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Conclusion

The badkground d Hebrews as sgudied here has led to the mnsideration d a wide range of material
and a tentative weighing d this has been undertaken in the summary at the end d ead sedion. Some
attempt must now be made to draw together these strands of evidence into a wherent conclusion. At this
point it shoud be noted that an element of subjedivity invariably enters into the weighing o evidence No
matter what externa standards are used, ultimately a grea ded depends on the impresgon ore gains from
the evidence.

The evidence mnsidered comprises a wide range of materia — hermeneuticd method, use of the
Septuagint, vocabulary, though-forms, philosophicd presuppditions, attitude to Jewish ingtitutions,
Messganic interpretation, covenant-theology, eschatology, relation to the Synoptic tradition in matters of
detail, relation to the primiti ve kerygma, the relation to Pauline, Lucan and Johannine writings. Numbers of
comparisons have been qute striking, but in no case has there been evidence pointing with any
conclusivenessto a strong conredion with any ore dement of badground except primitive Christianity as
a whole.

It seans clea from the palished style of the writer and from other aspeds considered in conredion
with Phil o that the writer may well have had athorough Greek educaion. It seans clea that he would have
known of the aoncepts of Greek phil osophy, espedally as these may have become part of common educated
though. However, these mncepts are not to be seen as normative for the writer's though. He may, indedd,
have had recourse to them at various points of his argument, but at most used them as vehicles of his
though, not as the adual substance For this reason, it is nat possble to see ay ore @wncept of Greek
philosophy wsed urmistakably, as the writer is not basicadly working from the philosophicd presuppaitions
of Greek thought and remoulds phrases and concepts to the needs of his own outlook and message.

There is ancother point a which pacssble Greek influence neels to be @nsidered — the readers
badkground However, this canna clarify the situation, sincein this case one would exped the writer to use
concepts more spedficdly. The very broad and urspedfic way in which they come into the Epistle does nat
concur with a deliberate d@tempt at communicaion. If the badkground d the readersis at al refleded in the
Epistle, it is most likely that it would be similar to that of the writer himself, since the readers' though-
forms do nd recaeve any spedal consideration. However, that the writer is fluent in literary Greek is beyond
doult, and such aajuaintance with the language would amost certainly involve some knowledge of current
ideas, though, as noted, this is not to be seen as normative for the writer’'s thought.

With the Qumran literature, the mnredion tends by the nature of the cae to be abroad ore, as the
writer expressed himself in pdished Greek whil e the Scrolls are in Hebrew. One caana exped to find the
same kind of linguistic parallels as with Alexandrian literature.

This line of studyis fruitful, however, becaise it ill uminates the first-century Palestinian badkground
It has for some time been clea that, athoughthe writer seams at first glance to be writing from a Jewish
Christian pant of view to Jewish Christians, it is difficult to explain it in terms of traditional Judaism. This
is why there has been so much remurse to an Alexandrian badkground since here there was a
rapprochement between the Jewish religion and Greek culture. However, it is sgnificant that the existence
of a non-conformist group within Judaism had been al but removed from the records of Jewish literature
and that the surviving acouns of the teahing and pradice of the group seemed to indicate that they may
indead have had qute adegree of influence Thus, while they were an exclusive kind o group, their
teading must be taken into consideration in viewing a total Palestinian badkground This was formerly nat
possble, but now it is clea that a number of points which seamed to be eplicable only in terms of late
Hellenism may nat have been meaninglessat dl to Paestinian eas. Here ajain, the problem is brough no
neaer solution byassuming that the readers were of Essene badground Such a wnclusion is too restrictive
to suit the evidence Whil e the Qumran scrolls provide valuable information onPalestinian badkgroundand
offer striking parallels in some instances with the Epistle to the Hebrews, it can hardly be said to be
normative or to be clearly the specific background of the Epistle.

With relation to ealy Christianity, it is quite posdble to focus most attention onthe distinctiveness of
the Epistle. There ae, indedl, distinctive dements, but noretheless the Christian badkground is clealy
foundational. The Epistle's presuppasitions, religious or philosophicd, are to be sough in common
Christian belief andteading d thefirst century, no matter how their expresson may seem to be wloured by
other elements of first-century though. Hebrews has its distinctive enphases, but that they are dosely
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related to the primitive tradition and kerygma is equally clea. This reation is confirmed by the
consideration of other facets of New Testament thought.

It is mewhat difficult to placeHebrews exadly in the New Testament badkground perhaps becaise
the groups are nat as distinctly different from one ancther as is ometimes suppaed. They are dl based on
ealy tradition — some of the paralels gem from this fad. To passbeyond gneraliti es, however, there ae a
number of spedfic points to be made. While the writer is clealy na a Paulinist, he does have paints of
contad with Pauline though. Further, the facds related to the Synoptic tradition seam closest to its Lucan
expresson. (Yet it is hardly sufficient to say that the Pauline wntads are through Luke) The dosest
contads of the Epistle with ather New Testament though seam to be with the Johannine literature, though
the relation is one of proximity rather than of dependence.

In conclusion, the philosophicd and redigious badkground d the Epistle to the Hebrews is rather
complex. The badkground d thougtt of those days was itself complex and the writer canna be tied dowvn to
one spedfic strand. Two strands, however, do throw light on the badground d the Epistle in a general way
— the Philonic and the Qumranian. Yet the only spedfic badkgroundis that of ealy Christian though in
which the Epistle does not represent the development of some other traditi on (except the primiti ve tradition
itself), so that it is related to the other writirggslaterally.
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