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Pastor Gene Giguere

The Epistle to the Hebrews: 

Introduction, the Problems of Authorship and Setting
(HEB01)

An Introductory Note…

Even the most astute students of God’s Word have a tendency to pass over those portions of their commentaries and word studies that deal with the questions of authorship and setting. These are often seen as nonessential, confusing (because they involve history), and bereft of spiritual benefit. I was recently having breakfast with another pastor and was describing with much enthusiasm the setting of this great Epistle. After I had finished explaining my findings and returned to my breakfast, my colleague surprised me by putting down his fork and saying, “That’s great, but don’t you think that this subject just opens the door to confusion and unnecessary debates between the students?” I was surprised by his comment. I knew that somehow my friend had missed something important here. Not only is an accurate understanding of this epistle’s recipients important, but it is absolutely essential to an proper interpretation of key passages, as well as the overall tone of the letter. If the student of God’s Word does not know to whom the writer wrote, he stands in imminent danger of misinterpreting, misapplying and (most terrifying of all!) teaching inaccurately the lessons of this great epistle (James 3:1).

This paper is basically divided into three short chapters:

1. Who wrote the Epistle to the Hebrews?

· Did Barnabas write the Epistle to the Hebrews?

· Did Paul write the Epistle to the Hebrews?

2. Who were the recipients to the Epistle to the Hebrews?

3. A Profile of Apollos.

This study is designed with the student in mind. It is presented in outlined form and cuts through the technical jargon of the theologian and historian to get straight to the task at hand: discovering, as best we can, exactly who wrote the Epistle to the Hebrews and who are the Hebrews to whom he wrote. I have attempted, whenever possible, to use bullet points to present the material in a logical and easy-to-access format. It is offered with humility and with the prayer that God may use it to lead all of His disciplined learners – pastor and non-pastor alike - to a deeper knowledge of Him and His Word. May we all be moved by the magnificent message of Hebrews: Christ is Better!

Pastor Gene Giguere, 

January 1997

I.  Who Wrote the Epistle to the Hebrews?
1. Few questions have divided scholars more than this one. Among the suggested authors are Apollos, Paul, Barnabas, Clement of Rome, Aquila, Silas, Luke, and Philip the deacon.

2. Some have simply thrown up their hands and chosen not to take a position:

· Origen, the early church father, wrote: “Who wrote the Letter to the Hebrews only God knows for certain.” (cited in Barclay, pp. 7-8)

· John MacArthur: ”As to the exact human authorship, I stand with one of the great teachers of the early church by the name of Origen, who said simply, “No one knows.” How fitting, since the book’s purpose is to exalt Christ. Throughout this study we will refer to the fact that it was written, as was all Scripture, by the Holy Spirit - whom we do know.” (p.x)
· William Barclay: “To us the author must remain a voice and nothing more; we can be thankful to God for the work of this great nameless one who wrote with incomparable skill and beauty about the Jesus who is the way to reality and the way to God.” (p.9)

· M.R. DeHaan: “Volumes have been written on the subject...but no one can speak with finality on the subject. So we pass this by without further comment, satisfied that the Holy Spirit was the divine Author.” (p.16)

· Warren Wiersbe, in his commentary on the Epistle to the Hebrews, chooses not to address the question with even so much as a sentence! He simply refers to the writer as “The Writer” throughout his work (cf. p.9)

· Irving Jensen states the possibilities, but takes no preference as to which is more likely. (Jensen, p.8)

3. Some have claimed that there is evidence that Paul may be the author, but others note that there is the conspicuous “absence of evidence to support it.” As to the possibility of the author being one of Paul’s companions, “there is not a scintilla of evidence to connect them with the book.” (Anderson, p.1)

4. Strong arguments have been set forth that either Paul or Barnabas is the author. These two possibilities are examined below.

Did Barnabas Write the Epistle to the Hebrews?

1. It must be admitted that when Hebrews is read in Greek and compared with the known letters of Paul, the total impression is that here one meets a spiritual mind clearly attuned to Paul but in subtle ways quite different. 

2. In fact the other name with early support is that of Paul’s former missionary partner, Barnabas. This tradition appeared first in the West in Tertullian. In a polemical passage he quoted from Hebrews and assigned the quotation to an Epistle by Barnabas. Moreover, he did not talk as if this were his own opinion but simply a fact which his readers would know. 

3. The view that Barnabas wrote Hebrews was referred to at a later time by Jerome and then in Gregory of Elvira and Filaster, both fourth century writers. 

4. There is reason to think that in the ancient catalog of canonical books found in the Western manuscript called Codex Claremontanus, the Book of Hebrews went under the name of the Epistle of Barnabas. The evidence is not extensive, but the fact that it came from the West is perhaps significant. 

5. The only geographical reference in Hebrews is to Italy (Hebrews 13:24), and if the tradition about Barnabas is true it is not surprising that it comes from that part of the world. 

6. In other respects, Barnabas fits the requirements for authorship of this epistle: 

· William Barclay notes: “Barnabas was a native of Cyprus; the people of Cyprus were famous for the excellence of the Greek they spoke; and Hebrews is written in the best Greek in the New Testament.” (p.8)

· Since he was a Levite (Acts 4:36), an interest in the Levitical system, such as the author of Hebrews displayed, would be natural for him. 

· Since he had close ties with Paul, resemblances in Hebrews to Paul’s thought would be naturally explained. 

· Barclay thinks the very name Barnabas is important: “He is called a son of encouragement; the Greek word is paraklesis (); and Hebrews calls itself a word of paraklesis (Hebrews 13:22)”  (p.9)

· Timothy had been converted in the area of Paul’s first missionary journey (Acts 16:1-3) and was therefore most probably known to Barnabas. If Paul were dead at the time of the writing of Hebrews, it would not be surprising if Timothy were to join Paul’s former companion (Hebrews 13:23). 

· The rift between Paul and Barnabas (Acts 15:37-39) had long since healed and Paul had later spoken warmly of Barnabas’ cousin Mark (cf. Colossians 4:10; 2 Timothy 4:11). 

7. Of course authorship by Barnabas cannot be proved, any more than authorship by Paul can be disproved. But it has more to commend it than the other alternative suggestions. 

8. Among these it may be mentioned that at one time or another the names of Clement of Rome, Luke, Silvanus, Philip the Evangelist, Priscilla, and Apollos have been offered as possible authors. In particular the name of Apollos has found favor with some modern writers. The suggestion is often traced to Martin Luther. But the evidence is tenuous and does not include the early traditional support that the proposal Hebrews was written by Barnabas does. On balance this seems like the best conjecture. 

9. If Hebrews were actually authored by Barnabas, then it can claim apostolic origin since Barnabas was called an apostle (Acts 14:4, 14). In any case its divine authority is manifest.

Did Paul Write the Epistle to the Hebrews?

1. One of the strongest arguments that Paul wrote Hebrews is the centrality of  Christ which characterizes all of the Apostle’s epistles. (Jensen, p.8)

2. The early church recognized, although certainly not unanimously, Pauline authorship of the Epistle to the Hebrews. “The tradition of Pauline authorship is very old and has never been decisively disproved. From the time of Pantaenus (died ca. a.d. 190) it was held in Alexandria that the epistle was in some sense Pauline. Clement of Alexandria thought Paul had written it originally in the Hebrew language and that Luke had translated it into Greek.” (Hodges, p.780)

3. It has been argued that the Judaism presented in Hebrews is the Judaism of the Hebrew prophets and not that of the Pharisees. (Anderson, p.2)

4. Some have noted that Paul’s close friendship with Timothy would explain Hebrews 13:23: “Take notice that our brother Timothy has been released, with whom, if he comes soon, I shall see you.”

5. Pauline authorship has been also objected to on the grounds that the writer claims to have received revelation of Christ through “them that heard Him.” (Anderson, p.2) Paul, however, consistently claims direct revelation from the Lord Himself. (Galatians 1:12; 1 Corinthians 15:3)

6. Stylistic differences have also been used to argue that Paul did not write Hebrews. While some writers have pointed out strong “affinities in language and concepts between Hebrews and other Pauline epistles,” the vast majority of scholars see major problems with reconciling the Apostle’s style with that of the writer of the letter (cf. Jensen, p.8):

· “Erasmus regarded the style of the epistle as excluding Pauline authorship, although he conceded that it was inspired by the mind of Paul.” (Bruce, p.17)

· John MacArthur also rejects Pauline authorship on stylistic grounds: “Due to differences in style, vocabulary, and pattern of personal reference in the epistles known to be his, I do not believe it was written by Paul.” (MacArthur, p.x)  

· Leon Morris writes: “Both the language and thought forms are unlike those of Paul. The Greek is polished; Paul’s is rugged and vigorous.” (p.6)

· Ron Rhodes says that the writer’s “Greek is the most elegant in the New Testament.” (p.15) 

· R.C.H. Lenski, the eminent Greek scholar could not be clearer: “Paul did not write Hebrews.”  He goes on to say that “the difference in style is decisive against Pauline authorship. This includes far more than formal style; it refers to the whole manner of thought and to its mode of presentation. An appeal to the great versatility of Paul is not a satisfactory answer...But it is inexplicable that he should use the most perfect Greek when writing to readers, all of whom are Jews and inclined to return to Judaism, and never write such Greek in any other of his letters when he is addressing readers who were for the most part Gentiles...Much more may be added, yet not a single thing that points to Paul as being the author.” (p. 9-10)

· Craig S. Keener is also clear: “From a stylistic perspective, it is impossible to attribute the letter to Paul.” (p. 648)

7. It has also been argued that Paul was the Apostle to the Gentiles (Romans 11:13), not to the Jews. While it is certainly true that he was the Apostle to the Gentiles, he was not exclusively so. Christ Himself told Ananias that Paul was “to bear My name before the Gentiles and kings and the sons of Israel.” Acts 9:15)  It is fitting that the “sons of Israel” should be listed last since Hebrews was written after most of the his epistles to the gentiles. (cf. Pink, p.18)

8. Arthur Pink is convinced that Paul is the Author of Hebrews. The evidence that tips the scales toward Paul is internal. 2 Peter 3:1 tells us that 2 Peter was addressed to the same believers that 1 Peter was addressed to, namely, the Jews in dispersion (1 Peter 1:1). But in 2 Peter 3:15, Peter makes reference to a letter written to this group of Jews by Paul: “just as also our beloved brother Paul, according to the wisdom given him, wrote to you.” Pink asks, “If the Epistle to the Hebrews be not that writing, where is it?” (Pink, 18)

9. If the writer is not Paul, we’ve lost nothing. As Thiersch wrote: “We may compare it to a painting of perfect beauty, which has been regarded as a work of Raphael. If it should be proved that it was not painted by Raphael, we have thereby not lost a classical piece of art, but gained another master of first rank.” wrote (cited by English, p.26)

But I don’t believe that either Barnabas or Paul wrote this great letter! 

Well then, who wrote the Epistle to the Hebrews?

Let’s see if we can find out.

                                                     


II.  Who Were the Recipients of the Epistle to the Hebrews?

1. The title “to the Hebrews” is in the oldest manuscripts, but may not have been in the original. The way the book moves around the Old Testament scriptures strongly suggests that it was the original title.

2. The epistle was certainly written to Jews, and believing Jews at that. The fact that the recipients were believing Jews is essential to an accurate understanding of Hebrews. Notice the following verses:

· 3:1: “Therefore, holy brethren, partakers of a heavenly calling, consider Jesus, the Apostle and High Priest of our confession.”

· 6:9: “But, beloved, we are convinced of better things concerning you, and things that accompany salvation, though we are speaking in this way.”

· 10:23: “Let us hold fast the confession of our hope without wavering, for He who promised is faithful.”

3. It was not written to gentiles:

· The subject of the book would have been of little interest to gentiles. Why would a gentile care about the Tabernacle, or the priestly service, or the Jewish heroes of the faith, or the superiority of Christ over Moses? Surely phrases like Hebrews 2:17 (“For assuredly He does not give help to angels, but He gives help to the descendant of Abraham.”) would have been of little significance to a non-Jew.

· The argument that the eloquent Greek of the epistle points to gentile recipients is destroyed by the fact that the Jews of the Diaspora were well acquainted with Septuagint Greek. These were Hellenistic Jews. Remember that the LXX (Septuagint) was written for them!

· The fact that the Old Testament is so extensively referenced is strong evidence that the recipients were Jewish.

4. “...It is best, therefore, to see the epistle as written for a group of able Jewish Christians. They seem to have been hesitant about cutting themselves off decisively from the Jewish religion (which was tolerated by the Romans) in favor of the Christian way (which was not).” (Morris, p.5)

5. These were certainly not Palestinian Jews. Some have suggested that these were actually members of the Qumran community, but, when the evidence is examined, this is shown to be an impossible theory:

· These Jews had helped others (Hebrews 6:10); the Palestinian Jews were very poor (Acts 11:27-30; Romans 15:26; 2 Corinthians 8-9).

· These Jews had not seen Jesus (Hebrews 2:3), while some of the Palestinian Jews certainly did.

· The Jerusalem Church had James, the Lord’s half-brother, until his martyrdom in a.d. 63 (Josephus’ date). After James’ death, Jerusalem had John until he fled Jerusalem at the time of the Jewish War and went to Ephesus. Many others evacuated Jerusalem and went to Pella in Macedonia at that time. But the Jerusalem Church under James and John would not have come to the brink of apostasy.

· Lenski is outstanding here: “The very idea that these Jewish Christians or in Palestine could at any time during this period have entertained the thought of reverting to Judaism is impossible. Read Josephus!...As a nation the Jews were disintegrating. The city and especially the temple became a stage for the most horrible scenes, assassinations and massacres. Fanatical factions sought to exterminate each other. The Romans were literally forced that to step in...It is impossible to imagine that any Christian in Palestine should think of going back to these Jews to such high priests as they had, and to a Judaism that was in such a state. No matter who wrote Hebrews, the people to whom this letter was sent cannot have lived in Jerusalem or in Palestine during this entire period.”  (Lenski, p.13)

6. It is best to see these Jews abiding in Rome:

· The only geographical reference in the epistle is to Italy: “Greet all of your leaders and all the saints. Those from Italy greet you.” (Hebrews 13:24) To Leon Morris, this sounds like a “group of Italian origin, now living elsewhere, sending greetings back home.” (Morris, p.5)

· The Greek word  (hegoumenos) translated “leader” (Hebrews 13:7, 17, 24) is also used in a simular way in 1 Clement and Hermas, both of which are connected with Rome.
· The Roman church was hesitant to accept the book as canonical. The argument goes that they knew who wrote it, and it was not the Apostle Paul. They therefore questioned that it was inspired.
· Irving Jensen believes that “they were a single congregation of Hebrew Christians, living somewhere in the Roman world (Hebrews 2:3, 5:11-12, 6:9-10, cf. 13:23-24).”  (Jensen, p.8)
· Romans 9-11 proves that there was a group of Jewish believers at Rome.  These believers, however, as will be shown below, were not the recipients of this epistle.
7. Let’s piece together the scenario in order to better understand who these people were:

· There were already Jewish believers in Rome as far back as Pentecost (Acts 2:10).

· This Church at Rome had avoided contact with the large Jewish population of Rome for fear of persecution. The Sanhedrin was very strong and remember what they did to Jesus and Stephen!

· This unevangelized Jewish population at Rome was very large. Rome at this time had seven synagogues!

· When the Lord appeared to Paul in Acts 23:11, He told him the purpose that He was sending Paul to Rome: “But on the night immediately following, the Lord stood at his side and said, “Take courage; for as you have solemnly witnessed to My cause at Jerusalem, so you must witness at Rome also.”” This is very significant. Jesus told Paul that he was to evangelize the Jews at Rome, just as he had done in Jerusalem! “As...at Jerusalem, so...at Rome.”

· This is exactly what Paul did. Just as soon as he arrived in Rome (his first imprisonment) he gathered the Jewish leaders of the seven synagogues together and began to evangelize them. We read the account of this in Acts 28:16-24: “And when we entered Rome, Paul was allowed to stay by himself, with the soldier who was guarding him. And it happened that after three days he called together those who were the leading men of the Jews, and when they had come together, he began saying to them, “Brethren, though I had done nothing against our people, or the customs of our fathers, yet I was delivered prisoner from Jerusalem into the hands of the Romans. “And when they had examined me, they were willing to release me because there was no ground for putting me to death. “But when the Jews objected, I was forced to appeal to Caesar; not that I had any accusation against my nation. “For this reason therefore, I requested to see you and to speak with you, for I am wearing this chain for the sake of the hope of Israel.” And they said to him, “We have neither received letters from Judea concerning you, nor have any of the brethren come here and reported or spoken anything bad about you. “But we desire to hear from you what your views are; for concerning this sect, it is known to us that it is spoken against everywhere.” And when they had set a day for him, they came to him at his lodging in large numbers; and he was explaining to them by solemnly testifying about the kingdom of God, and trying to persuade them concerning Jesus, from both the Law of Moses and from the Prophets, from morning until evening. And some were being persuaded by the things spoken, but others would not believe.”

· Lenski believes that half of these men were saved (Greek: “” = “fifty...fifty”). Those leaders who had received Christ as a result of Paul’s preaching would have returned to their synagogues with this truth. This group of believers remained separate from the original Church in Rome that Paul had addressed previously in his Epistle to the Romans.

· Paul was in Rome from a.d. 61-63. He then left to spend the winter in Nicopolis and leave for Spain in the early spring of 64. He wrote to Titus: “make every effort to come to me at Nicopolis, for I have decided to spend the winter there.” (3:12b)

· Peter arrived in Rome in late 63 after Paul had already left for Nicopolis.

· Paul returned to Rome briefly in the early spring of 64, probably met with Peter, and then hurried off to Spain.

· But that very summer - the summer of 64 -- Rome burned! Rumors began to surface that Nero had started the fire. In order to divert attention to himself, the vile emperor blamed Christians. The persecution of Christians began in earnest:

· They were crucified.

· They were thrown to wild dogs.

· They were covered with pitch, tied to stakes, and set ablaze as human candles to provide light for Nero’s gardens.

· Christianity now became a capital crime.

· Paul was in Spain but Peter was in Rome during this dark time:

· Peter wrote his epistles at this time to “those who reside as aliens, scattered throughout Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia, Asia, and Bithynia.” (1 Peter 1:1). It is no wonder that suffering is such a predominant theme in 1 Peter and the call to Christian maturity and coming apostasy is so predominant in 2 Peter.

· Peter was arrested and crucified during this time.

· “Peter’s residence in Rome has been disputed, but on insufficient grounds. 1 Peter was almost certainly written from there (1 Pet. 5:13). That book shows signs of being written just before or during the Neronian persecution, and 1 Clement 5 implies that...he died in this outburst. Doubts cast on the interpretation of 1 Clement have little foundation... The letter conveys greetings from the church in ‘Babylon’ (5:13). Mesopotamian Babylon is unlikely...It is far more likely that, as in Revelation 14:8; 17:5, etc., Babylon stands for Rome. The OT had compared it as a symbol of godless prosperity (cf. Isaiah 14); theories that it is a general allegory for ‘the world’ or a cryptogram for security purposes are needless...The story in the Acts of Peter of his martyrdom by crucifixion (cf. John 21:18ff.) head downwards cannot be accepted as reliable, but this work may preserve some valid traditions. Certainly these Acts, like other 2nd-century witnesses, emphasize the co-operation of the apostles in Rome. “(New Bible Dictionary, entries on “Peter” and “Peter, First Epistle of”)

· “Since 1 Peter is normally dated around a.d. 64, 2 Peter may be conservatively placed some time after the writing of 1 Peter and before Peter’s death, between a.d. 64 and 68. The text of 2 Peter suggests no specific place for its composition. However, since 1 Peter was written in Rome and Rome is traditionally held to be the place of Peter’s crucifixion, it is reasonable to assume that 2 Peter was written in Rome as well.” (Bible Knowledge Commentary, introduction to 2 Peter)

· The persecution was confined to the “original” or “old” congregation of believers, that is, those that Paul addressed in Romans. The new Jewish converts of Paul were considered to be simply Jewish, which was legal in Rome. 

· Although these new Jewish converts were basically left alone, they brought persecution on themselves by sympathizing and attempting to help the suffering members of the old congregation. The people of Rome resented this show of sympathy and responded by looting and even destroying their homes. While many lost their property, none of the new congregation were martyred. Having said this, consider how meaningful these passages in Hebrews are now:

· 10:32-34: “But remember the former days, when, after being enlightened, you endured a great conflict of sufferings, partly, by being made a public spectacle through reproaches and tribulations, and partly by becoming sharers with those who were so treated. For you showed sympathy to the prisoners, and accepted joyfully the seizure of your property, knowing that you have for yourselves a better possession and an abiding one.”

· 12:4: “You have not yet resisted to the point of shedding blood in your striving against sin.”

· Paul returned to Rome and was thrown in to a horrible dungeon. He was executed by beheading in late 66 or early 67.

· These new Jewish converts had stood steadfastly against persecution in 64 (“But remember the former days, when, after being enlightened, you endured a great conflict of sufferings...” Hebrews 10:32). But now, with both Paul and Peter dead and Christianity under fire, some within the group were suggesting that they return to their old form of Judaism. This was a result of a general lack of maturity and spiritual maturity (Hebrews 5:11-6:3). This is the purpose for the letter.

8. These believers were backslidden and in danger of apostasy:

· Their faith, conviction and enthusiasm were on the downslide (Hebrews 3:6, 9, 12, 14).

· Prayer public prayer and the scriptures were being neglected (Hebrews 2:1, 10:25,12:12).

· They should have been teachers, but they actually needed to be taught (Hebrews 5:12).

· They had withstood pressure from without (Hebrews 10:32-34), but they were beginning to weaken.

9. Some of this group’s original leaders had died (Hebrews 13:7); the writer encourages them to follow their current leaders (Hebrews 13:17), which indicates that the leaders had not fallen for this movement to return to Judaism. It is possible that these leaders perished in an earlier persecution by Claudius. R. Kent Hughes (citing William Lane) writes: “This description of their earlier sufferings fits well into the picture of the hardships that came to Jewish Christians under Claudius in a.d. 49. Suetonius’ Live of the Deified Claudius records that  “There were riots in the Jewish quarter at the instigation of Chrestus. As a result, Claudius expelled the Jews from Rome” (25.4). “Chrestus,” historians believe, is a reference to Christ, and the riots and expulsion occurred when Jewish Christians were banished from the synagogue by the Jewish establishment. Now, as the author of Hebrews writes, fifteen years have gone by since the Claudian persecution, and a new persecution looms. No one has been killed yet, but Hebrews 12:4 raises the possibility that martyrdom may soon come - “in your struggle against sin, you have not yet resisted to the point of shedding your blood.”…The writer of Hebrews was writing to admonish and encourage his friends, a small group of Jewish Christians who were scared stiff! Some had begun to avoid contact with outsiders. Some had even withdrawn from the worshipping community altogether (Hebrews 10:25). The author feared there might be those who, if arrested, would succumb to the conditions of release - a public denial of Christ (Hebrews 6:6; 10:29). The…Church was asking some hard questions: Did God know what was going on? If so, how could this be happening to them? Did He care? Only God could protect them, but where was He? Why did He not answer? Why the silence of God? The letter arrived, and word was sent out. The congregation gathered. Perhaps no more than fifteen or twenty were seated or standing around the house. All were quiet. The reader began to read…’In the past god spoke to our forefathers through the prophets at many times and in various ways, but in these last days He has spoken to us by His Son’ (vv. 1, 2a). Through these magnificent words the beleaguered Church was brought face to face with the God who speaks – the eloquence of God.” (Hughes, p. 19)

Chapter 3: Apollos

1. The suggestion that Apollos be the author has received wide acceptance with modern scholars, and rightly so.  “Luther was apparently the first to make the brilliant guess that the author was Apollos.” (Bruce, pp.17-18)  It was indeed Martin Luther, in an off-the-cuff comment during a sermon on the factions within the Corinthian Church (1 Corinthians 3:4), who first suggested Apollos as the author of the Epistle to the Hebrews. Luther said, “This Apollos was a man of High understanding, the Epistle of the Hebrews is indeed his.”

2. Apollos - an abbreviated form of Apollonius - perfectly fits the bill of the writer; the personal, professional and chronological qualifications are fulfilled in him.

3. “He combined natural gifts of eloquence (or learning) with a profound understanding of the OT, and he was enthusiastic in proclaiming such truth as he knew (Acts 18:24-25). The conspicuous gap in his knowledge concerned the outpouring of the Holy Spirit and the consequent rite of Christian baptism. This was made good by the patient instruction of Priscilla and Aquila (Acts 18:26).” (New Bible Dictionary)

4. Acts 18:24-28 gives us wonderful insight into the person of Apollos: “Now a certain Jew named Apollos, an Alexandrian [Egyptian] by birth, an eloquent man, came to Ephesus; and he was mighty in the Scriptures. This man had been instructed in the way of the Lord; and being fervent in spirit, he was speaking and teaching accurately the things concerning Jesus, being acquainted only with the baptism of John; and he began to speak out boldly in the synagogue. But when Priscilla and Aquila heard him, they took him aside and explained to him the way of God more accurately. And when he wanted to go across to Achaia, the brethren encouraged him and wrote to the disciples to welcome him; and when he had arrived, he helped greatly those who had believed through grace; for he powerfully refuted the Jews in public, demonstrating by the Scriptures that Jesus was the Christ.” 

5. Now notice the following facts that may be drawn from the above passage and how they qualify Apollos to be the writer of Hebrews:

· He was Jew - he would therefore had been accepted by the Jews as a legitimate commentator on the Scriptures.

· He was Alexandrian - he would therefore had been trained in the finest schools of the ancient world. This would also account for his eloquent writing style and amazing mastery of the Greek language.

· He was mighty in the scriptures - the writer of Hebrews was a master of the Old Testament Scriptures.

· He was fervent in spirit - thus he would have possessed the necessary zeal to want to halt the retrogression of these Jewish converts of Paul.

· He was teaching accurately the things concerning Jesus - Hebrews, like no other book of the Old or New Testaments, exalts the Person and Work of Christ.

· He was known to speak out boldly in the synagogue, he had powerfully refuted the Jews in public, and was a master at demonstrating by the Scriptures that Jesus was the Christ - so he would have had the experience of evangelizing the Jews from their own Scriptures and making applications to the Person and work of Christ, the very heart of the Epistle to the Hebrews. His skills as an apologist are evident all throughout the epistle.

6. A chronology of what is known of his life may be presented as follows:

· He is first seen at Ephesus in ad 52 during Paul’s hasty visit to Palestine (Acts 18:24).

· From Ephesus Apollos went on to Corinth - one of Paul’s main congregations - where he showed himself to be an expert at Christian apologetics in dealing with the Jews (Acts 18:27-28). 

· At Corinth there arose factions in the names of Paul, Cephas, Apollos, and even Christ Himself (1 Corinthians 1:12). Paul proved that this was not due to himself or Apollos, but that they were both co-laboring under the hand of God (1 Corinthians 3:4-6). All belonged to the Corinthians, including himself and Apollos (1 Corinthians 3:21-23), and there could be no cause for division (1 Corinthians 4:6). The party spirits were most likely brought about by a preference of some for the polished style and eloquence of Apollos. 

· Apollos probably returned to Paul in Ephesus. Timothy was on his way to Corinth (1 Corinthians 16:10), but they wanted Apollos back. Apollos, most likely desiring to end the factions, did not return to Corinth despite Paul’s encouraging him to do so: “But concerning Apollos our brother, I encouraged him greatly to come to you with the brethren; and it was not at all his desire to come now, but he will come when he has opportunity.” (1 Corinthians 16:12). 

Note here Paul and Timothy’s close involvement with Apollos which would explain the “Pauline” flavor of the epistle, as well as Hebrews 13:23: “Take notice that our brother Timothy has been released, with whom, if he comes soon, I shall see you.”

· He is last mentioned by Paul to Titus. Paul, writing from Macedonia, expects to winter in Nicopolis (3:12) and go to Spain the following spring (which he did in a.d. 64). He is dispatching both Apollos and Zenas on a missionary journey that will bring them through Crete where Titus is pastoring. Paul encourages Titus to meet their needs (3:13).

· The only piece of the puzzle that is missing is an implied connection between the writer of Hebrews and his readers. Note Hebrews 13:19 and 24: “And I urge you all the more to do this, that I may be restored to you the sooner...Greet all of your leaders and all the saints. Those from Italy greet you.” Lenski writes that “a last link that would connect Apollos with Rome would be valuable indeed. It is wanting. Did Apollos rejoin Paul at Nicopolis and go to Rome with Paul when Paul went to Spain? This would supply the missing item, which happens to be a necessary one...beyond the one man Apollos we know of no other man among all the prominent workers in the church after the dearth of Paul who could have written Hebrews to Paul’s Jewish converts at Rome. We thus join Luther in his conviction.” (Lenski, p.24)
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