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WIC IS THE LORD OF TIX WORLD TO COLE?
An
Iixegetiocal Study of Hebrews 2:5-9

Controlling Purpose: This thesis is to discover the
identity o% Thim™ and the "son of man" mentioned in
Ilebrevws 2:G=8, ;

I,

iixogetical Background.
A, The Zpistle to tho ilebrews as a-whole; .
Be. The author's purpose in writing the Lplstles

- Ue Tho place of liebrowa 2:86-9 in- the:context.

IT.

III.

Study of lords and Syntax in llebrews 2:5-0s
Ao Verse five.

B. Vorses six to oight(a)e.

Us Verse oight(b).

D, Verse oight{c).’

ise Vorse nine.

P, Sumiary of verses ten to eighteen.

e Problem and Its Implications.
Ae Orystallization of the problem.
B, History of the problem.
Cs Solution of the problewme.
1. Presentation of the view of those who hold to
the "mankind" inte%retgttona. s
2. Ar ents against 8 interpreta .
g.‘:m'.l'he argument from tho analogy of Soripture.
b. The argument based on the identification
of the "world to come".
¢. The argument based on cohersnco of context.

Ds Conclusion.




LLIRCUUCIT O

I fivst bocame interested in this particular portion
of Sceripture during the Iull somester of the school-year
1047-1940., A growp of us were reading through the usnistle

to the l‘cbrows wder the guidance off Ur. Faul Hrotscher,

defore we arrived at tho sccond chapter, he asked us to
talke o look at the word "hia® occcurring in verse eight.
Jle 1t relor vireetly to Christ or did 1t roler to man-
kind in gencral? Docauso of the limditeuw time allotted to
the coursc ve voers wnable to reach any Iinal conclusions,
and in the coursoc of the discussion Dr. Dretscher remarked
that the problem would make a good tople Tor a Bacholor of
Divinity thesis. Although our class discussion was brief,

Vie did manage to see that the interpretation of the whole
8scond chantsr dencnded on the significance of that one
1littlc word "him", Since I had not yet chosen a toplc for
my thesis, and sines I was interestod in working in tho Iew
Testameont 'iold, I docided to tacklo the problem and attempt
to arrive ai some conclusion. Tho resuli of my efforts is
recorded in the following pages and makes up wy Sachelor

a8 -

of Pivinity thesis.,




In treating this problem I have decided to presont tho

subjoct under two general heads. I shall first carry through

an exegetical study of verses five to nine to determine the

scope of the words and grewmar. In the midst of this exeget-
ical study I shall pause at intervals to discuss various side-
lights of the problem at hand. In the second place, I shall
try to crystallize the problem and arrive at a solution.

I reoalize that a paper of this type is not something
that w1lll shake the world., Ky conclusions will not be ori-
ginal and may not be convincing. They will leave many doubts
and problems. In many respects this study may geem 8o far re-
moved from actual life as to call upon itself the stigma of
being impractical and of no profit. Yot, though the passage
may be obscure and dlfficult to interpret, I do not rogard
a study of this type as fruitless. For in digging into
lexicons, grarmers, end commentaries in an effort to fathom
the depths of tho Grook text, I beliove that I have acquired
a cortain skill in handling sources which will prove very

valuable in interpreting those portions of Scripture which
this viewpoint that I

present less of a riddle. It is froa

regard this thesis as worth whilee




I, sxegetical Background

The SZpistle to the Hebrews has been called the First

Apology of the Christlan Relliglon.l One of the key words of
tho ipistle ls the word "petter". The Christian faith centers
in Jdesus Christ. It is this Jesus who 18 better than the an-
gels, better than koses and Joshua; and better than the Cld
Testament priests. The same Josus ushers in a better hope, a
better rest, and a better atonement for sin than that which
ves provided under the 0ld Covenant. The author's own des-
cription of his writing is that it is a "word of exhorta-
tion",% By proving the supremacy of the INew Covenant embodied
in Jesus, the author aims at strengthening his readers in
their faith and rooting them deeper in their religion,

The author's aim then is practical. He is not interested
in discussing doctrine and ethics merely for the sake of
intelloctual exercise. lvery doctrine and abstract exposi-

tion of the Epistle is followed by a practicel appeal. The

1. Hugh Thomson Korr, The Sugrame Gosgel_, Pe 1
24 Georg; 3illigan, The Theology spistle to_ the

Hebrews, p. 35s




comwon belief is that the Hebrew Christians were growing
sluggish in their faith., "They were in danger of aposta-
tizing from the faith, because of persecution an-dured on
account of it, and also because of doubis concerning its
truth."S "Their friend who writes %o them feols it necessary
to make a desparate efiort to rescus them from the impending
dangor oy t:.v;,'ing %o show them what 1s so clear in his ovm
mind, tho incomparable excellencs of the Christian religion,™™4
The main theme of the dpistle is Jesus the Suprene
High PYriost. The author leads into his subject gradually,

and nence thero is much more in the sSpistle than the idea
. off priesthcod, In the firat chapter the author portrays
Christ’s auporiority to the angels. The firat verses of
the second chapter contain an exhortation based on tha

. previous discussion. The last part of chapter 2 treats the
numiliation of Christ, The verses under consideration in
this thesis lie in be?waan the discussion concerning the
angels and the discussion concerning ths humiliation,

SmTezedns

5. Alexander Balmain Bruces The ipistle to the iebrews
The First Apology for OhristianItys v 7e
4, 1bidyy pe Ye ;




II. Study of Vords and Syntax in Hebrews 2:5-9

Vorse Five
_O__I:J_%QQ_ a”é)\ms I‘Jﬂérdggv ThY _oltovucryy
7 V4
_zlu_ ptXhovaav , ol H5 Aodoluey .

3
_Kgp_: Dang and lantey's Grammar of the Groek liew Testa-

mont gives Uhroc usages of the word W_. It expresses:

a) a proof or reason, b) an explanation, and ¢) a con-
firmetion or assuranco. The word may be translated: a) for;
b) that is, for example, c) indeed, certainly.: In this
rarticular verse the true meaning of the word is hard to
pin dovn because the sentence is expressed negatively. Hence
we shall withhold judgment unbil we have discovered what

the following thoughts expross. ‘

_OQ, o) f’}\ad : Yo us it seems strange that the
author of Hobrews should dwell so much on the subject of
angels, ile would not cven think of comparing them with Christ,

nor would we accord them a very prominent place in a theolo-

1, H.B. Dena and Julius R. Hontey, A lianual Grammar of the
Greek New Testaments; ps 242«




glical discussion. Bub, we should beware of turning igno-
rance into a judge., Po the Jows tho angels meant a great
doal, and if we had deepor inaight, more lmowledge, and
groator faith, thoy would mean more tto us also, In ch, 2:2
the angels ars regawiod as tho modlators of the Old Jovenant.
Doth FPaul (Gal. $5:10) and Stophon(Acts 7:53) apealk of the Law
as having boen ordained by angols. The Iobrow litoraturc is
full of angels. "In our day it is(wnfortunately) customary to
conlpare Josus with Duddha, with Jonfucius, with llohanmed; to
tho Icbrows thoe comparison with anzels was doubly important
and tenlold morc :oeal."‘=r3 he angels have been in the picture
all throuh the Tirst chapter of lebrevs. :iow they come up
Tor thourht apain, Does this senicnce bow them out, so to
spoalk? Or docs this sentence continue the couparison started
in ech, 17 That is another wvroblem vhich we shall have to
leave vnsolved until we have covercd the whole general

thow M. The absence of tho article voints to class, net to

inuividual.”

_ﬁ]lg'j_r _d_g £V : This is o comson verb in the liow Testa-
ment and means "to subordinate®. We note the sorist tonse,
wvhich points to a ceriain definite action., ™o subject of the
scntonce is God, thowgh lio is wnaned, Porhaps this 1s in

ha.rmcny with Jewish usage to avold using the divine nems

2. lorr, ouv. cit o 02 =
.’5: Broofw_?oss ;'!;;i;goi;t, The Enistle to the Ilebrews, the
Greel Text with Lotes and 588ays, D. Zl.




vhorever possible, as in the book or James, Another oxamulo

is che 2:10.

m.ﬂﬂmm#ﬂkouqv : ae’ﬂ’ou{ge’wl__

is the wvord used for the world as a scabt of setitled govermment.

In Groeolk history it was the tem: uniforaly applied to coun-
tries occupied by the Greecks contrasted to those occupied

by the "barbarians’, In later ages it is o vord used for the
Roman wuniro, as in Luke 2 whon "Caesar Augustus decreod that

/
all tho QCKOUKEVy __ should be taxed". It alvays has the

e g 4 .. 3 - e
comobation oi eivilization. Honce by 1tsclf it is a purely
secular wvords

\ /
o adjoctival limitation 7AY. _u€Adovedv , howovar,

immiediatoly changes the word from a secular to a spiritual
I . -, H
concent. The word _4€ l\t\l-d plays cuitc a role in the Zplstls

to tho lebpows, and is closely linked to vhat wie courionly

call the swophebic porspective. From the standpoint of the

Cld Tegtoiont the ™vorld to come" is the llessianic era

ughered in by Jesus., Tho word Is usod this i‘:o.},r in eb, 10:1,
A /

vhere the Lawv is doscribed as a shadow TJwy g{*r\oy'rwv

A Fd 9 63[ . I'rou the viewpoint of the liew Tostament the

rorld to como® is comparable o everlagting lif'e in heaven.

» - - 3 e ""
This thought is oxprossod in che 135314, vhere wo read: “For
A / n
we havo hove no abiding city, bub we soek ono 7HY t‘/“ooo'dv o
Which viewpoint shall we adopt here? In ch, l:l& the angols

4, ilestoobt,; op. Clles Pe 48,




are characterized as :..J.n.!.stoz-in{, to ‘rgus U /\f\ovw

: KAQQOVOAEZ'V owITROL g « In the following vorses the
angels are rogardoed as the mediabors of the 0ld Covenant.
Thus the salvatlon sceizs to be rogarded as something fubture
in respoct Lo ths giving of the Law., Since the phrase in
which we aro now interested is soparated from the concept
of salvation in ch, 1l:l4 by only a briof exhortation, thers
is a close relatiocnship betuvecen the two, and the "world to
come’ of ch, 2:5 umy bo rogarded as identical to the 'sal-
vation" montioned in ch, 1:14, Since '"sglvation® is syolken
of az future coupared to the Old Covenant, the *world to
coio® nust also be fubturo from the point of view of the Cld

7ould corrospond to the vorld of rodenp-

o

Testomont, Thus 1
tion brought in by Christ. It could be ldentified with the
¥ingdon of God, Just os the Lingdom of God is already a
progent thing, but awaits its full conswmaation in the
futurc, so algo the ™world to come" is 2 present condition
to be Ifuwlly perfocted at tho timo of the "new hoaven and

the now carthy,

A -
_zsz) gz‘.r on)wl?gﬂ : "ho plural Tfoma of the verb may

be eithexr the auvthor's 1:1ura1,5 or it may be a comnmnicative
exprossion including tho suthor and his roadors.? A gimilar

use of tho plural ocours in ch, 5:1ll; 6:g; and 135318, I:’l
ch, $:0 tho roadors and the writer arve soparated, ETELD e0d

5. Franz Dolitzsch, Commentar zwn Briofe an die Fobrdox,
P- 55. = v -
8. Cof, Noil, Uer Briof an dic Hebrder, p. 60.




_§_;_ _EE_Q‘_ 1‘)“6!, end thus I woulG classlify this plural here
as tho author's plural, Just as he concoals his idontity at
the beginning oi' the lotitor, so he lets himsolf stond in,
the backgrowd also in the body of thoe is:'pistlc.'?

“he noext guestion ls vhethsr the clause points choead
or baciward, Yhis is another cuoation wvhich will have to
remain unansvered wnbtil we have conpleted discussion oi the

wnole scction.

Additional Homarks: In this short vorse we have a

strangse paradox in time., ho verb is put into tho past tense
and the objeet has o fubure comnotation., On the one hand we
have something which has happenoé, cnphasized by l‘)T[f.’Td Ev

tn the oi;::mx- hand, wo have something not yot fully realized
in its conswzabtion, naumely, the *world to come". Theso
paracoxical ideas can bo explained if wo pub ourselves into
the position of the author. T™he actual subordination of the
"iorld to coume® took place when God spoke 2 _'!_I_l;é_. That vas
a definite historical event. Sut the mere fact that God s:oke
at o coriain time and rovealed Himself in the Viord means that
the actual veality of that which was spoken in the Word thru
the Son is still o matter of the futwre. I I give soneone

a promise, the giving of that promise is a definite historical
ovont; but the actual carrying out of that promise 1s a matier

of. the future Ifrow the viewvoint of vhen the prouise vas

7« ¥0il, on. Cltes De 00




glven, and so God spoko in a Son, bub the fulfilling of s
Word vias fubure from the standpoint of its revelation., The
Word was revealed in the past and continues in the prosent,
but at tho swie tine wo ean leok into the futwre and sec the
fulfilluent of that whilch alrveady coxists in the 2‘!01'(1.ﬂ
Sies liebeneinander von iHaven wnd loffen,

Gﬂgenwart mr..“-; Zukunit, wie es dom Ghrin'bcntmn

in gegenvilrtigen Weltbestande besonders chan

tcrm viseh :T....b, kormat lm Ifebrderbrief mit starlz—

or Polnticrung zwr Geltung. sSlnael wird das

betont, was dle Christen schon ihr eigen nenmen,

worin sic dle Telleiillle im vollen Unfang besitz-

en - slio gind dos Geistos tellhaft govorden wnd

haben die rifte dos zukinftigen Acon goscimeckt

(ch. G:i4) - wné auf der andoren Seite ist doch der

-Jl.u.ck :-_n uib Zul unf't eric 11:91: und. wird dle

Vorses Six to ;.;i;_e-jlt(a ) ‘
éttgdgrulg_____ 8¢ 77'021’ il Af}wv . 7( €oTey
a_@ohﬂfaf 9Tt ¢ gvgo—m diTod 5 3 _vios
.12_92_@10_2__@__ gzcwlre_v_rrgz g_b-rov, zzAd T'rwa'ds
abror V ZL_ _zz;_’g_ ayyélovs, So€y fal w

iﬂ_ﬁdﬂgﬂ_é_gﬂfw Zavrd vﬂ'fTa’gds V0 KdTw
Ty oddv gimed.

[}
_éﬁ_: There is some dlsagrecment among cormientators

vhethor this particle is adversative or meroly continues

the thought. The Hew Testament has examplos of both usages.
2

Tho adversative use is illustrated in ch, 4:13: _tf.__ﬂ’) ovK

8. Julius K8gel, Der Sohn und dio SBIma, Pe 15e
9. Ibid,




2/ / > \ / A

Eozey  _krioes . dpgdrps Evwmeov  dOToU . mrdvrd 8¢
I -

%!z'u Vd _« Jecause of the negative in vorse five, I am in-

clined to adont the adversatlve meaning in 1lino with an

axion proposed by lissteobt: "Whon the negabtive marks a scn-
tenee vhich ls coaplete in itsolf, and anothor statoment

is addod as o fregh thought, this, though it does in fact
oppose ths lommer, is introduced by é_g:_ 110 gy thought
would then bo that God did. not subordinate the "world to

cone” to angels; but, ote,

/
&fﬂd,QI UQal'[_Q_ ! "hs sane word is used in rerorsnce
to tho testimony of the loly Spirit vhen Faul was addressing
the clders at .phesus in Aets 20323, and also of Paul's
tostimony in Jorusalom(Acts 25:1l). Littel says 1t :oans
“xiachc.i:-.*iickli h eriifizon", 1t In Lnglish we would say “to

exprossly doclave'l,

_Egé_ T EI WY : This is the only instance in the
Hpistlo to the lobrows whore the author does:not allude to
God as bein;: the author of an (ld Testament cuotation. The
quotations are always made anonymously. ilovhere is there any
uontion of the nmue of the human uriter of a given guotation,
The words ars invariably ascribed to Gody Christ, or the iloly
Spirit, "his vorse is thoe only cxcontione The roason for

- [P, -4 P B iG i
this single excopbion might be that God Hingeoli is addryssec

10. Vestcott, ODe cibes Pe 43 . I
11. Corhard 1iGtol, Fwologisches Wrtorbuch zui Souen

Tostauont, Viorter Bands pe olb.




in the quotation. It would sound odd for God to address
zzimself.lg At any rate, the indefinito introduction of _z@_q'_
Zts doos not wean that tho auwthor was ignorant of the
original author of the quotation. lior was ho ignorant of the
location, Ib was too well acqualnted in the Cld Testamsent

for that.L?

Cn Old Teostament cuotations in !ebrows in goeneral: Tho

author oif the uLipistle to the Ilobrews regards the 0ld Tosta-

uont as Yovesent, living, always ofif'ectivey not exhausting
itsell on its {first proclmaation, but coming home to each
new gencration with ever-inereasing force in the light of
fuller Jmowledgo™.1? To him the Old Pestament contains much
more than history. To be sure, he does not disrogard the
nistorical background and historical facts, but each ovent
contains for him a devper spiritual meaning. e finds this
decper sense in both personal(ch. 7:1ff,) and national his-
tory(ch, 4:1Pf.); in the liosaic ritual(ch. 9:38); in tho ex-
verionce ol typical charactors(ch. 2:15); and in tho goneral
teaching(ch. 2:6). svon the silence of the narrative sug-
gests important thoughts(ch. 7:3).

In Paul tho roletion between the Cld and the liow Tosta-
ment ig often one of contrast. The ono is the Law; the other

is the Promise, and "neter tho twain shall meet". The author

12, Lllligan, Obe cltes Pe 2Se
15, l-.ﬁgel, Ofe clbes De 18.
14, 12311igan, op. cib.s D. 24




of llebrews apovroaches the relation from a 11ttle different
angle, o him the (0ld Testauient is a shadow or outline of
the liow, It contains the suggesscions and conceptions of that
which was to reach 1ts conswmiation and peak of reality in
the Lew legtamont, Using the oubtline of Veatcott we nmay
sutearize the discussion under the ifollouing points:ls

1) The author takosz it for granted that a divino nlan
vorkod out the history of Isracl, In God's dealings with
Isracl we see Iis plans and intentions for hwwnity in
goneral, Thus tho vhole history of Israel is prophotic. It
docs nct only conbain provhoecy; it is one vast prorhecy.

2) fhwerofore each historlcal event has a dooper sonse
that Lronscends the recorded facts of history. This does
not mean that tho vecorded facts lose their identity in the
world oi allegory. iclehizedek was still an historical char-
acter who receivod tithes from Abrohaum, The historical facis
erc closely puarded, but the author leads his readers to look
boyond history and see the fuller meaning worling 1tsclf cut
in timo. "he rocords ore not changed, bubt mon are changed
by gaining deoper ihsight of nature and history. ulG

3) Yho 0ld Yestament passages 5 *a not merely words sop=-
arated frow the body of truth. Thoy roprosont broad concep-
tions for the nation, the king, the prophot, the man. The

quotations arc not introduced as proof so much, as to

15, Vestcotts %]-. 9_4_?.’ Pe 69,
16, Tbides Pe £




Iindicate thio corrosnpondence which exists botweon the soveral
stagon in thoe Iviiillment of the divine rromiss fron age to
agse ".1'7 ig llilligan puts it, the auotatlons are "pre-intima-
tions oi hig(the author!s) owm Christian thoughis “.13

4) The words of tho quotations had a perfect meaning

vhen they were {irst wsed in their dofinite historical set-

ing. Tho meoaning ic at once the “gera and vehicle! of' the

cl-

later and fullor meaning, “he fuller meaning is roached in

19
An example is the

Christ and the Shristlan dispensation.
discussion o the fost in chapter four,

in conclusion, wo might add a word about the author's
source-book of cuobations. Mo takes all of his guotations
dirscily from the LXK, even whers the LXK differs from the
oripginal Iobrow. An oxemplo of this latter truth is ch. 10:5.
This is in contra-distinciion: to Paul who also uses the LXK,
but always with the Iebrow original in'mind, [illigan says
that the cuthor of Ilebrewa uses the LEX "in a reccnslion
closely voseubling the Alexaendrine Codex, whereas Paul, when
he usos’ the LIk at all, doss So in the foma of' the Vatican
Godex“."”o

™o cuotation contained in verses G-0a:l ™is cuotation

is salon fvom Psalm 834-6. I is reproduccd exactly from the

17, ‘estecott, Ope. Cites Pe 451e

13, 1illigan, op. _ajgg.. P 75

O, Wostcobty One Clies Pu 480

20, Tiilligan: oD cii:.: Pe 22, For an oxcellonj:' disgttssion
of this problom 566% Sehe Luelior, "The Author of Iobrevs -!‘B:
Frosh Approach” in Concordia Fhoologioal Hombhly, July, 194G,




. /
LiX, cxcopt that one sontenco ia omititod, namoly: EOTHOAS
2 1

3/
dayaov. émi Ie}! _{261_ Xf LOWY ooY. The author's purpose is

L3

to show to whomn tho lordship of the ™vorld o come" belongs.
The'rorld to come® is a spir.“.'bual coneepty tho phyagse of tho
Ygalm which has been onltied.is a‘mal:oi*ial or vhysical con-
copbe It sponks of lordship over croatod things, tho "orks
of thy hands™, It may be that this thought does not it into
the metaphorical scheme which the author is following; hence
he drops tho phrase.gl liowvever, it does occur in somo texts,
such as tho Texbtus Loceptus following _)_(_zi.cl}z:-.%:-:'&;l’ anc nmany
nimscules and vorsions. It is missing in BDeZ:eil, in uore
than sixty-Tive minuscules, various codices and editions of
tho Syrilac vorsion, Chrysostom, etc. Tischendorf alroady re-
graded 1t as a spurlous reading. If the author had included
the phraso originally, it would be hard Go explain why any-

one ever ouititeod it. Cn the othor hand, il 1t wereo original-

o

1y omittoed, it is easy to understand why later copyists
should introduce it as o "corrcction™,22

Pgali 8 is a hymn of praise to the Lord for ils narvelous
condescension toward man. Compared to the universe, especi-

ally the hoavonly bodies, man is but an infinitesmal speck.

.

Yot the Lord has appointed man to be the ruler of the earth,
to havo dominion over tho sheep and oxen, the boasts of the

field, the fowl of tho aixr, the filsh of the sea, and "what-

2l. 1&8331; ONe cltes Do 24,
22, neil, Oon, cibe.gy 61,




16

soover paasoth through the paths of tho sea®™. The Psalm is
vory closely comnected in thought and word with the Ureation
Story wecorded in Genesis 1:26=28, vhere wo are told that man
Vas made in the image of Uod, and was givon coumend to subdue
the carth and have dominion over it.

“emides the quobabtion in Iebrews 2 the Psalm is roferred
o three othor timos in the liew Yestaments This has led many
comientators to regard it as directly lossianic. These pas-

Sages arc I Corinthians 15:27; Hphesians 1:22; and latthew °

-

21:1G. Doth in I Corinthians and in iphosians the phrases

/ [ !/ e \ \ / 2 A
YT UTETd Ecv_ Um0 T0vs J708ds dUT0b is used to

deseribe Chyistls almighty power over all things, including

Geath, In liatbhew Jesus uses the socond verse of the PFsalnm

Qs an answor te tho scribes and priests when they rebuked
2

Iim for having the children sing hosannas to IIims £K

/ / A
.QID:/A-_G.IP_’__ iy, _Kd ﬁqjdgovz;wz HATRPT oW ALlVoy .

Hecause of theso liew Testament vefsronces Iuther, for oxample,
b

wWeitos:

Aber wider diesge leinung(that the Psalu 1s
not llessianic) zeugt Paul sohr stark, nicht
blosz im Briel an dic lebrfer(wenn vielleicht
Jomend sagon sollte, dersclbe sei nic;lt von
‘aulus), sondern auch I Sore. 15:27, ";ﬂrllhﬁt ihm
alles(sagt er) unter scine Idsze gotan." Da abor
dic Schrift und das Vort Cottes einen, einfdltipgen
una bestindigon Verstand haben musz, dawmit wixr
der hoiligen Schrift nicht(wis man sagt) eius
wichserne lase machen, so ist es billig, dasz wir
dic Doubung Pauli der Doubtwng llexr snderean
Vdter vorzichen, mdge es auch :'Lmbroaiu.sé,_auguat-
inus, dthanasius odor Hicronymous sein,<v

0. Lartin Luthor, Simtliche Schrifiten, Vierter Sand,

S50 e 1S el . e rs iy
MU, IJOIIiE .-u(liu...On, e VO,
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Concorning thosc who do not accept the Psaliz as llessgianic
Luonemamn gays, "It is nothing olse tm a controlll n{, of
the author of the .pistle by pmconca:-.vec. opinions of onec's
otm, {rom vwhich, in the Iace of I Cor. 15:27, one ought to

% tn the othor hand, Uolltzsch says that the

?5 ;,a

have shrmmk, "2
¥salim was never classed as llessianic among the Jows.” s
question of the Ilessilanic nabure of tho Psalm will also ro-
celve Iurther atbtention later,

Leaving the Psalm in general wo shall now concentrate
our attontion upon the words of the Fsaln guoted in
Hebraws 2

L ._é__w Avlowms ore ./uzm:v_ ﬁ_um__

32_ vios. _vfpwmy_ Bt frrwlrg_rlﬂ_ d0ToV_;

In the Iebrow orliginal those words are an expression of sur-

prise over the fact that God should take notice of man who

is so insignificant compared to the ’zeave;nlv bodies, The

word _og__pwmos is a translation of the ebrow tord
_LLl____QS_ The phrase 'UI.OS av@pwn'ov is a rendering of
tho libbrow I['TK :s Luther says that W) 13 K describes
man according i.o \,110 soul and EI N uan according to the

b°‘-}'-“u' Sinco these words wore or:.sinall,,r spoken of man

in gonoral, meny anciont coumientators and most modern onca

since the tine of von Hofuann have held that the words refor

Eoistle to the Hebrows", in

24 ;
e'g'er GS%H%% ag}mgg'_ rm, ‘.e\',.'h?'estamant, Pe 429,

25, Dolitzsch, 9P. & .i.b., D. O'e 3
26, Luthor, op. Oites Pe 665




to mankind in goneral hero. Luonomamm on the othor hand is
2 ’

insistont on saying that the words refer ﬂgz) /4 E gx4z to

7

OV e e el S : 3
Christ.®’ Which is the correct intorpretatlion? At this voint

we shall not yet try to answer tho cuestion, but shall meroly
shov that theo words thonsclves could refer either to manicind
or the ilesgsiah,

<\ “ /
The onc side holds that tho phrase ULOS avpwioy

could only meon the Son of ilan, Josus, bocause lo is often

described ag the Son of llan in tho Gospel of John, and al-
roady had that title in Dan., 7:13. On the cther hand, tho
phraso "son of man" also occurs very often in the book of
wzeldeol, and definitely is not the liessiah.*C Jence no
argument can be bullt up on the mere phrase "son of man'.
“ho sccond word that comoes into consideration is the

/ = V4
word ;_TH OKETITY. ‘iuwest, for instance, says that ML OKET-
A -

T04d¢ _ mocans "to look upon in ordoer to holp or %o
benefith, Ile says that it alwvays has the idea of "holp',
Thereforc he concludes that the "son of man" can only refer
to the lmman racc.ovY Bub let us look into this word
zT[tO‘ K £’rr-r%¢c_ a bit more clof:el}'.

In classic Greek Z L0 KET TOUAC was used in a variely

of ways. (a) “he first moaning is "“to watch over' or to

"earo Tor!, lenophon uses the word when spealing of watching

2%. Luoncmarm, Op. Cibe, De €5U.- k4 4
23, Archibald Thomas :lobertson, viord Pictures in ithe

Ee“‘ :-.s'os'ba.'{:len‘b, VO. v, De Odée : 2
50, Teimoih Whest, lcbrews for the inglish foader, De 53




L el

ovor woapcns. Arisbophanes uscs it to describe an activity
of tho gods in cawving Tor uortala. (b) Another meaning is
"to examine' or "to tost", Lpictotus uses it of examining
teachings. {¢) ®inally the classics used ths word in the
ordinary sonse ol "Go viait". It was used espocially of
doctors visiting thoe siclk,

In vho Senbuagint tho samne meanings occur as in classic
Grock, but new conunobations also occur. In the Apocrypha it
tallos on tho neaning off “to search®, as vhen scarching for
sowething in woolss The LI version of Jeorsmiah contains the
viord when spealding ol a shepherd watching over his iloci}
in T Zinge 20 thoe word has thoe moaning of "to miss®, as
vhon Spoul missed avidls presence at tho table, Suv the
roal sipniitcance of tho Sepiuagint use of £ L (ﬁ:ﬂ;a,lﬂ’!_
is that it takes on a decper relipious sense, Kittol says i
it means “heimsuchon” and deseribes it as "das fandeln
Gottes, in wolchem der likdre dur.ch besonderen Singrifif ‘n
den Lobensgeng einem cinzelnen oder einem Volk, meist
seinen Volk Iswacl, in Zorn oder Gnade seinen illlen
lamédtus .90 As an exauplo of God wveaching dowm into 1life
and exprossing Iis will in love and graco, wo cite the words
of Josoph in Conosls 50:124-25, whowre he tolls his brothren
that God will somo day “visit" them and teke thom up out of

the land of Lgypt. As an example of God reaching dovn and

0. Hitbel, on. clies Pe 587




exprossing is will in angor wo havo Bxodus 32:54 whore the
childron of Isracl havo worshivpod thoe golden calf and God
says that llo wvill “visit" tho poople for theilr sin. Thus weo
seo that the word ZTTt g;s'g'n;]:oggz does not alvnmya have the
comnotabion of "help'. In Psalm 8 the writer no doubt origi-
nally reforwed to God's gracicus activity in giving man such
great honor in view of his insignificance, But we do not have
to taix the wvord in that meaning in ilebrews; 1t might well
weans tho visitation of wrath which God shoved Jdosus. The

. 2
nain point that we want %o make is that the viord EN/OKNE

= o,g dl alone does not solve the cucstion as to tho idon-
ity of thu “"son oi man", That word in itself is noutral and
way nmoean oither o visitation of wrath or a visitation of
grace, deponding on how the authox looks at it.

2 2 \ ? (4
Z2Adrrwots dirov Bpdyy 7 map djfedovs

This sontence has probably aroused more discussion concerning

the vroblem of Psalm £ than any othor, Tho author's inter-
protation of it is cloar proof that he does not apply the
Psalw: 2s 1t was originally meant.
ﬁ kd‘r'rw ods : This word is a rendoring of tho lsbrew
Oy 8 and in tho Plel nmeans
1) QI 1. Mo root 1z 1D,

to "caua.e to wani or to laock”, ol Its Groek rendition msans

N ———

o2
to"bring Lo a more exalted to a hubler condition®,

5l. Willian Cesenius, i Febrow ard ‘nglish Ioxicon e

Old Voestawent s, pe 9936
92, Thomas u-larles ;.uuards.
in The -xvositor'!s Bible, Ve Roborison

; The Spistle Lo the Mebrow
4316011, OL.’ Be !"0.




Myﬂ ZL 2 Yhese two words axe the LXX translation of
the Hobrew 19D . Hoth the Greokdd and the Tebrew’ words
.r:.oan Vo 1ittlo® of degroo, suace, or tims. An exomplo where
tho word is usod of gpace is II Sam. 1G6:1, vhore David 1s

described as boing "a little" past ths ton of thoe hill., Tho

tine idea iz illustrated in llaggal 2:6: "Yet a little while

and I will shako the heavens." Finglly, the idoa of dagree
is contained in I Sam, 14:2%, vhors Jonathan ccniosses to
his fathor Sawl that he has tasted "a 1little® honey.

In the original Psalam the oxpression was no doubt one
of depree. Tho Psalnist has just exprossod wWondermont over
hat God has condescended o malie man an objoct of
his speeinl concern. “he phrase "fhou hast made him a 1ittle
he angols! was en expression of honor, and In-
tended to convey tho idoa of an exalted priviloge. vhether
The author uzes tho word QQQXQ_ in o different sonse horo
is debatable. Some say that it is used of time here and in
verse nine, Cthers says that it is used of dogree in both

places, and still others beolleve ‘that it is used in tho sense

of dogroc in one plase and of time in snother. Fersonally, I

- n
would be inclined to agree with Dods who says, "There is no

T ST SanIYL Y N

< . Ty tel
reason vhy the soense of dogrec gshould not be kept in boun

clausacs., 3o 2ithor interprotation could be understood cor-

33 Frouschon-3auers Grischisch-Doubsches ‘@rtorbuch zu
den Schrifton dos llouen Test -en'lrs, De 201

PR Ty
'i' G 1 « Ciles 2 Js.’ 443 :
;b. .;:.f‘onig’d‘éﬂ Uhe ’r-i tlo ,to tho lobrews", in the

LZxpositorls Greok ms‘baﬂent, \fe—sobortson iicolls Cd., De 2052




roctly.

) :

£ oVUS : The Ichrew original for this phrase
is E i Q vonseguently, many writors have said thet

this is a Taulty translation. Thoy say that 1t should be
ronderec "a little lower than God"., “he question does nob
roally concorn the problem at hand, bocause tho author of

Hobrevs alvways Yollows the Lid Text for his thought dovelop=-

ment, not the llebrew. iven if' 1t could bo proved that Tl ?l"%f
] "

should bo transiated "God", it would not changoe matters any,
for the author asswies that it moans "angels”, ¥et, for the
sakc of couplebuness, it night be well to include a fow

the word “"?‘l‘"?l’( e follow the discussion of

romariss on

¥oil,”Y

The word slohim, with or without the article, 1s & common

“desiznaticn for the true God. It is also used of other gods
vho are far inforior o Jehovah, An example of ilohi r being

used as o depignation for other gods ls Sxodus 183153

mb TH_TH 21‘[_[;\ . Another cxmuple is

I Sanm, 2&3:.:.‘-; wvhoere the nitch of indor says that she saw

"olohin" coming up out of the carth. Josus tooassents to

a more general intocrprotation of thoe word whon Ho guotes

Y A
- i o A || ) R )
Ps. 82:6 in Jolm 10:35, rendewing E_IL?_SS_ with _QS_Ql_

and a*:r-alyin.‘; it to the people of fod. The peculiarity of

%K J...-z that it nevor stands in the abstract ueaning

acs

o6, Keil, OB cibes Do 62,

b e




of godhead”, but more in the concrote meaning of "a divine

boing". Ffrom thiz turn of sense it also gets the meaning of
Tanpgels" as being spoclal supsrnatural divine beings oreated
by Cod. "hus the translators of the LiX were justified in their
rondition, Additlonal witnoss is furnished by the Targun,
vhich translatoes tho vord with ‘wossengers®; by the Jdoewish

57

conmentators lashil, Himchi, and Aben-Zzra3?’ and by othor

=y
pegsages in thoe 0ld Toszbament such as Ps, 97:7 and Ps. 158:1.°"

aus tho sentonce "Phou hast made him a littls lower than
the angols" originally was a {ribute of honor to man. It
shovied Cod's gracious activity in taking an insigniiicant
eroature and besbowing on 1t great honor. The author of

Tlobrews, hovever, applies the passage differontly.

§é§ﬂ e L‘Ai _fr_Q:Tf;pafVUO_'dS _ngjTOIV : This next
line of 't:‘su Zgals is parallol in thought to "Thou hast made
him a 1ittlo lower than the angels'. 6D'§d refors to the
reflection off Uod, and Tlé#’lms referonce to Godls rocog-
nition of man, In the ordginal Psala man's position of
world-rulership is hore exitolled. vorld-rulership is tho
croum which has boen pub on man's hoad, In o spivitual sonse
the vord 8 Olgd was espociclly assoeiatod with the gloxy of
God at I'is various revelations of IIimself.sg Assoclating the

¥ . - x e -
vord vith man, wo get tho idea that ho was & reflection of

5%, Westcotl, ope Clbtes Do 44,
58. DoLitzsch, OD. Cibes De 576
350, Ldzels, op. Cibes DDe 20-504




God!'s oun glory. lostcobti swmarizos the two tomigs by saying
that they cxpress the "esgontial dignity and oubtward splondor

a0
40 “he forogoing has msrely

vhich signnlizes world rulcrship”.
boon a deacripiion ol the worda of tho FPsalm in The original..
The way in vhich the aubhor of' tho Hpistle usos them is on-
tirvely difforont. I apoliocs them to Christ later on in a
mamor wvhich has ovolved much discussion, llc does not apwply
themm %o world rulorship, bub to rulership in the "world to

conn ',

- / A >
zém.ézzim&..s_ UIOKATw 70y 08wy 20T0Y -

In the oripginal Psalu these words aro a swmary statement of

all that Cod has done for wan, “ho significance ol ths words
lios in thoir comasetlon with verse five. In verso five we
are told that the "world to come® was not subjectod to an-
Gels. The wow for "subject" is _ﬁ]I_Efj'g_EQLL. Tiow tho word
occurs again in the last sentonse of the Psalm, The obvious
conclusion is that the adversative Lo versc five is given in
the Psalm, Tho Psalm contains the answor to the question

%o whom tho ™world to come® was subjocted. It was not sub-

jeetec to angels, bub to whom? To whomever is indicated in

the Psaln.

40, Westcott, Op. Cltes V. 44,




Verse uipht(b)
2 A 1 e / 2 A /] 2¢) 2 a
, L zQ )de LIRTSEd dUTY Td. THVE Q06cr AQjKy
dlTw AVVIOTdKTOoY .

2 A { A . L
dyiW: “he corrsct identlification of this pronoun would
[
solve the vhiols problem of the incorprotation. Zocs it rofor
to nankind or to the llessiah. Then weo could tell vho th

gon of man® in tho Psala is,.

To. TelVTd : "he srblele with @VTd is the arbicle
of nrevious roforonco. L Tho word ZZé Y7d has occurrod
in tho FPoalm, and now the author shows how much is neant by
it. It weans literally overything. In the original Psalm
the differont things were namod., They closely parallcled
the sphere of dominion given to man in the Carden of lden
and ineluded mainly zoologlcal creatures: sheop, oxen,
boasts of the £ield, Towl of the air, and fish of the sea.
It 15 zlain that the author of lebrews includes more under
the toxmu _[éz 7d_ then zoclogical croatures. Tlo moons Tho
"world to come' and egpscially death(vel5). Nothing is

oexcluded,

.E!_ I(_;’_ _K)p_ ;‘gjm I°I‘ gdt : Tho .&d,ﬂ comnocts this

sentence with the Fgalm and introduces it as an explanation.

2 LR - )
The ¢y _I’é_) with she infinitive often has a tomporal sense,
¢

41, i.0.l, Lenaii, The Interpretation of the Spistlo to
liebrows and of tho spighlc of JanCSs Pe 74e




and In this caso porhaps points to the time when God by an
act ol llis will subjected all things to the "son of man',
5in

z
Eiw

vhoever ho may be.

Vorge ipht(c)

LY ~ lb > 4 \ / c /
Niv 8¢ obmw OPwpey dUTW 7ok MTAVT vmnruﬁgqq_ 2

A \ /
_A../.QZ dg. _?_‘Z.”L"_ Thoe §¢ is agsin in ths sense of "but”,

The author hos just made the statement that at somo historic
timoe all things were aubjoctod to the 'son of man®. How ho

A
adds o limitation %o his ovm sbatement, ZYUZ bgecause of 1te

evorything subjoetod o the "son of man". The aorist

_G_[l'__ ds of the Foaln was a delinito appointiient or
HSestlnmaung ", Dut tho weality or manifestation of this high
apvointuent as lord of ull is not yot evident, The word
_Q_’lim_g sugszasts that e full manifestation of this high ap-

pointusnit as lord of tho ‘world to come” will bsconw

[~ R

evidont at scme Tubure time.

Q‘ Qtﬁuev : This word has beon contrasbed with tho word

é&f’i’f_’;&ﬂ_ in vorsge nine, Some hold that Q gcv signifies

/
a varticular loolk, whilc € MOMEV denotos mors of & 1o-

floobive look.™® It could also ba trus that the author uses

differont worda merely for the sake of varloty in style.

]

42 :ﬂil, (o331 Giu.; Pe 63 e
U1 --il.i.lf"an, G cibes Do 9
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_ﬁﬂ 0T ¢ T’db}]&ff Vd_: Tho perfect partleiple is significant.
It showe that tho conplotod action iz concsived of as con-
timving in the prosent, The fact that we do not yobt see all
things subjectou to tho Yson of man" iz something that holds

- a.d
good now. "

Viail LS
» /
,-:ov 6£ égqu 7t 140 dﬁéjous NAATTWUEVOY
!QA 'rro £V _Tno—ovv Jed 1d z’ﬂm IOV Pawlrou

_é_o_g;, _K_d_t___zﬂ io TE@AV, £ov » OIS Mpz[z Peobd
10 vz ﬁ:g__n_n___;-t_s/_afﬂlz_-

/
8f 2 '‘mo 65 again is adversative. The author has just

-

stated what wo do not soe, low he proscnts wuhat we do so0o,

Iﬂ\..‘f.. ﬂﬁdﬂ:ﬂm 4L A&J_f_d__ 2;Jg L wgé'VaV' Theso

words linlt up the whole diacussion with the Paalm, The ¥oar

really an exegesis of the Psalm, the author's owmn cxoepesis,

“hoy givo the seerel to the ldontity of the "son of man® in

, -
Llimope Tnroly : Tis ia tho firet time that the

name Jeous ‘occurs in the Epistle., In che 1 the socond parson
of the Frinity was called i;})_f\ gon" and was pictured in Iiis
ideal dig,ni-b';.-'. liow, however, the author introduces the
human nome, Jesus, and thus makes clear that he is now

speaiing ol a definite 11:!..;1:0“10«.1 character, In ch, 1 WO

44, Lenski, op. oiles De 75e




saw the Son in Ifiis divine najesty. iow wo gee Hin as Ilo
appears on the stage of history. 3incc the namec has not

beon mentionuc nefore, many comaonsabors have ventured tho
opinion that the author could not havs vocen speaking of

tho Son ‘u'ui'm.-é. They say that the use of I o'ﬂv shows that
the author vas not apoaldng of Jeaus in the voirsos proced-
ing, but of mankind in ;ganaz-a.l.é& Sus this arguont falls
rlat wvhen we exasine the othor instances vhors the lumaan
nare Jdesus cecurs in the wpistle, In almost svery instance
vhore tho na:..zo’IaEm’}s is usud, it is in the fox: of an
apposibive. We have such an exampls in ch, $:1l: "Considex
the Anostls and High Prisst of our confesaion, nxucly
Jdosus, " and in the verses just urocoding, the author lias
been tolling about the bemptation and sulforiny of Jesus.
Mis oxample cieariy shows that the emphatic position of tho
nave Jusus ai thoe ond of a clause doos not mean that the
author hoas not beon snealdng of Jesus befors this. ind so
if the nmuc Jeosus occurs in owr ch. 2 raghor abruptly, That
is no indication hat Josus has not beon the subject of
provious discussion, The significance of tho nuame is properly
Ziven by Tuensmarmi ::IMQ_@_ wight even have been entiroly
loft out without dobtrimont to the sense and intelligibility
of that which the cuthor would imply; it is nevertholess

insertod, in order, by tho oxpress wention ol Iis name, to

45, dgol, op. cites Do 550
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cut off ovor; lind ol doubt upon the voint that it ia no
other than Christ, the historic ledecmor, of whoa the cisa-
tion ig adaucca, M40
Wie soc then that the author applios the words mads a
1ittlo lower than tho angols" to Josus. In tho original
Psalm these words wers an cxprossion of great honor. Applicd
to Jegus ther ave an exprestion of hwailiation, There is some
locway as to the inborpretation of "a little". Some say that
the author means "a little” of time, and others of dogres.
Since tho outhor of the original Fsalin had the idea of dogree,
L soc no veason why that concopt should not bs kopt here,
“hether Jesus was made lower than the angols for a little
vhile, or vhother Ho was made a little lowor, really mzles
no aifi'sronce in the interpretation. The point is that it

Vias a huiliation cither vaye

Sed 1> _ﬁQM 7ol A vdrov: These words describe
the humiliation., Tho more asswaptlon of flesh in itsclf was
ne humiliation for the Lord of glory. The humiliation con-
sisted in "ghe assupiion of hwumanity subject to suffering

»?
= CPRgcH 1| 47 4
In various Towmns, doath the supremeo sulforing includec', :

“The thourht has now dofinitely taken a new direcilon.
It is no more Jesus, the pro-oxistont exaltod Son, but Josus,

tho suffering Savior, who now cnters into the discussion,

46, Lusncnann, OpPe Ciles Pe 4326
47, Bruce,; oD Sites De 704




The word "doath®” prosenta Shat now 1line of thought in its

dirost aspocts,

5’ | A2 / e
o§ 'y KAl Z;‘E{l 50’7{@”}1&” : lore again we havs
€ (4 V4
Y ey L e e L] 2. . 4
an applicaition of' the FYealm to Jesus, éu':r _'[_é_ z[g’gzgd Zov
'94 MZQ.L’._... glves the baegis for this erovming., Jesus was
erovned with plory and honor bocause lis sufforsd death, the

* Imporiont cuestion is: thwroin did this crowming consist, ox
vhen did 1t hapoon? Yhis guestlon is closely rolatod to the

next clause, oncee we shall discuss the cuestion in connsction

Smws _)(_af,_om ot fﬂTE‘Q VTS }fu’aﬂg Davdrov. .
‘a’nwg introduces a purpose clause., Ths main vorb of tho clause
anc i%s objsct is *5 156&]’_4_!__ Za VQ,ZOU. In classical Oreck
the word _{f 6(_)#_4_(_ moant (a)to taate (b)to onjoy, partaks of
Tood, cat (e)in a derived meaning, bto learn to know by ox-
Derionce, ‘‘he soue wmeanings run through the LI{. Tho oxact
vhrase "o tasto death® does not ocecwr in the Cld Testamont,
but it doos occeur in tho Apocrysha(4 Lsd, $:20) and often in
*Aramaic and lator labbinical bexts, The sane three meanings
Tostament, Xlttol says

as 286y or '9£wp{c‘v

of the word are found also in the low

that ﬁﬂfc‘d@dl_ 84 vaToV. is: the same
/ . i i
&Jfﬂ@.’_ as found in Teb. 11:5; Luko 2:26; and John 8:5l.

In roference o the passage undor presont obscrvation ho says

that it moans it sinniicher ivalt, dio harte, schmerzvolle

Wirldlichkeit dos Todes erfahren’., In other words, Josus




n ite Tulleost fomn - with all of its ramifica-

tasboed doatl

tions. The tense is aorist and indicatos a definite polnt

actione.

¢ © \ c \
VTrée. TOYT05: “he UREP_ in this place probably means

wea .o

-

in behalf" of. The iLdea of "instoad of" comes later in tho
.ZM.VIQI-Z is masculing and not nouter. It links

up with ths “sons™ in the following vorse, and showsn i:ha.i_;

Jesus! death wvas not just the ordinzry doath of the coumion

lot. It hod zeonothing to do with other psople, If this wero

neuter, the Zer: would have been mgztsz » bocausc the author

consistontly usos the plural form with the neuter,

xa, _p__t__?_’c___ ég_gﬁ_ : This phrase has draun much coumaent,
boeause it hoao o variant reading which introduces an ontirely
\
Gifforent idea, The variant roading is XngS 9606 s T0is
reading is found in some Syrian versions, in two wanuscrints,
the Uffonbach Codex of the Sth or 10%h conbury and lLinusculo

Lo. 6% of the 11lth or 12th century. It was alroady movn ot

-

1r £

the time of Crigen und was noted by bhe Groolk fathers
Mheodore and Thocdoret and by the lLatin fathors, Aubrose anc
Fulgensiug, The losbtorians wers ospscially attracted o this
roading because it Litbted in with thelx theology. They used
the reading te nwrove that Jesus died on {ho oross without the

: \ A
divine nsturc.®' Those vho have hoeld _X.@_P‘s Deov  to o

2 Ja

£8e mlitzsch, Op. Ciles De 9Ts
0. Lhdgel, op. CiGePelile
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the corroct reading have supgestoc She following inGorors—
tations:

1)Christ aled a a.\ra fron s divinity. Mo
divine natwes had no share :Ln Iis doath. lilestorians,
2)hrist died "auart f@om God", .JO:'.!!{; loft
by God, and feeling "'\c) conplotencas of the
genaration as the ponalty of sin, (latt. 27:46)
5)0hrist diod ior all, Cod only cxcepbod,
I Cors 15:2%,
4)vhrist died %o gain all, bo 1 bring all
wdor Ils sowor, God only cxcepbod, Y

After tho licntorian convroversy the reading u.n.sa pearod,

and later nanusceints contain the Tamiliar _X_g_p_'rt 9!06
The provlen is to discovor the correct rea.di“lu. Threo argu-
ments have boon advanced in favor of XQ‘ZC IR

1} ‘s have already ssen thab thero are a great nuiber
of intoryrobtabions for the obler roading. This great varia-
tion in tho wihe conbrasts to the wore wnanimous interpre-
tation of detT_C__ s _8_{23_)_-

\ A

2) It iz casior %o sec how _Xup_tg- _Qg_gy_ could have
8lipsed in by mistake than 1 (T¢ o Ths CI’ idea has
& parellel in I Gor. 151227, vhere we read JT4v 8¢ 8% -z-f—l
Gt mdvie. Drorérarrac_, Shhov S Exts zob

W_ dl’):[é T3 _FdV7ed . It may bo that a

Copyist considored theue vorses parallel and inserted the

Corinthian passage into the margin, substitubing xﬂ.&L

_£ H 05 s Dscause Xwgs is o favorite word of the

author of the =Zwnistle to the Hebrews, occurring thirteen

other times, Cradually the merginal reading came to be re-

50, ?-"estcott, O, Clles Do 4G,




gardod az the correct one, This is purely conjecturc, but it
does oifer an sexplanation vhora ono is laclking fLor xa’m_‘[c o
3) Finally, the i ‘-"luanco o' Origen must be ;mentioned,
Crigen {svored the _X_ pcs reading in the inberset of his
dogantics, Il was much attracted to ths idea that Christ's
work had valus for 2ll tho wniverse, By adopting tho road-
ing _.%klp.é* - e had prooi’ for the idea that Christls
leath was of benefit to the whole wivarse, God cxceptod,
Jelow are three quotations taken from the works of Urigen,
They show that he lmows oi both voadings, owvevor he uses -
the _X_‘_,g _c_’g___ reading bocause it serves hia purpose bobier;
he makes no effcrt to establish tho corroct rsu.din:;.

a) Y wpls 085 5_9_ Oeob Jutp mavTos exavo-aro DdydToV.

_q_zrgg v reoc _ngrg__zg__zﬂq_ gqmzaw Mﬂ{p_dpp_

%ap.g_e__&.u £I0E rSs ,:(_p__a _L__Jrégﬂa..r_v 03

€ VgdTo. 94 ym, #JI_UL Imép. _gy%qwzcyv Mmr.
adde 1t o va Aoy _A_az(a’:‘v : £07¢€ ..XQP_.Q.ZZ._

\

cod _eefeuo'aro 700 Omip grevres_ Jdvdrov . diée

ﬂ‘.ﬂm_z _X_L,) 5 Qfau gz[_{_&dvi )ggg I _E_p_ Peol
uﬂip._zm{z_ras q«euo'g_'r_g_ JdvdTou.

D)ucmr'cm"lm she spoech oi’ Oziaphas, John 113553

--L--‘
\

o ’Q Agﬁﬂ@s dbyﬁfuyv wde Ev_ ToUTw —L“"Qb’—‘”’

—-QL_KQ_CMV _Lq___g__y_ gqug(av'w_ 4«
Lre _'giqﬂvnpoy ____Eq[ouaavw ToU ° 0‘”&2&2 Zule "
S84 rdv 70l 7ldovs Adjor. sl guptploerat 5
"Irtws .X.d,QLI.L_(n_ _X_upts ) Do Dmep, TolvTos Beuo'e-ru

o e om—



DavaTov * Hat_ ,;‘-,_7[.4.9_‘.!'_21’_9'_6._‘_ J:Q_ "YITép. TV ® Hat T *
Ywgis Deob UTép TolvTos .

o) Moyoy. ’I)g_g__ 5. TdyTwy _-w__ g;gdgngs gggnov
£v. T _.zc_?p_ rdv. My ywpis Beod oTdupd .dmAqéf‘V

els Gdl)‘l‘p_y___. In thisz quotation the variant is not

mentlonsd any uore. leance thore is some roasonablo grow:d to

asswiae that Urigen's influcnce gave Uhe Lupstus to the wide-

spread adoptlon ol xbgpts « Lutsr, whon tho lsstorian

= / e 51
OI'I01 Q0S80 Uho __X_tg_pts faded f'roxm uso.

TTes nmD amy = 2eTm ow f= Pal da%y ] 10
deving ssen thab xdp gfau iz thc mors probab

roading of Ghe passaze, lob us sz what it means. Some have

said thot it rofers to the mammor of Josus! death. They bo-

‘\

lisve that 16 did nob dic a couplebs deabh, bub a doath with
Godl's pgrace survovrkling Mm, tak 111‘: away the pangs anc Woos.
But we havo already seon that CUO dl ans to tasto
death in its fulleab degree. Therefors we rulc out this
[4

neaning of _qu YA (. Deol) « : .

A seccond rposzibility is that _xg_gm. 9£oy connocts
HLeh 121(.22 -7-[4!’_7_'.6_5.- miis polablon fite in well with the

\ act of God's grace that sont

t with-

reat of Scripburce It was w
Josus into doath for overy man, Josus doath was no
oub wrath; He died the death of mane Dut it was Cod's grace
that deolivored Him into the depth of boing forsaken. It was

f={2 ]

- - - W
Godls grace thai 6 SerVale %

Sl. 8gols o2 Ciles NP 151=-14le
02, Dalit ..Sl}.,_, Clie cii‘" Pe G7
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Iaving conploted dizcussion of the purnose clause, we ave
now ready to o back to "erowmod with gloxy and honor®, Whon
dic Ghiis erovmning talte place, and what doss it afcr to? The
traditlional explanabion ls that the crowning corresponds with
the stabo of cxaltations Thoe "uade lowor than ths angels®
rofers to tho Inmiliation and the Yerovmed with flory and
honor' iz the exaltation. Although this oxrlanation is In
hamiony with Fhilinpians 2 and roguler dogmatics, 1t doecs nod
haraonlze with the words of the toxt, Tho text says that Jesus
was crovned with glory and honor in oxder that Iie might
surffor dsath: for eovery onc. ihe traditional state of exzl-
tatlon cames after the sulfering of death. How then could I
bs crovmod in order to sulfor? That would be wlacing thoe
oxaliation bofors tho suffering. In order to got around this
problom, soie somentabors have wrought violence to tho final
clauso, and hove saild that 1t must bs translated, "in order
that I mny have tastoed Jdoath for cves'y ona“.ss Thore 1s no
parallel for such o use of the aorist anywherc in the Tow
Tostanont ,5é and auch 2 translation clearly constitutes a
governing oi exegosis by dopaatics.

Gilore have auvggosted that the crovning and the sufioring

are conbomporanoous ovents. It is the iden of glory in suf-

R5
fering, on exaltation in the humiliation. 99 nhisg seaus to be

e

53, Xeil, op. cites Do GE;',
64, Druco, 0. Ciles De Ue
8H. Ibid,




a uore vlausible sclutlon in leoping with the words as they

stand, “he crovming then would rofor to something during the
carthly life of Josus. It would be scuething that happened
prior to or ot the same time as the sulforing of death. I
belicve That Druce and Strathmann have hit the noil on the
head vhen they say that the crowning rofers to Jesus! ap-
polntuent as IEgh Pricot

vlryy should it be thought a i'.:u.n(, incrodible

.'Lt.»: Jyou 'Lh.h. tho crmmin:_; referred to may bo
lo", not posterior, to death - an exaltation
tent in u.‘.G huniliation? If I am met with the
:: pbiccl cuestion, With what glory and honour
an the man Josus be sald to have boon crownoed
on earth? I renly, With just such glory and honour
as arc spolien of' in the third and Tifth chapters
ol this smue Lpistle: with the glory of a Zloses
and the honour of an Aaron; the glory of boing
the leader of the wecople oub of Egynt into the
promised land, that iz, of beinb the "Saptain
of Balvation™; the honour of veing the Idgh
Pricst of men, procuring Ifor them, through tho

sacrifice ol I _.sal:{‘, 1life and blessadness. Tho
gloxy and the honour Jpoken of as conferred on
Jesus may quite woll be thosc connected with Iis
appointment to the honourable and glorious office
of Apostle and gh Priest of our profession,90

svidence for this opinion is given in Genesis £28:2, lod is
telling lLioscs about the appointment of Aaron and his sons
\
to the vriesthood, and among other things God says: Kd(
/ \ < ! 2 \ 2 A DU
_Tl:v_z;u__zmm_.}__d (av. Adpwy 1) dEch@s> gov
’
e" .Z./LQL L{d 50§dv . ilore wo ses the swac words T! Eh
and .5_0@. Since the writer of Iobrews was so closoly con-

nected with the Cld Tostament, and since he ls gradually

56, Bruce, op. cit., p. 92




loading over to the main thome of tho Zpistle, it nay very

1 : . - - = 2 = iy
woll bo that he is alweady thinking in tewrns of priaathoo&."’
Ihis intewprebation doss not do violsnco to the btoxt and fits

svlo as such,

in tho

o ;0 Gl
Verses Uon to Sishtoen

“he rost of chapter 2 does not directly concern the
vroblem wvhich is being treated in this thesis., The remainder
of the chanter givoes thie rationeles of the hwalliation of
Jogus Ira: tvo viewnoints, Irom the viecwpoint of TGod and
fron the viewpoint of man. The fowmuer is characterizod by

Ty S

)} -
_€_1[p€ IEY . in versce ton and introduces a discussion show-

ing the appronriatencss of the humiliation from & divine
- - - — - - ~ - "
standpoint. he human viowpoint is charactorized by W €V

in versc scvenboon and shows that the humiliation was
humanly nccossary so that Christ might became & sympathotie

ledlator. “he end of chapbtor 2 marks the first occurrence

e

/ N . -
of the word g QX‘{Q&US , a concept dostined to play a

nost important role in the rest of the Epistle.

57, Iormann Stratlmann, "Uor Brief an die Fobrdor" in
Das leoue Testament voutsch, e 80
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<1 o Jorepgoing oxogetical study : fany reforences ha

o oT ) TN Suten 514 e 2eYin ——" b
bBoon Lwao Yo the gwobleu of lobrous 2. Srioily otaved, the

sroblorn: 4 hia: Deae 175t 2 ) i Jld Zast
 abd Yiidid e LAQ0U0 “I-J_L_p_s_- ddl e_hmou 1‘1 Wil ulh‘i -.c“ R

mons o« T oo Supn ey pnles S Ty ey o I Satny
I0NS cuounilon refor to manidnd in gonoral or to tho Son of

Glly vosue JShrdist? The quobation ig ow cntually apwliod to

"Wy 2. | %y q

vRIILGU, bub vhe quostion at hand is whotior it vofers
.H.Q.T --—-é-xw vo Jhwrist in the ploce wvhoro it is quotod,

%9 . -- » ) , ‘ la
in Iobrous 2:6-3, W o 16 tho .dQl}Q_ uentioned in vorase :
elight? |

cils preblom i3 not now; 1t was already & debatable
uestlicn in tho anclent chuwrch. i ave, Jor oxmaple, the
tostiuony of Glasents __y__ _&gp_ Hg_ Igﬁ_ g(ugcgv _s_gc_fgxm
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Tradition {inally established the opinion that tie

gon of nan® referrod directly to Jesus., This view was held
by Luther, Tholuck and BDleek; and in more recont years was
verpetuated by Luenemann and Strathmamm,. The traditional
viev sulfered a set-back in the perscn of von Ebﬂmann.2
Von Hofmarm ient back to tho idea that the "son of man" in
the Psalwm refers first of all to mankind in general, and
his argunonts carried such weight that almost all later
comrontators have followed his general trend of thought.
To namo o few: Delitzsch, Xoil, Dods, lillligan, Westcott,
Bruce, i¥gol, Scott, Ldwards, Goodspeed, lioffatt, Lenski,
Hobertson, ‘jand, and ﬁHGSﬁ.S

Mo line of thought of those wiio believe that the
Ngon of man® is first of all mankind in goneral is briefly
this: God did nob subject the "world to come to angels, but
0 man., The angols aro bowed out in verse five, and the way
i8 being propared Tfor o new trend of thought. The suggestion

of wman boing lord of tho "world to came" is containod in

s Weatcott, ODe ClLes PPe 42=45,
2 iblitzsch,-i&g. Cltes Po GOe

Ge oo Bibliographye




Psaln 8. This Psalm gives a picture of man's appointod
destiny. Cod has decreed that everything is to be subject

to nan; everything also included the "world to come®, Iian,
_however, has not attained this destiny. There arc still many
things vhichh overpower him, Although man himself did not ‘
achiove the destiny appointed for him by God, onc ian, nawsly
Uhrist Jesus, ¢id achieve that high goal of honor and gloxry
which was meant for mankind., But Josus roached the throns in
a way that is hard for the huuan heart to understand, It does
not it in with hwmon aspirations and hwian idesas of

grandeur, Josuslvoad to glory was a cross, suffering, and

thoy can achiove lowrdship in the 'world to came", -----
Thoro ars variations of this genoral theme, but the thoughts
givon are characteristle of those vho believe that the Psaln
refors first of all to manicind.

To get o olearver plcture yeb, lot us follow the para-
phrase of wand, who is ropresentative of thoso vho hold the
vios &vgp_«,'g oy __ of tho Psalm to bo mankind in genoral,

Angels may have the Tule in thi:i world, but

it was not to thom that God subjected the world

to como, which is our point of intorest at tho g

nonent, You can seo ovidence ol this in tho vorss:

Is man so great that Thou art to him bound?

voes hw boing morit. Thy regard? : :
533: zggznthann;ngelw thers with glory orowmed;

To rule the univorse 1s his reward.




the vords “rulo tho universe™ lmply that nothing
at all has been loft outside the sphers of man's
control., Lot that we see the whole wniverso
subject To him at tho proesent moment. What we do
860 is thai Josus, vho for a time waes put below
tho rank ol angels in order that o might suffer
death, haas now hosn crovmod with honour and glory
so that I'is porticipation in death may, by the
special favor ol Uod, avail for cvery 1an, %

e\ > (4
A more cxbrome adveecate of the view that ytes _dv PQonu
refers to man in goneral is Horr:

Salvation belongs. to humenity. Tho world
toc cone is Uo be inherited by nsn, This truth
is cloarly sot forth in thoe ¢.T., anc to that
authority the author males his appeal, Ikmow=-
Ing that it is tho court of last rosort for
the Chrlstians to vhom ho writes, lils oxvosi-
tion oi the oighth Psalm is one of the finest
interpretations of a portion of the Bible ve
have, Yor a 1little while, the Psalm, as3erivs,
nman has been suvordinated to tho angols, In
roality, howover, God has crovnced humanity
vith glowy and honor, and put all things,
nature and lav and ecngels, under his foot.
fen 1s called to swreuacy, and redenption
douands lordship over the world. It is a finec
tribute to the dignity and destiny of humanity,
and te the hope that somschow progress-is an
assured fact.(!)°

- > "
Concerning verse eight Kerr gives a modern twist to tho
thought by quoting contemporary lltcraturo:

lian is still subjoct to tho povers g_f this
fi:ﬁlcfi J;o:;:éxlgmg %?ng:ﬁ:ﬁio;;ikﬁin;aiﬂg g e:;ggs sion
S 1111%: u_zilfs-d:iod]{}_ifiio:ﬁgtLOvd God made and

o I S eains or land and soa,

'...J"‘g i}?\ar:ouggn:ggrglr ;:o search the hoavens

To i‘eolrg;;ap;}:gg;.on of Qternity?

Ju7.0. Wand, The liow Testauont Lottors, bDe 176-177.
Yerr, op. ciies Ps 55
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ims God's plan for man's salvation, for his
coronation, beon frusitrated?...0ne man, at
least, Jesus, has attained unto the goal...
And this is the important thing concorning

s atbalmient - il has atbtalned, not for
Himsell alone, but for all the raco, of which
o i3 a vart., "o is tho strong swimmier who
carrics tho rope ashore and so not only sccures
Iis oun positlion, but makog rescus for all who
will follow,"(iarcus Dods) 6

T boliove that it must bo admittod that theso intor-
prectations sound very appealing, Thoy opnen up new vistas

of theological and dogmatical thought, espoecially in the
oschatological Tield. These vorses bocoume parallel to the
rolation bestween the crocatod world and man's -redemption

as portrayed in Homans 8. Bub my personal opinion is that
modorn commentators are eagor to grasp this interoretation
because iy pubs man on such ahigh pinnacle. As is clearly
witnessod by the cuotobtions from Zorr, the relation whica
Jolm thie Baptist had toward Jesus is cntirely roversod.
Instead of "o wust increase, and I must decrsase" wo havo
wan increasing and Jesus falling into the background. To be
sure, Josus still plays a prominent part in the theology of
thoso who hold to the "sankind" intorpretation of the Fsalu,
and many of thoss writers are bold dofenders of the Gospel.
‘Yot to ascribe rulership in the "world to came® %o man seous
to me to be o far cry from Philippians 2, "That at the namo
of Josus every kn8? should bow, of things in heaven, and

things on carth, and things under the sarth, and that evory

Ge llerr,; OV Sites Po 50=40 .



tonguo should conisss that Jesus Christ is Lord to tho

glory ol God the Fathor,!

L

¥y first arguient against the "mankind" intorprotation

of the Fesalm would be Irom the analogy of Soriviuro, A man

like Bruce might sccuse mo of dstermining exogesis by
'-dog_e;ami:ic U Dut if Seripburc is not one dogmatic unit, then
the old principle that Scripture interprets itsell wowld
have to o by the board. IT Scriptura docs not tresont one
wmified thoughit patiern, then 2ll of the work which wo do
with parallel passages would be good for nothing., There would
bos no basis for oxulaining difficult passages in tho light

of cloar passaes., I agres that gramiar and word study must

procode any interuyretation, and we havo carriod out that

prineiple in this thesis by malking an excgoetical study of

3
the words in duostion. In that study we tried to malke clear
that the vords themsclves do not offor any direct clues to
intervvetation. The words thomsclves do not toll us is the
gon of mon' is Josus or mankind in general. Thorefora this
vassacc must be classed under the head of’ those which are
unecloar, and must be interproted in the 1ight of clear pas-
sages, Ly contcnbion is that the idea of man beings lord

of the "world to come" is foreipn to Seriptura.
the passage from Philippians 2.

I have already quoted

There are two obhor nassages vwhich aro wore definite yet,

the Psalm, The

because thoy conbain the very smue words of

7« Bruco, op. cit.s P« 10




Lirst passepe is I Corinthians 15:27, Bopimming with verse
253 “For he(Jesus) muet voign, $ill ho hath put all encmies

under his fect. The last onenyy that shall be destroyed is

death. For ho hath put all things wndor his foct." Yhe
sccond passagoe is found in Spheaians 1:22: "God sot hinm
(Jesus) at hie own wight hand in the heavenly places, far

above 21l princiuality, and powor and muight and dominlion,

oncd

every noame that is noawmed, not cnly in this world, but

o

an

also in that which isg %o come: and hath vut all things under

lis foet." Doth of these passages contain Tho expression,
"hath »ut all things under his feet'. In the Greel 1t is
TdvTd_ SniTaby Smd Tobs wébas abrod . Those ave
the voery same words vhich occur in the LXX version of the
Psali, cxcopt that the more intensive Q]]oKli'l’w is changed

c ! =i .
Yo UTlo . liostle has correctly indicebed the correspondonce

by putting the words in heavy blaci: type. 4 furthor parallel
between those two passages and tho one in Iobrews is that

the iphesiasns passago also has the sxpression ‘hvorld to camo™i
) / e A 3 A / > w 2 A
oV uovov_ €y T _dive TovTW sMNd Kde €V T

= /]
£ )\)\ oy7Z{ . In Icbrews we have the wora LKOUMEVHY Iin-

4 {3 - .ol - =
stead of dz’uw , but the author of licbrews also useos the
2 /7
vord d Wy .(011. 6:5’)) .
Tn both the Corinthisns and the iphosians passage Jesus

s definitely linked up with lordship in the "world to

j=a

come®, Paul usos tho exact words of the Psalm o describo

this lordship., "What further nosd have we of witness?" In




cloaxr words 3cripburo has interpreted the Psalmu. The passage
in ¥ebrevs is comnccied to the passages in Faul by two
pvarallels. I the clear passages directly ascribs lordship
in the "world to come” tvo Christ, how can the passage in
Hobrows teach anything different? Is not the integrity of
Serinture at stake? Uas not Luthor ontirely correct whon ho
said, "o abor die Schrift und des ‘Vort CGottes cinon, ein-
THltigen und bestédndigen Verstand haben musz, demdit vir der
hoiligon Schrift nichit(wie man sagt) eine wichsorne ilaso
wachen, so ist es billig, desz wir dlo Seutung Pauli der
Loutung aller anderen Vitcr vorzichen, mdge os auch: Ambrosius,
Augustinue, Athanaslus oder Hieronyrious sein. g8

Sovoral. objections have besn raised against this view,.
The fiyrrt one is that Psalm 8 was never classified as Iies-
sianic among the Jews, and thorefore is not to be talen as
directly llessianic here.g Tis arguwiont is weak in two ro-
spocts. Flvet, if Jesus in lLatthew £1:16 and raul in the two
vasaages noted abovo could apply the words of the ¥Ysalm di-
rectly tc the llessinh, sursly the quthor of tho Zpisilo to

tho Iobrouws may be granted that privilege. Secondly, 1t must

bo admititod that the author of Febrews uses the Uld Testayent
in o strange wvay and gives many other lioszionic referoncos
which worc not held in the past Jowish history. I cite for

exauple the discussion concorning tho Rest in chapiex 4.

8. Luthor, op. cites Ps 665
8. Delitsmsch, op. clbes Pe 57



Anothoer objoction toward intesrproting the Fsalm in L‘:m
1ight of uphesions 1:22 and I Jorinthians 1:27 is thabt some
wrltors do not regard the passages as parallel. They say that
Paul did not ropard thoe Psalm as llescianic, but just happenod
to uso the vords of the Psali to express his tho -."'11:3.10 Again
1t is 2 nmatter of the integrity of Sceripture. Hven if wo grant
that Paul did not rogard the Psalm as lLessianic(which I doubd)
the trubl: still romains thal Paul ascribes lordshin in the
world to come® Yo Christ, and not to man., IT there is not a
pavallel of words, at least the thought of Faul mmsi be
respectod, If he cloarly says that the lordship in the
hrovld to come™ belongs to Christ, no doubtiul passcge Gare
conbrudict that statoment, lather, the doubiful passage must

bow bofore tho cloar passage. Thus thoe analogy of Scrinture

is o light uwnto our path, and proves that the Isalm dces not
relor o moan, Nor oven o man and Ghrist,ll but to Christ
alono,.

iy socond arguwient againet the mankind" interpretation

of the Psalm is related to the identity of the "world to

come”, In the exogobical portion of this thesis we showed
hait the "rorld to come™ might be ldentified with the Iing-
dom of God. The Lingdom of Uod is not an oarthly, but a
spiritual concept. kan was appointod lordé of the sarth in

the garden of lkden, Hls lordship was not a spiritual dominion.

10, Ldsel, on. olbes De 20 o

11. Delitssch, 2‘-'2- cilies De
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It seemo Yo me Thal many writocrs have gone off on a tangent
in intermroting the Fsalm guotation, boeause they have 2
socular concopt of the iHingdom of God, They virtually identi-
Ly the kingdom of God and this carth. Ience it is very ozay
Tor thon to parailel man's lordehip ovor the sapth with his
lordship over the 'world to como", Bub if we Tollow the words
¢l Jezus, "Iy kingdom is not of this world", we shall have a
wo-cdged svord vhich will cL.x- ¥y the isswo. llan was apnoint-

N3 Chiriast was »uder of the Mworld to coms®,

gr Lhe Hingdom of God., IT we keoep these two idez scparate
and distinet, we have anothor arguaont against the Maankind®
Interpretation of the Psala quotation,

Ly third avgutent ageinst the "mankind® interprotation

of the Psaln is the arguaent based on the contexte In che 1

tho author has zroved ths Son'as superiority to the angsls,
AL ths end of ch, 2 tho author has arrived at his theme of
“igsus the Hich Priest', though soveral chanters still fol-
low vhich do not directly deal with the theme, The groater
vart of ch, 2 is & discussion of the humiliation of Christ
and its pationalo. Iy opinicn is this: If the author is
gpoalking of the suporiority of the Son and proving thab
superlority not only in the Son's divine position as tho
second Porson of the “rinity(ch. 1), bubt also in s human

rolo as the Sulfering Servant, then why should he introduce -

a Giascussion aboub tho 1orda.ﬂ.p of man? Theo author is

gsocaking of the supariority of Christ and of Iiis religilon,




not of man. The vhole idea of man playing such a largs role

In this exposition strikes me as being foroipn to the con-

text, This may scem subjective, but i I can prove that the

lespimnic inteororetation of the Psalm f£its bebbor into the
conbext than tho "maniind” interprotation, I beliove thatb
thoe avgwient will lose uuch of its subjoctivisye.

Those who held to thewankind"-interprototion of the

¥ealm bape thelir argmeont principally on ths transitionsl

sonbence in verse cight(c): j\/___ 8¢ oUW opuﬁ&iv a ]’_I:_)
Ig‘;_ _Zd_y_zoi_ UTIOTE Zdw(ﬂ’ o Thoy say that thic sontence
marlls . o transition in the thought. It Inbroduces the aub-
Jeet of Chyist's hunlliation. To that I heartily ocgroe, Jut
when thoy say that this sentence, espocially in »elarence
to the naue Tp goly _ in vorse nino, has no sense and i,
teutological AL it refers to Jesus, thon I an compelled to
raise o duostion maric,

e mere fact that the nwmue Jesus does not ocowr unbil
after this sontence is no proof that the sontence doss not
vofer to Jgsus. Yo havo already touched this question in
cormechion with tho oxogetical astudy, but thers is still
somothing to adde I bolievo that it can safely be sald thal

the avthor in tho Tirst part of the Bpistls is very caublous
in G@lrvectly identifying Christ. In the whole first chapbex
Ve is lmoun only as the "Son'. In ch, 2:3 wo find tho desig-

> A -
nation "Lord". Thon follows our L noovy  in che 2:0. In

/
che 2:11 e is lmown only as the _5_ &Btdfwv s Finally,




at tho end of che 2 wo arrive at the exsression g’ QK(«E Qflfs o
Does it not scom strange that Chriat should be directly iden-
tified so inf'requontly in these two chaptors which are alwmost
entirely devoted to a discussion of lim and Iis worlk?
Throughout ch. 2 Ilis ldontification hinges mainly on the "ho'
of tho verb. I cito this fact to show that we Go not have to
think that tho aubhor was not speaking of Jesus before

ch, 2:9, The wvholec section is vague in identification, end
Wiy should we think it out of place to believe that ]gI‘.t\)s
M_P_(:;JIQL__ uay not bo anothwr of these indefinite torms
comparable to "Son", "Sanctifier', and "Apostle and iligh
Pricst of our profession'? Tho absence of Jesus'!s namo until
vorse nine does not »rove a thing, The mere vord _]_}_E_(_D’_s__ in the
Yoalm could be ample proof that the author was speaking of
Jdosus, espocially since Jesus has been designated only as

the Son all through ch, l. The nurpose of this discussion

iz to anow at th v 13 ould ve well
is to show that tho dUTls in versc eight(c) could very

rolfer to Jesus, sven if Ilo is nol definitely named.

Iy socond point in regard to The duestion of context
is thia: I the MZ_ _ég.: of verse cight(c) introduces a
new thought and is the basis for a new discussion, why not
make it the begimning of a now paragraph? That would throw
the whols reference to lordship in the "world to come" back
on the exhortation contained in che 2il-4, There Would bo
no new paragrash starting with verso five "lot the angels,

ote.", but vorses five o oight(b) would be a part of the
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paragraph starting with ch. 2:1. They would bo part of theo
exhortation not to despise malvation. This now division of
thought doos not agree with licetle or the host of modern
conmenvators. Howover, I believe that it greatly clarifies
the issue and soothes vhatever cualis of consclonce ons
might have cbout the uwsoliulness of the sentence _M}tg_ _(Lgl_
Lﬁiﬁg, sgﬁbggg _jﬂkqé-JﬁL_;ngigﬂi £i5011115511éWd « Tho
thought would then be as follows, begimming with ch., 2:1,

Verse one: The author beglns the application Iflowing
from the precoding discussion in ch, 1 of Christ's supori-
ority to the angels., The author of Iobrows nover treais
doctrine meroly for the salke of doctrine, but alimys as a
wmeans toward an onde e is interssitcd in souls, and every
theorctical or avstract exposition of doctrine is followed
by & practical concrete s:ﬂ:orta‘bion.l?‘

Vorse Two: According to tho LIX version of Leut. 5532
angels acconpanioed Jehovah vhen lle pave the Law on Iit, Sinai,
Angels were the mediators of the Uld Covenant. It was a voll-
kmowvm fact to the Jowish people that they sulfered disaster
whenover they departed from the words of the Law. The greatest
debacle in their history was the Caopbivity, and 1t was
recognizod that the Captivity was occasionsd by thoir depar-
ture from the word of Johovah.

Vorse threo: If the Law had such significance, and if

12. 1&8[5@1, EP.. cit.l pl 112.
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contenypt of the Law brought such sorious consequences, how
ruch more serious a uatber is it to dospise the mossage of
salvation, the Cospel, modiasted throush the Son who is far
suporior to the mediators of the Law, tho angels! The mossazs
of salvation was made triply firn, First, it was brought by
tho Lord IMnmgelf. Sccondlys, it was broughit by those who
heard the Lord,

Yorse four: thirdly, God Ifimsolf addsd Ifls weight to
the message by accouwanying it with niracleos and spiritunl
8igns.

Vorso Hive: Can unyons wespise these poworiul witnosses?
“hen ®s let him bo awvaro of the consoccusnces, for salvation
is wore than a muatior of this life, The angels according to
LK thoology had a deiinite part in the dominion of this
pregent world., In tho LIX text of Dout. $52:8 the angels aro
doscrilod as sotéing the borders of the natlons, Dub. ths
tworld to cameis anothor matier. The angels have no say-so
in thate Yhe jurisdiction over the "world to cume" belongs
to somcono else.

Vorsos six to eipht(p): Instead of merely saying that

he jurisdiction in the "world to cowo' bolongs to tho Son,

the author introduces an Cla Testament guotation insteoad.

]

re

Yo vants to malke suro that his readors lmow vhere his doctrine
iz coming from, This quotation fits the purpose well Tox two
voasons. Mrst, it contains the oxpression igon of wman", and

secondly, it has the idoa of all things being subjected to




the !gibs __a_\LQ_Pl:JT( 0V . All things would include the
"rowld bo come®, Tho application is obvicus., If conbempt
lated by the angels, who have jurisdiction
in this prescnt world, led tc dlsastor, how much moro

carerul should we bo lost wo despise the word of tho Son,

Who hasg Jurisdiction over the world to comel

2.1

hought onds the exhoriation. liow ths author

nlunges into anothoer doctirinal dizscussion. The words of

she Fooliz elinchoed his first practical warning. But they

are valuablo in another resnsct. They contain tho ssod for

the discusaion of the husiliction of Chyist which is to

follov. The "uade lower than the angela® contains the germ

for the hwiiliation thought, he hmiliation of Christ wvas
somothing that bothered the lsbrow readors. In the Iirst

naster bthe author pictured Jesus! superiority according

to s ideal dipnity or vpro~sxistent Codhead. Segimmi

with che 2:8c the author vindiecabes tho earthly apnpoarance
ol Josus.

At this point the writor passes from the
ideal (..:Lun:."" of the Son, vhich has hitherto
beoon his vhomes Lo the startlingly contrasted
historic reality prosented in the life of
Josus = the :‘aon, nov a huaan being with blood
anc losh likc other men, .mujec'u to tompta-
tion, sufforing doath. o cannot avoid the
topic, for to his readers the ideal and the
historic reality appear irreconciliablo, pre-
sont an absolute, insoluble antimony.l%

13, Bruce, Ope Cites De O3
14 Ibide.




ihe Mg _§_g_l_ of’ vorse eight(c) introduces this now topic.
The author has boon speaking of the sreat superiority of
Jasus, and then ho rouombsyrs his roadors again. They don't
geo Jesus in that light. A1l that they see as tho man vho
died an ignominious doath on the cross. Josus soomed to be

far Trow a lovrd; s looks umore like a helpless croature of

circunsbance, Jhat about it? Tho author then tackles the
vreblom and shows why 1t is necessary for Josus to appear
in such lowly foxi. It was in hammony with CGod's grace in
saving uoen, and it producod a sympathetic and merciiul High
Yrient,

llote how smcothly the thouwght flows along if the para-
craphs are divided in the above montioned manner, There is
a :.-to::.-‘.?.y nrozression of thought, and there is no long
exeursus on the position of man. ach sentonce falls into
its placs noturally, and thore is a clear-oubt distinction
betycon the Son and Tls rolation to the angels of che 1

and the Son and e relation to the hunilistion portrayed

in ch. 2:8c¢-18, Those who hold to the division ol paragraphs

e el

as found in the liosble bext have u difricult Tiuo ozplain_ing

b - g 5 v
vhy bhe author again mentions: the ungels in verao five., 57

e 2

including verscs five to eig 4(b) with the exhortation con-

tained in verses one o four this difficulby is solvod,

. 5
and tho oxhortation is groatly ::trem;‘imoned.l

15, For a comploto oxposition of’ Ilobrous 2 according to

tho paragraph divisions suggestoed in this thesis see:
Stratinamm, op. cit., pp. 75-54.




Conclusion

Socause of the analomv of acrinturs, the nature of the

hiorld o couo”, and the cocheronce of conbext I subnlt the

e\ » f
thesis that the Vlos awvlpwiwov  of Psalm 8 quotod in
{ .

Tiobrews 2:6-0 rofors diroetly to tho lossiah, and not Lo

mankind in genoral,
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