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Tho pvrpose of this trea-

tise is to present mainly

thoso facte \.1= ich are gencrally
ndiuced to prove the Alexandrian

fincl=ground of the Letter to

tho “gbrews. Since some scholars,

however, deny this ﬁne}n':pound,

their evidence, cs far as avall-

chlo from sources at hand, shall

nloo be econsidared.
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Hellenism, tho result of ths smalgemstion of Grecian and

| Oriental idens since tho days of Alexander the Great, became ths

Culture of the world. Jowish Hellenism is one of the phases of this
Bemoral movement. 'fhnt Alexandris.in Egypt should become the main
®onfluence of these varicus stremms of learning is dus mostly to
its mique historical and geographical position. Under the patrom. -
age, first of the EKgyption princes and afterward of the Roman om~
perorn, Alexandrio long remained one of the moat important commer-
olal centers and of learning for the whols world of the time. A
fev centuries before tho Christian Era the Jews began to come to E-
&7t in grost nunbers and most of them settled in ilexandria, the
hozo of all lonrning. (In the Introduction to "Selections from the

not only of Groclan, but of Jewish, and subsequently of Christian
learning. (Am. ©ib. Repos. 1854, ».1-21; 190; 617, from kL!Glintock

and Strong under tho article, Alexandria). There was a "olassioca-
lien of stylo, a aymbtom end a osuse of olassicalism of thought®.
(slexendrian sohools-ii'Clintook end Strong): "The philosophy which
geems to have obtelned moet I.'IE.MI.I. vas an eclectic teaching
alming et bringing togethner the best features of every school and
eambining them into one harmonious aggregate.”(ibid.). This indi-
rect influence of Grosk learning and philosophy produced great ef-
fests upon the Alexandrian Jews. Due to this the chief object or'
Jevish speculation was to trace out the subtle analogies which were
to exist betwoen the writings of koses and the temching of the
Tarious schools. Consequently we find the profoundly learnsd
Fillo, of the Jews, and the erudite Origen and Clement, of ths
Christions, remarkebly intimste with the heathen phllosophy and

‘lterature and steeped in ths Alexandrian style of language nnd. ne~
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Septua;int” by Conybuare and Stock.). Thms Alexandria beonms the seat
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thed of thought. Tho celebrated Fhilo borrows from the works of
Flato o groat mumbor of idess and views cnd endonvors to amal-
gmete thom with tho truth contained in the 0.T.. The literature of
this streem of culture iz guite mmerous. For the wo.l_ont discus-
dlon we montion particulsrly tho Wisdom of Solomon and chilo. The
general influonce of this Alexendrisn learning was far resching on
lator literary work. To ascortein its importance as the back-grommd
of the Letter tothe ilebrows we shall follow two lines of argu-
Eent, according to lenguoge ond according to thought. (Hollman-Der
Yebraserbriof, ». 160f.; m'Clintock =nd Strong-Alexandria snd Alex-
andrisn Schools.).

‘Traces of Ureek rhotorical prosze are found in the arrange-
zent of the Iotter upon the lines of a xpootptoy =pog suvotay
1, 1-4, 13: o 'lpoOllﬂl, » followed by a lmnng'l:pu xilavernTa
%, U~8, 20; an ‘ewoleifrg Ll A 1] » 7T; 1=10, 18; snd an
xiloyoo, » 10, 19-13, 21. (offat-Introdustion to the H.T., p.484).
a sialler analycis of its contents with a more exhaustive explanefion
according to this arrangement is found in the International Critionl
Co=-entary, Introduction to ligbrews, p. 83ff. 87.

Thls otructure .of the Letter persuades Georg idollman to say,

"Der Hgbraeerbricf macht den Sindmuck einsr sohriftgelehrten Abhaidiiing
dis bis ins Eleinste hinein genau durchdacht worden ist. Er steht

suoh formell den Trekten fhilos nahe”. (Der Hebraserbrief, =. 157)

«sslls continues, “~enige bLriefs zeigen einen so genauen wohldurchinch=
ten du fbeu". (1bid. s. 160).

In reference to the Greek torms employed Wrede says p. 37 that
none of these exactly correspond.. to the relative sectlions of the
Epistls. (noffnt-Introdustion to ths H.*.; D. 424), This eriti-
eim, however, boars no influence on the issus of the argu~-




|- destions especially shows the Oreek sklll of ths author, (“ibe=-
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| ment,
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Slogfriod makes a similor assertion in respect to the form,
| "anshe Eigentimemlishieit der Form, welohe der Jsbraserbrief mit
fhllo gemein haot--dahin gehoert dio ianier, lehrhafte und paras-
netische Stollen mit einander abwechseln su lassen”. (Philo wom
Alexandrian, @. 521.). To osrry his point he would have us com-
pare de poster. Gain. 40 (I,251.), quod deus immut. 24 (I, 289),
de agricult. 25 (I, 517), de migr. Atr. 84 (I, 457), and similar
vith Hebr. g2,1r7., 3, 1ff.. (1bid. 321).

The dof't adjustmont of the argumentction to the hortatory

lius-Vorfascer due Hobraeorbriefes, of. Loffat-Introduction to
tao H.T., p. 424f.). Scotion 8, 1-4 contrasted with 1,2 snd 2,8
efow that thero tho esuperiority of Jesus Christ to all angels
firet suggocte thoe danger of meglecting the revelation of God in
£s Bon. Uith e. 2,% the author opens up with the F»THh e/ for

Bén, not for engels, he resumes various ideas, presents various
thoughts in his crpumentation by pursuing his theme, with hor-
tatory meotions intorspersed, o. 6, 4-8. 10, 28-3l1. 12, 16f.,
tnd finally in e. 40,19f. the gathered momentum of the argurent
breaks into the long appeal with vhich the writing ends, and ap-
Pesl diroctly addressed to the situation of the resders. (xoffat-
Introduction to tho K.T., p. 82B£f.: Hollman~der Lgbrassrtrief,
8. 160). Other oxsmpleon of hortatory sections sbe c. 2, 1-4; 3, _- |
1f.; 3,8-4,2; 4,11-16; 5,11-6,18; 10, 19-39; 18,1-13,825.

‘he words of the International Critical Courentary present
8 sumnory, "ihe writing, therefore, for all its elaborate struc-
ture, bas a spontenecus aim... The argmentative sectlons bear di-
Tectly and definitely upon the situation of the readers, whom the
Writer has in view thruout even vhen he seema to be far from their




situstion”. (Introduotion to Hebrews, p. 27f.).

Corresponding to the formor phencrsna the style of the Let=
ter 1s litcrnry and oven olnesicel in parts.

Edrmmmnd Gon-’:.n"z-'ather and Son} p. 89, descrives in telling
| bozfis father rend aloud to him the ¥pistle, “fhe extracrdin=ry
| beauty of the languasge, for inntance the matchleas cadences ond
izegoe of the Firgt: chspter, made certain impressions upon my imegi-

mation, snd wero... my earliest initiation into the megic lite- -

Talure... ho rolodious language, the divins forensic audacities,
the raznificent ebb snd flow of srgument which make the Epistle
to the lisbrevs such a miracle were far beyond my reach, and they only
berlldcred me”. (Intermetional Crit. Com:m. p. 30).

zlthough the Letter is not entirecly free from the peculi-
aritien of the ii.7. Greck yot the litersry and classicnl tinge in
ecmparison ic predoiinent. Fr. Bloek writes, "iat unser Erief .
euch nicht frel von den Eiuentﬂc‘i'ml:lchh:lton des neutestamentlichen
Holleniptischon, oo ist coine Sprache im Vergleich mit den meisten
andoren ncutostamentlichen Schriften.und namentlich dor “auli-ischen
Eriefc doch bol weltem besser Oriechisch, reiner wmid Sorrecter .
(Einleitung in das ¥.T., 5.656). Schon Origen sagte mit Recht)
5 0TL 0 XapaxTND TNC ALYESC TI0 Xpoo IPpEIOUC EELYSYPERUEVIC SKLOTOAND
ovX sAsi Td &V M‘w -L8teTi0Y TOV 'ax0oTOAOD (8 ger.11,6).. aAkE =OTLY

% sEloTOAT ouvleoet Tno Asfeuc EAAMNLITOTEPR, XG0 0 EXLOTENEYOT EPLYELY

tpaczay Sragpapac opoloynoal av
(:".nu'b:l.ul. H.E. VI. 25: translated in Expositor, P.£225).

Jonleson, Fausset, and Brown thus pays tribute to the author,
"0f all i.T. writers he is nesrest to perfection..... The eloguence
of style nnd rhetoric is characteristic of Apollo's at Corinth. (In~-



de
froduction to Hebrews). Likewise ‘Lange-Schaff coczmerts as to the ou’
fure of the writor,"Ho was a person of slegant oculture and traingi
in the arts .of rhetoric; for this epistle is full of delicate rhe-

' ‘torical points". (Hebrews, p., 10). Farrsr takes note of the wri-

fers style, " lie is never un;renczatiocal, he is nsver irre uler, he
is nover personnl, he mover struggles for expression, he never
loses himeelf in a parenthesis, he is never hmrried into an ana-
coluthon. iils style is tho style of a man who thinks as well as
vrites in Groek."(¥xpositor, p. 885). Barth reuarks similsrly,
"Der lobracervrief ist in einem vortrefflichen, wohllautenden,
sorgfeoltig susgoarbelteten, fehlerfreien grischischen Stil ge-
schrioben, noch F. Glasa goradesu in rhythmischen Eunstprosa;,
velche eine laengere rhetorische Ausblldung des Schreibenden er-
forderte”. (Der Hebrneerbriof, s. 113).
Diascussing the probable homs of the suthor SartHoomments,
"Die iiglvnt (des Yerfassers) ist Alexandrien, an welche dls sohrift-
stellerische linltung des Hebraserbriefes: erimnert". (Der Hsbraeer-
brief, s. 112). Similarly Lange-Schaff, asoribing the suthorship
to Barnuboa, argues, “The purer Greek end the Alexandrian tinge
of the Epistle would be in his case....8xplicable from the fact
that he sprang from Cyprus, vhich stood in intimate relations
of commorce and intercourse with Alexandria". (Hebrews, p. 4).
Because of the Alexandrian coloring the sutiorship is to-
day gonerally ascribed to Apollos. (Expositor, p. B89: Bleek-Eln-
leitung, p. 676f7.: Dissertetion on the authorarip of isbrewus, 1‘
Post-Gradunte Claes Report, 1830). ' ' |
The facts which lead to these gensral cbservations we weizh |
in detail. : : ‘ : !
. The acoumlation of short syllables, s characteristic of |
later pross and perticularly of Wisdom is: freguent in Wess &-
ﬂd’cn .e.s. 8,1.8., ware WWEA@V.Aepes rpevire orfstioly,




8, 9. 10,221 sxopsva .o 00 yEp GBinos o Geoo » 10,283 11,18.109;

13, 8. 9: 15, 4 etc.. ( Int. lat. Crit. Comm. p. B7, Introduction
to ﬁa‘breu_n).

The suthor delights to play on sisilarly nounding words in
the Greelk, nnd allitorations, and has rhyth micslly constructed -
periods. (Jamieson, iouseet and Srown-Introdustion to Hebrews).

The assonsances cnd composite phreses dignify his style. (=offat-
Introduction to the H.T.). Thus by the freguency of parasnomasia
the lettor receives very strong Oreek coloring. And the claim of
lange-“char’f is evidontly correct, "¥e find no inconsidsrable
mmber of paronocuasis such =s belong exclusively to the Greek”.
(Introduction to Hebrows, p. 48: “offat-Introduction to the E.T.).

That the suthor loves to ploy on words or assonanses is ob=-
vicus from a. 5, 12. 13: 5, 8. 14: O, 28: 18, 1.5: 13, 14. Ugcom~
slonslly he alpo likes to use a term in two sonses, e.g. 4, 18.

13: 9, 16f.. From f£irct to lost ho is addicted to the gentle praoc=_
tize of slliterantion, 1, 1) 2, 28; 3, 1; 4, 3. 18; 7, 33 7, 18. 88.
9, 15. 24. 26. 27; 10, 3; 10, 4. 35; 11, 18; 12, 11; 13, 19. (Int.
Crit. Comm.-Introduction to lebrews, p. 60f.). Bleek finds the ~°
following exmrpleos of paronomasia, "c. 2, 8jUxcTaiEL = GYUXOTEETGY
s 5, 83 spzbey =p v sxzbev s Ve 14 XGAD TE EXi XXXOD
» T, 5; GEGTED,CPNTEP s V. 10, 22; SYyilopav = eyyvey
{s. Carprov 1.1. p. B3), v. 85. 24; TEPCREVELY = pevEly |
8, 7. B; cpepxtco - pepFopsycy  , O, 10; sxi Ppegecty zai opaoty i
¥. 88; =poosvejitic — aveveyzeLy » 10, £0; -mynowjicves; sV & Myravly)
, V. BAj TV UPEEYNY TEY UKEpYOVTUY - Xpooedsfucts,¥iVRgRovTes ;
»= 10, 38. |

EXELY SEUTOLC XPELTTOVE URGRELY
305 xat sav vEagrsthnTer - 7ESLC 8¢ OUX SOREY UKOCTEANC s =11,87;
TOY YEp WOPUTOV ©C OpUY ', ¥. 37; expiofnouy, sEsipaobnowy  ,

' ' : - ap R ,
13, 14; 0 yoy syouav I/e pugros0dr widey dAke T /-e.alo\"ﬂf
?r:;n-r-"i-w. (Comn. om Hobrews, vol. I-Introdustion, p.15, £.3.50)
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distant and perhnps even irrelovant, yet the argument in its on-
tirety- ondoroen the Alexandrion Jack-ground of Hobrews. ind wince
this view doos not interfere with the Siblicel Uootrine of Inspi-
ration, for othor writors of tho “ible, 0.§. °t. Paul, expressed
thofr thoughts in Hellenistic phrosos and the Hgly Spirit employed
tho gonoral education of the vari:us writers to convey His
mecsago, the Alexondrisn Ynck-ground of Jebrews is very probable.




OUTLIZE. -
"PHE ALEXANDRIAN BACK-GROUND OF HEBREJS.

A. According to Lengusgo. :
1. Tho errengomont of the Lettor.

2. Tho style.
2. In genoral of lgllenistis culture.
b. In pertioulsr identiosl with Philo snd
Eook of “ipdom.
B, According to Thought.
1. Tho LXi. Influenco.
2. The View of tho Imapiration of Seriptures.
¢« The -gnning of Seriptures.
4. Tho Logos “‘elntion.
£. Various VYerms.
b. Tho Logos os dgh-priest.
0. Tho “glchizedek Friesthood.
6. The Antithesis of the Transitory snd Gemuine “orlds.
. 8. Tho Allogoriccl-Symbolieccsl relation.
7. #inor Points of G-o'n'lsnot. -

8. Difforaonccsa.

C. Criticiem.
:I.: “ggativo.
2. :°ﬂit1'..
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