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THE WARNING PASSAGES OF HEBREWS: A FORMAL
ANALYSIS AND THEOLOGICAL CONCLUSIONS

SCOT MCKNIGHT
I INTRODUCTION

Few are the number of Christians who have not been at least
troubled by the warning passages of Hebrews, troubled perhaps to
the point of despair or even terror. It is in these passages that the
singular issue of the security of the heliever is apparently
addressed: Are believers unconditionally secure with respect to
their final salvation or is their salvation conditional upon their
own faithfulness to God? Can true believers lose their faith and
thereby forfeit their final salvation? The warning passages of
Hebrews address this issue of the secarity of the believer directly,
but I am not persuaded that the response to them should be one
eithier of fear or despair. Instead, 1 contend that a new approach to
these difficult passages can alieviate much of the fear they have
generated.

Now while it would be foolhardy to think that any theologian
could finally resolve the tension that exists between major
theological “options (in this case between Calvinism and
Arminianism?), it is not foolish to engage our attention once more in
the biblical texts that have decisively shaped the contours of the
discussions. In what follows 1 hope to shed some light on the
theological issues dividing Calvinism and Arminianism by

*Scot McKnight is Assistant Professor of New Testament at Trinity Evangetical
Divinity School.
TAn excellent survey of Arminianism may be found in J. 5. O'Malley,
Arminiasism.” in Dictionary of Christianity in America {ed. D. C. Reid, K. D
Linder, B. L Shelley, and H. 8 Stout; Downers Grove: InterVarsity, 1940 77-79, See
alse C. H. Pinnock, 8a., The Grace of Gud, The Will af Man: A Case for Armisianise
{Grand Ra’?ids: Zorddervan, 1989). The position advocated in this paper, however, is
not a Wesleyan or Methodist farm of Arminianism but rather stems from the
evangelical Anabaptist tradition. For a survey and the emph §f Anabaptism
soe H. ]. Loswen, “Anabaptist Theology,” in New Dictionary of Theology {ed ). L.
Dacker, 5. B. Ferguson, and D. F. Wright; Downers Grove: InterVarsity, 1988) 18-20.
On Calvirdsm, besides the works of John Calvin himself, <f. the ies of R WL
A. Letham, “Reformed Theology,” in New Dictionary of Theology, 569.72; W. S
Reid, "Calvinism,” in Erengelical Dictionary of Theology {od. W. A Elwell; Grand
Rapids: Baker, 1984) 184-88. For a thorough deferse of & Calvinist form of argument
for the Pauline epistles, see ]. M. Gundry Voll, Paul and Derseverance: Slaying In and
Falling Away (Louisville: Westminster / John Knox, 1990).
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sxamining the waming passages of Hebrews.? Furthermore, we will
look at the warning passages (2:14d; 3:7-4:13 5:11-6:12; 10:19-39;
12:1-2%%), not as unrelated texts as they have been traditionally

“The following commentaries have been clted: I Calvin, Commentaries or the
Episile of Pawd the Apeallc le the Hebrouss {trans. and ed. by |. Quwun; Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1948); B. F. Westeott, The Epistle (o the Hebrews {Grand Rapids:
Esrdmans, 1970 {=3d ed. of 1909]); | Moffatt, A Shitical and Exesetical Commentary
on the Epistle to the Hebrews (ICC; Edmburgh: T & T Clark, 1924); H. Wingisch,
Der Hebrierbrief (HNT 14; 24 ed.; Tiibingun: ] €. B. Mol [I"aul Sicbeck], 1931} C.
Spicq, L'Buitre oex Hébrewx (2 vols,; EbiD; Parts: |, Gabalds, 1952-53); 0. Michal,
Loy Brief an die Hebeder (KEKNT 13; 13th ed.; Gilittingen: Vandenhowsck &
Ruprechl, 1975); P, E. Hughes, A Comprenkiry on the Epistle to the Hebrows Grand
Rapids: Berdmans, 1977); D Guthrie, The fefter fp (he Helirews (TMTC: Grand
Rapicls: Eerdmana, 1983): H. W, Aderidge, The Epistle o the Hefrews (Hermeneia;
I'hiladalphia: Fortress, 1988); F. F. Bruce, The Epistle to the Hebroms (NICNT: rev.
ed; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1900,

In addition, the following technical studies wore of special value: H H

Hahenstein, *A Study of Hebrews 6:4-8," CTAM 27 (1956) §33-34, 53646, B Kimomann,
The Wandering People %AGW' A Investigation of the Letter of Hebrams
(Minneapolis: Augshurg, 1984 [=2d ed. of 195715 €. E. Carlstan, "Esu:hawlogg and
Repentance in the Epistle to the Habeows," JBL 78 (1959) 296-302; R Shank, ife i
the Son {24 ed.; Minneapalis: Bethany House, 1961), ssp. 204.38; [, M. Marshall,
Kept by the Power of God: A Study of Prrseserance and Falling Away (Minneapolis:
Bethany Fellowship, 1969) 137.57, R. Nicole, “Gome Comoents an Hebrews 66 and
the Doctrine of the Pesseverance of God with the Saints,” in Current Jasues i
Biblical and Pawrlstic Interpretation fed. G, Hawthorne: Grand ids: Besdmans,
1978) 355-64; |, V. Dehms, “The Fisst Readers of Hebrews,” JETS 20 077y 36575, T,
&, Schoanhoven, "The "Anslogy of Fajth’ and the Intent of Habrews,” in Seripture,
Tragition and Interpretation: Essitys Presented to Everstr F. Harrison by His
Students and Collsagues in Homar of His Sevmty-fifth Birthday (ed W. W, Casque,
W.S. LaSor; Grand Rupids: Eerdimans, 1976) 91-110; G, Hughes, Hebrems and
Hermenentice: The Epistle to the Hebrrws gx o New Testament Example of Biifcal
Interpretorion (SNTSMS 35; Carnbridge: University Press, 1979); V. D Verbrugge,
“Towards a New Interprotation of Hobrews 5:4-6," Cafufn Theological lonrnal 15
(1980} B1-75; D. Peterson, Hebrows and Perfeciion: An Examination af the Comcept of
Perfection in the “Episile lo the MHebrews” [SNTSMS 47; Cambridpe: University
Press, 1982); M. Rissi, Die Thealogie des Hebriisrbriofs. Ihre Vevankerung in der
Situntion des Verfassers wid seier Leser (WUNT 41; Tibingen: |. C. B. Mohe [Paul
Siebeck], 1987); T. K. Oberhaltzer, The Warnin Passages in Flobrews. Part 1: “The
Eschatological Salvation of Hebrews 1:5-2:5,% BSac 145 (1968) 83.97; Part 21 *The
Kingdom Rest in Hebrews 3:1-4:13," BSac 145 [1988) 185-86; Part 3: "The Thoen-
Infested Ground in Hebraws 6:4-12," BSac 145 (1558) 319.38: Fart §: “The Darger of
Willful Sin [n Hebrews 10:26-39," BSac 145 {1984y 410-19; Part 5; "The Failure o
Heed His gpea]argm Hebrews 1225-F5," BSac 146 (198%) 67.75 (these articles will
be referred to below generally as “Warning” snd specifically as “Warning 1,”
“Warning 2" ete; LD, Furst, The Epistle lo the Hebrews: Jis Background of
Thouught {SNTSMS 65; Cambridge- |niversity Press, 1990),

Somme commiéniators and authors might oot indlude 1249-29 as a wamning passage
at all; othors might prefer 12:1:3 or 121829, Tn what fallows | will assumg that
12:1-23 5 & warning passage, aitbcu@rl{‘ nothing substantial will be based op this
exepatical and structural conclusion. The pimery reason | see 12:1-29 a5 a waming
Faﬁagﬁ- I3 its place in the structure of the book of Hebrews, | see 111-1216 (saving
itht a5 the third theological issue in Hebraws, the first two being angets (1:5-2:18)
and priests (3:1-10.39). In each of these thes main sectians are found warnings hased
on the theological issues (angels, Priests, and faith: of. 21-4 with 1:5-14 and 2:5-18;
of. 37-4:13, 5114612, end 101530 with 316, $:1£5.10, and 6:13-10:18; of. 12:1-29
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o :.antccmrﬁurﬁtyviw. To a brief explanation of ea gl v
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; they
E‘hu%m‘gﬁe warning passages of Hebrews are mentoned, Heb 6:4-6 gots all
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lary, However, as anyone who has treated the warning E mag&fuirnﬂ%: P
Emri"m.-nm sh;.dy knows, Heb 10:19-39 is much "Lmit‘m i 3
anation of thealogy. The prominence of Hebrews hemmﬁcail g w“'?ﬂb;:w
;;Plifallum 1o treat the warnin B Nyiﬁ:‘g ans ma;:]l;[;(:ulr-m}; E“EEMWI*::%}'.'
1 dolegical obse \ ; " st
208 xfhf.ﬂl:';w"gmwhoﬁem and terminolegical similasities in € e
- . Feld, “De
Pl e history of inlErpFPE'Intian ?fsﬂﬁﬂfﬁiﬁﬁflﬁﬁ} HHmse ey
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[ Sm“;f Calvinis' Ilrab??eﬁa':ls. and many compervative é:;':gf;:“"]f‘ ;f‘:nly”%
igorously for “eternal security,” whether the&‘:‘:amid The Scofield Referend)
I‘c‘:g::rﬁan?' E.f., the massively influential C. [ “H:Eg:;}miqlow e W
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= the malnst be viewed ax men and women wha e s
i , then ,::3]. expasure to the gospel and all that it g e
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xdmt that they have placed themgslves bsyﬂﬂ:i the -m“uft: mmg;‘.*u o
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faith. It is important to realize here that an admirable theological
sophislication informs this view: many who hold the
phenomenoclogical-false believer view have a careful definition of
faith thal largely determines the outcome. This definition, drawn
in part from careful exﬁiﬂ of the rest of Hebrews, sees faith as
involving both trust in ‘s provision in Christ and perseverance
it this trust and in obedience to Christ. 1t follows that if a
“believer” does not persevere in either this trust or this obedience,
that person is not a “genuine” believer and has never experienced
regeneration. In this case, the “believer” cannot lose salvation
because saving faith has never been exercised, Thus, this position
advocates that the warnings are real only for “false believers.”®
The third view, the one expounded in this paper, advocates
that the audience of the F:;ter to the Hebrews is the
phenomenciogical-true believer'® and that the warnings are given
to believers who can genuinely commit the sin Those who can
commit this sin are presently believers in every gbservable sense.
This view contends that phenomenalogical helievers can lose their
faith and forfeit final, eternal salvation.® This view also contends

*Elaction” is the foundation of many Calvinists’ view of the apostates in
Hebrews. [t muse be emphasized, however, that election is simply not fundamental
bo our auther's theologleal constructions, Hints of divine soverignty are perhape to
b glimpsed in 2:10-18; 33-4 ond &:1 (1 owe these references to David Pe )

The term ~phenomenclogical refers here to wigt is ahssrvable rather than to
what i3 pecessarily ontological (which, in this case, only God knows cerfainly)
Except in rare and clear cases, | would contend that when the author takes paing to
describe something about a given church phenomenclogicaily he or she s algo
describing that church ontologically —although ot necessanily oxhaustively, Thus,
IF the au contends that his or her readers are believers | would argue that they
sure believers (though some may be unbeliovers),

#ln general, Arminians conclude that the redders sre belivvers, tat the sin is
apostasy, and that the final consequence for apostasy (8 eternal dammnation.

ispensationalists, however, can srgue that the readers are genuine believers, that

the sin is apostasy, but that the consequences are either loss of rewards ap

B;:Mzuon from reigning In the millennial kingdorn or both, See, . Dherhaoltzer,
arndng.”

Pl use the teren “phenomenolagical” here in distincbion to, bué net necessarily in
cpposition to, “real” “genuine,” “professing,” or "rue.” Hebrews leaches that
saving faith is persevering frith; if it is argued that only persevering fith is
Zenuine or brue faith (and non-persevering faith, for whatever motivation, is not
geruloe faith), then it follows that one sannot have genuine faith and commit
:zxrstu}'. [This Is a posstble inference from the perfoct yeytvaper in Heb 3:14: of, D,

Carson, Exeperfeal Fajlactes |Grand Rapids: Daker, 1984] 33; contra Carson, sep 5.

E Porter, Vertal Aspect in the Grenk of tise New Testament, with Referanee fo Tense
and Mopd [SBC 1; New York: Peter Lang, 1989] 269, who sees the perfect as
“timeless”). What ] mean by “phenomenalogical” is that the person wha has this
kind of faith is not pretentious. Rather, the “phenomenclogicel” believar
experlances faith so far as he or she ls capable; however, this person alsa commits
Apostasy and se s eternally condemned, even thowgh faith was formerly
En tomenclogical 1t will be argued in what follows that this “phenomenoal ogleal™
ith is all that humans cin experience in the present ovder of things; some of these
believers persevere unio etemnat life and others will aot and so will be condemned,
These former bolieveis had a phenomenalogical faith bul did not persevere; these
latter Believers had a phenamenslogical feith but did persevers and so had
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i there evidence in Hebrews that the readers
wgwmr:csgvgémtly the E;.::ﬂorvm be either fakes o uprreger:em!t?i
iI'-'{Iel'lnli}fr the author treats themn as believers and 1|:Ier1t|f|es_h1m::el
s: tclm;el;.f with them that division into true and false believers is
im?g;iﬁl;_ V. . Verbrugge has argued, especially with respect to
Hleb 6:4-8, that individual Christians are not primarily in view.
R:therl as the OT background to Heb 6:7-8 wou!g m{f]ordmau.;s a( ?ﬂ}c aji

¥ I 5 " G
thor is warning about the rejection by
?Lv:at;fa:tumzmiunity wﬁgn that community as a whole tums away
fre God's will. And, he contends, rejection of a community does not

:gcn;saitare nejéctiun of every individual. This is the covenant

ity wiew. ; - .
camfggfr:}rtg turning to a synthetic examination of the wa:rmng
passages, one matier deserves immediate clanﬁcahan: namel 1.;; >
forit of the warning passages. In my study of the warning pa:ess %‘ :

hich began while in seminary but became particularly acu [w e{;
}vbegan to teach Hebrews to Divinity school students, F!.\tf;e
interested primarily in the smer‘mlﬁglcal slg-ll;tf;:lin;;:ess o
i ] Wever, i
ewegetical results of these passages. Uh i Y6 proew o1
eting each carefully | began to observe
f:r(:rgrdr:ggpassages mmp?‘:sed af least four elements and tif]at_:fhe]
delineation of each of these '-.'-:Jm|;u:'r1.m'-j debtie win;: SGSS;EEP;H]? w:urtt Et::
examining the theologica ate. :

::3; szrief loukgat the form of the warning passages before we

proceed to examine each of the components separately.

if, THE FORM OF THE WARNING PASSAGES

i assages in Hebrews share a commen form: e_ac‘t':
has g!fl’ zgteﬁs Fc,nr cnr%e:onents.“ in each wa ming passage n\'rie fmgl:
{1} the subjects or audience who are either :.-nrnmilt:ing 0[,- in v.?:igch
of committing, (2] the sin that leads to (3) the exhortation Carefui
3 not followed, leads to {4] the consequences of that sin.

“genuing” or “true” or "real’ or “ssving” fith. What 1 wigh o dio with these terms
i i ;:! ;utel-la?\f'urahula of He&;‘r!ws. where "heliever” Is used for sl:nc- ‘I;\Tr
e mb??lmll damned (ses bnrthw}. [ry the end, the issue is clearly how t :]u
'a'ﬂm “faith,” | will suggest that the author uses i in a way that ts not ”1:;1-5
gimilar to the 'way many evangelicals use i1, eg., for whom faith 4= a_w?g:l rui‘g?

ing, and trut. Furthermore, [ will suggest that the salvation-histor f‘:\slh e
igt!w!:lu;ur;ud eschatology must be carefully understood bafoce either fal

B n Y

H‘“@é‘%&ﬁﬁ*ﬁfmﬁﬁmm | shall examine thin stimulating

ggestion in section six below.
™ ﬂrhmmm::npcmnls in the warning passages, however, L::.c;nno% apmar“i;:'mjé
ific order and emphasis is given to different componen et

i e ;

i it may be slightly fnaccurate to speak of t 5
?“amngwﬂ - g:;m n:t[u'g:sm ]mghadilionally dm:e,- what we :::ltnd ho}; m
Eljtﬂ# mﬁ;?thm “the formal features ar companents.” A fﬁa}wa;a ﬁm‘mL
warning passages In the O, jewish literature, and the NT o
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study shows that the passages themselves are dominated by these
themes, if at times a psssage emphasizes one or more of the
components to the neglect of another.

T will propose that a synthesis of each component as revealed
in each warning passa%e provides clarity on the meaning of a given
component in a single passage. In particular, this synthesis of
components sheds penetrating light on the nature of the sin heing
described and on the subjects being addressed. Two illustzations will
show the potential value of a synthetic approach.

First, if one relied totally upon 2:14 or 6:4-6, and did not take
into consideration the decisive and clear evidence of 3:7-4:13 or
10:19-39 for the nature of the potential sin thai the author warns
his readers about, Christian leaders would have a much more
difficult time defining the nature of the sin for their congregations.
Thus, we would have such ambiguous metaphors as “drifting away”
and “falling away" as the sole basis upon which to build our
exhortations. However, when we factor in Heb 3:12, with its
warning not to “turn away” from the living God or to “apostasize,”
or Heb 10:26-29, with its warnings about “deliberate sin,”
“trampling the Son of God” and “regarding the blood of the
covenant as common,” it becomes altogether clear that “driftin
away"” is not a momentary (however real} lapse into sin from whi
one repents. Rather, as [ will argue below, the writer has a
particular sin in mind: apostasy.

A second example is provocative but serves our purpose well.
The mentioning of “the sin that so easily entangles”'s (12:1) has
been fertile ground for the imaglnation of preachers. This sin has
been identified specifically and differently by so many that I
wonder if we have not missed the point entirely. If this verse comes
in the final warning passage (and it fits the form) and if the sin
mentioned here Is the same sin that is described elsewhere, then it
follows that looking for a specific sin that particularly harms
Christian spiritual development (e.g., pride, lust, etc)) is
inappropriate. Rather, this sin, according to a synthetic analysis of

rews, is the sin that is found in the other warning passages:
apostasy. I suggest here, and will do so again below, that this is
the kind of result that we can achieve by a synthetic enalysis of
the warning passages. What 1 am advocating here is that proper
exegesis of the warning passages in Hebrews requires a sensitivity
to the kind of passage we are examining (2 warning passage) and a
careful examination of each component in each warning passage as
the kind of comparative evidence that gives us a fuller picture of

The word “aasily” (NIV) is not found explicitly n the Greek; the expression
8 v siwépioraroy dpopriev. The prefix i need not necessarlly mean that
Leligvers are commonly or easily ensnared in this sin but may {more probabiy)
describe the effectiveress of tis sin: this sin, when it grips a person, fraps amd
captures effectively. For o survey of the aptlons, see Attridge, Hebrews, 355, who
prefers the translation “besets” and contends that it 5 o be nnderstood in 3 hostile
Sense,
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what the author intends. Put differently, we cannot understand one
warning passage, especially 6:4-6, until we have understood all the
warning passages, because each sheds light on the other.

Anyone in touch with the history of theological syntheses
knows that the two particular volatile issues in the exegesis of
Hebrews, particularly as it touches upon the warning passages,
invelve answers to two central sets of questions: (1) Who are the
subjects? Are they genuine believers? Or, are they false or
pretentious believers? and (2} What is the sin these subjects are in
danger of committing? s it apostasy? Is it “the sin unto death? Or,
is it a sin which, though leading to the heaviest discipline of the
Lord, does not finally exclude a person from God's presence? Just
what is this sin? I contend that clearer answers to sach of these

uestions can be achieved only by examining the warning passages
synthetically.* The following table summarizes the evidence:

The subjects or audience
From:
21-4:¢f. 21,3, 4
3:7-4:13 of. 3:7-11, 12, 13, 14, 15: 4:1-3, 11
B:11-6:12: of. 5:12; 6:1-6, 9, 10
10:19-39: 1(119-39 (1st pl. verbs); 10,23, 25, 26, 32-34, 35, 39
12:1-3, 18-29 (=12:1-2497): 12:1-3 (1st plL. verbs}, 4, 5-11, 18, 22-24,
25, 28-29

The sin'?
From:
24 ef. 221, 3
37413 of 38, 0,10, 12, 13,15, 16-19;:4:1, 2,6, 7, 11
5:11-6:12: cf, 3:11, 13-14; 6:6, 12
10:19-34: 10:25, 26, 28-30, 35, 38, 39
12:1-3, 18-29 {=12:1-297): 12:1, 3, 4, 14-17, 25

1674 might be Mgmd that the assumption that “t:l: warning pas::ligie s
aededressing the same audience and describing {or assuming} the same sin j& gratuitcus
This mnyshe true but {1) there is no evidence, on the other side, that different
eudierces are i view and (2) it is consistent Phat tie suthor wolld bElﬂ.d.ﬂJ'\Bs!in[; tha
same sudience and be referring to the same sin throughout—especially when we
consider that thers is no evidence ta the contrary and that the author has composed
such a updfied book. So alse Toussaint, “Bechatology,” 67, i

"The view that in Hebrews the entire complex of siv-warning-ronsequences is
merely hypothetical, in the sense that the author was warning them sternly bt
something they could not in fact really commit (since they were genulne believers), i
rarely argued and will not be integrated into the discussion which follows I E.
Hughes says, "The danger of spostasy, it must be emphasized, is real, not
imaginary” (Hebrews, 206), See also Marshall, Kipt, 146 On the nﬂ.'m hand, some

ars have argued that the sin belng warned against is hypothetical but only in
the sense Lhat it fas not yel been committed; that sin is a real pessibilicy (2.5
Guchrie, Hebraws, 145; Attridge, Hebrews, 65),
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The exhortation
From:
2:1-4: of, 241
37-4:13: of. 3:7-8, 12,13, 14, 15 41,11
311612 6:1, 11-12
10:19-39: 10:19-25, 32-34, 35-36, 38, 39
12:1-3, 18-29 (=12:1-297): 12:1-3, 5-6, 7, 12-13, 14-17, 25-29

The consequences
From:
g.';-«i: of. 2:2-3
413 f, 3011, 17, 18-19; 401, 2,3, 9-10, 11, 12-13
S511-612: 6:1, 7-8, 9. 10, 11, 12 '

10:19-39; 10:25, 26-31, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39
12:1-3, 18-29 (=12:1-297): 12:2, 9, 10-11, 14, 15, 17, 25-29

. In addition to these four, another component a rs twice and
might be ctonsidered a component of a wanF:ing passl:e‘tgain s;:;te of its
absence at times, This component can be profitably labeled the
Pastoral encouragement and is found at 6:9 amg 10:39.% Furthermore
three times the author roots his exhortation in a description of the
conversion of his readers and makes theological or practical
inferences from that description (2:3-4; 6:4-5; 10:2 5 32—3-1)*113
needm methodolagical corollary of this table is simple; when we

1o know the meaning of an individual expression in any of the
;trammg Passages and are unsure as to the precise nuance intended
l‘l‘];r Bur author, it is both compulsory and eminently helpful to comb

rough the evidence about the same component in the othar
warning passages to help resolve our initial difficulties, A
synthesis of each component, then, is the best procedure for
Il:mmin.g meaning for each passage,
st t wag mentioned above that the order of the sgparate
e ]:'éments varies by passage, For the sake of completeness, we
ude here a chart that lists the order of the components by
waming passage. At times a component is unlisted when it comes to

JBr
or this component i the Pauline carres: ol
i " potdence, of. 5. N, Olson, “Paulin
ﬁm‘]ﬁ of Confidence in His Addressacs,” CHQ 47 (1985) 2.52.955 See nk:
it 1 miectiar, 182-63, R, Schnackenburg, in commenting on the sevarity of the
ol prégsions, says, “Pechaps, with delicate pastoral tact, he himself Felt
ot by goma alinost too far with this waming and should encourage his readere,
bl :Fajf Dfmrm[mHon_be thesi adds a reference to their former festing in the
Py H‘EHW!“H (1EE2ES Thars he wams and threatens his readers without
mymlndc gf 1|l‘-ﬁ'h Praises and encourages them without for a single moment allowng
it a.rvdmtl{ ?:\E} ab::nut ﬁ\eqmﬂnl dangerous crisis, He is a profoundly schicitous
Yﬂt‘t:l;'lﬁhu.]!fy, 4 IE;;;. er” (The Moral Tenching of the New Testament [Mew
i mff::&:;?&i. Tﬁ ;, 3-8, In Fact, Risei sees thelr charismatic fenees
» point rrure”  (*der wesentliche Ans f 2
theological snd paraenetc :\-ﬂﬁm in Hehm:n. R
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the structure of the passage because in that passage one or more
components are not addressed separately.

The Order of the Components of Each Waming Passage:

(1) 2145
Exhortation (2:1a)
Sin (2:1b)
Conseguences (2:2-3a)
Salvation verified (2:3b-4)
2} 37413
Exhortations {3:7-4:11)
Sin (3:12-13)
Consequences {4:12-13)
{3} B:11-6:12
Audience (5:11-14)
Exhortation (6:1-8) [Exhortation (5:1-3) and
Audience (6:4-6]]
Sin (6:6)
Consequences [6:7-8)
Exhortation (6:9-12)
14) 10:19-39
Exhortation (10:19-25)
Sin (10:26a)
Consequence (10:26h-31)
Exhortation (10:32-39)
{5} 12:1-29
Exhortation (12:1-3)
Audience (12:4-11)
Exhortation (12:12-13)
Exhortation {12:14-17)
Exhortation (12:18-24}
Exhortation (12:25a)
Consequence (12:25b-27)
Exhortation (12:28-29)

It remains now to examine the varicus components
synthetically. [ will discuss the cnmApnnEnts in the following order:
Exhortation, Consequence, 5in, and Audience.®

W tﬁmPcmen:l ar two b5 sometimes not directly addressed In some of the
warnings bul, in each warnlng, something sbout each of the components does emenge
from the text. In the first warning, for instance, there 8 no specific section given to
the audience, however implicit that sudience might be. Howevar, a0 &11-6 the
audience i3 directly addressed. The outlines provided here are not intended to be
complete but reflect our concern with these four components, and we have had to
stmplify i ardar to avold long discussions of logical ow and structure,

Tt is obvious that [ will not be able ko exegete each expression. In feet,
comments or each section are by necessity brief, Footmobes will often point the reader
i lengthier discugsions.
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L EXHORTATION IN THE WARNING PASSAGES

. Foreach of the components [ will begin with a comprehensive,

if not exhaustive, listing of the crucial terms and expressions from

the warning passages that impinge upon the component under

investigation. In each of these sections, however, the discussion is

limited to evidence from the warning passages. It would he

Frmﬁ:abie to augment these listings with evidence from Hebrews
om the doctrinal sections.

Exhortation in the Warning Passages:”

mpoge yow {“pay attention”; 2:1%%)

roraroen (“fix one's attention”; 3:1; 10:24)

karéyw (“hold on®; &6h, 14; 10:23)%

PremeTe L pimoTe EoTon v Tun Gude kapBla Tovmpd dmoties
(3“?532 toit. .. lest any of you have an evil, unbelieving heart”;

napakakeite favtols (“encourage one another”; 3:13)

fopnbdpev . . . primore (“let us fear ., . | lest”; 4:1)

amoubdowpey (“let us strive hard”; 4:11)

g T Lew {"algt us hold fast”; 4:14)

npogepxmpefa peTd maponaias (“let us appr i i e
Pt aponaias | pproach with confidence™;

AderTes . L BT THW TeheldTnTa depdiefa ("leaving ., . let us carry

_on El.c; }]‘:lerfectlion”; 6:1;% of, 5:145)

in amapdiore i waponalar Spde (“do not cast away vour
confidence”; 10:35) £y

uoporiis Exete xpelar (“you have need of perseverance”; 10:36)

B Umopewtis Tpéywper (“let us run with perseverance™; 12:1}

dvaherylonots (“consider [him]”; 12:3)

EFraquently the Greek word order has been sltered to provide for the reader
the exlwittation word first. On the exlwortation of Hebrews, cf. Ateidge, Hebrews,
21-25; Rissd, Theslogic, 825, ' '

2S0¢ Attridge, Hebriws, 64016,

M0, Glombitza argues thet the triad of faith, hope, and love is the foundstion
for the entive exhortation in 10:19-25; see his “Erwigungen zum kunstvallen Asssts
der Paraeniese im Brief an die Hebrier - X 1925" NooT 5 (1987) 132.50, here 146-47.

SCE Clombltza, “Erwigungen,” 133-38; Rissi, Throlagie, 97-100.

. "‘"."_tharher G1-3, tied a5 it 15 to 2:11-14, is intended o relate an actusl
educative process” is not clear, See Attridpe, Mebrews, 15565, who corractly
disagrees with the interesting view af H. F. Owen, “The ‘Stages of Ascent’ in Hebr,
VAR-VIZ" WTS 3 (1956-57) 243-53, The view of Jo Clifford Adams, that 61-3
dliscrives the teachings of Jesus, not Christian thealogy, and that the sin was an
urnerillingness to embrace the person and work of Christ in addition to his teachings,
Eswe;:jmed gzrca -::Ebumde:'alin?_enftkw mabiure of the christojogical elament in the sin
sae balow), “Exepesis of Hebrews vi, 16" NT3 4 : rson.
Mfﬂlg,fgn. (B By i 13 (1966-67) 378-85; Pete
£ M. Silva, "Perfecton and Fechatology In Hebrows,” WTJ 29 (197 B

here 88-70, who discisses the ambi Ly u!ls:}ltm two referencos Jm ~gm?c:5§3;'
Auridge, Hebrews, 16165, Peterson, Perfiection, 17686,
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{moptvere ele mabelar ("endure hardship as discipline”; 12:7)*

deoplicaTe Tis wapepévas ¥elpas wal TA Tapwhelupéva yévaTa
(“strengthen your feeble arms and weak knees”; 12:12)

wowelTe Tpoylis opias Toly wooly udv (“make level paths for
your feet”; 12:13) .

BusKere Ebpmuny . ..kah Thv dpoopdy (“make every effort o live in
peace .., and to be holy”; 12:14)

imakomeivTes L Tis UoTepliv dmd i wdpitog Tob Bect (Ysee to
it that no one misses the grace of God”; 12:15)

dibovaa wf e pla meplog die fvoxf [or dv yokil] ... ("seeto
it that ... . no bitter roof grows up . .. 12:15)*

EmakomoelvTES L. . 0 TLs moprog 1 PéEnios (Ysee that no one is
sexually immoral, or is godless ... "; 12:16)

Biérere pi wapauriencie (see to it that you do not refuse”; 12:25)

Exwper xaply (“let us be thankful”; 12:28)

We must now synthesize these individpal words and
expressions into a comprehensive concept. In essence, the
exhortation to the audience is “to persevere in faith”: put
differently, the exhortation is “faithfulness.”™ The author's
expression “you have need of perseverance” {10:36) is his
watchword, and some have seen the theme of the “faithful
wandering people of God,” traveling toward the heavenly city, as
the leitmotif of Hebrews? Attridge speaks for a host of
commentators when he says: “If one element serves to focus the

%522 the expostion of the need o suffer as an aspect of perseverance in Rissi,
T'kmygie, 2123

¥This “Bitter root” does not refer to a hidden persomality problem or &
peychologieal problem but to someone in the Christian community (e.g., a heretic or
an apostate) who, either through leaching or lifo-style or both, leads others away
from the goapel. See the discussion in Attridge, Hebrews, 368; T, E- Hughes,
Hebirews, F38-39,

Wgge B Grifer, Dor Glavbe fm Hebrlierbrief (MTS 2; Marburg: N, G, Elwert,
1965), who sees faith primarily a5 a moral category. On Crifer, see ecp, the
thorough cridique of G, I-fuglum, f-ylcnnenmlr'cs, 137-42, and the evaluation of Hurst,
Epfatle, T2-74, 119-24. On the notion of faith in Hebrews, of, also the lucid exposition
and important correcons of scholarship in Hurst, Epistle, 119-24; Attridge,
Hebreas, 311-14; Kiisermann, Wendering, 37.45 {who describes faith comectly as “an
eschatological postire”; of. p. 40); G. Dautzenberg, "Dar Claube im Hebraerbrief”
BE 17 {1973) 161-77; Rissi, Theatagle, 104-13.

Thiz, of course, (5 the special angle of Kisemann, Wandering, 17-95; but ses A
\-’mhone,"i.mgue marche ou accés tout proche? Le contexte biblique de Hébraux
10,7- IV 11," Bik 49 {1968) 9-26, who calls Kisemann's approach into question and
argues that the auther is concerned, ot with “wandering,” but with “entratice into
the Land.” Vanheye polnis to weakneases In Kéeemnann (including both o misjudged
grestic context ard the sxapgeratng of the pilgrimage motif), but Kasemann is right
to emphasize the {mportance of perseverance in Christan existance. See his
Wandering, 19, 22-66. To put Kisemann's emphasis nto perspective sharply, M.
Risai has seen that for Kasemarn the notion of hope i tied to "wandering”; Rissi
sy, “Ob man vom ‘wandernden’ oder ‘wartenden’ Volk sprechen méchte, m'r'“"l'
keinen grofien Untersehied”; ET: “Whether one wants to Erpafk of “wandering” ar
‘waiting” does not make much difference®; see his Theologie, 17,
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overall parsenetic program of Hebrews it is the exhortation to be
faithful.” And he goes on to say that “faith has an intellechual or
cognitive aspect whereby the believer assents to the reality of God,
God's involvernent with the world, and Cod's justice. At the same
time faith is not simply belief, but trusting fidelity. That fidelity
encompasses both the more ‘static’ virtue of endurance . . . but alsa
the 'ﬁﬂamir' virtue of movement,***

though the word-group is not heavily used in Hebrews, the
Ao word-group in Hebrews confirms this interest in faithfulness
and pbedience (cf. 10:38; 11:7, 33). The word-group is used in the
classical {Hebrew) sense of behavior that conforms to Gad's will as
revealed to his people, and to be pronounced “righteous” is a
description of & person who is obedient and law-abiding.™ And to be
pronounced “righteous”, from God's point of view, is to be granted
salvation (10:38; 11:7). The condition of salvation, then, from the
human side is obedience, or fidelity to God.™ This is the burden of
the exhortation in Hebrews. Our baok Is not simply a dispassionate
treatise on the differences between Judaism and Christianity or an
apologetic on the superiority of the Christian revelation, Ne,
instead, the book is essentially a pastoral missive designed to
appeal to the religious affections of these readers and to propel
thermn cnward toward a life of obedience, courage, and fidelity to
God's revelation in Christ (which is superior to the revelation of
the former covenant). The author's arguments are expounded with
great theological and hermeneutical sophistication,

Of the four components in Hebrews, surely this is the easiest to
synthesize and define. The author, from beginning to end, urges his
readers to Femew:-re in the faith, to heed the Word of Cod in
obedience,” and he contends that this perseverance is a necessity
for those who are God's people. The much-beloved chap. 11 is 2
listing of Israel’s heroes who had persevering faith and thus
prevides examples of the author’s exhortations * In this chapter
we see a faith that acts; we see the "obedience of faith.”

avridge, Mebrews, 220 By “movement,” Attridge is referring to such
expressions ag apprasching God (4:16), striving to enter the rest of God [11), and
pressing on to matarity (61); in addition; he sees snovement in runng {12:1) and
gvin%ﬁ:rth (3313,

See exp. B, Graber, “Rechtfertigung iin Hebraerbricd,” in Rechlfertiging.
Festschrift fiir Bzt Kisewns gunt 70, Geburtsbag (ed. . Frindrich, ot al; iingen:
I €. B Mohr [Paul Siebeck], 1976] 79-93, esp, BI-HT, for the Jewish context, see e B
Praybylskl, Righteonsness in Matthew armd liz World of Thonght (SNTSMS 41;
Cambridge: University Pross, 1980 13-76

Heea Schoohoven, “Analogy of Faith,” 08:95,
S50 Rissi, Theclopie, B-13.

Hebrews 11, see esp, 5. Frost, “Wha Were the Heroes? An Exercise In Bi-
testamontary Excpeuls, with Christological hnplications,” in The Glory of Chris in
e New Testasient, Slwdies i Chirisialogy 6 Memory of George Briadford Cafrd fed.
L. L Hurstand M. T, Wright; Oxford: Clarendor, 1957 165-72; M, 1 Croshy, "The
Rhetorical Compogition of Hebrews 11, fHL 107 {1988) 257-73.

Interestingly, of all the discontinuities of Hebrows (e.g., priesthoed, covenant,
saciificr, efc) the one dominating continuity is that the faith under the former
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IV, CONSEQUENCE IN THE WARNING PASSAGES

Here the matter is two-fold: at times the author promises his
rearders salvation and blessing, whereas at other times he warns
them of untold and inexpressible danger (10:39). It is our taskfm
determine just what consequences the author has in mind both for
those who persevere™ and for those who do not persevere.

Consequences in the Waming Passages:

vz ueis dxpevtopcfa (“how shall we escape?” [2:2; cf. 12:25] [the
answer is, “Thero is no way of escape! "]

wpazoxblfw ("anger"; 3:10, 17) )

p%ﬂ elgeliﬁomea% inot entering, or falling short, of the rest
[=salvation]; 3:11, 18-9; 4:1,6,11)

Eweger v Th Eprpg [“fell in the desert”; 3:17) o .

ARlvaTor® | . maAw dvarepl{ewy el pevdvolay (It is impossible
to renew unto repentance”; f:4-6; of, 12:16-17)

same kind of faith that is required of believers under the ne
Esmtt_I;:mFeld, “Dar Hebrierbrief,” 358%; G. Hughes, Hermemeutics, 70
Kasemann, Wendering, 63-66; Rissi, Thenlogfs, Inl—1_5. On the use of the OT :|.r| the
exposition of Hebiews, sze O I Caird, “The Exzgetical Method of the Epistle 1 e
Habrews,” CJT & (1959} 44-51. | am not perauaded that the author thinks that thy
peaple of Cod of the old covenant is the same as the peaple of God in the naw
covenant. Although space prohibits an anwlysis of the church in Hebrews (see Riss,
Theviogiz, 117-24), Heb 11:39-40 suggests srongly that the old peaple 2 |l:‘-1:“rdm
people are significantly differant in that the soteriological muge:{:an?h ‘31.-
Ch?s Sen (1:1-2) bring the people of God to perfection, unlike the people of t E
wenankt =

i ¥'The promise of flnal salvation will be surveyed in the final sectlon of our
PP Sicr, sioni e o al Pss. Sol, 15:8; Luke 21:36; Rom 2:3; 1 Thesd
ey similar ideas of “no escape” at Pse. Sal, 158 L ]
53, Cherholtzer (“Warning 1,” 97) contends that 2:3 rﬁfarﬁ;q "'h'ld.iv[dula:dtnﬂn?ml
discipfine” but (T} H.lecxg:;ﬁﬁl'm “how shall wie wscape .. " is not shudied, aru.ni(z
the conserquences described in the other warning passages are not exam| » T
primary parallel references. What a passage "¢ mean is not always what
"prokably” means ) ;. _ -

B0 “impossible,” of Calvin, Hebrews, 135; [ustitutes 3.3.24; Moffs
Hebrats, ?D;T’.PE?Hugm, Hebrauts, 712-13; Attridpe, _Heb.rzu-s. 167-6%; contta Spleq
Febreux, 2.167-78; Verbrugge, “New Interpretation,” 70-71; Bruce, Helltlrzws. ':15?
Apgauin, however possible the (dea ts thae this expression W.“M M mpmsu_i !
with man but possible for Uod,” a caraful analysia of the consaquences in uthe
warniny passages shows thot “impossible” here is not to be considered in the contex|
of metaphysics ('Is anything impossible for God?™) but in the contes: ?daﬂm
paane of judgment. In such a contest "imy le” is to be urLd.eﬁl.'ucrle.aﬁ
waork In them any longar 53 3t Is i possible for them tobe restored. i

Cnother illustratian of the mportance of synthesis may be found here. 1f
had only this warning of the consequences we might be lempted to think o-ré.lgdo
tomporal punishments, perhaps a life flled with tragedy and an a!lsﬁ!’,lrﬁﬂ of G o
solicibude, or of “impossible from the human, But not the divine, side. !mhu.‘h it
might srgue that all thet hapgens to those who do not persevere is “m. Q;_m
the rest of their lives in a state from which they cannot tum Hul.fme:,: i
examines this consequience in light of the other consequences mentonec in
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olwéTl TEPL dpapmidr dnodelTeT ta (" i i
remains”; 10:26) MR St o
tofepd B8 e éxboyY epltews woi mupbs OR
&3 rupbs (o € EALOPT
;?11:19 ;;:.-suav-l-t;:uf; {(“but only a fearful expri:latinﬁnﬂ:guﬁ’ag?;?tmg
i of raging fire that will consume th i
;upnmls"'ﬁte"; . 1528 1 & enernies of ;12T
iolenoeel yugls cdeTippoir (“died without mercy™: 10
dindvige. Ko 5 10:28)
ryspia (“punishment” or “vengeance” or “retri Yion" 10, ¢
: Pdgrnent el ribution”; 10:28), God's
elg dmeheray (“destruction”; 10:3%)

The language of 10:26-31 is particularly ¢

the decisive evidence if other Fi'mageﬁ ar{d IE:r aﬂ:lsgsdferm?:
ambiggous. MNonetheless, when the exegete heahtugelher “no
escape” (2:2; 12:25), Ged's anger (3:10, 17), falling short of the rest
(3:11, 18-19; &1, 6, 11)," & condition where no sacrifice remains for
someone (10:26], & fearful expectation of judgment {10:27), fire
(10:27; 12:29), death without mercy (10:28), and God's ]'.rn'.:dg;nem
(10:30-31), one is forced to conclude that the author is presentin
eternal damnation™ as a potential consequence for those to whom hg
glves his warnings about sin and his exhortations to persevere,
lﬁ-zThE consequences of not persevering are highlighted not only in

:26-31 but also in 5:11-6:12 where blessing for obedience is
promised and cursing for discbedience is threatened (5:7-8). And
;%ule the author clearly envisages better things of his readers

il:'_iigs pertaining o salvation for those who persevere (6:9) and
w |:d_he knows that God is just and will reward his readers
:ccn ing to ﬂlualr worif of perseverance (6:10), he does not shrink
ack from a dire warning in 6:4-6, with its illustration at 6:7-8, A
few %:gmmmts Uln :4-8 are in order here, C

_The contention that *impossible to repent” (6:4-6) mean

an inability to return to a former state of ;i:nﬁrrm{le fe]iowshi; ir:lmy
God is rendered at most unlikely by our synthetic approach. If one
exaj:gg—:s the list above, especially the threatening dangers found
;1 26-31, one is pressed to a?ee that the author is not dealin
ere with the impossibility of reclaiming a recalcitrant 51':111@%
{who will nevertheless be saved in the end) but with eternal

WarNINg passnges, one & much more well-defined percepti an ger
mn—;;]erswaﬂ.ng faith. In fact. Esau is an exaniple (12:16-1 .uEth 90 ®
Here again a synthetic approach (o the warning passage makes [t quits clear

that the “rest” in mind is God's prosent and eternal salvati

5 14 L bion, in & g
mﬁ?: lﬁleﬂ'ﬂ pesitive gide of the comsequences. That paaih'_v:’s:idq Ji‘;'-e:ﬁ;i
by presence of God, Attridge, Hebrews, 126-128, See also Hurst,

gijoﬂ'!l‘gumhaint. *Eachatology.”
ugh one eannot come te: & decisive conchusion on the basls of

the emphasis given o *impoasible” in 64 s s it
the word absolutely, See al 'r.we: n 3’511? P it e el 1 Suppo ellig
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damnation because that person has apostasized from a former
commitment to God's salvation in Christ."

Thia conclusion regarding the meaning of “imposaible to repent”
js confirmed by the iNustration®® that follows (6:7-8). Here the
author creates a simple two-part analogy between two kinds of
land and two kinds of persons:

Good Land (67} Bad Land (6:8)
Drrinks in the rain {Drinks in the rain}
Produces 4 useful crop Produces thorns and thistles
Blessing of God Cursed and burned

jt can only reasonably be inferred that those who are blessed by
God correspond to those who persevere in 6:4-6. That Is, the blessed
ones are those who have been enlightened, etc, and who press on to
maturity (6:1). They are those who do not fall away (6:6) and who
are like the OT saints who persevere (11:1-40). On the other hand,
those who are cursed and burned are those who have heen
enlightened, etc, and who fall away. Thus, the “impossible to
ent” expression corresponds directly to the “rursed” and "burmed”
of 6:8. The image of being cursed by God, with its close association
with fire, can only adeguately be explained as an allusion to
Cehenna or hell, an allusion to' God's punishment and retributive
justice {Matt 3:10; 7:19; Luke 4:45; John 15:6; Rev 20:8).%
Furthermore, although the author may emphasize
discontinuities, he makes one consistent logical inference from the
discontinuity: if judgment took place under the old covenant, then
an even greater judgment will take place under the new covenant
(cF. 2:1-4; 10:28-29; 12:18-29). The inference is founded upon the kind
of discontinuity in view: it is not a bad vs. a good but an inferior vs.
a superior or a good vs. a better. The negative implication, with
respect to consequences, is that an even stricter punishment obtains.
The following logic is at the heart of the author's exhortations: if
willful disobedience and apostasy in the Mosaic era brought
discipline and prohibited entrance into the Land (a type of the

#50 also Hohenstein, “Study,” 538; Schoenhoven, “Analagy of Faith,” 97, whe
gays that “It |8 not some reward that may be lost, rather It is one's very " (Bed
algo J03-5).

57ps fllusteation 15 frequently neglected by those wha seak to interpret the
mearing of 6:d-5. Such a neglect Is unfortunate since the illustration clarifies soue of
the ambipuities of the motaphors in fG:4-6. See alas Hohensteln, “Study,” 544-45.
Verbrugee (“Mew Interpretation,” 61-67) alsc argues that 8:7-8 is critical, but he
jafers from the parable hat the commumnity, not individusk, 13 in view, On the
buckground of this parable, see A, Vanhoye, “Heb &7 ot e mashal rabbinique,” in)
The New Trstamen! Age: Essays i Honor of By Reloke (ed. W, Welnrich; 2 vols)
Macen, GA: Mercar Unlversily Fress, 1984) 2.527-32.

460 this see H. Bietenhord, “Hell, Abyss, Hades, Cehenna, Lawer Regiors,”
NIDNTT fod, €. Brown et al; 3 vals.; Grard Rapids: Fondervan, 1976) 2206-10; Id,
“Fire” NIDNTT 1. 652-58; Toussint, “Eschafology,” P73, contra COberholtzer
“Warning 3," 324.26, who sees here o description of ternpoeal discipline
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eternal rest), then surely willful disobedience and apostasy in the
new era will bring eternal exclusion from the eternal rest,

In light of the final sense of several of these ex ressions {cf.
especially the harsh realities of 10:30:31, 39) and the use of
imagery in Hebrews that elsewhera Is used predominantly of
eternal damnation, it becomes quite clear that the author has in
mind an eternal sense of destruction.” The author of Hebrews makes
it unambigucusly clear that those who do not persevere until the
end will suffer eternal punishment at the expense of the wrath of
God. There is no escape; like the childeen of Tsrael who disobeyed,
those who shrink back will be destroyed. The consequences for those
who apestasize are eternal damnation and judgment; therefore, the
author has exhorted his readers to persevere until the end. And so
he impresses upon his readers these dire consequences, and by him
"we are taught what dread judgment is in store for ail the
obstinate, who with shameless forehead no less than iron hesrt
now make it a sport to spurn and set at nonght the threats of God.”*

V. SIN IN THE WARNING PASSAGESH

We now come to a erux interpretum, Virtually all commentators
and theologians can agree that the exhortation is to persevere and
that the warning the writer has in mind entails eternal
punishment. But the sin the writer has in mind and the precise
nature of that sin have vexed interpreters and divided the church.
If our synthetic approach yields whal 1 think is considerable
clarity for the nature of this sin, we can make genuine progress in
our theological discussions. Again, a list of the words and
expressions for the kind of sin the writer mentions in the warning
passages precedes our discussion. The list is long and the expressions
at fimes ambiguous but the clearer references provide solid ground
for theological construction, Furthermdre, we have included all
terms that may help move our discussion forward in the definition
of the nature of this sin,

Tt {5 am insensitivity o the cracial expressions of sl the warning passages

{Lesides nix theojogical presuppositions) that leads Oberholtzar o the mistaken
conclusion that the consequences of this sin are no more fof leas) than a Joss of rewards
ared the authovity to rule with Jesus Christ in the millerpial kingdom. See his
“Wamning.”

W Calvin, Tnstitules 1.3.25

hlost commentators are satisfied with describing the sin as “apestasy,” and a
detailed description i thus loft to the side. Hawever, soume goud nbservations and
syntheses can be foumd in Kisemann, Wandaefig, 4528, Dahme, "Fieat Readers™
PFeterson, Perfecrion, 176-E3: Rissi, Thenlogie, 325
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Words for the Sin in Hebrews:

napappéu: “slip away, flow by" (2:1)%
rapdfaoig: “violation” (2;}2)
i, di k Ce” 3 . " ay
g:gsﬁ?Ldets%bﬁ%ﬂh disregard [one's salvation]” (2:3; of. Matt
22:5; 1 Tim 4:14)* - i
achmpizas: “harden your hearts” (3:8 [O;I'I; 3:13, é :
év T Tepamikpacp: “in the rebellion” {3:8, 15)] T]. i i
mewpaoyde, Tewpdle: “test, testing” (3:8.9) [OT] {that is, putting
to the test) o
év Sompaoie: "time of t?ct'%g); {349 [OT])
fus "wander™ (310
gﬁl?vg;'mtvn-r&g éﬁoi}s pov: “they have not known my ways”
10 n N :
mgsﬁl rm[m] dmaTias: “sinful, unbelieving heart” (3:12; cf. 3:19)
by T dmorriwe dme Beod (detos: tuming away, apostasizing
from the living God” (3:12) 3y

maganikpaiii: “embitter, rebsil, disobey” (3:16)

ApapTdvw: “sin” (3:17; cf. }2:4

dﬁaf&e‘w: “disobey, dishelieve” §3:13; 4:5, 11)

borepdu: “lack, fall short” (41} ; i i

W afSinoey . . . u ouyksrepoopéious v wioTel Talg 4

= -'ﬁs"nr no value to them, because those who heard did not
combine it with faith” (4:2)?

wimrw: “fall” (4:11) 5

wapanirre: "fall away” (6:5)

s i Attridee, Hebrews, 4,
:afi‘:iimﬁgﬂ comdfch'ng this exhortaton o pay -ttcn';imi'l a&v%ﬁr:g
neglect the waord of salvation to the word as presented in 'l:lgbm g_émm!;e ol
e B}?%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬂ Eii.; %n:!l_;ll\.[;:lm Tessament, Osce
ichte: Historisehes Ges Jeuts
Sl ey G2 B S ]
L text, a5 Fouw ’ 5
{a.ccu!a-rt?\cz pﬁml}. This difficity led Westcont (Hebrews, 93-91-%31 lijl,olr!a:l L:_ltﬂl;l'
nominative singular; Bruce leens In the same directiom (Hebrews, a‘l?-disl:l.m?inn "
rav. ad.]). For the meaning of the sccusalive plusal, see the sup
i 8 125-26. : ;
A 'wH::;;w:a‘.ljﬁfnw, is used only 1x in the NT and Ox n _thz Lx,:.;.i Est:drz.}ll
e s Fing ey o Honge; te Hlboeh o e EIAE:
! i the king des oe; X
:&mm :m:%ﬁm:g (“m_'?wrds ara mesnt for you $a lh:t yu'tilu ?:‘e‘h:faf;
wisdom and not fall away™); 122 ("you [God] %radualjy renla-uhi k?ﬁl-lt& i
away’; the passege parallels this term with "sin” and "ewil") bt 1 1)
country sing b the effect of faliing away”; here the Hebraw wos ls“ a'smll-s:w]-
unfaithfully”, "spiritual adultery™); Ezek ‘1_5:3;_15:?_d; ?0:27; Eli:i [al oy "Stm:t‘;r.
Mace 104 [rl. for reprlnrallit denctes falling into sing. SE:E M]Hﬂl*r g
536-38. Calvin states: “But the Apostic speaks not h.credﬂh i ey
murder, or drunkenness, or adultery; buk e refers to a total ‘:ﬁ“ it il
from the Gaspel, when o sinner offends not God in soma ucims tism et
renounces his grace” [ Hebreuws, 136). Unforhunately, Calvin, [ think, hI
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dveotowcluTas douTiis o uibe Tob Seal kot
rapccf:“cq-;_m‘;i(mwug: “recrucifying to themselves the Son of God
and making & public display [of him]" {6:6)
m&pm "'I&z:,_r, sluggish™ (5:11; 6:12)
i £r?}r.-1-r¢:lr;'l1'ravT5; T Emauvayayiy fautle, kafids Ehog Tl
Let us not give up meeting together, as some are in the habit of
. domg“‘. (1(k25)
fwouclug dpapravivr fudv: "deliberately sin” (10:26)%
To%;g vrevavTiovs: “the enemies of God” (10:27; ¢f. Isa 26:11)
aderew: “reject” (10:28)
it TTIU‘{L;;] 7ol Beol kaTamaThras: “trample the Son of God”
T alpa The Saliens ko inmodperos: “regarded the blood of
;he ch;manl as aol:;lmn” [10:29) [Note: this clause ends with an
xplicit statement of the Christian status in v §  fyedofn
which one is sanctified”] ¥ e
b meelpa TR wdpTos fveBploas: “treated with conten
dlSpirit of grace” (10:29) gk
i duoPdhnme THY Teppnoiar L "do not throw away yo
. mﬂﬁ_:ienre"{lﬂ:i’rﬁ} P
UntoaTohn: "_‘ah_rink back, become timid" (10:39) [Note: this leads to
) damnation: els dmaheiay (10:39; of. 10:38)
The efmeploTaTor duapriow: “the sin that so easily entangles”
(12:1)% g
T pty wdpnre Tois Guyale dpde dkhedpevon “in order that you
_may not be weary in your souls, losing heart” (12:3)
éxhilnate Tz Toparhiocws: “you have forgotten that word of
. encouragement” (12:5)
m.chl.ﬁzllr_rg;m Ths xdpitos Tol @eol: “misses the grace of God”
pila mr%pi&s: “bitter root” (12:15)%
whgros 1 PéPrhos ds 'Hoal: “sexually immoral, or is godless li
1, 112-,51\5}-? ¥ cor is godless like
r:ﬁpm.?&'loum: “refuse the One who speaks” (12:25)
dmooTpédu: “turn away from” (12:25)

This is surely an imposing list, but we can be grateful to the
author for having raided ancient vocabulary for his descriptions of
the sin the readers might commit. We need alse to observe the lack

describes this sin as something believers cajmat commit; his
qﬁﬁgn sy s f £, s words are *who were far
” Mm#c:;nﬂmawrs rightly conmect this expression to Mum 15:22-31 but also
copgmize tha sin. than * g i i
oyl Is more then “conecious &in"; rather it &5 conscious, high-
“sew sbove, . 15.
b above, 1. 29,
On this difficult collocation of immorality and gedlessnass, of. Abtrid
Hebrews, 368-65, See also Carlston, “Eschatology,” 298.99, S
found in Str-B 37484, = RLAm R BB e
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of a favorite word on the part of the author for the “sin® that the
guthor fears may take place in his readers.

By way of synthesis, I would recommend that we first
eliminate words and exprasstons that do not offer much clarity—
besides others, words like “slip away” (2:1), "sin” {3:17), anid
“lagy” (5:11; 6:12). It is not that these waords are not valuable;®
gather, it is that they are either so eneral (“sin”} or ambiguous
{(“slip away") in their metaphorical implication that they are not
decisive enough to offer the kind of clarity we are seeking ®* We
need, therefore, to turn to those expressions that are distinct,
decisive, and loaded with nuance and significance.

Thee is a series of terms drawn from the warning passages that
are distinct and bear conceptual weight, These terms suggest that
the concern of the author is with apostasy : év T3 drogripar dmd
@ead  CGrTos (“turning away from the living God"—3:12);%
rapaninTw (“fall away ' —6:6)4 dvastavpeliTas fauTolg ToOM witw
rob Beol wal mopaBeypatiiovras (“recrucifying to themselves the
Son of God and making a public display [of Him]"—6:6); ékovolug
S pTavirTIY n‘,m:wr?gdeliberately sin“—10:26): & Tav by Tol
Beal karamarioas (“trample the Son of God”—10:29); 7o dipa THs
Buafrirs Kowd frynodpevos {“regarded the blood of the covenant as
common”—1029); T melle The xdpiros évufiploas (“treated with
contempt the Spirit of Erace"—}{]:i?}; mapaitéopal (“refuse the One
who speaks”—12:25); drooTpéde (“tum away from”—12:25). Here
we find words and expressions that speak directly and uniquely
about the sin the writer fears: he fears that the readers will turn
away from God, away from Jesus Christ's sacrifice that perfects
sinners, away from God’s Spirit—and he fears that this will be
dong consciously and intentionally.

This allows us to say that the sin the author has in mind is a
willful rejection of God and his Son, Jesus the Messiah, and open
denunciation of God and his ethical standards.® In essence, there
are three characteristics of the apostasy this author has in mind:

Sigigi, for Enstance, makes much of “lazy”; see Theologie, 821,

$Gep M. Silva, Biblicel Words and Thefr Meaning: An Introduction by Lexical
Semtantics (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1983) 137-69; 2. Cotterell and B, Tumer,
Linguistics end Bibtieal Interpretation (Downers Grave: ImterVarsdty, 1989) 106-87.

#Mfany commentators apree that this expression would be not only highly
uriugual, but perhaps impossible, a5 & description of former Jews who lad convested
to Christanity and wore reL&psinE imto Judaism. I the context of first cenfury
Chrigtianity it would probably not be the case that Christlans wonld goq fews as mat
worshiping the lving God. The problem early Christians had with Jews was not
that they did not worship the living God but that they did not worship the Hving
Cad theaugh his life-giving Son, Jesus Chrlst,

MSap . 55 above.

S7\hen we Hhink of this sin pragmatically {fow It took, and takes, placc), & do
aotmean be suggest thal apostasy is always 2 single act of sin. Howsver pbrupt or
decisive apostasy may be, it could alsa be the result of a progressive downwand
spiral into bad habits, attitudes, and dispositions toward Gedl, Fowever, the focus o
otr author 15 nat on tds izsue that fascinates our infrospective erlentation.

































