To SEND HIS ONLY=-BEGOTTEN SON INTO THE WORLD
TO "TASTE DEATH", reu’cm,[-rau éaévo(lfou—agpagsg"*rs THE EXPERIENGCE
OF DEATH UNDER THE FIGURE OF TASTING OF THE SAME, THIS SAME
FIGURE 1S USED 18 Mre 9, I3 Lk, 9, 273 Ju. 8, 52, ano 8
EVIDENTLY ONLY A MORE SIGNIFICANT EXPRESSION FOR THE ORDINARY
;(ﬂoeV4/’,TI<C—L\/ e IN VIEW OF THIS IT 1S DOUBTFUL THAT THE
AUTHOR USTD THE EXPRESSION TO CONVEY THE IDEA OF THE BRIEF
DURATION OF CHRIST'S DEATH, OR THE IDEA OF THE BITTERNESS OF
DEATH, BUT WMETHER -THE 'AUTHOR HAD SUGH THINGS IN MIND, CR
NOT, THE FACT REMAINS THAT IN THIS PASSAGE HE ASCRIBES DEATH

TO JESUS, AND THUS WE MHAVE AMOTHER -PROOF OF THE TRUE HUMANe

ITY OF CHRIST.
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SUMMARY OF THE FIRST PART

THE FACT THAT OUR LORD JESUS CHRIST HAS A TRUE HUMAN
NATURE 1S GLEARLY PROVED BY THE EPISTLE TO THE Hesrews, IT
ASCRIBES TO Hims

l. HUuMAN ®AMES, CHe 2, 6

2. HuMAN FLESH AND BLOOD, CHe 2, 143 10, 19.20

3. HuuMaw DESCENT, CH., T, |4

4, A HUMAN BODY, CHs 10, 10

5o HUMAN EMOTIONS, GHe 5, 7

6. HumAn SUFFERING AND DEATH, CHW, 2, 103 13, 12; 13, 203

2, 143 2, 9
THAT JESUS HAD A REALLY NUMAN BIRTH IS HOT SPECIFICALLY

STATED, BUT IT IS GERTAINLY IMPLIED IN oM, 2, |7,
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PART 11

THE PECULIARITIES oF CHRIST'S Human NATUR Ee
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CHAPTER ONE: THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ASCRIBES TO CHRIST'S
HUMAN NATURE PERFECT SINLESSNESS.

ALTHOUGH JESUS IS TRUE MAN, CONSUBSTANTIAL WITH ALL
OTHER MEN (éfUDOJGLo(S. CONSUBSTANTIALIS), MEVERTHELESS
His HuUMAN NATURE HAS CERTAIN PECULIARITIES (PROPRIETATES N~
DIVIDUALES) THAT ARE NOT FOUND N OTHER HUMAN BE| NGB,
SEVERAL OF THESE PEOULIARITIES ARE SPOKEN OF IN THE EPISTLE
Te THE HEBREWS, THE FIRST ONE WE SHALL NOTE (S CHriIST'S
PERFECT SINLESSNESS,

>/
In oHe 7, 26=27 WE READ} TOLOL TOS <‘r°‘€ ,o’/u.u/ Kau C"T(J&—

&V o(?)(LG:(JCUS é/<r5o5, K=< KOS, ac/uuzv—ros, J(C)(wgur/ucvos
XTio TV xfuac(z-rwkwv Kt ¢ U}J«a;)(o-rc—@os TRV cwpatvwv
(Yevo/uevos. ©s ovK e\(e-t Ko & "'//“Cf)“‘/ xvxdvmu/ w@nce ol
o(()){(cpets -nr@orc—(mv Snee rav Siwy & K ph 0T (TOV Do s
ayx?epay CﬁCLu< TEOV T60 AXEU. —

("FOR sSucH A HIGH PRIEST WAS BECOMING TO US, HOLY, HARMLESS,
UNDEF|LED, SEPARATE FROM SINNERS, AND BECOME HIGHER THAN THE
HEAVENS. V/HO DOES NOT NEED DAILY, AS THE HIGH PRIESTS, TO
OFFER UP BAGRIFIGES, FIRST FOR HIS OUN SINS, AND THEN FOR
THOSE OF THE PEOPLE".) JoLGUTOS— REFERS BACK TO ALL THAT
WAS BEEN SAID ABOUT A PRIESTHOOD AFTER THE ORDER OF
MELCH) ZEDEK, "SUCH"™ A HIGH PRIEST l&p)(m—ec-és ) was FIT=
TInNG (’Zﬁpeﬂnav ) FOR USs, THE AUTHOR THEN PROCEEDS TO GIVE
SOME OF THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THIS HIGH PRIEST,

/
“Oaiog~ "UNDEFILED BY SIN, FREE FROM Wl GKEONESS, PURE,

HOLYY, IN THE SEPTUAGINT THE WORD IS USED CHIEFLY AS A TRANS=
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LATION OF 172D 7T,
’}(er(osv "WITHOUT GUILE OR FRAUD, HARMLESS, FREE FROM
>/ s/ g2 / ,
GUILT", CHRYSOSTOM SAYSS AKxKos TC €T TLY), A?TOV/(/’()osj
2 c/ D P/l - 2/ : - /
ou)( OmovAos, K<t &Ti TOLOUTOS, XIKOVE Téo 700 P Tou ANe=
yovTes. >OO<SE e)upé—eq So’)\os év Té} U’To,/u("r( «uTou. (184 53, ‘3).'6
"NOT DEFILED, UNSOILED, FREE FROM THAT BY
WHICH THE HNATURE OF A TNING 1S DEFORMED AND DEBASED, OR ITS
FORCE AND VIGOR IMPAIRED", (CP. JS, 1, 273 | PET, 1, 4,)
Ke)(w@ Lo‘/qe’vos XTIO TV offuo((o‘rw\ (WY — "SEPARATED
FROM SINNERS", SOME COMMENTATORS LOOK UPON THIS AS A RE=
FERENCE TO JESUS' EXALTATION I N HEAVEN, WHERE HE 1S SEPA=
RATED FROM SINNERS AND GANNOT BE DEFILED BY THEM.!! THEY
POINT TO THE PRAGCTICE OR THE OLD TESTAMENT HIGH PRIESTS WHO
HAD TO PRESERVE THEMSELVES FREE FROM DEFILEMENT (LEV. 21,
IOFF), AND CITE THE TALMUD WHIGCH STATES THAT BEFORE TME
GREAT DAY OF ATONEMENT THE HIGH PRIEST MAD TO SPEND SEVEN
DAYS IN THE TEMPLE, APART FROM HIS FAMILY, IN ORDER TO BE
SECURED AGAlI NST DEFILEMENT, BUT SUCH A VIEW IS UNTENABLE ,
DURI NG ALL THE DAYS OF HIS SOJOURN ON EARTH JESUS WAS IN
ALMOST CONSTANT CONTACT WITH SINFUL MEN AND WAS NEVER DE=-
FILED BY THEM, YWHY THEN MUST HE BE TAKEN INTO HEAVEN TO
BE SEPARATED FROM Sl NNERS, So.AS HOT TO BE DEFILED BY THEMT

FURTHERMORE, IF, ACCORDING TO THE EXAMPLE OF THE OLD TESTA=-

16. QuoTep N LUNEMANN, OP, CIT., P. 574 (FooTNOTE]).
17 LUNEmMANN, BLEEK, THOLUGCK, DaviDSON, ET AL.
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MENT, JESUS HAD TO SEPARATE HIMSELF FROM SINNERS TO PROTECT
HIMSELF FROM BECOMING DEFILED, WHY DID TH I8 SEPARATION TAKE
PLAGE AFTER THE SACRIFI CE ON CALVARY? |IT SEEMS TO US THAT
IF ANY SEPARATION FROM S| NNERS WAS NEEDED TO GUARD AGAINST
DEFILEMENT (ACCORDING TO THE EXAMPLE OF THE OLD TESTAMENT
HIG# PRIESTS), IT SHOULD HAVE TAKEN PLACE BEFORE THE SACRI=
/ \ —
FICE« THEREFORE WE HOLD THAT Ke—)(cueccr/&evcs XMO T OV
C —
d/ua(()t_w)\wl/ MEANS SIMPLY THAT JESUS wAS SEPARAT ED FROM S| RHERS
BECAUSE OF HIS S| NLESSNESS, THE EXPRESSION XXRELY REVEALS
HOW DIFFERENT JESUS WAS FROM OTHER MEN I N THIS RESPECT.
o k/ it — /
Yt/,u, 0TEPOS TWY OUPXV Wy devo/qevos—-"uans HIGHER THAWN THE
HEAVENS", CLEARLY REFERS TO THE A3ZEMSI ON | KTO HEAVEN,
THUS THE WRITER OF THE EPISTLE To THE HEBREWS ASGR| BES
TO THE HUWMAN NATURE OF CHR IST PERFECT SINLESSNESSe THAT ME
1S TALKING ABOUT CHRIST'S HUMAN NATURE 1S CLEAR FROM THE
FACT THAT HE ASCR| BES THIS S| NLESSNESS TO OUR GREAT HicH
PRIEST, AND THE HUMANITY OF CHRIST CANNOT BE SEPARATED FROM
HiS HIGH=PRIESTLY OFFICE, HE 1S YERY EMPHATIC ABOUT TH (S
SINLESSNESS, AS CAN BE SEEN FROM HIS CHO|ICE OF WORDS,
HE GOES ON IN THE NEXT VERSE (Ve 27) TO SAY SOMETH(ING
) > 5 A
GLSE ABOUT THIS SINLESSNESS OF CHRISTe (s oo eYel....
S i A 9/ < /
a(Va(d'KATV—LITERALLY, "WHO DOES NOT HAVE NEGCESSI TY", Kx A,//ue-—
: C/ C > —
pxv-"parLyY", orR "DAY BY DAY", wI T OL oc(:)(cefnecs-— "AS
THE HIGH Pmssrs'", THE HIGH PRIESTS OF THE OLD COVENANT,
/ ¢ md — 2 / c — / S 7
ﬁeo-repov uﬂc—e TWwYy L&va p([uzx(.\’rtw\/ OouTixs oewc?)epe-cv,

>/ — Uy s
ENEG(TA TWV Tou )\0\’.00 — UP)RST FOR HIS OWN SI NS TO OF=
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FER UP SACRIFICE, THEN FOR THE PEOPLE'S", THE AUTHOR HERE
STATES THAT THE OLp TESTAME NT HI1GH PR IESTS OFFERED UP SAGR(=-
FICES DAJ LY, FIRST FOR THEIR OWN SINS, AND THEN FOR THE SINS
OF THE PEOPLE, THIS STATEMENT HAS PUZZLED MANY COMME NTATORS
BECAUSE THEY ARE OF THE OPINION THAT THE OLD TESTAMENT HtGH
PRIESTS DID NOT OFFER UP SUCH SACRIFICES EVERY DAY. HowEVER,
tn | Curone 16, 40 WE ARE TOLD THAT THE PRIESTS OFFERED UP
BURMNT OFFERING S UNTO THE LORD CONTINUALLY "MORNING AND E VEN=
ING", JOSEPHUS ALSO STATES THAT THE HIGH PR IESTS WENT UP TO
THE TEMPLE WITH THE OTHER PRIESTS TO TAKE PART IN THE SACRI=
FICIAL SERVICE AS OFTEN AS THEY WERE SO MINDED.!8 PHiLO aLso
REMARKS THAT IN THE DAILY SACRIFICE THE PRIESTS OF FERED THE
OBLATION FOR THEMSEL VES, BUT THE LAMBS FOR THE PEOPLE;lg In
ANOTHER PASSAGE HE STATES THAT THE HIGH PR IBST OFFERED A DAl=
LV sncuarles.zo THE TALMUD ALSO TESTIFIES TO THI S POINT,

THER EFORE, THERE !S5 NO NEED FOR US TO BE I N DOUBT IN THIS

MATTER, NEITHER IS IT NECESSARY FOR US TO MAKE THE AUTHOR SAY

SOMETHI NG HE OBVIOUSLY DOES MOT INTEND TO SAY, AS FOR EXAMPLE,
. yiel (4

TO FORCE UPON KO(Q ,41/16'()0(&’ THE SIGNIFICATION, "YEARLY, ON &

DEFINITE DAY",

I8, CP. JoSEPHUS, DE BELLO JUDAICO, Ve, 5.7

19. PHILO, QUIS RER. DIVINs HAER., Pe 505 A (wiTh Mangey
fe Pe 497.)

20. PHiLO, DE SPECiALLe LEGGs, ®« 797 E {wiTH Mancev, II,
Pe 321,
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THE OLD TESTAMENT HIGH PRIESTS WERE COMPELLED TO OF FER
DAILY SACRIFICES FIRST FOR THEIR OWN SING, AND THEN FOR THE
SINS OF THE PEOPLE, BUT, AS THE AUTHOR POINTS OUT, IT WAS
NOT NECESSARY FOR JESUS, THE GREAT HtGH PRIEST, TO OFFER UP
SAGCRIFICES FOR HIS OWN SINS. WHY?«-RECAUSE HE WAS SINLESS.

AT THE END OF V. 27 WE READ: TOOTO d':xe czwo/u,,o'ev Jésbo:-'
ﬂxg ecau_)‘r\o\/a%veve/d«ms—“Fon THIS HE DID ONGE, WHEN HE OF FERED
UP WIMSELF", OSOME GOMMEMNTATORS MAKE THIS STATEMENT R EFER
BACK TO ALL OF Vv, 27, ¥WITH THE RESULT THAT THE STATEMENT
THEN IMPLIES THAT JESUS HAD TO OFFER UP A SACRIFICE FOR HIS
own oz/u‘x(J T(,o(L o Tool THEY THEN PROCEED TO GI VE A WATERE D~
DOWN DEFINITION OF THE oc(/J.oL(JT(/o(l OF JESUS, WHICH 1S CON~-
TRARY TO ALL SCRIPTURE, AND TO THE LINGUISTIC USE OF o:/uxp—
’t“tlou « THIS, OF COURSE, IS NONSENSE., THE STATEMENT, TooTo

.&ve:-'ve,agl-(acs IS FORCED BY THE GCONTEXT (vv., 26 AnD 28) To
REFER TO THE OFFERING UP OF A SAGRIFICE FOR THE S| NS OF THE
PEOPLE, THIS8 JESUS DID okcE WHEN HE "OFFERED UP HIMSELF",
THE POJINT THAT THE AUTHOR WANTS TO BRING OUT N VYV, 26 AND
27 18 THAT THE OLD TESTAMENT PRIESTS WERE SINFUL AND INFIRM
AND HAD TO REPEAT THEIR SACRIFICES OVER AND OVER AGAIN, BUT
JESUS IS PERFECTLY SINLESS, AND THE ONE SACRIFICE HE OFFERED
UP IS PERFEGCT AND COMPLETE, IT 18 R‘GOHTRKSTENG'OFV SINFUL=
NESS WITH SINLESSNESS, OF MANY SACR{FI CES WITH ONE SAGRIFICE.

In THIS PASSAGE fcHy 7, 26.27) THE WRITER OF THE EPISTLE
TO THE HEBREWS ASCRIBES ABSOLUTE SINLESSNESS TO JESUs. IT

WOULD BE UTTER FOLLY TO ASCRIBE SIN OF aNY Kinwo TOo Him iw

3 T E
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THE FACE OF THIS PASSAGE., TO DO SO WOULD ONLY GONTRADJCT
DIREGTLY WHAT THE INSPIRED WRITER TELLS US WERE, THEREFORE
WE HOLD, ON THE BASIS OF THIS PASSAGE, THAT CHRIST WAS NOT
ONLY FREE FROM ACTUAL SIN (PECCATUM Aefuaus),_;ur ALSO FROM
ORIGINAL SIN (PEGCATUL ORIFINALE)e IT I8 TRUE THAT HE A8~
SUMED HUMAN FLESH ArD mLoce (cHe 2, 14), BUT I N SO po I e HE
DID MOT BECOME A SHARER OF THE HEREDITARY GORRUPTION OR THE
HEREDITARY GUILT WHIGH ARE IMPUTED TO ALL OTHER MEN. How
IT waS POSSIBLE FOR JESUS TO DO THIS IS, OF GO UR SE, EX-
PLAINED BY THE FAGT THAT HIS CONCEPTION WAS OF A SUPERNATUR AL
NATURE, HE wAS CONOEIVED BY THE HoLYy GHosT (Mr. |, 185 LK.
l, 36)¢ HE DID NOT GOME FROM S| NFUL SEED.

IF IT BE ARGUED THAT SINCE JESUS WAS WITHOUT ORIGINAL
SIN HE COULD MNOT HAVE HAD A TRUE HUMAN NATURE, BECAUSE ALL
MEN BY NATURE ARE TAI NTED WITH ORIGI NAL SI W, WE REPLY THAT
SUCH AN ARGUMENT 1S NOT VALIDe OSIN DOES NOT BELONG TO THE

ESSENCE OF MANe T 18 AN TACCIDENS", SOMETH ING THAT HUMAN

NATURE HAS ACQUIRED AS A RESULY OF THE FauLL. THEREFORE,
BEING A MAN DOES NOT NECESSARILY INVOLVE BE|I NG A SINNER,
AND THUS IT WAS WITH JESus, HE waS, INDEED, A TRUE MAN,
BUT HE wWAS A MAN WITHOUT SI N, BUT THAT VERY FACT DISTIu=
GUISHES Him FROM ALL OTHER MEN, FOR ALL OTHER MEW ARE S| N=-
NERS AND ARE TAINTED WITH THE CORRUPTION OF ADAM,

THE SINLESSNESS OF CHRIST 18 ATTESTED IN ANOTHER PAS~

SAGE OF THE EPISTLE To THE HEBREWS. IN CH. 4, |5 wE READ?

o0 ¢;(€ ’e/)(o/ue-v &exc ep ex /ul, Auvx;uc—vov TupLTIx QA«?(TOI.L
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— > / < -— / \ \ /7
Tx(¢ xTOevecates ./vhu.wv, e T ecpo(?/u. cvoy Se KK TR TTHYTH
) / \ (4 /
KA B O(LLC:»(OTA,!T«:(XMJ\O(S GYJKPTMS—("FOH WE DO NOT HAVE A HIGH
PRI EST WHO IS MOT ABLE TO HAVE COMPASSIONATE FEELING FOR
OUR WEAKNESSES, BUT WAS TEMPTED IN ALL RESPECTS LIKE AS WE
ARE, WITHOUT SIN",) WE SHALL CONSIDER THE LAST PART OF
; \ ’
THIS PASSAGE FIRSTs ON KXTX TIKVTX SEE THE GOMMENTS ON
JEC 4
cte 2, 17 (Pe 16 FF.) Kx6 OMOLOTYTL— "IN LIKE MANNER",
\
JESUS wAS TEMPTED "IN ALL THINGS, IN AL L RESPECTS" { KaTx
/ ) ¢ /
TTRVTA) "IN LIKE MANNERY (K<& OUOLE TRy Tk ) To us, sUT IN
\ < 7/
His CASE IT was Xwets O((H.K(JT(DLS s TWITHOUT SIN",

SOME GCOMMENTATORS TRY TO READ INTO THE EXPRESS|ON,
"wiTHOUT SIN™, THE IDEA THAT IT WAS POSS|IBLE FOR JESUS TO
SIN, BUT THAT EVEN WHEN SUBJEGTED TO TEMPTATION HE OVERCAME
AND REMAINED WITHOUT SINe SuCH A NOTION, HOWEVER, §8 NOT
COMPATISBLE WITH THE TEAGHING OF HoLY SCRIPTURE., CHRIST'S

/
HUMAY NATURE WAS REGEIVED INTO THE XOQ—OS » AND THEREFORE VE
MUST DENY THAT 1IN HIM THERE WAS EVEN THE POSSIBILITY OF
siuNp NGy (CPe JUNe 8, 463 | PET. |, 19.)

BUT IF THAT WAS THE CASE, WERE THE TEMPTATIONS THAT
JESUS ENDURED, REAL TEMPTATI ONS? YES, THEY WEREs THAT IS
ONE OF THE MAIN POINTS WHIGH.THE AUTHOR WISHES TO BRI NG OUT

> \ )/ > / N V4
IN THIS VERSEs HE SAYS: OU yxQ e)(o,u.c—v M(JXLC—eea(M Suvx/uc-vw
— -— >) } (4 — "
o‘u(wnxéa,{cmt TLS oLO"eE-VG-CoLLS .«uhuuuv — ("For WwE DO NOT
HAVE A HIGH PRIEST WHO 18 NOT ABLE TO HAVE COMPASSIONATE
FEELING FOR OUR WEAKNESSES",) .Zu/u-rracei’_c'ou—“'ro HAVE SYM=

. e /
PATHY, COMPASS|ONATE FEELING™} TolLs XTOeve(X(s-"WEAKNESSES,

&
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INFIRMITIES", HERE ESPECIALLY DENOTES WEAKNESS IN RESTRAI N=
IHG THE PROGCLIVITY TO sna.2| WITH THE SE WORDS THE AUTHOR
TELLS US THAT WE DO NOT HAVE A HIGH PRIEST WHO IS UNABLE TO

HAVE CGMPASSIONATE FEELING FOR OUR WEAKNESSES, ESPEC|ALLY

OUR WEAKNESS IN XEEPING OURSELVES FROM FALLING INTO SIN.
NOw THE QUESTION 15, IF JESUS DI D HOT ENDURE REAL TEMPT A=
TIons, I His WERE ONLY BHAM TEMPTATIONS, HOW COULD HE MAVE
COMPASS| ONATE FEELING FOR OUR WEAKNESS IN THE FAGCE OF SIHN
AND TEMPTATION? THE AUTHOR'S POINT IS ONLY TOO GLEARS
JEsSus, our HieH PRIEST, HAS A COMPASSI ONATE FEEL ING FOR OUR
WEAKNESSES BECAUSE HE ENDURED THE SAME TEMPTATIONS WE MUST
FACE, |T 1S HOPELESS TO ARGUE THAT JESUS DID NOT ENDURE
REAL TEMPTATIONS BECAUSE IT WAS |MPOSSIBLE FOR HiM TO SiN,
SYUGH A LINE OF REASONING ONLY CONTRADICTS WHAT THE EPISTLE
TO THE HEBREWS AND ALL SCRIPTWE HAVE TO SAY ON THE SuB-
JECT,

THIS SAME POINT 16 BROUG HT OUT BY THE AUTHOR IN CH, 2,
i8: Ev LES, h«;(e -rrc—/'novéev aZur;_c —ﬂer()o(c'ée'(/s} cgu/vx-rm'roTs TEPx -

/ 3 Q.— j
¢0/,kevocg /oél YT — ("FOR N THAT HE WIMSELF SUFFERED
BEING TEMPTED, HE (S ABLE TO HELP THOSE TFTHAT ARE TEMPTED".) Ev cy/
"IN THAT, SINCEY} /50», QZ;Q'au — HAS THE BASIC MEAN| NG OF
TRUN TO TRE CRY OF (THOSE in DANGER)", AND FPROM THAT IS DE=
RIVED THE MEAMING, "TO HELP, SUOGCOR, BRING AID": WHAT THE

AUTHOR TELLS US HERE (S SIMPLY THISS SINCE JESUS HiMSELF

\ ' d > /
2l. CF, THAYER, 0P, €ITe, Pe 80, xTOeve(x,
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SUFFERED BEING TEMPTED, HE IS8 ABLE TO BRING AID TO US, WHO
ARE IN A CONTINUAL STATE [ﬂée()ach/,{e/vos } oF sE1 ne TEWP=
TEDe AGAI N THE EMPHASIS 1S ON THE FACT THAT JESUS END URED
REAL TEMPTATIONS, THAT I8 wHY HE 18 30 ABLY SUITED TO Gf VE
HEL? TO US IN OUR TEMPTATIUNS,

JE3SUS ENDURED KEAL TE4PTATION FOR OUR S8AKE, BUT HE DID
T Xu%ﬁs,%udPTfés {che 4, 15)s He sBcame our BroTHER (cH.
2, I7) ™Min ALL THINGS", EVEN ENDURING TEMPTATIONS SUCH AS
OURS, BUT THROUGH IT ALL HE wWAS WITHOUT SINe AND THAT I8
ONE THING THAT SETS HiM APART FROM ALL OTHE R MEN, EVEN
THOUGH HE wAS A TRUE MAN HIMSELF ==« HE 1S ABSOLUTELY SIN=-
LESS,

In Rome 5, 12, WE ARE TOLD: "WHEREFORE, AS 8Y ONE WAN

SIN ENTERED I NTO THE WORLD, AND DEATH 8BY S| N} AND SO DEATH

RASSED UPON ALL MEN, FOR THAT ALL HAVE SINNED", THIS MEANS
THAT MEN DIE BECAUSE OF THEIR S| NFULNESS. SIN IS5 THE CAUSE
OF DEATHe THE WRITER OF THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS REFERS
TO TH IS TERRIBLE TRUTH IN CH. 2, |4=~|5, WHERE HE OALLS AT=-
TENT 1ON'TO THE FACT THAT JESUS, THROUGH HIS OWN DEATH, DE-
LIVERED "THEM, WHO THROUGH FEAR OF DEATH WERE ALL THEIR
LIFETIME SUBJECTED TO BONDACE",

DEATH COMES TO MEN AS A RESULT OF THEIR SI NS, ButT In
THE CASE OF JESUS THIS DID NOT HOLD TRUE. HE wAS SINLESS,

FREE FROM THE TAINT OF BOTH ORIGIMAL SI N AND AOTUAL SIN, AND

THEREFORE HIS HUMAN NA TURE WAS | MMORTALe HE WAS NOT SUBJECT .

TO DEATH BECAUSE OF THE ABSENCE OF SIN FROM HIS HUMAMI NATURE.
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THE IMMORTALITY OF CHRIST'S HUMAN NATURE WAS CERTAINLY IN
THE MIND OF THE WRITER OF HEBREWS WHEN HE WROT E THE FOLLOW=
1nG {oHe 7, 24.25): o Se S -rza/u.c-’vc-cu RUToY écs Tov O
("BUT HE, BEGAUSE HE ABIDES UNTO ETERNIT Yeae"), AND} 'na(’vrare
- > W) 4 RN 3 —_—

l,awv Ets To c—v-rud.Xa(vew ONeP@ XU TwY—("HE EVERMORE LIVES,
TO MAKE INTERGCESSI ON FOR THEM",) THAT THE AUTHOR HERE RE=
FERS TO THE ETERNAL CHARACTER OF CHRIST'S DIVINE NATURE IS,
OF COURSE, OBVIOUSe AT THE SAME TIME IT CANNOT BE DENIED
THAT THE IMMORTALITY OF HIS HUMAN NATURE IS ALSO GOVERED BY
THESE WORDSs IN THIS SECTION (CHse 7, 13=28) THE AUTHOR IS
SPEAKING OF JESUS AS OUR HiGH PRIE ST, AKD WHEN HE SPEAKS OF
JESUS AS "ABIDING UNTO ETERHITYY (V. 24) aND "LIVING EVER=
MoR E" (ve 25), HE 1S SAYING THESE THI NG S OF Him As our HiGH
PRIESTe BUT CHRIST'S HIGH~PRIESTLY. OF FICE 1S INSEPARABLY
BOUND UP wWiTH HIS HUMAN NATURE, AND THEREFORE THE STATEMENTS,
"HE AB1DES UNTO ETERNITY", AND "HE EVERMORE LIVES", CANNOT BE
FULLY UNDFPSTOOD WITHOUT TAKE{NG INTO ACCOUNT THE IMMORTALITY
OF HIS HUMAN NATUREe FURTHERMORE, IT MUST BE REMEMBERED THAT
"Jgsus™ (v, 22) §S THE NAME GIVEN TO A HUMAN BEJIHNG, MT, |,
21.253 Lke 2, 21,

IN REGARD TO THE DEATH OF JESUS WE MUST ALWAYS RE MEMBER
THAT HE DIED OF HIS OWN WILL AND POWER A S THE SAVIOR OF MEN.
HE DID NOT DIE On ACOOUNT OF His ownN SIN (HE was 8INLESS),
BUT ON ACCOUNT OF IMPUTED SIN, (CHRISTUS MORTUUS EST PROPTER

PECGATUM |MPUTATUM.) HE LAID DOWN HiS LIFE OF HiS OowN FREE

witL {Jne 10, I8) IN ORDER THAT THROUGH HIS DEATH ALL MEN
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MIG 4T HAVE ETERNAL LIFE, THIS FACT LIES BENIND EVERY
STATEMENT THAT THE AUTH OR OF HEBREWS MAKES CONCERNING JESUS !

DEATH. HE ALWAYS SPEAKS OF JESUS A S DYING NOT BECAUSE OF

SOME NECESSI TY ON HIS OWN PART, BUT PURELY BECAUSE HE DE-

SIREDy THROUGH Hi S OWN DEATH, TO GAI!N BALVATI ON FOR HIS

"BRETHREN"s (CFe CHe 2, 143 9, 26-28; 9, 12=15; 13, 12.)
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CHAPTER TYO: THe EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ASCRIBES |MPERSO~
HALITY TO CHRIST'S HUMAN NATURE,.

IN RECENT TIMES RATIONALISTIC THEOLOGY HAS DEPAR TED
FROM THE SCRIPTURAL DOCTRINE OF THE TWO NATURES OF CHRIST
AND HAS SUBSTITUTED A TEACHING THAT MAKES OF JESUS HOTHI NG
MORE THAN A MERE MAN, IN WHOM GOD REVEALED HIMSELF WMORE
FULLY THAN HE DOES IN OTHER MENe AGCCORDING TO THIS VIEW
THE OIF FERENGE BETWEEN JESUS AND ALL OTHER MEN 1S ONLY ONE
OF DEGREE, NOT OF KIND.

THIS PERVERSION OF SCRIPTURAL TRUTH HAS BEEN BROUG HT
ABOUT TO A CERTAIN EXTENT BY THE FAILURE OF RATIONALISTIC
THEOLOGIANS TO ACCEPT THE BIBLICAL TEACHING THAT CHRIST'S
HUMAN NATURE LACKED PERSONALITY, leEe, THAT IT DID NOT
FORM A DISTINCT PERSON.IN ITSELFe JESUS DID NOT GONSIST
OF TWO PERSONS, ONE DI VINE AND THE OTHER HUMAN, BUT OF ONE

INDIVISIBLE PERSON IN WHOM WERE UNITED THE D0IY:i NE NATURE

AWD THE HUMAN NATURE.

THIS TRUTH, NAMELY, THAT THE HUMAN NATURE OF CHRIST
LACKED A PERSONALITY OF ITS OWN, BEGOMES GCLEAR WNEN THE
SCRIPTURAL PASSAGES DESCRIBI NG THE INGCARNATION ARE STUDIED.
ALL OF THE SE PASSAGES EXPLICITLY TEACH THAT THE Sow oF Gop

DID NOT ASSUME A HUMAN PERSON IN HIS [NGARNATION, BUT ONLY

HUMAN NATURE, THE HUMAN NATURE WAS RECE|VED INTO THE PER=
/
SON OF THE )\okos. THAT THIS WAS THE GASE 1S EVIDENT I W
. \ > / \ 7,
SUGH A PASSAGE AS HeEs. 2, |43 Enec ouv 7@ nx iyt KEKO L~

/ c/ \ / \ > / ) /
vwv,,?;«.;.\/ a(f.{ua('rof <<t 0"0((“(05) IKX L XUTOS TXQ KT 410‘ch
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fAeTéJXEviﬁihiUﬂﬁD—("Suuo: THEN THE CHILDRENW ARE SHARERS
OF FLESM AND BLOOD, HE HIMSELF ALSO IN THE SAME WAY TO OK
/ L

PART OF THE SAMEeees") THE Expaesslon,<ﬂxe§ Kt XU
PESIGNATES HUMAN NATURE BY POINTING TO THE LI VI NG HUMAN
BODY, CO MPOUNDED OF FLESH AND BLOODs |T USUALLY CARRIES
WITH IT THE IDEA OF FEEBLENESS (cpre EPH, 6, 12, WHERE ST,
hu:. CONTRASTS THE WEAKNESS OF MEN WITH THE SUPERNATIR AL
STRENGTH OF THE POWERS OF DARKNESS), OR WEAKNESS OF UNDER=-
STANDI NG, ESPECIALLY IN REGARD TO OIVINE THIwGS (cPs GaL,
ly 163 MT. 16, l7.).aa IN THIS VERSE, THEN, THE AUTHOR OF
HEBREWS TELLS uUS THAY JESUS, THE GLORIOUS Son oF Goo (cH,
|),8ECAME A PARTAKER OF FLESH AND BLOOD (HUMAY: NATURE) To=
GETHER WITH AL L OTHER MEN.

Now 1T IS TO BE NOTED THAT THE WRITER OF THE EPISTLE
TO THE HEBREWS DOE S NOT SAY THAT CHRIST ASSUMED A HUMAN
PERSON, HE DOES STATE, HOWEVER, THAT CHRIST ASSUMED HUMAN
NATIEEe THE ETERNAL Som oF Gop TO Ok UNTO HIMSELF MHUMAN

/
FLESH AND BLOOBe HE, THE Xokos s RECEIVED TH IS HUUAN HhA=

22, IN THE FIRST CHAPTER OF GALATIANS ST. PaUL EMPHA=-
SIZES THE POINT THAT HE RECEIVED THE GOSPEL NOT FROM MEN,
BUT BY THE REVELATION OF JESuS CHRIST., |IN THE |6TH VERSE
HE POINTS OUT THAT AFTER HIS CONVERSI ON HE DID NOT CONFER
WITH "FLESH AND BLOOD" (THE OTHER APOSTLES), THUS [MPLYING
THE FALLIBILITY OF HUMAN NATURE IN REGARD TO DIVI NE THINGS,
IN ¥te 16, 17 JESUS TELLS PETER THAT HIS GLORIOUS CONFESS=-
1o OF CHRIST WAS NOT REVEALED TO HIWM BY MEN ("FLESH anD
BLOOD"), B8UT BY THE FATHER IN HEAVEN, THUS JESUS ALSO M=
PLIES THE WEAKNESS OF HUMAN UNDERSTANDING IN DI VINE MAT=
TERS,.

et e e s
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TURE INTO Hi8 OWN DJ VINE PERSONs ACCORDINGLY WE SAY THAT
CHRIST'S HumMan urruAas HAS HNO PERSONALITY OF ITS OwWN [V -
UTIoG'Tc(d'L/K ), sur r'urr IT SUBSISTS IN THE )\o&os (évuno—
«r—ra(ﬂ;t).

BUT THIS VERY FACT MAKES THE HUMAN NATURE OF CHRI ST
DIFFERENT FROM THE NATURE OF ALL OTRER MEN, EVEN THOUGH IT
WAS A TRUE HUMAN NATURE, "QUOT HUMANAE H‘ATURAE, TOT PER=
SONAE HUMANAE"™ 1S PERFECTLY TRUE WHEN APPLIED TO AL L OTHER
MEN, BECAUSE AMONG u-su THERE IS NO SUCH THING AS A HUMAN '
MATURE WITHOUT A PER.SONAI.ITV OF ITS OWN3} BUT THIS ax|owm
CANNOT BE APPLIED TO CHRIST BECAUSE HIS HUMAN NATURE WAS "

’
RECEIVED INTO THE DIVINE PERSON OF THE XOKOS .
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SUMMARY OF THE SECOND PART

ALTHOUGH THE EPISTLE TO THE HEBREWS ASORIBES A TRUE
HUMAN NATURE TO CHRIST, IT ALSO ASCRIBES TO His HoMAN
NATURE CERTAIN PECULIARITIES THAT ARE NOT FOUND IN OTHER
HUMAN BSEI NGS, THEY ARE!

le SINLESSHESS, CH, T, 26,273 2, 183 4, 15

2¢ |MMORTALITY, CH. 7, 24,25

3. |MPERSONALITY, CH, 2, |4

T ——
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