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Chapter 7 begins the rigorous argument that Christ is superior to the Levitical priesthood, 
which was established by the Law. We must, put on our “1st century Jewish hats” to which was established by the Law. We must, put on our “1st century Jewish hats” to 
understand the intent of the author’s message as inspired by God.

• Name only mentioned at Gen. 14:18, Ps. 110:4, and Heb. Chapters 5, 6, and 7.

Also mentioned in Jewish Literature:
• Dead Sea Scrolls, Melchisedek (11QMelch), where Melchizedek, similarly to Michael, 

performs eschatological judgment upon the righteous and the wicked. (Essenes 200 BC-
AD 100).

• Philo, Allegorical Interpretation 3.25-26, where he is referred to as “worthy of God’s 
own priesthood.” Philo was a Jewish religious philosopher at the time of Christ.

• Josephus, Jewish Antiquities 179-182 where he is referred to as “Priest of God.” Most 
famous Jewish Historian.

• Babylonian Talmud, Sukkah 52b, where he is linked with Elijah. Rabbinic commentary on 
the Mishna from AD 300 onward.
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First have class read the Genesis passage (Gen. 14:18-20) and discuss. What does this 
passage teach (without the N.T. perspective?) 
• A king of Salem 
• Also a priest of most high God.
• He blessed Abram and God!
• Abram paid Melchizedek a 10% tithe of the plunder.
• Abram accepted the bread and wine offered by Melchizedek (implied)

Now read 7:1-3. Ask what has been added. Remind them of Ps. 110:4.
• Name means “King of Righteousness / Peace” (Rom. 5:1)
• Without a genealogy: beginning or end; not a Levite 
• His priesthood is eternal, not his being; not a thophany
• His life “…like that of the Son of God.”
• His priesthood is eternal; not his being.

Now note what the author has added from his interpretation of Genesis by utilizing three 
hermeneutical tools: (1) literal; typology, not allegorical (but allow for common-language 
metaphors), (2) scripture interprets scripture (Ps. 110:4), and (3) through the Christological 
view (lens of Christ). sensus plenior/pesher
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Vv.4-6:
• The Levite’s inheritance was not land, nut the tithe (cities of Levites).
• Abraham paid Melchizedek a tithe even though Melchizedek was not a Jewish relative.

Vv.7-10:
• Melchizedek placed a blessing on Abraham as He did with God (Gen. 14:20).
• Melchizedek lives on, but the Levite priests all died (7:23-24).
• Melchizedek is greater because (1) Abraham paid him a tithe, and (2) he did not die.
• It can be said that the Levi himself paid a tribute to M. as he was of Abraham’s seed.

Melchizedek preceded Abraham and Abraham’s lineage of the Levitical priests and was thus 
greater than Aaron’s priesthood which is the point of this inclusion in Hebrews: 
Melchizedek and Christ were greater than any of the Levitical priests.
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Vv. 11: A rhetorical question. In the NIV it is clearer:

7:11 (NIV): If perfection could have been attained through the Levitical priesthood—and 
indeed the law given to the people established that priesthood—why was there still need 
for another priest to come, one in the order of Melchizedek, not in the order of Aaron?

• The Law and the priesthood went together.
• The Law established the Levitical priesthood. 
• Perfection did NOT come through the Levitical priesthood.

(perfection = culmination - desired end – reaching a goal)
• When the priesthood changed (as it has), the law changed too.

• Imagine the audience hearing this argument for the first time! What a strong one to 
understand how the law has changed.
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Vv. 13-17: These verses are referring to Jesus, who was not descended from Abraham or the 
tribe of Levi. Indeed Jesus was from the Tribe of Judah for which Moses said nothing about 
priests. Jesus, who is of the same rank as Melchizedek, became the high priest, not because 
of his earthly lineage, but rather his eternal power.

Vv.18-19: The old system of the Levitical priesthood did not work; it did not make anything 
perfect. A better hope allows us to draw near to God (6:19-20).
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Present on the PowerPoint slides Hagner’s table of discontinuities between the Old 
covenant and the new. Continuity: (The NT is anchored in the OT).

Recall the saying: “The N.T. is concealed in the Old and the O.T. is revealed in the 
New.

Discontinuity:
7:12: change in priesthood requires change in law.
7:18: Former commandment is set aside.
8:7: The first covenant had faults and required a second.
8:13: The old covenant is old and passing away.
9:9-10: The old ceremonial rules regarding gifts and offerings have also passed away.
9:23: The old ceremonial rites were mere copies of the heavenly realities.
10:1: The Law was but a shadow of the good things to come.
10:9: Christ has abolished the first things.

Donald A Hagner, Encountering the Book of Hebrews, (Grand Rapids, Baker, 2006), 101.
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Vv. 20-22: Another rhetorical question answered with a negative; the new priesthood was 
not issued without an oath! who is the guarantee of a better covenant in accordance with Ps. 
110:4. 

Vv. 23-25: Not so the Levitical priests who were prevented from continuation by death. 
Jesus however continues forever as does his priesthood. Rom. 8:31-34)

The word “permanent” (v.24) is only used in the Bible here; it is a legal term used in the 
ANE which meant not passing away, that is, untransferable (perpetual): - unchangeable.
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We thus come to the end of the inclusio first introduced in lesson 5 at Heb. 5:1-3 
(repeat slide). 

An inclusio is a common Biblical literary tool that places similar material at the 
beginning and end of a passage that helps the reader better understand and emphasize the 
included material. 

Note the similarity of ideas between 5:1-3 and 7:27-28. Discuss the differences.
In this inclusio, 5:11-6:20 are an internal bracket, meant as an encouragement. 

vv.26-28: Summary & Transition
• Fitting to have a high priest that is sinless and above us.
• He  did not need to have sins offered for himself, but rather has offered the sacrifice of

himself.[1]

• This sacrifice was not required repeatedly, but once for all as seen at 10:1-18 (10:10), the 
finality of the Son’s sacrifice.

• The Law appointed weak high priests; God’s oath (after the law) appointed a perfect high 
priest, His Son.
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