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INTRODUCTION.

Iz may seem superfluous to effer to the Chuarch an expoeition of
the Epistle to the Hebrews, in addition to the many and valuable
works illustrative of that portion of Holy Scripture which already
exist. But even the best may contain' some objectionable matter,
or may omit a suitable notice of certain points of interest and im-
portance; or, some eircumstances may make it expedient to bring
forward promineatly doctrinal or practical considerations clearly
maintained in the Epistle, while others may make the publication of
an additional commentary not only proper but obligatory. These
oconsiderations combined have hed their influence in inducing me
to issne this small volume on the Hebrews, and even to express an
intention to .follow it by other similar publications on the New
Testament, if they ahall appear to be wantad.

The Greek text follown the edition of Hahn, as printed by Pro-
feasor Robinson, the punetuation being in a few instances slightly
altered, In the analysis and notes, I have endeavoured to explain
the Epistle by giving the reader the results of some little examina-
tion, rather than to present him with a long array of writersto whom
but few have access, and whom atill fewer would take the trouble to

‘study. I havs, however, laid befors him the reasons also for the ,

regults, or the process by which they are thought to be sustained,
I am not aware of being influenced hy any other motive than a
desire to present comscientionsly what I believe to ba the true
meaning of the inspired writer, And so fer as this may have been
done, I would humbly hops for the divine blessing; and wherein
it has failed, not less humbly trust in that infinite merey which
“winks at ignorance,” and is not “extreme to mark what is done
amig" :

It is well known that the Epistle to the Hebrews has given

-
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rise to many inquiries, which have called forth very many eritical
and learned discussions, The inquisitive reader who wishes to in-
vestigate the varions topies alluded to, must consult Introductions
to the New Testament, such a8 Horne's or Hug's, or that of John
David Michaelis; or commentatora whose purpcse may have led
them into s wide a field, of whom it may he sufficient to mention
Professor Stuart of cur own country, and Eunincel and Tholuck of
Germany,* learned, pious and candid men, although on some
points they have come to different results. It is not my intention
to enter into puch disquisitions, which would oblige me to extend
my book to an inordinate size. Siill it is proper o mention afaw
of the topica. They arc such as these.

Is the work pmper]y an epistle or an instructive religions
discourse ? This point ia really of very little omsequenm,aam
decision doea not affect in any degree the statements,
arguments, or prictical bearing of the work. Although it does
not take the wsuel form of a letter in the commencement, the
general internal evidence confirms the probability of its being:
what it has always been called, The Hpistle to the Hebrews,

To whom was the work addressed? To all the Hebrew nation,
both in their own land and dispersed in varicus countries, whether
converted to the Gospel or not? Or fo Jews of Palestine or some
nther particular locality ? Certain texts in St. Peter have been sup-

“posed to favour the theory that St Paul wrote the Epistle to the
Christian Churches, composed chiefly of Jewieh converts, which at
that time existed in various parts of Asia Minor. In his second
Epistle, iii. 15, he says that his brother Paul had written to those
whom he was addressing, and & comparison of the first verse of
the ssme chapter with the first verse of the former Epistle, shows
that they were Christiane of those provinces. But the argument
assumes that the first of these texts refers to this Epistle, where-

.88 it is more probable that the allusion is to some of St. Paul's
smaller letters. Neither does a comparison of Heb, ii. 2 with Gal. iii,
19, oth of which speak of the agency of angels in giving the law,
prove, as some have supposed, any such connection between the two
Epistles; for St. Stephen states the same thing in Acts vii. 63, and

# A Comvmentary cn the Epistile to the Hebwows, by Moses Btunrt.  Socond Edition, Andover,
1833 Kommeniar gum Erisfs an dio Hobrmer, vou Dr. A Tholock. Hamburg, 1836, A new edition
appearsd In 1840, This work, Ursuslaled inlo Boglsk by Hamilon and Ryland, makos fhe 3th and
9pth volomen of Clark’s Riblical Cabines. Edicb. 1848: D, Chrisi. Theoph. Kulnoel Oommeniariug
in Eplatolam sd Hebemon Lipe. 183%
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it ia founded on Deut xxxii 2, and would very properly be used
in addressing Jews any where. These argumentd are alleged by
Kuettner, and introduced from him by Peile in his late work on the
Hebrews* They are evidently inconclusive. It is emough to
learn from the contents of the Epistle, that it was addressed to
Hebrews who had been converied to Christianity, but were in
danger of apostatizings; with the collateral view also of impressing
the truths of the Gospel on their unbelieving brethren who might
have an opportunity of reading it.

The genuineness and canonical authority of the book have
been the subjects of learned disquisition; and Christian antiquity
has been thoroughly searched, and its testimony largely adduced.
The result is a satisfactory decision in its favour, affording evidence
of the care of the primitive Church not to admit any work into the
canon, unless on incontrovertible proof of its legitimate claim to
such distinction.

The language in which it was written has also been a point of
investigation. Many of the fathers mssert it fo have béen the
Hebrew. But the opinion rather seems to have been assumed on
the supposition that thiz was the vernacular tongue of the nation,
and consequently that the Greek would have been an unsuitable
medium of communisstion. On the other hand it has been shown
that Greek as well as Hebrew wsa sufficiently understood for all
practical purposes by the body of the Hebrews.} Besides, not a ves-
tige of the Epistle in the Hebrew language has been transmitted
from an early age, and the work does not exhibit any indication of
being a version, but on the contrary looks in all respects like an
original. . Those who wish to know what haa been said in defence
of the opinion referred to, may consult the introduction of J. D.
Michaelis, translated by Bishop Marsh, chap, xxiv. sect. 8-12, vol.

* Annolstlons on ihe Apostolicsl Eplailes, by Wlllllmlun.l'cll!. InIn Vol [IL Thesaaboniang—

Hegbrews, Land. 1851, Thisls n work of eonsiderabls labour, It contains many important quots-”

oo, particolarly from Calvin, The parallel brls though frsquendy exossdingty apposite, are oo
nnmarons; and ocosdonnlly hava Uil or no tearteg on the polol to be licldsted. The oxpositdons
oo are sometlmes quile ohecare ; and the siylo te so [ovolved and parccthetical, that, even wiih the
ald of all the appllances of ilalice, chpital letters, and dasbas, Ib ofton rogaires the dlosest atisntion
in ordar Lo ehiolt the monning.

+ In reforanca o this.subjsct 1 rebor tha reader Lo the work of (e learned Nospolitan, Dominte
Deodati, entitied : De Christa Grmca loguents Rxerclintdo, publivhed st Naples in 1767, snd edited
:l:nﬁm‘n; Oriando T, Dubbin, LL, B. Loodos IBH. mm Also, le the irestise by Professor

he on the of {he A Jedtine 1o Whe age of Chrisk asd bis
JIMI:O and to that of Hog 1o bla [ntrodoction, oo mmumam&mtnu g
conniry and perfod. These Lonis bave besn transleted Into Enghsh and-may e found s the
Biblical Repoxitory, Andover 1831, wol. I No. 11, Ar, bv., sod No, [, Ad. v
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iv. pp. 211-284, London, 1802 ; also, “ An Essay to discover the
suthor of the Epistle and the languege in which it waa originally
written, by Joseph Hallett, junr, Lond, 1788," Sec, IL.*

The time of writing the Epistle haa also been a subject of exam-
ination. It is pretty generally ngreed, however, among critics, that
ita date must be placed anterior to the destruction of Jerusalem.

The most impartant and interesting inquiry of the sort shove
mentioned relates to the authorship of this Epistle, Hallett in the
first section of the Fesay just mentioned, Michaelis, Horne, Hug,
and other writers of Introductions to the New Testament, have dis-
cussed the subject at length. Stuart and Tholuek, in the Introdue-
tions to their respective commentaries, are particularly worthy of
attention. They have examined whatever antiquity contains which
seemB 0 bear upon this inquiry, and also the whole structure,
srangement, style and peculiarities of the Epistle; in a word,
whatever may serve to characterise and identify the writer. The
conclusion to which the former arrives is that the author is St. Paul;
while, according to the latter, the probabilities are in favour of
Apollos. To these learned commentators I must refer the reader,
confining myself to such a brief notice as seems necessary.

The opinions of the Jeading writers of the early, church varied
sa much respecting the authorship of this Epistle, as they did on
the length of our Lord’s ministry, In.the latter part of the second
century and beginning of the third, S&. Luke was by some, and
Clement of Rome by otherd, considered as the author. See Eusebius,
Fecles. Hist. vi. 6. Clement of Alexandria regarded the present
Epistle as a translation by St, Luke of St. Paul's original Hebrew
work : Fus. vi, 14, who also remarks that some attributed the trans-
lation to Clement of Bome: iii. 88, Tertullian} quotes vi. 4-8 from
the Epistle, which he ascribes to Barnabas, the spostle. If it were
credible that the production generally known es the epistle of
Barnabas, and published among the apostolical fathers, were the
work of the friend and companion of St. Paul, it would be quite
certain that such & writer could not be the author of the Epistle to
the Hebrews. A candid and intelligent man has only to read the

® This Emay ln sn lniroductlon 1o 4 A Parspbivase and Nobts oo ha thros Insk chaplers of the
Eplstle to the Habrewa; belog & supplement to the barned Mr, Peivos’s Farsphrsas sod Nolss on
this epinile.” The author veforred Lo In the Rev, James Pelros of Etom, s dizssenting minister, whao
dind bafors be had complabed bin work on i Hebrewn, It is » lnboricos produstion, sd fu some
reapecis lesrned | thoogh, e It sosn f0 ma, agank In lis exp nnal wank-
ing o that plain, wooil sezse, withou! which oo cm Ihoronghly eater ato th

and mesalng of his cHgtnal
+ De Podicltis, Xc, p. 55,  Opors, Bl Rigall. Paris. 1095,
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two, in order to aatiefy himself that the mind which conceived the
thoughts, and adjusted the arguments of the canonical Epistle, could
not have come down o the well-meaning puerilities and far-fetched
analogiea of thesogalled apostolical book. But as the suthenticity
and gemuineness of the letter ascribed to Barnabas are without
valid support either of externsal or internal evidence, no argument.
cen be drawn from & comparison of the two,

The moet generally reccived opinion undoubtsdly of the Churis.
tian church is that St. Paul was the author of the Epiatle to the
Hebrews. Clement of Alexandria,® Origen,t Eusebiun} Jerome,§
and the leading ecclesinstical writers, concur in this sentiment.
The difference of style from that of the other well-known writings
of this apostle, and the ahsence of his usual introduction, have been
adduced in oppesition to this theory ; and this discrepancy hdd so
grest an influence on the acute and critical mind of Origen ss to
lead him to adopt the opinion that the thoughts were St Pauls,
but the language that of some other writer. His view may be seen
in Eusebius, vi. 25. It appears to bo at least ss probsble as any
that has been, advanced; and best adapted to harmonize the leading
external evidence with that suggested by the style and manner of
the work. Tholuck remarks that Luther first asoribed the author
ship to Apollos; and this, as T have already ssid, is his own opinion,
Nevertheless, the reader will find in his introduetion a very full
and clear exhibition of the argunments, both external and internal,
in: defence of the ancient wiew of Clement of Alexandria. He
does not appear to have withheld auy consideration of importance
which might be thought to favour the claim of 8t. Paul, and is
entitled to great respect for the ability and candour with which he
has conducted the whole investigation,

One thing is certain, and it ia & fict of the very greatest import-
ance. The Epistle to the Habrews waa regarded by the early church
83 the work of an apostle or apostolic man. As such it was re-
ceived by the Christian community ss an embodiment of Christian
doctrines, and publicly read as such in the congregations, It was
appealed to as an exponent of Gospel fruth. Whatever doubt
therefore may exist respecting its author, it stands out prominently
88 & Christian work of authority, sa early at least as the year

* Bas vl 1L
# 1. vl 5.
$1d 1l % [ bave sonloed my reforsnes (o Basebins, chisdy o avoid & meiliploity of ashort

Eem.
§ Calsloges of Ecclealmatical writsrs, warder Paul, Opers, Tom, Iv, gol 103,  Edit Perle. 1700,
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seventy; and comsequently the doctrinal views which it containa
are those of the apostles and leading followers of Christ who lived
in that age. To represent the book as the production of a narrow-
minded Alexandrine Jewish convert, is a8 much in contradiction
to historical record, s it plainly is to the whole nature and charae-
fer of the work iteelf.

The evident design of the Epistle ia to confirm and establisk
the faith of the Hebrew Christians who had been exposed to perse-
cutions, and were in danger of spostasy. With this view the
suthor presents to their consideradion the excellence of the Gospel,
particularly in contradistinction to the law. .As the Mosaic system
was introduced through the sgency of angels, he shows the supe-
riority of the author of Christianity to these celestial beings, botkt
in his original divine nature and in the elevation of his human to
universal supremacy. He campares the respective heads of the
two dispensations, acknowledging the fidelity of Moses, but repre-
senting him as & servant merely, while Christ is the distinguished
Son. He compares at large the priestly and sacrificial character
and actions of our Lord with those under the law, peinting out the
weakmess and inadequacy of the latter, and stating fully, with
suitable evidence and illustrations, the sufficiency and perfection of
the former. He intersperses these discussions with most important
instructions on various kindred topics, and with serious and affect-
ing exhortations and warnings. He exhibits the practical value
of faith, and displays the superior excellency of the Gospel to the
law, 28 an incentive to an unwavering adherence to & religion sd
glorious and divine, and undeviating obedience to ita demands. Tt
is impoesible to read the work with attention and candour without
a firm conviction that the suthor hes accomplished his task with
complete success,



