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INTRODUCTION.

Ir may seem superfluous to offer to the Chareh an exposition of
the Fpistle to the Hebrews, in addition o the many and valuable
works illustrative of that portion of Holy Seriptare which already
exist, But even the best may contain some ohjectionable matter,
or may omit & suitable notice of certain points of interest and im-
portance; or, some eircnmstances may malke it expedient to bring
forward prominently docirinal or practical congiderations clearly
maintained in the Fpistle, while others may make the publication of
an additional commentary not only proper but obligntory. These
considerations combined have had their influence in induecing me
to issue this gmall volume on the Hebrews, and even to express an
intention to follow it by other similar publications on the New
Testament, if they shall appear to be wanted.

The Greek text followa the edition of Hahm, as printed by Pro-
fessor Robingon, the punetuation being in a fow instances slightly
altered. In the analysis and notes, T have endeavoured fo explain
the Epistle by giving the reader the results of sone litile examina-
tion, rather than to present him with along array of writers to whom
but few have access, and whom =till fewer would take the trouble to,
atndy. T have, however, laid before him the reasons also for the
results, or the process by which they are thonght to be sustajned.
I am not aware of being influenced by any other motive than a
desire to present couscientiously what I believe to be the true
meaning of the inspired writer. _And so far s this may have been
done, I would humbly hope for the divine blessing; and wherein
it has failed, not less humbly trast in that infinite mercy which
winks at ignorance,” and is not ¥extreme {o mark what is done
amiss,” !

Tt is well known that the Epistle to the Hebrews has given
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rise to many inguiries, which have called forth very many critical
and learned discussions. The inguisitive reader who wishes to in-
vestignte the varions topies allnded to, must congult Introductions
to the New Testament, suck as Horne's or Hug's, or that of John
David Michaelis; or commentators whose purpose may have led
them into so wide a field, of whom it may be sufficient to mention
Professor Stuart of our own conntry, and Kuineel and Tholucl of
Germany,® learned, pious and candid men, although on some
points they have come to different results. Tt is not my intention
to enter into such disquisitions, which wonld oblige me to extend
my book to an inordinate size.  Sill it Is proper to mention a few
of the topies. They arve such as these.

Is the worle properly an epistls or an instructive religions
diseourse ¥ This point is really of very little consequence, as its
decision does not affect in any degree the statements doctrines,
arguments, or practical bearing of the worl., Although it does
not take the usual form of a letter in the commencement, the
general internal evidence comfirms the probability of its being
what it has always been called, e Epdstle to the Hobrews,

To whom was the work addressed? 'T'o all the Hebrew nation,
both in their own tmud and dispersed in various eountries, whether
converted to the Gospel or not?  Or to Jews of Ialestine or some
nther particular locality ! Certain texts in 8t Peter have been sup-
posed to favour the theory that Si Paul wrote the Episile to the
Christian Churches, composed chiefly of Jewish converts, which at
that time existed in variows partz of Asia Miner, In his second
Epistle, 1ii, 15, he says that his brother Paul had written to those
whom he wag addressing, and a comparizon of the first verse of
the same chapter with the first verse of the former Epistle, shows
that they wers Christiane of those provinees, But the argument
aesumes that the dirst of these texts refers to this Epistle, where-
a8 it is more probable thai the allusion is {0 some of St. Paul's
emnaller letters. Neither does a comparison of Heb. ii. 2 with Gal. iii.
19, both of whick speak of the agency of angels in giving the law,
prove, as some have supposed, any such connection between the two
Epistles; for 8t. Stephen states the same thing in Acts vil, 58, and

» & Comoentary on the Bplstle to the Hebrows, by MossaStist, Second Bdition, Andover,
[ s Kommentar pum Brieds an dia Aebraer, von D A Tholuck.  Hamburg, 164, A sew edillon
nppenred in 1840, This work, trnnefated into Poghsh by Bamilion and Bylund, makes the 35t and
Mt volimes of Clark's Biblicsl Cabinet, Kdink, 1342: B Cheisk Theaph, Eniovel Commentarios
i i pistolum nd Hebrana,  Lips, 1205
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it is founded on Deut. xxxiii, 2, and would very properly be used
in addressing Jews any where, These arguments are nlleged by
Kuettmer, and introdueced fror him by Peile in his late work on the
Hebrews.® They, are evidently inconelusive. It i enough to
learn from the contents of the Bpistle, that it was addressed to
Hebrews who bad been econverted to Uhristianity, but were in
danger of apostatizings; with the collateral view also of impressing
the truths of the Gospel on their nnbelicving brethren who might
have an opportunity of reading it

The genuinencss and canonieal authority of the hook have
been the subjects of learned disquisition, and Christisn antiquity
has been thoroughly searched, and its testimony largely adduced.
The result is a satisfhetory decision in its favonr, affording evidence
of the care of the primitive Chareh not to admit any work tato the
canon, unless on incontravertible proof of ity legitimate elaim to
such distinetion.

The language in which it was written has slso been n point of
investigation, Many of the fathers sssert it to have heen the
Hebrow. But the opinion rather seemns 1o have been assumed on
the supposition that this was the vernacnlar tongue of the nation,
and consequently that the Greelk would have been an unsuitable
medivim of eemmnbication.  On the other hard it has been shown
that Greek s well as Hebrew was sufficlently understond for all
practical parposes by the body of the Hebrews+  Besides, not a ves-
tige of the Epistle in the Hebrew language hng been tramsmitted
from an carly age, snd the worlt does not exhibit any indiedtion of
being o version, but on the contrary looks in all respects like an
origimal.  Those who wish to know what has been sadd in defence
of the opinion referred to, may sonsult the introdaction of J, D,
Michaclis, translated by Bishop Marsh, chap. xxiv, sect. 8-12, vol,

* Anncislions ob the Apostolical Fpialles, by ¥Willianison Peile, T, 0, Wal, T1T, Thewsaloninns—
Hehrews, Lond, $851, This isa wark of consddarabla labour, |E eontring many imporiant qoots-
tione, particularly from Codvin, The posallel texte, though fregoenily sxceedingly npposice, sre oo
nurerons, and oecasionally have little or no bearing on #he polet to e elucidaded, 'The sxpodttians
to4r nre somotines qaite obacare s and the slyle is ao invalved and prrenthetien), thal, even with the
ald of all the appHances of itlics, capttnl lotiers, sod deabes, it often requires the cloacsl oliention
i order to elicil the meaning.

# In referenca bo Ahia sutject [ robor tha resder 10 the work of the lsatmed Menpolitan, Doeminie
Deodatl, enutied: De Christo Graee Ingueate Txercitatio, pueblshed ot Neples in 1767, aod edited
with & Praface by Qrlande T. Dobbin, LL, B. Tandon 1843, 13me: Also, b the trestise by Professor
Prannkuche oo the prervalanss of the Arsmsean Inngoage is Palestioe n the age of Christ pud his
Apoatlea; and fo that of Hig ia his Inteoduction; an the prevalsiee of the Greek in the same
ooublry aud peried Those wrealies bave been wapslated into English and mey be found in ihe
Biblical Heposilory, Andaver 3831, val, T, Ne. 1. Asl, fry and No. 0L Art, v,
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iv. pp. 211-284, Tondon, 1802; also, '* An Eseay to discover the
author of the Epistle and the language in which it was originally
written, by Joseph Hallett, junr,, Lond. 1785, See, IL*

The time of writing the Epistle has also been a subjeet of exam-
ination. It is preity generally agreed, howeyer, among critics, that
its date must be placed anterior to the destruction of Jerusalem.

The most important and interesting inquiry of the sort above
mentioned relates to the authorship of this Epistle. Hallett in the
first section of the Essay just mentioned, Michaelis, Horne, Hug,
and other writers of Introduetions to the New Testament, have dis-
cussed the subject at length,  Stuart and Tholuck, in the Introdae-
tions to their respective commentaries, are particularly worthy of
attention, They have examined whatever anticquity eontains which
seemss to bear npon this inguiry, and also #he whole structure,
arrangement, style and peculiarities of the Epistle; in a word,
whatever may serve to choraeterize and identify the writer. The
conelusion to which the former arrives i3 that the auther is 8t. Paul;
while, aceording to the latter, the probabilities are in favour of
Apolios. To these learned commentatore I must refer the reader,
confining myself to such a brief notive a8 seerns nocessary.

The opinions of the leading writers of the early chureh varied
as much respecting the authorship of this Epistle, as they did on
the length of our Lord's ministry. In the latier part of the second
century and beginning of the third, 8t. Luke was by some, and
Clement of Rome by others, considered as the author, See Ensebius,
Tecles. Hist. vi. 25, Clement of Alexandvia regerded the present
Epistle as a translation by St. Luke of St. Paal's original Hebrew
work : Ens, vi. 14, who also remarks that some attributed the trans-
lation to Clement of Bome: iii. 85,  Tertullian quotes vl 48 from
the Epistle, which he ascribes to Barnabas, the apostle,  IF it were
eredible that the production gemerally known ag the epistle of
Barnabag, and published among the apostolical fathers, were the
work of the friend and companion of 3t. Paul, it would be guite
certain that such a writer could not be the anthor of the Epistle to
the Hebrews, A candid and intelligent man has only to read the

# This Besay 1a an fnfvodugtion to # A Pappphrse sod Kolea en tho dhres lesl chaplers of the
Eplsile to the Hebrews; boing n sapplement i Use Tasened Mr, Palrce's Paraphrase and Neles on
thig apietle” The anthor recarred b ds the Bov. Jamas Priree af Eton; 8 disenting minisier, who
died befoce b bad compledod hle Wil on the Debraws 1t 18 n lawboricus production, and in seme
ronpecls learned ; thaogh, a8 it xeems 1 me, ooensionally axtravagant in in eXpodilions, #nd wani-
|og fn that plain, good sanes, withasd which T commontator ean thoronghly enter jata the shormctar

and meaning of his acdglnol,
+ Da Pudieitiay xo p, 592, Opees, Bdit Rigaln,  Parle, 1073,
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two, in onder to satisfy himself that the mind which conseived the
thonghts, and adjusted the argurents of the canonical Epistle, could
not have come down to the well-raeaning puerilities and farfetched
snalogies of the so called aposictical hook. But as the authenticity
and genuineness of the letter asoribed to Barmabag are without
valid support either of external or tnternal evidence, no argument
can be drawn from a comparison of the two,

The most genevally received opinion undoubtedly of the Chris-
tian church i%, that 34 Paulwas the author of the Epistle to the
Hebrews, Clement of Alexandria ® Origen,t Eusching,? 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 absence of his usual nrroduction, have been
udduced in opposition o this theory ; and this discrepaney had so
great an influence on the acute and eritical mind of Origen as to
lend him to adopt the opinion that the thoughts were St Pauls,
but the langunge that of some other writer. Iis view may be seen
in Eusebiug, vi. 25. It appears to be atleast a3 probable as any
that has been advanced, and beat adapted to harmonize the leading
external avidenee with that suggested by the style and manner of
the work, Theluck remarks that Luther first aseribed the author-
ship to Apollos; and this, as T have already said, is his own opinion,
Nevertheless, the reader will find in his introduction a very full
and elear exhibition of the arguments, both external and internal,
in defence of the ancient ¥iew of Clement of Alexandrin. He
does not appear to have withheld any consideration of importance
which might be thought to fayour the claim of 3t Paul, and is
entitled 1o great respect for the ability and candour with which he
has conducted the whole investigation.

One thing is certain, and it is a fhet of the very greatest import-
ance. The Episilo to the Hebrews was regarded by the early church
s the work of an apostle or apostolic nan,  As such if was re-
ceived by the Christian corununity as an embodiment of Christian
doctrines, and publicly read as such in the congregations, It was
appenled to ng an exponent of Gospel truth, Whatever doubt
therefore may exist reapecting its author, it stands out prominently
as a Christinn work of suthority, ss early at least as the year

* Buu vl 14,
+ 14, v 25,

1 14 ik A I have conflned my roferenss to Basebing, ohisfy ta avoid a muliplidiy of auihori-
tlon

j. Cutalogae of Eeclesinstion] writers, wnider Paul.  Opers, Toms, [v, ool 108, Bdit Paris, 1700,



