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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

1

m - < = (] . !




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,
L8

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)




7.  PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
OONCORDIA SEMINARY

Eoyor asserts thot this figure oarnot 57-ovOHjSochifd be a work
of chanse but indicates a thorough education in Greek learning. (Comm.
P 338). Fr. leek similarly remarks, "Die ashlreichen Iarcmomasien,
vie 5.B., X. 5, B;spadey 'ap ov sxadey » 13, 14; psvovoay ..psllovoay

» und viele anderes, wolche offenbar wenigstens zum Tell mit ab-
siohtlicher Funeg: hervorzebracht sind und deshalb suf Jriechischs
Oonception scirliosnon lassen"., (Einleitung in das H.T. p. 680f.).

i predllcotion for scnorcus compounds, a fondness for nouns e~
ding inie , o. 2, 4, and the oxtensive use of periphrases, ao. 4, 11,
is prevelent. (int. ¢rit. Co'm.-Introduction to Hobrews, p. 80f.).
We noto o few of tho many compounds, the equivalent of waich could
have been oxpressed in Aramaic only by means of periphrases; xoip-
RepET, el :ohwgomg s 1, ljexavysope » 1, 33 Retpomelety , B, 2;
smspiotatos , 12, 1, otc.. (Heyer-Comm. p. 588). There ia an obvious
ondeavor %o =void h-rysh hl.ntu-:.. and a distinot fondneas for compount
verbs. (Int. Crit. Cozm. p. 61). :

The use and poeition of words bears out ths literary style
of tho Letter. A quota'tm.rrm;ﬂr..'me-k,. eorrobarates this as-
cortion, “er Lricf zolchnot sich durch gonaus und oft sehr sorg-
fseltly gowsenlte wortstellung aus". (¥inleitung inflas L., =. 638).
ine Expoaitor peys; "Tho writcr is master of his words, and per-
factly unaarﬁtmau how to arrenge each clause s0 that every word
s2all play its full pert in conveying with precision the mcaning
intended. iis kmows how to build up »is sentences into conclse pa-
regrephs, sach of which Gm:lﬂl. the ‘uslnun_t one stage nearer to
its conclusion. Ho avoids all irrelevent digrecesions. His sarnest-
ness of purrncse nover betrayrs him into cu'al.o-l!lonpr languege,
but only serves to give odge and point to its exact use? (Ex-
positor-Introduction to Hebrews, DP. 388).




-By throwing a word forward or to ths very end of ths sentence

the writor gonornlly brings out the exphasis of the main thought.
(Int. Crit. Coms. p. 61). :

Eany of tho words point to an original Oreek aonception.

¥r. ‘Bloek brinzgs the ml, "Das verhascltmismaessig Reine,
Gowoehlte und Elegunte des Griechischen iusdrucks, namentlich

die inwondung mancher einzelner iusdruscke, die nur aus schon mr-
sprucnglich (riechischer Gonception stnimen koennen, wie s. B. 1,1j
XOAUHSDEC xgq1 TOAUTPORET s 1, 3 exavyaoua , 5, 25 perprexadaiy

6, 11; Bugspunvsvros » 12, 1j isuxspioraros » V- 8.5 (Einlei-
tung in dos .7, p. 630). Lange-Schaff olaima that exidstfic

8. 3, 17, in o &roek rhstorical term for display, exhibition.

(nﬂm“:ﬂ. :’l 122)!
Uther oxnizples of fine Ureck which our suthor uses Ifre-

quently =10 gavEep , xzab ocov ,’ ofsy » B0 sEOQ BIXELY » and -
say only oncc or twice. He avolds such torms. as epm ouwy 21 TIO .

SIYS gyre, U7 YEVOITO, FTREC 5 RURSTL » EGVTOTE JTL OUY  »X0TS
SITGH stxspsusvovvyss et 3¢ xaL, EXTOT &L H7. . .
Soze phrasos of tho better Greek are common to the writer of He-
brevs and <hilo, but cre unimowm to St. Faul,e. Z.,tocovie »o0By
, 31OV =« ‘qunrep » (Farrar-¥he Early Uays of Christianity, p. 308).

The use of speciel gramraticsl constructions and other cha-

i N S

racterictios ovince o learned Greek.

Orctorical imperatives are used with efrfect, e.g., 3; 1. 18;
7» 43 10, 52, eto., slso doubels 1, 5; 1, 13; 1, 14; 12, 5-7, and
even tri-le, 3, 16.18, drametic questions as well as single onea,
B, 3. 4; 7, 11; 9, 15..14; 10, 29; 11, 38; 18, 0. (Int. Crit. Comm.
P. 69f.). The Expositor would hcve us coumpare the orntoriorl impe- '
rative of o: 7, 4, Osepsite with 4 Lacc. 4, 13. (P. 288). The

et sl .

’



e2m0 point ie nmphau:l.md'by koffst in his Introduotion into the -ﬁ.i‘. -

The Int. Crit. Comm. mekes o point of the author's trostment:
of transitions, “The style ia porsumasive, neitner diffuse nor ccnoise.
The writer shows renl ekill in monaging his transition, suggesting en
1dea before he Aevelopo it, 6.3. in 8, 17; 5, 8". (Hebzlowl-IntrndE;t"fq
». Bor.). :

One of the outstanding characteristics of the writer is the ex-
Floyaent of yeventhesis. There cre instences of fluent use of psrenthe
8is, 7, 20-22; one p-renthesis bound up in another and 7et the su~-
thor uses correet gramoticsl structure, 18, 18-24. (ioffat-Intra-
dwetlon to the ®.%.). .';'maieaon,- Fausscet and Erowm likewise is a-
ware of thls prictine, "Harmonious symmetry of the sonteonce is
Procerver! uninterrupted, oven vhore parenthessis of considsrable
eztont =ro conpiderod, 7, 20-28; parenthesis snclosed within paren-
thesls o3 et the writer stoandily returns to co:plets the construc-
¢lon begun, e. 12,18-2¢. (Introduction to liebrews). The Int. Crit.
Cozu, gays tha% tho artisticsl paremthosis and asides ore some-
tives of considerablo length, e.g. 2a08g <0 ECTEXAUCLY HOD ’
$ 7-11; 5, 13. 14; 7, 20-28; 8, 5; 11, 13. 18, and then slight-
Iy frrelovent, o.g., 3, 4, but ocoasionally as ir Flato,of real
veight, 0.g., c. 3, 16; 7, 12. 19; 10, 4. 23; 11, 38; 13, 14.
(Introduction to Hebrews, p. BOL.).

snother feature of the style "is the number of long, oars-
fully conctructed sentences, e.8.; 1, 1-4; 8, 2-4; 2, 14.15; 3, 12.
15; 4, 18. 13; 5, 1-3; 5, 7-10; 8, 4-8; 8, 18=-20; 7, 1-3; B, 4-8;

9, 2-5; 9, 8-10; 9, 24-28; 10, 11-13; 10, 19-85; 11, 24-86; 18, 1.
2; 12, 18.24. Iet his short sentences are moat effective, e.8., ;
2, 18; 4, 3:; 10, 18, -und. m. st least, 3, 16=18 thers 1s s toush

of the rapid st:ceato uitrun style". (Int. Orit. Comm. p. 80f.).

|
*.
|
?
|
{
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Thoro is an extensivo use of the infinitive and ths preposi-
for beauty of stryle, of. 6. 5, 12. (Tnt. Crit. Corm.p. 60). For
| 2fect the cecond porsonel pronoun is more frocuently uned, .8,
) 38f.; 18, 3f.: 13, 1f.: oDsy 5, 1. 18. 13; B, 12f. (Jamieson, Faus-
et , and irown-Introdustion to ligbrews) . .
. The purer Ureeck in the Letter to the Hebrows is more perfect-
Nlmdod.'oﬂ' into pericde and consecusntly 1s more rhetorical. It |
| lvays floue on in smooth facility. (Jamleson, Fausset, and Srown-In-
roduction to illebrows). Fr. Sleck comments more fully, “Ver Erief
&elcimet sich besonders.... durch sinen sehr regel:asessigen *eriodsn~
bou aue; or enthoelt selbet sohr zusszmengesetste “eriodsn mit Vor-
dersatz und .iachsatz und mit laengeren sum Tell s0gar suscmmenzesotz-

Ge Periodon, fie uoberall suf gens regelmnossige “else cusgefuenrt
sird, ohne deps jewnls oin Anckoluthon stattfindet, =.B. 2, 2-43
g, 14, 15; 9, 13. 14; besondors 7, 20-£2: und 18, 18-24". (Einleitung
In das i.%. 5. ©50).
Troces of Ureck culture are evident in the rare use of the so-
rizt perticiplc. In general the pertiociples and particles betray thru-
out en scquointonce with the art of composition and lsarned rhestoric.
{Jemisson, Fausset, and Erowvn-Introduction to lebrews!. Likeuise :
Zoffet sugzeetd, “The use of p-rticles and porticiples point to a
thorough stylistic and loarned “reck’. (Introduction to the H.T.). :
Discussing the besuty of the langunge Jamieson, Fausset, end |
Srown evon points to the strophic character of the Latter esnd for
Jroof brings the following passages, ©. 1, 4-14; 8, 1-3, 2; 3, 5-4, 15;|
4, 4-5, 10; 5, 11-8, 8; 8, 9-80; 7, 1-B, 2; 8, 3-13; 9, 1-12; 9, 13-
28; 9, 23-10, 7; 10, 8-25; 10, 26-30. (Introduction to Hebrews). "
Barth compores the Xpistle vith other N.¥. writings and seys,
")is Sprache des Hebraserbriefes ist knmstvoller und volltoensnder als
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dis dor nndoren Eriefs”. (Der lsbrassrbrief, s. 112). iithout ruestio:

great care is placed upon ouphony and mmsiczl cadsncs, op. 1, 1-4;
T, 1=5. The ondorvor =fter euphony and adornment of style extends
even to tho detalls of expression and the turns of discourse.
(Jemioson, ¥Fousset, and Erown-Introductiom to “sbrevs). horu no=
tices, "Das Streben n-ch Vichlklong und musikalischer “Yonfall, 1,
1-43 7, 1=-35, und Redescizmock bis suf dis Einselheiten der iusdreouif
. te unt der Wendungen hin". (Introduction to “ebrews in the Corm.).
In place of the common pioSog , We hove the filll sounding pioSaxoBo—

oia s 2, 2; 10, 35; 11, 206. The use of such terms asopxsps —

ota » 75 20. 21. 28; mipetsxyvaiz  , 9, 28. Te notice partiocu~
1=rly the zanjestic form forChrist's sitting at the rizht Hand of
God, 1, 3; 8, 1; 12, 2.

A miinor point of good style is the author's predilection

for the perfcet tonse to cmphasize the permanent end contemporary .
valus of zomo remote action, 7, 6=4, 8. 13. Sometimes it is used
simply for literory wvarlety, to break a line of ac;r:l.ltl, 11, 17.
£€8; or in @. 1, 13, op. 1, 5, as a result of the movement whioch af-
torwards, in Syzentine Greek, substituted the perfect often for
the sorict. (urton-<oods and fenses, B88; Jamuaris, Hist. of
@r. Urermar, 438). Throughout, however, the sorist is proferred to
the clumpler -nd less euphorious perfect. -K.(Lange-Schaff!: Intro-
duotion to Hebrews, p. 87)[ In'la. Crit. Corm. p. 59t _ii:oﬂ'e.t-htrem—
tion to the .*.p. 27f.).

|

i

The comparison of Helleniestic Jewish writings, porticularly of |

the Book of “isdom ond Fhilo, with Hebreus in reforence §@ Tords: and.
phreses usod brings some interesting foots to light.
/o £ind a great employment of liellenistic Yewish catesorics;

Qe Ca 2' B=8ir. 1". 17 (‘ Es. 'al m',' al d-Sir. ‘ul ]'Bl ‘:'Tl ﬂ’i

-
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8, 16-8ir. 4, 11 (exiXepBevopsi-cogte ); 4, 13-Sir. 17, 19f.; 11, 5-
Bir. 44, 16, ( 49, 14); 11, 17-5ir. 44, BO (1 Nac. 8, B2)j 12, 18-
8ir. 86, 23; and 135, 16-5ir. 8§, 4. (Soffat-Introduction to the H.T.
p. 488), 2 '
S0 many coincidences of pnrallels with the Eook of Wisdom

are found thnt Doen Flumptre defended o theory thut the two 'bool:s
hrve the seme zuthor, -3« ;Xohvpepag 1, 1; op. “isdom 7, 28 gy
‘Sysope, 1, &3 op. tilodom 7, 26; UXooTaTLq » 1 3; epn. Wisdom

18, 21; ToROg IIII'I'IQI'Ig » 12, 17; op. Wisdom 12, 10; 'ﬂ?ﬂ" s 13,
73 op. windom 2, 17. (Salmon~introduction to the H.T. p. 485f.).
Zhere are echoes of the idea of predestination, the nature of idola-
| &r7 end hesthonien, 0.gZ., “ebr. 1, 3="ap, 'I. 25f.; 33f.=-%ap. 13, 3f.;
4, 12-3on. 7, 23F. cto.. The cuotation in lebr. 13, 8§ ocours only,

in this form, in do Yonf. iing. 38. (Loffat-Introdustion to H.Tscp. 27).
=offat pimilerly findn coincidences, c. B, O-"isdom 4, 13; 68, 6- :
<isfiom.G, 9; 8, 2f. =-Wisdom ©, B, ApPoo. Bar. 4, 53 11, 5~ iilsdom 9, ‘1j
13, 73 11, B--izdom 4, 10f. 15f.; 11, 6- lilsdom 1, 1-2; 11, 28- “isdom
18, 0; 11, 20~ «isdom 10, 18f., and 19, 4-8; 18, 14- iiisdom 8, 195 18,
17- “iedom 1%, 10. 20; 135, 7- visdom 2, 17. (Introduction, p. 428).

e zreantost number of parsllels ore, however, found in fhile.

“offet finds wvorbal ecnos in the following: c. 3, l-de domniis, I, 38;

o psy 83 ueyaq mupug s 3, B=de p:l.:nt_., 16 ad finem; 3, 5- leg. a:l.:l.ogj
IIl. B:I.,igum; REPTUPOUNEYOG OTL SOTL XLOTO SV OMG TH OLxm s B, B=
do Somniis, II, 15, o xebay uxpifec spalsy s 5, 9=de agric. B2, eTepolo
witiog owtrptag. yavopevog » 7, 1-B-leg. alleg. ITI, 85; snd 10, 3,uve~
EVOlo ‘anapTiey o (Introduction to the H.T.,-p. 87). Even Riggentach .‘,
eduits thst oxra Tev Bupaviey s Ga 8, 5 and similarly e. 9, 23f.,
and 30, 1 aro clome to Philo's expressions. is would also hn.'vi-n sorEal
6. 11, 32 with Fhilo III Somm. II. 83 (¥). (Einleitung sur EKomzentar,

- ]
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8. 17, f.n.). Longo-Srhaff finds o mumber of compsrisons. 1he
forzula Togovte cow occurs in Fhilo end in ilsbrews, .0- 1, 4;
7, 20-22; 8, 6; 10, 25 ond is never used by Poul. (Coxun, of ie-
trevs, p. 28). The indofinitencas of ths form of citation, iebr,
8, 6, zgy , somevhors, ocours slso with Philo. (ibld. 48). _ The
tXopieaTe , In o. 11, 10 1s used by #hilo, II, 74, 4, to denig-
na=to the recovery of Joseph by hia father. (ibid. p. 188). In
e. 15, B rrecizoly the eemo terzs ore used as in thilo, 2d. ~ang.,
I. 430, (ibid. p. #12). sigbrews shows a liking for technicel thi-
losorhierl tcrms or words and phrases which were o,l_.poch:l.lj' eaplo:r-
ed by enrilor philosopnicnl writers from Flato and aristotle to
thilo, e.;. GLOEHTTELEY ,apnicugyas »(Of God), Geknzio , perpioxabery
TipEplc , vacdelyps,end others’ .« @etce 1s applied to Uod: the
spoeier, 1%, G, no in tho fythazorcan school tho phruseavtos
spz (Ehus opake the ~mster). ‘tne following list of parellds nhas
Been gloonod from the coxmentaries of Sloek and Farrar.
1. zabr. 1, 3bo. !'cmupw )=Fhilo, de Frof. par. p. 488 E. op.
log. sllegr. 1. ITI. 8. p. 88. E. (Bleek, vol. l. p. 11Bf.).
8. Ch, 1, 7:cyysict AsiTonpyst , on. Philo, ds charitnk. prr.
S« Pe 700, D. (Bl. I. p. 147). -
8. Gh. £, 10: zpexet T8 Gss , the seme term and symonyzs often ‘
in Zhilo, leg. allegr. 1. I. por. 16. p. 48 E. (Bl. I. p. 309).
4. Ch. 2, 1la.2At 7Y citiay  ,; In Fhilo-de opif. mmd. p=r. 5d.
P« 17. D. par. 8. p. 22. (&#l. I. 309). : f
6. Ch. 2, 15: ep. chilo, quis ror. divin. hrer. rer. 1. 5. 481 x}-‘
(z1. I. 318). =
6. Ch., 2, 14: ifhilo, ruils rer. divin. haer. p-or. 0. p. 801, E.‘.ié
and de dbrphom. par. 3l. p. 372, E. (El. I. p. 352).
7. Ch. 8, 181 gq Rcs » OB« “hilo, cuod omnis prob. 1ib.
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par. 17. p. 888. (Bl. I. p. 34&).

Ch. 2, 16: ¢v Byxcv -often in Philo, op. leg. alleg. 1, 1, 3.

Pe 41.E. do. resin. Hoe, pcr. 6. p. 876 C. (Bl. I. p. 3£7).
Ch.2;, 17b.: ztotos , Op. <hilo, quis rer. divin. h-er. par. 18
P. 493. E; 1d. de smcrif. ib. et Cain. par. 28. p. 148. (L.

I. 564).

Ch. 3, 1l: zatevoyoats , hilo ruod detor. potior insid. per. £.
P. 187 C; id. logat. =d Caj. per. #5. p. 104. E. (51. I. p.378)
Ch. 3, 3: Anmucpfung-Fhilo, de vit. ios. l. per. 5. p. 605

De por, (9..Dp. ‘853.0'.1 de decal, par. 8l. p. 758, 5. (31. I.

D. $94). .

Ch. 4, 3b.="hilo, de plantat. koe par. 16. p. 883. D. (bl. I.
p. 517). . ;

Che &, 11: gucclelsiy =Fhilo, legat. ad Caj. par. :L:L. Delo02, :
B« (41, I. 654). :
Ch. ¢, 12f.: marrow, used by Fhillo. (Farrar-The Early Days
of Chriptlanity, p. 388.).

Ch, £, 15° TpexXTnALle -Fhilo, de nom. mutet. par. 1£. p.
loB67. A. (Bl. I. p. 586). ;
Ch. 4, 15: high-priestly oharacter- de Frofugis. (Bl. II. 18). |
Ch. 5, 2: perptoxalely =:hilo, deo Abrah. 44. p. 388. C.j 1d.
do Jomsepho. 5. p. 530. C. (Bl. II. p. 40).

Ch. B, 7: gvAgfatz -Fhilo, de Upif. BB. p. 8. A.j vit. ios.
l. 1. 14. p. 618. (1. ITI. p. 82)j de. fortitud. 5. p. 739. E.
(Bl. II. p. 83).

\
|
Ch. 5, 8: of. do lej3. spec. 8.; de soun, 1. IL. 15. p. 1123 I
A.3 do profug. £8. D..470. A.} vit. ~os. 1. III. 38. P. 8085,
C. (131. il. P Bg)l
Ch. 5, 10: arter the order of Lelch.aphilo, OPD-I'J.- 853.

B '—ﬁ'"“:!
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(Farrar, p. 575f., f.n. B).

Ch. 5, 18: cf. do migrat. Abrah. 36. p. 418. E. (Bl. II. p. 11B).
Ch. 8, l:=zcrefzlsobal =de npeténar. 13. p. 1187. B.: gig.

7. p. 238. A. (Bl. II. 149).

Ch. 6, 16:BsBziezic =-somm. 1. 1. 3. p. 587. C.; 1d. mlleg. 1. III.
(81. II. p. 267). -

Ch. &, 18: xporsigbar =-de mitat. nom. 6. p. 105l. E. par. 1l4. D.
1068, D, (Bl. II. 269).

Ch. 6, 19:=ctansteope -vit. kos. 1. IIXI. 8. D. 689. B. par. B.

P. G87. C. (El. II. 273). , i
Ch. 7, 9: go exos sizery -ouod detor. pot. insid. :zl. p. 1€8. E.j
de Cherub, Hl. p. 128. X, (El. II. p. 34431 Farrar, p. 380. f.n.l).
Ch. 6, .3: swore by hivsqfl-de legg. alleg. III. 72. (Farrer,

Pe 528, f.n. 7).

Ch, 7, 1: blensed hiz-de Abroh. psr. 40. (Farrer, f.n. 4. p. 3982).
Ch. 7, 1f.: king of Jerusalem-leg. alleg. IIi. 26. (Farrar, p.
39&f. f.n. 5).

Gh. 7, 1f.: tho Highest=-Eybl. ap. Eusseb. praep. Ev. 1, 10.(Fur-
rar, P. 3896, f.n. 1). j

Oh. 7, 13: none-priestly tribe of Juish-Fhilo uses the expresion
cpxispevs ysubevupes , opp. II. 248. (¥arrar, p. 405. f£. n. 1).
Ch. 7, 19: cp. pasoage in Philo on the medlation of the Eldest

Word, quis rer. div. haer. orp. 1. 50l.(farrar, p. 408. f. n.l). |
Ch. 8, 5: in the iigbrev and the LXX it is simply, "nnln‘.lt", not

"all things": but this remarkeble variation is dus to Phile, de
leg. slleg. IIXI. 33. (Farrar, p. 41l. f. n. 9). : ;

Ch. 8, 6: mediator--hilo applies the ssme tmrm to iioses. (Farrar,
P- 412f. f. n. zl,. : i
Ch. 9, 5: Fhilo nlso in oreplace, vit. Hos. III. O, calls the oute

ve:u,mr)w-u « (¥arrar, p. 416. f.n. 8).

»if
Ch. ©, 4: pot of maima, also used by fnilo. (¥Farrar, p. 417f. r.:l.I
|
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Oh. ©:8:abnuy -rhilo allndes td™two sense of the word, de

non. rmtet. por. 8. (Farror 427. £ n. 1).

Ch. 10, 3: ptriking semblance in #,1lo,ds viot. off.; and de
vit. lios. III.; ond de plant. Lia8. (Farrar, n. ¢4l. £. n.l).
Ch. 10, 5: Fhilo, de plant. Iipo. (Farrar, p. 441. f. n. &).
Ch. 11, 1: faith-St. Jerome says that this clsuss, "breathes
soncvhat of rhilo". (Farrar, p. 452, f.n. 1).

Ch. 11, 3: ages-de =onarch. II. p. 8R3; leg. a'legg. III.

P. 793 de Cherub. l. p. 162, (¥arrar,p. 434. f.n. 8),.

Ch. 11, 3: uttorznge of God- de Smor. Abel and Cain. por. 18.
(Farr2r, p. 458. £ n. 1l).

Ch. 11, 10: foundations-God; the =ams thought and expression
ocours in imilo. lip speaks of God as the n:ch.'l.tent,

of the world; =nd this is ono of the semblances of the Epistls
to tho Eook of iisdom. (Farrar, p. 457. f.n. 3. 4. ).

Ch, .11, 32: time will fall me- this is found in 'de somm.
(Farr-r, p. 460. f.n. 4). 7
Ch. 11,84f.: op. Fhilo in Flaco. 20. (Farrer, p. 461, fon.7). |
Ch. 18, G: P, ilo comsents on the same passage, Prov. 1, ll. i!
12, in mmch the same strain, opp. 1, B44. (Farrar, p. 463. |
:l.'. n. 1). ' i
Ch. 18, 16: the writer here follows Jewish tradition as
rhilo mlso does. (Farrar, p. 464, f.n. 8).

Ch. 13, 5! similar sufferings in de spec. legg. pab. 30.
(Parrer, p. 484, f.n. B).

Ch. 15, 5i leave nor forsake them-ds corpus. ling. par. 38,
(Farrer, p. 470. £.n. 3. 6.). : o




Slegfricd mentions another similarity, "sorner die Wendung,
dnss eine Snche ;:I.u su schwieris ofler zu welifushrond fumr jJetst
uebergangen werdon soll; so vgl. de nigr. abr. 18 (I, 4B2) =g
FSV allz pCEpOTEpEY 7) EXTa TOV IWPOVTE RELpAY SBITEL Aoymy
mt  uxspésteoy u.0. nit dobr. B, 11; 6, l.--Sodann gewls-
8¢ Achnlicilzeit in rednerischen Verglelchen. Yle Hebr. 3, 3 es
helsst xc8 cocy xAsiove TIENY SYelL TOU SLXOV G EEZTAOREUaTar
€oTev , oo achnlich do plantat. 18 (I, 340), com yap
© ITYTCPSYCo TO XTTNE TOD RTHUETCO GEelVEY EEL TO ESROLNRCOTOV YSYOVOTOO
ilich selmliche rednerische Stelgorungen finden slch. isn verglel-
cto do profuj. 16, (I, 452), et yep ot Tovs Gvprers ATRNYOPIOCTTES

YOV2lo cacyavte Thv ext Gcvere Tivos cEtovs xpnvoptZery Tipepiar Tay clay
IETepe et ROLTTHY BAnOnpeLy  UnopevevTao s it Hebr. 8, BfFf. -

iuch zowiomo imchl- esgigkeiten in der Vortstellung sind uveberalstiz-
uend. So het ‘oo loglsch versctztoggicy in Hebr. 1, 8, »as dem Sin-
ne nuch jodenfnlls su Asyst =u xilehon ist,(5l. dbd. II, s.131), acin
vorbild in leg. slleg. III, 936 Bs xaAly cxclibpesxey Gsoy gnzLl,; WO
obonfzlls ZeAtv su gnoL gehoert."(Philo von Alexandrion, s. 381f.).
To thie must be added thst the Rabbiniczl form of disputation is sn~
tirely absont. This would be difficult to explain if the writer had.
beon instructed in the strict Jewish methods.

' These facts warrant the following condlusion, " iie notice
pertioulsrly the purity of the language, the flowing character of
the diction, tho rhetorical beauty and smoothnoms of the style, the
doliocate arrengement of the words end the skillful conatruction

of tho ghatiré period. Tne whole form of thought is Greck."”(Lange-
Schaff-Introduction to lobrows).




¥ 18.

The influence that ilexandrian thought exerted upon
Hebrown is gencrally traced to two main lm.l; the LXX
and Fhilo. ]
Almoot all of the 28 0.T. guotetions (H.E. Swete-Intro-
: duction to the 0ld Testument in Greek) in Hebrews follow the
LiIX very closely, indeed s0 closely that Bleek thinks he had
_the LXX befors him as hs wrote this Epistle. Sometimes he
uses a free p=raphrasc or apparently cites from memory ‘M:I:
Bloek iindo _on:l.r one . exception to the use of the LXX,in the
citatlon of Hebr. 10, 30 where Deut. 32, 36 is cuoted. (Ein-
leitury in das K.T., 8. 853). The cuthor is so dependent upon
tho LXX that critics believe he was not at all or only slight-
1y ncouainted with Hebrewd. (keyer- Comsentary, . 377). It
1o truo thnt St. Peul end the other N.T. writers also ussd \
the T bub many of their oitstions are taken directly from
tho Lebrow original. This l1s evidently not the ocsse with the
wrdtor of iobrews. :
Haobréws is based on the LXK, “such wo diesslbs orheblich
vom Grundfext abweishen, g.8., o. 1, 6: _=xvres ayyshot Bsov §
10,- B: : fepu 8z zeripriowpar; 18, 26:gt. ENel ."(Slcek=Ein-
leitung in das H.T. D. m.bm%’m accepts an argument .
form the LXX inacourate readings; thms in Ps. 8, 68, the ie-
bro=agn 1'!.'0"1',\'[;13 b!j.a » "ihou shalt make him &o be without
God for a while" is translated by the LXx Rliszesto curov Ppa
. Xt Tt %ecp eyysjous - And this translation ii quoted Hebr. 8, 7.
Both the Hebrew ani Greeck however stress the mmiliatiocn of
Christ. In Hebr. 10, B: ospz 8s xcTrptiow poL  , 1_- the LXEX
translation of U;Hf 'lln'"t-l »_"ears you have dug for me".
But again in both “ebrev and Greek the point 1s obedience.

(lieyer-Commentary. p. 388).

_




Becauso of this Bleek says; "Der Vorfasser scheint also
seine Kermtnis dos A.T. nur sus der LXX geschoepft su habén,
vashrend oich bei ihm kaum elne Spur der Bekanntschaft mit dem
Original-text der ilttestsmentlichen Buohpr- findet....Bleser
Verfaesor war in dor Hebraeischen Sprache und dem Oorigingl-
texte des A.¥. nicht so bewsndert, wie der in dcr Sohule wvon
Schriftgelelrson su Yerusalom gebildete Paulus.”(Einleitung,
8. G59).

wnen e consider that the LXX originated in Alexsndria
and wag held almost of uciun:l. dmportance as the 0.T. Griginal
at this place, the argument of Alexandrian influsnce upon the
_ writor of Hebriws bocomees quite welzhty. Thls thought does
| not militeto ogainst the dootrine of Inspiration for nons of
the quotations ore contrary to Scriptural dootrine and the
ioly Uhont simply gave is approval upon the vords from the
LXX as ip ofton does In the Bible on ltatts fro n other

gourccs.
But this argument of the LXX usage is yet more closely

rolated to Alexandris. Bleck Indiocates the goint, "The author
of Hobrews seems to have used a text similar to codex ilexen-
drinus.” (leyer-Comientary, pr. 576). The samo author says,
“Die Citetionen des “sbrascrbriefes stimmen usberwisgender
nit denen des oodex iAlexandrinmus im Gegensatz gegen dem des

: codex Vaticumus ueberein." (Einleitung, p. 660). Lange-Schaff
cuotes, "Bleek hns discoversd the important fact that the oi-
tations follow the special recension of the codex ilexzandrinus...
Only cnge,c. 10, 30, do we find a oltation which accords neither
‘with the Hebrew not” with the Alexzandrisn text, but. agrees:
precisely with Rom. 18, 10." (Hebrews, p. 14.).

S L NELR—




1.

&,

B

7.
8.

10. Ch. 8, 8 (Jorem. 51, 31)t asyst xvpLes (Vat. $nci xopios ).

(B:l.- I- P.l'" 3'?5)- g
1l. Ch. B. ) (1- ls Ve EB)I zgya (Vﬂt-u. () ) ,I (51. I'- p- m'-

12. Ch. 8§, '10( 1. 1. v. 33): avey 5 Stabnin (Vot. add. POU ),

- L) " =
.

al’s’. | G0 e fies 5 = .am
8. Chie 5j 10 (T, Tse v 10)s* Emt GIZ0Y (Vob. 2zi stxeY ), und
corct 8 cox (Vat. xet avtor ovx ). (Bl. I. p. 373).

A fow of the specific Instences nres-the folloking.

Ch« 1, G: the words horo ocited are found striotly rfter the
codox Vnticanmus and the collection of the 0.%. Cantica ap-
pondod to the Psalter in the codex ilszandrinus.(Lange-
Sohoff, D. 38).

Ch. 1, 7: (Pe. 104, 4): zvpos gphoyn § Vatio. gxup gheyay -
(Eleck-vol. I. p. 372).

Ch. 1, 8: who mckoth his angols wings snd his ministors

¢ flnme of fire; the cltatlon is after the LIX according

to tho Alozandrian kass. wirloh indeed co:monly agrces with
the oitetions in this Zpistle. (Alford-'*he Oresk Tastament,
D. 19). ! . .

Ch. 1, 9: tho codex Alex. reads 3/;1(!'4’ « (Lieyor-Commi,

Pe 5803 Lange-“chaff).

Oh. 1, L2:chifeioc ( A, D, Tead cAAiféls ) as in Hebrew and
in the ilexandrinn liss. of the IXX., which tnis Epistle
gevorally follows. (Farrar-The Eafly Deys of Christianity,
P. 535, £. n. 5) Bl. vol. 1. &. 378).

Cn. 1, 8 (pz. 45, 6): sio Tov cieve TOv cievas . The same in
the codex “-lex. (Vat.&ir tave clevar ). (Bl. wvol.I. p.373).
Ch.*3, 8 (Fe. 9§56, 8): Tov xsipaspov (Vat. tou ztxpaopcn ). “
Oh. 3, 9 (1, 1. v. :0):sdoxtpaoavPi(Vat. goxtpagy)s “(EL.I.D-

y 3




13. Ch. 8, 10 (1.1.v. 33):Bi8cus ivopovo (Vat. 81Bovs Beow vopovsr ).

(Bl. I. n. 373j.Ezpositor, p. 385).

14. Ch. 8, 11 (1. 1. v. 34): piaxpoy (Vat. cdd. gurey ).
(Bl. I. p. 373). :

16. Ch. 10, 6 (Bs. 40, B):choxavtapera  (Vet. olorsorapas )-
(B1l. I. 378:.

16. Ch. 12, 6(irov. 3, 12): ==tBevel (Vut. sAsyxet ), (Bl. I.

P 572).

17. Ch. 18, 15: the Alex. kss. of the IXX has eVexAy . (Far-
ror-Scrly Paps of Christianity, p. 464). In reference to
this pecsago “1ford says, "Our suthor comstantly used the
Alox. copy of the LXX. Tho construction is completed with
words fro:.Dout.-29, 18 after the codex Alex. (&5l. Luen.
Dol. )". (Lenge-Scohaff, p. 203f.).

18. Ch. 9, 10: muug et § the LXX (vat.)has Bi8cur Becw ,
"ut this writor omits 8z0@ in x. 18 as well as here. we

ot thorefore suprose tim'l: the writer was simply quoting

from the Alexzandrion ta:l: which omits 8a@0® ,(Expositor, p.;ﬂ) fl

Tris similarity of cltatlions has also been pointed out
by “oehme, ». 6l. (Bl. I. in the Introduction, p. 572).

Rigzenbach holds & qualifying ettitude aver against the
examplcas of Eleolk. fie vrites, "Der “acikxreiss wvon Bleek, I. °
8. 389-378, doss die Lin#Citate des Hb mehr mit dem “ext won 4
als mit éom B usbereistir:en, darf nicht so verstanden werden,
als sel dor vom Hb sugrunde gelegie LXX-text mit dem in A er-
haltenen conform, it den Sonderlesarten von A trifft der hb.

knum zusaumion'. Riggenbach, however, does not refube the exam-

Plos citod nor does he offer any cownter-exaxples. But bleek,
after ;iving n number of passages vhere the two agree, bLrings
R list of readings that differ from the codex Alex. and seys



i

_quite rare with S, gul snd other H.T. writers. (Silegfried-Fhi-
“lo von Alezondirien: Bl.-Tntroduction, bd., I. s. ﬂéﬂ.l. Barth

in respoct to them, "Verslelchmgeveise weniger und im (ansen
viel unbodeutendor ist dasjenige, was unser Srief von o!.nn:l.-.
nen Losorion mit dem codex Vabtiocwrmus gegen den codexz “lezandri-
ma gemein hot. ...iuf jeden Fall, glaube ich, ergibt sich
aus dieser Vorgloioclhnmg aufs deutlichste, dasz bel den Citatio-
nen im Hgbreeerbriof oine liandsohrift der LXK zum Grunde liegt,
welche sohr uehsrwiegend die Hecension des “‘extes gshabt hat,
die wir in unserm codox Alexendrinus finden.“ (Bl. I, p. 573f.).
futhors ~re also awers of a simllsr uvnigcue visw of Fhilo
and the writer of lsbrews in regerd to Inspiration of Soriptures.
Accoriing to rhilo's dootrine of Inspiration the Spirit of God
specks in tho -rozhets so that tacy do not utter tholr owm
thoughts but thnt a Idgher Ons exploys them es &is instrument
tc convoy ils message. Slegfricd brings a mmber of exarples,
“een vergloiche “tellen wie ruis rer. div. haer. 58 (I. 5. 10),
TpoFTHC yup .:Beov pev coley axcpSeyyetai wjlerpiz s xavra
txikcvvico ctepowle praem. ot voen. 9 (IX, 417) sppnvevs yep sBriv
© “SpePnTrg evdobev vimKoDYTos Te Asxtss Tou Gscp S de yonarch.

I, 9 (II, 22-) tio sxigaseic sEOELYEING XPOPRTRT Gsopigntes Osoxie: |
Eat TDOPITEUCRL AsysT jusvY cizsicy ovlsy .........\.eu" 8 syNyel= |

V]

Tl Aizhevgetet uzéensp vzofallo¥Too stepou. Epjinveol yap siziy oL Pl e
Tel 620v zTEXPEEEYOU TOLG SXSLTEY OPYGYOLT xpcos BRANGLY ‘J
|

8y qv s6elnoy _.pmithlobr. 1, 1 © Gsog Acknoes Toir ATTPAELY
&V TCLO RPCPNTYY,. SAGRTELY TELY &Y uls . (Fhilo von “lexandrien, ]
8. 382). ind -a fhilo considsrs Soriptures tho immediate “Yord of

God so likowine iehrows, Op. 6= 1, B. 8. 7. 155 o. 4, 3.4.7)
6. 5, B. 8. U. Ass (El. I. 8. 378). This manner of quotation is

observes, 'per strenge Inspirationsbegriff des liebraserbriefs,-wol-




chem dio ilttentementlichon Worte als dirckte Asusserungen Got-

tos und dos iolligon Geistcs gofasst werden , erimnert an :hile",

(Dor “oLrncorbrief, s. 113; El. Einleitung in des L.T., s. 652).

This renerbleonce hotwoen Philo snd idebrews zoos.still farthaor,.

Slegf'iod paym, “Auch dsrin izt eins Aehnlichkeit,dsce, wie Fhi-

lo dio Sehriftepruechs oeftor nls Worte des Logos oitisrt, =.B.

ds sorn. I, 10 und ibid. 20 oin Wort Jakob's Gen. 37, 10 als Aus-

spruch dee cpbes Acyes anfushrt, ganz mo Hdebr. 2, 11f. 13. o. 10, ‘

5. 8ff. menrere Altteetamentliche Stellen als Uorto Christi,

den Sohmes lobtue, und debr. 5,7 oin iort deos Pealmisten (rs.

96, 7) olc iussproch des liniligen Geistes bezeicimot wird (vwzl.

aven “ebr. 10, 15 #f.J. (Philo von Alex., s. 3£3).

To both Scriptures 1o pregnsnt with latent mesning. Itas

gllonce on eorkeln netters 1s to them divinely significont and

iz to “oth immortont for instrhotion as sre its utterances. Far-

™r suye, "Un twvo pnosing and isolated allusions to iielchizedel:,

alluelonns sopgrated from oncil other by en intervzl of nino contu-~

ries, ho bulldo a theologzlcel system of unequoled grandeur. That

eyaton: rocoives strong support from the, lmport and omen of naxmea.

It is pertly bullt on tho fact that certuin circumstances argnot

mentionod in the Snored narrative., Similsrly, from the cbsonce

of sny referonce to the death of Cain, Fhilo infera the deathlesa-

noas of evil in mortel life. He calls Sarszh !without mother! be-

couse the name of her mother:is not recorded. So, to the writer

of this Epietlo tho mystic mplemdor of <olchizedek is enhsnced

by the circumstance that he is 'without fathey,. without mother,

without moordoﬁ genoanlogy'." (T, e Eaorly Days of Uhristienity,

P. 306f.: 4U4, f.n. 3). & quotation form ioffat pertains to the

eubjoot, "By n characteristioslly Pailonic method the writer . |
. find: a religlous significence in the very silence of the 0.7.:




thru the aboonco of any allusion'to the porents of “slchizedek,
6. 7, 5, 1o oo pregnsnt to him as tho simllar lack of eny referenc
to Sornh's mother is to the ilex. thinker (quils rerum

div. hoor. 18; do ebrietcte, 14), ond the titless of iel-
ohizedck ouggest religious truths to him no less than to Fhi-
lo(lez. allog. IIX. 25). (Introdustion to the H.%., pP. 27;
8losfried-rhilo von Alox., P. 584). This argumont from silence
is furthor clucidated by iebr. 1, B. 13. Sl.o-sfr:l.od asserts,

#Da niomels su eineom Engel gesagt wird in der Eibel,'du bist
meln Sohn' oder 'setse dich su meiner Rechten', so folgt dam-
raun, daes dor iescias, an welchem beids jusdruscke gorichtet
worden, hochor stcht ocls die Engel. Aehmlich ist Zsbr. 2, 18.
Es kormon in der Bibel oft Stollen vor, in deonen dle zoettlichs
Ereochling dos Sexena Abrenams gomeldet wird, nirgend aber wrid
etves dernrtizes von den Engeln gesegk, so folst daraus, dass
in Ch»isto dis menschliche datur noch usber dis Engel erhoeht
wird“". (¥nilo von ilex., s. 383).

The discussion of the Logos idea in Fhilo and its rela-
tion to “ebrews h=s caused much comment.

In the memorablc opening pass:gze of Hebrews the author
“spoaks of Christ as 'the effulgonce of Yod's glory.'thilo had
gpoken of God as the !srchetypaX brightnesa!, cnd of the ILogos
¢s & 'sunlike brightness!, and the Book of Wisdom had spoken of
Wilsdom os "the effulgence of everlesting light'!. --fig calls the
Son 'the stamp and impreas of ﬂod.'_l substenoe!. Fhilo spe:ks of
the word of man as 'the sterp of divine power', snd of the Lo- |
goe as the '"staup of the seal of God!'". (Farrar-The Early Days
of Christianity). But Veisa remnrks on this passage, "Selbst
die Christologle des Lriefes hat mit der Fhilongschen Logosleh-~
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ro gornichts = tun, da:- das exaoyeope o Bokno gelno 'bed@iut-
snmste .n-mlln:l.o el Sop. 7, 26f. und im ‘lorg. sIu Jes. 6, 1
findot. Jodonfalls hot der Vorfassor seinen Zusesrenhang mit dem
A«¥T« troueor berahrt, als dor dlexondrinismus, und ist fuer dio
in diesom 5o wirksemen Einflusss hellenischer hilosophie gans
wnzuzaenglich geblieben". (Lohrbuch dor Einleitung in das E.1.,
| 8. $29). The words of Slegfried on the sagmsphraose are enlight-
ning, "jenn “obr. 1, 3 der Sobn eir cxpavoyesps Tro Bokno ( Tov
E2TpCT ) gernnnt wird, so erkennt man unschwor, wie hier dsas,
was +nilo do opif. m. Bl von dor Seole des iienschen lehrt, in
hervorragenden Simme suf Yhristum usbertrajen ist. Fhilo sagt
0. n. 0,:%c0 ctlpexes xetc psv TV Ligvolay exsietal Geie Aoy®
TiC Eoinolco YUOs®O SXucYsLoY T, CRCOURGOPE T, GEGUYGOLE YSYOvEX. -
Aueperden nommt Ja fhilo don Logos stzsv Escu de confus. lingu.
207, (Fnilo von 4lox.,s. G24).

"he s:me is true of the expression XEpastrp THG UREoTReTin
Hobr. 1, 3, which is based on quod det. pot. insid. 23, whers
fhilo erlls the highpr XVSUEE in man TUXOY TLVE XEL XGpEXTIQ®

Eeiec duvapses , Siggfricd continues, " Der Hebraeerbrief usbeor-
traczt “lopen susdruck euf das Vorhaeltniss des Sohnes mu ‘Gott.
vil. cussorden do plontat. 6 size avtyy  (so.cnv guxmy /) Toma=
Sstocy oppaytdet Ssob %3 O X=pazTEp egTLY cidico Acyes «"(Phi- !
lo ven Alexandrien, s. 324). |
: The namg of the Logos as the npnuu% Eebr. 1, 8 zoes '

~ baok to fhilo. *e corlls the Logos mpetoycues vier, do agrisult.
12; de confus. lingu. 14; 28; leg. =lleg. III, &1; de som. I,
37§-- spesPuratos uios, In dé confus. lingu. 14.(Philo von =lex.,
B. 32B).

Philo sperks of the Logos as "bearing cll things that
aro®. labrews says, "by whom nlso He made the worlds: c.l, 2.




——

¥ -1-J] - e S — ——— -
o

Philo' says that “the instrument lorgonon’ of creation was the
word, by “hom 1t wes set in order,” and that "the “ord is the
iwage (ollon) of Cod, by ~hom the whole universe wss fashicned,
of. do monarchin, II, p=r. 5.(Farrar-the Ferly Days of “hristiani-
ty-p. 508). Sieglried tukes his proof for thes Logos ms the instrm-
ment of tho crention from de migr. “br. ljzgi crs SXCOECEAZCTEL
XPigalisVio Opynte TOUTE KFCU TRY GYURZLTLOY TEY GECTBACUjEYRY
groTeaLy : » 6p. lebr. 1, 2; 81 cv xat Tovo ataver
SEoLrgeY s do cherub. 3Bj cpyavov :(evpnosia) Acyey
6ecv 8¢ ov (¢ x0oucs) xareoxsveosy : de monmarch. IT, Bj 3
CC oty XU ¢ Xoouco eBnnicupysito : leg. alleg. III,
8. iio proceeds, "Lunebon hesteht bel Belden die fnschau-
ung, das: dss goottliche wort im buchstzeblichsn Sinne schoep-
forisch int. «<en vgl. de saorif. 4b. ot Cain. 18; o Egco
Asysv cuc exciat mit debr. 11, 3 mioTel vaforper Zqt=
HTLzérL Tovy civveo pr.pﬂf.'ﬁhuo von Alex., 8. 52B).

“oth writore ascribe oven the maintenance of the ;::-ent:l.on
to the Logos. liobrews says thot the Son "upholda nll things by
the vtterence of ilils porver®". Fhilo speaks of the Logos as _
Teoaring -1l thingas thet are'?. (Farrar-the Sgrly Vays of Chris-
tin.n;.ty. Coppero also quis ror. div. haer. 7 o Ta EsY ovta pspay
EZL TC ZVTE ysvveYy with Hebr. 1, 3 peper T2 Tz xC¥Iz @ pTpCTL
Tio Buvcuseo GUTOD ., onad de somn. I, 41 TO gay oXSpR.LoT .tYa
otintx by _Bc_Bmw\ T8 EPITELE BIl UEEPIPXE KCU Ay .(:_I.’li.:_l;o won 4lex.,
8. 3B5). :

The thought of the Acycs tcpsvols found in both. Veiss renarks,
"Die Ausfushrung hilo's..wle usber den Logos tomeus, of. 4, 18,
eri:mern on vngeren iir.:l.o.i."'. (Lebrbuch sursinleitung in das H.7%.,
8. 528). Farrer says in feference to Sebr. 4, 18. 13, "Ths writer
ovidently hes in mind the thoughts of hilo snd of the Hook of




- 27.

tlsdon, Fhilo compares ths Yord to ths flaming sword of Paradise;
he speeks of tho 'firo and l:n:lfo:l: of ibrahom as being used 'to
Wt off and congume his #till adherent mortulity.'! “o orlls tha
word 'tho cutior of all things,! and says that 'vhen whatted to
the utzont shorpness it is incossantly dividing all sensuous
thinga'. He comperes it to the midwoat branch of tho golden
candlestlok, us boing tho cutter or divider of the six facul-
tlos of the human soul. Similarly the author of /isdom compares
Uod's Llmighty word to a sharp sword leaping down from earth to
hesvoni. Siegfricd adnits that the real moaning of this phrase
in both writors hne always beon much discussed and is hard to
dotormine but ho too maintains, "Die Aeimliochkeit geht hierbeil
bie sur jusdruclksvelso, men vgl. nur das drizveupsveo mit der iien-
dung :hilo's n.n.0. exgiday 38 peYpl TEY CTCURY i 8teedly .~
it wen auch hiorzu moch weiter;, :dass much die Verglelohung der
Sovspis Tpgmezn Ges LOgos mit oinem Schwerte sioh bel Fhilo findet,
(de chorut. 9. I, 144), dass former dle fiebr. 4, 18 goschilderts,
elles durchschneidende Eraft des Logos, dlecxpl HSpIOjOV GPEEY T8
ict pvshiey fdringt, eehnlich quis rer. div. haer. l. ¢. beschrisben
wird, vzl. inid. S7, doss endlich dis Yendung “sbr. 4, 13 ooz soti
ETICGLO CPEVo SVEXLCY GUICY 1hr doutlliches Vorbild findet in leg. al- ‘
log. ITX, 50, wo es holssbizzt ¢ 6svo Aoyco ofulspxegtates SUTLY &0 '
RCTTC SPOpaY 2ival .Lxavog—-80 wird es das satuarlichate sein, wio such {I
schon von Grotius, iangey, Z“leok, Delitzsch, “oestlin u.z. gesche-
hon, die genro Anschouung des Hdebraserbriefes von der Virlamg des
Wortes als oine auf Urundlage der fhilonischen sich erhobonde ;
anzusehen". (Fhilo von &lex., 36 38Bf.). - J
Of croot importance is the view that both take of the Logos
as the High-priest. The main u_-sum;:t of “obrews twrns on the
Friesthood of Uhrist and Philo too has called the Logos a iigh~-

=



pricst. (F¥arrar- The Early Das of Christianity, p. 306). The
Expositor staton that as in Fhhlo, the priestly function, ab-
sent from P:ml, dominates the thought of the ¥pintle to ths Lobreus.
The idoa of uot-i.ﬂ.c;o ehorges strongly. ind the priostly exal-
tation of the riscn Christ is conspionous. (Com., p. 2B6f.). iyll-
mon mokes a clonr stetement, "Das Hohepriostertum Christi ist
dle leitcnde’..Idce unsores Lriefes, dle ilm soin eigentusmli-
ches Gapraege gibt. Lier Verfasser hat dleso Idssnvaerbindung
mit dem A.%. nichipolbst erfundon, er hst sle uebernozzen aus
dor Alox,. sSchriftgolehrts:mielt. Genau so hatte vor ilm Fhilo
don urn foonglichen Logos als don wahren iighenpriestor beschric-—
von”. (Der Jiebrasorbrief, s. 108).

A fow poarticulars will prove these generzl steto-

nonte.

<his iy sh-priest is celled "-'"! by voth. Com~-
pure lebr. 4, 14 with de somm. I, 38 (I, 854),c pey By pcyg
epktepsvg

Hobrows dwells on the sinless Frleathood, 6. 7, 28. hi-
lo too h-s npoken of tho I.osos as heving “no participetion
in sin". (¥arr<ry The Early Vays of Christianity, p. 308).
¥ho evlidonce is found in de prof. 20 ASYOESY YEP TOY GpXIEPEROUE
avGpexoy aAlz Aoyay G210V SLYEL REVTBY OUX SXOUZISY Hevay Al xmi |
EXOUCINY aNEPTUITEV APETOLOV . ‘of-=1b1d J, 81 asTOX0T
¥2) 3t awcpzbizTos SCITOC CMGE NEFUREY GREPENRRTON ol |
Also the te'nm gpigyres 1s used in the above quoted passages. |
(*hilo wvon ilex. , Dp. 326). ]
Siegfried refers to ths goodness of the High-priest ‘]
thus, “Seine Lilde und Guetigkelt wird hervorgencben de pro- |
fug. 18 oux smzpeiTaTey eAA Evpsves Bi TMEPOTATE puTENC SoTi To Gmtow. i

"51- mit ilgbr. 4, 15. 18. (mo wvon .l:l.l:..l- m,-
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Ono of the mobt fumdamontal .cmoption in the Epistlo and
Fillo is the Xglchimodek “riesthood of Uhrist. Forrar comicnts,
"In nis wholo treatuent of the subject, the writer adopts the
mothod and the thoughts of fhilo. fhilo speaks of the 'Just ing,!
as holding 'a golf-roguired, self-tauzght priost-hcod, ! which-==
bulld¥®n solely on the silence of Soripture--he deosoribes as
heving been boetoved on him without merit or work. “o directly
coxperos him to the Logos in the words, 'The Lo::qo-. who 1s sha-
dored forth by kslehizedek, ' is priocst of God the ilost High.! Fhi-
1o alpo epe-'~g of the Logos ns 'tho great High Eriocst!?. (Tho
¥erly iOn's of Christianity, ». 302). The proof for this compa-
rison i3 ffound in kebr. 5, 10; 7, 1ff. and leg. a.leg. II, 28
-18p2ts yep soTLy Mns':upw sisy Tov ovrg J ©003T. orud. grat.
15; Ao sorm. pr. §8. Frilo continucs, "Dis Eeseichnung des spyispsus
cleaxctbg, ® lobr, 7, 3 findct sich susdreucklich smo nicht bei
-hllo, welchor gpyrep von dor Sarch, de obriet. 14, und von dor
Slebenzanl, de oplf. m. 35, gobraucht, aber der Sache nach
en;t or doch dassolbo, wenn os do profug. £0 helost)lsyousy yep Tev
@xtspec cux cvBpeacy clla Acyev EeioY EiVRleesBlCTL OIpEL yorasy xybzpray
k5t zaBmprTovey gACXEY KCTpCT pEY 880U ... linTtper Ssgcyigs(Philo von
Alox., S. 526f.). Hollrmon says, “~usdreucklioch hatte Zhilo
ikolo~1zedek anls den Typus dlesey R‘go--{iohom:l.n‘tor-- aingestollt,
und gonsu nechzeviesen, dnss das im Gesetz von dem lohenpriosfin 1
Aaron'c zosoto cuf ihn sutreffe”. (Der Ssbrocorbrief, m. 19B:
Iﬂnse-snhnrr-c. p. 139).

The mdintoi-ir characteristic is also a point of corpe- |
rison. Ferrer is ccrtsin, "If (the writer/ sposks of Unrist's sit- |
ting on the right hand of God to make intorcession for us, 1‘!1:|.¢1c;“"lai‘u:1
hee spolen of the Logos == 'a Friest of tho Father of the Universe;™

as "an advocate to obtain both forgiveness of n:-l.u m'mpl,- of




ell zood; ' as 'tho bound:ery bot=ocen oreated thingigend the Croa-
tor; ' ap 'en Intercospor for mortslity in its longings af-
tor tho incorru.tiblo, and sn ombsssador from the Lord of all
to that m‘al.h 1s His subjeot”, Lot us c@do Hebr. 7, 85 with
4e migr. ibr. 81 tartc 38 .LAETHY SCLTOU ACYOV OUX CXCOTPRpELs
s128c Superoézt « ond guls rer, div. haer. 42, where the
Logos atops the plidgue, Ium. 16, 48. (Fhilo von #lex., s. Z87).
Fnllo c-lls ionmos a digh-prieat, do vita *os. II, 1. III,
1, "wouit Alc Vergloicumg Ghristi als Soherprioster nit lose in
ligbr. ¥, 2 nuconmonstirmmt. Yemerienswort ist auch, dasc wls “pse
ale TsAelss .inetho Ggov  bol Fhilo quod det. pot. irveid. 44 sein
%Zels ouscerheld don uLagers aufmchleost, so auch im “ebracerbrief
8. i3, i€ Uhristus sloh aussorhald des imgers; ggs Tz xepeBodrg »
dor inrncliticchon Gemoinde findet”.(Philo von Alex., s. 387).
GConocrning this IHighprieatly relotlonship of the Logos and
Chrict the Imternctional Critical Commontary writes thus, "In
rog-rd tc the spoculations of the Logos as High-priest, de nil-
grat :'*J:-:I'.‘:"-h.. 102, do fug. 108ff., the prlnl'l'-l','r_ mediction there ia
mainly betwien 1ian and upper world of ideans. The Logos or rea-
son is not only tho means .of ocrecting the metorial comtos after
the prttern of the first and real world, 'b!:t inherent in 1t
encbling huion croatures to aporeohsnd the invisible. This is
Fhilo's pricary uso of the metaphor. 1t is philosophical rather %
then rolizicus. Zot the incroased prestige of t'm Ldgh~-priest in
the later Yudanlsm proppted him to apply to the Logos functions
wnlch resomblo intercession as well as Interprotation. Vague ac
thoy are, they are familiar to tha author of our Epistle, ond it
is probeble that thoy holpod to fashion his oxpression of the
etornal elgnificance of Jesus as the Lediator between man and God.




The Togos &s “igh-pricct, scys Ph;l.:l‘.q,dn' somn. II, 28, for exumple
1s not only, gpepes ohozhtpos  bub pgScpico Tio Gsov = azi avSpgEoL =
FEGLE,TCT UsY eAxTiRy,avépexos 3szpEiTRY, [jith roferonce to the inter-
ceapory idon, 'in de somm. II, 34, Fhilo remurks that the i.ogos is
& minigber Aeitovpyco Sscv , of Ood, belonging to creation in
hips mortsl neture snd to the umoroctod world in his imcortzl n«-
ture. Similarly he plcads, in the de snoerdot. 12, that the funec-
tion of hia ligh-pricst -wns to mediato betwecen God and nmaen,ive Bic
Fegst TLiveg c:'-.'t-:pmil. psy .thcoxevrel Gsov,6sco Be Teg mli( n&pnaug
vicBicrove TIND XPSpPEYCo OpeYN EGL XOPAYR « Here we may feel
vibrating o necd of intorceassion, even although the idea is still
soxorhot theosophle”. (Comm. p. 468). iAgain we read, "Philo had
indosd, not only spoken of the Logos as a High-priest in o mots-
yhorieel gonco,i.c. os medisting metsphysiocrl snd psycholozically
the rolstions botwuon tho worlds of thought and serise, but in a n
allegoric: 1 faghion...;:de somn, 1, 37". (Comm. p. 48). Tals
st:toment bowilders' one in respect to the trus meaning and func-
tion of hilo's Logos. “nd a'thorough investiation of Fhilo's lo-
508 will convince ono of tho wvast superierity of the Christian
High-pricet, Chrlgt. Farror corrootly concludes, "The Logoa of
Zhilo hns to be romoved from sny direct contact with matter by an
ondlens mzzbor of intorvoning “owers; the forus in walch la is
roeprezentod are so zelf-contradictory, thut we never imow whebher
le is to be reg-rded as a ferson or an idea. And Fallo is still so
for ent-ngled ir Jowish perticularism that he is umsble to under-
st=nd tho universsl prophecies of the 0ld Testm:ent. Zis Logos is
et the beat a “ewish deliverer, and is infinitely far from being
the Savior of the ¥“orldl.(The Early Days of “nristianity, p. 307).
Some socholers claim th=t one of tho most characteristically
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Philonic antithesis in the Ssistle iz the contrast ‘h_et:ram the
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transitory sious or shadows of this world and the gon-um,
ilenl realitios of the hoavenly sphere. the whole idoa of thoso

hoavenly count:rperts arc supposed to be dorived fro:
fho Alox. roligious prilosophy. The phenomenal is but an im-
perfect, snodowy transoript of vhat iz eternal ond real. The
Precent world of senso and time stends over against the world
of reality, the former boing morely a shadow or copy of the
lattor. (ioffot-Iintroduction, 428£f.). Farror presents a ra-
ther longthy discussionpf the matter, p. 310£f. and finally
saya, “ime author found his fruiliful thought of a pre-exis-
tont Ldosl in the Alexonirian prilosophy. That philosophy hed
asruns up from sced which Plato had sorm in the rich soll of
Senitle momotheiem. To the school offfnilo, as to that of Pla-
] to, cnrih wag==-

1ont the shadow of “cavon, snd things therein,
Hcoh to the other like more thsn on earth is thought.!

Fo themfend thoy found sahotion for their wviews in Holy writ)
tho world of phonomenc was but the shadow of a world of nou-
MONC....sss"0 the cutiior of this ®pistle idontifies the ldeal
“orld with tho kingdom of Hoaven®“. (The ¥arly Days of Cnris-
tisnity, p. 316ff.). Thé words of Hollman argue similarly,
"Suchon wir uns noch in aller Kuerze dio “rundsusge der phi-

lonischen «eltanschavung su vorgegenwaertigen, so ist wvon duch-

schlagender Bedeutung die Unterscheidung der sichtbaren Welt mnd
der Idoen-ielt. Indem Philo platonische Gedanken verwertet, behaup-

tot or, dass dio Urbilder aller Dinge, dis 'unkoerporlichsn und

nnokten Dinge selbst! im Himmel aich befinden, wachrend die irdi-
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schon Jinge nur sosusagen dle “chatten, die Uszenbilder der himnli-

sohon sind, denon allein wahres Sein Imewohnt. Genau das ist die

gru-dlegende inschauung dos lgbraeerbriefs, der gans in derselben




- - 1
ﬂo:l.ne dns Ii:mlische und das m:l.lcha gogexmusberstellt, das mur
Schatten, abbild, h-um- dos Himmlischon ist. Yerade auf dicse
"obero:l..'mtlma in .don Grnndnnn-l.u dor Woltanschauung ist das
g:'oouta nw_:l.oht su legon, ‘viel mohr als suf die Serushru:g in
31.nnclhniteri und iusdruecken, die aber cbenfulls sweifollos vorhan-
don ist. n‘i:l.e himmlische “olt der Idcen mm nach Fhilo von Gott
hor, Seide gehoom aufs engsto mm" (Der “‘ebracertrief, s.
162).

Earth too nssures us, "Der Usbraserbrief ist mit dey’ Usdan~
korwolt des Alex. “ndenthunms vertraut; vieles in ilm erinnert an.
dle Boisheit “mlomos! u. an dle “ohriften Fhilo, und swar nicht
ainselncr :'.uﬂ:-oﬁel:o'. gondorn auch dde Entgegenstellung der sicht-
baren vnd unaslchtbaren folt als des Schattens und “esens". (Uer
lghracer »ief, s. 113). On this point legfried offers ono com-
perigon, in dor Kosmologle des Philo erscheint die sichtbare *
“ylt nur als oin Zusdruck der hoeheren. “is Fhilo de somn. I, 38
sagt: Tov ex tev .L0sey ovoTcbevre - = RETpCY TONTCY OUR SVEITIT @AIE0 zzyg-
A=83tv ott gy ek TP TOU clgbxTov xat OpEPRYED TGLTOU pmm“"
blotet achnlich “ebr. 9, 85 das irdische Helligtumto umcBeLypata Tev
8V CLPEVCIT , vil. v. 24 GVTLTUIE Tav cAnfivev . (Philo won Alex., s.
328.). :
- umo aifforence botwsen ‘hilo and “sbrews in regard to this
nu'bj-‘ ot =offat :I.n-uontei, "Philo taught that to attdin God man mst
pass from tho lowor, outvard mld of the senses to the imncr
nnd. he- oiployed the Logos or mglon as ths medium. -l'he author of -

2 "'ﬂ'bl"ﬂ'l pimply holds that man must attain the higher, resl wor:l.d

of the order of- thins-., whioh to h:l.n is a 'skoenane, o lanotuuw,
the renl f'rosence ot Goa®. (:I:'ntroduot:l.cn to tho ¥.1., p. 4287). On

- tho contiast of the morlds in “strevs he f£inds ocomsion to express
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hingolf tims, "Owing to his philosophicsl catogory of the antithe-

els botween th'e phencuenal snd tho srchetypal realities in
hoavon, tho “pistlo soldom dcos more than hovors 'on the verge
of t‘no. deopor truth for vhich its theological schemze allows

0 roon-that the world of the eternmal is already ours, in mo

far as we havo entered into the spirit of Uhrigt!", (This con-

clugion is mede by %.¥. Soott-The Apologotic of the L.7., 1907.
P. 806; Eaur, Vhurch ““4story, 1. 117 end A.% Devidaon, Sibli-
cal ~pd witerary “gears, 317, quotod by *0:f~ta'‘ntrodustion to
tho u.%., p. 487).

Holeo bocoues even bolder in his judgemont, "Jagegen hat
Rlehm , der “ohrbe riff des lebracervriefs, Ludwigsburg, 1888,
1857, veborzougond nachgewiesen,wie die Voretellung von dom
hizmlischen Helligtwm und dem himilischen Yerusalem palsoati-
nicehon Uncprungs sind, veshald mon auch gan= mit Unrecht .in.
den,lotztoren ‘die ietsphysische ‘Unterscheiduns *hilo's’ swisghen
dor unsiochtbaren, unvergaenglichen, urbildlichen ‘ielt und dor
slohtberen, vergnenglichen Sracheinungswelt gesucht hat". (Lehr-
buch zur Sinloitung in das U.T., 8. 329).

The rolation of the Contrast “orlds between rhilo and
lighrews 1s much dlscussed and if we compere the philosophy of.
¥leto,fron which <hilo is supposed to have t<=ken his idecs, ve
muet ndmit thet the two authors have entirely dirferent concep-
tions. ) Y

A cuestion u:l.c.auly related to the former is the allego-
riocl-s;mbolicel treatment of Seriptures and has cnused a hsa-
ted debate. The author of “sbrews is supposed to have used the
Alexendrian sllegorical method of interpreting Seriptures. In
order to determines the faots the methods of both shall ‘bo‘im-

: sontoed.
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The Alsxsndrian mothod of nllegorizing is quite well summa-
rised in o quotntion from Lange-"ohaff, ."Allogory io there re-
sorted to cs a moans of effocting an outuu:d. connsction betweon
rationnl trutha and the letter of tho foly “oriptures, ond of
introducing ontirely foreign ideas into the 0.T. by mesns of
- Ascldental rensomblancos, and by an arbitrary and forced explana-
tlon of ite inctitutions, relations, statsments, and historicnl
tcoomntan, divecting them of their true historicel character snd
value, end tronsforming them o;unt:h.:l.:l; into the mere veolls and
huske of ifcas, and more nllusions to soms fencisd truths”. (Yomnm.
P. 16), Althovgh 1-‘::-:-.-::.- mnintains a commection betwesn Ehﬁoil
Rode and thnt of debrows yet he too zdmits-that hilo does not
reunin within rational limits and pushes his interpretation into
abowrd dotolls. Ho writes, "Fhilo says that “elchisedek brought
forth thic ~ourinhment for the soul vhich Am:onites m ~oabitos
wonld not do, boocune the imwonites are the children only of per-
coption snd the tosbites of mind”. (The Early Days of Oaristianity,
P» 310). Consogquently Jamloson Fausset and Brovn are justified
in dmuing thoir conclusion, "fhe allegorical mode... is pushod
to an unvarrontcble exce ss in the Alexcndrian school."(In-
troduction to “ebrews). -

Scholers lilro “eyor, Forrar, “enss and others are of the
“opinion that the synboliocal treatment of Scriptures in He-
brews is closoly related to the Fhilonian mode. ‘

Roues discusnes GLoth writora snd concludos, ~Dexr Brief
-ﬂmueth eine gewisse Vervandtschaft mit Fhilo...Die etho=
de don Briefos beruht wesentlich auf der mllogorischen-typl- =
schen Ericlserusg des A:T.. Eine solohs dient: laengst vor-
her der der jund:l.nohm-i:l._unnﬂr:ln:l.luhm Seiulphilosophie. "
(Geschichte der <eiligén:Schriften des W.T., 8.130).

e e




T™he Intornationsl Critic-l Uom:entary comes to the some sconolu=
sion, "he sywbolionl mothod of oxezesls... ths avthor took over
fras the Alexandrinn school. (p. 46). Barth is of a somevhat si-
ollar opinion, "fhere is a symbolism of a unique kind. Like Fhi-
1o and the outhor of ilddom, he interprets the past cnd tho pre-
sent alike in torms of the old theory". (p. 119). offat like-
vise arzucs, “Tho allegoricsl method of interpretation (in the
Lettor) roceived a powerful impetus from Alexandrian Yudsism,

Thore 1m, however, a grent difference between the twdme-
thods =& 1s indicatod by Lango=Schaff, f!!'hn following passazes
fron Fhilo, cilted by Luenomenn, are among the striking evidences
that our cuthor while totally freeo from the mystilosl and allego-
rizing fancle: of Fhilo, oonldyot have hardly heen unacquainted or
unfaniiiar with nis writingsy qul rervm divinarum heeres, p. 499,
and de chorublm, ». 1182f.". (Comm. p. 03.).

Felrsbelrn discusses tho sans interpretation of Hetwews
vhich is entirely difforent from the extreme mdo ol Fhilo, of.
fighr. 12, 23 (Typology of Boripture, vol. II. p. B3)j ©:il3, 11
(vol. II. p. 309); cnd otbor passsges (vol. I. and II.).

“he following swmary characterizes the author of “ebreva
qulte well, "lg plonts himself on the grourd c;r historical ful- .
ru.i_,mnt. of that which Theylthe O.T.) sre constituted typically
and syxbolicnlly to expreams and thus inspires the conviction thet
an shbsndomnent of Uhristianity, snd a retrogression to tho 0.%.
lovel, is an unpardonable denisl of the true revelation of the
living God Himgelf. This stands in marked and fundanental con-
trast with that allegoric-1 troatment of the langunge and econo-
my of the 0.T. vhich wns egpecially employed at that tims by the
Aloxandrian Jew Philo". (Oomm. p. 16).
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Although there may be scze influsnce of the Alsxsndrian
method, yet tho ralation of the two, the rational snd the Bi-
bliesl intorprotation, is so remote that it has 1little bearing
on the argumont.

Thors still remrin s few minor points of contact between A-
lexandria and sdobrews.:

" Slegfried uhw-thnt the two authora, Fhilo and hs of ig-
browa,have the semo dootrine of saerifice, that their presenta-
tion of the 0.7. practise of sacrifices is in many instonces the
B, cnd that thoy have a sizilar typlosl conceptlon of the fa-
triarchs. (fhilo won Alex., 8. 387L{ ).

The sancrificlal argumoent aloo involves the quostion of the _
Temple deoseription. iccording to somo Hebrews reproduces the Templo
of Cnins rnt Loontopolis in Egypt. Wiecelor is of trvis assumption.
(Lange-idehnsff, Comm. p. 150. 161). Othors think we have in the Let-
tor a pioturc of the temples at Yorusalem. (Cf. Bertn, 114ff.).

The corroct view is without quostiom that we have hore a desorip-

ticn of the 0.7, 'En.'bmao:l.o-. (Sufficient proof 1s presented by the
foliowing: Eerth-Der ~ebracserbrisf, s. 113ff.; Lenge-Schaff-Ooum.

P. 159. 151; Block-“inleitung,s. 661; iisyer-Comm, p. 373; Saluony

Introduction to the H.”., p. 484j) Lange-"'chaff-Comm. p. 11f.).

Although tho evidence is in favor of the 0.7, Fabormacle this
would not militate ogainst the ides of on Alex. Szck-ground, for

the writor took his material from the LXX denoription.

' Olosoly belated to this point of comporison is the view of the
Hobrew nation which both authors have. Farrar says, "Fhe writer's
(of Hebrews) thoughts are absorbed in ‘the Hebreus. It is the mome
vith Fhilo¥Y. (The ¥arly Days of Christisnity, p. 304f.). 3
Othor eimiloritics botween Fhilo and “gbrews are:the designa-




tion of the saints =s the 3=elling placse of God, the discussion
of the oath which God swears by Himself, snd the compariso: of
the Word of God to a bodily food. (Siegfried-rhilo von Alex.,
8. 380). ;

A fow points of differonces between the two writers are nots-
worthy. ®iogfried, a strong adwe_nte of tho .ﬂ.l:-_ Back-gromnd, ad-
mits, "indores beruechrt sioch nneher mit don Vorstellungen des pa-
laeskinischon nls dos iloxandrinischen Judentums. So die Anachau~-
ung von himmlischon Yerusalem...Ebonso ist dle Gottesruhe (sabba-
tiemos) oino ondere im Hebraeerbrief als bel Fhile". (Philo wvon
Alox. B. 520). Fhilo also mokes use of love-language, “sbrews mot .
30 xuch. (Int. iiant. Crit. Cami. p. 46). Riggenbaoch mentions a fow
dootrines that he finds in lishrews and are missing in Fhilo, at
leant in the conwee of lsbrews, "liany references to Palesiinian
Jews; tho ilooglaonic conception, esp. of Fa. 110; ths diffesrenti-
etion of tho present and futube seonj the heavenly derus:lem)
the whole dootrins of cngels; particularly the ziving of the Law
thru angels; and the conception of Satan rm soversign over death®.
Einloitunz in dos U.Ti, 8. 38). Riggenbaoch says thet Hebrevs
never used the Logos idea in tho sense 'of Philo. (Einleitung in
dus H.T., 8. 87). ‘Ahd the Cock ‘Commentery asserta thut:FPhilo's -
tenching is "opposed: to 'the’ whols tenor of Divine Hevelation. He
novwhore recognized the need of an Atonenent for sin. With him,
the. true fAigh-priest is tho Divine Reason (Logos) which he spoaks
of as the Hon of God; in which the ideal Universes is contained;
and vwhich mediates between Yod and the materinl Universe. «ith
him Kelchisedek is a typs of Fright reason¥f(orthos logzos); and *
sacrifices h-ve o:l.'i,'ioaﬁu' Just so far as they are oxpressions of
morol virtues in the offerers”. (p. 20).




Ehe.dismnim of tng alexendriun Sack-;round of the Letter
to tho Hobrews hes loed scholars to various conclusions. Soxe
Geny or sn:l.n:i.s:a:'l.n, othurs affirm the . lexendrian influence.

‘o denlsl of the influence is championsd by men as Tholuock,
Rishm, ond siesolor. Their dopreoiation of tho evidence 1s volced
in the words of lipiss, "Es sind doch zuletst ixmer nur einzelno
dusdruoclko unecres Briefos, &10 an Faile ullﬂ.:l.n;on. wle BsToeig

2EL .L2RTRO.LGL, Gl'l'-l.ﬁg _clmlag, Cpytep, xpcoayopenbets., pstpicxzfetlr, sieu-

Gleo apzprovelw, eg elw, eitxety ; solbst die Stelle, 10, 29, v:l.
do profug. p. 482 D., hat doch.mur rein formells und besohr-eonkte
dobnlichkoit”. (Lohrbush der Einleitung in das H.T.,s.329). Ao~
cording to Sfloidoror tho ilexandriaon system ond thought influenced
the ontire cducated world of the time. (Expositor, p. 228). In
refercnco to icts 0, 'an tho Cook Uamrentery remarks thet the Hel-
lenistic modon »f thoologising, among which Fhilo's ras at thet
tizmo procuinent, wrs well lmown.(Hebrews, p. 18). Therefore, thoss
authors olaim,the’argument of the Alexnadrian tings of cunlture lo-
sos its force in rospect to leobrows. But this argument cuts both
waye.

From thio w:l.:l.e:l.yenml.d Alexandrian culture Cook Commentary
arguss, “Leny noticeable points of comtsot with Fhilo's writings,
sinilar to those whilch are found in our Bp:l.ltlo, ocour in the
fauline Epistles, e.g. dom. 1, 83-£5; 9, 14) 14, 7; 1 Cor. 1B,

46-4"l. 2 Cor. S, o) 4, 43 Gal, " 28-31; Ool. n IS 1’. eto.". (He-

brows, p. 20f.). The Expositor produces similer evidenco, "~any

vords are quoted ss Fhllorian which belong to Hdellenistio liters- -

turo at lorge. ..The sevon following terms stend consecutively;
l. aopatos , found in IxXX., Josephus, Flato, eto..:.
2. giozyaty froguent in IXX., and in claésical Greek.
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8. avexzivilety , LiX. and Josephus.

€. syopsve , LXK

5. wpoastobais Lxx., Josephus, and classical writers.

8. apujicg , vory froquent in LXX.

7. vuxcoreMoper , LiX., Josephms, Olasslos, =nd St. Paul,Acts
20, 20.

The term eitieq muu% 6s 5, 9, is found in Phllo; btut it
aleo ocours twice in Josophus, and onsce in’ Dicdorus Siculus. Xilv=-
R8pug nnd xOATTpCsUs are conjoined in Fhilo; butfso are zcAupepis and
TCACTPCRLoin two pass-ges of Laximus yrius. If the contrast be-
twoon wezst and te)sict, and the comparison of simple spiritusl
diot to milk, B, 12; 6, 1, bo found in Fhilo, so also are they in
another iallenigiic wrltor, St. Faul, 1 Cor. 2, 8; 3, 1l.2. (The
Expositor, 1875, p. 5363 Oook Comentwry, p. £20).

‘o uny pummarise tho viow of the my.t.l.n scholars thus; *
"eranting now, ccrtsin rcsemblances betweon our Xpistle and the
wrltinz: of £hilo, op. Carps. Smorame axercitt. in ep. ad “ebr. ex
Fhilone ilex. lelms., 1760, not merely in many individusl expressions,
terms, ond modes of speecch, but also in the mode of employing I
Seriptuvros, e.g., the nscount of +slchizedok, yet this assured- 1
1y involvoz no dependence of ocur author upon Philo, iuinocel in
hig Oom., ond Ejestlin in Thool. Jahrtuch, but at most only
implios the influcnce of sinilar elements of culture, Tholuck,
Einleitung, p. B4ff.; iilohm, iehrbegriff, I., p. 250". (Lange-
Sonaff, p. 18). : '

The possibility of Alexmnirian infiuonco was granted by Cle-
ricus and kangey, followod by blesk. (Welss—“shrbuch der “inleitung
in das H.T.). Jamleson, Fausset and Brown striki o weak notg, "Phi-
lo's modo of thought is not mecesserily all derived from his(the
author) Alexandrian, but alss from his Jewish eduoction.". (Intro-
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duetion to iHobrews). Rizgonbech writos soncorning the author of
Oebrovafihnt na a culturod Hellemist he kmows the lsnguage, is &t
home in the Greek Sible, snd 1s well sogquainted with the exzegeti-
ool rulos of his day.(Einloitung, s. 36). Ee admits that thore is
2 ocrblonce nnd close relstion but claims that the authcr knew and
Wced tho writinge of Philo conmot bo cbsolutely est:blished.(ibid.
8. 38). snd f£innlly he concludes that the Alexandrien inflinsnce is
ocssontl~lly of n forunl nature. (1bid, 8.:38f.). Znhn strilos a
very low compsrison betwoon Philo and lebrews and writos, “Eine
biar und dn su Tago tretonde Aeimlichireit des iusdrucks und ”e!.n.
gomefBovor Codon rubbinischor wnd rhetorischer Bildung hesteht
awiechen Fhilo und dom Hobroaeorbrief. Es bleibt aber unwshrschein-
lich, d-os der Yerfassor an don, so entsctzlich langwelligen Scarif-
ten des Aleoxandriscien Juden ein Gefallon gofunden hoben wird".
(Einloitung in des H.T., 5. II, 8. 131). .

snothor word from Hdizgenbach proves that e does not deny
the ilomandpian influsnce entirely,for ho admits that idebrews in
thouzht ond expreoassion to a groat oxtent is rolated to tho Aqiman=~
drian rolizious philoso-her, a fact, long ‘ac'._mou:l.edsed. by J.E. Oarp=-
0V, Zlook, =nd Rioixi, (Der Hebraserbrief, s. 382.). Lange-Schaff
ron=xrks, “de (tho writsr of “cbrows/ wos, it scome nlmost certein,

i s.oq{.-.uimna with Fhilo for the wverbil colnoldoncos sre too mmmerous
and strikzing to bo tho o fapring of more accident, though untinc-
tured by his philosophizing and mysticzl tendencies; he tharefore,
in all probrbility, must have boesn from &lcxandria. (Coma. p. 10).
P.eusa. says, “Dow -':-u;r vorrseth oines groase Verwa dtschoft =it Fhi-
10", (Goschichte der liolligen Schrifton dee i.T.;n.130).

Thoe Alexandrien Back-ground has beon meintcined by iocestlin
and Delitzsch. w“oiss mentioms o few 1ors, "-"ou?rﬂin'al haben bessondeors
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Migenrola, floldcrer,Daner; Holtsmanmm und von Sodon in dem
Mlexandrinimwe dic mgm)i_phtomu dos Eriefes gozchen'.
(Lehrbuch dor Einleitung in des N.T., o. 320). ioffat ocello the
“ettor, "a wmiguo spcoizmen of - dlexsrdricn thougnt”, (Introduction

to tho H.¥., p. 442) ond asys thnt it 1= chorscterized by the Llex-
andriasn tono of nrgwiont. (1bid., p. 446). Oregory writos, Ue- -
wiss Immnte der Verfasser des Zobrooerbrisfs sowohl Fhilo wie cusi

; “oulua, obor die A-;e';m:l.:l.cm:c:l.t... «ageht cus ihrer gemoloomsn dlttoeto-
mentlichon kigssischen und Aloxandrinicchon-hellenistischen Eil-
dung !mmro:-;. (¥inleitung in dos ¥.T., 5. 785).

Ctherz are yet of o more positive opinlon. Earth describes tho
subzor thua, “Unszer Verfrsser ist oin goblldster Theologe, oiaant#’n’m-
licho» .»it, So sichor es ist, dass er nioht zur einsclne Pauliaische
“ricfo, condern die gnnse Youlinische theologic kermt und vorsussetst,
dor entsoheldonde Sinschlag 1st nicht von dorther, sondorn von
Alezondricn orfédlgt. Unser Vorfasser lst durchirachkt won den
angehrmumgen jenoes ,jfl'm:l.shon dellonismus, der in legypten, vor-
wimiicn in Alozandrion soinen Sits hatte. Er kennt dle klcsni-
sche Litoratuvr dleser e:lsentﬁprmliehm Ugistesrichtung, vor cl-
lom dio :.-'a:l.uhci.t Selomos! uxd dfe Soh:riften -'l"h:llo'_'_'l'. (Der o~
Zrceerbricf, s. 119f.). Hollman is of the firm convictiom, 'itlml |
nu» von hier cus(ilexandrien) kenn man die Gesmmtonschauung des
Eriefos sowile dio sahlreichen =inzelhclten veratehen. Cairol han~- |
dolt es sich nicht durchous otwa nur forzelle Sereuhrung; nein,
philonieche ‘eltanschavung, “chriftbetrachtung, wissentschaft-
liche E;t:'l.ode ist deutlich orhmfl.:ar. «»« Dor Verfasser ist ‘cus
deinen Alexandrinisch gobildeten Yuden ein Unrist geworden. =ine
Fuollo philonimchor Yodankengaenge ist four ihm in Hegfoll go- .
korrmien, woil Yesus Christus dexr boherrschender kittolpunitt seines
roligloesen Donkens geworden isb. Hohl sber ist Philo fiur den

.
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Blldungageng des Verfassora so bedeutungsvoll gewesen, dass

or auch als Christ wesentlichs Zestandteile jener inschauungen
nicht fallen golassen, sondern guf Christus nsbertragen und mit
Selnenm Christun tum vorschmolsen hat”. (Der lobraeerbrisf, s.
180).

Bleek zives sn ostimnte characterization of some of the
more importcnt reprosontatives in the field es follows,"David
Schulz \sagt) im Eriefe rede ein Mexondrinisch gebildobes Judon~
ohrictontum. So hat cuch Gaur suletzt den Ysbreeerbrisf als Fro-
duizt des Judenchristentums cufgefasst, aber eines durch den Xlex-
andriniscun vergeictigten, welches dndurch, doss es weder Judn-
lsrus noch Fpulinissms i1st, indirekt swischen boiden vermittelt.
/uf Judenchristlichen Alexandriniswms fguhren denn much “iescler,
foucn, loltswann, Lipsius, die Eigenthoumlich*elt des Hebracer-
bricios zurcuck.... ideander, Schuogler, Lusnemann, Yelitszsch,
Eg-ld vnd sndere, auch furts, swar nlcht susdreucklich, aber
sugonscheinlich und Hdilgenfold gons md:nuek:l.l.ah lassen den
Lenrbogrif? des Lriefos aus af¥ Verbindung des Fauliniswus mit
dem Aloxondrinismus horvorgohen...Ebenso Pflelderor, “ausrath,
Schonkel, Von Soden bezelchnerjeinen von allex Judalsmus frolen
Aloxendirinismus als den Standpunkt dos Verfassers”. (Einleitung
in des H.Ta., 8. 6870).

The evidence presented favors the viev that Hdebrewa |‘
hna Alexandrian -‘uk:_:arom. Yow far this influence exorted
-1teolf,indirectly as a culture of the world, or directly as
tho protaoble home of the author, is dlfficult to establish.
Yot tho polnts of similarity =-re s0 mumerous ond striking
that is inclined to comclude there 1s a comnection botween |
the two. iilthout question some of the contnots cre somevhet  —
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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.
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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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