
THE EXPOSITOR 0F HOLINESS.

%vas comfirm-ecl unto us by t/ien that
hecard."

Surely there should be no hesitation in
classing this Nvriter as beingr post-apostolic.
Nothing but the wish to givç undue au-
thority to bis writings could have given
birth to the contrary thought, in the face
of suchi clear internai evidence against
such dlaim.

Again, the style of the composition is
so radically diffeýrent that every laiv of the
human mmnd known to us must beviolated
to makze it possible for Romans and
I-iebrews to be the production of one and
the sanie individual.

Plainly, then, iii considering the book of
1lebrews ive have to do with a writer who
is telling, forth bis Y-ievs froni the vantage
ground of an after generation. That this
generation wvas one of the first which suc-
ceeded apostolic times is extremely likely,
but %vhich, ive think, is flot accurately
knovn.

But, having broken through the super-
stition wvhich insists upon the authority of
every -ierse of the epistie as being on a
par wvith tùat of Jesus, wve can no'.v
examine it with healthy mind and learn
the lessons connected therewith.

And first, it is no small boon to, have
this legacy of oneC of the early thin'oers
handed down to us as a possession, if for
no other reason than to gratify our legiti-
mate curiosity.

We look upon it as a decided Iink be-
tween Paul and the writings of the Fat/i ers
-those wvhose writings and names are
known to be rightly connected.

It is evident, fi-on a cursory reading of
the whole epistie, that the sclienie cf re-
denîpio, a,; brought out and elaborated by
Augustine and~ others, wvas brought for-
ward a stage as compared with Paul's
vague hints, and shaped somnewhat more
definitely; and yet not so definitely and
claborately as found in the writings of the
after centuries.

The chief objcct of this wvriter seems to
be to drawv parallelisms betwveen Judaismn
and Christianity, and make the one cx-
plain the other. As Christianîty hadl ai-
ready become hopelessly legalistic, this
fact, of course, made the task an casier
one, but at the sanie time easily and
naturaliy introduced foundational errors
into the comparisons instituted.

It is very difficult, however, to, get at
the real viewvs of this writer, especiahly
concern'ng the atonement. And this is
tantamount to saying, concerning bis most
important beliefs, for the epistle principaliy
revolves about this subject. In the bulk
of bis allusions to Christ he almost in-
variably makes ail bis dignities, wvhether in
the past, present or future, to be the dis-
tinct gift of the Father.

If then hie held the noiv orthodox
opinion that Christ was almighty in him-
self, and so, equal to the Father in power
and ail other attrihutes, hie does not under-
take to solve the difficulty as to, how thiese
thingos could be a gift and apparently
given as a rcivard for his sufferings for
mian. Therefore, wvhat his real, definite
opinionzs were, is flot such an easy matter
to determine, except, of course, to those
who hold certain vieivs about Christ, and
go to the Epistie to the Hebreivs to have
theni comfirmed.

Take a few instances of his connecting
the dignity of Christ with the gift of the
Father:

" And %%hlen he again briig-e/k in tbe
first-born into the ivorld lie saith: "And
let ail the angels of God wvorship bu."'

" Therefore God, thy God, lia/h anoint-
cd thee."

"For it becamne him .. .. ... to make
the author of their salvation perfect tbroulgb
sufferings."

"Who was faithful to bum that appoinzt-
ed him. Ps also was Moses."

"'A;îd having been made perfect.»
"gAnd miade higher than the heavens."


