FAIR OAKS PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH
Hebrews: Lesson 12
Hebrews 9:11-28

In this chapter the author of Hebrews continues to emphasize the superiority of Christ as our sacrifice, our High Priest and as the guarantor of a new covenant which completely eclipses the old one and renders it obsolete.  In this section the author will emphasize the difference between the 2 covenants by making 3 contrasts:
1. The blood offered by which each covenant is ratified (vv 13-22)

2. The place where the offering is made (vv 23-24)

3. The temporal effect of each offering (vv 25-28)

He also speaks of 3 distinct appearances of Christ and the effects of each:

1. His past appearance (v 11)
2. His present appearance (v 24)

3. His future appearance (v 28)

As he opens this section the author makes reference to Christ as our high priest administering “good things to come” or “good things that have come”.  In either case how would you compare the things that Christ brings with the things that the earthly human High Priest brought to the people of Israel?  What good things does Christ bring to us?

What observations does the author make about the tabernacle where Christ makes His offering? We have already noted that the writer makes the comparison not with the Temple but with the tabernacle which preceded it.  Any ideas about why he would reference the tabernacle rather than the temple?

Commentators differ as to exactly what this “new tabernacle” means. Here are 3 explanations or interpretations of this tabernacle.  Which seems best to you? (Or, as pointed out by one commentator, you can opt for “all of the above”)

· It refers to Christ’s human body (see John 2:19-22)

· It refers to the church as the body of Christ (see 1 Peter 2:4-5)

· It refers to the heavenly realm (see Ephesians 1:3 and Hebrews 4:14-16)

What offering does Jesus make in this tabernacle?  Why was blood required?  How does the author compare and contrast the blood of animals with the blood of Jesus?
In outlining the blood sacrifices offered in the earthly tabernacle the author seems to have 3 things in mind.  Read through these passages below.  Why does the author focus on these particular sacrifices/offerings out of all the ones mentioned in the Old Testament?
· The day of atonement (Leviticus 16:1-25)

· The scapegoat (Leviticus 16:20-22)

· The red heifer ceremony (Numbers 19:1-21)

Verse 14 is a controversial one.  Does the author intend to say that the blood of Jesus was offered through the Holy Spirit? (If so, see a reference to the Trinity here.)  Or does he mean that Jesus made a spiritual sacrifice?  Which makes more sense to you?  What is the significance of Jesus being “without blemish”?  See also 1 Peter 1:19.

The next verses (15-18) are sort of obscure unless you understand that the Greek word for covenant (diatheke) can also be used to describe a will or testament.  The writer may be making a play on words alluding to the fact that a will is not set into motion until the person who made the will has died.  A covenant, of course, did not require the death of the covenant maker to activate it but most covenants did require the shedding of blood in some form or other.   How did the death of Christ accomplish this for us?  Why is blood-shedding required for the forgiveness of sin? (9:22)

The final contrast is between the repetition of the blood sacrifices under the old covenant with the blood sacrifice of Jesus.  What points does the author make?  How does he bolster his argument? (v 27)  What security do we find in this?

What is the significance of the return of Jesus (promised in v 28?)  How does this pertain to the author’s argument that turning away from Jesus is a foolish and dangerous thing to do? 

