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ABSTRACT

The Christology of Hebraws has alwiys besn cemsidersd som-
plex and difficult, The problem kas been to Pink a singlé con-
oeph which conststently resonoiles e numerous slements. - Tho
question 15 vhetner there 1s sny camnecticn between the Son as
¥irat-born, Founder, Iord and Heir? Asscolsted vith thie yroblem
is that of the relationship of the Son to the "brothera" ar the
People of God ocnsisting of the bellevere, The view taken by
this theais s that the key oonoept that reoanoiles the various
elements of the Epistle to the Hsbrews is that of Ghrist ag
"Heix of A1l Things" (Hebr. 1 : 2).

To adequately exegete this concept thres questions have
been posed by the suthor, Who was the Heir? What did he ine
nerit? How a3d he enter his inkeritance? Next, to anwer
‘these questions, meterial was gathered from fexts, writings exd
traditions which provided s background %o the Epfstle. It wam
realised that Hebrews oould not be interpreted in isolaticn.
The Epistle forms part of the early Chrdatien tradition whieh 4
Ats um wee influenced by the 0T, Iate Judaism snd other Semitie
cultures aa well as by the Groeco-Romn wordd, Conoepts have been
studied in terms of this cultursl backgromd., Dhts method of
stuly ie often referred %o am tie Xittel method,” Turther paseegen
in Hebrews and in the vest of the NI, which bave been considered
to have & bearing an the subject have been exegetically compared
in considexable detalls

The terms "Heir", "First-born' and “Iord" ave found %o be
virfually synonymous terms when spplied to the Son, The Hedr

his Toroetully and 4t powerfullys

As Piret-born he possesses swihority over the family which means

1. The Griticiems of this method oomteined in J. Barw, The
Semsntics vf Biblical Tangusge, Oxford, 1962, have besn barne
in mind in thie thesls, but Go net affect it Findings.
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“tbat be 48 Tord over all hie brothers of whom he 1s 44 one and
‘the sae time the Lesder and the Coptain, To them he is Tord,
They £ollow, obey snd belleve in him implicitiy. As the Sea
of God ke 'alsc reveals God to them in an sXolusive way, to that
through mediaticn of the New Oovenant they bactué the Fedple af
God,

Therafore Ohrlst as the “Heir of A11 Things" fnherits di-
vine authority over the Paople of God, Tnis lordehip is dus
6 tha of Yhe “name”, that 1o supertar’
to that of the angsla and Moses, The inheritance is universal
204 the term used to desoribe it is comprehensive giving the. Son
88 Heir ahd his brotuers se co-beirs authority over.all crders
of nie e an af the promiss.’
of the land to Abrabem and wss vegarded es the wltimete fwlfil-
ment of this promise. He lsads his People into a genuine Sub-
bath day's rest in the land of promiee whlch is thelr inheritance
by faith, Jesus' divine muthority makes him worthy of sngelle
worship due to his wiigue £ilial relaticaship with God.

The basic meaning of Heir in the 0T, id of one who foros-
fully possesses his Imheritance. This Jamus did by mesus of
bis tucamatiom, spffering and death which resulted in bis heing
appointed "Heir of AJ1 Things" by God hio Pather. Thus Jesua
possesasd his inhexitance and thome people who pub thedr faith
in him may enter affer him and share in that inherdimnce,
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JIOTION .

. TiHewr, 1 ¢ 2 Ohrist 46 said bo bnve been mds Mheir
of'ajl things, This phrase, Shough appavently simple
actwally conceals a weslth of meaning voich Ls
exoeedingly complex, This meaning has a profoindly e~
effect on our of the chrisbology

of Hebrews,

We will attempt to unravel the meaning of this phrese
vy asking ourselven threo main questionss  Wha is the helr?
what does he inhsrit? ead how does he enter into his dn~
heritance? with a section being devoted to the People of
Godt, the joint-heirs who are urged to go in and possess thelr
inheritance.

Christ, the heir, as person inherits as the San (of
God), the Firstbom (entitling him to & doudle portion of
the ishoritance) and ap Captain {leander) of the People of
God. Ee himself inherits and lenda those who believe in
hin into su inheritence. These bellevers in Jesus are
then Tegerded as members f God!s houschold, his sans and
heirs vhe ate in the process of entering into the univeresl
soheritence as joint-helrs with Ohrist, and brothers of tue
Son,

The inhoritance which becomes his is esdd to be "all
things", which includes oLl material things, but also in-
cludes all spiritual beings and realms, granting him pos-
seesion of both time agd ctemity, snd giving to the Son o
wniversal suthority by means of the 'mame” he inherits which
1a more excellent then inot of thoe sngels. In sll oases the .
Adevelopment of these concepts is studied from the 014 Testa~
ment (henceforth OI.) through the intertestomental litera-
fure ko the New Testament (henceforth NE.). ' This histori~
eal shudy is uot merely s scholastio exercise, but ensblin
s to more fully understand the vnderlying meaning of the
expregsion i Tl thsology and its development,




e ponsession of the inheritance Tequired an act of
God and on set of the heir. - The basis of the possession was
4its origival disposl by God; -thus Cunaon hed baen allotted
%0 Isracl by divine covenant with Abrahem, ond this allotment
meant that juridically Canaan belonged $o Abrakiom' s seed, and
this inheritance was posmessed under Joshus's gonquest of the
Jand,  Just so the Son had an inheritance de juve, but, this
universal posseasion wes nob yet his dg facto, The mamer
of entering into its poseession vog extraomiinsrily Aiffi-
cult.  Jesus possessed it by the humilintion of incarmation,
snd by perfection through suffering and death. This per—
feotion Wis not primarily a moral perfaction but ome of
maturetion. At the moment of denth Jesus reached Tull
maturity 8¢ the Son of God, ond as such became the Pirstoorn,
the Picnesr (captoin, Tender) ond "Helr of all things".’

Tho %ims of this possession for the Heir was the moment
of hie death.. For the believers, his follawers, brothers
and oo-heirs entrance into this inheritance is effected by
falth viich in 1ts turn results from the enlightenment of
4he word of God. . These believers in cum boooms paTt ef
he universal inheritance of Christ, the Pirst-born, as he
15 head ovor the cntire houschold of Bod its fownder. His
Jurisdiction over this houge is total. Their duty is to be-
lieve, follow, obey cnd enter.




3.
SEOTION I THG SRTR.
SHAPTRR I . "IHE HRTR" FARPONOMOS .
4, Zhe Kebrew voot 4n the Masoretlc Taxt whioh ia trenslated

by KANPOVOROG 1 the Septungint is ¥9° .,  This word impliss
the finished act of taking over sn imheritance, with a roqt meeding
af Mo tals possession of or 4o dispossess” or "o inheritdt,
The dnhoritance which the heir receives is a TI?IJ, which mesna
basloally Hthat which 18 given or bestowed” and hence ks the
mesaing of gift" or “isheritencs,t

DY has the same root meaning in the other Semitte lame
guegee, In Aremsie it means Yo teke poswesmion of, "to be her
40", "to inherdt". In Btnioplo, Arabic aud Sabesn i% simply

1. CZ. note in O, Michel, Der Brief an dfp Hebrer. GSttingen,
1957, p.43. 1. Hepriemn, ert.  Zh1; 17T3 im AT in Tagolon |
ginches Wirterbuch zum Neuen Testament,
p.769 (nengerortn imom es Thms ), F. nm,
Brige , "A Bebrew and Englisl of the 014 Testanent,
Oxford, 1959, Pp.439 and 635, (hmnutuz'th EDB), Analysis of the
number times Greek words in the IXX are used to translate
Hebrew wnxds in tha MF. is at the same {ime useful end suggeative.

{2) EAnpoc - us 129 times in the TXK; 62 bimes for PN}
49

times for I} and 11 times for ¥)® with othera of les-
asx mmnaz‘ )n(b) KAnpovouaq ;5 used 4 ﬂm;u, alweys
rorvmv . {c)KAnpovouLa - used 163 times; 143 tirwe
fo :m o tor QT ana 2 vimes for %;)}m .
2) EAngovop ey, - 111 times for
W ant 'ﬁj?hj .

(e) Kai?un).npovopw

5
nAnpovopccamiuMpavouw stand closest
W wkilexAnpovOpL o Tenders the o?‘rmmﬁ‘?m
With this in view 1t is difficul$ to agrea with J,
Thitb, IIT, p.769 tusts "Theologi:
‘the whole group tinds 1ts focus in 7 T1

arsicle, Tnheritance, in The Interproter'e Dictiopaty of
Bible {IDB), New York and Nashville Vol. LI pp. 702f hu
livemine virtually igacred the root and bag not ‘tahm u:u
nusnces of mesning into acoount in article fHeirl
P.578, mor does JiD, Hester in Paul's Comcept of Inbarhanae,
Fainburgh, 1968. He mentions 4% on p.4 but then lguares
tnis meaning throughout the Test of his investigatimns.




means o inherdt".’ in the Mesha Tnsoriptien 1t weans "o take
possessian of*,

This} a8 we kave seen above is the basic Weaning of tue Hebrew
oot with the added forae of aqturlly “dimpossessing’ stwecne wWho
18 4n unlawtul popsessicn, The implicatin is that oo takes poss
sesaion by conguest of something that helangs to one de jure but
1ot dg fagto, To the Ismelites the de jure part was laid dom
in God's covenani pranises o the futhers, The Pulfilment would
involve dlapossessing those wWao 1ive 1n the land de facto but now
de Jure,

fhe TootW)? ras a fuller memning, It can meen the trampe
2ing of olives and grapes to press them {Micak 6 : 15), or the amn~
suming of trees and crops by icousts (Deut. 28 : 42),  Shis mean-
ing is le %o the act of o2 » plece of Jand,
Thus feaish 63 : 18 wich reads "people of thy holiness hmve pos~
sessed it buh a Little whliet  our edversaries have trodden dowa
thy sanotuery’,* could in the light of tbe sbove be better trans.
lated as: “for & suall tking they heve trodden the pacple of tay

2, EIF p.430.
3. It s also called "the Mosbite Stane", ofs J.B. Pritrhagd ed.y
inoient Near Rasbern Texts relating to the 014 Testement. (ANBT)
20d_ed., Princetan, 1355, pp.321f5 article by B, Ullendoref in
D. Wiaton Thomes (ed,) Docubents from 0id Pestament Times, New
York, 1961, pp.295-198, It 15 dated at sbout 830 B.O. by both
authorities, Mesha claims %o have Tecanguersd some
‘toma which hag been wrested from Masvite control by the hoxthern
idng, Omri. The s& e is not that of a legal inheritance; but

an by conguest, It i
0 noks tat the Temscn for Omri's Success wes the god Chemosh'a
anger Gt ide people i,e, they loat the of.des through divine ale
iotwent and then Tegained them by divin alloiment, Bub the
toking or losing pospessicn of this divine sllotment, far from
‘being a passive affair, involved aotive participation an the paxd
of the tne Who Was baking possession of the inhexitance,
4. Er. Authorized Version (AV.) The New Engiieh Bible (NEB.)
gives altemstive trenslations: elther "Why leve wicked men
‘trodden domn thy senctuary", ar "For @ waile they yossosHed $AY
noly people’s
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holiness, out adversaries have trempled upon thy sanctusry".’
Wher (/)" is used ag a verb the object is normally 'plese of land”,
Put dn the OT. it 1s usually the land of Omosan, The tribes avre
2a1d to tzample upon the land, f.e. they talc possessian of it and
gedwe 1t by trempling it wnderfoot. When the OF. writers epeak
of setting foot upon e land they mesn taldng possession of it by
canguest, So when Yahweh promised Avraham the land in Cenesis
15 1 17 be saids - "Arise, walk through the land 4n the length of
1t and in the breadth of i%; for I will give 1% wto these"s it
sotually means: "take possession of sll tha lend“.  The Is-
raelites were sald to be acutely cmscigus of ‘this fact in taking
possesaion of the lend of Canzan.®

In the following passages WM ” 1s ueed and in eech ore he

motdf of the ‘alking of the and looms lazge:

{s) @Gen. 15 : 172, efers to the promise to Abrabam of the

© posressimm of the land by conquest.

(b) Numb, 13 : 30¢ Caleb exhorts the people to go up imme-
siately to possess the land.

{0) Numb. 21 : 242,: Isreel dispossesses the Amorites by
conquest and takes over their villages,

() osh. 38 : 3:  Joshun asks Isreel how long it will be
before they go in to possess the land vhich the Tord
their God has promised to them.’ In esch case W71

5. XL.A. Snyders, ariicle, Genesis XV, The Covenant with
Abroim,  Oudbestamentische Stuifén, Deel XIT, Telder, 1956,
PP.2678.
6. Dewt. 6 :23; 33 : 29; Josh. 1: 33 14 ¢ 9 et Jassin.
7. Thase passages nre said to belong to ¢ (Grundlage), o
body of material underlying JE in ‘the Hexateuoh, which it

3t

It antedates the momarohy and égas well baok info the period
of the judges. Of. M, Noth, erlieferungsgeschichtliche
Studien I, Halls, 1943, pp.40-44. Other passages mhlon
ilustrate the abovementioned meaning of i)’ ave Joshs 24 1 4,
By Judges 11 & 21, 22, 25 and 243 18 : 9; Deut, 1 1 8,

21, 39; 11 ¢ 315 17 : 14 and all in a1l 25 times ia Deut.




means o coupy the land (in most cames by faxce) so. thet
Tereel might dwell therein. This mesaing miy Gpply to ome”
Wnole pecple becoming heir to mnother people by disposséssing
them, of,Deut, 2+ 12, '4nd in Seir the Horims dwely pre~
wiously and the children of Bsau succeedad thew in’ponsesslon .
ather ‘they had destroyed them before thei, and dwelt there in .
tietr stead; even as Imwmel did to the 1and of fheir posses<
sion which Jehovah gave wito them."® It alsc applies to the
taking of & city (IT Kings 17 : 24}, ta en individval posses
sing a fleld {I Kings 21 1 15£f.), to houses and wealth (Feh.
95 25},  §o, according to the early treditional use of the
word, oovupation of one's inheritance, by force if nead be, is
implisd. Semitic thought therefore understood heivship oe
being dependent on & cembinetian of matursl vight and ahrupt
forceful ocoupation. She heir then inherited the positicm,
name aud possessions cf the person from whom he inherited.’
To summrise 77 implies the forcefyl vecupation by
the heir of his i This gsion is
by the of the Tritory wnder oot . It
is with this in mind tuat we proceed to study the Gresk equl-
valent - XKAMPOVOROG.

B. fThe Greek Word xAnpovouog is fransiated by the Baglish
word Vhedr®, It is always related to the term “inheritsnce"s
4 study of the IIX oonfirms this relaticnship.

In the law.of Hoses "the heir® comld only b & membex of

the family in question, The line of sucoession was laid down
in Wumb. 27 : B - 13, If thers vere no sons then the
dnughters inherdted provided they married witain tkeir om
trives (36 : 0). If thore were no children the inheritance
was passed on to the decensed man's brothers ond if he had no
brotuer then it went to the next of kin. The Zizst-bowm mon

H. Bporrell, A of the 0ld

Fron W Oruginsl Hebvew-. lLoadon, 1885. CF, Giso Deuts
2:%1,22; 93 123 12: 2, 2% 18114
19 : 1; 314 3 end 5B Numb. 21: 3if.

9. Suyders, op. eit., 269, nlds -,
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Tecelved e douvle portion of the inherifance. {Dewt. 21 @ 17).
s vas probably beoause 1t s his bovaden duty $o provide for
big mother, end for bie wwsrrled sistors.'0 Tio the Taw o
Moses was & alosed system us far an the helrahlp wae coucerted,
It was not necessary therefore for the existance of any legel
adoption or a last will and

testament. Ihis symtem prevelled $hroughont mosl of the OF.
pertod,

In the Patniavchal perded, 1t wae evidently paselble for
& mmn without childver to adopt & Son who uight thus bacome him
lieir, Thin 40 8o 4 the case uf Abrahun asd hia mtewsrd,
Ellezer of Damasous, (Gen. 15 : 2-4), whick reflected the yrao-
106 of 1te day, and has been pavelleled bir the.Nus tabletss™
& strangs adoptlon custon S8 Teflected in fen, 48 1 5 by which
Epbraim and Mapanseh were adopted by their grandfather Jacob by
wioh act they becams £ull co-heire WLth dacch’s other same of
the Migheritance",’?  Hoses mst Wimsrlf bave been adopted into
the femily of Pharach's daughter.’® Tuus altbougk inmerstance

10, .6, Aslders, arficls, Erfrecht, IT Israel. {Chuistelyie
Tuayolopsiie), Eampeny 1957, Vols II, 5625

11, Tris assertion is made againet Heater, op. olt., D.1l, woo
maintains that: "There 1s no conclusive evidence that adoptim
was practised in the Old Testament’, There is cmolusive evi~
dence of Bdopticn being practleed but the sources ure ohiefly in
Genasle i.e. the patrievchal ora, bub for most of the OF, Hester's
assortias holds good, elthough » "hint of adoptlan heing koomm in
Tsrael ond Jufah appoaTs in ¥3. 2 1 s

12, 0f, §.H. Gorden, Riblical Cusboms and tha Ni

{7he BAv)Toal Arobeclogiet Reader ¥ol. 1I), New York, 1954,

922¢ W.H, Rossell, New Testement Adoptlon ~ Graeeo Home

or Senttda?  J-B.» No. 72 1952, DP.233Ls

13. A striking psrallel to this instends of sdoprian withdn
the famtly to fo band frou Ugmrit, of, L Mendeloohn, A
Ugaritio Parallel o the Adopticn uf Ephrain #od Yasmsseh,
(Tarael Explomtim Journal 9}, 1953, pp.180.3.
14, Brod. 2310, Tils passege ia referred fo eleg WS
s, 15;2:, Gen, 48 3 55 1 Kings IT : 20y Esth, 2: 7
avidence of adoption i the 0P, by Del, T
“Aﬂupﬁqu“ in ‘e Pauline Oorpus.  (Bvangelical Qm.reerly
28), 1956, p..»




by teatanant end adoptian were not genersily practised in ihe Jife
of Tsrasl, they were not wnknown practices in the OF.

Thexe are Bix and posoibly Seven instances where the term
KANPOVOUOL Y8 used 4% the Greek OF:  They ore a1l tzmus.
lations of the Hebrew root @MY . In IT Sam. 14 : 7 the mesining
ig "helx" in the normelly accepted mense of the term s & son OFf
& household, This 35 8lso trus of Sirach 23 t 22. In Jerem,

B ¢ 10 there is a change of meaning. The land, forsaken during
the exdlis 15 sald to Imve “aew beirs" i.e, here beirehiy is not
dependent o fauily tiem nut s purely by the Tight of cooupeticn.

Perhaps the most interesting passages from the polnt of View
of this tnvestigation ave Judges 18 : 7 (Ged, B), Mook 1 : X5
end Jerem, 49 : 1, In each of these references tha word "heir
in its Hebrew original and ity Greek translation appears %o have
‘the meaming of "king" in the idealistic sense am one o Taintaine
1aw and order and is &ble %o provide protecticn from enemles. In
the first of these Teferences the pevple of Taish are destribed ag
being withou proper organisational authority, without a juige ani
Jving carelessly. In both the ¥P, and LC( they are desordbel as
being without sz "neir'y i.e. & "ruler!, The translators of the
NEB. bave wendered 1t3 . 'with no hereditery king to keep the
country under hls thumb", Similarly in Jeres, 49 : 1 the wessmn
fo Teraells defeat at the hands of Amwon was et she had no
"hedz 1.a, Mo king aufficlently powerfil and able to lead Israel
o victory over her enemjes, The iiird passage bicah 1 t 15 re-
2ers to the sorry state of the western Jujesn towns, God pro-
mises them an heir who Will restore the glory of Iarasl. It is
significant that tha $itle "heir" 14 olose in mesning %o the
Sunotion of encient royalty, implying rulership.’’ This will

15. This compares favouably with Mowinokelfs deseription of
‘the Tsreslite king as he was ideslly prasented in espeaially
‘the Royal Paalms of the O, This royal ideclogy ves generelly
Semitlc but was at the snme fime specially Israeldte, Of.

8, Mowinckel He that Cometd” (E.T. by G.f. Anderaon), Oxford,
1559, o3p. pp.21-95 and 125-154.




9.

assume even greater importance when we coms to consider Christts
title in Habs 1 ¢ 2, 86 "Heir of ALL Things®,

In Olpasical @reei XA7)POVOROE means “heir' wheiber by ne~
tural descent or by belng mentioned in the dead man's wills
The word 1s made up of HKANPOG meaning "lot" or "porticd" and
VORoG . meening "law', 80 that an "helr' is one who is legally
entitled to 2 portion of the inheritancs, The hefr way even ba
in T posssseiam of the "inherdtance" before the death of thu tose
tator, Ther He 48 knows as the heir upperent,’

In the ¥, the "heix" is often assvolated with the "Soo¥,
This ip true of Mexk, 12 ; 7 when the wicked tensnts of the vine-
yard, seeing the Son plot to 11 him, saying %o each other:
“Thers iz the heir, leb us ki1l him and the inkexitance Will be
otrs®, 27 Jeeus appears to have derdved this allegory in part
£rom Isaish § : 1-7 in which the vineyerd vepresenta Israel and
Judsh snd the owser of the vineyard the Tord of hosts. Thus
Jesus interprets the passage to meen that the mon of the omner and
the heir of the vineyard is the Son of God,

Tn Gal, 4 1 1 - 11 & metaphorical etyle is used to explain
the position and the Tole of the "helr", Within he ctatext
of 3 : 29 1t is evilent that the "heir’! referred to is the Maeed
of Atravast., In ohapter 3 Paul has gone to great paine %0 esia~
Dblish that the "sesd of Abrabam' iz Ohrist, Then in ves 29 he
broadens the understanding of tois camcept to include all bellsvers
in Ohrdst, The metsphor in 4 s 1ff. 1s that of & property omer
who has an immtuve sn. Ee places him in the care of slaves end
under their suthority. The heir retains thie until ke reaches
+the point of $i03egla whick is the time when be reaches maturity.
That L0l in this comtert meens "meture samphiip! yether than .
"adoption® 1s further brought oat by use of the ferm "fullness

16, H. 1443831 and R. Scobt, A Greek English Texicon,
Oxfority 1940, Vola I, p.859.
17. Cf. also Mat, 21 3 38y Iuke 20 : 14,




of time' 4n ¥s, 4, for this renson-the NEB. has trondlated
blofegua s Mattain e status of sons" i.e. while befoze
they Werd sons in being vhildren of the father, at the time

of mburation they really emtered into Shat stabus. ~ This
‘menné thet the immaturs "heir” in 4 : 1 1 o corpornte term
referring %o the God believers hefore the coming of Christy
‘through whom $he fulnesy of time and the time of meturiby ap- .
pointed by the Father wos brought obout. Christ aocomplished
‘this eot of redemption (vss 5) by identifying himself with
humenity, and plao with the fmmmturity of all men who ave
bound by. the lay. Thus Christ, in being "mde of o womsn,
mide under the law! (vs. 4) Ldentified himsel? with the im-
miture "heir" of vs. 1, who had been placed under “guardidng
ond trusteos”. These "guardions and trustées" pymbolise the
5w wiaich binds oll men Wngil they achicve the msturity of
fredon $hréugh Obrist. ° Miuw voluntary humtifatics snd. wab-
Jestion of Grrdat to the Yaw imisdiately calls + mind the Curist
hym of Phtl, 2 ¢+ 5 - 11, cap. ves. 7f. “assuming the uative
of a glave, Beoring the humn Jikeness, revenled in humen
shape, he humbled himself, and in obe.ience accspted even
Geath ~ death on & cross" (¥EB.) It ie also sfgnificant

thot this humn imeiurity of which Cheiss psrtook is mentioned
in conjunction with Kis being momed "heir” ond also being
called "lord of 011, It is too much o expect that Poul
would use these terms, which immedintely call to mind Hobr

1 : 2 and the use of RPWTOTOROG, RAOTG,

HiLgewg in Gol. 1 : 35 without having some Christolom
gieol purpose in mind.  The "first-born" son cerries with
him the suthority of "lordship" over his fomily which is hils
by right of “inheritance®, So then these ‘hree Yerms sre
viztwl synonyms, broadening the scope and meaning of the

18. Gf. Mux Conat, "Das Erbrecht in Galaterbrief (3, 15-4,
7} 2.NW.5 (1904) pp.220fr.; 0. Eger, "Rechtswérter und
Rechtebilder in den Poulinischen Bricfen' 7.N.W.15 (1917/18)
pD: 106f.




sutie conoepts  So then in Gal. 4 : 1 the "helr fmplies sanship
Wt not speeifically Mthe Sen",  Teken in oo contexd of vse.
I££. wa can 800 $hat se Ohriat {denbified hizoelf with suffering,
Auature, bound lumanity, So-as tnis hmmenity, ixrenpective of
vo00 or backgromd, tdantifies iteelf with Cheist by faith and by
baptiam {(Gals 3 : 268f.) B0 4% enters the maturity of full son-
ehtp (41 5) and in Chrdst 1% enters into an inheritance, eo that
thone who. believe ave colled "nesws (31295 43 7). Tusss
then being by faith and bapiiem "in Christ" sre then Abyahau's
seed (3 1 29)3°

Ip Fabs 1 ¢ 2 Ohriat i called KAGEOVOROG Taviw  the
Thdx of all thinga", Here, as in ¥ark, 12 : 7, the term "heix"
it olosely ammneoted with the "Son”, It 15 evident Fxom tus pre-
ceding that to understend the meaning of "heirship" in Hobrews we
Would need to imderstand “heirship® in terms of "semskip®s In
fect in va. 2 "whom he hath mede helr of all things" qualifies amd
18 Qesoriptive of the designation - Sam.

%o conclude then, in the Tav of Moves ths Mine of -inherttenos
laid down 4n Numb, 27 ¢ 8 = 11 gowld not be atrounventeds Pre-
Moeado Hebrews knew of sdopticn into the family. [Those adopted
ohildren shared in the inheritance, (Tho Greek word KMTIPOVOMOC
1s the Septungintal trenslation of the Hebrew W%7” . This dm-~
plies a forceful possoseion, In thyee Instancee 1t appears to
imply rulership, s in gertaln cizeumstances Mheir" can be
aynotymous With Uiding” or "ruler’. In Claselcsl Greek the word
mesns eimply heiz. In the N2, the xotimn “heir' 1s almys asso-
clated wii the Zemignation "Son”,

19. Of, R.Pe Shedd, ¥ in Ocumnity, Tondon, 1958, pp.136-8
who points out thﬂ‘&"th! geed of Abrabam is a corpom‘be
i himself all he Yrus sus of A

g Hobi.uuan, fhe Religlous Ideas of he OLd mesmmt,

hnT"r?g z, ; oeg. go. E7CF in e Relation of the Indd
exemple of his corporete pex-amsut-y u

Hebr, 7 : 9 m«m ors though eELL. tmbar 18 sad %0 oy

t1thes to Melehizedek through Abraham,




QHAPIER 2.

1108 o mEE sow.

Beseuse of tuis clogs Teletionship batwesz sémship ond
hefreaip e will not be able to understand the ‘conaeph of
Pheirsbip® propexiy unless we wdexstond whst £s meant by
"5ont, Wthe Son and “the Som of God's . In this chugter we
will chiefly be concerdied with the developaent of these =on-
oepts in early Chriebian tradition.

“Son® ie & tenk 6f relaticnship. Por this rensom it
ocamnot peseibly be explained without introducing the temm
Yfntner". It 1o .Amprobeble . Bhot & Telavionship like this
ihe Father® and "the Son’ could have been comceived in the
barly church vithout 1t coming origindlly from Jesus himseir,”®

The enrly Christisn church consequently spoke of Jesus
28 "the Son of God" and algo ebsolutely s the Sons O
the surfoce these twe seem synonymous, buk as P. Habh has
Gemunstrated, these terms mave come %o us from two completely,
divergent sources.

A. The Som of God:  Is this & development of royel Mes-
sdanciogy, 22 or of Late Julaism's expectotion of a
priestly Nessizh,?? or of the concept of the Som of
#an,2% or of the Servamy of Yabweh,? or d1d Mhe Son

20, W, Grundwenn, Des Bvengelium pach erkus, Berlin, 1962,
e,

21, Gurdstologisch 1966, pr.281s."

22, Of._R. Bultmann, Theology of the New Testement L. ~New
York, 1951, p.50. Also E. Stauffer Jie Theologie dep Neuen
Toghoaents . Stuttgart, 1947, pp.ilIff.

23. ¥, Grupémann, ~p. olb., p.35, of. olso bis article:
Sohn Gobtes. Bin Diskusgionsbeltros. W4T, 1956, pp.113-
133, Ha vefers te est, levi 4:2 'the Homt shall hesr
4hy prayer, o separate thee from iniquity, end thai thon
shouldat become bo Him 0 son, and o servait, and o minister
of his presence.’ :

24, Mowinkel, op. ¢if., pp.36S£E.

25. J, Jevemias, article [lakg . ThWb ¥, p.£59, ond
, Cullmean, Tne Ohristolmgy of the Wew fesbamont. Philadel~
#ia, 1959, m.66.




15.

of God" concept develop as & title f honowr which emensted
from Josus' persomal conviction that God woas his Father?'

As & title af honour Uthe Sen of God sonoept would sppser
to have 1ta origie in rojal messtenclogye’!  The Torselité Kings

wers regarded as being adoptive sous of 0od, - (Pa. 2.:'7).
This dobs not mean thEY he OF. Tegerded the lsmclite

kings &5 gods or as. divine pevsonages.”® Rather the monbrok
was aéopted as an eleot son of God end - he was "declared

to be a son’ by a deliberate decision of Israel's God at bis
29

accasatons
froma god.  In fact the kirvehip rested to & lorge degree
on the willingness and cholce of the people and of the sliere
3 rother than 'on natursl descent.

There wis nn question of b physical descent

26, ©f. Grwdmnn, Z8¥ 47, pp.1132f, aleo his, Dus Evongeliu

nach Morkus, pp.332. while in his Ins Evangelium nxob Lukos
Berlin, 1963, pp.229%f he mies a good case for Jopus! ton-
soiousness of tne fathorhood of God. Gf. more sspecially

Qullmmn, op. cit., pp.2802L.

27, Hahn, op. cit., pp.2847f, "Kbriglichen Nessianclogie"s

28, Thie was the pruftion in Egypt where the Pharach was
considezed 0 be actunlly phyeically descended from Re the
Sus Ged. He wa. the Ea or 1ife foxce of ell hia people.

Cf. Howinckel, op. eit., p.29. He polnts out the differemce
Yetween the Bgyption conceph eud that, of Hescpotamia sheve
the king was not trodifianslly the son of the goda, but simply
‘the sexvant of the goda. In this he followe the crifiesl
study ode by Ho Fronkfort, Kingship snd the Gods. A Study
of Anglent Near Bastern Religion as the Integzotion of S0~
oiety and Fature, Chicago, 1948, pp.iff, who demonstrwtbes
that there wore profound differences between Egypiian sud.
Mesopotamien concepts of Kingship. M. Noth, "The laws in
the Pentateuch and ether Studies'. Edinbur@h, 1966, p.156
worns further that it musb firet be ectablished vhether it 1s
possibile ta spenk of the kingship in NMesopstemis ot a1l

29, Hoth, op. cit., p.l72. Pealm 2 : 7 is the odoption
formuln. Howinckel, op. cif.s D.67.

30. soul ves "made” ling by the "whole peoplé" I Som, 11 : 15,
The "men of Judsh anointed David king over Judah, IT Sam,

21 4o, and over Isracl va. 9. ‘Solonon'a coronsiion ia with
popular acelaim, I Kings 1 : 39 2f; and in 12 11, oll Is-
Tool omte together o moke Reboboom king, bub when this mie-
fired they made Jeroboem kingi I Kings 12 :20, Thus.d
King's reign was lorgely dependent on his accaptebility
amonget the people,




4.

The king of Ismel was made @ son of God by adeption 8t
iis acoession to. the throne. He wos promived perpetuity
of refgn and vietory over his enemtes,’® The oot of anointing
roiged him o o specisl pomition amongst mortels,’> | In this
espact the Israélite kings doubtless were influenced by the
Toysl eult in Jerusalem, but this wia a formal influcnce with—
out introduetng %o Iemaal any concept of the king being 84~
vine. ™

The royel messienclogy of the OF. provides o teininolo-
glosl bockground to the divine sonship of the NI, Therefore
the ubhceph of the "heir" in ligbrews, especinlly the "nelr”
ag "Son" appears to follow, as far as its underlying mesning
is concerned, & distinetly roysl pattern.

31, Peolm 2 :
Neth, op. etb., P35 proposss on emendation %o Pealm

s by wiich the $hrone of the king is likened %o God's
throne:  *Thy throme ig (like) God's (throne), that is, en-
during for ever and ever.! Concerning'kis victdries oyer ile
enemise of. ve, 5 and Pealm 2 : 8.

35, fis repaiusd a mn, bup Nbe mmointod man" of Yohweh,
Pealh 2 : 2 18 5 50; 20 : 6; 28 : 8 ete., thus laying

e basis for the loter expaetatmn of the Messish, o

Onett. Kings ocour in
I sam 10 : 1 16 15, 1 ngs 1: 39; 19 : 15£; II Kings
9:3-6; ¥z 23 ¢ 30; II Chry 23 : 11. Evom these

references we my ussume thut the narmel method of initiation
4o the kingabiy vos thyough cnolnting,

34. The Myth and Rituel School hove sttempted to prove thst
the Teraelite kings conformed t0 the culbic monarchics of s~
pocialiy BEyph, in vhich the king beaomes the dying and riming
&od every year at the New Year Festival. - Of. §. Hooks, Myth
end Ritual. Tondon, 1933 and “The Labyrinth! Tondon,

1934, Alse I. Bugiell, Studies ia Dlviaa mgms 10 the
Angient Near Bast.  Oxtord, 1967. Thiz position bas been
eriticised by Noth, op. ¢it., pp. 145 ~ 178.




7nls becomes immediately obvious when we turn to that
prinitive Hegslanic passage which Ls located in Tuke 1 ¢ 322,
Here fthe throne of hie father Devid’ is referred to together
with an Weternal. kingship over the house Of Jacobl, Lesidés
bie being called "Son of the Hosb High". Ihese ave all ko
be’ granted to the coming king by God kimeel?, - Thave is &
clear 1ine 0f comection bebween these verses and the 0T and
Jewish systems of thovgnts®) The seme motif is precent in
he escheiological hym in Iuke 1 : 68 - 79.°0  Burther
evidence thet this tredition was desply embedded in ths NI+
©mn e sean from the primitive confession Of faith in Rom.
1 : %¢ "Jesun ... made 0f the seed of David aseording to the
flesh; and declared to be the Son of God with power +iit
It eves comes out in Revelation 3 : 7 - “he that hath the
key of David" also n 5 : 5 - “the Iion Of the trite of Judshi,
the Root of David', end in 22 : 16b the heavenly Christ ssys:
9 am the oot and offapring of Tevid, and the ‘bright and
morning staxt?’  Another passage which shows clearly the

connection between messichship and sonsbip is Mark. 14 :

vhere Jasus 1n his trial is seked "Are you the Christ, the
son of the Blessed One?" In vs, 62 the Son of Men title ie
slec ndded. Fere we hmve the title Christ in $ts origival
bWessianic form. It apparently is very old in the Pulestinian

5. Hshn, op. oit., pp.247¢ and p.288.

36. f. H. Gunkel, Die lieder in der Kindueitsgeschichte
Jewu bel Tukms,  (Pestgibe fur Harmack), 1921, - 4;50, a6p.
pp.5322. Also R, Viellmuer 'Das Benediotus des Za s
Z0K. 49, 1952, ppoE55-272, Who makes & special eais of viee
76-79.  Both here and 4@ 1 + 32f $hexe obviously isa cou-
neabion with Pealn 2 7 4n which the king wes adopted as Godts
son &t his onthvonenent.

7. This "root" of Devid hag its origin in-the prophedy of

Isaleh 11 : This passage chows 8 Mesaianta axpuutatim

Which was taken up in Tate Judnlem with the meaming of "off-

shoot, branch® of. E. Strack snd P. Biljerbeck, xmumr o

Neuen Testement aus falmud ana Midragh, NUnchen, 1961

(heneef.cx'th muerhack) Voi. 11, 115 and also by the sech
Quuran,  of.4 Q Pate. Bless, 3f “... wtil the o

ot the Ansibed Ona oF riszrteouunese, 4o Shesnoct of Davidhy

4 Q Flor. 11 end II Sam. 7 : 11 — 34 "That is the offshoot of




Shristian fredition. * So Kimuel wrives aboub this. seying:
T4 can fore be ssid with certainty thet
sccording to & good tredition Feeus, in the course of the
Dbearing bisfors the Sachedrin after his arrest, gave-his asw
sent %o the queatita about his Meaiahship and illustieted
ik by pointing %o the future coming of the Son of ¥an in ai-
vine glory."*® Tt follows thet Jesus expected a future em-
trance info the full Messianic office which would be followed
by the judgnent,?

Aupther passnge which demonstrates that the teaching
that the Messiah was af the sete time Son wes operabive even
in Hellenistic Christismity ss I Thess. 1 : 9%, especislly in
ve. 10:  "and to walt for his Son Prom heaven, whom he raised
from the deed, even Jesms whioh dolivered us from the wiaih
to come®, Here Paul is describing the primitive proclame-
+i0n of the early church.

Tike Mark. %4 : 62 thie passage reveals on apocalyptie -
strein of thought which combines the eschatological work of
Jesus with the Messianic title of God's Son. The Son of Man
tradition is implied by the statement that Godta Son will
come from heaven {CF. Bu. 62 : 2 ~ 57 69 : 27 - 29; Maiy. 25
i 3ifg; Joem 5 : 27).

Acts 17 : 31 1s taken from the early Obristian lﬁﬁ;vm.
This verse also refers ta judgment by God's special elect Han
#ho hod the seal of God!s approval placed upon him by the

Devid who' will appeat ... in Zi {on &t the end of days." aud.
4n 4 Q p Is £r. D, 1. The thee of “the Branch! looms lsrge.
in the prophecy of fechaviah of. s.g. 3 : 85 6 i 12.

38, ¥.G. Kiwimel, Promise and Fulfillment., ILondon, p.50.

39, Byt ohneyer, "Das Bvangelivn des Marims¥s  GOvtinges,
1967, pi. 30L.

40. Buitmenn, W.2. Theology I, psTd.




.
zesurrestion from the dead.*l It 1s permissible to tmber-
pret this verse in temme of the son of Man because in
Preudepigraphionl writings there is-& close parailsl between
"ihe Man" and “the Son cf Men?

The next n wes that
of the exaltetion of Jesws, fhis development was clovely
connected with Psalm 110 1 1 by which the titles of honour;
Hessish and Son of God were cpplied to Jesus, We bave do-
oumentetion of this exwltation of Jesus in Mark, 12 ¢ 352f
and in Acts 2 ¢ 36 although in the latter passage the title
of henour is "Lord and Christ" (Messiah). Pealm 2 : 7.8
applied to the resurrected Jemus in Acts 13 : 33 in Faul's
speech to the synagogus in Pisidian Antiochy and fn Hebr, 1t 5.

T2
B

o

It ie 4n this conbext thab we encounter the refevences
0 "the Som of God" in Hevews, The word "Son" inl : 2 is
related to "God" in ve. 1 S0 the contextval meaning is "Son
of God". As the pre-existent Son (Mthrovgh vhom he made the
worlds"), the historical Son ("hath in these last days spoken
+0 us") and as the exalted Son (“whom He hath made to be heir
of wll things") he is Helr and Piretbom. The author of
Hebrews then interprets three passages of OF. soripture in &
Messianic sense, 1.6, Ps. 2+ 7; II Sam. 7 : 14 and Pa.
110 : 1 and then proceeds to apply them tn Christ's pre-
existent, earthly and exalted states.’?

Finslly this tradition led to a recognition of Christ

a5 being king, and having a kingdom.  So newly comverted
are =id to be “inte the kingdom of

41, Pultwemn, ops eit., Vol I, p.74; E. Hoenchen, ’ Die
Avostelgeschisnte ;  Gbbtingen, 1552, pps463TT; Hakm, ups
oit., p.290. —

42, RH, oharlss, The Apoerypha and Pseudepigrapha of the
014 Testament in Bnglish.  Oxford, 1915, Vol. II, n.
p.616, ©OFf. IV Buze 13 ¢+ 1 - 58 and I B 46 1 2; P 2
69 1 27, etc.

43, Hebrews 1: 2f; 1 5; 51t BEf, l.a.




his dear Som.* (Col. L : 13), Ageording to L Oor. 15 : 2528
tie, rules snd sybdust all enemies until this work is completed.
Then the whole work 6f salvation will be completed gnd the
irigdon handed back to his Father who gave it to him, In
this passage the end is said to come when the prophecy in
Pealn 110 ¢ 1 is Pirally and completely fulfilled,

To summarise: The “Son of God" as a %itle of homour-
grew out of the OF, concept of the Toysl Anointed One who wes
declared o be & "Son" 4o God. As Christ come to be regarded
25 the exalted one so the titles of Messizh and Son of god
were nppiied to him in that state so that he eventually wes
regarded mg the king, Tuler of God's kingdom.

There wes also & development of the Son of God Christo~
logy in the Bellenistic Church. In that context there was 8
‘tendency Lo spiritvalise Christ so that he became the heavenly
man, Christ in this tradition wes said o be born of 4 vir—
gin, baving been equipped with the spirit ot his baptiem,
having received power over the demons and deing able to cast
them out.™  Whis concept developed even further wtil in
+tha stary 5% the healing of the woman with o hnemorrhege by a
mere touchyhe is ome who hos power in hizself, In this tra-
dition Son of God was regarded as 'being pre-existent snd sent
into the world by his Fushor,t®

The guestion of the pre-existent Ohrist is one which
appears in Hebrews. It became an imporfant and decisive 8-
oct of the doctrine of the church, becauss it exprossea the
decisive Pact thes: Wphe origin und significance of Jesus'
person and his fate are not within earthly ccourrence, bub
God acting in them snd thie action of Hiz fook place "when
the fulnoss of tume was same. {gali 4 + 4% pne mturation

44, Mork. At 2665 3 ¢ 22430; Matb. 12 ¢ 2; Maxk. L
9:11; Matt. 4 : 1 - 7 and par., Ioke 1 : 26P2; part of the
Tackground to Hellenistic Jewiph weterial lies in the saxly
view of "men of God', ~0f, Epistle of Aristeas 1403 Hahn, 0p.
Cite, p.2%.
45, Of. $he transtiguration story iu Mswk. 93 2 - 8y tha
story of the woman with the haemorrbage, 5 : 25 - 354; the
miraoulous birth, ¥ath. 1: 18 - 25,

46, Bultmaun, Theslogy of NI Vol. I., p.304.




of sonship gocurred in this Divine act in Christ.

The bagis of the dootrine mentionsd in the previous
paragraph o the movif of the Vsending Torth" of God's Son,
Gal. 4 : 4 yeads: "Bui when the fulness of bTime was coms,
God sent forth his son, born of & woman, bemn under he lawd,
Fote the connection between his "sending forth and his bivth,
Rom. 8¢ 3 rends:  "For the law woa itmpotent by being wesk
througn $hs flesh, God sent his son in the likences of edriful
flesh and for ain, condemned sin in the flesh”, Here 400 &
pre-existence is hinted ot in the motif of God's sending
forth,

* "Sending forth® also implies commissioning so thut the
earthly work of Jesus could be described as o mission. This
does not necessartly imply pro-existonce.!?  In Mark 12 1 1.9
we are told that God sent servants to the wicked husbandmen

and then he sent his mon. " tradition which gave us this

47, Cf. K.H, Rengstorf, ATt. aRmOSTEAAW,

TuWb I, pp.397EL.

48, In this porable thers is o cortain degree € allsyerys
The ownex (Nm‘esentj.ng Ged) sent forth his only beloved som,
(Jesus) who wos taken and killed. Vhether this paratle ord-
gisinten from Jonus hinseit o mob hna ben tho subjost of wish
scholerly detote in recemt yoars. 1.
authenticity: D, Lohmeyer, Ins Evangelium dos Merkus,
Gottingen, 1959, 166, cit.; H. Bultmom, The History of the
Synoptic Tradition, Oxford, 1963, p.191; I.A. Julicher, Die
Helchnisredan Tesu , Tubingen, ot 17, 20d E. 535406
esp. p.406; _7.G. Ximpel, Promise and Fulfillment — The
Eschotolngiorl Wogsags af Jesus, Tondon, 1961, pp.82f. fn
which hie summriess the findings of his longer woik, e
Gleiohnis von den bisen feinglirtnem, Aux Sxurces de 1a.
Trodftion Chrétienne {Mélanges offertyd M. Maurice Goguel).
Neuchatel and Parde; 1950, pp.120Lf, ' Dhesa regard it as
being on artificial allegorical construction cf the enzly
asgwh noking Dok on 40 ihe death of Joous, Smoy 0.0
Acher, believe that a auolews my go book to Josus, but

“ikio paraslo in the Torm handed

HEUTW,

we_recongtruct another forw.  (Promise and Fulfili-
Zemt, p.B3). 2. Those who mntuin that Jesus composed it
n bis lost Gys with his death in viewms R, Eouck, Dns

des Maving, HandKoumentar zum Nauen
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parable showed sn unmistokable simidaxity in Christology te
the pericopss which present Jesus' baptism snd his trahe
Figaration, ~ The Geseription of "the Son" in this pumble is:
Eva’ ... brov dyamntov - Mone beloved son" and tov

Ytov pov - "my son", which is o similer description to
! 49

thet given on these other two oceasions. As soon na the

Togtamint) Bérlin, 1931.  loc. cib., while in the vecand
"neubesrbolteten Auflage" of the some commentary by Wy Grunde
mnn, p.238 1t is stated that the discovery of this poravie
In a nan-aliegorical traditionnl form in the Gospel of Thomag
sirengthens the fmpression that behind this parable lay an
origingl story of Jesus, Of. O, Cullmaw, Christology, ope
cit,, p,289; B, Lohmeye~, "Das Gleichnis vou den bisen Wein-
glirtnera® zs.mh_(_!, T8 (1941) ppa243-259, GiF
Parables of the Kingdom", London, 1961, .. +
"helps to illuminate thoss sayings of Jesus in which he fove-
‘tells his own denth ,.. 1t moy be soid o ‘predict! the demth
of Jagus ond the judgment o fall upon his aleyers.f;
4. Taylor, The Gospel Aocording to 5u. ¥ovk, Londa:, 1955,
Dp-#72£f ogrees with Dodd and J. Jereming, The Parahlea of
Jesus, (E.T. by S.H. Hocke, Studles im Biblical Theclogy, 24)
London, 1963 pp, 55££ who also followe the interpratation of

6 3. have tried %0 reconstruct nn original form to
the paroble:  Doad, wps Citr, pp.942f.; Jeremlns, op. oltes
Pp-55£2; and Toylor op. cit,, D.473 agree o the feasibility
of o reconstruotion, Arguing for the outhenticity of thie
pevable Toylor, p.472, remrds the hoelo teaching %o be the

Totience and 1 of God tomrds Tsxoel

ond its lenders."  Grandmmn would ogree with Toylor in his
describing the form of thia perable ne o "Streltgespriioh', op
cit., P238, Yet tue allegorico) elements immedictely leap
o the eye, ns indeed we find these in mAny of the parablesi
The cwier is Ood, the son is Jesus, the vineyard is Isroel,
the husbondmen are the Jewish lenders ond the servants are
the prophets. It is.enly yort nllegory as the Test of the
story is not allegorical. Tt was doubtless used not only o
aonvey general truth, but also as a pointed weepon which,says
Grundrann, op, 0it., p.247 was ax immediate couse of Jesus'
Grrest, This porable while having on suthentic core undoub-
tedly came down o ue threugh o Hellemistic tradition, Henss
the emphnsis on "only beloved son' and “the heiz! who wus o
possest the "inheritance®. Of, Hahn, ope cite, p.316,
49. Cf. Matt. 3 : 17 "Phis is my son the beloved oney in whem
I om well plecsed”; Mark. 1 : 11 "Thou art my son, the baleved
one, in hees I am well pleased”; Duke, 3 ¢ 22 "Thou art my *
sony his ey hove I begotten thee' (0f. Peulm 2 1 7). The
heavenly voice Tepents this pronouncement ot the franafigirti-
tion.. Makts 17 ¢ 1 - 93 Mork.9 : 2 = 10 but luke ogain ia
out of atep with the cthers in 9 : 28 — 36 veferving to Chedst
as "my elect son' or “my son tha elect one".
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ocricept of "the sending fovth" becams ossocisted with the in-
carnation the d0or o the doctrice of pre-existence waa famem
diately openeds This is immedintely clear in Gol. 4 : 4
where we'bave "God sent forth his son" and "born of o womn"
slongside one another n the seme verse sud then in Rom. 8 ¢ 3
we ore told bhot:  YGod semt bis son in the Likeness of
flesh." In this vay we are given to vexceive the fusion.of
divine being and bumn being., In Phil, 2 : 6Ef the titls
Sn of God %8 not mentioned but We nse this pessnge hers be+
cause ns i the Son of God concspt it denls with the relation-
ship between Jeeue' divine being end his humnitys In fuob

we have a urther development here olong the line of wdsr-
standing Jesus more in terms of divinity end pre-existence
and yot possessing o £wll humanity in the incamation,>®

This development of the fusion of the dootrines of pre-
existence and incarvation wes £inally fully developed in

Joon 1 : 1470 In Jon the concept of the Vseading forth'
0f God'a Son is very strongly emphosiseds fThe characterlstic

50. This is & gemuine piece of pre-Pauline Christian material
in the form of & hym Of proise to the humilinted and exnlted
Christ. Cf. for further reading Bs Schwsizer, Erniedri
und ErhBhimg bei Jesus und Noobfolgen. ATANE No. 28, Zurich,
1962, pp,93-102,
51. ¥or the developuent of the Christisn tradition wntil the
composition of the prologue to the fourth gospel, ofs
E. Kisemann, Auftau wnd Anliegen dea Jobamneischen Prologs.
Tibertas Ohristiona, Restaohrify mr F!-ieduch Telemni)
Beitrtige zur Ab-
bandbungens}  Mincheny 1857, pp-75—99 esp. pp.B2fE ond also
R, Sehnackenburg, Logos-Hymws wd jobsrneischer Prolog,
FiViieche Zeitechrift Neve Polge I, 1957, pp.69-109 of. osp.
Pp.BSE and 962f, If we take Jomm 1 : 14 - 1B ns belangluig
aime pontext then we £ind o definite conneotion betweon
the *itopd® an the Vonly begobten Son" nnd the "inommste one'.
2. R, Bultmemnn, "Dos Evangellum des Johmmes', KERN? II,
G8ttingen, 1959, pp.557s




phease 19 that of the Sm “ooming domn from heaven*, (Johz 6§ :
s8¢, )52

Therefore we conclufe: 1. There was & ccnneetion between
the motlf of the "sending forth" of the Son, the "descent of the
Tedeemer!! from beaven ang his appearance on eaxth. 2. That the
Ohristisn idea of i tion was witn
snd special revelation and that these were held in primitive
Christian tradition & & denisl of all Hellenistie dovetic ideas
of Christ. Tius the theology of the Christlen church developed.
i%e own independent form and yet was able 4o Justify its claim
in ne Hellenistic world that God had genuinely revealed himself
in Jesus Christ.

52, For religio-historical material of. 8.P. Wetter, Der Scin
Gottes. Rime Untersuchmng Gber den Chevalcber und die Zendenz
des Jobannesevangelims, (FRIART NF9), UBttingen, 1916, pp.
82¢2, and also Bultmemn, §.T. Theology Vol. I, pp.332f,

53, The method thek has been presented here ia oppasaﬂ to
that of J, Bieneck, Soim Gottes als Christusbemsichmng d
Synoptiker. ATANT No, 21, Zirlch, 1951, yp.45“, S Beenadk
fails to alffeventiate betwees "the Son of God* "abso.

pressed o £it into the scheme af Jesus' majesty and cbedience.
He does not Tacognise the spedial view-points of the au

acr tale into Bocoumt the original purpose of thsir quotaticns
from the OF, Sexvant of God pessagen. e presents ag fhesic
and entithesis the "kerygms” snd the manner of speech of & de-
oadent sign sesking generatica. This seoma to be a primitive
method Which scaroely comes o grips with the problem of scnahip,
Ha dlsoounte ey Rellanisilc influsncs on the Gymoptics de;
saribing them 28 presenting a "oompletely wi-Gresk ploture

of the Son of God. P64, Cullwenn, Christology, pg;Z'[EH.

conscloun of his Senship, meintaining that thia consclousness
Degan at his beptiom, PR.66Z.




B. "rhe Sun ¢f God" apd the Epistle 0 the Habvews:

4 study of the term Vthe Son of God" in Hebrews iy
Tevealing, - Whevever thia title is used it is in conjuno~
tion iith Chitat!s exalintion and high prieatiy work. !
The author eppears to have two objectives in referring to
Christ as Son, The oue objective is to desorive what he
i while the other objective s 46 desoribe who he ia.

The only book in the NT. which describes Jesus as
Dlain "Son" or Ma Sun" is Helrews. This desigmation
within the context of the book, though surprising, is
necessery, The aubhor informs we that in time past sng
in fragmentary fashion God spoke through prophets {Hebr;
1: 1), Thia partisl disclosure of God has given Way %o
& wnique revelation, which is complete and fival; since
‘the One who had spoken $hrough the prophets has now
spaken through e S, The guesbion esked by the aufhior
42 nob, Mo Ls the Revesler;" but "What i he?™>  He
15 a fon, ond as a Soo ke spoke With God hig Father's
awthority, with cowplete knowledge of His will and purpose,
He da - the heir inneriting & universal pro-
perty and an exwlted suthority as "Heir of A1l Things®
(L ¢ 2), 4As 5on be is the royal leader apxXnYOG

56, Hebvews 4 : 14; 6 :6; 7 :3ond 10 : 29, Ve are not
a% this stoge considering the j.nsl;axwes vhere Jesus wae called
"my Bon" etc. in quotations from the

55, w.p. Moulton, The Bpistle to the Hebrewe, 1in A Bible Gome
men r Soglish Resders. Ed. by O.J. Ellieott, Vol. VIII,
Lendon (no daﬁe) p.283, R.F, Bruce, "The Epistle o the
Hebrews® NICET, Tondon, 1964, Pel.n.2 o Hebr, 1 : 2 sugge:

& translation to bring ho meaning of "in (ome who 15)

Son or "Son-wise'. Q. H.u:hnl Der Brief an dis Hebrter,
KEKNP.  GUttingen, 1960, p.34 gives an almost identieal
treneiation o that of Bruce: Ydurch einen, der Schm ist.!




204 fownder of, and thersfore, possessed of rulexship over;
the household of God's peopls. {2 3105 3: 8)a. In5 s 8,
the ‘essantial being of Jesus as Ma Son" im broughk out By the
xéferences to hie sonship and his suffering which bogethor
mage him the Voriginetor" of etamal ealvation (5% 9} In
7.: 28 Ohrish's sssencs as a Son and & priest after tha order
of Melchizedek io apsit with the of
tne Aaronic priesthoods He 1s the perfected Son who as the
penfect: priegt offered wp the perfect sacrifics when he of-
Pered himsdlf on the oross. Thus when Yhe erm "a Son" ig
use in Hebwews 1% designates what Jesus wes and is.

On the other hand when Christ is desoribved.as "ibe Sdn
of God" in Hebrews it identifies vho he is. It ie used hers
as 8 title of exaltetion. In 4 : 14 the reference is to the
high priest who has passed into the heavens sand s the exdlted.’
high priest he is called: "Jesus, the Son of God". Again
in 6+ 6 and 10 : 29 the sbsurdity and greve danger of backe
sliding from faith in Christ can nly be understood if we
mderstand "the Son of God" as referring to Christ's exalted
position. - This warning wos smphasised by the impossibility
of any second cruaifixion and the axiveme danger of shaming
the crucitied one.5S  In 7+ 5 Wine Son of God? is descrmibed
e on otermal priest of whom Melchizedels is & bype, This
again 45 evidently refexence to the exalted (hrist,

Wbt is iow: Tiately svriking is the connection between
Y4he Son of God" and his position as high priest. There is
0 Tefevence to & priestly Son i the OI. fhe relationship
between the exmlted Son and the high priest i not realiy
‘brought oub dn any other NP. tradition. - A possible source
is thet this teaching emanates from a furthsr develapment of
the high priestly Hesslanio condept of the Sect ot Qumsen,’T’

56, Miohel, op, oit., P.150 Tefers to the wse being yade dn
this passage of "die Winde des Sohnes Gottes'.

57. Tirst proposed by Y. Yadin, The Dead Ses Serclls and the
Epietle to tha Hebrews. (Soripta Hisrosolgmitams), Vol.IV.
Jerusalem, 1957, pp.36Ef.




Tt 49 Siteresting o note that Jesus 23 1 yas call
4 andoTOAGG XaL GpXLEPEVE A.e. e "ére sent forth end
nigh prient’ %8 o know tuat thets vas e stivng copneckion
Setween the séncet of “menting Tortat, Vinemusticn® sud

pra-exiatencs.5?  Therefors it s possitie to vndereténd

"apostle" as referring to the pre-existent eternal Chaist in
Hebrew:, . Eosmala suggests thab the reference to gnOOTOAOG
in Hebr. 3 : .1 poiuts $o the mestenger of Yahweh in ¥al. 3 : 1.
“Took, I am sending my messenger who will clear a path befire
me.  Suddenly the Tord whom you meek will come fo his

temple ..." Here the one who is seut and the Lord coming to
hig temple are used in the same context, Assooliting the
messenger with the "sent ono” of the WI. and with the high
Pont of Hebrews 3 : 1 is cnly ane step avey.C  In fact

i ¥al. 2 & 7 4% is the priest in nis idesd posttion who Yis
the measenger- of the Tord of hosts"s  This ideal priest is
desoribed in 2 : 4 as Levl,

4 further development of Tevi as the ideal priest is to
be foud in The Testement of Tevi,®*  In 4 : 2 the angel bold
Levi thats “the Most High hath heard thy prayer; Do separate
thee from iniquity, and that thou ghouldet become to Hima
uom.  And & servauh, and & minister of Ris pessios. Whst

58, Cf. the study made on the use of the title Son of God in
Hellenigtic Chrigtianity in the previcus sub-sectiom.

59, Of. Gal. 4 : 4, Rom. 8 : 3 5nd Jom 1 : 14 ~ 8.

0. Hans Xosmla, Hebriler-Essener-Christen, Studien suc
Vorgeschichte der Prihchristiichen Verkimdigusg, ({Studia
Post Biblica Vol. 1)s Ieiden, 1959 pp.76Ef.

From: fThe uf the Twalve tranga
Jated by BeH. Charles in “e Apocryshe ond Pseudepigmarha of
the 024 Testagent, in anglisin," with introfuctions and erpla~
natory notes to the seversl books. Bdited in conjmetion
with meny scholars by R.H. Charles, Vol. II. Psewdspigraphe.
Oxford (1903 reprimsd 1964) ppe307LL,




* 1 signiticant here im $hat Levi iy desoribed s - priest)
son, servant and minister, In order that hie might ettain to
thess offices. the Lovd God would separate him from iniquity.
fhis compaves remsrimbly with Hebr. 7 : 26 "Such & high
priest. does indeed £it our condition ~ devout, guilelsss,
undefiled, pepareted from sinners, reised high above the
heayena.®  Tn Test., Tiev, chapters 2 and 3 we are told how
Tevi vistted the various heevens wibil in ohapier 4 he is as-
sured of being: YA son and & servant, and & minisher of Hia
prépence,” 1.6, being raised sbove the heavens into the pres
sence of God himself, A further comnestion bebween the
prophecy of Malachi and the Testament of Jevi is to be seen
in TPest. Lev. 8 : 14f vhere a new priesthood wae descrdbed in
which one would erise "se & prophet of the Most High' of. Mel.
2 : 7 "For men hang on the words of the priest and sesk know-
ledge and instruction from Nim, beosuse he is the messenger
of the Lord of Hosta." In Pest. Tev. 17 refevence is mede
%0 the jubilees or periods in the history of Israel, esch
jubtlee lésting forty-nine yeara, sach jubilee having its owa
priesthood. The priest in the first jubilee is desoribed =p
being "greatt and "shall speak to God Ba to'a fatker" va. 2.
There 45 said t0 be seven priesthoods.snd afiex the last Gne
“Then shall the Lord vaise up a new priest, And to him sl ke
words of the Lord shall be revealed;" i.e, he will be s
mediator of $he revelation of God himsel? (38 s 2). . OF.
Hebrewe'l : 1f: "When in former times Gud spoke bo our fore-
fathers, bo spoke in fragmentery end veried fashion through
the prophets. But in this the Zinal oge he s epaken o us
in the Son", While the bulk of the Testamenté of the Twelve
Patriarchs is sesmingly Ohristisn in ovigin, the eushor
besed his work on an older Testament of Tevi, written fn
Ameamic, copies of which vave besn fowsd st Queren.™  Thus
the allusions to the priestly "San" may be teken as a gonuite
BalZ-my house in the development of this beaching — between

62, J.2. Milik, Ten Years of Discovery in the Wilderness of
Judes (Er. d. Strugnell), London, pp.34f writes that the
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Balachi nd Hebrews. He is desoribed as priest ead at. the
same time & propuét, the vevesler and interpreter of the Di~
vize will, end &s such is the Son of God.

In the writings of the sevt of Quuwen the high priest is
not referrsd ke 2y "the S of God", twob in 1 QSafl,
12 ~ 14 we read of the very important positie: the high
priestly mesaiah was to take: "The{high) priest, as head
of the entire commnity of Tsrmel, is to ¢ome Pirst, end the
heads of the Aeronid priestly families and the diguitaries —
thab s, the men sligible for swmons to meevings of the
general council ~ are to take their sests befoze hin in order
of renke"®?  mmig is also the benching of the Book of Jubi-
lees. T 31 : 15 Isame specially. blesses Levd above his
brothers.  Spesking about Tevi's descendants he says: 'And
they shall be judges and princes, and chiefs of £11 the seed
of the sans of Jacot,"5t  Tme Seot expected vwo Messislts,
the Messish of Aaran and the Messiah of Judsh (David), with
the priestly figure taking precedence over the cther.
Hosmala suggesis %ot the desigoation of the high priest os
the head of the enbire comwmiity of exasl' has been baken
over by the Ghurch with Christ fulfilling this rcle as “Hesd
o2 the Churchi®®  According 4o Hebr. 3 : 6 Moses vms faithe
Zul in thet household {the Church) but Christ as Sm vwag
faithful oyer thet household. This is apparently & develop~
ment of the Quuramic dootrine,

Aramsic Testament of Levi s considerably lenger than the
Groele version,

63. 2.H. Saster, "The Scriptures of the Dead Sea Seck. in -
Bnglish Trapelation', Tondom, 1957 P.287

64, Txanelstion, Ghsrles, op. oit., p.60

65. LD, oib., Dp.B4f. Qf, Eph. 1: 223 4155 5 v 25¢
fol. 1 : 18,




Ttus $he. background to Mthe Son of God” o L6 8t fhe sars
+tins the heavenly hizhpriest in the Hpletle 1o the Hebraws i3 stmo~
wist complex. There appeara tb be s comection between 4is
Papogtle® in Hebr. 3 ¢ 1 and the messengér in MAT. 3.3 1 who
402 '+ 718 described ns & priest and in 2+ 4 has nie fdenti-
Tication marzowed dows to Tevi. This leads us o t0 e
Tegtament of Tevi where fod is sald to adopt him as o-som -
{Toet. Tevi 4 : 2.) Then in Jubilees and in the writings of
a0 Qumen Sect the priostly lessish is said to ruls the come
mmity of Isracl. Thia certaiuly is reflecied in the NI com-
cept -0f the milerchip of the emlted Christ.

This is especislly true of Hebr, 10 : 21:  “And Having
& high priest over the house of God¥ (AV), Asin3 : 6
Jesus Christ the high priestly Son is said to hav: suthoriten
$ive power over the church. The Yover" doss not Tefer o the

high priest's position in & spatinl sense, bub in the ménse
of Ms baving authortty,%0 The Greck rendering is mot
apXLEpsUg but Lepeq peyav - This is the Literel

trangleé¥ion of the normal Hebrew title for the high prisst ~

Wihe gret priest". This title implies the velative pogition
of the “high priest” as being "great" with regard to the other,
ordinery priests "his brethren®, Hebr. 10 : 21 is reminiscent
Of Tov. 21 : 10 waich myy be literally translated as "the
riest that 1s grest above b breturent.’” If tho teference
%0 Lev, 21 3 10 vae intentional en the part of the suthor of
Hebrews then the inference would be thot Christ's t3ile of
high priest (or grent priest) roferred %o his exalfed posi-
tion sbove other priesta in the same way de in Hebrews the
fivst~born inherited & superior position of awkhority over

‘the mauy trothers. - The reletionship between the Yon ap high
priest and 8s first-born is clearly brought oub in Hebr, 2:27

€6, CZf. Hichel, Op.afte, Da230
67, 0f. Bruce, ops Gi%.s D.249, also Numb. 35 + 25, 28,




he bad to be mide 1ike those brothers of his in every way,
86 thot he might be meroiful and faithful us their high
Priest before God, to explate the sing of the people.’. So
then in Hebr. 10 : 21 tho household over which the Son exer-
clens his high priesthood is the commmity of God's pechle
over which he alao has divine authority ss the Son {ef.. 3 5 6).

Likewise n Hebr. 4 ¢ 14 “Jesus the Son of Godl! is de~
soribed as the exalted high priest. Whereas in 10 : 21
desue is desoribed 6s {epea pEyavin the place of
@PXLEPEVE 5 in 4 ¢ 14 toth terms are combined to give
Jesus a position of ity in "the heavens',
There he is desoribed as npXvEPEQ LEYAY the "grent high
priest’. Unlike esrthly priests his work tronscends that
of earihly priesthoods. His Holy of Holies 48 not ou sarthe
1y témple, but “the heavens' where he exercises his high
priestly mintstry.® The person of thim grent high priest
is ot the same time the earthly Jesus and the sternal son,
The humanity of Jesus crested the possibility of suffering,
Geath and the high prieatly self saorifice.  The divinity of
the Son gave this ssorifice infimite worth. Therefors the
great high priest is deecribed s “Jesus the Son of God"y
®ith the two berms in juxtnposition.®)  As high priest, the
Son 45 213 in Hebrews to have pasned "through the heavens"
(4 + 14) and to be “higher than the heavena (7 : 26), ond fn
€ : 1 "he tnp token his seat at the right hund of the thrana
of Majesty ia the heaveng", The outhor ie mot ooncarmed here
with celestinl gevgraphy, Hather his concern iz with the
exnlted stave of the high priest, Jesus the Son of God) vho
1s 1d the very presence of God, 4n tho position of authorify
over the household of G0d, those hellevers who constitube the
Pecple of God.

68, Bruce, o, cit.y PP.84L; 1. Montefiore, ﬂubre\'la, P90 WhA
refers to u simidar referance o Pl 2o Boantas 1, 239;
Iiohel, op. cil., pp-lZOrﬂ? soys thot "hesyenst is merely a
branelbiion of b Hebron vora Zor heavan! . 0°DT, but tale
s in view of the seven fold

oy
Veavens® of the s uonmogy.
69, Honteriore, ope odt., Pe90i
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Tuls brings us back to the conoeps of Chelst ag
neir. Ag the rulsr of Tsracl the Anronic Méssich of.
the Quuren Séct was certainly her:r alang with the other
sectariana of the "Promised Zend", ™ ana Ugoodnesst
and “the whole sarth®.’® ' But as the muler ovor the
group which is o "oollective heir" he would Aoubtloss
have been Mhairt along with tho other true Terdelites,
bub in A spsoial gemss. According to Hebr, 1 : 2, 4
the pre~existent Son bad in tach been nppointed Mheirt,
He wos “heir" as the exalted fon of Ged who Bad heon ap-
pointed head of the household of God,

'The Sam® in the NI.

“The Son' used in the absclube sensc Was & term
whiok referred to Christ' in ‘the NB, writiugs. Tais ferm
may well heve exevoised sn influence ok the cbnoeph of
onahip and jhererorhalso of heivabip in Hebrowss

This Pilial title had it origin in Jesus" olain
that Cod vas hie Briher. This description of God as
Fathor ooouts often in the New Testoment, '
spoka to God as his Father in & spocitfo intinate and
evelusive eense, and not mevely in the senso thok God 4s
the Pather of mankind in general. Jesus used the tern
0fBa vhen spesking about God. This Avamaic word Wiich
15 an intimte household term ¥as children's endeaxment
language in Palegtine and oould best be rendered by
aaday" in English, Such language in prayer for adulty

Jesus

70. CDI, 7; IiI, 73 VIIL, 1%; XIX 27 et passim in other
worka

7i. 1 Q8 IV, 16 and 24. *

72. TQMX, 5.

73, 0f. Gottfried Quell and Gotylod Sohwvenck, AT, ToTER
THW> ¥, pp.946-1024, esp. pp.9S3TE And nlec B,M.P. von Tersel,
*Der Sohn! in den tLochen OhricFusbensiob,
g oter Sel Jeau. (

; 3). Tolden, 1961, pp.938%.

to Form Tes~




s wthinkatle in he orthodox Judaimt of the vims,T% It

was nob 2 that the Chursh 0
uge this Aramaic word “abbe® after Jesus' death {Rom. 8 : 15;
Gal, 4 ¢ 6). Dvenfimlly 1t was tromslated into Greck as
TETep - in Luke 11 : 2 while Matthew's "our Pather" and
¥yhich art. in hesven" is secondary meterial taken from the
Lturgy.

Jesus also gpoke of God as Vmy Pather.
0f God ag "your Pather" which vas not wsed X prayer bub
Tether in statements about God which in the pogt.resurrection
iiburgy became "our Pather®. fThe fatherhood of God ls &
genuins teaching of Jesas to his disciples abowt Gods ™o
Mach of the "my Father! material in the synopbics is & for-
mulation of the esrly church!s liturgy or catechien and in
thesfove referred to by the scholazs as secondaxy.

He alao spoks

. Joachin Jeremies, article ¢8fa i Th. 12,79

o

unthinkeble in

vp. 2157, ot % anly © gffa

Gt also tmy Tainost vas

Judaism wntil well into the Middlo A

alao Grundman, Luims, op. oit., pp-229LL, excursus
He guggests hat Jesus got the appeliation from jodiy
chiidren's prayers. He

a2

uwi £h

Tefexs to & story of Rabhi Chenin

Hanechbs, lmown as the one who prayed for main (B. fsan 23b).

Some seribes seny some children to him,

They ook hold of

the peam of his cloak and said “Abba give us zain.

There—

afyer Chenin prayed:

"Ruler of tho world, lindly do it <or

the sai of thesd who camiat, yob differentiste betmoen en
vdm can give min, sud an  #AY cannot give
s, gty dex Giaubo doa Saunee Gert kein
anderer ssi.n jeln als dor des Kindes' of, ¥awlc, 10 1 13 «~ 16, d.0.
Jesus wes re-empbasising the neaessiiy of coming e God as
foen & child,

75. Gf. Hehn, op. cif., p.520.

76, gimter Borpkamm, “Jesus von Nessreth", Stuttgart, 1960,
.118 vemrks on the fact that whils Issus taught his dda-
ciples to say four Rethex", yet ho himself is mever included
in the Mouz", he culy speaks of Umy Father' ox “your Father'.
97. For further discussion of Soripture refevences of« Hahn,
Sp. olt., .32L who ommaiders the following refezouces £ b
secondary~ Tuke 2 ¢ 49; 22 : 20 and R4 : 495 Mabt. 16 5 L7}




32.

One verse which dessrves specinl attention is Mast. 11
+ 27 and par. Tuke 10 ¢ 22, This verse is not culy decisive
for the deteTmining of the authentiolty of "my Bsther", bub
dlso of "the Pather™ and "the Scn", It rends: “Bverything
is eitranbsd to me by ny Jeiher; and uo ome lmows the Son
but the. Pather, and no one knows the Pather but the Ser and
thoge to Whom the Son sy choose to reveal him.® (NEB)

In the previous verse Jesus has addressed dod as Fathex,
Ve. 27 starte with the God-given authority over "all things"
which rmg 1nto & about and
ending with the o the
the origin of vs. 27 there has heen considerable disagreement
amongst scholars. Some accept it as a genuine word of Jesuss
7 others a8 a product of the earliest Palestinian ohurch.79
&nd yey others that it came out of the Hellenistic Christlan
cinren,®  In gact ve. 27 bes so many &Afficulties that the
doeaments snow many variants ss copyiste heve tvied to slmpli~
£y the verse.’l  Even in relatively modern times many changes
of texb have been suggested.’®  Mowsver,amendmemts to the

7. fhecdor fsbm, Iue Bvangellun des Matthtius {Kommentar nm
Beuen Testement, hrsg. v. Theodor Zahn), Lelpzig-Brlangen,
1922, pp.441E; Adolf Schiatter, Der ist Matthdus
Yeine Sprache, Bein Ziel, seine Selbstindigkeit, Stutbgart,
1929 (1959) pp.3832L. Bieneck, op. Oiti., Dp.75EE., Oulizenn,
p. oit., pp.2B62f, van Isvsel, op. oLbe, Bp.15LEE.

79, Erik Sibberg, Dex Yerborgene Mensohensohu in den Bvan-
gelien.  Ismd, 1955; pp.187£f and 230ff.

80, Yilheln Bousseb, "Eymios Christos. Geschichte des
Ohristusglanbens von den Anfingen des Christentums bl
rentus®,  (BRIAUT, NP 4), 1921, pp.45ff; Kommed, Promise
and Bulfillment, p.41 rvefers vo it a8 “an ides of Hellenistic
mysticism quite foreign to Fugsisa.!  Ulrich Wilokens,
Weisheit und Torheit, Tibingen, 1959, pp.lOSLf. By the sams
auther, artiole gogLe THRL TIZL, ppaSlif.

Bl. 0Of, the study of Paul Winter, Matthew *1.27 and Luke
x.22 from the First to jhe Fifth Jepbury. Reflsctions on
‘ne aavelopment of the Pext. Kov, Des.l, 1956, pp.112-248,
82. Julius lag »  Berl
1934, pp.5TE; Winter, ops Oit., pp.lR9PE end M46£€.

|
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“bext would appesn unnecessary due to the lexge degres of Giprec
ment between Mabthew and Tiuke, ook

e notice an lmmedinte difference botweon the: three
parts of ve: 27 in 27, 27b and 270.  The verse stavta with
& statémant in the fivet persom, “my Father' and then it
switchss o the third person ~ bwice spealting of Uthe Father!
and three Yimes speaking of “ihe Son", Thie mmediately Te-
minds us of Wett. 28 3 18f, In 11 : 27 Jesua is “glven averys
thing®, In28 : 1B %A1l power is given" to him, and hers too
1% 4s followed by Mhe Pathex" and Uihe Som, The Vpowert
referved to here is nob the normal Vsuthority" stbribubed to
Tesus in the symopties.? T 1a o power which becomes part
of his rature and is expressed in his mimoles, From this .
point of view it appears superficislly as if in 11 ; 276
"my Pather" would be wiAuthentic ns sn ordginal word of Jesus;
yet when we compare it to the second parb of the verss, "my
¥ather finde its origin and meaning expiained in terms of
27 end ¢,

Before we disouss the titles “ihe Sun* snd Yine Favhex"
we wust eansider the themes “mowledge! and “revelation!
wiich ere imbroduced in this verse. The oopoept o Maiowe.
ledge® 1e by 1o means fireign to the OT. and Judaistic tre—
dttions. ™ Prom this point of view it is not necessary to
turn to Hellenism Zox the origin of this logiom, but we ave
presented hare with o mubual recognition of Father and Son
for which many analogies my be drews from Gresk literature
aad in fack have been used to illustrate similor atatemcuty
53 Pauline wrttings.> On the other hand there axe elsa

83, Of. Bordimas, op. olt., pp52eLs

84, 0f. Rudolf Bultmamn, Arb. Y. VeOHW DEWD T pp.6a6-TiS,
e6p. pp.6G6EL,

85, Gal. 4 : 8 1 Oor. 8 : 33 13 5 12, Of. Boussety
Kyrdos Ohristos, op. cits, pp.452f; Bultmamn, (uWb I, op.
oit, 7092,




paralisls in Jutnten.®

The main purpose of this verre in Tevelstion. With tiis
in mind we see that JSesua' knowledge of God is associated with
o dosive of ™hs Son® to zeveal "the Pather, snd this ra-
valation can only be Fressated by "the Som'. The fact that -
the Pather "khows' the Son indicates that the Fathet chose
him and legitimised him. - The opposite &lso holds goods
The recognition of the Baher by the Son indicates that the
Son alone truly imows the Father. At this point we must

the of the meaning of the
Hebrew word ¥y - 87 It is only within the context. of
Thati concept timt the clauss "o whonsoaver the oo Wil zow
veal! i& made clesr. This revelstion depends on the peculiar
legitimisation of the Son, because the knowledge of God can
only be given o people by the revelstion of the Son. : This
iden of revelstion has 1ts voots in the Ol., whick in its
tuem 1t to 8yt God ap-
proaches wan in the Scr and in him guarantees them forgive-
ness and saivation. The Biblical concept of revelation is

86, Julius fihniewind, Das Drangsliwm nach Mntihtive. FID
Ho, ¢, Gottingen, 1950y p.152.

87. Cf. ‘he interpretation of the oonoept of kuowledge i
Rogineld ¥, Fuller, Miewion and Achievement of Jesus. (Stu-
A%es in Bibiical Theology, Wo. 12), London, 1954, pp.92f
which on the one hand means “authorisstica! snd on the other
hand "oledience, He takes Jorem. 51 : 34 s bis sterting
point and refers to Jesus! imowledge as nagobsologtont know-
leage!,

88, The idea of divine revelation is Foreign o Greel reli-
gion. It wms only in the Hellenistic period tkat, through
orientel influence, this concept began to become

to the Greeks, Cf. Albrecht Oeple, Art. ~ GRORGAURTW
2uWb IIT pp.5TiLE. In the nvstexy religions there waa
esoteric in which any
Kind of vevelntion Shrougs s person was strictly Zorbidden,
The snomc sectoe came closer o an iden of revelation, in
that the individusl wos ualled to salvntion; bub this ye~
velation only wncarerod vhat was already inside {1t person.
was aotuslly ang ite place was taken

so
Ty the "g:\nsis“




35.

wnique in thot revelation of the Divine Being bélongs to and
is vitally concerned with that which man in himeelf does not
posbues.  When "knowledge" of God is "revealed" 1% means that
this Jnowing and recognising of God takes plece only ab that
place at which God draws near to men. On this tesis vs. 27b
‘becomes clear in that no one other than the Father knows. the
Son.  Bere we have elestion and authorisation that simply is
independent of mn, In vs. 27¢c ae well the Som's net of Te—
velation is aimed solely at God ond at medinting the Jnow~
ledge of the Father, the expsrience of his saving acts and
‘the perception of his glory. If uns were to teks the Greek
concept as the background to this verse an immedinte AifPi~
culty would arise over the cancealment of tho revealer.S®
The actual point of contset between the Son and the Father
wag their wnity of will which was seen in the complete sub-
ordination of the Son to the F‘athel‘,go and so as bis Father's

representative, he we possessed of full authority.”l I

this light we can interprot and waderstend vs. 27a.

89, This problem with imberpretation of Mabt, 11 : 27 in the
light of Greele religion was first poinbed out by Jobannes
Felss, s Hatil i des Neven
Togtements now Ubersetzy und flir die Gegemwort eriifivt, hreg.
v, Johamnes ieisa bzw. v Wilhelm Bousset w Wilheln Heitmdiler
I), Gottiagen, 1907 pp.322f; Schlatter, Matthitue, op. cit.y
PP,382F writes: “Da dle Galilfler unwillig sind, Kapernaum
wnbnasfertig bleibt und die Weisen sich ihm widersetzen, ish
er der Unerlmnnte, der allen Unverstindliche. Gobt kemnt
i, Gott allein ... Sein ziel ist nloht der eigene Verterrli-
clumg, sondern die Offenborung des Vaters'. Schuiewind, cp.
oit., p.151 speaks of the "Vollmacht im Verborgenen” which be
‘ties up with the Mesaionic secret, Aleo Biemeok, op. olit.,
Pp.82F follows this interprotation, ALl of hese defend the
authentielty of thia verse, = Sjbbexg, Op. cit., pp. 188f in-
terprebs the concealment of 4fie Som an the 1ight of the San

of Mon conoepb.  He suggests thet the Son of Mon belongs to
the heavenly mysteries and that the concealment of the Rother
should be interpreted in the light of the theosophical secrsts
of the apooalyptios rather than in Hellenistio xeligion.

0. Tais subordinztion of the Son to the Futher ia espeaially
dsmonstroted from ¥ark. 13 3 32 in which Jesus states that the
Son's authority and lmowledge is limited.

91, A% this stage we need to coneider bhe slternate rasding
Zor em,YVWONEL viz, EYyw the Torser being perfect pre~




With these considerntions in ffnd wa twm now to sesk $o
sxplain the verma: “the Son", “tie Perther" ond lmy Fathest,
"ty Father® is relited in the closest possilie way Ho “the
Fother' and Mho Son'. Tale is espacially so inMats, 11
27, The two toras "the Father’ and Mthe. Sor? are normmliy
Found together and in relationship %o one another.. Mihe
Son" 14 Jesus whose origin is in tho FavherV. 'Tho Fathsr!
is God vhose fatherhood oomos through “tho $on",  This vnigue
porshiip must bo widerstood in tarms of his delegatod ‘authori
ty, Hig relationship with God is totsl, his conpseradion to
God is %otal, . Mherefore he and anly bo can yevenl fod and
mediate the knowledgo of God, At the seme time thoro i s
cotiseious contradichion when Jesus epenks of Myour {ap thy)
Father" %o his &sciplos, In this there 1s o naTToWiig gowa
of the concept, OTiginmlly anyone could call God “Fathertt,
but now adnivtance to this relstionship 18 through Jemus.

The fatherhood of God, his love, forgivenass and invulvesenty
in humen sffolvs, ae these had boen appropristed from #he bs—
giming of mankind are revesled in tho outhority of "the o’
slone, For this resscn the Yknowledgo! of the Father i
totally joined to the aut of revelation by the Som.

Pho question of tie origin of "tho Pather" and “tho fon"
22 Mats. 11 : 27 and Murk 13 : 32 ic not an casy one ho snawor.
Some intorpret St in tho light of the fon of Mam who Pigwrs

in savo of tho apocslyptie writings of the pro-ghristian cm.%

sent and the latber Aorist. Boussob, op. oit., pd7 M.l res
fern to cYve) 05 herebical. - The formox readlog io to be
preferred, The meardng of the presout pavfect tense cmpn-
sises the contiming dependence Of the Son on the Fniher,
which means thut this oxpression implies o perpetusl reldtloa-
ship betwaen tho Pather and the Son.

92, 0f. Bahn, ops oit., pp.3R7L.
93, Of. Sjobers, op- PRe187£. , Lomeyer, Markus, ope

olb,

ik, ppeoB3 vogrds Mavk 13 : 32 o6 6B Guhemito eond of
Jagua, used in the same context as his Som of Ml ubbezencos
coning 2rom his position in hpocalypbic cireles walch ho de-
soribes as:  Mdlesem dchen Giaubens.n




The Father-fou relatiotaiip and the iden of cuthortty ase said
Ty others.bo cole £rkit the OF, Megsionic teachings.® T3 is
slgniticint that in the refersnces which epeak of Ythe Son of
God, $hers fa no Tecognisable mention of Jesus! being joinod
+to the Fether, nor is Aupbhing mde of bhe fathorhood of God. >
o concept of authoridy in Math, 3 ¢ 27 and Hirk 133 32 da
becanse 5t ts with which W
o ok tind i tho of o
synapbics,  We ere left with tic only other appavont sclubivr
4o the vrigin of the absclube tezms "iho Son® and "tho Fathos¥y
sud $ht was- Jesus! chawcteristio mofovence 0 Gofl b5
25t % mnto ie 2 very 018, tnsepmniems szadivion o2 the
prinitive church. In fact it goes buok to Palestinien txde
@ition anid even to Jesus himoelf.

The Jonarnine writings, however, uzed Shat Usslgration
Uihe Son" mog% often I the NP, Tm that corpus V. Fafhor'
i normelly used olongaide "the Sont.!  In L ond 2 Jok tho
contession or donisl of Mhho Son Ls the equivelunt of & coo- !
fossion or o deninl of “tho Fother'; but on tho cther hand
the une who ooufessas Jesus has both Mthe Tather® and fihe

94, 2 Sam. 7: 14 is eually Gho poinm of weference. ' Of.

Bohinigming, op. ot ppeSlff.  Bombamy, ope cite; pi20S

Bppears to zegard Hassizmoloy aa the baskgromd buf his peint

of refevence ie Peolm 2 1 Te

95. These two designeticis of Josuc ~ Yihe Son" end "tho

Son of God" devaloped Zn parallel bub indspendent “maditions.

It ie omly later thet the Ywo come together. 2. Hohny op.

cit., p.529 n-le

96, 0f. Crondmonn, Tukas, op. Glb., yp,zzaz, Edonrck: 65

eite, ppeRLE, 5 and gulinemm, Cheisbologys op- witey X

2.278, 386¢e;” ot. disovssion an aboat 55 e bugiantag of

this chapter.

97, John 3 : 35; 5:19-23 (7t1mns), 26; 61 40; 14 ¢
i, a preferred verian 118, Mo So aloag
352 and assgointed w:l.th -O\i ;m 31 1683 5 ¢ 38




ot % I oty Fﬁthat T 0’ Scpand hs sutrusters
%o him juddfent i the. Wm +é% it becavse the prin-
ciple of 1ife iq, % iMMoven thoighine oan do nothing that
God Bisgel? doss-rtotdny¥iis Tor Yhtse: resoon the Son showld
be feared, He should.beMeleved ini * The Fother glorifies
bim sind the Son EPobress theFethor. )" Enese veraes in
John go & step Pufther tian Mabh 1L+ 2.  They Frovide us
with s ploture of™%e Stmialongeide the Father, neither. ds..
tridYing Proniile’ FL6XFY62 the pther in.the mind of the be-
15§viGE RIS a0 Ee a0 Matei1l .,21', pe.in Jebn
+here 1o & mbual ¥nowledge of. the Fathewrand the Son..
Again in John the mediation of the knomledge of the ¥ fher
wes limtted to the Som. An element that ve find in the
Jobarnine tedifion, bub mot in any other source is that of
the Imowledge of the Son which belongs o the believer, '™k
Yet this clament appeara to bave become Weldsd together mith
e Son of God" braditian in Jobn's gospela’O®  Then thers
1 the 2ife-giving & 1 ministry of the

98, 1Jobm 2 22 - 24; 5 12; 2.&ohn 9.

99, 0f, Jotn 5: 355 5: 20 - 28 26 519

200, Gf. Jon 5 : 23; 3+ 36and 63 40¢ 34 : 13 and
17 1.

101, Ihis confession hag mintained it Semitio form,

Terms such 85 Tto know!, Uto see, Mo trust 1" helped to
£ight Greek influence G4+ 9; 17 8). Of, B

Th¥Wb, Vol. Ip op. 0ife, pp.71Lf7, who empbasises the Hellen

5 3) then it belmge together
wmz the @ivine sonship benauss the fact that the Pather
sent hin nud s Mn hiwt (10 : 38; 17 ¢ B, 23 ¢tc.) goen
hand in hend with the statements about pre-existence.

102, ',Va £ind "tha Son of Gna" referred to in Jom's Gospel
at: L: 3, 495 3: 185 5¢ 255 20 : 36 14 2T
19 ¢ 'I; 20 x}l.
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0,398 Often Jesus refera to himself 1n the Pivmt per-
Baii and then “the Fetier' is mentimed.’% In thiuwey
e oan see how Hhis freditim vhich hegatn in the Synop-
+ios hus been further developed in the Bourth Gospel. -

A further developmsnt in the tradition of "the Saa"
assoolates him with the heavenly reign of Ohrist, In
I Cor. 15 : 28 we dee the movereignty ¢f the exalted one
who subjects himself to God, so that in that verae we
have & joining together of the Sam of Man with the Sen
of God tradition.

Finally we have Matt, 28 3 18 ~ 20 in which tha con~
cept 0f euthorsty 1a va, 18 1s expressed while in v, 19
the Jotisent hip ie oe
suthority of the Son is extensive, beixg "z heaven and
on earth. The assooiation of Father and Son Lere mey
tave developed from the trisdic formala in If Oore 13.¢ 1
In vs. 19 they are $0ld to bapk e in "the meme of the
Father and of the Son and of the Holy Chost?, This
formila, eventuall 4 nto the [
4ine of the chureh sad ves sxpressed In the Nicene Gresd,

D. . "ne S and the Fpietle to the Hecrews:
It 19 4n the comtert of the greveding that we mst
snterpret the use of the Yerm "firu" in Hebrews. From
that confert it wil) be possible . Arew conclusions as
to the meaning of the word "Heir" as well,
Tn Hebrews the word "Son" ie used withous relating
14 to "Patber®, axcept in & single OF. of tation %
e Mnes of d45tinotion between "the Son® and the Son

103. Som 3 : 16 - 18; IJotm 4 s 14, This applies to
Johaniine hhought 3ena

104, CFs Alfred Sohmoller, Sandkaniomenz Fun griechischen

Heuen Testament, smngs.rt, 1968, pp.39L and 392.

205, C2 Hebrs 1: 2,8 5763 B8 7:26and the

citation of IT Sem, 7 3 Minﬂebr. 1 5.

R




62 Goa" bave been 1ot in Mebrews and they.ave used interchange-
ably. (Ihere is a Purther assvcoistion of the concept of "Sm®t
with the dootrine nf the High Prient,’® ke 1dea of “the Sau”

Ang "the ons" is given a broader mesning in Hebrews. Dia will
be disoussed more fully later in this enqulryc®?  With regard
%o Jesus! samship, Wis exnltetisn and enthranemsnt aiso glsy s
part, but Hebrews certainly regaried the earthly Jesus as "Sou',
even though he suffered and died.

We can see & direct line from Mavt, 11 1 J7 and Mark 13 1 32
to Hebrews. In these the earthly (hiptorical) Jesus ie also e~
sidered as "the San" pomsessing divine authority, We lave el-
ready referred to the use of "San" in Hebrews without the srficle
a8 referring to not tie "who" of Jesus, but the "What ha 1s,1°%
He 4e Son and the Sen ot God,  Just a8 n Math, 11 3 27 the Yon
and the Fatuer know aud vevesl one ancther, just so in Hebwews,
Jesus is Son end as the Son he reveals God his Pather in a speoial
wsy. There is & superiority about Jesus which is illustrated in
7 : 26 where Jemus, the High Priset i desoribed as "seperated
fron simera”, Discussing thie phrase Bauer ‘%7 minteine that this

106, Of. Hebr. 4 : 14; 6 : 6; 10 : 20 and %he OF. citations
tal: 5, b 515

107. G, also Emst Kaesemann, Des Wendernds Gotteavolk.
Fine Untersuohumg zum Hebraerbrier. (FRIANT NF. No. 57),
Gsttingen, 1957, po.58f¢; Glimter Bormimum, Sobneohaft und
Telden. (Judent. Jrchristentum-Kirche, Fevtachrift fite

3. Jereming). Beihefts mur ZNW usd die Kunde der Elteren
Rirche, Beriin, 1960, pp.158-198. B
108, Of. the dlscussion above in the wub-gsction'"The Son

of God" and the Epiatio to the Hebrewa'.

108, Walter Bauer, A Groslk-Fnglish Iexioo of the New Testa-
mant sha Ofher Farly Christisn fiterature (trenslated exd
adapbed by Williem F, Armit and F. Wilbur Giogrich). Can-
bridge, 1957, p.898. He mantions Hercdotue 1 : 1725 2 ¢ 91
and Eplobetus 2 1 9, 21 2 5 10, 2§ 4 5 11, 1 who use Xupt T
with this meaning in mind.




separation‘of Jewus 48 uot only t6 be wnderstood in s physi
ol sense i,e, Chiist's exaltation, from tne world of sinfil
men “paing ymde higher than the heavens” (7 : 266); but i
must alsc bé understood in & qualijetive sense i.e..in the
1ighs of tha deporiptive words of Jesus chexacter whloh pre
ceds: ~ MHoly", Wimucent", “umdoriled”, Thus his sepsraticn
fron sinful men menns that he is complebely different be
catee of his sinlessness (cf, 4 : 15), This gualitstive
Qifference is used in chapber 7 of Hebrews to demonstrate
the dority of the of Meldhizadek

in Hebrews by Jedas, to that of the earthly high priest re—
presented by Aaron and Tevi, The qualiistive superiority
of Jesus as a high priest is part of his argument sboub
Jesus! pediating vhe perfect covenant,  This new covenant
wag rendered specislly plausible hecanse in this case G6d
41d not operste through ainful men - prophets, kings

{Joshun and Masus) 6nd prissts - but entively and oy
‘through his Son - & man apart, diffevant, superior snd
therefore "separate from sinners', a man "without sin'

(41 15).1%° 8o chapter 7 zeaches its olimex by informing

——e » . . A '
110. 89 also Bxuce, op. oit., pp.156f; ¥illinm Mensen

The Epistle $o the Hebrews (The Baird Lectures), ~ Gondon,
1951, p,116f defines Josus e "in o different olnes from
sinful wen’, | Joim Brown, An Exposition of the Epistle to
the Hobrews, Tondon 1964 {reprint of edition in 1862) inter—
prete separate from sinners' as “not beloLging Yo that olase
of moral being' P.354. . 'On the othey hend some commentatoys
intexpret this passage sbrictly in terms of physicsl separe.
tion. So Thegdoxe Hy Robinson, The Epistle to the Hebrews,
Tondon; 1946 (veprinmt ¢f 1935 edition) p.104, wio with Michel,
op.- Gityy o179 and A.M. Shilbs, Bebrews in The New Biblg
Gommentaxy Revised, editeéd by D, Guthrie and J.4. Motyers
Tondon, 1970y p«1204 seesYomn i ¢ 1 o8 the baokground to this
verse "One isclates the high prisst from his home td the
prasidenticl holl seven dnys before the Day of Atonement™.

Cf. Billerbsek Vol, III p,696. Of. alao Test. Lovd 4 : 2
*Therefors the Mot High hotk seard 4hy prayer, To separdte
thee frtm iniquity, and fao% thow shouldst becone to Hima
son, gnd @ servant, eria minigtey of His presence’. Michpl
writes of thip: "Dies Musondem’ geschieht im Gosetz duwoh
Yensohen, im Hb durch Sott selbst'e  HuMentefiore, A Oome
mentary o the Epistle to the Hebrowss Lendon; 1966, BelS0
ortileises this positio beause Moy muthor is interesed
not dn robbinde prescripbions bub. in Liblieol-éxegesls!t




the renders in vs. 28 tht the Teason for the suporiordty of
Jueus over Tevi was becavso Jesus wis "Son's Vbt the word
of th cath, which wos sinoe the low, mketh the Sea, who is
conseernted for evexf. Tt is not the revelation that is
different or superior but the one who is used as the means
by wWhich God's revelotion ia Thig it

is most effectively rendcred by "the Sum! rother than by the
prophets {1 : 1 and 2},

Thug the Uheir" of Hebr. 1 : 2 is at the same bime Mgon"
and YSen of God". As such he hos the euthority of eomsiip
which is jronsmitted to him in the "neme! viich he hns in-.
herited, Asm Son he iz different from ail other redinters
of the divine revelation.

In the first ohapter of Hebrews the suthor sintes “seven
£80t8 4.... about the Son of God which bring out his great—
ness end show why the rTevelation given in Him is the mosh
complete thot fod con :ive.®

111. Bruce, op. ¢it., p.5. Thers secms %o be mome sigi-
Ficande Avtached $0 the mumber ouvon in Hebrows. Seven ways
in vhich Christ shows his superiority ore listed ond seven
series of admomitions ar. given, There nppears to be a
Purthor significanco in the foet thot Christ institutes the
eschutologienl Sabbath or the year of Jubilec, lending his
pucple to Test and freudom, once more on the coventh doy of
the fowty-ninth yeor (i.e. 7 x 7)» R.A.H. Gumner, "Number”.
(The New Bible Dictionaxy), hondon, 1962, p.535 weites about

the number seves, "Seven has on ominent place amepg sscred
numbers in the nad ia with complet
ont, and perfection’, This nunber is wlossly esso-

fult o

cioted with the Day of Atonement which iu most importont in
tha tenoling of Hebrews, It book placu in the severth moith
{fiuv. 16'¢ 29); the bullocks blood was $o be sprinikied seven’
timos (Levs 4 + 6) and geven lambs wore needed for the burnt
affering {fumb., 28 : 11). Sevun also secmed %0 bu connepfed
with clomnsing:  the cleonaed lopor wos sprimiled seven times
(Lev. 14 : 7) ond Naowon hod to dip suven times in ths river
JTordon (2 Xings 5 ¢ 10) et possim. In the view of Chriet nd
o bearex of the full revelation of God, lntthew introduces
this sobome to his gospsl in which Christ s tho new Hoes.
S0 in the Matthoon genenlogies there are 14 genexctions from.
Abraham %o David; 14 from Dovid to Babylon and 14 from Baby-
lon %o Jomus i.e. 6 X 7, with Christ bringing the Tth,
Hebrews nlec mlkes eymbolic uses of the mumbor seven to add
futher eaphagis t0 the completensss of Ohriat's work, and of
tha reveletion of God that he gaves




A, e has beer Wmde heir to the whole wniverse® ox
"boen oppoirted heir of o1l things". He, the Som; hig
‘oen 29 helr over & lisitl 3

%o neidn thume of the Epistle o ths Hehrews ia the
hedn, and how he possessed the inheritance to which
God hod appointed him, with the beldevers sherfig in his
triwngh,

The fime of this appointment was the time of Jesus®
emltation.’ Jf the procrention Christ were meomt, the
aufhor would have used the pluperfect tenge instead of
the norist which implies that os o speeific moment of.
time the appuinfient to be "heir" took place. Thig
would have been at the time thot Christ obtoined vietory:
over death " ) liberate thoss who, through fear of death
Pad 311 Heir 1ifetiae been in servitwde?, 2 #ho ao-
ture of the izhexitsnce, whnt it wes, wherein 4% oon-
sistud, . %11l be discusesd ot o later stage of thia
wper.

B It vos through him thet God "made the worlds®.
Ghrist's instrmestality in crention wa a second Tensom
for his being made hwir of oll things. Pirstly we hove
the divine initiative — God ylaced kim in that position
He wag the divine idesl or intention, He wes the¢ plon
in the mind of God, Then God oreatéd he mede all
things in nccordance with the plan he had in his aind.
A2%hough there axe signs of Philanic teagkings here, the
wltimite Biblicnl gource wotld have been Prov. 8 r 22£f
whore Divine Wisdon was God's compaidan ot $he orenticny -
and algo an old byms (probebly in
the Sest of John the Baptist), ¥ mlled the prologus of
the Gospel 2 Jobin 4.0+ o1 1 5 1 - 14 whers Chrlaby

133

11z, Hebr. 2 : 15.

133, 2, Ehiloe'g “esching of Godly work in orentlon through
the instrumentaiity 6f the Logos - de Sacerdot

114, Pultwgnn, Johemnss, ope GAes DPad ~ 5




the Word, the wisdom of God, was instruzentol in the
crention of the worldi ™’  fhe question of medtators

ot crention was & point of discussion ln the synagoguer
They Tecognised the Word of God, “he Wisdom of God, and
the Toran™® wille Philo sdded the Togos. Tor Feul,
Foim nnd the cuthor of Hebrews only one me@istor wag re-
oogrleed ana that s Jesus Ohrist. 'Y e mediation
wais Vetween God and TOUG Qlwvag the worlds® (AV)
"all orgers of eximtence' (WEB), Thie term wea common~
Iy nsed in late Judndem.  \hen the Hebrew word

Qvmyry  wes used it referred nok only Yo the eras

of wordly time, but also b0 Whab wos contained in the
world, and to ihe worlde themseives. The sms form of
apeech 1s 0 be found in the Mandnesn book Ginga.

It is interesting that tide word fe never used in the
singilar in Hebrews,? In rebbinicsl Tudsisa the
pluml form is olmys mxinteined, Thus the Hidrosh on
Pealm 18 : 15 spesks of & “plurality of worlds ... from
vitioh you lesmn thet he had mumy worlds ..." In some
places the opinion is expressed thot the Holy One orested
mony Worlds ond destroyod them becouse b fownd Do plea-
sure in them befove he arerted the presant world.l2

So Ghrint wos instrumentol in the crestios of these
woxlds. They wera his imberitance. By acting deci-
sively tn bistory Jesus possessed his inheritesoe which
he had been instrumentol in orentings

C. As Son, Jesus is also the "effulgence’ (Abglans) of
Bod's glory, The word anaUYsdud means the rodiance

115, Poaul too regerded Christ as the Wiadom of God 1 Coxu
1 24,

336, Billerbeck, loo. cit.; Michel, ops olte, pa36.
117, Miehel, op. cite, p.36.

118, Ibvid. p.37.

319, It is uges in this sense only in 4wo plices in Hebrews
T: 2 ond 12 ¢ 3 of. Schmollet, op.. oit.y pi2ke

320, Genesis rabba 3 an 1 : 5; Bereshith rabba 1 23 Of
Billegbeok TiT, p.671s




45.

emanting Trom o source of Light whether it be divect mdionce
or indizect reflection.  Philo uses $his word with zegard to
thie Togos! relationship %o God. He sbys Yhuk whot God
‘greathied into the Pirst mmn was "an effulgence  graUYdSUR

of his Blessed, thrice blessed mature’**  Dhe Alemndian
Bool of Visdom nlso uson the term, Th wedtes of Wisdom:
U¥or ghe i3 o breath of the powor of God, and 4 clear efflueti-~
ce of the glory of the Almighty j tn offulsence from ever—
Iosting Light and an wnspotied mivror of the working of Gody
ana tn Sange of his gootmess". %

Boling aonoerned ag the subtor of Hebrews was, aboub oone
trasting the unfulfilled types of the OT. with the fulfildment
1n'Ohrtat, he might well hove hod sone Oi. vevelobions of the
effulgence of God in mind, e.g. the glory seen by Hosss in
tho bush, thie pillar of £ire that canduoted Inrael £rom BEYPE
the theopheny on Mount Sinal And the glory of the Tord in the
Iobesmale and i the Temple yithin the Koly of Holles.'?>
Thig is the reason for Prul writing cbout Isracl and sayingt
Utheirs 1s the splendour of the divine presunoe":.tz" The
point the nuthor of Hebrews is moking is that in Chrigtls
suffering, deatk ond exeltatior ihere is the reflection,
radintion rnd trnsnission of Ged's gloryt>” This is the fule
negs of revelstion through the Son vhereas the revelation of

121, e Specialibus Legibus 4 5.123.CZ, de Faototo Terbiy 146;
de Plootatione 50, Cf. Bruoe, Hebrews, op. clf., p.5 and
J. Mofgatt, The Epistle to the Hebrows. [00, Bdinburah, 1924,
6o "
122, The ‘iisdom of Selomon 7 : 25f Tr. Somuel Holmis fn
Obexles, op. cite, Vol. I p.547. The RiZht Gimen Glso has
7 pareiiel in 11, 91: VA beloved Son comss who hos 1 m
brought vp in the bosom of the brightnesst,  Of, Michel. ops
oit., pe38 n.l,

123, Exod. 3 i20£; 13:21%5 19 : 185 24 : 16; 403 3Af;
1Kings 8 : 10f.

124, Rom. 9 : 4 of, Browm, op. it., pp.29%.
195, Bruce, op. oit., p-5; Michel, op. oit., yp.38¢ who Jud-
goa the prologue of Hebrews 0 be taken from an early Chris-
tian which he dhos as Muin gul hur st

gedicht® consisting of Four parfe: 1. Thu Son ae the efful-
genoe of the Glory nnd the imprees of Yod's miure, 2. He




the o1d covemant wns partinl. As the swi gives light,
vuymsa and 1ifs o Yhe eorth, so the Son shines duto the
héarts of men transmitting God's gloricus light and Yife,

D. The on 1s the gtomp or iipreas of God's vexy being.
The word . xupaninp hns two meanings whish supplement
one ‘another in our wderstonding of the Sou,

{£) A meaning not very different frof effulgence which
comes from & robbinical source,  So Bereshith
Tobha 52 : 3 om Gen, 21 3 2 vends: "hence Wa
leam that he (Isano) was the splendour of his
(fotber's) faos, 35 Jgke as jossible to himt, 26

(33) That fust as the Zacs and writing depicted an o
coin correspond to the die,so the Son of God
bears the stamp of God's very besing'. (VEB)
Beuer translotes it o= "on exncy representavic
This ghamp or representotion is of God)
which means "the sgsence’ or 'he very being of
Goat™® 1, tne same wiy a8 the Son vas the Te-
velatian of God's glory by being its etfulgense,
50 he emetly reprosmted the divine natures
Once again this divinity wos not revealsd only in
2 passive or in o metophysicnl sense, bub ‘the b~
tributes of the divine nature stond fully vevealed
by the }ife ond denth of God's Son who by this
14fe nnd death possepsed nis inherittnos.

B. The Sej custnine the universe by his word of powers
The write: » of Tate Judnim teught that God supported
and sustel:ad the worid, Thvs e weltes:  “The soul
benrs the body ond God bears His wirld vi. Ioa, 46 & 4.
80 +he Boul, waich beare Bie sody, wishes to come and
waxship G0d o benrs His world", or oe another writer
puts it "The dwelling pleoe of God Wos £rom the bo-

o ¥

was ralated 5o the world through his support of the universs
by his mighty word. 3. The hisboxiesl Jesus effected pur-
gntion of sits and wag, 4, Exalted to the right hand of the
majegty on high.

126, Hoffatt, op. oite, p.T.

327, Op. oite, p.884.

228, Xbid, pp.B54Ef. cof. HonbuPiord, op. oil., p.35 "Tho
‘sxaot ropresentation ... of wHAY it is that malkes God Yo be
Godt,




gianing and Heluw the arm of His' pawer which beave the
worid® 22 mhus Hetrews, in quoting this older piece of
traditionsl Liturgy, is meking this clnim of the Son wha sup—
prie a1l tiiugs by ¥he word of his posér. The iopliceticn
1s not uf on Atlas supporting the Wﬂl’lﬁl}o ‘buc xather of &
providentisl rwle of the wmiverse. > Hoving crewted the
universe with the Son e the divipe instrument, the suetaine
Ing of this miverse is also performed by him. - Iri Col. 1 t
17 Paul expresses o siuilor view "Ee exists before evezy-
thing and all things are held together in him¥, Por this
reason R.A. Knox hoe transinted Hebr. 1 : 3 by "all oreatton
depends for  support, on hia enobling word, 32

An interesting point comes from the nuthar's choive: of
the word fmMo  instend of AOYOG. He appears to e bend-
ing over bockwards to avold speaking of “the word" usged in
creutirn or providense as the AaY0¢. Philt often used the
texm AGYOG in hiz writings and the outhor of Hebrews is
very cereful in his use of the word lest he be misunderstood.
In Hebrews AOYOG 45 uped on'y mhen referring to divine
speach or 3 ially os 3t 1s in:the
pronching of the gospsl.’>? It is significant that i 111 3
where one would expect A0Y04 to be used, there agoin the
word used 18 pnpa. 24 1t is poseible thot tis is be-
ceuse sur cuthor was vn Alexandrian, deliberstely vefcting
cgainet Prilo's teochinga. > e is vesiing to prevent his

129. Tevititus mbba 4 (1073} and Targwn Yerushnlad I Deut.
33: 27, Gf. Billerbeck EXI, p.673 nnd IT, p.320.

130, 3P, Wesboott, The Bpistle %o the Hebrows. Tondon ond
New York, 1889, Too. Cii.
151, Hontefiore, 0p. oite, 2.35.
132, 6. Bruce, ops ¢ite, Ps6y 329
153, A0Y0G  is used in Hebr. 2 3 25 4 : 2, 12, 15;
13 Ly T2 12319 13: T 7.
13, Brpa isused amHebr. L : 35 6:5; 1L 3%
12 ¢ 19,
. . Solog, T/ Epitre oux Hebwewx (Btudes Bibligues).

¥aris, 1952, ¥ol, I Introduction pp.25-91 hos made 8 speo:
study of the relstimship of Hebrews to Philonic thought and




rendsve tron 1dabitying the conbant s well a&-the fos
ond framework with the A0YOG beaching of Phile,®
The anthor of Hebrews is taking. pains +o poith ows that
God's revelntion to men doss not.come Hurough the ster-
nol Togos, it $hzovgh the man Jesus of Fagareth who
wnde vedemption through his death.

® e Son brought about he purgation of sine. . Here
e nTe veminded of the Iistoriml Jewus whose 1ife's
story oentres on his passion. The sacrificied death of
Jesus wa cemtzal 0 the earliest tmditions of the
Cnristiss churdh, It wis preseated by Paul,™’ by Tuke
snd Peter® ond oven by Jesus Eimeelf. ¥ | Tho nuther

write “It 1e even possible thot he (our author) had per-
scnally known him ond bad been influenced by him (¥hilo)"p.89¢
So Montefiore, op. oif., p.D sgrees with Spiog's oftation oF
Meniogoz) 5 conclusion that our outhor wis e philonion con-
verted to Ghristionity". Montefiore, following Iuther sug-
gests that the only persen Who could adequotely fulfil these
reguirements is Apollog of Alexandris.
1765 For Philo the AOYO¢ was an impersonal prinoiple of
nedintion betmeen God ond his orastion, Bub Philo illogleal
1y uses personnl bems $o descrite this impersonnl principle.
Tha Togos is_sall to be the Piret-bem Son (Quod Dous ‘sit Tm-
mitabilis 31). He is the image of God (de Oonfusions Lin—

, 97) ond God's agent in hiz oreation of the wiverse
%de Specirlibus Tegibus 1 : 81). e Togos is the imge of
God, the angel of God, as parbelion is ko the sm.  He is
the swi's my (de Somiis 1 : 239), tho exnct representation
of the divine power (Quod Deterius Pobiori’'insidiard solest
83) Of. Monbefiors, 0p. oit., pe36.
137.. Poul undersbood the dexth of Ghrist os o mons of ex—
pintion of sins Doz, 3 1 25, as 0 sacrifics for sin 8 : 5
Christ is the pagsever lamh 1 Cor. 5 : 7, Iu him, by meanms
of hia denth our release is securcd ond 6ur sins Forgiven Bphi
1 4 7, because he gove himself on our behslf as & sacrifioe
and on offering 5 ¢ 2.
138, fhe Church is referred %o os tbut "which ho won for
himeel? by his own blood", Acks 20 : 28. The price of re-
femption vas Chyist's blood, 1 Pet, 1§ 19,

139, Hark 10 : 45; 14 : 24,




of Hebrews 1s no merely concemmed with f.:voloping o
theoxy of ntonemnt for sine  His primwy -oncem is %o
show dior Go3's Son; ¥ue PAxet toms, the helr u “ored ln~
to hin mheritance.so Yot believers woy allow 4. “is
Zaot sbepss - Ae such Uhristls passion Loms the oli:
of the histoxy +f God's saving Acts. Ths typology wsed
15 that 6f the Joy of Avomement. In Ohwist all festures
of thia Festival day aome Yogether. He is the priest.
e is the saorifice, On complotion of this perfact
ssoritice he is mds helr and $s emalted to the highest
hoaven, 0 . guch was the humilintion, such the suffering
which brought "purificatiom of sinsl. Thie Fpumafica:
tion" wes o vitol port of the renlity of Godls overmll
ploa, M S0 1n his death Jesus 4Ad vhet nome ather
could do, & scens so drminticelly portrayed in Revs 5 ¢
3P,

G He took his seat ot the right hnnd of Majesty on
high. The term "Mcjesty on high' is n periphmatic
phrose for "God® ‘ld.2 The lcontion "on high" was Ba-
copted in the OF as being the dwriling placs of Gud.
So Psalm 93 : 4 spenks of "thu Tord on high" boing
nightier than the noige of meny vabere.>  Thus the

140, OF. Montefiors, op. cit., D.57; Bruce, ope oites P73
Hoffott, Op oit., p.8; Michel, Ch. cife; P.42.
141. Q. Purdy, Hebrews (1B. Vol. XT). liw York, 1955, p.602.
142, Hebrew 1121 in Iate Jndoiem - pEYGAL UV WS 4
well known chusncteristic of God,” (1 Chron. 29 3 ..j P
145 : 3, 6; 150 : 2; iedom 16 : 24 et passim) bus & come
porison of Hebe, 11 3; 8 1 and 12'¢ 2 is sufficient to
show that in Hebrews it ie simply o synaiym for God. Of..
Billerbeck I, pp.1006Z.

145, Takewise Penlm 115 5 5 or Tsa 57 :.15: . VFor tius
saith the high and lofty One that inhabiteth eternify whose
vage is Holy; I dwell in the hizh and holy ploce ruo™




50,

is nigtorically with the desth of Chxist,
#oliowed by the exaltation, the latter taking place histori-
“oAlly stter the former and beceuss.of 1¥. The clause’ "He
took: his seat at the right nand of the mejesty on bigh® is
relatbed to'Jesus enbering into his inheritence. The very
highest honowr that heaven oould aford vas his, by etemal
Tight, and after his eraltation as a reward Zor hio explatory
sufferings. Jesus Chrigt 16 exnlted to the very highest con—
cefvnlile stetiom of dignity and authority.

This doctrine har 14s roots in Psaln 110 v 1 4n which we
have the exaltation of the anolnted Taraelite ling. He wap
rogarded os Godls viceroy and sat on the throne provided by
06,244 Gho author of Hobrews as an Alamnirian, might have
haa the oo-rulerehip of the brothers Ptolemy VI snd Prolemy
Vi tn mind. 5 §o materinl looation is mesut by right
hend,  This was well widerstood by Fivet confury Ohrirtisns
&5 1t 6 by us.  They knew thst God bas no physical wight
hand or meterial throne upon which Christ would be seated.
The right hand of God" i representative of the Son's muthow
ity end of his specisl relationship to God as %a ministrant
in the real senctuary™ { : : 2}, 2nad as hesd placed over ike
household of the faithfnl people of God {3 : 6),

Thus in sevenfold fashion the grentnesa of the Son, the
perfection of the New Covenant and the completeness of tho e
velation 1 him is established. He alone hos acted for the
redenpbion of his people, to pomsess his own inheritance and
that of the haire of the promise, the sainta-of God, Hebrews
10t only refers to Jesus ag San bub also as Firsh-bom.
RpwreToxos - mnd as Foundar gpXnYos.

344, Howinckel, ope ib., pP.83E.

145, 5.3, Hoenlg, urt. "Piolemy", IIB III, ».966. They
Telghed jointly Prom 170 ~ 164 B.C., with Peolemy VIT
belng seabad 6 the right hand of his brother,
Prolemy V1.

Bruce, ap. oite, 2.8.




CHAPPR 3. 4HE HEIR AS PIRSI-BORN AND FOUNTER
4, "fhe Heir an Piretborm mQuTaTONGE

The word RPWIOTOKGG is one of the kaywords of the
epistle to the Hebrews. It ham an extvesely complex
legnl and veligio-bistorical tackground.

In early Semitic oultures the firsb-bom had special
privilages a5 the fivst strength of his father. He was
nsvelly the eldesy won, altnovgh in Alalekh, Nuzl, Ugardt
ang Prlestine the pirents could choose from any of their
5005 aie who should be theix £irstbom " He would ob-
tain a double porticn of ihe inheritance and have & posi-
tlon of authority second only to the pater familias,

Thia was also oo in the OP, The Hebrews gave a special
#istinotion t0 the firet-homn son. He soved with
authority, felt & greater responsibility {e.g. Rewben,
Gen. 37 : 22) and received preferential tremtment

{3en. 43 : 33). As his dirthright he oould olaim the
specinl family blessing (Gea, 27 : 1 ~ 4, 35 ~ 37) and
xeoeive a double portion of the femily inheritonce

(Deut. 21 ¢ 17). This inheritsnce sould be spiritual
&8 we ses Elisha requesting that be be Zlijeh's spiritual
heir by receiving & double portion of hie Spirdt, (I
Kings 2 : 9). A father could choose his first-born, 43
but ousbom frowned on this ;rictice gnd eventually it was
bentshed (Peut. 2L+ 15 ~ 17)s

The temm firpt-born is aleo ueed figuratively. Ae
such Israel is celled Yahwsh's fivst-bors, In Exods 4t
22 thig gpecial relationship between Iareel and Yahweh s

147. I. Mendelschn, Un the Prefercnbial Status of the Edest
Son, " (BASOR Ho. 156). December 1959, pp.38-4C.

148, That was 1o %e more ruxal aTeas - Aovyria (spparently
hed different practices in odty end rural areas), Huzi, Pnles-
tine, Ugarit and Alslaii. On the other hend, the Cods of
Lipti-Tshtax and the Code of Hammurebi provide for equal di-
vision avongst the sons, In the places of industrial and
sconomic conoertration the role of the eldest brother was dt-
minighed. Mendelsohin, op. citey pp.39%

149, Isam (Gem. 17 & 19 — 21); Bphreim (Gen. 48 : 13 ~ 20);

o
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enghasised 30-1end weight to Houes! reguest that Puarash
might leb Isreel go. - So Yahweh says: VinTael ip my sony
sven my firet-bora™. . As Father to Isrmel Yahweh osves far '
His people:  PT will cause them %o walk by the rivers of
waters 1n o ptraight my, whorein they shall not shumble:
£or 1 om o Father 4o Tamel, snd Bpbraim is ny Pirst-bomm."
In Poalu 89 5 27 "Also I will mke him zy fizst-born, higher
‘than the kings of the eaxth," the first-bom sod mentioned

avove is the Devidic king who is mads Yohwek's son (Pesim

2.0

The Tabbinienl mrizers, Tuill wad she 4pocelypiists use
chiefly Bsalm & : 7; B89 : 27 and II Sam. 7 ¢ 14 as the eis
of ftheir comments on this subject, Amongst the Tabbls the
mexin held good Mt is loved bas preference over the
otuers®. % Duus the Hossish, ne First-born is t special
obiect of Godls love. lxodus vehba 19 (B1d) rends:
"anetify me as first-hom" end Rwibi dethsn wrote (160):
god spoke to Nosemt  As I have mads Jacob o be Zirwt-born,
as it is weitten: "y first-vorn son is Israsl! (i.e. Jaceb)
Bxod. 4 : 22, 30 I will mke the King, the Messioh to beoome
first-bomn, as % is writben: 'Also I will mke bim ny first-
boxn' Poalm 89 : 287292 Inilo calls the Logos the TPWTO
yovog  Duog + Hers we have the ooming together of
diverse trodttioms,  Yhen referring to the Logos as the
£4pat-bora e applies the term to the Togoa as the fizst-bord,
the Togos oa the oldest angel, or oz the archetype of the ro-

dnamed,

Solomen g ]d:nz (I xings 1t 32 - 373 cof, IT fam 3 ¢

II Chron. 21 : 3); Shimrs os olon chief (I Chr. 26 ¢ 10

Of. ¥.H. Kooy, art. UFirst-bormn", 1DB II, pp.z"lo - 272

150, In the OF. “firai~bore" Ls o dronslation

which can be trensiated by “Eixst-bom® or “mmyﬂ 1'is atse

ussg of Mrirstling aximals. It iy & Jegsl designation o

the son who ig ohief heir of, Deubi %1 . 162f. Of. L. Fieldar
and V. powsgortmer, Dexloon in Vebenis Testament Tibros, Leidaw,

1953, p.32fs 1t indloates s Bpecisl relsiicmenip to God.

152, 3$13orbedk ITL p.258 and D.Y. Riggenbach, Der Brief an

aie Hebrlier,  hedpnig, 1913, De20 R39:

153, ¥hilo, de Confusione Linguorum, 46 and 85,




he Tirst-bom 6180 features in the apocalypbic writiage.
The Paalms of Solomon 17t 4 wribes of Ismel as Yaimen's
firgt-born ond therefore as the apecial object of Bis affee-
$ien: "y love Lo towstd the seed of Abwsham the ehildren
of Israel. Thy chasbisemont is upon us se {(wpon) a Tirei—
‘born only “egottex son. Also IV Bzra 6 3 58:  Ywe, thy
‘paople whom thou hast celled, thy Lirst-borm, thy ouly Bee
gobten, thy beloved®, Tt iz also used in III Enoch 44 : 10
"Abrohem, my beloved, Isaac, my chosen one, Jacoby My firwt~
born, By the time nf the N, the firstborn of Yohveh wms
well inderstood to sefer to Israel, as a person or 8 o
fotion, Tt was also used of the Messisnic Iing, the son of
Tavidy though this ueige Wes not as commos,

Before we con wnderstand the concept in which "the Son",
UPirgt-horn", “High Priest’ and ‘Sacrifi;
‘tmtbed 1n one figure, we need to consider he problem of the
soorifice of the £irst-bora in the Of.

" were nll concen—

Before they entersd the land of Coxarn the Israelites
bhed acknowledged the mele first-born as belonging to God,
154 05 titulnr heod of vhe people and owaer of bhe land. >
The firstlings of mele domestic clean v, ls and the firei~
fruits were offered tn Yalweh,

In encient Semitic veligion the iden behind this offer-
ing vas thot 3% was an Beb of poying bribute to the God, he
quickensy of tho scil, the acbivator of all 1ife. As sender
of rain ond fertility the God claims such &s his dve. - It wim
regarded s o dividend on his investment and Yo withhold this

154, Txod, 22 : 29b - 308 34 1 19 ~ 2083 ofu 13 r I - 2P,

155, Poolme 24 : 1; 50 § 10y 12,

156. Specified redempiion wos paid @ the Tirst-boxm of Wi

clean animols ond humez, - of, Bxed. 13 ¢ 11 ~ 167 34 x 39 -

20; Dev, 27 © 26f; Humbs 18 1 15 ~ 17, Deubs 14 : 2!

15: 19, To Ged belonged nleo the Liret rmw Bxod. 22 1

29, 234 19: 54 : 26; as well s the £ivet port. ali

grain, must, oil end newly shom wool:  Teve 23 : 10; Mumb.

18 : 12z; Deut. 18 : 4 of. Neh. 10 : 37; nd of a1l ornzee
Humb. 15 x 208+




s,

sapirifice ws to embezale him of his Gue and vo invite vetri-
vutton, 7

Hum sacrifices ond therefore alss the encrifios of the
Rirst-born were officlolly prorogued. It was abundambly
present in eavly Polestine, This is evident from the hibli<
ol demumcistions of the preohice.l?®  In fach Jeremtah and
Reekiel ove especinlly oxitical of this proctice tolking place
amonget the backslidden paople of Jwleh. The exile wis seen
by these men na Yohwsh's rebriduilon for Aupan snovifice.
In Jevemiah 7 : 31 we read: “They have tuilt the high place
Of Tophet o burn in the ¥ire their sous ond daughters' on
%2 ¢ 35 "They have tuilt high places of Basl to caves o
paEs throvgh their sons and daudebers to Molech" (efil9 : 5),
in each ease the ncousation conoludes witht  ‘iwnich I did
not commnd, por Gid it emter my mind". Also in Bgekiel 16 :
15 - 21 we xend:  "You book your sops snd youwr devghtere
whom you bad borme o me, thesc yrw soorifiosd to them (the
1dols) to be devoured ... my sone you slaughtered ... to
couse to poes through to them. (0. 20 ¢! ~ 31 and 23 !
36 ~ 59 which adds "bo cause to pase through to them for
zooan), 139

In Israel Yohweh asserted his wight to the first-bom

157, For parallels dn the anolent vorid $o the Ismelite
secrifioial code of, N.E. Gaster, ort. "Suorifices' in DB
IV pp.147-159 esp. p.149. He writes thns analogous offor-
ings are atbested in s in i A
terdfa and fn South Arabic dnsoriptians smongst the Semiten,
Thers ave also referencos vo them in Hitsibe, Greck and Romn
idtexature, Besic o this obfering s tho belief thot the
sucrendst of o prime part wAll protect the rest £rom hurt and
blight,

158, Lev. 20 : 2; Dout. 12 ¢ 302; II Kings 16 t 3;

17 ¢ 233 25 : 10; Peaim 106 : 57¢ et passin

159. For discusaion of these passnges of. R.J, Thompson,
Penltonos and Sacrifice in Eozly Tewnel owtside the bevitical
Zowy An Bxamination of the Pellowship Theory in Eoxly Is-
maclite Baorifice, Leiden, 1963 pp.186£f and 195%f.




5.
ang’ reyuired se redenption » Tam, nad dater Five shekels, o0
Ihe' Latoncy noyrative of Somel 1a wuggestive of tie fash
thAt ot an soly stage first-fors sams iz soms fastances
wore propentied 40 Yohweh 88 his om0l My provably fs
the source of vhe 0f. appollotion of the Ievites as Yahwn!e
speinl possession, T4 is probable that ths firvebeborn fad
o be reddcmod after ths Tevites hnd beoome an estoblishad
orter t prisstsi®  his stvwation wis that which ves
Iméwa t the outhors of the WD, Tho Tevites were tho
Priests and for the Tivgb-born nons vedempbion maney had a
b6 pid $0 the. temple mincs nll Firstbomn sans bwlonged to
Yoluweb by wights

Tre WP, use of the word “Pirst-~born' nz npplied to Jesua
Chriat 1s ohiefly Weed on Peoln 89 t 27 Also I will ke
‘him firet-born, higher thon $he kings of the earfbl, It s
used in this sense by Pawl, Johu and the outhor of the
Hebrevs.

Psalm B9 originally consisted of two pseime. " TYhe ons
in vistoh ve, 27 falls is oolled Paalm 898, .e. ¥ons 2 =5
ena 20 - 53,355 1t vas composed during o time of gredk,
national distress charncterised by military ruversess This
could bave been the final destruction. of Jerusalem by

i 4 o some xéversal of forbues

160, gen. 22 1 9 ~ 13; Numb, 3 & 47; 18 & 16R.
181, I sam 111, 22,

162, X¥oby, opv ¢it., IDB 11 p.27L wht suggests ghot the ree
placement of the first-born sons 6s the priests of the Loxd
by the Levitos might be vecerded in Numb. 3 : A8f; I8 1 15~

165.. So Hoses Bustenujgser, The Paulms Chronclogloslly
Trentsd with o New Txousiatiot. Ohicogo, 1938 ppeR39L;
Oosterley, e Psalme Fronslated with Texy Oritdlchl
un Exogovical Hotes, 3.7.0,K., Donton, 1939 Yal, LI pp,396EE
suggests thxes psalms; shile £,/ Andersons The Fsalut
{Peake!ls Gonmentery of the Dible), wd, H. Bisak and ¥.H.
Nowley.  Tondomand Bdinturghy 1562, padde so0s tho polm
as o wtty,
164, Bubtonwieser, op. obt., P.243.




verors that bime,'®  mhe suthor cries out i an agonyy ask-

irig why God had foresken his Sovenmt with his gom; his firete
‘vorn, the highest of earthly kings. o in fhis coiitext the
san 108 snd the pivet-vom refer to the Tovidie king m whon
God! p’ fovour and promize rest, and who Bos been roleed by &i-
vine power o a position of miversal GRHROTINY.

So when the word Ufivet-bors® is used in the NP, it is
with thiy O, understanding, -refeiring bo the cme on Whom
odls favour speciolly Tests and the tne endowed with divine
authopity, Tt refera to the "Son of Tavid’ vho vas wder-
5600d, 4n the NP, to be Jesus of NazeTeth. The Word pu-
TATOK0G  %e used ia Rem 8 : 29; Uol, 1 3 15 ond then
Hebr. 17t 64

Rl 8 : 290, . "So thob his Son might bo the eldest
{or first-born) of mny brothers', In thia passage God's
purpose i explained ax being that of predestinating, celling
and saving many %o whem also God gives Eis spivit. Thia
spizdt is called the "Spirit of Adoption" ves. 15f+ 8o
Jesus does not remain alene ag “the Bom of God¥ bt through
this aot of God he becomes the VPiTst~born oEOng mANF
‘brethren'.

Pirst-born in ¥his coubext mey meen Vpre-aminance’ of

Chriat over his brstheen, 7 or 3t could mean that ke nas Hio

psalm as o royol psalu mey Tefer bo & cultic Titunl humiiia-
fhon of the King, who 6 the sufering servam of Yuhwoh 18
given deliverance from ail his memies. If this im Yaue,
a0 eapecinily in view of Comenite influenae tho dste of
the panin oould be in the 10th centory B.G. p432.

166, Anderson, op. cif., p.432 ond Ogster: 1e1, op. olte,
P.402 sugzent the influence of IX Sam 7 3

167, 8o Jobn galvin, Gomemtories on the Episrlu ot mul the
Apostle G the Romans, ($re nr,a edit. by Jomn (wen).

Ropids, 1948, p.318, Also John Murray, The Kplstle 'ca ne
Romone, Grend Ropids, 1959 Voir T, 2,320,




£ivst to ise Trom the 6ead’®® ox in the Blatonic seise of
Ohrist being the orchetype Of Whoh men ought $o- basosa, 5

T view of the prologue of Ramsne (L ¢ 1 - 7) and its yeache
ing of the pre-eminénce ond lordship of Christ, the Son {cf.’,
also Rem. 20 ¢ 9) he fizet of these three imberpretotions is
prefernble, The word "Zivst-born reflects his priority and
supremncy,- "Eis unique sonship nnd the fact that he is the
Pivst-bomn gused Christ's aistinotivensss ond pre-emizence
bub 1% A3 apong meny brethren thot his pre-eminence fpEenrestC
Here again we are reminded of the close bond between Chrigt
ang bis chureh. He ia it head, its founder.l't

gol, 1 : 35, 183 "the first-born of oll orestion’s
This has olways been a problemtic phrage to shudents of the
¥, The problem ¢on even be seen in the bextuwrl higtowys
Tsidorus Pelus followed by Brasmus amexded the tecs by ioving
the accent so that in atead ofngmé'ro:mg "Pirgtaborn!l 1%
vecome TPWEOTHKROC Meirst bearer?. The Christoiogical pro-
blem posed by Col. 1: 15 1s thot the possibility is appavent~
1y ollowed of Christ being the first created being.

168, ¥. Sondny ond A,0. Hendlam, A Criticol and Exegetical
Gomontory on the Eplstle to the Romns, Edinburgh, 1902
p.218, This view is doubtful @s the resurrestion of Jesus
is novhere under discussion in Bom. 8,

159. Otto meho_\, Der Brief on die Rbmer. Gdttingen, 1955
@065 1oy show thy dependence v Plato and Failo
Uhich wmﬂ_d be impliclt in this interpretatians
170. Murray, op. ¢it., pp.319%.
171, Of, Bgh. L: 22¢; 5 : 27 f5 Hebw. 132 3 : 5%
10 : 21 ek passim in the NI.
172, OF. Festlé-Aland, Novum Testomentum Gracde,
1969, 200, cit, Isidorus Pelus who died 449-50 mis a ehmpi.en
He oppnseﬂ the Negborian have~
¢h taught the total humenity of Jesus. = Of. Hi Jdcls
ort. Isidore of Pelusiwm (The Catholic Encyelopedio). - Vol
VLI, Gew York, 1313, pp.185F and John Chapmen, Art.

Yo Vol Xy
PP 755—759-




I6 in ovident Yhst ¥his verse Textunlly mae been handéd
40w to ue in on uscorrugted form ond that the yariations
have bad on 1 ox & dotTinal The Arvicns
in the carly Gntholic church v thig verse in Poul as o
Broof text ugoinet the trinitaritns 4o Jwove that Ohmist was
the Piret creoted being. In this sense Christ would be The
6ldost or the Pirst crenved being, It has bewn nrgued ngaingh
this thot 17 Peul vas invending to convey this meaning he
#ould Bave used the word firet-crented! insbeod of “firet-
bom® 73 ost commantators suggest thot in this place
APWEOTONOL menng that the e was born fived and thed
creation Poliowed attervords vs. 16 Mfor in him all things
were crented" i.e. s, 16 preclules associating Gheist vith
being the first of the "sll things" wileh were crexteds
Justin Hertyr it agt  Velrat-bora of Ged and be
zore all crestion”, (Dislogue 100) He is followed by meny
modern commentators,’™*  Othars constder thet the concept of
_time 15 completely absent; i.e. thot the "fivsibora os in
sany instances in $he OP refers 40 ¥he one hAVing pre-erunencd
onud rulersiip over sil cysated things. ' = Others ogain

173. A.S. Peaks, The Epigtl~ %o tho Colossioms, . (The Ry
poEitor's Greek Testament). Tomdon, no datw, Vel. IIL p.303
muggants that 1 il wors Boul'e lnbention e would have

uged RPWIORTLOTOG §0 also J, von Andel, Paulus' Brie? ot
de Oploseangen.  ¥ampen, 1907, Pa26.

4. g«nae mm:m ; Die Briefo an die Kolosssr wid an
Pfleim, KIQT, (Otoingen, 1953, p.56.  B.F, Seoty, The
Epiatins of Paut uo ‘e Coloseinrs, Yo Philewon and to the
Brhesians.  Lenseny 1930 (2939) (Ve Meffntt Wew Teetament
Gonmentary), p.2% refoxg ¥5 the moeaning os:  YAe us priop
to (before: nll (things) not merely in point of tlme bub
csaeallyt,

D.5. Hofmun, Dic Briefs Pl an die Kolueser,
Thagenl, Lmi.char, Pimotheus Ausgelegt in Bibalstudien. 'Laipﬂi;,
1910, p.B. 0.F.D, Moule, Oolossians sud Philumos,  (Packe!
Oemmertary on Whe PANley.  Dondon and Edipburgh, 1962, p. 991
in wieartain Dnd levve She vesdsr to mke up his .wm mind
between this and the next intet-pre’hbion.

175, Penke, op. olbs, b , Tho Epistle o the
Golossinns, f Ve x1), rhstmue, 1951, D.164 who con=
siders that PPirt-bora" in this Ingtance ghould be dmber-
preted in terms of Pextm 89 : 27 VI will mzm him xy Pirst-
born, higher thon the kings of the serth’.




undorstand the possage o8 o restatement n'slightly differant
fom of the A0Ya¢ doctrine of the Johannine prologus or of
o non Christion vaderstanding of the Loges and Sephtn, T8

The interpretation which best suits the meaning is to
telte o combination of two of those mentioned above,  Firstly,
the prisory meaning of TPWTOTOXOC is that of "2iTet-born"
iie. one who is born eorlier in ‘time than others. At the
soms tima thie dden of "first-bom" also carried with it the
idea of worth, This second concept of primoy or pre-sminence
went beng 4n hand with being in o bemporol sense "Pirgt-bornM,
Ag we have seen above, oll mle "first-born" ohildren were
specialiy dedicoted to Yahwsh. The eldest was both Teligiaus—
1y and legally the head of the fomfly and hed %o preserve and
protect the people for whom hie vae respmsible. Thus "First—
born r.ad "niler" are ingoparabls. The seoond meaning ex—
Ploine the meaning of the £irst more fully, In o temporal
sense "firgb-born" explaine what kind of being, The second
meaning explains his worth, works end sovereignty, ' . So
Jesus s the "first-bom' of all crention; preceded cremtion.
Thie fact give him an subomtic Tight, the right of the
2irgt-born! to rule all that folloved ofter in the work of
cxention, This is why inHebr. 1 : 2 he is declored %o bs
"heir of all things".

This interpretotion is brought oub very clearly in Gol.
1 : 18b "he is the beginming, the first-borm from the deads
thet in everything he might be pre-eminemt". Here the mean-
irg is simlar to Bev, 1 : 5 "Jegus Christ ... the first-
born uf the desd, and the ruler of kings om earth'. - There
are two baglo interpretations. s this passage in Ools X ¢

176. Of. Moule, op: oif., p.991: "It is {in 211 hub the
notual verm) B Logos christology<, M. Dibelius, An die
Kologeer Ephieser tund Philemon,  (Fandbioh zm Houen Testa~
ment) . PUbingen, 1927, p.7 reels that parts of this sxoursus
in Oolossians chapter 1 were not specifically Chrlstian bub
were originally used in relation to Logos or Sophia. - Peaks,
00 Gitie, P.503 Criticises this view meintalning that: "There
sees 0 ba 2o Teal affinity with Fhilo'a doctrine of the
Togos 88 TPWTGYOVOS.”

177, ILokmeyer, Xolompex, Op. Cites pe56;
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18D 46 ve wnderstond in a temporsl sense or In one of the
sovereigaty of being "first-hors"?. Actually there ks ni
probien, for, &s stated above, the one carvies the'msaning
of the other with it by implication.

Pestca'™® tmce more ignoves the tenporal mearing &L
gether, He muggests that Mthe meaning is. thet fre among
‘the dead He has passed to his thvone where he Tolgns as the
1dving Yord who has overcome death’, Peaks., seems to be
eplivting hairs, snd stretching the mesning of the word
izgt-born®, for wiless one wishes to discount the Tesur-
rection as an event in bime, one has to concede that "Plrmt-
born! refers to Ohrist as the fivet Teswrrected being.

Tn vs. 18 MPWICTOXOG is used in relavionship with
Christ es ®EPpA and apxn - As AEPAM) he s besd
of the body, the Church, the People of God, AS apXn be is
also the fizst cause of the church!s foundneion. = AS T
0ToX0G  he ie described as the “Firey-born" from the
dead. Whis latter phrese is coubiless synonymous with 1 Gor.
15 & 20, "How is Christ Tisen from the dead, and become the
first-fruits of them that slepi". Here also Christ!s sover-
eignty and kis being the Pirst resurrected one guarantes &
Iater, ienl, general of %m0 dead T

It 4s inberesting to note thet the comnéction between
GPXN  cndTmPWTOTOMOG vas old before it ocame imto e
.20 v mist also vemember that WPWTOTOKOC Wails mecnini
Meirgt-born! aleo carries with it the meaning "parameuwnh
chief?. - Previously the kingdom of death opposed and frug~
trated the Tule of God, Lt came into the world:ss. an.nnili-.
divine power bub with tae resurzsotion of Jesus from tho fead
&g the ¥2irst cause” of givine supwemscy; dentl has been

178, Ope oit.s pp-50

verse as o waole that Christ is head of the churci.. . He
tharefore interprets apXi - purely &g "leader whores's if ob-
viously also oarries with it the mesning ct Thegirming® aodl
“Piret oauset, Of. Bauex, op. oft., p.iils

179, Benra, op. ¢iftu; PITO.

180, Gen. 49 : 3; Deut. 21 : 7 eta. passim.

6. He argues from the context of the




5 date(xtad.lsl

2 icnwssinn meintabis that this mulership which the new
‘hqad, nz-imtm- and fivetibom cbiained wes not wndersbood.
b betrig ovey the church alone. He suggbsts thatforliels - v
Aendsta theXochoGmas dnd had slwys been regarded as 6 di~
vine body. Arfl B0 %0 Write $0 Gresks wying thaS Cuvist ves
Vhesd 5f the bedy! wes 4o invite the
f Ohrist af VHead of the x0op0 &8 which again de synonys
aous with Hebvéws L 5 2 wilch describes Christ as 'néir of sll
tiings¥.  This seems to point in the direction of intersreting
Gole T + 15 and 18 wholly in the Light of Josus' soverelguty
but the element of primoy in time emters in, and thé
suvereigaty of Jesus over the Kosmos Flows Frm the fact thnt
e 15 “hizet-Homts

Boave has drawn up sn interesting comperisor between the
Ohrist hym in Col. 1 : 15 — 20 and the Prologue to Hebrews,
ehowing thot the same bapic elements exe present, In buth
ceses the dlvine sonship is unfolded in o dessription of the
person aud work of Ohrist.

Oolosginns Hebrevs

God e troagdated us fnto  God hes spoken to us
‘the kingdom of the S of in his Sem

his love.

1. in whiom we have redemp- whe ... by himeelf purged our
tion .o the foxgive-  sins
ness 0f ins

who 45 the imge of yao being the brightness nf
the invisible GLd his gloryy and the sxpress
imge of his pergon

Iobmeyer, op, cit., p.63; Scobt, op. olt, pe24
182, Bdwrd Sohweizer, Brniedrigung wnd Erhhung hel Jemus
und seinen Nachfolgern.  (ATANI No. 25) Zricl, 1962,
Ppp.1022E, 157.
385, Ope cite, po362




62,

3« the first born of all appointed heix of all Fhings

creation +». the Pirst bom

4. for fi him ell thinga by whom elac he made the
wers created worlds

5. end by him all thirge  upholding all things by
consist. the word of hia power.

Théve is o further garalielism between Col. 1 and Hebe,
1 i e Son's exaltation above All angslic beings, In
Hebrews they are called Mangels". Ta Colossfuns ¥hey are
claseified in ranks as "$hrones, or dominions, or prinai-
pelities, or powers” {ve. 16). In both cases fhey belong to
the Yall things" over which Christ has been made heir, given
supremacy and in whose creation he was instrumemtal.

Hebrews 1 : 6: The word RPWTOTONOC 1a used here in
the conbvext of the govereignty of the Sot over the angels.
"ind again, when he presemts the firet-bom to the world, he
078, \Tob all the ongels of God pay him hemaget " 3¢ 5o
the Sor g deslarod +o be worthy of the homsge of ‘the
angels, This worship of the Son ip a distinet parl of his

184, Dews, 32 & 43 from TXX Yext wiich is not fownd in the
RN Pitﬂex‘ {cited by H, Braun, Quuran und das Newe
7 bovens I,  Mibingen 1956, 7.343) poiute out thab the
Hebrew bext of this expanded veraion has been discovered in

Q. Brawn considers this argument o be irrelevomt oy the
author of Hebrews evidemtly u.sed the text of the TXX and vas
slgo influenced by Psolm §7 ¢ 7o 441l it is mpcx‘tant tu
Jmow that the XX text used hers had n Hebrow original,
Felie Grose, T Ancsent Tibrary of Quazees sad Molomn BIO1Z0al
Btudies. New York, 1958, pp.1352.  The questim mey rightly
1o aaked 1g Dewtt, 32 5 43 bere sprlied to Jesus wnen
in the original t% e,pplisd o Yahweh whon the angels were t0
worahip. In rabbinic tradition when Adom (wederstond in &

ertain sense as God's first—born of. Luke 3 1 38) was vredted

(m Mintpoduced imto the world”); God snvued the ongels t0
warship nim, but &% Saten's instigablon ¥hey refused.
Bruce, op. cit,y p.36. Also in Philo, Vits Adae of Evae Tsex
Wood the Lovd spoke:  Here is Adsa. T have made thes in
our imige dnd likeness. And Michael venmt out and called all
the angels suying: Worship $he Lmge af God as the Tord God
heth oommnded.  And Wichael Mimself worshipped first,' For
discussion on ¥his peint cf, 0.3, Dodd, The Bible ond the
Greeks. Tondon, 1954, pp.156%. The author of Hebrews would
not have fownd hdle thinicing very diffevent fwom the suthor




enthronement snd comes as a result. of his succesaful cotiple-
fiom of B Tife and death, humilfation and suffering for the
sin of manicind.. e ancient Kyrios hymn speaks of 4%, 50
+the writer of Revelation sings of it: "Then as I locked T
heerd the voices of countleas angels. Thege were all arcund
the throne and the living crestures and the elders. Myriads
Vipon myriads were thexe, thousande upon thousands, and they
eried alouds Worthy is the Iamb, the Lamb that was sladn,
o yecolve o1l power and wealth, wisdom and might, honoux
and glory and praise.

Warship am a port of the exalfation became an importenty
aspeot of gaostic mythology. In these speoulations the Tord
remnined conoealed when he came down ¥o earth bub he was
praised continuelly os he nscended through the &ifferent
heavena. The subjugntion o2 all ememies was o part of the
process.>T  Rowever, since otx esrliest sources of guodtic
writings and teachings go back to the second cemiury and
pince the early heberodox gnostic seats of Christienity, wm
which we base much of our lmowledge of ghosticiem, were known
to mke wide-spread use of Paul's epistles, it is impossible
%o tell whether or not gnostic ideas infiuenced Paul o
whether it was hils writings that influenced gnostio specula-—
tlons; besides, the discovery of the Dead Ses Scrolls
bas given us & sourcs from which Jchannine and Peuline 1deas
oowld well have originated,%®

Some comtentators have interpreted Hebr. 1 : 6 in the
1ight of Jesus' second coming o earth. The word again',

of the Wourth Gospel in Jomm 5 : 23 "if is his will that all
should pay the same honour to the Sen as to the Father,!
Thus Christ as the aeccnd Adam would be worthy of worship to
an even greatar degree than the firet Adam.

185. Pail. 2 3 6 - 1.
186, Reve 5 1 11f.

387, Of. Bgh, 1 : 22 "o put everything in subjuotion be-
zesth his feet". Aleo Hebr, 1 ¢ 13; 1 Cor. 15 : 248f,

168, R.M. Grand, arbicle: “Gnosticiss!y INB Vol. IT,
pp.404TL,  This is sald ogainet Brnst Kaesemwnn, Dos
I, v 4th

Blne
Blit., Gdtbingen, 1961, pp.682f and 0. Michel, Op.fit., P.5L.




1f taken bogether with "preswnts’, would then be trunslated
as: | "hen he pregents the first-born to the worid a sscond
time. % wichel thinks 1t wight meen either $e bizth in
Bethichen or the seccnd coming bub prefers the latver, %

The watiral flow of the passage However seams to inéicsts that
the Yagain® simply introduces & further quotation sething
f£orth the superiority of Ohrish over the augele. Tt wowld
indeed be strangs to have & reference to the parousia inter.
posed here %0 bresk the sequence.

The angels of God worehip Ghrist as the Vfiretebom.
Vhen our author uses this term he does so with all the wfens
‘tones of sovereignty, pre-existence end messfshentp. It 1m
28 mich & statement of the Son's position ag the titwlar
phrase YHeir of ALL Things" ig in 1 : 2. Kisemnn Temlnds
us (although I believe he takes his valid point oo fax) that
a Ghristolugical point is never made without 1% baving an
application to the Church, whiok he oalls "The Pilgrim Churck!
(wendernde ottesvolk) A2 g0 in mebrews Ythe First-bors
San' gives rise Yo many brethren who are callsd the "assembly
of the firat-born citizens cf heaven" {1z : 23).

Vithin the context of Hebr. 1 : 6 "first-born" mesue
oimply “the heir® (of. ve. 2). It supports the view that
Jesus was heix in 8 prophetlc sense from the beginning of His
earthly life, waiting for his hour tc come (Joun 2 : 4) and
when s hour cane, cleuming with power the rights of tho

2irat-bor ¥ and "heirl. This sxpectation wes based on

189. So Riggenbach, Wisemann, Weshcott, loulban end Michel,
Jesteott vites Wisdom 1 : 14 inm support of this interpre~
vtion.

1%0. Op. oifs, p.5l
191, 0% Bruoe loc. cit., Hans ¥indisch, Heurierbrief Hand-
tuch zun Neusn Testament, Tubingeh, 1911 loe. oit. and all the
main translations NEB, Av, RSV and J8 suppact the sbove.'
interpretation.

192, Op. citay ppaSELE.
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Feelm 89 ¢ 27 dn wiick God promised the Davidic anonted ane
{of; vés. 20 and 5I): "Also I will make him ny irst-born,
higher then the kings of the esTth", his firet-born helr
18 moné cther than the exalted Jesus before whom the angels
are bownd to bow down and worehip,?*  Thus Trizet-boin? ge
used &5 & $itle in Hebr. 1 : 6, & Heselanic and a 2ilisl title
of Fesue’ position over Yhe housshold of God, The conferring
of the title hapens et the same time as his entlwenenent and
exaltation over the imhabited miverse, the OLXOUNEVT.
fhie dncludes the angelic realm. The angels sccordingly psy
iy homage beoause it is $o him and not o the angels that
the OLNOUMENY hms been subjected.  Mhey recoguise him
os the "first-horn" who hae been made "hefr of all things'
and who obtoined by inheritance a more worthy name.

Thera is one other reference to the "Pirgt-born® in
Hebr. 11 : 28. This is & reference to the redemption of the
firgb-vorn  ° in Bgypt. Tt is posalble that our suther
used 5@ TPWIOTHNE here not hephsasrdly but reslising the
algnificance of the word, In that case the significance
would lle in & reversal nf roles, A%t the Passover feagh
the first-born children were redeemed by the Jdlling of w-~
hlemished lambs. In the sacTifice of Cbrist &t is the
archetypal #firet-born” San of God who offers himseldf, thus
giving riss o the full rodemption and purification of “the

assenbly of the Fivsi-born who are enrolled in hesven", the ‘heirs!

193, Of. art. by Kooy, op. cit., IDB Vol. II pp.270ff} spe-
oinl note in Michel, op. cit., pp.52¢ end oa the guoutic
parailels of, Xhsemann, op. Cites paTl.

194, OF, Hebr, 2 : 5 "For 1% %o not to the angels that he
has subjected the world te coms, which i8 our Yheme". . Note
how 4n Rov, 5 : 65% When the Laub oppesrs bafore the throne
of God tn cloim hin inheritonce ag the "Iion of the Tribe of
quéah, the heavenly beings fail down before him, ond do him
the eame honour as they wowld to God.




(12 : 23 BSV), It is this humilisbion add stovifice.
‘whieh widtes fhe Son to the rest of the household of
God, - &t this stage it is necessary for us'$¢ stuly &
furthér. word which demonetratek the olose ‘tie betwesn
the "Pirgt-bom® and the "flrgb-bom sons', the fhedrt
ond the heire"s This word s AgXNYO0&.

The Son e _APXNYOG ¢

Hans §indtech'®® writes tha% the meaming of Hhls
‘term i Mpany sided" (méhrdeniig). The vesson for this
ig 4%s long history, even in the NI, ‘This word s ussd
twice in Hebrews: “pioneer" or “author of their alvew
tion (2 : 10) and "plonser and perfeoter of our faith!
(12 : 2).

In olassical Greek apXNYOS had a thyeesfold mean~
Arige
1. The hevo of & town, Who Wb cansidered to have fomded
it, glven 1t o nume, and who was ite Frotectox. (&g
The protector of Athens was Athena).

2. Along with that meaning went that Of "author' sad
#fomder®, This meaming vas to be fowd in philosophyy
roligion {eg, Apollo wes called the subhor of plety)
and in eveydsy speech.

5. Ag Mcuptain® or "lender'. Wa £ind all. thvee mean—
ings in the Bible. In the IAX the meaning is nozmally
the thirg, used of the elders (the leaders) of Imiael,
Offen it has & Mlitaxy infebence, L.e. Tefecring Yo the
copteing in the ammy. In Micsh % : 13 ‘the second of
+he obovementioned meanings applids. The oity of
Iachish 3o said to havs led the woy 1n o aationsl Teuk-
395. Hendbuch zum Feuen Testament, debn. 2 : 10 lec. olt,
For literature on apXnyoq ofh- Bausz, om by pAley
8, Deliing, axt, GPXNYOS ThWb I pp.45f; Shweisek, opy
Gii., 11 pr Michel, op. oit., ppv75E8; 0. fpicay ops ofbes
T,

Vol, I, pp.3BT; RKivemarn, op. cit., pp.79-82; B Lohse,
Msviyrer wid Cobtosiiocht (FRLND). — G8btingon, 155, pelbds

3. MoPfatt, op. cite, pp3022; Bruce, ope oit., Ped3s




eliding,

Bhilo uses the veloted word apxafevna, He applies
nie $1¢le chiefly bo ihe Eotriarchs, or to Adam, or to Noah.
With considerable mtimmelistio pride he refers to Alwhnm o
being the GPXNYETNG of he dews. %  In ame place ho uses
thie gard metnphoricaily of God as the creator nud father of
all,

In the ND. Christ ie called naxnyog.  The author of
the fots of the Apostlea appliec 1t to him:
1+ In the semse of being “the pioneer” of the full life of
the ow dispensation, s in 3 : 15 Pand Jilled the outhor
(or pioneer) of life" or "and killed him who haa led the way
0 life.t
2, As ¥oaptain! or Mleadst", cf. 5 t 31 "Him hoth fod explted
with bis right Band to bo o Brince mud o Saviour {AV), whieh :
infers rulership. This is preferable to FED "ad leader and saviow,

In Hebrews the meaning of apXnYos is simdlar to thot
of the bock of Acts. In 2 1 10 the meaning is thot of botd
plonscr and paptoin (or leadoer) of our salvation.

Tiis ia velated din meaning t0 6 1 20 waere Ohrist is de-
serihed as neoSpopoc or forerumer.t® It is slso velated
% QutLOG 4n 5 : 9 in vhich he fs called "souree of eternol
elvatien, Witk this in mind Bruce calls Christ "the Path—
finder and Ploncex of our salvation, Tt wie he who prepered
the yey so thet the wony song of the Bilgrim Ghwwoh could pro-
ceed along it and be brought to glory, He emtexed beyomd

196, de Atrahomo 4 : 2765 de Vita Moysi Tiber I, 7.
157, e Ebrietats 42 Cf. Deliing, op okb., TuWb.I pp.4sst.
198, Meaning of, Bauer, op. oituy p.7ll, Note the affimity
to0 Pailo. Christ is called #p0SPOMOG within $he context
nt mtmg about Avrehom (o2, 1,196 And Philots zef, %o

wall be referring t:o the superiority of
christ EH mooéposwc o Abzthom g BPYNYETNG




the veil of death so ki the pethuay hig Tollowers would
‘tread would, be not only & mew way but & living one. . Am tne
fore-rinier he haa pute abesd to secure the entry of all kis
trothers. ' et +his analyesy of Bruce is inauffioisnt be-
caugie he s left . bigt ax eusential eleieut of interpretatich
Miiioh is obbained from the combext, aud Rust is thxh Christ
48 GPXNYOCis euch o5 the representative of the humen moe.
Tnat 3o why in vs. 17 ¥e are told thab the fncazmaticn was
neveesary 56 that he aighh identify himself with mimicing and |
50 becoms thetr tleader'. = Alwo.in'the WAder comtert of
Hebvews Chriat is the High Prinst after the oxder of
Meichizedek ( 6 : 20). A priest ie men's representative bew
fore God, 8o ‘this priastly "leadersiip" ie o be seen fn
his saorificial substitutionary death (ve, 9) in. thet thioudi
+his death the way bo God hms been opensd.  Purthermove thé
che who epables the believers %o pasa along this pathway is
God. ey are led by Garist, The possibility of gbting
on to thet petivey s provided Ty the redemptive work of
Ghrist, bub the ons who enables the sinmer o helieve is Cod.
Thus sy one of the Inglish words used to translate

is Snadequate i.e. "leader", "pathPinder' or "pioneert, If
snything the word in the AV Yoaptain® captures the sense
better. KMsemsnn uses the word "Bihrer® which con mean
lender' ox “oaptein”, combining the musncss of mesning of
both worde.

In ve. 10 the Greek woxds GYAYOVTO ond guUTO belong
together, Heze we have an ingressive morist.’0>  fhe im-
pileation of the aorist temse of the verh is that God ‘began
‘to bring the sons At & specific histeric ktm- The time af
which thia procass started can ouly be at Jesus' death and

yesurreotion, when the way wes opened by bre -new Joghud,

189. Bruce, op. uit., p.43 is prepared to leave ile inter-
pretation at that, So also Delling, ops oit, P.486.

200, Op. cltey p.B2

201. Ychwelzer, ops oit., p.d3B m511. “zu fihren begam';
Zohse, op, 8it., P.164 ne3e




Teaus Chrdst, who at that time began to lead the way oter the
Torgan of suifering and death.

Thers i= & sbrong affinity of feeling between the Epistle
10 the Hebvers and the Book of Joshs, especially with regard
to the concept of the "Leader".  In Josh. 5 : AF Joshwn is
oanfroated with & engel or Heaverly men who call himeslf
"D or in the IXXRPXLOTEATNYOS 6f Whe ommiten of Yahweh,
He informed Joshua that the bettle was Yohweh's and that the
Isrdslites would see the armics of heaven fighting for them
in & remziable way b0 bring them into their promised inheri~
tance, Joshua was only, in the cpinion Of the Dowtercnomlst
{the author of Joshua), the earthly symbcl of this heavenly
leader who actually obtained the viotory for Israel. In
ik tanner & hesvenly gpXLGTPATNYOS VAS needed o bring
the Righteous Ones of the mew covemant into bhelr promised
rost, He demometrated God's power, especinlly when he en~
aured the cuffering of death.%? e wey of humtlity and
suffering by means of which God enabled His Sou to enter bis
Anheritance, is also the way by vhich $he sewe privileze L&
acoorded bo the Tedeemed. The reason £or this Lo glven i
the verse which follows: YFor a consecrating priset and
those whom he consecrates are sll of one stock; and that is
way the Son does not shrink Prom calling men his brothers’.

Yet this relatiosehip is nob the physical zelationahlp
of the Gnostic system. The ome from whom the redeemed
pecple of God pbems is not Adom, but God himselt. As Christ
1e "the Sm", &0 by the power of creatlon they are mde
Poons.  Yet our enbire letter maintcins the unigue sonship
of Christ. He is not contradicting himself in-referring 4o
the mony “nons*. It iz the Sou and he alone who conseoyutes
man to become his brothers. Tt ib by this work of the
%pXNYOG  the Meaphedin® ¥hat they exve mide brethron and
theregore nlso sons®0>,  Eigemwn 2O% interprets the usags

202, Spicg, op. of.; Vel, II, p.39+
203, Sohwelzax, op. Oit., p.139
204. Op. oit. pp.8OLE,
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of apXnY0¢ in Hebrews in terms of Gnostic mythology. * He
wiltos:  “Dumih sind wiv wiederis auf Gem @nostische Mythos
gestossen'.  His point of depsrture ie the Zormulatiom of
Philo:apXnyETHG VERS avlpuwnwy onopag in de Abrabame
46, Tnis hie gess as having Toots in Yhe Prinitive Mem myth,
‘He mentions other parallels from Gnostic sources. . When
EHeries i idewtified with the Adaw of the Naassene sermoRs)
Guxayuyo g ral PUYOROUROG Xal (UXWN  QLTLOG he
$hat it paxelielns the of Hebrews Lrom
‘eginning 6 end. Tikewise in this writing ag well ss in
the Mandncon writings the "Redocmer' was given the bitle
“Leodes". In tho dondnean Book of John, Joeabar Ziwa wos
called "leader'. So blao iu the Odes of Solomon 14 : 4 the
foithful pious one implores: 'Grant me Iord thy righteoug
ness ab all times and be to me a Jeader to the end'.  Often
in these writings this "lender" ds referred ¢ as the |
"guide" or as the "companion in the way! without loming udy—
thing of the above meaning. The Redcemer Juows the way auly
in thot ke goos first. He alone knows this way, so he is
nddressed as 860g or as ELoOS0S NG dvpac. Tikewise
the Uorpus llermotioum hag o ¥igure of Tedemption or Mo
Bodnyos the one vho dores to redesm, The Aoty of Thoms
hes o similar figure termedouvnéOLTOPOC vho redesma Trom
the Mand of mistekes', ap O3nywy Hal euduvuy Tovg
ELG QUTOY TWLOTEVOVEag.  Again in the Acts of Jobn he
4o the one who "releases me from the present delusion and
shows me the wuy imto etexnity, In the Acts of Thomas
156 (II, 265) wo read: “Haven and port for wanderers
through the land of Archon, thow Tisest with great glory and
gotkerest Il those who Fiee to thee, thow proparest & vy
ond in thy footsteps tread all thoge whom thou dost redecu’.
Thnis is nesociated vith qpywv  es the following sentence

shows; 208 peferring to the one who acte o our belf in

205, Por the text of the Scran of. Relzenstein-Schooder,
Studien zum antiken Syniwetiemus aus Irsn und Griecnenland.
Teipzig, 1926, pp.167-173.

206, Eisepamn, op. oits, p.8l.
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mapy ettles and vho permlts us %o be viotorins is all
things.

itssmann srgues that Hebr, 2 t 10 should nob be imten-
pratered in terma of the Gresk oity “hero fouader®, but
Tather 41 the light of the abovemertidned Gnostio wiifings
fnd in that 1t should be seen as being syianymous with Hebr,
6 1 20, vis RpobPoRog. © Manel®™7 regarts the positim
taken by Kisemans a8 being to extrams., He points oub that
it i¥ not a sase of either/or, but rather that Chriet is at
one and the same Gims plosesr and suthor end yet he 1n the
£inisher and goal of the Pulth 68 wall, Ee himsel? oomes
and leads nihers towards the goal.  Hichel agrees that theve
met be & basl comnecklon betweenafXnY04 and TEAELOUY
{TeA£Lwing).  Tn both Hebrews 2 ¢ 10 and 12 ¢ 2 these
terms ave svsoclated with ohe another within the same cuntext.
e coneidexs thet the genitive construotiom points to these
formilations having been used in the cburch's liturgy, This
U turgy might bave wsed 85 1ts form of expression an Oriental~
Fellepistic sxpeotation of  Tedeemer Which Wap enAlogous With
the San of Han dootrine in Hebr. 2 : 6 - 8, The Primitive
Mon expressed in thie dootrine waa sxpected %o cTeste 8 new
hupant ty, 2

Bavard Schwelzer?®? gives us & cawtionery reminder act
o base tou mich an a Gnostlc backgrowd to Rebrews, espeoial-
1y with Tegazd o tho "Seslentilhrer” myih, Onme of ihe basle
prosuppositions of the Gnostics was tha re-axistence of the
humsn soul, Nowhers is this taught or even presupposed in
Hebrews. Thus although the Ghostlcs might bave provided
the form and scwe of the vooabulary, we ehowld be careful not
to £111 thie form with their doctrina) content. Neverthe-
less two faote ave outstanding: 1, Ohrist cur captein, leads

207, Op. eit., P75

208: Cf. alif 2 3 9; “meny” 2 : 10 Yall® 2 : 10; “all"
2; M.

209, Op. aits, p.139




the way from deatk Yo life and has gone before, 2. Those who be-
1ieve in him, and £ollow him are enabled by God's grace to gontinue
6long the gath which brings them to their heavenly abode.

o conolude thenTpWLoTOXOG Means fivat-tarn. In enofent
Semitic oulture he was normally tho eldest scn, but the pavents
might Bppofnt anoiher to be MIivab-born", With this positlen
went authority, responaibility, preferentisl trestment, a specinl
fandly blessing and & double imheritence. This inheritance in
the OT. was normally understood in & material mense, but also in
& spiritul ssnse wiler certaln circwustancess

In the OT. this term was used figuratively of Israsl or of
the Davidic ng. (Bxod, 4 : 22 and Psaim 89 ¢ 27), Tho Bab-
binioal writers, Philo and the Apoocalyptiste continued wiih this
p <! 3 of the " t-born' as the one on whow

God'a favour rested.

In the OF. the first-bom was regardsd me belonging %o Yanweh
in & speciel cense. Firet frults were offeved to God. The
first-born clean snimsis were saorificed. Human saorifices were

. The ™ " mons were o Yahweh as
priests, Iater they psid redempiion money to free them from
tita obligetion aud 4 Speeial prisstly rive was substituted
the Leviten.

In the NI, Christ is deseribed as £irst-borm in Rom. B ¢
29b, Gal, 1 1 15, 18 and Hebrews 1 : 6, In these the fora
Ueiret-bom® means firstly primogeniture but also oarries with
it the thons of , this extends over
not only the churck, L.e. the household of God's Zemily, but 1o
overall oreation. Thus Ohrist as *2ipet-born’ is "heir of
11 $hings".

APXNYOC 48 & oomplex term, It cowld e ueed of the
hero of a Greek town who founded 1%, gave iz vame to it and
looked after 4%, It was alsc used of » capiatn or leader.
ffne latier meaming was widely used in the Gnostic mythology
of the heavenly Red Thus the of thia




term $n the Wl s tomplex. - The erux inverpretum i whether
W, can taks Guosticiem e-e background to the ., ¢specislly .
Yo fiebrewa, - 1t ‘providss some of the vockbulury,. byt the

¥I. writers oui Hehrews £111 these words with & speoific
Ohrhetien contert.

In Hebrews 5§ 15 defivied ky Ywo ‘bermer : - 1. Source
and 2, Foreriinér. | ot meanings mentimed above Bpply
%o iwieb B8 AEXTYOC < he iw "soures" end he is the
ieader® for the people- Gf God;. 1.es he 18 “author’ of eter=

8l ealyation and he ie the MeaptainV, tho Vcommnding offi-
ter to lead thom slong the wuy to Goc,

Both terms; “firgt-born" and GpXNYOG have fwmplicac
‘tione 86 far ds the church is concorned. The “firat-boret
implies other sons over whom the first hes euwrhoriby.

These yownger sony meke up the househiold of God.  YOaphainl
implies $hat there are others under his commend Whom he ta
leading to life,




CHAPRER 4.  1HE HEIR AS JORD,
The term NUPLOG 1s aucther title glven to Christ in
Fevrews. It.is used of God end of Jesus in the epistle.
The suthor of Hebrews bad Ps. 110 Jn mind vhen he wrote ang
thus the jdes of two "Loxds', God and Jesus, would not have
been strange to him becsuse Pe., 110 ve. 1 reade: “The Tord
says to my lord" (RSV). So in Hebrows the itle "Lord"
cowld be used aa referring to Yehweh, Isreel's covenank.God,
or it aould refor o Jesus "our Lord”, the Lord of the church.
Qur sask im to determine the meoning of "Dord" os applied to

Jeaus in Fobrews, and its relationship o the concept of “helr
of all tuings",
In Glagsionl Greek ®UPLOG hnd ap its raoh meaning

‘haying power" from which u legal memning of Mone afithorised"
or "having legel power” was derived.’’  With tho emphasis

on 4he Tsovereignty" and "suthoxity! muance of meaning,
xupLor was difforentiated from SegmotTG.  The KUPLLE
was the one having ‘e power of diapomal of propurty, whereas
the 6eoTOTNG ves the owier. As tima want on 5o the Two
meanings couverged witdl nuplog virtwlly replaced 520
7OWNG  bucsuse more vaphasis was ylaced on the legel ele~ -
et of omership in the Hellenistic period, while the wond
XUPLOG  oHill retained its originsl meaning of power of dis:
posal. 2 Kuproc implies power. The element of povex
1o wedded to & law vhich transcends what is natural or Wbkt

is mevely useful. The euthority of the wuler is vested in
1is superdor sbrength. So subordimtion of servents %0
their mester ensues. Hp reguirvs or them obedience and
responstbility, This witimte strunghh o mstery finds

its Witimte realisation in God, who orented in sbaolute
pomer, and ip the one before whom all orestion mist ncede be
subjecs, Thus the comoept uf KUPLOG finds its logical

210, ¥, Posrster, Arvt. wupLog ThWh IIL, p.1043; J.H.
Tuayer, A Gréek-English Texicon of the few Tustamont.
Tdinburgh, 1905, p.365; H. Prisk, Grischisches Etymologisches
Werbermeh, Band 1,  Heidolberg, 1370, p.53.

201, Foerster, op.cit., Thd I1L, p.1045; Ihayex, op. cit.,
pe365. 3




75.
conclusitn in the revelation of the Bible.?'? Tt 1o with
{his wderstanding that we mist sesk o inforprot XUPLOG
1n Hebrows, and 1ts application to Jomus. W mish Firetly
nderstend thls term in ite NT. usage.

In I Gor. 13 2 the memhers of the Chrisiien Ohurch ave
called those who "esll an the mame of our Ford Jesus Christ!,
Here wo simply have & statement of objsctive faot, The
charecteriatic of Ohristians is that they cell on the nave
of the Tord,?*>  InRom, 10 5 9 & requivement of seivation
18 ‘@e confession that "Jesus is Lord”, This confession is
agein associated with "sll who call on the nawe (authority)
of the Tord" in ve. 13, The implication of this Mcalling!
15 nade olear in Ve, 12 which reads: “Por there is no dlistina-
‘tion between Jew and Greek; the same Tord is Tord of all mad
bestows his riches upmn a1l who call upon hiu'. This means
that Jesus is Tord of the Church(vs, $)and that as suoh he has
tha power of besbowal of viches to those whose mubjection 1s
evidenced by calling on hie neme whether they be Jows or Gem—
tiles.

Bousset writes: "Es 1t fUr ihn selbstverstindlioh, das der
XUPLOG in diesem Zusimerhang der Herr Ohristus ist',ZM
The whole, aongregation united in this aot of calling on the
nume of the Iord. Thoy confessed his name, Calling on kig
nawe they were bapiised. They me% around the table of the
Tiord Jesus hoping for his retur, crying out "Msrenatha’,
“Gome, Tord Jesusi®  They met on the Tord's Day, the first
day of the week to Temember him, In very txuth they were
the CUMG end the MEQAAT am their HUPLOC Rad

It is thus that the confession: “Jesus Christ iz Toxd”
in Phil. 2 : 11 amst be undeystood. For as in the OT. Yahwsh
nresided over the gult in Jerusalem and was Lord of Iexael

212, Foerster, op. oile, D.2040.

213, Bousset; Kyrios Christos, p.85.

24, Toide

215, Tbid., pa88, of. Gol. X 1 18; 2 : 19 inter alia.
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Godls covenant people, so in the i, this attribtion of lord-
nip iy transferred to Jesus Christ. He is the Lord before
whom Yevery knee should bow end every tomgue confess thet Josus
hrist s Tord to the glory of Sod the Father’. He hos been
sxmlited over the church, so that as its Tord he, having ob-
tnined gifts for men, might be sble B0 gLve them b0 the meme
bers of his chwrch. = (Fph. 4 : 82). The enrly church ao—
copted John the Baptist!s prophecy that the Goming One Would
baptise the feithful with Holy Ghost and witn five. Thoy be-
Iicved that through the Spixit!s operation in the ohurch the
gifts were made avallable to individunl members fox the bene-.
£i% of the wholo church, Thus whensver the Holy Ghost is
#04d to descend in Acta it ie alwaye on o group of belisvers
cr a chucch d.e. Christ the Lord disposing of the riches of
his groce on his ohurch, This dispossl of the gift of the
Spirit wes made to the disciples in John 20 3 23,  On'the
Tay of Penteoost Acts 2 : LPf the Spirit desdended on the
church, In Aots 4 : 31 the Spirit descended sgain on the
church to enable them to preach the word of God with boliness;
similerly the Spirit came upon the groups st Cécsaren, 10 s A4ff.
snd Ephesus Acta 19 : 1 - 7. It i significant that nowhexe.
{agart from Jesus' baptism) ore we told of the Spirit dem-
cending on 81 individusl, They receive snd are filled with
ihe Spirif but the Spimit descends only o the churoh, the
body of Chvist into whica ench member is baptised by thu Spi-
rit {I Cors 12 : 13). Individwilise is discouraged in I Gars
14 viere the gift of prophecy which bonefits tha congregation
8 =01d b0 be of mch greater velus than the gift of bongues
which benefits only the individual. Once again it is Chrdst
e Toxd dlsposing of these gifts for the growth and edifica~
tiog of the Fhurch.

In Philippisns the evidence of the Spirit is bust to be
seon in an ottitude of humility and mutwsl rempect Of the bee
1ievers one for the other (2 : 3f) and of & complete nelf
dentnl in heing made umbo (hristts
denth (3 : 10). The purpose of this complote pelf-denial ig
that the Jordship of Christ in the church might be. atispiute,




7.

Then he in his turn in lordly fashion gives "the power of the
sesurrection” to his people (3 : 10), s0 that by this volun~
tary existential death lesding to resurrection,God the Fathier
might e glowified (Phil. 2 : 11}.

That the confesston “Jobus is Lord" is asscoiated with
the gift of the Spirtt. is especially demcnstrated in I Gor.
12 : 3, where it is expressly stated that "no one can call : :
Jesus Lord except by the loly Spirit!, his Spirit is impre i
‘ted b0 the congregation as en sct of Chrdst's Lordship, who d
sl30 imparts gifts of the Spirit for the bencfit of that <y
olmrch, each gift £illing a diffevent need in the church
(vse. 34 = 30), but the chief gift is ¥hat of complete sub-
misation to and vecognivion of Jesus as Tord, culninating in
following the Lord in choosing chuz’*y (qyamn ) rather than
move spectacular gifts.

As 4n the rest of the WE. whem AUPLOG ie used in
Hebrews it refers to the lordship of Ghriet oyer his church,
When the Son was mede "Heir" (1 : 2) he wa at the same time
"Pirst-vorn® (1 : 6), hawing by inheritence obteined s *name®
(1 : 4), being found faithvul eu & Son placed "over" the
household of Eod while Moses was faithful as a sexvant “in"
the household, becoming then the "source' of salvation o all
believers (¢f. Ool. 1 : 18, 285 2 « 548). A1l of these terms
‘tave ouarces of meaning whivh 2lso belong to the wWors xupLog
in Hebrews, e wili now go over o an exegetisel study of
the individual instances where XUPLOS in Hebrews refexs ui-
equivocally to Jesus.

#he first occurrence of xUPLOG in Hebrews is in X : 10
ag part of a quotetion from Pe. 102 : 25 - 27, In ite ori~
ginal context the pealm referved to Yahweb. In the pealm
there ig reference Yo Yelweh!'s sillership snd the etexnity of
bis pane {ve. 12). Yodweh 4s Tord over Iamel (ves. 13ff)
surplying her nesds (ve. 16). In Hebrews the ferm XUPLO;

15 appited to Jesus and would cmrry these atiributes of lord~

ship with 1t by implication Prom Ps, 102, - In Here 1§ 10 - 12
L% L quoted to enphasise Jesus! Authorlty derived from i
part in creation snd
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aeohis unchenging nature, His pre-existencs and his im~
mirtability are emphasised in contrast to the changing uni-
verse, 2% ghe justification for using this Pealn end &~
plying it %o Jesus is 0. be seen simply as the Tecognition
fat au Yahweh wes covenant Lord wsder he old covenant, so
Jesus 4s Lord of the church, the new People of God in the
new covenant. Therefore in the mind of the suthor of
Hevrews the transfer of the psalm to refer to Jesus would be
Justiried, 27

Thile fu 1t 10 the reference is to the pre-existent and
etemnal Gon who is desoribed as Lord,in 2 : 3 and in 7 3 34
the reference is %o the historical Jesus as "the Tord" ang
as Mour Lord", Hebr. 2 ¢ 3 refers to the "word" of “eslyaw
tion" which ves declared by the Lord and wes "attested o ug
by those who heprd hin",  On the hwan snd historionl level
this demonstrates the lordsbip of Jesus of Nezaveth over kism
church., He is the source of the word of salvation. From
Bim 1t went o his hearers and from those hesrers to the
present generation ("to us"). B mmerefors this word is
4rustworthy axd is effectoal in its power (Hebr. 4 3 12f).
So then the faith of believers finds its origin in this word
ewemating from the Tord. In Hebr. 7 : 14 the reference is
sgein bo Jesus “acoording to the flest" who did nov come
from the tribs of Levi, but of Judah, Bere Jesus is spoken
of s Wour Tord", Here the veference is doubtless to the
prinitive Christisn assertion thet Jesus was desvended from
pavid. % fhus the eartuly Jesus was not dissociated from
his heavenly lordship, but vas regarded as “the Tord” and as
Your Tord".

216, _Spleg, 6p. eiv., Vol II, pp.20f; Bruce, ap. olbs, p.23
ana Hontefiors, op ¢lt., p.48 refers to PAily in de Duge ot
Tnventione, 110 where the Sosmos is satd to be the mantle of
the Togos.

217. Henteflore, Op. oit., p.4B suggests that this transter
took piace within the church, Michel, op. clf.j D.58 asso—
iates it with the Togos doctrins of Jn. 1.

218, Michel, cp. oit.y p.65; Of. I Cors 1: 6; IICor,
T2y Bl 13 7.

219, Rom 1 : 3 Gf. Michel, op. clte, D170




In 13 : 20 the reference ia alss %o the historical Jesus
wa Mour Tord Jesus" who had bean "brought sgain Prom the dead"
b “tie God of peace'’. Once more he is the “hoxd" o his
peopls, those who believe in him, mubject thomselves tu him
angd derive thelr every good from mim, That is why ve. 21
tells us that God equips us with everything good that we mey
0 his will Mhrough Jesus Chrigt". Thus as God perrormed
his original crestion throvgh the Brerral Son, 80 now he pexe
forms his new erestion (IrCor. 5 : IT) by Jesus Christ the
Lord ‘of the Church and the Shepherd of the sheep,

1n Hobr. 13 : 6 it ia aifficult to determine whether the

woxd Tord vefers tn Jesus or to fod, although the evidence seema
Yo polat primarily to Gods . That passage is an slmowh
exmct quotation from Pe. (18 : 6. . "The Toxd is my helper'
refers again to Yahweh's lordship crer 3 covenonb people
Terael (vs. 2}, ovar the house of Asron (ve. 3} and over
#those vho fear him'{ve. 4). He is the source of strength
to his people. In the same way Christ is the Iord of the
Cimuroh and to those who believo in his high priestly work be
is the sovereign helper of the tempted ones (2 : 17£), the
ource of their eternsl salvetioa (2 : 10; 12 : 2) and the
e who 7pens the wey %o the Wiwone of grace fox those who
:elieve in him end follow him. Thus in 23 s 6 while God is
be ulsimte source of suocowr $o the believers, yet this
nelp i= aedinted by the Tord of the Church who is at the sama
time e sympathetic High Priest, Jess Christ our Iozd.

Io thic section we have observed an amazing synoaymity
Detwesz ¥ATIPOVOROG, BOWTOTOXAGARA ¥UPLOG. It da
evident tiat these thres key terms ave expreceing the eams
ides witl rvegard b0 the person of Christ. As "Son” e proved
Biz faitifuiness through humilistion and thus was made “hoir
of all =zings', being called God's 'Pirpt-tom! with all the
privilezs and authority implded by that title, which led him

220, Cther pamshges n vhich kyrios  vefurs only to God in
Hobrewsies T: 21; B : 2, 8-11; 10: 16 10: 303 123
25 12 3 L.




;Bo b, knows by he. church as Mour Bord Jesus', over whomhe
BEX puttiortty and %o wioh he Beodme -thy means of. diving
irenigtli 6nd hodvenly ‘sunsout, betxg 'the gredt Hblesy set
dvér 'the housenold. of Goat | (ER. 10 : 21).




SECFION IT.

CHARNR 5 | DER HRIRA.

In Hebrews the whole object of the presentation of Christ
88 the perfect one, the Son of God, the Zirst-bown, the heaven
1y leader and high priest wes so that the People of God, to
whom our euthor wrote, might eppreciate their highly privi-
leged position, Through Christ they were ssnstified, em—
lightened, and made sous. A sons of God they were heixs,
rovhers of Ghrist and An & very speciel sense becems hia
partnsrs. - Through obedience they demcnstrated their faith
and trust, These enlightensd, trusting, obedient, esncti~
£led ones formed & new peopls - Lhe Feupyle of God. They bud
Christ as their founder, Ohrist ss their captain. He had
gone hefore, He would lead them inte fheir inheritance,
their gromised posession - $he Promised Iand.’

A. The Seed of Abrehamias Heirs:

Peul desorives this People af God as being “the
Seed of Abratan' (Vel, 3 + 16 - 29 end Rom, 4 2 132£).
Peul wnderstands the word Useed" in both a eingular
senpe reforring it to Ohrist (Gal, 3 : 16) and in g cel-"
lactive sense, roferring to the childven of Abrehem
(pel, 3 : 29), The concept of the Feople of God being
the Seed of Abrahsm dces not begin with Paul, but hae
it 7oots 1n the OT.

Thus in Isaiah 51 : 2 we veads ook to -rour father
Abraham znd to Sareh who gave you birth: when I called
nin be was bub one, I Vlessed him snd wade Mm may'y
(9EB) or agein in 41 ¢ Bf: ¥But you, Levael my servent,
you, Jacob whom I have chosen, rece of Abrahsm my 2riend,
I bave taken you up, bave fetched you Irom the ends of
the earth, and summoned you from ite farthest cornersy

1 have called you my servant, heve chosen you and not

1. 0%, Hebr, 2 1 10 =185 33 1, 6, M5 4.: 3, 9%
5985 632 A7, 205 10 : 19£; 12 5 5 - 11, 22 ~ 24, 28,




enst you off¥, - Lammel!s eleoklon of God is becsuse of
Abrelants election,  Neither Abreham mor his children were
worthy of this wléction. It was a work of Godls fres grace,
The fact and ‘the réalisstion of this slection made 42 Israelf
4 great spirttusl mation,?

The fruit of this election was Yahweh's covenant with
Abreham, sid with Abrebem's seed. -As the covenant was Tew
pested and renewed yesr by year ao it became the peoplels
vesponss to divine grece,” Mhis covenant relationship
‘between Yehweh end Isragl was pressnted in various imeges,
The image of the divine - humen relaticnship which chiefiy
ooncexns e here is that of the Father — Sou relationship.

In Bxod. 4 @ 22 the Yehwint calls Larael Yahweh's son:
“lerael 4o my Livst-hom som. I have told you %o let my son
20 that he may worehip me" (WEB). The sense is as realistic
85 Phamachs fanily relstionships,” elthough physiosl desosnt
of Tsracl from Yahweh ia not implied, Jeremish regavds this
fact s providing hope for the future (30 : 9, 20): "Ror I
have becomic a father tn Isreel, and Ephrein 1o my eldest

2. H.H. Rowley, The Biblical Dootrsne of Bleotion. ~ London, '
1950, p.1%e

3. Ibid., pp.48L,

Bdmong Jacob, Theolugy of the 01d Testament.  (Eng. tr,
Pk Heathnoee and P.J. Allcock), Lendon, 1958y pp.202f, sug-
geats § basie Tigures of Yahweh's covenant relationship with
Isreel: Verriage wiion; father and son; the clay and the
potter; the vineyard &nd owner; owner and inheritance; the
shepherd and the Zlock,

5. Ibid., p-202. ¥or further xefersnoes bo Ismaelis divine
Sonship of. C.R, Smith, The Bible Doctrine of Man. Tondon,
1951, pp.12iFE;. Th. C. Vrievem, as7 e van
ket Oude Testament. Wageningen, 1962, pg.MMIt‘ 6. von 2ad;

des Alten 5 Bond 1y Die 3
goschichtlichen Uberlioferungen foracls. Minchen, 1957,
PP.462; . Vos, Biblical Theolozy Old and Fow Testaments,
Grend Rapids, 1948, p.129; R.H. Peiffor, Religion in the
014 Testoment — The History of & Spixitwal Tritmph, Lendon,
1961, pp.1472E und Geory Fohver, srés B, Altes Temtament on
dLoc.  in ThWb VIIT, pp.340-355, eep. poe35efL.




S0 ..."  “Is Epbraim 5$111 my dear son, a obild in wham I
delight? As often &6 I turn my back on kim T sti1l revember
him ... I e £iTled With terdernass towerds Mu's The pro-
ot Teaiah uses ¢his &8 full proof of Tsreel's rebellion:

(13 2) "I have sona whem I reared and browght up, but they
have rebelled sgeinst me", So Yahweh called his son from
Egypt (Hos, 1t : 1), gave him & plessent land and allowed
fermel to call him Father, (Jerem. 3 : 19).5

In the semie way a8 the whole neticn vae given the ool-
lective desigietion "son", just ao the individual members of
Tarnel were Ylweh's sons and daughters.’

In Hos. 2 : 4 they are the offspring of Yahweh as hue-

band and Isreel as bride and in Beelt. 16 ¢ 20 @od's children
by Jerusslem. Though epostate they are chiliren neverthen
loss (Jevem, 3 : 14, 223 4 : 22}, So the Iareelites came
o call God their "Father®,® Mhe fact of this realsation
placed upon then a burden of personal Tesponsibility with re-
gard to Yahweh, So larael was st ‘the same tize regarded as
Yohweh's sexvant to caxry out Hlw w1l on emrth,’ Tt also re-
sulted in Terael a speotfie of her
plase u the mm: 1. They were & Teliglous people, bomad by
& spiritual relaticoship to cne another rathexr than & blocd re~
lationship. 2. The God who called them inta eximtence, who
pundshed them by the exile would not leave them., So their
fatth in God as their Pather gave them hope for the fulume.
3. Therefore Isteel was preserved when ler politicsl state
wis Gostroyed, For spiritusl mature transcended the poli-
1001 and ssoulay,’®  Thie pense of the fatherhood of God
grew 89 Lorasl entered the Inter—testamental period of

6, ©f, Fohrer, op. olt., p.352. -

7. Deut. 14 : 13 323 5, 19; Isa. 43 ¢ 61 45 ¢ 1l
Hoss 2 ¢ L.

Fohrer, op. oit., THR> Yol. VIII, p.352; Bfefffer, op.
oit. D-147. Smith, op. olt., p.l22.

9, Pohrer, op. oitsy 24353

10, Yrlezen, 0. 0ites PR.4DAL.

8.




her history.

In the popular religion of fhe OF. period God wesalme Ye-.
gaxded ae the Father of the individusl (apert from the Idng):
This oan be en in some persoral nemes e.g. the mame Elisb
(1 S2m. 16 : 62) meonming "God my Father', but it vas oaly in
the Inter-testemental Derlod thab it came t0 hecoms opelled
cut in the woitings of the Jews. < So Ben Sirach in 23 : 1, 4
writes 0 Tord, Pather and Master of my 1ife" ond %0 Tord,

God and Wother of my life". In the Book of \igdom 2 ¢ 16

the unrighteous Gemtiles are deploted as mocking the pious
Jew becsuse he vaunteth thet God is his Father’. ¥ ghowld
note here that God wos considered o Tabher nay of all Jews
‘but only of the pious Jews, This s similar to Pealm 103 3
13 where God 1ike a father has “compassion on all who Fear
him'. Here too 1t 18 tho God-fearing Jevs waa low the oom-
pession of the Tord.  In Visdom 11 : 9 God's actians are
seen a8 his punishment of his wayward children. In Il Betras
we yead that waile God has pleaded with Istael over the omn-
turies 0 that he might be their Rather, yeb the time had
Dbeen reached when they would be oot out. Thus God vaa
Pather to every Jew but the impious Jows forfeited this pri-
vileged relationship.

11. II Bsdvas 1 : 28 - 32, cof. Smith, op. oit., p.123. Tith
Yegord o Jeremioh 17 & 5 ~ 10 and 31 : 31 - 34 thase passsges
cannot be adduced to prove tho Fatherhood of God over the in-
divigual Ievoelite. Ix fact they chowed the trust of the
individuwel in God, and thet God ism the God of the indlvidual,
but thic is o very old cancept in Isreclite religion golng
tack to the iosaie covenant and the 10 commndmente:  “I'am
the Tord your (ming,) God". This iy contm Dfeiffer, op.
oty p.146, Por further reforences on the smmg ip uf pwui
Jews of. Ethiopic snoch 62 : 11 Den Sizach 36

Beve 6 : 585 In Pseudo Philo, Antiquitates Biblims 52 + 307
Ascensicn of hoses 10 & 3; Duok of Jubilees 1: 242 23 203
Testementun Juish 24 : 3, This noncept is also b0 bo fowa
in rabbinic writings: Babbi Agite come o thie concluaion
from Deut, 14 ¢ 1 in Abba 3 : 14; also Redbi Jehuda ben
Shslon in Deut. Tabbo 7 ¢ 29, 1. ef, Billerheak, Yol. Iy
9.220. e £ind this conditionzl sonship very clearly ex-
Yressed in 3, Quiddushin ) : 8 (6lc 342);  VIf the Ieraelitey
do Godls wiil they se called sonw; ~bub vhen they do not do
Godfe will they ave not sons's OF, Bd. Lobse, orb.
Upalretinisches Judentun! under ULOC 'I'hwb vIII, PP 358
563, eap. P.360.
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It ig7dn this conbext tht we mmst wndersbend the prayer
which begins with the words: . "Owe Pether. In this oaae
oo sonship of God wie eouidered to be conditionsl on per~
sonal piety... It was the disoiples who dearred to preyin
819 wey. - Jesus AT ‘the Bexmon on Yhe Mount ook this pidty
o include tne's sttitude to and beheviour bowards any member
of the bumen race: “Love your enemies and pray foxr your
persecutors; only o can you be childres af your heavenly
Pather, who makes his sun $0 rise i good and bed alike, and
sends the rain on the honest end the dishonest',  (Maty, 5 ¥
442},

Thig is why Moul conaiders the sevd of Advwabmn to be
the People of God, he heirs of the promise, but his defini-
tion of what wakea one & child of Abrabam &iffers Zrom that
of Tote Judnlgm and ¢ven from Hatt. 5 i 442, It is not the
keeping of tho law but faith wiiph qualifies ene o be
Abrahan's seeti)n the wiitings of. Penly Gol fpspends’ts faith
by sdopting thé belicver as His ohild,

Golotians 3 ¢ 16 - 29;

Paul starta off his argument in ve. 16 with an segertion
that appears an the surfoce o be very week indecd. Fe Te-
fere to "the goid of Abrahan’ as being not plural Mssods bus
Bingular "seed”. Ho applies this mivgular "sced" to Curdsy,
Paul met have known that the word for Feeed", oWEPNS oculd
bey and ¥as noxrelly weed in & collective senes; bup heze
Paul vas dealing with Judnizing Christiens and so for his
mothod of argument he severted bo his rabbinical training.

ghe Tubbis 1aid stress o the onensss of God, the one- -
naes of Adem who wes Zather of nll, and the oneness of man~
kind.  So'Deube writes: "As the abbis Joid stress on the
anenvés of Kdan, father of oll, so Pl loys stress on the
onenoss of Jewus, W0, on the strength of the 614 promise,
gathered wp in hinself sl the Tedermed,t?

12. P, Deubs, The Hew Testamont and Rabbinie Judaism.
London, 1956 psAd2e




Fhe rabbis would have understood the reference to Abra-
ham's seed in this aingular sense. They applied it to
Tsnac.®®  Tssac was the seed of Abvaham taraugh vhom physie
cal descent could be traced, so the Fulfilment of the promiss
0 Abreham went through Isase to hig descendants. So it
wag nob a question of 411 "sesds" dnheriting, since aily Tmasc
s chosen while Ishmsl ves vejected, Iikewiss docob ¥as
M e fact tht Paul probatly
had thepe rabbinic writings in mind is demonsbrated by his
reference to Sarai and Heger in 4 : 2L - 26, Berai was the
bearer of the true seed. That Isagc did not bring abovt
‘the fulfilment of this promise was obvicus to Paul and his
Tenders. 1n fact many of the writers of late Judsism had
seen fit to place the fwifilment of this prowise in the
World to Come. Poul's message wes that this bad already
ta¥en place in the coming of the Heseiah, and so $he promise
o Abrahan was aiready fulfilied.’®  Por in Christ thexe is
& new humanity, snd just as the ratbls regard Adem as ons
and thevefore mankind s one, so in Christ, the seoond Adam,
there 1s a redeemsd, wnited, spiritual. oommmity owing its
ortgin to the one and only Jesus Christ.

ohosen and Esau rejected.

§0 Paul refers to the Ohristisns in 3 : 29 as the Yaeed
of sbrehan', They ave Abrehsn's seed beosuse they sre “ons
in Onrist Jesus" (vs. 28b). A1l those in Christ are Abre-
hem's ssed irTespective of their xace.”! For Peul there-
fore the "heir" or "heire" of the covensnt consists of those
untted in Christ, Inheritance of the covemint and the
pronise is therefore Christocentric. Ohrist, the Sosd, ze=

13. Cf. B.T. Sarhedrin 59b, Nedsrim 31a; K. Freedwan and
M. Bimon, Midresh Rabba:  Vol, I Genosis. ZLondon, 1939,
TP 454, 466 and 471,

14. Hester, op. cite, pp.48L.

15. Of. A, Schweltzer, The Mystickem. of Paul the Apostle.
(82, by ¥, Hontgomery And F.0. Burkitt), Tondon, 1931,
PR.2A0LL.

16, Of. 0,%. Borroty, From Birst Adem to Tast - o Study i
Pouline Theology. New York, 1962, pp.76fs

17, A. Sohwsitzez, op. cits, p.211; T.¥. ¥enson, The




presented the Many. - In the Church the process is reversed
and 1t'is the privilege of the s Mony, in Grmiaty tho neire by
promise, to regresent Ohrist.'®

Ta'Gal. 3 and Rom 4 Abraham is declared to . the father
of ‘$he housekold of fasth; finstly because he is symbolde
0% zreligion which i besed on feith, and secondly bécauss at
a point of hisborical time he was tho first to reoeive the
promise. He believed thot promise and wee justified. So
begen tie history of man's salvation by justification,
| eleotion and faith, He became the first heir of the promise
and the hisvorical founder of God's people.”? There is no
real difference in meaning betwaen Gal. 3 aud Rom 4. Both
chapters contend that Christians are descendants of Abraham
{Gal. 3 : 29; Bom., 4 : 16£) and that Abrmham is symbolic
of faith, and of ne who is juchified by foitk,

So then descendants of Akvabam axe those people who have
the same kind of faith 89 Fv had. ~ This qualiffcation is
apart frou physical descent and e, "The sesd of Abra-

Toaching of Jemus — Stubtos 1n its Pera and Goatexts
Cambridgs, 1943y Ppa137Tfe

18, 0f. .42 Bohinem, The Body - & Study Fauline
Theology.  London, 1957. p.s:L. CP. L Gor. 12 1 4w3l;
Rom, 12 3 3-8; Ephe 4 ¢

19, Hegter, op. cit., pp-52ff‘ a Klein, Heil w4 Go-
sehichte nach Rémer IV, (NTSL3: FP.43-7 arguos fgainst
Paul having any conceps of "Eeﬂi gsschichbel, and st all
that Poul was interested in in Abraham wae thot he perstni-~
£50d Prope! and “gustnt, Kletn, however, is erguing from
the modern polnt of view that historical figures ore univ-
portant, Pawl as ~ Jow aost certainly regarded Abraham as
an bistorical figure and ap the li‘texhl fother of the b;
lieving omes, Ofy H:J. Schoeps, Poul. The Theology

e Apostle in the Light of Juwish Religious History. (BE.
by H. Enight) Dordon, 1961, p.204.

20, Gel. 3 : 6, 95 Rom. 4 : 1If, 17-32,
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e’ 45 not o phynicel ssed but & spiritual ome. Faith,

#lection and relying on the promiss desighate thie spiritual
seed.”.  Thorafore 1t 40 not confined to Tavasl. Abrabam 4o
the father of nany petions (Gem. 12 1 3; 317 : 4f.). This mul-
tinattonal. blessing in cestved in Chrdst.2?  Jews believed ey
bad.a spectal advantege, but Peul msinieiua thet they camnot cely
@ s physicel desoent from Abrebam, bsosmuss only hose in OhrARE
have beoame $he tiue seed and as such heirs acoording o Phe Fwo-
wse (G1, 3 ¢ 29).%%  Tuarefore it 1s wot physieal descent fram
Abrebam which mahes one an heir but spirituel regeserstion through
feiiti in Cixiet, This spiritual oo te ty
& new sign, beptism, which replaces ciraumoision (Gol. 2 * A1f.)s
Those who fall into this catsgory comprise Sorabam's seed.

B. [Dhe Christians g9 Heirss

Paul calls Christisns heirs four times: Gal, 5: 293 4 t 73
RBom. 4 3 13£; 8 : 17. It is always wescciated with those wio he—
Lieve in and trust in Jesus Christ. Throughout his epistles Peul
argues that no one can be a child, a son or an heir of God without
baving fatth in Ohrist.2

Bow. 4+ 230

The basic thought belind this pesssge 1s the antithesis
betwoen law and grace, The "lav' conelste in comsndnent of
what i end what is not to be dome according %o the vevelatian
of God's wi1l.?%  Zew commwds end whea it is dimoveyed it
evokies the anger of God {vs. 15), imowing no mercys On the
other hand "the promise" gives assursnce of (od's vnmerdted
graclous favour; 1t i free gift, So Paul asserts ampha~
tieally that he promise to Abraham did nob come through his

2., E. Lobmeyer, Grundlagen peulinischer Theologte.

(Beitﬂge Zur Historiechen Theologle, ha. 1), Mibingen, 1929,
PPe 34, 159.

22, . Ovllvapn, Christ and %ime. (ET. F. Pilsen), Phila-
delpkin; 1950, pp.L10 and 118,

23, A, Sohweltzer, ops ©ife, P-218.

24, 0. liickel, Der Brief an die Bimer, Gottingen, 1955, saye
B e e voothuilary, Uroc 'and TEMwOy are’ smonyacus,
lw‘ b, Rom, 4 @ 162,

25, Wile Paul had primerily the 10 comendmenta and the law
codes of the Pentateuch in mind, the oral fraditim of tha
rebhiz is not to be igiored, This later becams codifl

‘the puplls of Rebbi Johanan ben Zaklex in the treatises callad
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kseping of commandments, buk Tether through the righteousnesy
wiitoh comes through falth.?®

In ve, 14 "grace" 38 shown o those people, true Spiritual
desoendants of Abraham, who axe dependant on the divine yromise. -
Paul makes his point negatively, by writing that it ie not these
“tmt re of the law" that ave heive. By implicatiun the anti.
thesis 45 true - ‘those who ive by falih in the promise and fn
dependence on divine grace are heirs of the promise. Abrehem's
s0ed socording to Paul's interpretation in ve. 13, vefers to all
believers.?’ If the Tight to heirehiy of Abraham's seed de
pende? on tha keeping of Some legal system then 1% aould not
possibly bave been mesocisted with “the pramise" or with
“falth in thet gromlse", Then faith and promise would be
pushed aside. These canmot bhe discarded becsuse the heirs
aTe those who &ze aush bY faith in the rromise aud mot by
meens of the Taw,?
Bom. 8t 17,

This verse is within the oontert of the adoptiom of the
veliaver into the family of Goi through the instrumentaiity
of the Spirit. The Spirit of Gof which possesdes the be-
liover giving hiu n sense of assurence that bs is a child of
fod, and as & ohlld also &n heir (vss, 14 - 16). A% he
sams fize adopbion is not based on mexit, hut an eleotlon,
an alectirn which begen With God'e fore-kuowledge (va. 29).
This fore-inowledge doos xot lmply that God forelnew tha be~
Iever's good works and faith axd @ the besis of that fore~
Imowledge elveted him, Bether it implies that in s far more

Yoma, Tamid and Middot of. ¥.D. Davies, law in First-sentuxry
Judajsm, art. T0B ITI, pp.59 — 05 e5p. D.92f,

26, Johm Murray, op. oi%s, D.J4Ls

27. So James Démney, St. Paul's Epistle to the Romans, The
Expositor's Greek Tesbament Bd, by W Robertacn Niooll, Vol.
T, Tondon, 1908, .618) Juyray, op olt.y P24l

28, ¢f. Sanday end Feadlam, op. eits, p.lllc
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intimate Sense of Fellowship "God knew his om beforw éver they
wexe, (WEB), These same forsjmow, fore-orisined des are
4he ones Who are oalled, juetified and glowified (ve. 30),
Further they are not only deolaved o be adoptive mons of Gody
Tut as Jesus wa¥ i s special sense the Sen® B0 believers be-
o0me bis brothers, "that he might be the sldest among & laiws
family of brothora®, (N¥EB).

Fith thie in mind ¥e tura beck to verse 17 where those
wao have idemtified themselves with Christ are said to be
children of God {of. vs. 16), and as such “heirs, heira of
God, and joint heizs with Christ', In this verse we oan see
that Christ is "the heir", that Chrietians are joint heirs and
that the one Who hus appointed them heire and joiut helrs is
God wio also asenres the posvession of their inherdtance.

Christisns Sherefore ave given the privilege of "adop-
Lo {vs. 15). Adoptien gives then the right to oall them~
selves children of God. Thiadiodedia 1s a legal term re-
ferring to a legal sch, Amwgst the Romanm the power of the
father of a household waa sbsclute. A san was held under
bis power as & slave is tnder his msster. A4S lung as ki
father Lived the fealty to the father could only be broken
by a formal legel act 0alled mancipatio ~ whioh ves used of
froeing & san o a sleve. A persan could ot be adopted into
another family wiless this transaction hed teken place, It
wan regarded as a type of sale by which the persun who wishel
o adopt yaid & vertain amount 65 & deed of transfer to the
originel father. If the son wes free snd independent (gui
itris) Be could then oxly be edopted by a molem mct of the
soveralgn pecple, meeting and acting in their religlous ca-
pasity as the gomitis ouriste. The reason for this wms thet
ezoh family in Reman mosiety had certain religlous rights end
obligations to fulfil, The me to be adopted had Pizet %o
be fread by the gomiiis curiate from these chligzations Yefore
e oowld aseums & mimilsr Tesponsibility tomards smother famlly,
The assumption of these obliga.lons was valled arzomatio.
The talking of such & aon into hie fawily by &b hefrless wmn
was celled pdoptig,




9.

This bad to be sbbesied by witnesses, which plesed the adopted
son.in’ svexy Tespect in the same positicn as & san by birth,
He posnessed the sams righte and owed the same obligations,??
Adoptian in U Greek mardd wes also for the prevervation of

tho femtly oultus and edoption could anly take place with the
epproval of ho state,’C

1o Bomans 8 3 17 *adoption” should be interpreted in
terma of election of. Rom 9 : 4 which memns that the legal
tern used in Roman and Greek legal practice diodesia
adoptica”, 1s £illed by Faul with a meaning which ig Juiseo-
Onristien, f.e, God elected Isysel and adopted her o sonship
(Bxods 4 : 22t), Paul writes that "sdoption" ie the first of
the prerogatives of the Isvelites, and that by eleation and
sdoption the believer in Jesun becames a spiritual ehild of
Abrenem of, Rom, 9 ¢ 72£, 302, whether he be Jew or Gentile.’t
Yio8eoLaalse impiies the moment of maturity, whereby a colld
becomes a fully fledgod eon and member of the household. In
the WP, VL 08c0ux iupliee both meturation {coming of age) end
legal adoption,

Therefore the act Whereby a perscn became & child of
God was an act of graca whereby the new bellever wms trens-
ferved into the family of God and beame a WAtured member of
the household, to become sn "heir". In Rom. 8 3 17 the ward
"heirs® 1s qualified by "heirs of God". This phrase bas been
interproted either in the sense nf the subjective or the cbs
jeotive genitive. [Probably here the memning is subjeotdve.
So aubjectively understood it yefers o the

29, J.S. Candison, art. Moptim, A Diotloassy of the Bible,
ed. by Jaies Hastings, Bilaburgh, 95—1906, Vol, I, pped0fy
LN, L snomber, s xmmmm The Word end the Instituticn
TctTiimss, 2heuartorly of the Otholio BibToa] Assooion
tion) Bainbuvgh, Vol. XV, Ho. 32, Oct. 1963, Pp.i5-123 e=ps
PR 1368,

50. Sehosmberg, op. oib., p.1iBs Hester; op. Git., pp.12f,
31, G2, Schoenbers, ops oit., p.123; VALLL Twieseimn, Die
Botteskindachats der Unristen nach dem Neush Zestamont,
Gtersloh, 1939, pp.6OLf.




Pheirs? paing heirs of the ihheritonce which God hud prepared
for them, the Kingdom which i% ves promised they would enter
ond possess, of. ioth, 25 : 34 "Oome, blessed ones uf my
Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the Zowns
aation of the World", of. I Gome 2 ¢ 977 I tiils phrase
were to be interpreted objectively, quite Literally it would
mean that God bimeelf is the inhevibance.’  Tuts imtergees.
tation yould reguive & strictly OT. bdokgrowd, Alex
Uartn? muggests that the Teal isheritance of ferasl wes not
‘the Jond buii Yahweh himself, "fellowship with whom witiin
ite borders lends 3% its significance and value, na the true
an proper Visheritance!®. This he oomsiders is due o the
provision by which the priests and Ievites {Numb. 18 = 20
nnd Dewt. 18 1 ) weve not Yo possess any speoifio territory:
Yohweh vas $0 be their inhevitance. Yohweh as the inheri-
tance of Tersel wia o later development of the considerstion
thet the inheritance of Isracl wes Ythe land", . Yet the two
are not s singe Ismel Yonweh very
closely with the land of Canaan, which waa Yahwel's inkeri-
sance (Penlm 79 ¢ 1) sud Ismel herself was said to be Yah-
wen!s inheritence (Jevem. 12 : 7; 51 : 19), while Yahweh
was olaimed B the ivheritence of his pecple (Psalm 73 3 26
119 1 573 142 t 5). In Rom. 8 : 17 the objective genitive
interpretation seoms forced and Mheirs of God" should be

32. G2, Burzay, op. ¢it., p.298; Hichel, op. cib., pp.‘noz;
emmey, OF. Cite, Ps648; Anders Oommenta:

Runnns {Eng. tr. by 0,C. Rosmuesen), Philadelphin, 1

Pp.3282 apparently follows Philo in desaribing the mhmtumxu

@8 "the naw ason of the resurrvction’. FPhilo mkos it de-

note the bliss of the soul when froed from the body, CZ.

Koffath, op. oit.s Pe20d,

35. Murmg, op, oit., p.29%8.

b of the Bitle,

o ATt. I H
ops citey Vol. II ped7ls
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wnderstood a5 & subjsobive ganibive with glorifiestion of the
beldever with Ohrist 8 the inheritasce. - So then 'neirs df
Ged" 16 nlmost synonymous with "heira of the promiac’ (Gal.

3 ¢ 29), vhich in the OF. refers to "the land" and in the NI,
o "ehe Fingdom of Godt.

The children of God are alec called ¥joint-heivo with
Christ!  GUYXANPOVOLOG. Hore ogoin we are canfronted with
o trioky genitive comstruction, so that it cowld be infer-
preted ns theirs with Chrisl! or objoctively ae "joint-hsire
of Christ", But Paul does uot leave us in the dark, He
qualifies thie statement with two further words compowided
with the prefix "joint!, which avs part of o conditionnl
clouse. So we sre "joint-heirs with Christ" on the condl-
tion that we are "joint mufferere® with him, ond if 5o we
ahall bo "jointly glovified with himl, o the genitive is
csrtainly subjsctive fa this comvext.’® Peul ves sufe of
4% in bie own came, ond took it for granted for others.
Those who shave Ohvist's sufferings now will share his glory
hereafter; and in order to saore his glory hereafter it is
necessazy o start by shoring bis sufferings here.’®

According to Roman Law when a mw was adopted into a
family ag "heir' or if o group were adopted as "joint heirst
tthey accepted the obligations as well-as the privileges of
being heir. In fack LT the decenssd died leaving o dobt,
+the heiTs divided responsibility for the debh amongat them
selves. If one person wae sole helr then he wag selely
yespongible. If one wished to appoint someone to the benow
£its without the attondant responsibilities then he celd
make granty on the basie of legatum, fidelcommissum, donntio
mortis oausn, modus, 5 In these cases

35. Michel, op, 0ib., Rimervrief, p.170; ByEren, ops oit.,
p.3295 Mourray, op oit., p.298; Denuoy, ops cite) D.645.
36. Denay, op. 0it.s pe648.
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the reciplents wers not liable for the dobty of the defunatud!
Tie omier of tn estdts would normally consifer te: Herdbs GEFHAS po-
beritinl heirs until he had chosen ons WG Would become his
"sols heIr’ heres ex asse. Do hiz was given nof only the
possessions - but the Pamily, i.e. the sum total of rights
and dubtes contained in the Padrie Pobestas and growing oub
of 1, It was a oy of eaying vho ws %0 bave the chief~
tninship in euccession ta the Testator.’® But while ms
paraon vas 40 the new 2atria Potestan, baving full
awbhority over the fowilia,Romen law Stlll provided Zor Moo~
hedrahiph. Several people could be appointed by the btestator
as “jumt-«heiz*e"_. Each shored in the total usaets end lis-

bilities of the estote.’? The one was the heiz ang the
W0

others sharing the pifh bim $he *Joint-h
The heir reaped the benefit of the following definition -
st in jus quod

habuif - Yan inkeritance is & s\zcc'ession +0 the entire legal
position of the dead mnt.*® The co-heire corporately enter
into thig legal position, but only one has the full authority
over the fanily.

The above descriptien of the Romn legel positiod of
the "heir and the"j heirs" is STAR! 10
Rom, 8 : 17. Josus Chrigt os "heir" is head of the Yemily.
The beldevers become Mjoint-heirs' by feith, This feith iz
demonstrated in a spivitual claiming of the inheritance, which

37, Cf. Fritz Schulz, Glassical Rowon Iaw, Oxford, 1951,
Dp.21388; Mex Kaser, Roman Private Law (Bng. tr. by Rolf
Temnenbring), purbaz, 1965, pp.313f. - Wif he ance had fivslly
aoquired the inheritance, his 1ability was unlimited’s

38, H.5. Maine, Ancient Tew:  If's Comnection with the
Early HAisbory of Society fond ite Relation bo Kodern Idensy
Tondon, 1894, ppel0f.

39. In this poper wa are assuming thod the Romws legal ays-~
$em provides the most Jikwly backgrowmd to the writings of
2ol {am opposed tu Brevk or Jewish). For full discussion
of, Hester, op. cif., pp.6-2l.

40, EKaser, op. cit., pp.304f.
41. Meine, op. oit., p.18l.




is mymbolicslly enmcted in baptiem. The ome wao hes dla-
ooversd himself wnable to Iive up to the high demends of di-
vide law and Tightecusness, casts himself on the mercy of Gods
By faith in Jesus he 8 reconoiled to God whereas previously
he bad been estitinged from Him, and i& given assurence of heing
nccepted into scaship, The aross begomes the symbol of his
sanehip, that his adoption is nob through merit bub by grace
slone, 7This mew experdence of God is mediated by the gospel,
which proclaims the good news of the San of God who gave his
1ife for the sins of the world, and by which b is nade the ve-
oipient of & new righteousnsss, & righteousmess which does not
Gome from men, but from God," @ righteoumess which comes
‘through the initiel step of relf demisl vhereby believing in
Jesus that men 15 made an heir; so that Paul writes with

£ull assuxance of Clristian hoje to Tlmothy: (II Tm. 2 : 13f).

NIf we dfed With him, we shall live with hims
1% we endure, we shall reign with him.
I£ we deny him, he Will deny us.
If we are faithless he kesps faitn,
for he cennot deny himself". (NEB).

As we are appointed *Joint-heire" we hope to share in
+the Anheritance, but as Roman Iaw states, we cannot have ths
privileges of heirship without the responsibilities. These
responsibilitien are inherent in “suffering with Jesus" (ve.
17¢). “MHierdie lye omvat nie alleea lyding wat verdwur word
in dle mavolging van Christus, 6 in die ultosfening ven. dde
roeping van dde gelowlge, 47 a8 gevolg ven belylenis ven ge
loof nie, maar alle lye wat die gelowige tref in ey nuwe be-
gtaansuyse yin Christush.®

42, Iaoob Joom, "A Theology of Eleotlon ~ Iarecl and the
Clurct", London, 1958, 5.

aDie

43.

Briewe van Paulugy

L de ¥illiers, Die betekenis van Hutothebia'in die
Ams

terdar, 1950, o184




Gal, 3 2

In the letter to the Galetians Feul, in s polentc
againet the Juleisera, declares that the Spirit of Uod doss
ot come o the believer through the worke of ths law, but
by faith., Beliavers are children of Abrahsw and are bleased
elong with him, - The law ad & certein value, prepsring £or
the coming of the gospel, but Ohrist has fulfilled the law
nd the romise to Alveham. Faith dn him brings fveedom
from the condemmaiion and curse of the Iaw, This freedom
i Chriet introduoss a new world ovder,*t

In Gels 3 3 29 Paul winds up his argument from the iis-
‘tory of God's saving acts in which he hed declaved hay all
who belong to Christ were true spiritusl children of Abraham
{vs. 7) 88 be contendst ™if you thus belong $o Ohries, you
ave the 'teaue! (Beed) of Abrekam, and so heire by prumise®,
{vs. 29) Note here how Paul suphasises the "you'; $o hring
ot the wonderful transformation of men vho as Gentilss had
bean foreigasrs o ihe lingdom, tut by the Gospel bad heoo
menbexs of Ohrist,*®

The prize whioh the Julalsers bad put before the Gals-
‘tians was thet Fhrough eircumcision nd the keeping of the
law they might become 'seed of Abrshau" and therefore heirs
of the promise". #his prize Paul sssures thom is theirs now
becauss they ave Ohrist's, since it belongs o those who
‘olieve (ve. 7). He makes an antitheais of "faith" and
yorks" and at the same time of "faith" and "law*, It is
‘through “fe4th? as opposed o Mworks" that the

Expopytorts Geek Testaoant), Tonda, Yol TIT,

no dnte, RISty Bunass do ¥it; Busgen, 1 Oritioal and
Exegetical Comentary on the Spistle 5o the Galatiens.
(1.0.0. ), Biinbuvgh, 1921, Introduotion, pp.liii~Ixv.

45, ©f. Bendall, op. olt., D.175.

4, Ibldt, 90 7523 Of. E, Rendall, The Spistle tb tie Cala-




blessing ot Abraban s received*S

It 4 signifiennt that in vs. 29 omepua es Teferring
to thove who belong to Christ is used without the article,
ke guoh 4t 1s indetinife or qulitotive. Tt means that they
are not the cotegorical or the sbadlute secd; this we have
2lréady boen informed in ve. 16 has already bewn fulfilled
in “the seed®; viz, Christ himself. Rother the believers,
shildven of Abréhem {vs. 7) have been vested with the quality
of Mseed of Abmaham'; and kove asoribed to thew the stonding
and privilege of Abrahamic seed, i.e. "IT you belong %o
Christ who s the seed of Abraham, you share his stonding as

auch,n47

Then in 4 : 1, after believers in Christ hove been dess
oribed as "heirs by promise" Paul undertakes o short exoirsus
on the position of the heir, As a chila he served wnder
certain slaves who were sppoimted o take vaTe Of his upbritg-
ing, We vma indistingnishable from any slave, He wis o
VAmLOG.  This word is nob necessarily juristic, but is
synoaymous with the Rubbimic word  |mp which mesne aimply
& amll or nn immture person.*®  ho word wAnpovopocis
used in the eame sense as in Mark )2 : 7 and pevollels. He
is someone vho does actually bave the legal claim on the ine
heritance bub oe yet did nok have it under his power, As
long as he was imguture he remnined uader the power of
enLTponoL (guardiens) and OLROVOUO: (tiustees). He
vempined in this position wntil the oge vhich his father hed
predetermined, when he would be given full power over the
estate.$?

46. Of. Heinrich Schlier, Der Brief an die Galuter. (KEK MD),
GSttingen, 1951, p.131; Burton, ops eite; p.itds

47. Burton, op. cit., pp.209f; and do Villiens, op. citey
p.84." Of, I Cor. 33 21625 Roms 83 17, 32,

48. Of. Sohlier, op. cit., p.132 mote 2; e Villlers op.
cit., P87,

49. e Villders,0p. cit., .86,
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Gal. 4

This uge of matuwity Paul explains in 4 : 7, - fhe ack
Of faith in Sesus Chyist by which the believer bhocomes united
With Christ is symbolically represented by baptism As the
believer is beptised into Christ (3 : 26f) he pubs on
onrast, ™ ond e brovghs to Pull meturtty of sonship. God
sffeated this by making bis Sen- o mn ~ bora of a woman,
born under the law so that those who are in bondsge to the
1aw (i.e. %o the emutpomoL and oL xovouol of the old dls-
pensadion) might become n full son (Gresk receive the ndop—
wen). "t o then Frod writes suphaticelly - “fow are sonst
You do nat nevd to eonforn to the Jewish Titual law - you exe
sons Tight now'. God had semt the spirit of hig son into
‘thefr hearts so that vhey might with full assurence cry out
"Abbe, Patherl" 9o he agnin emphasises: "You are no longer
a slave, but a som, and if o son, then an hefr through God.

50. Schlier, op. cit., p.141 coutends for an gx opere gperato
reouption of the splrit of sonship at beptiem, but Pad.
mokes 1% quite olesr in 3 : 26 that it is faith which renders
one o son, baptis being the oufward symbol of the inwszd ex-~
pertence by which God grants the spirit of sonehip in the
heart of the believer, s toptism symbolises the apiritual
reception of Ohriat by faith, This expertence of faith my
bappen at the time of baptisw or it may precede i% - 025 Aots
2:38; 8: 12 and 2sp. the story of the conversion of Paul
vhere Paul received the Spirit before his baptism 9 : 17-19.
Baptism is a cultic reenaciment of the denth and resurrection
of Jesus ns a source Of sanctifiestion to the believer, and

a source of euength tn him $0 preserve him from falling fn-
%0 8in of. Rom. 6 ¢ 1-12.

51. This is a @ifficult term to translote in this comtbext
&8 it evidently refers not to “sdoption" but to the "coming
of aga" of the heir, so do Villiers, op. oit., pp.962;

on, op, ai%., p.220 interprets it in the light of Rom.
B 14% and gefines 4% as: "God's reception of men into the
relation to im of nons, objects of his love and enjoying
his £allowship, the wltimte issus of which is the future
1ife wherein they are reclothed with n epiritual body."
This interprotatich misses the point of the mburetion of
the heir ond his nttendont attoimment to full sonship.
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The last phrase Sia 920U has teused omsiderable pro-
blems and variations in the textval history of this verss,
Ameng many other variatione the recefved bext rengers . $£0w
bua ypLoveu but despite the probless the difficult Yext is
the right one here, The Epistle has iraced God's scheme of
Tedemption snd His design of granting to Hie People & heavenly
Anheritanoe in Chwdst Tight back to the Petxiarchs. ¥t has
shown that ight from the time of Abrabsm cnwaxds God waf
aisoiplining Bia Pacple Yerasl with a view to thelr becoming
mature sons of God. At the same time He wes prepering the
Gentiles in 1ike mamner even though they 814 xob know Himy
having the same intention with them a8 with Israel, So 4t
is With good Teason that our text reads “through God", 1t
Peing through b ; design and providentisl cave et they,
Jews and Gentllen were elevated to the positlon of sons end
heire, 3t

0 conolude hen the People of God sre descxided by Paul
a8 "peed of Abraham’, This occmoept has **  Toots in the OT.
wheTe God calls Terzel Abrakanm’s seod and at the sams time
refers to him as His special prssession, Ihis teaching is
assoalated with the doctrine of election - Atrabam and his
seed are elect, The Trult of this election wa. the cove-
pant end Yarweh's solmowledgment of Lereel es being His som,
and the individual Israslites came to be called the sons and

daughters of Yahweh, while they came to call feiweh their
Father, IThis understaniing of God s thelr Fether was
clinexed by the Tecognitiun that the Davidic king was God'e
son. It anly reslly oams o be spelled out in the religlons
writings of the Jews wall after the return from exile, Then
the ‘monsilp becams leos and less considered a national insti-
‘tation and more end move it became conditicnal on persenal
plety. We find this teaching mwturing in the Sermon an the
mount by Jeeus (Wathe 5 ¢ 442)e

Rendall, ove ¢ite, DP.176L.
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Buliding on this besic Paul rerers o the People of God
85 the Seed of Abyeham, but Mis defindtion of what constin
aites this seed differs widely from the cpinion held by Tntex-
‘testamental writers and those of Jete Julaiah in that Paul
‘tgsohed that 1% In not the kmeplng of the law of Moses which
qualifies criey bub thet it is faith and God's vesponte %o
Zaith by adopting the believer as Hiw child, 'his ssser
4ion of Pawl 59 espacislly stated in Gal. 3 : 16 ~ 29, " In
this passags the point made is that Christ 1s the Seed, but
that helievars in Hin who are then beptised inty Him ave
somshow acliectively in Christ and thevefore Seed of Abrabsm
irrespective of their rece, In both Gal, 3 and Rom, 4 the
teaching 1 thet those who bave faith have Abrsham ae’ their
father, since their justification is by failth and not by
plisiesl birth ur by keeping of ihe law, Therefore kin-
ghip Yo Abrabam 4s spiritusl and not physiesl. This wkes

4t universel end Christocentric.
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CEAPTER 6. . EELLEVERS AS SONS AND HEIRS TN HERREWS

A+ e People of Gods

As in the OF, and in the epistles of Paul, the be~
levers sre called "the People of God" in Hebrews, They
sre descrited in this wey in 4 : 9y 81 10; 10 & 305
11 : 25, TIn each one of these casen they are daseribed
as either "the people of Bod", oit "my Reopie", ox "his
People®, ' Tio are in the normal fext of Hebrews (4 : 9
and 11+ 25) and two appear in quotatioas from the O
{61 10 md 10 ¢ 30), Our author dves not assooiate
the People of God” with the "Sead of Abraham’, ss Paul -
does, but he breadens the concept in Oh, 11, taking us
baok n the household of faith to Abel and telling us
et Jesus as the firet born Son e set over this house-
nold. (313, 6).

In Hebr. 4 : 9 we are reminded of the promise of o
“rest for vhe Pacple of God', According tr the stavy
of the wilderness wanderings the children of Isresl bad
sinnod heosuse of their wibelief when they refused o
enter the land of promise in spite of hearing the good
reports of Caleb and Jostwa. As & punishment for this
unbelief they wandered 4n the wildemens for forty yeave.
God vas angry with them and in His enge He vowsd againat
that generwiion: Moy shall mever enter into my rest.5

Tne implicaticn ia that by erossing the Tivex Jordan they
should bave entered into the Sabbath rest in the promised
Jand, end yet this did not happen when Joohua led themw
into the lond. Our author provides soripturel proof of

52, Psalw 95 : 7-11 (19X 94 ¢ 7-11). This réfusal wee be-
oause of the bardness of their hearte avidenced by & oam-
plaining apirit Exed, 35 1 23ff; 17 : P

and by their unbelie?, Nush, 24 : 21-23 osp. vé. 25t
Wgurely they shall not sae the land which I swore wnito their
fathers, neither ckell any uf them that provoked me see i,




‘the failure or Sosbus o lead them into rest from & quotem
#Lon grom the Psslms in Hebwr. 3 + 7 - 3. The psalmist who
wa@ vrdting duiing the early monerchy, at a time when Terael's
poseension of the land was most couplete, urges the woshipper
not +6 hexden hie hesrt if he wants to enter his rest, .The
argument of ‘the suthor Yo -the Hebrews is thevefore that the
Israelites pould not have entered imto their vest at the pas-~
soge of the xiver Jordan if they Wers, &t tie time of writing
the Psalm, still buing urged to enter into theix rest Miodayt,
S0 many years after Moses and Joshus. He then poses the pro-
‘blem that if they hadn't entered with Joshua, when 444 ar would
they then entex God's promised rest? In va, 9 he saw it as
Deing yet in the future: 'herefore a sabbath rest sHIL
awaits the People of God" end 20, on this basis be urges his
readers: "let us then make evary effort to ember that resv,
80 that no ame may ?all by following this evil example of tm~
velisf™, Tn the following chapters we ave told how to enter
that rest.?

In Hebr, 3 + 9 “the People of God" evidently has a double
dimensions ‘the physical children of Iarasl, and the spiritual
"People of Godls e author of Hebrews, Writing within the
framework of Plataric philosophy, regerds the OT, pletures snd

t0 be and ‘types of that
whichk was to ocma. Thus the Torael of the O2. prefigures the
Ginurch as the People of God, [The physicsl lersel falls upder
the OLd Covensnt wheress the Church 18 the People of God of
the New Covemant. These two covensuts cennot co-exist, the
Fen perfected and has replaced the 014.7% Yot he sees = ldne
of continuity betweon the 014 end tha New People of Gods

53. For & similar amalysis of, G.K. Barrett, The Eschatology
of the Epistle fo the Hobrews. (The Backgrownd of the Few
Testament and its Eschatology, In Homour of C.H. Dodd)y
Canbiridge, 1956, pp.36682,

54, 0f, Qisemamn, op. oit., R.33.
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The People of @od s the Pllgrim Ghuron (Wandering People
©F God) 18 very similar %o 4the spesch of Stephen In Acte Ts
W see this.not sly in Bebr. 4 ¢ but alao 3n 11 ¢+ 25 whore
Moses oope o suffer with the People of God rather than to
enjoy the privileges of mu adeptive son in Parachle hovsshold,
In both Hebrews (eup. Ohs 11) end in Stephen's apecch the
Penple of God are seeking the heavenly oity, finding it neces-
pary to pass through this world {ef. Vanity Palr in Bunyen's
Pilgrim's Progress), yet as strangers and pilgeims they heap
perseoutin on their own heads. They are permeouted in Egypt
end later the 4rve Israelites, ropresented by the prophets and
eventually Jesus, ere persemnted and killed a$ the hapde of
Tsvael fter ihe flesh.”® The figure of Iemmel 4e ambigucus
because sometimes he Peapls of -God are aseosimted Terael
after the flesh, and sometimes with the faithful remant of
plous ones in Ieresl who fn mny oases sre perdecuted by thetr
‘brethren afier the flesh. Tmus it would appesr that “the
People of God", 48 a conditional ter, depending gn parecmal
feith end plely. So the author of Hebrews can refer 4o "ihe
Pecple of God" am a pr Sent Teality - & pecple who &tlll have
to enter their promined 1snd of rest i.e. The Kingdom; They
should learn the lessans of he People of God in the OT. Who
falled to enter becausa of wbelief, At the same time he can
speak in the past tense of the People of God With whom Moses
by faith associated Wimself, ey were identical a¢ long ea
they hed faith, cbeyed God, and oontinued faithtul despite the
pergecution of usbelievers, whether thess wnbslievera wers
Beyptians o Hebrows,>

In Hebxews “the People" is ussd in an absciute sense,
meaning "the Bacple of God", Tt e used twdce { 7 1 5, 11)

55. Of. ¥, Dahl, Das Volk Gottes, 2.196.
56. The other #wo refs. 8 ¢ 105 10 : 30 are quotntlons from
ihg OT, both of wnich emghasise what hes been eafd abuc, %het
the People of God stand in a speoisl relationship Yo Hué &
"my people’ and *iis peopla.
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it a non liturgioal sense: "the pecple’ pay tithes and vee
csive the law; tut in the vast majordty of cices it haga
Iiturgical meaning referzing 40 the expletion of the people's
Bine. ' In.9 s 19 the author of Nebrews describes how Koses
sprinkled "the pecple" with sserifiolal vlood as part of the
0ld covepant renewal oceremany (of. Exod, 24 : 8), The other
reterences relate to Christ's priestly wonk of expiaticn oa
bekalf of W People.’

Acoording to Hebr. 2 : 17 Chrdst bocams a men, an Is-
zaolite, o descandent of Atrabsn who offered a sacrifloe for
the sins of the people, l.es o meke & cawplete, perfect, me
and only sacrifice for the explction of the Ains af Ged's
People, Bxplation was what the High Priest was belfoved 0
ostain for the peopie by the sin offering on the Tay of Atomse
nent®® ana so Christ s High Priest expiated the aing af the
people on the cross, And now stands between them and God to
purify and camotiss them with his hlood and o zesbore them
to dtvine favour.”?  Wbst renfered Christs ssoriftcial Resth
specially gignificent bo "the People" was the faot that it
oocurred outside Jerusalem; “So Jesus also surfored onteide
‘the gate in order to sanctify the peopls through his owm
blocd®, (23 : 12).

The emphasis of the woxd "suffered” (instesd of Udeath")
35 an empasie o the humemity of Jesus. Orimivals were put
o denth outelde the city go $hat it zight not be polluteds
Tesus' death wam no excepiion, of. Jom 19 : 20 Yihe place
shere Josus was craolfied wea owtside the ofty',5® Prom the
lacation of Jesus! death a prackical lescon in draws for the

57. Hebw. 2137 cf.1: 3y 5: 33 7127 151 1%
6. Of, Mopteflove, op. olt., 2.68 of. Hebr, 5: 31 7 ¢ 2T.
59. Spiog, op. oit.s Yol. JX p.d8.

69, Tt is & moot polnt whether the sigaiffcance of this act
w8 besause o ceToases of is eln-offerings wers arom oulb-
sid6 the comp or bookuse of the killing of the red he
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