Scriptures and Doctrine :: Melchizedek - who was he?

Melchizedek - who was he? - posted by Jimbabwean, on: 2007/2/4 14:26
Do you think that Melchizedek was actually Jesus? Or was he merely a priest of YHWH? Or was he, dare I say it, a pag
an priest making a quick buck off Abraham?
Re: Melchizedek - who was he? - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/4 15:54
Quote:
-------------------------Or was he, dare I say it, a pagan priest making a quick buck off Abraham?
-------------------------

Pardon? Where would you get such a notion?
Re: - posted by Jimbabwean, on: 2007/2/4 16:33
Sorry to ask such a mind stretching question!
Passages like the ones dealing with when Jesus was installed into the order of Melchizedek give us reason to believe th
at Melchizedek couldn't have been Jesus. (Hebrews 5:5-10 and Acts 13:32-34.)
You see if Jesus was born into the order of Melchizedek on resurrection day, then he couldn't have operated as such wh
en Abraham was around.
If Melchizedek was not Jesus, but just a good guy priest, then why did God haul Abram the Chaldean up from Iraq to Isr
ael, when there was this good guy priest in Jerusalem already?
It seems logical and reasonable therefore to conclude that Melchizedek was just a Jebusite priest making a quick buck o
ff Abraham, as was Arab custom in those days.
Your thoughts?
Re: Puzzling - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/4 21:50
Quote:
-------------------------It seems logical and reasonable therefore to conclude that Melchizedek was just a Jebusite priest making a quick buck off Abraham
, as was Arab custom in those days.
-------------------------

Not sure I find it either mind strecthing nor reasonable ... it's actually arrogance.
Gen 14:18 And Melchizedek, king of Salem - A thousand idle stories have been told about this man, and a thousand idle conjectu
res spent on the subject of his short history given here and in Heb. vii. At present it is only necessary to state that he app
ears to have been as real a personage as Bera, Birsha, or Shinab, though we have no more of his genealogy than we h
ave of theirs.
Brought forth bread and wine - Certainly to refresh Abram and his men, exhausted with the late battle and fatigues of t
he journey; not in the way of sacrifice, etc.; this is an idle conjecture.
He was the priest of the most high God - He had preserved in his family and among his subjects the worship of the tr
ue God, and the primitive patriarchal institutions; by these the father of every family was both king and priest, so Melchiz
edek, being a worshipper of the true God, was priest among the people, as well as king over them.
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Melchizedek is called here king of Salem, and the most judicious interpreters allow that by Salem, Jerusalem is meant. T
hat it bore this name anciently is evident from Psa_76:1, Psa_76:2 : Â“In Judah is God known; his name is great in Israe
l. In Salem also is his tabernacle, and his dwelling place in Zion.Â” From the use made of this part of the sacred history b
y David, Psa_110:4, and by St. Paul, Heb_7:1-10, we learn that there was something very mysterious, and at the same t
ime typical, in the person, name, office, residence, and government of this Canaanitish prince. 1. In his person he was a
representative and type of Christ; see the scriptures above referred to. 2. His name, &#1502;&#1500;&#1499;&#1497; &
#1510;&#1491;&#1511; malki tsedek, signifies my righteous king, or king of righteousness. This name he probably had
from the pure and righteous administration of his government; and this is one of the characters of our blessed Lord, a ch
aracter which can be applied to him only, as he alone is essentially righteous, and the only Potentate; but a holy man, su
ch as Melchizedek, might bear this name as his type or representative. 3. Office; he was a priest of the most high God. T
he word &#1499;&#1492;&#1503; cohen, which signifies both prince and priest, because the patriarchs sustained this d
ouble office, has both its root and proper signification in the Arabic; kahana signifies to approach, draw near, have intima
te access to; and from hence to officiate as priest before God, and thus have intimate access to the Divine presence: an
d by means of the sacrifices which he offered he received counsel and information relative to what was yet to take place,
and hence another acceptation of the word, to foretell, predict future events, unfold hidden things or mysteries; so the lip
s of the priests preserved knowledge, and they were often the interpreters of the will of God to the people. Thus we find t
hat Melchizedek, being a priest of the most high God, represented Christ in his sacerdotal character, the word priest bei
ng understood as before explained. 4. His residence; he was king of Salem. &#1513;&#1500;&#1501; shalam signifies t
o make whole, complete, or perfect; and hence it means peace, which implies the making whole the breaches made in t
he political and domestic union of kingdoms, states, families, etc., making an end of discord, and establishing friendship.
Christ is called the Prince of peace, because, by his incarnation, sacrifice, and mediation, he procures and establishes p
eace between God and man; heals the breaches and dissensions between heaven and earth, reconciling both; and prod
uces glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace and good will among men. His residence is peace and quietness a
nd assurance for ever, in every believing upright heart. He governs as the Prince and Priest of the most high God, ruling
in righteousness, mighty to save; and he ever lives to make intercession for, and save to the uttermost all who come unt
o the Father by him. See the notes on Hebrews 7 (note).
Adam Clarke
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Gen_14:18-20
An incident of the deepest interest here takes us by surprise. The connecting link in the narrative is obviously the place
where the king of Sodom meets with Abram. The KingÂ’s dale is plainly adjacent to the royal residence of Melkizedec, w
ho therefore comes forth to greet and entertain the returning victor. This prince is the king of Shalem. This is apparently
an ancient name of Jerusalem, which is so designated in Psa_76:8. The other Shalem, which lay in the vicinity of Sheke
m (Gen_33:18, if this be a proper name) is far away from the KingÂ’s dale and the town of Sodom. Jerusalem is conveni
ent to these localities, and contains the element Shalem in its composition, as the name signifies the foundation of peac
e (Shalom).
The king of Shalem, by name king of righteousness, and by office king of peace, Â“brought forth bread and wine.Â” The
se are the standing elements of a simple repast for the refreshment of the body. In after times they were by divine appoi
ntment placed on the table of the presence in the tabernacle Exo_25:29-30. They were the accompaniments of the Pasc
hal lamb Mat_26:26-27, and they were adopted by the Messiah as the sacred symbols of that heavenly fare, of which, if
a man partake, he shall live forever Joh_6:48-58. The Author of revelation has made all nature intrinsically good and pur
e. He has realized therein a harmony of the laws of intelligence and design; everything meets and matches all that come
s into contact with it; and all together form a cosmos, a system of things, a unity of types and antitypes. His word cannot
but correspond to His work. Bread and wine are common things, familiar to the eye, the touch, and the taste of men. The
Great Teacher takes them up out of the hands of man as emblems of grace, mercy, and peace, through an accepted ran
som, of the lowliest as well as the loftiest boon of an everlasting salvation, and they have never lost their significance or
appropriateness.
And he was priest to the most high God. - From this we are assured that the bread and wine refreshed not only the b
ody, but the soul of Abram. In close connection with the preceding sentence, it seems to intimate that the bringing forth o
f bread and wine was a priestly act, and, accordingly, the crowning part of a sacred feast. The &#1499;&#1492;&#1503;
kohen, or priest, who is here mentioned for the first time in Scripture, was one who acted in sacred things on the part of
others. He was a mediator between God and man, representing God holding out the hand of mercy, and man reaching f
orth the hand of faith. The necessity of such an orifice grew out of the distance between God and man produced by sin.
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The business of the priest was to offer sacrifice and to intercede; in the former making amends to the law, in the latter ap
pealing to the mercy of God. We do not learn by express statement what was the mode of intervention on the part of Mel
kizedec. But we know that sacrifice was as early as Habel, and that calling on the name of the Lord was commenced in t
he time of Enosh. These were early forms of approach to God. The offices of king and priest were combined in Melkized
ec - a condition of things often exemplified in after times.
The most high God. - Here we meet with a new name of God, El, the Lasting, the Mighty, cognate with Elohim, and pre
viously occurring in the compound proper names Mebujael, Mahalalel, and Bethel. We have also an epithet of God, Â“El
ion the most high,Â” now appearing for the first time. Hence, we perceive that the unity, the omnipotence, and the absol
ute pre-eminence of God were still living in the memory and conscience of a section at least of the inhabitants of this lan
d. Still more, the worship of God was not a mere domestic custom, in which the father or head of the family officiated, bu
t a public ordinance conducted by a stated functionary. And, lastly, the mode of worship was of such a nature as to repre
sent the doctrine and acknowledge the necessity of an atonement, since it was performed by means of a priest.
Gen_14:18
And he blessed him. - Here it comes out clearly that Melkizedec acts not only in a civil but in a sacred capacity. He ble
sses Abram. In the form of benediction employed we have two parts: the former of which is strictly a blessing or asking o
f good things for the person in question. Â“Blessed be Abram.Â” It is the part of the father to bless the child, of the patria
rch or superior to bless the subject or inferior, and of the priest to bless the people Heb_7:7. Here, accordingly, Melkized
ec assumes and Abram concedes to him the superiority. The Most High God is here further designated as the Founder
of heaven and earth, the great Architect or Builder, and, therefore, Possessor of all things. There is here no indistinct all
usion to the creation of Â“heaven and earth,Â” mentioned in the opening of the Book of God. This is a manifest identifica
tion of the God of Melkizedec with the one Creator and Upholder of all things. We have here no mere local or national de
ity, with limited power and province, but the sole and supreme God of the universe and of man.
Gen_14:20
The second part of this benedictory prayer is a thanksgiving to the common God of Melkizedec and Abram for the victor
y which had been vouchsafed to the latter. Â“Thy foes.Â” Here Abram is personally addressed. Melkizedec as a priest fir
st appeals to God on behalf of Abram, and then addresses Abram on behalf of God. Thus, he performs the part of a me
diator.
And he gave him a tithe of all. - This is a very significant act. In presenting the tenth of all the spoils of victory, Abram
makes a practical acknowledgment of the absolute and exclusive supremacy of the God whom Melkizedec worshipped,
and of the authority and validity of the priesthood which he exercised. We have here all the indications of a stated order
of sacred rites, in which a costly service, with a fixed official, is maintained at the public expense, according to a definite
rate of contribution. The gift in the present case is the tenth of the spoils of war. This act of Abram, though recorded last,
may have taken place at the commencement of the interview. At all events, it renders it extremely probable that a sacrifi
ce had been offered to God, through the intervention of Melkizedec, before he brought forth the bread and wine of the ac
cepted feast.
It is obvious that here we stand on broader ground than the special promise made to Abram. Melkizedec was not a partn
er in the call of Abram, and yet the latter acknowledges him as a priest of the Most High God. Hence, we must fall back
on the covenant made with Noah - the representative of the whole race after the deluge - as the broad basis of authority
on which Melkizedec acted. That covenant, then, was not a dead letter. It still lived in the heart and will of a part of the n
ations. Its hallowing and exalting truths had produced at least one center of pure and spiritual worship on the earth. Eve
n Abram, the called of God, acknowledges its constituted head. And the Most High God, Founder and Upholder of heav
en and earth, thereby guarantees its validity for all who in every place call on his name in sincerity and truth. And his spe
cial call to Abram is given with a view to the final removal of all obstacles to the acceptance and application of this his ev
erlasting covenant. We are thankful for this glimpse into the comprehensive grandeur of the divine purpose concerning
man, which is for some time forward cast into the shade, until it begins to break forth again in the anticipations of the pro
phets, and at length shines forth with imperishable splendor in the revelations of the New Testament.
The genealogy of Melkizedec seems designedly veiled in impenetrable obscurity. To lift this veil entirely is therefore hop
eless. Yet we may venture to hint the possibility that here we have another Shemite chieftain in the land of Kenaan. The
indefinite statement of Josephus, that he was a potentate of the Kenaanites, is no proof to the contrary, even if it were of
much value. The address of Ezekiel to Jerusalem: Â“Thy origin and thy birth are of the land of Kenaan; thy father was an
Amorite, and thy mother a HittiteÂ” Eze_16:3, may refer to the period immediately before the entrance of Israel into the l
and. At and after that time the Amorite and the Jebusite seem to have been in possession of the city Jos_10:5; Jdg_1:21
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. But in the time of Abram, more than four hundred years before, it may have been different. We have discovered other tr
ibes in this land that were not of the race of Kenaan. It is not likely that Kenaan would furnish a priest of the most high G
od. It is evident that Melkizedec was not in the confederacy of the Pentapolis with the king of Sodom. He comes out sep
arately and suddenly to meet Abram, who was one of Â“the children of Heber,Â” of whom Shem was the father.
And he is the acknowledged head of the worshippers of the most high God, who is Â“the Lord, the God of Shem.Â” But
be this as it may, it is only a secondary question here. The matter of primary importance, as has been already noted, is t
he existence of a community of pure worshippers of the true God in the land of Kenaan, antecedent to Abram. If this co
mmunity be descendants of Kenaan, it only renders the discovery the more striking and impressive. The knowledge of th
e true God, the confession of the one everlasting supreme Creator of heaven and earth, the existence of a stated form o
f worship by means of a priest and a ritual attested by Abram the elect of God, in a community belonging to the Gentiles,
form at once a remarkable vindication of the justice and mercy of God in having made known to all mankind the mode of
acceptable approach to himself, and a singular evidence that such a revelation had been made to Noah, from whom alo
ne it could have descended to the whole race, and consequently to this particular branch of it.
We have reason to believe that this was not the sole line in which this precious tradition was still preserved in comparati
ve purity and power. Job and his companions belong to one other known line in which the knowledge of the one God wa
s still vital. The fundamental principles of divine truth planted in the human breast by this and antecedent revelations wer
e never afterward wholly eradicated; and from the hereditary germs of a primitive theology, cherished by contact with the
Sidonians and other Phoenicians, were Homer, Socrates, Plato, Aristotle, and other sages of the East and West, enable
d to rise to the exalted conceptions which they occasionally formed of the unity, purity, spirituality, and supremacy of the
Divine Being. The idea of God, conveyed into a soul of any power and freedom, is wonderfully prolific. It bursts the bond
s of the animal nature, and expands and elevates the rational to some shadowy semblance of its primeval glory. Where i
t has become altogether extinct, the human has sunk down under the debasing bondage of the brutal. During the four ce
nturies that elapsed from the arrival of Abram to the conquest of the country by his descendants, this interesting relic of
a pure Gentile worship seems to have disappeared. But the traces of such a purifying and elevating knowledge of God w
ere not even then effaced from the memories, the customs, and the phrases of the people.
Albert Barnes
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Psa 110:4 The LORD hath sworn, and will not repent, Thou art a priest for ever after the order of Melchizedek.
Thou art a priest for ever after the order of Melchizedek; or, "according to the word of Melchizedek" (z); that is, accor
ding to what is said of him; there being an agreement between the things said of one and of the other; so the Syriac vers
ion, "according to the likeness of Melchizedek", see Heb_7:15 of him no mention is made elsewhere, but in Gen_14:18 a
nd in the epistle to the Hebrews. Various are the opinions of men concerning him: some think he was not a man, but an
angel that appeared to Abraham: others, a divine power, superior to Christ, who were called "Melchizedecians": and oth
ers, that he was the Holy Ghost; and others, the Son of God himself, in an human form. On the other hand, some take hi
m to be a mere man. The general notion of the Jews is, that he was Shem, the son of Noah; others, that he was a Cana
anitish king, of the posterity of Ham: but others do not think it proper or lawful to inquire who he was, or from whom he d
escended; this being purposely hidden from men, that he might be more clearly a type of Christ. That there is a likeness
between them is certain; the signification of his name, a title of office, King of righteousness, and King of peace, agrees
with Christ the Lord, our righteousness and our peace: his being without father, mother, descent, beginning of days, and
end of life, agree with the divinity, humanity, and eternity of Christ; and who is likewise King and Priest, as he was; and
who blesses his people, as he did Abraham; and refreshes them with bread and wine, as he did Abraham's soldiers; Se
e Gill on Heb_7:2. See Gill on Heb_7:3. Now Christ is a Priest like him; whose office is to offer sacrifice, which he has do
ne, even himself, for the atonement of the sins of his people; to make intercession for them, which he ever lives to do; to
introduce their persons to his Father, and present their petitions to him; and to call for every blessing for them, and answ
er all charges against them: in which office he continues for ever; there never will be any change in his priesthood, as th
ere has been in Aaron's; nor will he ever have any successor: his priesthood is unchangeable, or does not pass from on
e to another, Heb_7:24, the efficacy of his blood and sacrifice always continues, and intercession is ever made by him, a
nd the glory of his mediation is ever given him. The apostle produces this passage in proof of the change of the Aaronic
priesthood, and so of the law, Heb_7:11 and about the time Christ appeared as the high priest, the legal priesthood sens
ibly declined, and which the Jews themselves own; for they say,
"after the death of Ishmael Ben Phabi, the splendour of the priesthood ceased (a);''
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which man was made priest by Valerius Gratus, governor of Judea, under Tiberius Caesar (b),
(z) &#1506;&#1500; &#1491;&#1489;&#1512;&#1514;&#1497; "super meum verbum", Montanus; "juxta verbum", Vatabl
us. (a) Misn. Sotah, c. 9. s. 15. (b) Joseph. Antiqu. l. 18. c. 2. s. 2. Vid. ib. l. 20. c. 7. s. 8.
John Gill
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
And of course the remainder of Hebrews ...
Heb 7:8 And here men that die receive tithes; but there he receiveth them, of whom it is witnessed that he liveth.
Heb 7:9 And as I may so say, Levi also, who receiveth tithes, payed tithes in Abraham.
Heb 7:10 For he was yet in the loins of his father, when Melchisedec met him.
Heb 7:11 If therefore perfection were by the Levitical priesthood, (for under it the people received the law,) what further
need was there that another priest should rise after the order of Melchisedec, and not be called after the order of Aaron?
Heb 7:12
Heb 7:13
altar.
Heb 7:14
Heb 7:15
Heb 7:16
Heb 7:17

For the priesthood being changed, there is made of necessity a change also of the law.
For he of whom these things are spoken pertaineth to another tribe, of which no man gave attendance at the
For it is evident that our Lord sprang out of Juda; of which tribe Moses spake nothing concerning priesthood.
And it is yet far more evident: for that after the similitude of Melchisedec there ariseth another priest,
Who is made, not after the law of a carnal commandment, but after the power of an endless life.
For he testifieth, Thou art a priest for ever after the order of Melchisedec.

(https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/newbb/viewtopic.php?viewmodeflat&order0&topic_id978&forum36&post_id&refr
eshGo) The Order of MelchizedeK
(https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/newbb/viewtopic.php?topic_id1882&forum45#12074) Abraham, My Friend_22
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/4 23:29
Hebrews calls Jesus "another priest" that has arisen according to the order of Melchizedek. Thus, though a popularly ta
ught doctrine, Melchizedek is not a pre-incarnate Christ. He simply is a king of a city named Salem, and is also a priest
of God. He serves as a type of Christ, but is not to be confused with Christ.
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/5 0:20
There is only One who could ever serve as King of Peace and King of Righteousness, our Lord Jesus Christ. He is the
High Priest who brings peace to those who deserve wrath, He is the means by which all men might know the Righteous
ness of God.
This is a thread that was discussed some time ago on Melchizedeck.
https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/newbb/viewtopic.php?topic_id=978&forum=36&97
Prov. 9:10 Â“The fear of the LORD is the beginning of wisdom,
And the knowledge of the Holy One is understanding.
Is. 43:14 Thus says the LORD, your Redeemer,
The Holy One of Israel:
Â“For your sake I will send to Babylon,
And bring them all down as fugitivesÂ—
The Chaldeans, who rejoice in their ships.
15 I am the LORD, your Holy One,
The Creator of Israel, your King.Â”
Even the fallen know whom the Holy One is...
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Mark 1:24 saying, Â“Let us alone! What have we to do with You, Jesus of Nazareth? Did You come to destroy us? I kno
w who You areÂ—the Holy One of God!Â”
There is only One whom serves before the foundation of the world as the Mediator between man and the Father, His na
me is Emmanuel...
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/5 1:02
The overall purpose of Hebrews 7 is to explain that for Jewish Christians, the Levitical priesthood had been superceded.
To illustrate the transition of the priesthood from the Levites to Yeshua the Messiah, the writer uses Melchizedek, priest
of God in the Old Testament, to typify Christ's new position as High Priest.
Christ has a lineage of man in Mary all the way back to Adam. Christ's Father was God and He was birthed long after M
elchizedek. Jesus Christ the Son of God born in Bethlehem could not be The Jesus Paul is speaking about in Heb 7 if
Melchizedek was Christ. He had not been born of woman and the body of Christ that was prepared for Him was not inc
arnet from Melchizedek. This Melchizedek can only be a type of Christ, like all the other types in the Old Testament. A
braham's ties were paid to a man, who was a king and priest of God and of Salem. He was not Jesus Christ the Son of
God.
In Psalm 110, a messianic psalm written by David (Matt. 22:43), Melchizedek is seen as a type of Christ. This theme is r
epeated in the Book of Hebrews, where both Melchizedek and Christ are considered kings of righteousness and peace.
By citing Melchizedek and his unique priesthood as a type, Paul the writer shows that Christ's new priesthood is superior
to the old Levitical order and the priesthood of Aaron (Heb. 7:1-10; Melchisedec, KJV). Attempts have been made to ide
ntify Melchizedek as . . . an angel, the Holy Spirit, Christ, and others. All are the products of speculation, not historical fa
ct; and it is impossible to reconcile them with the theological argument of Hebrews. Melchizedek was a real, historical ki
ng-priest who served as a type for the greater King-Priest who was to come, Jesus Christ (p. 819).
The Eerdmans Bible Dictionary gives this interpretation of the seventh chapter of Hebrews:
Within the interpretation of Ps. 110 that occupies much of the epistle to the Hebrews, Heb. 7 builds on Gen. 14:18-20. A
braham's acknowledgment of the legitimacy of Melchizedek's priesthood becomes an argument for the priority of that pri
esthood over the "descendants of Levi" (vv. 4-10). The messianic ruler of Ps. 110 is, therefore, a priest of a line prior to t
he levitical priesthood ("after the order of Melchizedek"; Heb. 7:11-19; KJV "Melchisedec"; cf. 5:6, 10; 6:20). That the nar
rative of the king-priest Melchizedek is introduced so abruptly into Genesis becomes an argument for Melchizedek's bein
g "without father or mother or genealogy," i.e., beginning or end (7:3), and so not only a predecessor but also a type of C
hrist as "a priest for ever" (cf. Ps. 110:4). The legitimacy of the levitical priesthood depends on its descent from Levi; as it
has a beginning, so it has an end in the understanding of the author of Hebrews.
Like Melchizedek Jesus's Father has no beginning or end, father or mother or genealogy, this making Jesus Christ the lit
eral Son of the Living God and Jesus's human mother Mary. Thus The Son of Man incarnet in Jesus Christ The Son of
God. So Melchizedek could not have been Jesus Christ that was in the Mind of God before the foundation of the world t
o bring salvation to the world by The Grace of God and through the Faith of Jesus Christ in the believer. Melchizedek's
genealogy is obscured for this reason our the assumption would be the he was Jesus Christ. Not Possible. If Melchized
ek was Jesus Christ, he would have to of been born of woman and God the Father, with this genealogy, which scripture
says he has none.
In Christ: Phillip
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/5 2:06
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
------------------------- So Melchizedek could not have been Jesus Christ that was in the Mind of God before the foundation of the world to bring salvation
to the world by The Grace of God and through the Faith of Jesus Christ in the believer.
-------------------------
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Who is the Holy One of Israel?
In Christ
Jeff
Re: Melchizedek - who was he? - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/5 5:49
One of the important words relating to Christ as a Melchisedecian High Priest is inÂ“Wherefore it behooved him in all thi
ngs to be made like unto his brethren, that he might become a merciful and faithful high priest in things pertaining to Go
d, to make propitiation for the sins of the people.Â”(Heb 2:17 ASV) The word Â‘Â’made/becomeÂ” is the word
(http://www.blueletterbible.org/cgi-bin/words.pl?strongs1096&page1&flag_full1) ginomai which really means Â‘to come i
nto being or existenceÂ’. This is telling us that an event has taken place. The one that we worship as Jesus Christ is th
e unchanging God the Son but events have taken place in time and history which is why the word Â‘ginomaiÂ’ is used h
ere.
There was a Â‘time and placeÂ’ when Jesus Christ was not a Melchisedecian High Priest and a time when he Â‘became
Â’ such. This will help us to identify the Old Testament character of Melchisedec. ChristÂ’s Melchisedecian Highpriesth
ood is tied in to his incarnation which is why the earlier verses from Hebrews say that is part of the reason why it was ne
cessary for him to Â‘becomeÂ’ human (John 1:14 uses this same word Â‘ginomaiÂ’; the Word became flesh. An event in
time and history)Â“Inasmuch then as the children have partaken of flesh and blood, He Himself likewise shared in the sa
meÂ…Â” (Heb 2:14 NKJV)
Mechisedec was a real flesh and blood king of ancient times who lived long before Christ Â‘became fleshÂ’ and before
God the Son Â‘becameÂ’ a High Priest. He is a mysterious character who only appears for a few verses and then vanis
hes from the record as an individual. But a thousand years after he lived David received a prophetic song which has the
se cryptic words; Â“The LORD has sworn
And will not relent,
Â“You are a priest forever
According to the order of Melchizedek.Â”Â” (Psa 110:4 NKJV)We need to ask ourselves what did this mean to David an
d the answer is that this man Melchisedec is the only example in the Bible of a Priest-King. IsraelÂ’s priesthood and mo
narchy were strictly separated; the priests descending from Levi(Aaron) and the kings from Judah, but David has a revel
ation of another kind of king and another kind of priest, unlike his own kingship or the priests that served in his day. In hi
s song David hears God declaring that someone is a Priest, forever, according to the order of Melchisedec. This person
is one who has been enthroned as king. David is saying this person is, at one and the same time, both priest and king.
Jesus said that when David said these words he was referring to Christ. (Luke 20:41-43) The writer to the Hebrews take
s up the same theme in showing that God the Son has become both King and Priest. Melchisedec himself is never refer
red to as a High Priest but simply Â‘the priestÂ’ whereas in Hebrews Christ is referred to as the High Priest of Melchised
ecÂ’s order; it a priest-king. Melchisedec himself was a man with unique revelations of God which he shared with Abrah
am.
Re: - posted by PCB, on: 2007/2/5 10:42
It is stated in Hebrews 7:3 that Melchisedec had no descent, do those who believe that Melchisedec was not the Lord Hi
mself think that this verse should not be taken literally? It comes between two other verses which I think are pretty widel
y accepted to be literal.
HBr 7:3 Without father, without mother, without descent, having neither beginning of days, nor end of life; but made like
unto the Son of God; abideth a priest continually.
I have read through the previous threads on the subject and I find myself agreeing with Rookie's view on the subject.
Peter
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Re: - posted by Jimbabwean, on: 2007/2/5 11:52
Quote:
-------------------------Not sure I find it either mind strecthing nor reasonable ... it's actually arrogance.
-------------------------

Sorry to come across as arrogant! I personally found it mind bending when I first came across this question asked of m
e by a theologian whose PhD dissertation involved the matter.
I am grateful for the opportunity to come here and ask what appear to be mature Christians their views. Some of these s
ubjects may be repeats, but it is helpful to ask these questions. I learn by them, and sometimes the answers previously
given do not necessarily answer my particular questions.
If there was a simple answer to these questions there probably wouldn't be any controversy. What causes the controver
sy? Well, with Melchizedek, he is linked to Abraham's payment of a tenth, and that is linked to the tithing message. It is a
lso an emotional issue because we worship Jesus, and to think that we may have been misled into thinking that Melchiz
edek was Jesus, when he may have been just a money grabbing pagan is offensive.

Re: - posted by RobertW (), on: 2007/2/5 12:08
Quote:
-------------------------HBr 7:3 Without father, without mother, without descent, having neither beginning of days, nor end of life; but made like unto the So
n of God; abideth a priest continually.
-------------------------

I think the scriptures were intentionally silent on these things in order that he might be a 'type' of our Great High Priest. S
urely this man really lived and died? Surely he was born (had a birth date). He does not abide a priest continually to this
day- only there is no record of when it ended. Through silence in these areas he is afforded the ability to be a 'type' of C
hrist. If the details of his life and death had been filled in we had had no point of reference.
Re: - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/5 12:14
Quote:
-------------------------It is stated in Hebrews 7:3 that Melchisedec had no descent, do those who believe that Melchisedec was not the Lord Himself think
that this verse should not be taken literally?
-------------------------

Yes, it is a type and not a replica.
Re: - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/5 15:44
Quote:
-------------------------It is also an emotional issue because we worship Jesus, and to think that we may have been misled into thinking that Melchizedek
was Jesus, when he may have been just a money grabbing pagan is offensive.
-------------------------

No. That is not the issue here. The issue is this idea of Melchizedek ... 'he may have been just a money grabbing pagan
' or 'a pagan priest making a quick buck off Abraham?' is absurd. There is no foundation to it at all.
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Re: - posted by PCB, on: 2007/2/5 16:20
Quote:
------------------------RobertW wrote:
Quote:
------------------------I think the scriptures were intentionally silent on these things in order that he might be a 'type' of our Great High Priest. Surely this man really lived and
died? Surely he was born (had a birth date). He does not abide a priest continually to this day- only there is no record of when it ended. Through silenc
e in these areas he is afforded the ability to be a 'type' of Christ. If the details of his life and death had been filled in we had had no point of reference.
-------------------------

'the scriptures were intentionally silent on these things'
I know that you mean that in Genesis there is no mention of his genealogy; but the scriptures are not silent on these things, the writer of Hebrews say
s that Melchisedec had no father and no mother.
I understand your reasoning, that no mention was made of his genealogy so that the type could be shown but I think it is a very big leap to state positiv
ely that he was born and that he died when the scripture says otherwise, and how do you know he doesn't abide a priest continually to this day?
The next verse says 'how great this man was' but the 'was' is imposed on the text and not in the original, one or two of the more literal versions say 'is'
I think.
But assuming that you are correct, and that this verse (3) should be taken purely figuratively, is it not a very odd way to express the thing? If I understa
nd you right the writer is in effect saying:
Verses 1 and 2.
Historical/literal facts, plainly understood as such
Verse 3
'Because we are not told any details about when Melchisedec was born, or died, or who his parents were, its as though he was like the Son of God in
a pictorial sense, and although he actually died, because it is not recorded, it's like he didn't, so it is as if he is still a priest continually.(though of course
he isn't)'
PCB paraphrase!
compare to KJV
Without father, without mother, without descent, having neither beginning of days, nor end of life; but made like unto the Son of God; abideth a priest c
ontinually.
Verse 4-10
Back to historical/literal facts
At best it is unwieldy logic and the only reason we would interpret this verse that way would be if we are trying to fit it into a hypothesis that Melchiside
c was not the Lord Himself.
Please bear with me if I am overly pedantic, I have genuinely worked at this one from both directions (Melchisidec is/wasn't God) and am stuck at this
verse when trying to decide that he wasn't.
Peter
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Re: - posted by PCB, on: 2007/2/5 16:21
Quote:
------------------------RobertW wrote:
Quote:
------------------------I think the scriptures were intentionally silent on these things in order that he might be a 'type' of our Great High Priest. Surely this man really lived and
died? Surely he was born (had a birth date). He does not abide a priest continually to this day- only there is no record of when it ended. Through silenc
e in these areas he is afforded the ability to be a 'type' of Christ. If the details of his life and death had been filled in we had had no point of reference.
-------------------------

'the scriptures were intentionally silent on these things'
I know that you mean that in Genesis there is no mention of his genealogy; but the scriptures are not silent on these things, the writer of Hebrews say
s that Melchisedec had no father and no mother.
I understand your reasoning, that no mention was made of his genealogy so that the type could be shown but I think it is a very big leap to state positiv
ely that he was born and that he died when the scripture says otherwise, and how do you know he doesn't abide a priest continually to this day?
The next verse says 'how great this man was' but the 'was' is imposed on the text and not in the original, one or two of the more literal versions say 'is'
I think.
But assuming that you are correct, and that this verse (3) should be taken purely figuratively, is it not a very odd way to express the thing? If I understa
nd you right the writer is in effect saying:
Verses 1 and 2.
Historical/literal facts, plainly understood as such
Verse 3
'Because we are not told any details about when Melchisedec was born, or died, or who his parents were, its as though he was like the Son of God in
a pictorial sense, and although he actually died, because it is not recorded, it's like he didn't, so it is as if he is still a priest continually.(though of course
he isn't)'
PCB paraphrase!
compare to KJV
Without father, without mother, without descent, having neither beginning of days, nor end of life; but made like unto the Son of God; abideth a priest c
ontinually.
Verse 4-10
Back to historical/literal facts
At best it is unwieldy logic and the only reason we would interpret this verse that way would be if we are trying to fit it into a hypothesis that Melchiside
c was not the Lord Himself.
Please bear with me if I am overly pedantic, I have genuinely worked at this one from both directions (Melchisidec is/wasn't God) and am stuck at this
verse when trying to decide that he wasn't.
Peter
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Re: - posted by deltadom (), on: 2007/2/5 17:59
(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Melchizedek) Melchizedek- Wikipedia Definition
This was a question that I struggled with. I worked out that it could either be one of three people
1. Shem
2. Noah
3. Jesus
Melch-Tzedic
Melchizedek name liturally does mean King , Melech means King. Tzidek means righteous. I am spelling these wrong.
When I discussed this issue with my elder I did not think how long Noah lived or Shem.
Shem or Hashem means name. is not his name. I thought Melchizedek was a Theophany an Incarnation of Christ befor
e the Incarnation, he discussed with me that he thought it was either Shem or Noah. It lasted quite a time
1.Shem
Shem was supposed to live along time after the Flood and was supposed to have even lived up to the birth of Issac.
Shem
(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shem) Shem
Shems name was used for the name of god in hebrew
Ha Shem the name. Shem was supposed to live in Jerusalem and what we know from Shem before he was a righteous
man and renown. He may have lived in now jerusalem
2. Noah
Noah would have also lived up to then and according to Jewish Tradition handed over Adams clothes. I need to do alot
more research
3. Christ
It could be this option
Re: - posted by deltadom (), on: 2007/2/5 18:02
(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Melchizedek) Melchizedek- Wikipedia Definition
This was a question that I struggled with. I worked out that it could either be one of three people
1. Shem
2. Noah
3. Jesus
Melch-Tzedic
Melchizedek name liturally does mean King , Melech means King. Tzidek means righteous. I am spelling these wrong.
When I discussed this issue with my elder I did not think how long Noah lived or Shem.
Shem or Hashem means name. is not his name. I thought Melchizedek was a Theophany an Incarnation of Christ befor
e the Incarnation, he discussed with me that he thought it was either Shem or Noah. It lasted quite a time
1.Shem
Shem was supposed to live along time after the Flood and was supposed to have even lived up to the birth of Issac.
Shem
(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shem) Shem
Shems name was used for the name of god in hebrew
Ha Shem the name. Shem was supposed to live in Jerusalem and what we know from Shem before he was a righteous
man and renown. He may have lived in now jerusalem
2. Noah
Noah would have also lived up to then and according to Jewish Tradition handed over Adams clothes. I need to do alot
more research
3. Christ
It could be this option
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Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/5 19:02
Is the Logos Melchizedek?
This is a very good rendering of who Shem was and that He was the worshiping son of Noah. If I met my grandfather re
moved 10 times I would also pay homage to him. After the flood there was a new beginning, the slate was clear, there
were only 8 souls on this earth left after the flood. Shem was chosen as the one to worship God in all that He was knowi
ng where he had come from. The other two son's were a philosopher and a creative builder, as Nimrod was a son of Cu
sh who was a son of Ham. These son's of Noah on this earth after the flood, from that date had on genealogy of time.
Levi paid ties through Abraham when Melchizedek met Levi before he was born.
In that sense, Melchizedek had no beginning or end.
Here is a very good one to understand the Melchizedek was not the replica of Jesus Christ but a type of the Christ that
would come. Be Born, live, die, buried, resurrected and sits at the right hand of His Father and is instilled in the believer
s that His Father has given Him. This is a type of Melchizedek and Jesus Christ is a priest forever after that order of prie
st. Not the pre-incarnate Christ being "the priest" but being a type of that priesthood, who is now the Only High Priest an
d Son of God who live in His brothers and sisters forever.
http://users.aristotle.net/~bhuie/melchiz.htm
In Christ: Phillip
Re: - posted by Jimbabwean, on: 2007/2/5 19:42
Quote:
-------------------------The issue is this idea of Melchizedek ... 'he may have been just a money grabbing pagan ' or 'a pagan priest making a quick buck of
f Abraham?' is absurd. There is no foundation to it at all.
-------------------------

How about this foundation:
Logic says that Melchizedek was one of the following:
Â• A Jebusite pagan king
Â• A righteous priest
Â• The Son of God Himself
Historically we know that the Jebusites lived in Jerusalem. The Bible tells us that there was a pagan in Jerusalem called
Adonizedek, a pagan that Joshua slew. Adonizedek and Melchizedek mean pretty much the same thing. This pagan Ad
onizedek worshiped a pagan deity that he called Zedek.
The principle of conservation of miracles means that you go for the least miraculous solution to a problem, before resorti
ng to miracles to explain something away. The logical quest for a solution would first be to say that Melchizedek was a
mere mortal.
Christians find it hard to believe that God could have used a pagan priest as a symbol for Jesus, and I appreciate that. B
ut God is God. When he likens us to sheep, must we also eat grass? Types are just there to help us understand, and the
neat thing about Melchizedek was that he had some very convenient titles: King of Salem, and King of Righteousness.
Why did he have authority over Abraham? He was the local king, and according to Arab custom, he deserved a tenth of
the battle spoils. This tax was known as the Esretu tax. Moses had something to say about how much was to be charge
d on battle proceeds. He said that about 1% was it.
Why would the king of a pagan Jebusite city be a godly priest? Perhaps that could be called absurd?
The thing about Jesus being Melchizedek was controversial in the days of the New Testament too, because youÂ’ll see t
he writer of Hebrews say use the expression Â“what we know is thisÂ” and then go through what can be said for certain.
The writer clearly uses phrases like Â“likeÂ” and Â“could sayÂ” when drawing the typological implication. He never says
that it IS Jesus.
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The fact that Jesus was ordained as a priest according to the order of Melchizedek on resurrection day means that he c
ould not have been Melchizedek at the time Abraham was there. Usually when Jesus showed up in the Old Testament
He is called the Angel of the Lord.
The purpose of using Melchizedek in Hebrews is to teach the gospel. People have gotten saved thinking that Melchized
ek was Jesus, but that doesnÂ’t mean that he was Jesus. I know people who got saved on Christmas, another day asso
ciated with paganism. But that is a whole Â“notherÂ” story! Sadly Christianity has been polluted with paganism, and perh
aps that is why the western church as been so feeble in changing the western world?
One fact remains, Jesus is Melchizedek in the sense of what the name Melchizedek means, but as for historical Melchiz
edek, king of a pagan Jebusite city that was judged by God himself under Joshua...
WouldnÂ’t you say that it is absurd to say that anyone except for a pagan would be king and priest of such a city?

Re: - posted by deltadom (), on: 2007/2/5 20:51
Abraham would not have paid respect to a pagan king else he would have paid respect to the king of sodom or any othe
r king.
Abraham would not have taken any notice of a righteous priest either.
I Think it has to be someone abit more special!!
Re: Melchizedek - who was he?, on: 2007/2/5 21:39
Quote:
------------------------Jimbabwean wrote:
Do you think that Melchizedek was actually Jesus? Or was he merely a priest of YHWH? Or was he, dare I say it, a pagan priest making a quick buck
off Abraham?
-------------------------

xxxxxxxxxxxx
Stever's response:
I once heard the explanation that Melchizedek was Shem, the son of Noah.
If, as Hebrew tradition and the Apocrypha holds, Melchizedek was Shem, the son of Noah and survivor of the Pre-Flood
world, he was the OLDEST LIVING MAN, THE LAST MAN OF THE PATRIARCHAL PERIOD, OF THE WHOLE LIVING
POPULATION OF THE EARTH. Then, sometime previous to Abram's coming, Melchizedek had taken possession in the
name of God, of JERUSALEM. Other sources teach that since he was said to have no mother or father (since His father
Noah and his mother had already died, and he came from the other side of the flood), he is considered as a TYPE of the
pre-existent Messiah that will come in the future (just like Moses is a TYPE of Christ as well.
We know very little about the king-priest Melchizedek. These descriptions are of course disputed but we need not know
who he was but rather THAT the Melchizedek priesthood is for the Christian. Melchizedek lived to be 600 years old, and
would have been about 98 years old at the time of the flood. He would continue living another 503 years after the flood,
and would have definitely had the chance of meeting Abraham in the promised land. Abraham was about 145 years old
when Melchizedek died at age 600 years (Abraham lived about another 30 years, until he died) . Melchizedek, was king
and founder of Ur Salem (JERUSALEM). ABRAM believed the two of them SERVED THE SAME GOD. Abram paid tith
es to Melchizedek and this is the first record of any priest of God in the Bible. As far as we know, Melchizedek was the o
nly priest at that time --SO IF HE WAS CHOSEN AS A HIGH PRIEST, IT WOULD BE OVER THE PRIESTHOOD IN GE
NERATIONS TO COME. We do know that he was a king and a servant to mankind making him a TYPE OF CHRIST. The w
riter of Hebrews says that he was "made like unto the Son of God." Jesus was made a high priest forever after the order
of Melchizedec.
Some other things to consider about Shem:

Shem was not the Â“first bornÂ” son of Noah. In Genesis 10:21 it tells us that Japeth was the elder (oldest) of the two. S
hem is listed in first order because he is in the lineage to the Messiah ie: He received the blessing (Genesis 9:26 & Luke
3:36)
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Hope this helps!
God bless,
Stever 8-)
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/5 22:57
Brother Ron wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Mechisedec was a real flesh and blood king of ancient times who lived long before Christ Â‘became fleshÂ’ and before God the Son
Â‘becameÂ’ a High Priest. He is a mysterious character who only appears for a few verses and then vanishes from the record as an individual.
-------------------------

With this statement, does it mean that there exists another like Christ in God's "economy?"
In Christ
Jeff
Re:, on: 2007/2/5 23:08
Quote:
------------------------rookie wrote:
Brother Ron wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Mechisedec was a real flesh and blood king of ancient times who lived long before Christ Â‘became fleshÂ’ and before God the Son
Â‘becameÂ’ a High Priest. He is a mysterious character who only appears for a few verses and then vanishes from the record as an individual.
-------------------------

With this statement, does it mean that there exists another like Christ in God's "economy?"
In Christ
Jeff
-------------------------

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
Moses is a TYPE of Christ, the same as Melchidezek is a TYPE of Christ.
God bless,
Stever :-D
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/5 23:18
It should be noted that just because the Jebusites were hardcore pagans at the time when Joshua fought them, doesn't
mean they were corrupt nearly 500 years prior when Abraham met Melchizedek! Hebrews argues that Jesus is a high p
riest according to this order simply because "God says so." For under the law, one was a priest based on pedigree. But
Christ was made a priest, like Melchizedek, not based upon any pedigree, but simply because, "God says so."
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Re: Convenience - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/5 23:55
"Convenient titles"?
What is still absurd is that you are setting up a straw-man of an argument based on pure speculation rather than
appealing to what the text states.
Forget the issue of whether or not Melchizedek was the Lord. The 'types' here is obvious enough as is explained by
Hebrews. How often is the mention of the word order? That is the main issue I am trying to force into the open here.
Psa 110:4 The LORD hath sworn, and will not repent, Thou art a priest for ever after the order (H1700) of Melchizedek.
Order
H1700
&#1491;&#1468;&#1489;&#1512;&#1492;
dibra&#770;h
dib-raw'
Feminine of H1697; a reason, suit or style: - cause, end, estate, order, regard.
Psa 110:4 The Lord hath sworn - He has confirmed the appointment of the Messiah by a solemn oath, or as by an oath. That is, It
is as sure and fixed as if he had taken an oath. Compare Heb_6:13. The Â“time,Â” so to speak, if the word time can be a
pplied to transactions in a past eternity, was that when he was designated in the divine purpose as Messiah; in the etern
al counsels of God. Compare Psa_2:7.
And will not repent - Will not change his purpose.
Thou art a priest forever after the order of Melchizedek - The word rendered Â“orderÂ” here means properly a word,
a thing, a matter; hence, a way or manner. The meaning here is, that he would be a priest Â“after the mannerÂ” of Melc
hizedek; or, such a priest as he was. He would not be of the tribe of Levi; he would not be in the regular line of the priest
hood, but he would resemble, in the characteristics of his office, this ancient priest-king, combining in himself the two fun
ctions of priest and king; as a priest, standing alone; not deriving his authority from any line of predecessors; and having
no successors. See this verse explained at length, in its application to the Messiah, in the notes at Heb_5:6 (note), Heb_
5:10 (note); Heb_7:1-3 (note). The passage as it stands here, and as looked at without any reference to the use made of
it in the New Testament, would imply these things:
(1) That he who was spoken of would be, in a proper sense, a priest.
(2) that he would have a perpetual or permanent priesthood - Â“forever.Â”
(3) that he would not be of the established line of priests in the tribe of Levi, but that his appointment would be unusual a
nd extraordinary.
(4) that the appointment would come directly from God, and would not be Â“derivedÂ” from those who went before him.
(5) that as a priest he would Â“resembleÂ” Melchizedek, according to the record which was found of Melchizedek in Gen
esis.
(6) that as Melchizedek was a priest of the Most High God, so he would be.
(7) that as Melchizedek combined in himself the functions of both priest and king, so these would be found in him.
(8) that as Melchizedek had no successors in office, so he would have none.
How far these things were applicable to the Lord Jesus Christ, and with what propriety the passage might be applied to
him, may be seen by examining the Epistle to the Hebrews, Heb. 5Â–7.
John Gill
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Heb 5:6 As he saith also in another place, Thou art a priest for ever after the order of Melchisedec.
Order
G5010
&#964;&#945;&#769;&#958;&#953;&#962;
taxis
tax'-is
From G5021; regular arrangement, that is, (in time) fixed succession (of rank or character), official dignity: - order.
Besides these first two, Heb 5:10, 6:20, 7:11, 7:17, and 7:21 all state after the order of Melchisedec. Except in Heb 7:15
where it is rendered;
Heb 7:15 And it is yet far more evident: for that after the similitude of Melchisedec there ariseth another priest,
Similitude
G3665
&#959;&#788;&#956;&#959;&#953;&#959;&#769;&#964;&#951;&#962;
homoiote&#772;s
hom-oy-ot'ace
From G3664; resemblance: - like as, similitude.
If there is anything to be deduced from all of this it is in the character, in dignity, righteousness.
"Heb 7:4 Now consider how great this man was, unto whom even the patriarch Abraham gave the tenth of the spoils.
You wish to make the Lord Jesus typified by a mere pagan priest out for a money grab? And think that is not absurd?
Blaspheme

Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/6 0:33
Brother Steve wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Moses is a TYPE of Christ, the same as Melchidezek is a TYPE of Christ.
-------------------------

The writer of Hebrews makes this distinction between Moses and Christ...
Heb. 3:1 Therefore, holy brethren, partakers of the heavenly calling, consider the Apostle and High Priest of our confessi
on, Christ Jesus, 2 who was faithful to Him who appointed Him, as Moses also was faithful in all His house. 3 For this
One has been counted worthy of more glory than Moses, inasmuch as He who built the house has more honor than the
house. 4 For every house is built by someone, but He who built all things is God. 5 And Moses indeed was faithful in all
His house as a servant, for a testimony of those things which would be spoken afterward, 6 but Christ as a Son over His
own house, whose house we are if we hold fast the confidence and the rejoicing of the hope firm to the end.

Moses was faithful in all His house, but it is Christ who built the house...
It was Christ who built the house for Moses and the children of Israel.
Has anyone ever considered who the Holy One of Israel is according to Scripture?
In Christ
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Jeff
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/6 0:37
Going along with Brother Mikes thoughts...
For what pupose did God establish the "priestly order of Melchizedec?"
In Christ
Jeff
Re:, on: 2007/2/6 1:17
Quote:
------------------------rookie wrote:
Brother Steve wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Moses is a TYPE of Christ, the same as Melchidezek is a TYPE of Christ.
-------------------------

The writer of Hebrews makes this distinction between Moses and Christ...
Heb. 3:1 Therefore, holy brethren, partakers of the heavenly calling, consider the Apostle and High Priest of our confession, Christ Jesus, 2 who was f
aithful to Him who appointed Him, as Moses also was faithful in all His house. 3 For this One has been counted worthy of more glory than Moses, inas
much as He who built the house has more honor than the house. 4 For every house is built by someone, but He who built all things is God. 5 And Mo
ses indeed was faithful in all His house as a servant, for a testimony of those things which would be spoken afterward, 6 but Christ as a Son over His o
wn house, whose house we are if we hold fast the confidence and the rejoicing of the hope firm to the end.

Moses was faithful in all His house, but it is Christ who built the house...
It was Christ who built the house for Moses and the children of Israel.
Has anyone ever considered who the Holy One of Israel is according to Scripture?
In Christ
Jeff
-------------------------

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
Stever responds to Rookie:
It might help to explain what the word TYPE actually means:
Topics: Type
Text: occurs only once in Scripture (1 Cor. 10:11, A.V. marg.). The Greek word tupos is rendered "print" (John 20:25), "f
igure" (Acts 7:43; Rom. 5:14), "fashion" (Acts 7:44), "manner" (Acts 23:25), "form" (Rom. 6:17), "example" or "ensample"
(1 Cor. 10:6, 11; Phil. 3:17; 1 Thess. 1:7; 2 Thess. 3:9; 1 Tim. 4:12). IT PROPERLY MEANS A "MODEL" OR "PATTERN
" OR "MOLD" into which clay or wax was pressed, that it might take the FIGURE or exact shape of the mould. The word
"type" is generally used to denote A RESEMBLANCE BETWEEN SOMETHING PRESENT AND SOMETHING FUTURE
, which is called the "antitype."
THE "TYPE" IS NEVER THE REAL DEAL. IT ONLY POINTS TO THE REAL THING.
God bless,
Stever :-D
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Re: - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/6 1:56
Quote:
-------------------------With this statement, does it mean that there exists another like Christ in God's "economy?"
-------------------------

There are many 'like' Christ. The Aaronic priesthood with its anointed (Christed) priest, the Mediator of the covenant, Mo
ses. The anointed (Christed) king, David. Isaac the son of the Father who passed through death and received his bride.
Joshua-Jesus who took his people into the fulfillment of the promise. The Beloved in the Song. The offerings and sacrifi
ces. Adam.... and many another. But there is only one Jesus Christ.
Re: - posted by Jimbabwean, on: 2007/2/6 22:07
Quote:
-------------------------You wish to make the Lord Jesus typified by a mere pagan priest out for a money grab? And think that is not absurd?
Blaspheme
-------------------------

A charge of Blasphemy, eh? It would only be Blasphemy, if Melchizedek was Jesus. Jesus is the lamb of God. Sheep ar
e stupid. Yet Jesus is typified by a stupid sheep. Is that blasphemous?
The question of Order..
Assume there was this literal order of priests, and we know that Jesus was/is in it. Could there be another priest? I don't
think anyone would argue that? Two eternal priests?!
So when was Jesus ordained into this order then?
Hebrews 5:5 So also Christ did not exalt himself to be made a high priest, but was appointed by him who said to him, "Y
ou are my Son,today I have begotten you"; 6 as he says also in another place, "You are a priest forever, after the order
of Melchizedek."
Acts 13:32 And we bring you the good news that what God promised to the fathers, 33this he has fulfilled to us their chil
dren by raising Jesus, as also it is written in the second Psalm, "'You are my Son, today I have begotten you.' 34 And as
for the fact that he raised him from the dead, no more to return to corruption, he has spoken in this way, "'I will give you
the holy and sure blessings of David.'
We can see He was ordained as priest on resurrection day, and centuries after Abraham's day.
Because the Order of Melchizedek has to only include Jesus, then the Order must be symbolic, because Melchizedek w
as also a priest.
The easy answer is that Melchizedek was just a pagan priest. If he were some godly person like Shem, then Shem woul
d be in this Order of Eternal priests.
The order is merely symbolic, because Melchizedek appears to be eternal. By the way, it cannot be Shem because we k
now Shem's geneology, and Hebrews tells us we don't have that for Mechizedek. Another point, we have Jesus' geneolo
gy too.
I really think the easy way out is to say Melchizedek was a pagan. The stretch comes in wondering why God would chos
e a pagan to represent Himself. Perhaps the answer comes in the fact, that God used murderers like Moses, David and
Paul to base the Bible on. It wasn't their murders that he glorified, and it isn't Melchizedek's paganism, just what his lack
of geneology and his name symbolized.
God is a big God, and He can do whatever He likes. Where does the Bible say that He cannot use a pagan as a type?
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The part about God Most High..
The same expression was used by pagan Nebuchadnezar. Abraham qualified it by inserting YHWH God Most High. Thu
s making a point about the God referred to by the king of Sodom.
God Most High to you and I is YHWH. God Most High to a Babylonian was a pagan deity - the chief deity. The Muslims
worship Allah. Does that mean we have the same God? Perhaps, but not the same religion.
Does this shed any light on your challenge of Blasphemy?
I comfort myself with the thought that Jesus was called a Blasphemer. Perhaps Jesus and I are in the dog box together t
hen?
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/6 23:12
Brother Ron wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------There are many 'like' Christ. The Aaronic priesthood with its anointed (Christed) priest, the Mediator of the covenant, Moses.
-------------------------

But, how many have served according to the order of Melchizedec?
Is there not a difference, according to Scripture, between the earthly Aaronic priesthood and the priesthood of Melchized
ec?
In Christ
Jeff
Re:, on: 2007/2/7 1:55
Hi Rookie: I posted this once before, but it appears you did not read it. Let's try it again:
Stever responds (again) to Rookie:
It might help to explain what the word TYPE actually means:
Topics: Type
Text: occurs only once in Scripture (1 Cor. 10:11, A.V. marg.). The Greek word tupos is rendered "print" (John 2
0:25), "figure" (Acts 7:43; Rom. 5:14), "fashion" (Acts 7:44), "manner" (Acts 23:25), "form" (Rom. 6:17), "exampl
e" or "ensample" (1 Cor. 10:6, 11; Phil. 3:17; 1 Thess. 1:7; 2 Thess. 3:9; 1 Tim. 4:12).
IT PROPERLY MEANS A "MODEL" OR "PATTERN" OR "MOLD" into which clay or wax was pressed, that it migh
t take the FIGURE or exact shape of the mould. The word "type" is generally used to denote A RESEMBLANCE
BETWEEN SOMETHING PRESENT AND SOMETHING FUTURE, which is called the "ANTITYPE."
THE "TYPE" IS NEVER THE REAL DEAL. IT ONLY POINTS TO THE REAL THING.
God bless,
Stever 8-)
P.S. You comprende?
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Re:, on: 2007/2/7 2:09
Jimbawean posted:
"The same expression was used by pagan Nebuchadnezar. Abraham qualified it by inserting YHWH God Most High.
Thus making a point about the God referred to by the king of Sodom."
xxxxxxxxxx
Stever's response:
The Bible teaches us that Nebuchadnezzar came to a believing, saving faith in the God and Messiah of the Bible, and
will be in heaven with us, forever:
Daniel, Chapter the 4 (the entire chapter):
1. Nebuchadnezzar the king, unto all people, nations, and languages, that dwell in all the earth; Peace be multiplied
unto you. 2. I thought it good to shew the signs and wonders that the high God hath wrought toward me. 3. How great
are his signs! and how mighty are his wonders! his kingdom is an everlasting kingdom, and his dominion is from
generation to generation.
4. I Nebuchadnezzar was at rest in mine house, and flourishing in my palace: 5. I saw a dream which made me afraid,
and the thoughts upon my bed and the visions of my head troubled me. 6. Therefore made I a decree to bring in all the
wise men of Babylon before me, that they might make known unto me the interpretation of the dream.
7. Then came in the magicians, the astrologers, the Chaldeans, and the soothsayers: and I told the dream before them;
but they did not make known unto me the interpretation thereof.
8. But at the last Daniel came in before me, whose name was Belteshazzar, according to the name of my god, and in
whom is the spirit of the holy gods: and before him I told the dream, saying,
9. O Belteshazzar, master of the magicians, because I know that the spirit of the holy gods is in thee, and no secret
troubleth thee, tell me the visions of my dream that I have seen, and the interpretation thereof. 10. Thus were the
visions of mine head in my bed; I saw, and behold a tree in the midst of the earth, and the height thereof was great. 11.
The tree grew, and was strong, and the height thereof reached unto heaven, and the sight thereof to the end of all the
earth:
12. The leaves thereof were fair, and the fruit thereof much, and in it was meat for all: the beasts of the field had
shadow under it, and the fowls of the heaven dwelt in the boughs thereof, and all flesh was fed of it. 13. I saw in the
visions of my head upon my bed, and, behold, a watcher and an holy one came down from heaven;
14. He cried aloud, and said thus, Hew down the tree, and cut off his branches, shake off his leaves, and scatter his
fruit: let the beasts get away from under it, and the fowls from his branches:
15. Nevertheless leave the stump of his roots in the earth, even with a band of iron and brass, in the tender grass of
the field; and let it be wet with the dew of heaven, and let his portion be with the beasts in the grass of the earth:
16. Let his heart be changed from man's, and let a beast's heart be given unto him; and let seven times pass over him.
17. This matter is by the decree of the watchers, and the demand by the word of the holy ones: to the intent that the
living may know that the most High ruleth in the kingdom of men, and giveth it to whomsoever he will, and setteth up
over it the basest of men.
18. This dream I king Nebuchadnezzar have seen. Now thou, O Belteshazzar, declare the interpretation thereof,
forasmuch as all the wise men of my kingdom are not able to make known unto me the interpretation: but thou art able;
for the spirit of the holy gods is in thee.
19. Then Daniel, whose name was Belteshazzar, was astonied for one hour, and his thoughts troubled him. The king
spake, and said, Belteshazzar, let not the dream, or the interpretation thereof, trouble thee. Belteshazzar answered and
said, My lord, the dream be to them that hate thee, and the interpretation thereof to thine enemies. 20. The tree that
thou sawest, which grew, and was strong, whose height reached unto the heaven, and the sight thereof to all the earth;
21. Whose leaves were fair, and the fruit thereof much, and in it was meat for all; under which the beasts of the field
dwelt, and upon whose branches the fowls of the heaven had their habitation: 22. It is thou, O king, that art grown and
become strong: for thy greatness is grown, and reacheth unto heaven, and thy dominion to the end of the earth.
23. And whereas the king saw a watcher and an holy one coming down from heaven, and saying, Hew the tree down,
and destroy it; yet leave the stump of the roots thereof in the earth, even with a band of iron and brass, in the tender
grass of the field; and let it be wet with the dew of heaven, and let his portion be with the beasts of the field, till seven
times pass over him;
24. This is the interpretation, O king, and this is the decree of the most High, which is come upon my lord the king: 25.
That they shall drive thee from men, and thy dwelling shall be with the beasts of the field, and they shall make thee to
eat grass as oxen, and they shall wet thee with the dew of heaven, and seven times shall pass over thee, till thou know

Page 20/69

Scriptures and Doctrine :: Melchizedek - who was he?

that the most High ruleth in the kingdom of men, and giveth it to whomsoever he will. 26. And whereas they
commanded to leave the stump of the tree roots; thy kingdom shall be sure unto thee, after that thou shalt have known
that the heavens do rule. 27. Wherefore, O king, let my counsel be acceptable unto thee, and break off thy sins by
righteousness, and thine iniquities by shewing mercy to the poor; if it may be a lengthening of thy tranquillity. 28. All
this came upon the king Nebuchadnezzar.

29. At the end of twelve months he walked in the palace of the kingdom of Babylon. 30. The king spake, and said, Is
not this great Babylon, that I have built for the house of the kingdom by the might of my power, and for the honour of my
majesty? 31. While the word was in the king's mouth, there fell a voice from heaven, saying, O king Nebuchadnezzar,
to thee it is spoken; The kingdom is departed from thee.
32. And they shall drive thee from men, and thy dwelling shall be with the beasts of the field: they shall make thee to
eat grass as oxen, and seven times shall pass over thee, until thou know that the most High ruleth in the kingdom of
men, and giveth it to whomsoever he will.
33. The same hour was the thing fulfilled upon Nebuchadnezzar: and he was driven from men, and did eat grass as
oxen, and his body was wet with the dew of heaven, till his hairs were grown like eagles' feathers, and his nails like
birds' claws.
34. And at the end of the days (7 years) I Nebuchadnezzar lifted up mine eyes unto heaven, and mine understan
ding returned unto me, and I blessed the most High, and I praised and honoured him that liveth for ever, whose
dominion is an everlasting dominion, and his kingdom is from generation to generation: 35. And all the inhabita
nts of the earth are reputed as nothing: and he doeth according to his will in the army of heaven, and among the
inhabitants of the earth: and none can stay his hand, or say unto him, What doest thou?
36. At the same time my reason returned unto me; and for the glory of my kingdom, mine honour and brightness return
ed unto me; and my counsellers and my lords sought unto me; and I was established in my kingdom, and excellent maje
sty was added unto me.
37. Now I Nebuchadnezzar praise and extol and honour the King of heaven, all whose works are truth, and his
ways judgment: and those that walk in pride he is able to abase.
God bless,
Stever :-D
Re: Contentious - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/7 8:34
Pagan
PA'GAN, n. A heathen; a Gentile; an idolater; one who worships false gods. This word was originally applied to the inha
bitants of the country, who on the first propagation of the christian religion adhered to the worship of false gods, or refus
ed to receive christianity, after it had been received by the inhabitants of the cities. In like manner, heather signifies an in
habitant of the heath or woods, and caffer, in Arabic, signifies the inhabitant of a hut or cottage, and one that does not re
ceive the religion of Mohammed. Pagan is used to distinguish one from a Christian and a Mohammedan.
PA'GAN, a. Heathen; heathenish; Gentile; noting a person who worships false gods.
1. Pertaining to the worship of false gods.

Quote:
-------------------------The part about God Most High..
The same expression was used by pagan Nebuchadnezar. Abraham qualified it by inserting YHWH God Most High. Thus making a point about the Go
d referred to by the king of Sodom.
-------------------------

Quote:
-------------------------God Most High to you and I is YHWH. God Most High to a Babylonian was a pagan deity - the chief deity. The Muslims worship Alla
h. Does that mean we have the same God? Perhaps, but not the same religion.
-------------------------
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Gen 14:18 And Melchizedek king of Salem brought forth bread and wine: and he was the priest of the most high God.
Which would also mean that the writer in describing this was also under this perceived delusion?
Gen 14:22 And Abram said to the king of Sodom, I have lift up mine hand unto the LORD, the most high God, the posse
ssor of heaven and earth,
Gen 14:23 That I will not take from a thread even to a shoelatchet, and that I will not take any thing that is thine, lest tho
u shouldest say, I have made Abram rich:
Dan 5:18 O thou king, the most high God gave Nebuchadnezzar thy father a kingdom, and majesty, and glory, and hon
our:
That the same expression was used by Daniel, David, even ...
Mar 5:7 And cried with a loud voice, and said, What have I to do with thee, Jesus, thou Son of the most high God? I adj
ure thee by God, that thou torment me not.
Doesn't prove anything to your fallacious notions that you pour into the text.
Better exegesis can be found here, for those interested.
(https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/newbb/viewtopic.php?topic_id1838&forum45&0) Melchizedek; time to sit and ea
t
Heb 6:20 Whither the forerunner is for us entered, even Jesus, made an high priest for ever after the order of Melchised
ec.
Heb 7:3 Without father, without mother, without descent, having neither beginning of days, nor end of life; but made lik
e unto the Son of God; abideth a priest continually.
What is so glaringly appalling about all this is that the whole exercise being brought to bear by the writer of Hebrews is in
the comparisons to Melchisdec. "After the order", being made, made like, similitudes and types, character descriptions.
And your usage of pagan, which in the strictest sense of the word is one who worships false gods and if that were not en
ough you would also have him denounced further by the other galling idea of his motivation ("making a quick buck off Ab
raham") is ludicrous.
Early you stated;
Quote:
-------------------------Sorry to come across as arrogant! I personally found it mind bending when I first came across this question asked of me by a theolo
gian whose PhD dissertation involved the matter.
I am grateful for the opportunity to come here and ask what appear to be mature Christians their views. Some of these subjects may be repeats, but it i
s helpful to ask these questions. I learn by them, and sometimes the answers previously given do not necessarily answer my particular questions.
-------------------------

And it is getting difficult to believe the sincerity, you seem more intent on an argument than a understanding. But it could
just as well be me, am finding this all very disturbing spiritually and not for the assumptions you might think.
Though he were a Son, yet learned he obedience by the things which he suffered; And being made perfect, he became t
he author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey him; Called of God an high priest after the order of Melchisedec. Of
whom we have many things to say, and hard to be uttered, seeing ye are dull of hearing. Heb 5:8-11
This applies more than you know.
Quote:
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-------------------------I comfort myself with the thought that Jesus was called a Blasphemer. Perhaps Jesus and I are in the dog box together then?
-------------------------

Vast difference between ignorance and arrogance. Will plead ignorance by way of being no scholar, the plainest sense o
f what was intended in scripture would never conjure up such notions that you would have us alluding Jesus to the exact
opposite by way of comparison. How difficult can it truly be to see that you are now attempting a modeling of The Son of
Man after one who is worshiping a false god by definition and that that is not the issue? Furthermore that this would not
be found repulsive, diabolical, arrogant, blasphemous, heretical ... pick your own poison. You have some audacity to find
any comfort whatsoever by thinking you are sharing in the same style accusations of Jesus, especially after the galling e
xercise of comparisons you have used to describe Him here.
Do you find this forum a mere place of frivolity? It may seem quite uncharitable of me here and difficult to be so. We kno
w next to nothing of who you are, where you are coming from. Could but prefer it to be otherwise.
Re: - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/7 10:28
Quote:
-------------------------The Bible teaches us that Nebuchadnezzar came to a believing, saving faith in the God and Messiah of the Bible, and will be in hea
ven with us, forever:
-------------------------

which Bible?
Re: - posted by PCB, on: 2007/2/7 11:47
I sat down to read my bible this morning and read:
Tts 3:9 But avoid foolish questions, and genealogies, and contentions, and strivings about the law; for they are unprofita
ble and vain.
I think I was being told to shut up on this one, I'll leave it to the rest of you!
Peter
Re:, on: 2007/2/7 14:05
:-(
Quote:
------------------------philologos wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------The Bible teaches us that Nebuchadnezzar came to a believing, saving faith in the God and Messiah of the Bible, and will be in hea
ven with us, forever:
------------------------which Bible?
-------------------------

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
Stever responds:
I quoted the King James Version. Maybe you would be more comfortable with the ASV (American Standard Version):
Daniel 4: 34. And at the end of the days I, Nebuchadnezzar, lifted up mine eyes unto heaven, and mine understanding r
eturned unto me, AND I BLESS THE MOST HIGH, AND I PRAISED AND HONORED HIM THAT LIVETH FOR EVER;
FOR HIS DOMINION IS AN EVERLASTING DOMINION, AND HIS KINGDOM FROM GENERATION TO GENERATIO
N.
35. AND ALL THE INHABITATANTS OF THE EARTH ARE REPUTED AS NOTHING; AND HE DOETH ACCORDIN
G TO HIS WILL IN THE ARMY OF HEAVEN, AND AMONG THE INHABITANTS OF THE EARTH; AND NONE CAN S
TAY HIS HAND, OR SAY UNTO HIM, WHAT DOEST THOU?
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36. At the same time mine understanding returned unto me; and for the glory of my kingdom, my majesty and brightnes
s returned unto me; and my counsellors and my lords sought unto me; and I was established in my kingdom, and excelle
nt greatness was added unto me.
37. Now I, Nebuchadnezzar, PRAISE AND EXTOL AND HONOR THE KING OF HEAVEN; FOR ALL HIS WORKS
ARE TRUTH, AND HIS WAYS JUSTICE; AND THOSE WHO WALK IN PRIDE HE IS ABLE TO ABASE.
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
In conclusion, a saving faith has always been at the heart of salvation. Our works are nothing more than filthy rags to Go
d Almighty.
God bless,
Stever :-D

Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/7 15:16
It should be noted that the idea that Melchizedek was simply a local pagan priest of Jebusite stock is not an uncommon
view, and many scholars these days hold to it. This is in part assumed because many pretty much would say that
everybody outside of Abraham and his immediate family were pagans, especially throughout the land of Cannan and
Mesopotamia in general. Some would say this is especially clear because Melchizedek uses the unusual phrase "God
Most High," which according to a few commentaries I've consulted over the years, this language, if memory serves
correct, especially as used in the Hebrew, looks more like something that would describe Baal, than how God's name is
actually used throughout the OT.
But with that said, I disagree with the notion that Melchizedek was a pagan priest.
For in Hebrews 7, the author argues that the priesthood of Melchizedek is greater than the Levitical priesthood. He
argues this on the grounds that because Melchizedek blessed Abraham, in whom were the Levites, that this makes the
priesthood that Christ has a greater one, because it is of the order of Melchizedek. For "without any dispute the lesser is
blessed by the greater" (Heb 7:7). Therefore, if Melchizedek was a mere pagan priest, the Scriptures would not have ar
gued that he was greater. Nor would they have seen Melchizedek having the authority to bless. For it is a Divinely ordai
ned priest that has authority to bless. Therefore, Melchizedek could not have been a pagan.
Re: - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/7 18:15
Quote:
-------------------------In conclusion, a saving faith has always been at the heart of salvation. Our works are nothing more than filthy rags to God Almighty.
-------------------------

which Bible says that "Nebuchadnezzar came to a believing, saving faith in the God and Messiah of the Bible"? Any vers
ion is OK.
Re:, on: 2007/2/7 18:28
To Philologos from Stever:
Nebuchadezzar's own words present his Faith in the God of the Bible-- the God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. The
same God who was presented to him on various occasions by Daniel. Earlier, he only recognized Jehovah as one of
many gods. After his seven years of insanity, brought upon him by God (Jehovah) he finally realises there is only one
God, a God that he now extols and worships.

God bless,
Stever :-D

Page 24/69

Scriptures and Doctrine :: Melchizedek - who was he?

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
Quote:
------------------------philologos wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------In conclusion, a saving faith has always been at the heart of salvation. Our works are nothing more than filthy rags to God Almighty.
------------------------which Bible says that "Nebuchadnezzar came to a believing, saving faith in the God and Messiah of the Bible"? Any version is OK.
-------------------------

Re: - posted by deltadom (), on: 2007/2/7 18:35
Quote:
-------------------------But with that said, I disagree with the notion that Melchizedek was a pagan priest.
-------------------------

I agree with you here Abraham would not be hanging around with a Pagan Priest
Genesis 14:21-24
21 And the king of Sodom said unto Abram, Give me the persons, F75 and take the goods to thyself. 22 And Abram s
aid to the king of Sodom, I have lift up mine hand unto the LORD, the most high God, the possessor of heaven and eart
h, 23 That I will not take from a thread even to a shoelatchet,
Abram does not even want to hang out with the King of Sodom for a moment. Why would he want to hang out with a Pa
gan Priest.
Jewish Tradition serves my idea better if it was Shem or Noah.
Re: - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/7 18:57
Quote:
-------------------------After his seven years of insanity, brought upon him by God (Jehovah) he finally realises there is only one God, a God that he now e
xtols and worships.
-------------------------

...and the Messiah?
Re: - posted by deltadom (), on: 2007/2/7 19:31
Silly me!! I forgot the person that I think of the most!!
DOm
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/7 20:48
"I agree with you here Abraham would not be hanging around with a Pagan Priest"
Pagan Priest, = a gentile King and Priest of the most high God. Not just the exiled brother of Shem and Japheth, being
Ham and of his kingdom.
Melchizedek and Abraham. God immortalizes this encounter between Melchizedek and Abraham by renaming the city
in honor of them: the name Yeru (derived from Yireh, the name Abraham gives to Mount Moriah after unbinding Isaac,
and explained in Genesis as meaning that God will be revealed there) is placed in front of Shalem.
Yirehshalem: Jerusalem
In Christ: Phillip
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Re: - posted by Jimbabwean, on: 2007/2/7 22:24
I am thankful that KingJimmy gave testimony to the truth that this argument of Melchizedek being a pagan priest is not m
ine, but held by many scholars.
I liked the objection that KingJimmy raised concerning the blessing when he quotes Hebrews 7:7 "It is beyond dispute th
at the inferior is blessed by the superior." Okay, so it is beyond dispute that Melchizedek had authority over Abraham, w
eÂ’d be wise to accept that!
HereÂ’s one PhDÂ’s point on this particular issue:
Melchizedek was a local king living in Jerusalem (most likely), and Abraham was not a king, therefore was under Melchi
zedekÂ’s authority. The Arabs of the day, had this custom of taking 10% from their people as a tax on military conquests
. The tax in question is called the Esretu. Abraham had grown up in Chaldea, and knew of this custom. He was merely p
aying the customary tax.
Could a pagan bless a godly man?
My irreligious neighbor stopped by to help one day, as I was removing a half fallen tree from our yard. He was half drunk
, but out of the charity of his heart had decided to help me. I was really blessed by his gesture.
PCB says Â“Tts 3:9 But avoid foolish questions, and genealogies, and contentions, and strivings about the law; for they
are unprofitable and vain.Â”, and I agree with him on that too. Except for one thing, for some of us, this thing of Melchize
dek has been used to extort tithes from us by making us feel like that if weÂ’re not tithing, then weÂ’re stealing from Jes
us, because Jesus is supposedly Melchizedek, and even Abraham tithed to Melchizedek.
Like my friend crsschk, I also had a brush with the prosperity church in the past. The issue of money was one that drove
Jesus to anger.
It is my hope that in breaking free from the bondage that I felt to tithe, that I will remain a cheerful giver. I have given mu
ch of my wealth away as it is, and somehow we still survive, and run a ministry. I love giving, and was quite happy to tith
e, but when the wheels fell off at times, I would feel bad that I couldnÂ’t tithe. Now I realize that I donÂ’t have to tithe, an
d feel free to give whatever I want. I also realize that I had most of my mishaps during my tithing years, contrary to what i
s supposed to happen according to the prosperity preachers who quote Malachi 3.
Crsschk, you complain that you know little about my identity. I had to smile at that. IsnÂ’t that what we are all protesting
about Melchizedek? At least one thing you can be sure of, I am not Melchizedek!
IÂ’d like to thank Sermon Index for the great website! I have been an unregistered user over the years, and consider it o
ne of the best Christian websites. The forum has helped me think through some of my thoughts on this, and hear the sor
t of objections that are out there, and to gage the kind of views people have. So, I feel that it has been a positive experie
nce all round. If I have caused upset, sorry for that. It wasnÂ’t my intention to do so.
Blessings on you, in the name of Jesus.

Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/7 22:49
Quote:
------------------------Could a pagan bless a godly man?
My irreligious neighbor stopped by to help one day, as I was removing a half fallen tree from our yard. He was half drunk, but out of the charity of his h
eart had decided to help me. I was really blessed by his gesture.
-------------------------

This is not quite the same thing as what Melchizedek did. The Bible places a great emphasis on blessings that are spok
en. So much so that Jacob deceived his father into thinking that he was Esau so that he might obtain that blessing. For
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such blessings were looked at as being prophetic pronouncements. Speaking such a blessing wasn't exactly the same t
hing as "just tryin' to be a blessin" (in the good Southern hospitable/neighborly sense). To pronounce a blessing was es
sentially to call whatever thing one said into reality.
Likewise, when the children of Israel were wandering through the wilderness, the prophet Balaam was hired by the ene
mies of Israel to pronounce a curse on Israel. For just as blessings were seen as prophetic declarations, so were curses
. Therefore, if Balaam could pronounce a curse on Israel, if he made such a statement, it was a prophetic declaration th
at essentially called whatever was said into reality.
Likewise, the Levitical priests were required to bless Israel before they went out to war, and to proclaim, "The Lord bless
you, and make His face to shine upon you...". Without this blessing, the armies of Israel simply would not prosper in war
.
Thus, we as Christians who have priestly authority are to "bless, and not curse."
But with that said. What Melchizedek did was more than simply "be a blessing" to Abraham. He was a person in positi
on to actually pronounce a blessing. What he spoke was of prophetic significance. What actually motivated Melchizede
k in coming out is not entirely spelled out in Scripture. Indeed, perhaps it was just due to the local Arab customs. But th
at doesn't change the fact that he was indeed a legitimate priest in the eyes of God. Nor does that make him greedy.
Re:, on: 2007/2/7 22:59
Quote:
------------------------philologos wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------After his seven years of insanity, brought upon him by God (Jehovah) he finally realises there is only one God, a God that he now e
xtols and worships.
------------------------...and the Messiah?
-------------------------

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
Stever responds:
NebuchadnezzarÂ’s change from one of the most powerful, rotten world leaders, similar to the likes of Hitler, to a man wi
th a personal relationship with the God of the universe is perhaps the most amazing true stories ever written. Not only di
d he come into personal relationship and worship with God, his life was totally changed. It affected the way that he ruled
the world- it changed his whole world rule.
If we read closely, we see that once his pride was broken (after 7 years of insanity), he looked up to God and HIS HEAR
T WAS CHANGED once he met the Living God--- "and he lifted his eyes up toward God and he came out of his insanity.
At that point his understanding returned, he blessed the most High God, and praised and honored Him that lives forever,
whose dominion is an EVERLASTING DOMINION, and His kingdom is from Generation to Generation."
What we see here is a changed life. The fruits of his changed life resulted in a personal relationship with the Go
d of Abraham, Isaac & Jacob, that involved WORSHIP & PRAISE, as well as dramatic change in how he viewed
himself-"as nothing".

Did he meet the Messiah and the Holy Spirit when he met God? The Bible doesnÂ’t say, but Spiritual discernme
nt leads me to believe that he is indeed saved and in Heaven, waiting for the resurrection.
Daniel 4:34-37 (KJV)
34. And at the end of the days I Nebuchadnezzar lifted up mine eyes unto heaven, and mine understanding returned un
to me, and I blessed the most High, and I praised and honoured him that liveth for ever, whose dominion is an everlastin
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g dominion, and his kingdom is from generation to generation:
35. And all the inhabitants of the earth are reputed as nothing: and he doeth according to his will in the army of heaven,
and among the inhabitants of the earth: and none can stay his hand, or say unto him, What doest thou?
36. At the same time my reason returned unto me; and for the glory of my kingdom, mine honour and brightness return
ed unto me; and my counsellers and my lords sought unto me; and I was established in my kingdom, and excellent maje
sty was added unto me.
37. Now I Nebuchadnezzar praise and extol and honour the King of heaven, all whose works are truth, and his ways ju
dgment: and those that walk in pride he is able to abase.
God Bless,
Stever :-D

Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/7 23:02
Brother Steve asked:

Quote:
-------------------------P.S. You comprende?
-------------------------

I seached each Scripture presented that contained the greek word tupos... I understand that yes, whether it is Paul askin
g others to follow his example, or Paul asking us to learn from the examples given to us in Scripture, we are being transf
ormed into His image the by power of the Holy Spirit...
What I do not find in Scripture is the word "tupos" being used to describe Melchizedec as an example of Christ.
To be more concise...Scripture states that Christ functions as the High Priest "according to the order of Melchizedec." T
he Scriptures point to an authority not an example. And that authority was spoken of by the Father of His Son long befor
e He became flesh...
Do you see the diffence between type and function?
God Bless
In Christ
Jeff
Re:, on: 2007/2/7 23:23
Stever responds to Brother Jeff (Rookie):
Eastons Bible Dictionary of 1897 gives us clarification about this issue:

Topics: Melchiz'edek
Text: king of righteousness, the king of Salem (q.v.). All we know of him is recorded in Gen. 14:18-20. He is
subsequently mentioned only once in the Old Testament, in Ps. 110:4. The typical significance of his history is set forth
in detail in the Epistle to the Hebrews, ch. 7. The apostle there points out the superiority of his priesthood to that of
Aaron in these several respects,
(1.) Even Abraham paid him tithes;
(2.) he blessed Abraham;
(3.) he is the TYPE of a Priest who lives for ever; (LIKE CHRIST)
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(4.) Levi, yet unborn, paid him tithes in the person of Abraham; (Because Levi was in

Abrahams loins)

(5.) the permanence of his priesthood in CHRIST implied the abrogation of the Levitical system;
(6.) he was made priest not without an oath; and
(7.) his priesthood can neither be transmitted nor interrupted by death : "this man, because he continueth ever, hath an
unchangeable priesthood."
(LIKE CHRIST)
Rejoicing in His daily purposes,
Stever :-D
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

Quote:
------------------------rookie wrote:
Brother Steve asked:

Quote:
-------------------------P.S. You comprende?
-------------------------

I seached each Scripture presented that contained the greek word tupos... I understand that yes, whether it is Paul asking others to follow his example
, or Paul asking us to learn from the examples given to us in Scripture, we are being transformed into His image the by power of the Holy Spirit...
What I do not find in Scripture is the word "tupos" being used to describe Melchizedec as an example of Christ.
To be more concise...Scripture states that Christ functions as the High Priest "according to the order of Melchizedec." The Scriptures point to an autho
rity not an example. And that authority was spoken of by the Father of His Son long before He became flesh...
Do you see the diffence between type and function?
God Bless
In Christ
Jeff
-------------------------

Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/8 1:04
In Scripture we find this testimony...
Heb. 7:1 For this Melchisedec, king of Salem, priest of the most high God, who met Abraham returning from the slaught
er of the kings, and blessed him; 2 To whom also Abraham gave a tenth part of all; first being by interpretation King of ri
ghteousness, and after that also King of Salem, which is, King of peace;
The word of God seeks to illuminate, to declare what is. In this section of Scripture we find that Scripture defines what
Melchizedec is. As Melchizedec stood before Abraham, Abraham worshiped Him. Melchizedec's presence poured forth
the understanding of "equity" with the nature of God. This King of righteousness is the sovereign source by which man
might know God.
Melchizedec's presence King of peace, also poured forth the understanding of being unified, at rest, set at one again...
1515. eijrhvnh eirene, i-rayÂ´-nay; probably from a primary verb eiÂ“rw eiro (to join); peace (literally or figuratively); by i
mplication, prosperity:Â—one, peace, quietness, rest, + set at one again.
If Scripture says that Melchizedec is the King of righteousness and the King of peace, and that he served as priest of the
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Most High God, then we know that He represented in both image and unity the nature of God to Abraham. This is why
Abraham gave his tithe to Melchizedec.
Hebrews 7:
3 Without father, without mother, without descent, having neither beginning of days, nor end of life; but made like unto th
e Son of God; abideth a priest continually.
In this next description of Melchizedec we find the he "abideth a priest continually." Unlike the earthly priesthood accordi
ng to the Aaronic order, Melchizedec's priesthood does not end.
Finally, Scripture is not declaring that Melchizedec is a type of Christ, rather, Christ functions "according to the order of
Melchizedec.
Scripture is not pointing to a man who resembles Christ. Scripture is pointing out that Christ performs the function of the
priestly order of Melchizedec.
In Christ
Jeff

Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/8 1:35
Is. 1:4 Ah sinful nation, a people laden with iniquity, a seed of evildoers, children that are corrupters: they have forsaken
the LORD, they have provoked the Holy One of Israel unto anger, they are gone away backward.
Who is the Holy One in this Scripture?
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/8 2:16
Is. 5:1 Now let me sing to my Well-beloved
A song of my Beloved regarding His vineyard:
My Well-beloved has a vineyard
On a very fruitful hill.
2 He dug it up and cleared out its stones,
And planted it with the choicest vine.
He built a tower in its midst,
And also made a winepress in it;
So He expected it to bring forth good grapes,
But it brought forth wild grapes.
3 Â“And now, O inhabitants of Jerusalem and men of Judah,
Judge, please, between Me and My vineyard.
Who is the Beloved that Isaiah is writing of?
According to these Scriptures, what function does the Beloved perform?
In Christ
Jeff
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Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/8 4:23
Now will I sing - This is an indication that what follows is poetic, or is adapted to be sung or chanted.
To my well-beloved - The word used here - &#1497;&#1491;&#1497;&#1491; yedyd - is a term of endearment. It properl
y denotes a friend; a favorite; one greatly beloved. It is applied to saints as being the beloved, or the favorites of God, in
Ps 127:2; De 33:12. In this place, it is evidently applied to Yahweh, the God of the Jewish people. As there is some reas
on to believe that the God of the Jews - the manifested Deity who undertook their deliverance from Egypt, and who was
revealed as "their" God under the name of 'the Angel of the covenant' - was the Messiah, so it may be that the prophet h
ere meant to refer to him. It is not, however, to the Messiah "to come." It does not refer to the God incarnate - to Jesus o
f Nazareth; but to the God of the Jews, in his capacity as their lawgiver and protector in the time of Isaiah; not to him in t
he capacity of an incarnate Saviour.
In Christ: Phillip
Re: - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/8 5:08
Quote:
-------------------------Did he meet the Messiah and the Holy Spirit when he met God? The Bible doesnÂ’t say, but Spiritual discernment leads me to belie
ve that he is indeed saved and in Heaven, waiting for the resurrection.
-------------------------

In other words "in your opinion". That's fine I am very happy for you to have your opinions but more uncomfortable when
you present your opinions as biblical fact.
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/8 6:25
Quote:
------------------------As Melchizedec stood before Abraham, Abraham worshiped Him.
-------------------------

To say this is to say something Scripture never says.

Quote:
------------------------If Scripture says that Melchizedec is the King of righteousness and the King of peace,
-------------------------

Be careful. This the Scriptures do not do either. It says the two-fold interpretation of his names are this. But it does not
say that he actually is the King of Righteousness and King of Peace. Rather, he is the king of a city named Salem, and
when one breaks down the meanings of the names mentioned, they mean thus.
Re: Melchisedek - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/8 9:54
Quote:
-------------------------I am thankful that KingJimmy gave testimony to the truth that this argument of Melchizedek being a pagan priest is not mine, but hel
d by many scholars.
-------------------------

And I too, had no idea this was so. That being the case I do not see how that dissolves you from them being that you A)
brought it forth in a seemingly decided agreement and B) that you also applied the highly speculative, even ridiculous ch
arge of being out for money. Couldn't care less what the 'scholar' says no matter how many Ph d's are attached.
Quote:
-------------------------Like my friend crsschk, I also had a brush with the prosperity church in the past. The issue of money was one that drove Jesus to a
nger.
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-------------------------

While I may appreciate that and recognize again as you go further here regarding the tithe, that is also otherwise to the
point here. So was the issues of whether or not Jesus\Melchisedek were one and the same. They become distractions a
nd actually insinuations, this is not what is driving my particular 'anger'. It would be somewhat multifaceted as I have likel
y already gone to extreme lengths attempting to express. And apparently failing to convey.

Quote:
-------------------------It is my hope that in breaking free from the bondage that I felt to tithe, that I will remain a cheerful giver. I have given much of my we
alth away as it is, and somehow we still survive, and run a ministry. I love giving, and was quite happy to tithe, but when the wheels fell off at times, I w
ould feel bad that I couldnÂ’t tithe. Now I realize that I donÂ’t have to tithe, and feel free to give whatever I want. I also realize that I had most of my mi
shaps during my tithing years, contrary to what is supposed to happen according to the prosperity preachers who quote Malachi 3.
-------------------------

Now at least the true motivation behind all this is more plain. Let me state that I agree! But again, these abuses and erro
rs are not resolved by making more errors and applying more speculation and insinuations to things also not stated. It c
ompounds the matter, it's just flatly pragmatism and it is dishonest to make assumptions 'facts'.
Quote:
-------------------------Crsschk, you complain that you know little about my identity. I had to smile at that. IsnÂ’t that what we are all protesting about Melc
hizedek? ...
-------------------------

No, it is not in it's entirety. You have been doing the opposite by what you have been stating. You have said to have com
e to a conclusion that he must be a pagan priest out for a money grab, none of which you can prove by scripture only by
opinion and those of whoever these so called 'scholars' are. The very fact that we only have such scant information also
means that we shouldn't go beyond it, pouring all these absurd ideas into that which is never stated. That is where I woul
d agree with some of the other notions out there as being of the same style speculation (Melchisedek is 'Jesus'). Here is
something applicable, taken from one of the links mentioned in this post;
I am indebted to a man, now with the Lord, who once told me. 'We have got to learn to read the Bible to see what it says
and not what we have been told it says. Not what we think it should say but what it actually says. To that end I have cov
enanted with the Lord that, although I will listen to what other men may say, He will be my No 1 teacher'.
It was almost 40 years ago I first heard that and my stand now is what it became then.
"me too, Lord".~ Philologos

Quote:
-------------------------IÂ’d like to thank Sermon Index for the great website! I have been an unregistered user over the years, and consider it one of the be
st Christian websites. The forum has helped me think through some of my thoughts on this, and hear the sort of objections that are out there, and to ga
ge the kind of views people have. So, I feel that it has been a positive experience all round. If I have caused upset, sorry for that. It wasnÂ’t my intentio
n to do so.
-------------------------

Would have to add some regret for my own ... choice of words here in preceding replies. Think again spiritually it was of
the righteous indignation sort that the equation being proposed both by assumption and more so by bringing reproach u
pon the Name of the Lord Jesus by all this ... that indeed caused some upset. I just find the whole thing quite contrary to
all that the writer to the Hebrews was expressing by way of his appealing to the order of Melchisdec.
It is difficult to start making more assumptions about the 'scholars' that are stating such things. Having not heard this abs
urd notion prior nor knowing what else they may have stated. And a PhD can mean many things both good and bad. So
without applying a stereotype across the board there is a suspicion that I am sure holds true often enough; That there ar
e some dissecting the Book without knowing the Spirit of the Book. Some that wish to deride and liberalize, speculate an
d decimate it, have an agenda of such.
Others who will challenge and dig, contemplate and change their minds as often as need be to get to the marrow of mea
ning and understanding. Honesty requires it, the Lord Himself demands it of us, our honesty. If we don't know we ought t
o say so and not go beyond what is written. Would like to think that those here contributing are by and large of this mind
set.
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I also apologize if I have gone beyond proper limits. Appreciate your forthcoming here.
Re:, on: 2007/2/8 11:15
Philologos, we continue to see things differently, as always.
In regards to Nebuchadezzar, unless it was written in black and white that Nebuchadezzar not only believed and
worshiped the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and that he experienced a changed life (which it does), but that he
also believed in Messiah, then it cannot be so.
Your understanding of things of the spirit gives new meaning to the term carnal Christian. In the past I have always
thought it applied to Christians, like those in Corinth, who were involved in sexual sin. Now, I can see that it also applies
to believers that cannot see past their own skin.
Except a man be born again, he cannot see........John 3:3

We will continue to disagree on almost every issue, that can be sure.
God bless,
Stever :-D

Quote:
------------------------philologos wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------Did he meet the Messiah and the Holy Spirit when he met God? The Bible doesnÂ’t say, but Spiritual discernment leads me to belie
ve that he is indeed saved and in Heaven, waiting for the resurrection.
------------------------In other words "in your opinion". That's fine I am very happy for you to have your opinions but more uncomfortable when you present your opinions as
biblical fact.
-------------------------

Re: - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/8 11:42
Quote:
-------------------------Your understanding of things of the spirit gives new meaning to the term carnal Christian. In the past I have always thought it applie
d to Christians, like those in Corinth, who were involved in sexual sin. Now, I can see that it also applies to believers that cannot see past their own ski
n.
-------------------------

Are you telling me that you 'discern' that I am a 'carnal Christian' or that I need to be born again?
Consider your words. - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/8 14:00
Stever,
Am holding my breath awaiting your clarification here. If you cannot distinguish between discussing things with the chari
ty of appealing to what is stated without laying some lofty charge and I do mean lofty, this insinuation ... There is no othe
r alternative than for you to stop your participation here or we will do it for you.
You have been given more grace and forbearance than anyone that has any duration in these parts.
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Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/8 19:20
Brother Jim,
Is paying a tithe an act of obligation or an act of worship?

Quote:
-------------------------It says the two-fold interpretation of his names are this.
-------------------------

Hebrews 7:2
"...first being translated, "king of righteousness" and then king of Salem, meaning "king of peace."
What does "first being translated" mean to you according to the greek?
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/8 19:26
Quote:
------------------------Is paying a tithe an act of obligation or an act of worship?
-------------------------

It's an act of worship. However, by simply paying tithes one is not worshipping the priest who receives them. For under
the Old Covenant, bringing tithes to the Levitical priests did not constitute the worship of the Levitical priest. Thus, Abra
ham's bringing Melchizedek the tithe did not constitute the worship of Melchizedek.

Quote:
------------------------What does "first being translated" mean to you according to the greek?
-------------------------

This simply means "by the translation of his name." It's what his name means.
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/8 19:34
Brother Jim wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------For under the Old Covenant, bringing tithes to the Levitical priests did not constitute the worship of the Levitical priest.
-------------------------

First, Abraham was not under the Covenant made on Mount Sinai. Secondly, the Levitical priest were also required to p
ay a tithe to whom?

Does Scripture place any significance on names?
In Christ
Jeff
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Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/8 19:41
Quote:
------------------------First, Abraham was not under the Covenant made on Mount Sinai
-------------------------

That is beside the point. Such is simply an example. Priest's were mediators, acting on behalf of another person.

Quote:
------------------------Secondly, the Levitical priest were also required to pay a tithe to whom?
-------------------------

The tithe that the Levites received was to be tithed. They did this by taking a tithe of the tithe, and simply burning it up a
s a sacrifice to God.

Quote:
------------------------Does Scripture place any significance on names?
-------------------------

Sure. Adam means "earth." Eve means "mother of all." Abram means "exalted father." Abraham means "father of man
y nations." Jacob means "deceiver." etc. etc. In the Old Testament, a great deal of weight is placed on names. In Hebr
ew culture, generally speaking, a name signified something about the person, or held symbolic meaning. Such as when
Hosea named his children to signify the judgments of God on the nation.
Re: - posted by Jimbabwean, on: 2007/2/8 21:11
Thanks guys for the challenge to use more scripture and the point raised by KingJimmy about the blessing of Abraham b
y Melchizedek.
In Daniel 3, we see Nebuchadnezzar calling God by the same title that Melchizedek used, and blessing Shadrach, Mesh
ach, and Abednego. This, at the point in NebuchadnezzarÂ’s life when he was forcing people to worship an image of hi
mself. A pagan priest-king blessing godly people.
The whole point of Hebrews is to explain the priesthood of the New Covenant. Hebrews 8:1. The Order of Melchizedek r
epresents the Priesthood of the New Covenant, which is filled by only one priest Â– Jesus the Son of God / Son of Man.
Now, Jesus was ordained into this order on Resurrection Day. This is when the New Covenant began. Hebrews 5 and A
cts 13, explain the term Â“this dayÂ” that God uttered the oath concerning JesusÂ’ High Priesthood.
So letÂ’s start assuming that the Order of Melchizedek was a literal order of priests:
If Jesus was operating in this order back in AbrahamÂ’s day as Melchizedek, then why did He need to die on a cross an
d be raised from the dead to initiate the New Covenant, by becoming itsÂ’ High Priest? Problems!
If Melchizedek was Shem, or any other godly person, then we have two priests in the Order of Melchizedek. This means
that both are eternal priests, and Shem would be at least equal to, if not superior to Jesus, because he was in the order
before Jesus, and that the New Covenant has two priests. Problems!
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If Melchizedek was a pagan, then we have a pagan and Jesus in the same order of priests. Problems!
So, we are forced to conclude that the order is symbolic, not literal.
If Shem (or any godly man) was a priest, then what covenant was he operating under in order to have a whole city under
his priesthood? Abraham was a priest, because he offered up sacrifices, Genesis 22:13. AbrahamÂ’s priesthood was ov
er his family, as was the case of Noah: Genesis 8:20. So, we have evidence of a head of household priesthood prior to
Moses. Thus we donÂ’t have reason to consider a citywide priesthood covenant, other than a pagan one.
Hebrews goes after the symbolism in order to establish the priesthood of Jesus within the New Covenant. Hebrews isnÂ’
t interested in resolving our discussion of the identity of Melchizedek. However, it seems apparent that one can neverthe
less identify who Melchizedek isnÂ’t, and the kind of priest that he is. HeÂ’s like Nebuchadnezzar, pagan priest king ove
r Babylon.
I admit that itÂ’s hard to swallow Hebrews 7:7, as you point out KingJimmy, but the Order of Melchizedek is where I end
up going back to the pagan Melchizedek solution.
Once one accepts this, then names like Adonizedek, and the Jebusite history seem to add up. We also have the Babylo
nian tithe Â– the Esretu, which is the counterfeit to the Biblical agricultural tithe. So, it seems to work, although it is radic
al.
I'm okay with radical.
Blessings!
Re: - posted by murdog (), on: 2007/2/8 23:30
Stever,
You call out Ron as a person who gives new meaning to the term Carnal Christian and he needs to be born again so tha
t he can see! Yikes, I wish I was as blind as Ron is! Did you ever read in the scriptures about treating older men as Fat
hers, and then there was that commandment about honouring Fathers and Mothers.
It is one thing to disagree...
Jimbabwean,
By the way, it is totally inconsistent with the scriptures to allude to the fact that Melchizedek was a money grubbing paga
n who pulled one over on Abraham! We may not know alot about him, but come on!
Murray

Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/9 14:41
Brother Jim wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------They did this by taking a tithe of the tithe, and simply burning it up as a sacrifice to God.
-------------------------

So the Levitical priests worshiped God by offering a tithe...is this then consistent with what I said when Abraham worship
ped Melchizedec by offering his tithe to him?
Please remember the Scripture where is says that the Levitical priesthood not yet in existence payed their tithes through
Abraham...
What is most important to realize in this whole discussion is to find how God made promises to continue to provide for a
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"remnant" down through the generations starting with Able...
What kind of priesthood counld only bring about this "remnant?"
Allow yourself to find the treasure hidden in Scripture.
God Bless
Jeff
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/9 21:10
Brother Phillip provided this commentary...

Quote:
-------------------------It is not, however, to the Messiah "to come." It does not refer to the God incarnate - to Jesus of Nazareth; but to the God of the Jew
s, in his capacity as their lawgiver and protector in the time of Isaiah; not to him in the capacity of an incarnate Saviour.
-------------------------

Thankyou for this response...However, I can only quote from Scripture the glory that is found in Christ...
Colossians 1:15-17
"He is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn over all creation. For by Him all things were created that are in heave
n and that are on earth, visible and invisible, whether thrones or dominions or principalities or powers. All things were cr
eated through Him and for Him. And He is before all things, and in Him all things consist."
When one begins to see the High Priest at work in the remnant throughout the generations one will find a treasure that d
oes not fade but increases without end.
Listen to the judgement on those of Israel who were not part of the remnant...
Isaiah 5:24
"Therefore, as the fire devours the stubble, and the flame consumes the chaff, so their root will be as rottenness, and the
ir blossom will ascend like dust;
because they have rejected the law of the Lord of hosts, and despised the word of the Holy One of Israel."
Who is the Holy One of Israel?
God Bless
Jeff
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/10 0:58
The Holy One of Israel is God, who's wife Israel was. The Holy One of the Body of Christ is Jesus our Lord and Only
High Priest, who only became our High Priest after the Cross. You cannot ordain a priest that is Spirit, to be a priest that
becomes us. That is human in every way and also Very God also.
Hebrews 7:26-28 For such an high priest became us, who is holy, harmless, undefiled, separate from sinners, and
made higher than the heavens; Who needeth not daily, as those high priests, to offer up sacrifice, first for his own sins,
and then for the people's: for this he did once, when he offered up himself. For the law maketh men high priests which
have infirmity; but the word of the oath, which was since the law, maketh the Son, who is consecrated for evermore.
Jesus Christ was ordain to become incarnate before the foundation of the world, that was at His birth by His mother
Mary and His Father God.
You cannot make Melchizedek the Incarnate Christ.
Then there would be no need for His Birth, to become a perfect human being and perfect Very God. The difference in
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old testament salvation is God by His mercy and by their faith God saved them and will make that manifest in the
Millennium by the Christ that was promised them.
We have salvation through faith, that is through the faith of a different acknowledgement of The Will of God that we
should believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God and we will be saved through the Faith of this Person, Jesus Christ,
not by our faith in keeping the Law of God. They sought and studied the scriptures to find salvation and could not would
not receive Jesus Christ as the Only Begotten Son of God, that He would become their salvation, they crucified the
Prince of Peace.
Again; Mark 12:26-27 And as touching the dead, that they rise: have ye not read in the book of Moses, how in the bush
God spake unto him, saying, I am the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob? He is not the God
of the dead, but the God of the living: ye therefore do greatly err. God has chosen Moses, Abraham, Isaac, Moses and
all those by their faith, God became the God of them living.
This is not the Christ of the New Testament.
They in the old testament were searching the scriptures and could not see Him.
This is a long read but it is the truth of the Word of God Himself, Jesus Christ who is our salvation by Grace through
Faith of the Person Himself, Jesus Christ our Lord.
John 5:31-47 If I bear witness of myself, my witness is not true. There is another that beareth witness of me; and I know
that the witness which he witnesseth of me is true. Ye sent unto John, and he bare witness unto the truth. But I receive
not testimony from man: but these things I say, that ye might be saved. He was a burning and a shining light: and ye
were willing for a season to rejoice in his light. But I have greater witness than that of John: for the works which the
Father hath given me to finish, the same works that I do, bear witness of me, that the Father hath sent me. And the
Father himself, which hath sent me, hath borne witness of me. Ye have neither heard his voice at any time, nor seen his
shape. And ye have not his word abiding in you: for whom he hath sent, him ye believe not. Search the scriptures; for in
them ye think ye have eternal life: and they are they which testify of me. And ye will not come to me, that ye might have
life. I receive not honour from men. But I know you, that ye have not the love of God in you. I am come in my Father's
name, and ye receive me not: if another shall come in his own name, him ye will receive. How can ye believe, which
receive honour one of another, and seek not the honour that cometh from God only? Do not think that I will accuse you
to the Father: there is one that accuseth you, even Moses, in whom ye trust. For had ye believed Moses, ye would have
believed me: for he wrote of me. But if ye believe not his writings, how shall ye believe my words?
How shall ye believe His Words?
Galatians 2:16-21 Knowing that a man is not justified by the works of the law, but by the faith of Jesus Christ, even we
have believed in Jesus Christ, that we might be justified by the faith of Christ, and not by the works of the law: for by the
works of the law shall no flesh be justified. But if, while we seek to be justified by Christ, we ourselves also are found
sinners, is therefore Christ the minister of sin? God forbid. For if I build again the things which I destroyed, I make myself
a transgressor. For I through the law am dead to the law, that I might live unto God. I am crucified with Christ:
nevertheless I live; yet not I, but Christ liveth in me: and the life which I now live in the flesh I live by the faith of the Son
of God, who loved me, and gave himself for me. I do not frustrate the grace of God: for if righteousness come by the
law, then Christ is dead in vain.
In Christ Through Faith, His Faith.
Act 3:16 And his name through faith in his name hath made this man strong, whom ye see and know: yea, the faith
which is by him hath given him this perfect soundness in the presence of you all.
Rom 3:25 Whom God hath set forth a propitiation through faith in his blood, to declare his righteousness for the remissi
on of sins that are past, through the forbearance of God;
Rom 3:30 Seeing one God, which shall justify the circumcision by faith, and uncircumcision through faith.
Rom 3:31 Do we then make void the law through faith? God forbid: yea, we establish the law.
Gal 3:8 And the scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the heathen through faith, preached before the gospel unto
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Abraham, , In thee shall all nations be blessed.
Gal 3:14 That the blessing of Abraham might come on the Gentiles through Jesus Christ; that we might receive the prom
ise of the Spirit through faith.
Eph 2:8 For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: the gift of God:
Rom 3:30 Seeing one God, which shall justify the circumcision by faith, and uncircumcision through faith.

Not by my faith, but through His Faith. Phillip
Re: - posted by philologos (), on: 2007/2/10 4:32
This is really not so difficult to see, I think. Christ is not Melchizedek but is 'of the order of Melchizedek. His high-priesth
ood is Melchizedekian and not Aaronic; that is the burden of Hebrews. He is not an heriditary high priest but is a priest o
f an entirely different kind. He is a king-priest... the sort of priest that Melchizedek illustrates.
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/10 8:03
Quote:
------------------------He is a king-priest... the sort of priest that Melchizedek illustrates.
-------------------------

Indeed Ron. Hebrews 7 is simply try to show precedence in regard to Christ's ministry, and how the seemingly unrecon
cilable notion of a king-priest is possible.
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/10 8:11
Quote:
------------------------So the Levitical priests worshiped God by offering a tithe...is this then consistent with what I said when Abraham worshipped Melchizedec by offering h
is tithe to him?
-------------------------

This is not consistent. Abraham presenting his tithe to Melchizedek correlates to somebody else in Israel bringing their ti
the to one of the Levites. When one brought their tithe to a priest, it did not constitute the worship of the priest but the w
orship of God. Thus, when Abraham brought the tithe to Melchizedek, it constituted the worship of God, not Melchizede
k.
How in the world you see Abraham bringing Melchizedek his tithe as worshiping Melchizedek as God is beyond me. It s
eems more like you WANT Melchizedek to be a pre-incarnate version of Christ. But this is not what Genesis 14, Psalm
110, or Hebrews 7 teaches. It is a popular teaching. But it is not based on Scripture.
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/10 8:25
Quote:
------------------------In Daniel 3, we see Nebuchadnezzar calling God by the same title that Melchizedek used, and blessing Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego. This, at t
he point in NebuchadnezzarÂ’s life when he was forcing people to worship an image of himself. A pagan priest-king blessing godly people.
-------------------------

Indeed, this would be a possible Scriptural argument for showing Melchizedek was possibly a pagan. However, it could
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also be argued that this was just another generic way of talking about God. As you are probably aware, the most comm
on name used for God in the Old Testament is "El." This is also the same name that pagans used for their idols. But we
would not argue that Abraham or the rest worshiped a pagan idol.

Quote:
------------------------If Melchizedek was a pagan, then we have a pagan and Jesus in the same order of priests. Problems!
-------------------------

Indeed :)

Quote:
------------------------So, we are forced to conclude that the order is symbolic, not literal.
-------------------------

No, we are not forced to conclude that the order is a symbolic one. Melchizedek was literally a priest and a king. And C
hrist is also literally, a priest and a king. If Melchizedek was not literally a priest, then neither is Christ. If he were not lite
rally a king, then neither is Christ. The Scriptures mean what they say when Christ is a priest of the order of Melchizede
k. And this order, contrary to the Levitical priesthood, did not require one to be a certain pedigree to enter into. Rather,
one was a priest according to this order simply because God declared one so.

Quote:
------------------------HeÂ’s like Nebuchadnezzar, pagan priest king over Babylon.
-------------------------

The Scriptures never see Nebuchadnezzar as being a priest.
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/10 10:08
Brother Jim wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------How in the world you see Abraham bringing Melchizedek his tithe as worshiping Melchizedek as God is beyond me. It seems more l
ike you WANT Melchizedek to be a pre-incarnate version of Christ.
-------------------------

Scripture states that the sons of Levi paid tithes through Abraham to Melchizedec.
Hebrews 7:
7 Here mortal men receive tithes, but there he receives them, of whom it is witnessed that he lives."
In this Scripture where is he who receives them and is he still alive?
Now we must not forget that this section of Scripture is teaching about Melchizedec.
In Christ
Jeff
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Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/10 10:12
Brother Ron wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------His high-priesthood is Melchizedekian
-------------------------

Whose high-priesthood is Melchizedekian?
If you believe that it is Christ then it must be concluded then that Christ's priesthood was first exemplified by another that
preceded Him...
In Christ
Jeff
Re: an opinon - posted by ChrisJD (), on: 2007/2/10 10:15
Good morning all.
I've read through this thread and I believe, like Rookie and I think Mike, that Melchizedek was not a man that was born,
lived and died, or at all any sort of pagan priest or any sort of priest that lived in the surrounding area(at least I think they
believe that also). My opinion is that this was a Theophany, in a similar way to Genesis 18:1-2 and Exodus 34:5 for
instance.

In verse 3 of Hebrews 7, the author goes well beyond suggesting that there is no record for the genealogy of
Melchizedek. He goes so far beyond it as to say of this man, that he had

neither beginning of days

nor end of life

There was a mystery here in the Old Testament which I believe the author of Hebrews is now unfolding by the Holy Spiri
t according to Christ's words:

Therefore every scribe which is instructed unto the kingdom of heaven is like unto a man that is an householde
r, which bringeth forth out of his treasure things new and old.

I see this here as the graciousness of the Holy Spirit illuminating an obscure event in the history of redemption by giving
to us knowledge which was not before revealed.
Are there not so many who come and go, that flash upon the pages of sacred history without any record of their descent
? And yet of which of them was it ever said
they had...

neither beginning of days

nor end of life
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I know not any.
That the scribe here also unfolds for us that this Melchizedek is also called

King of righteousness
and...
King of peace
speaks also to me of his being other than a natural man. Of Whom could it be said
"He is King of Righteousness and King of Peace"?
Where do these meet?

Mercy and truth are met together; righteousness and peace have kissed each other.
Is this not the name of the Lord which He declared unto Moses saying
"The Lord, The Lord God, merciful and gracious, longsuffering, and abundant in goodness and truth,
Keeping mercy for thousands, forgiving iniquity and transgression and sin, and that will by no means clear the guilty..."
That He is forgiving speaks of His mercy.
That He will by no means clear the guilty speaks of His truth.
And yet are not these two met in the Lord Jesus, wherefore it is written of Him
...and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father,) full of grace and truth.

How then can this Melchizedek have such a name, except he was in some fashion the presence of Him to Whom it belo
ngs?

Peace be with you all in Christ.
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/10 10:28
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Jesus Christ was ordain to become incarnate before the foundation of the world, that was at His birth by His mother Mary and His F
ather God.
-------------------------

Quote:
-------------------------You cannot make Melchizedek the Incarnate Christ.
-------------------------
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I believe that Scripture teaches that Melchizedec was the pre-incarnate Christ.

Quote:
-------------------------Then there would be no need for His Birth, to become a perfect human being and perfect Very God. The difference in old testament
salvation is God by His mercy and by their faith God saved them and will make that manifest in the Millennium by the Christ that was promised them.
-------------------------

It seems as though you argue against the doctrine of the Trinity. Scripture states that the OT saints were saved by grac
e...
Romans 11:5-6
"Even so then, at this present time there is a remnant according to the election of grace. And if by grace, then it is no lo
nger of works; otherwise grace is no longer grace. But if it is of works, it is no longer grace; otherwise work is no longer
work."
Through whom does all grace flow from?

Quote:
-------------------------We have salvation through faith, that is through the faith of a different acknowledgement of The Will of God that we should believe t
hat Jesus Christ is the Son of God and we will be saved through the Faith of this Person, Jesus Christ, not by our faith in keeping the Law of God.
-------------------------

The law given on Mount Sinai condemns. No one but Christ kept the law. What other law was in place that enabled the
OT saints to overcome this condmenation?
Psalm 119:1-3
"Blessed are the undefiled in the way. Who walk in the law of the Lord! Blessed are those who keep His testimonies, w
ho seek Him with the whole heart! They also do no iniquity; they walk in His ways."
What law is at work in these brethren?
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/10 10:34
Brother Chris quoted:

Quote:
-------------------------Therefore every scribe which is instructed unto the kingdom of heaven is like unto a man that is an householder, which bringeth fort
h out of his treasure things new and old.
-------------------------

The words of mere men fail compared to the power that exists in Scripture alone.
You have blessed me with this Scripture, I see a greater depth then before...
God Bless
Jeff
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Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/10 10:46
Quote:
------------------------Hebrews 7:
7 Here mortal men receive tithes, but there he receives them, of whom it is witnessed that he lives."
In this Scripture where is he who receives them and is he still alive?
-------------------------

Good question. The reason Hebrews says that "of whom it is witnessed that he lives" is because Melchizedek is present
ed in Scripture of as being nothing other than alive. To the author of Hebrews, what is not said about Melchizedek is jus
t as important as what is said about him. He makes "an argument from silence." For he believes that God only gave us
enough information about Melchizedek so as to give us a type of what Christ was to be in His priesthood. And since the
Scriptures never mention anything of the death of Melchizedek, Hebrews 7 argues that the type that Melchizedek serves
as points us to a priest that would arise according to his pattern. Since Melchizedek is always presented as being alive,
then this serves as a type that the the other priest that should arise according to his order should be one that actually al
ways lives. And this is what Christ does.
And remember, it is off this argument of silence that Hebrews 7 shows that the priesthood of Melchizedek was not one a
ccording to pedigree, as was the case with the Levites. For nothing is mentioned in Genesis 14 of Melchizedek's geneal
ogy. Rather, one who serves as a priest in this order doesn't do so because of pedigree, but simply because God declar
es one such a priest. And since Christ, whose genealogy we have recorded in Matthew and Luke, isn't of Levite stock, b
ut instead, from the tribe of Judah, this doesn't disqualify Him from being a priest.
Once again, we are not to confuse Christ as being Melchizedek. For he is not called Melchizedek, but rather, "another"
priest that has arisen according to the same order. If Christ was indeed Melchizedek, then Christ could not be "another"
priest. *edit* And since Christ is "another" priest according to this order, we know therefore that there have been at least
two priests of this order.
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/10 11:30
If Melchizedek was really Christ pre-incarnate, then what one is essentially saying is that Jesus Christ also lived on this
earth as a literal king of an actual city, prior to His incarnation.
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/10 16:06
Quote;
"I believe that Scripture teaches that Melchizedec was the pre-incarnate Christ."
Then God made two son's. One for the Old Testament and one for the New Testament. Melchizedek was not the Son o
f Man. Thus He could not be the Son of God, the only begotten.
Melchizedek was a Priest appointed outside of all rules and regulation and genealogies of man appointed Priestly duties
. This High Priest Melchizedek was not a gentile, Jew or priest of Arron or Levitical, he was appointed by God and As J
esus would Be also birthed by God the Father, He Jesus Christ would be of the same appointment. "After the Order of
Melchizedek".
"made like unto the Son of God;" but not being the Son of Man and the Son of God. Need more?
Hebrews 7:4 Now consider how great this man was, unto whom even the patriarch Abraham gave the tenth of the spoil
s. This was a man, not the Son of God.
Hebrews 7:6-8 But he whose descent is not counted from them received tithes of Abraham, and blessed him that had th
e promises. And without all contradiction the less is blessed of the better. And here men that die receive tithes; but ther
e he receiveth them, of whom it is witnessed that he liveth.
This is the reason for Melchizedek; "But he whose descent is not counted". Melchizedek is the less when it comes to J
esus Christ our Lord, Savior, and High Priest forever after the order of Melchizedek, being the Only Begotten Son of Go
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d who's blessing is so much greater that Melchizedeks, it does not even compare, "bread and wine", to the Body and Blo
od of Jesus Christ who is the Body of Christ believers One and Only High Priest Forever. Melchizedek does not even co
mpare to the Lord Jesus Christ who is the King of Kings and Only Begotten Son of the Most High God, who has made u
s His son's by becoming our Father also by the birthing of His Son in us. Born Again of Incorruptable Seed, by His deat
h and resurrection and His coming again in the Spirit of Christ in us.
I am no a son of God by Melchizedek. I am a son of God by Birthing of God's only begotten Son, His Seed in me. Maki
ng God My Father and Jesus Christ my Brother and Lord and Savior, by His Blood and Body given for those that believe
that Jesus Christ is the Son of the Living God.
The Body of Christ is The Church upon which Jesus Christ will build His Church upon this Rock, Jesus Christ is the Son
of God.
Melchizedek is a priest of the most High God, who would set the Priest Hood of Christ for the coming Birth of Jesus Chri
st and His Cross.
In Christ of the Priest Hood of Melchizedek forever, who is so much more than our High Priest, He is our Life and all that
we are or ever will be. Phillip

Re: Melchizedek - who is he?, on: 2007/2/10 16:18
I'd like to apologise in advance if this comment seems to be completely off the wall.
I've just re-read the references in Hebrews 6 and 7, to Melchizedek, and have much sympathy with the thought he might
have been a manifestation of God.
Hebrews 7 (Young)
1 For this Melchisedek, king of Salem, priest of God Most High, who did meet Abraham turning back from the smiting of
the kings, and did bless him,
2 to whom also a tenth of all did Abraham divide, (first, indeed, being interpreted, `King of righteousness,' and then also,
King of Salem, which is, King of Peace,)
3 without father, without mother, without genealogy, having neither beginning of days nor end of life, and being made
like to the Son of God, doth remain a priest continually.

Here are a few thoughts. Do they connect?
In Genesis 13, there is a reference to Bethel, but, we know that Jacob did not re-name Luz, Bethel until the narrative in
Genesis 28. So, I just wonder when 'Salem' actually came into existence, for it to have a 'king'?

If the first temple was built on Mount Moriah, beside Jeru'salem', are we talking about more than imagery? Wasn't it her
e that Abraham nearly sacrificed Isaac? Also, wasn't the Lamb slain from before the foundation of the world? By whom
?
And Jesus became the Prince of Peace; Prince, the usual title of the Son of a King.

Also, remember when three men came to visit Abram on the plains of Mamre?
Genesis 18 (Young)
1 And Jehovah appeareth unto him among the oaks of Mamre, and he is sitting at the opening of the tent, about the heat
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of the day;
2 and he lifteth up his eyes and looketh, and lo, three men standing by him, and he seeth, and runneth to meet them fro
m the opening of the tent, and boweth himself towards the earth,
3 And he saith, `My Lord, if, I pray thee, I have found grace in thine eyes, do not, I pray thee, pass on from thy servant;

I marvel at the way New Covenant truth, which comes together in Christ, (Col 1:15 - 20) is spread out for us in the Old T
estament, often with amazing detail and framed in its own peculiar space. In the case of Melchizedek, though, it seems
the writer of Hebrews had more revelation than the writer of Genesis. Should we be surprised......? ... John 17?

Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/10 19:57
Quote:
""If the first temple was built on Mount Moriah, beside Jeru'salem', are we talking about more than imagery? Wasn't it he
re that Abraham nearly sacrificed Isaac? Also, wasn't the Lamb slain from before the foundation of the world? By whom?
""
Answer: Israel, through the Gentiles, (Romans).
We were chosen in Christ (before) the foundation of the world, not the Lamb Slain (from) foundation of the world.

Ephesians 1:1-14 Paul, an apostle of Jesus Christ by the will of God, to the saints which are at Ephesus, and to the fait
hful in Christ Jesus: Grace be to you, and peace, from God our Father, and from the Lord Jesus Christ. Blessed be the
God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who hath blessed us with all spiritual blessings in heavenly places in Christ: A
ccording as he hath chosen us in him(((before the foundation))) of the world, that we should be holy and without blame b
efore him in love: Having predestinated us unto the adoption of children by Jesus Christ to himself, according to the goo
d pleasure of his will, To the praise of the glory of his grace, wherein he hath made us accepted in the beloved. In whom
we have redemption through his blood, the forgiveness of sins, according to the riches of his grace; Wherein he hath ab
ounded toward us in all wisdom and prudence; Having made known unto us the mystery of his will, according to his goo
d pleasure which he hath purposed in himself: That in the dispensation of the fulness of times he might gather together i
n one all things in Christ, both which are in heaven, and which are on earth; even in him: In whom also we have obtaine
d an inheritance, being predestinated according to the purpose of him who worketh all things after the counsel of his ow
n will: That we should be to the praise of his glory, who first trusted in Christ. In whom ye also trusted, after that ye hear
d the word of truth, the gospel of your salvation: in whom also after that ye believed, ye were sealed with that holy Spirit
of promise, Which is the earnest of our inheritance until the redemption of the purchased possession, unto the praise of
his glory.
These words were never spoken to anyone until Jesus Christ was crucified and resurrected and returned to Paul that th
ey might be spoken. Eph 1 is all that Christ is and ever will be. Abraham did not know these words and could not.
In Christ ((before the foundation of the world))
Ephesians 1:4 According as he hath chosen us in Him before the foundation of the world, that we should be holy and wi
thout blame before Him in love:
The word "before" is not the word "from" that is in Revelations. This before is; Strong's Greek Dictionary
4253. pro
Search for G4253 in KJVSL
pro pro pro
a primary preposition; "fore", i.e. in front of, prior (figuratively, superior) to:--above, ago, before, or ever. In the comparati
ve, it retains the same significations.
The word "From" in Revelations: Revelation 13:8 And all that dwell upon the earth shall worship Him, whose names are
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not written in the book of life of the Lamb slain (((from))) the foundation of the world.
This word From is not before the foundation, but from the foundation of the world, Christ was not crucified before the fou
ndation of the world, He was in God's plan but now crucified, since the foundation of the world.
(From) Strong's Greek Dictionary
575. apo
Search for G575 in KJVSL
apo apo apo'
a primary particle; "off," i.e. away (from something near), in various senses (of place, time, or relation; literal or figurative)
:--(X here-)after, ago, at, because of, before, by (the space of), for(-th), from, in, (out) of, off, (up-)on(-ce), since, with. In
composition (as a prefix) it usually denotes separation, departure, cessation, completion, reversal, etc.
Melchizedek could not have been the crucified Christ, as He was crucified since the foundation of the world approx 2000
years ago, so those that believe the Jesus Christ is the Son of God would be chosen in Christ, which was God's plan bef
ore the foundation of the world. Eph 1:4, before, not Rev 13:8 since or from.
Ephesians 1:22-23 And hath put all things under His feet, and gave Him to be the head over all things to the church, Wh
ich is His body, the fulness of Him that filleth all in all.
There is nothing more to say, Amen.
In Christ: Phillip
Re: Without genealogy - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/10 22:55
Quote:
-------------------------Are there not so many who come and go, that flash upon the pages of sacred history without any record of their descent? And yet o
f which of them was it ever said
they had...

neither beginning of days

nor end of life
-------------------------

Hi Chris, think the meaning here is closer to the following;

Heb 7:3 - Without father, &c.--explained by "without genealogy" (so the Greek is for "without descent); compare Heb_7
:6, that is, his genealogy is not known, whereas a Levitical priest could not dispense with the proof of his descent.
having neither beginning of days nor end of life--namely, history not having recorded his beginning nor end, as it has
the beginning and end of Aaron. The Greek idiom expressed by "without father," &c., one whose parentage was humble
or unknown. "Days" mean his time of discharging his function. So the eternity spoken of in Psa_110:4 is that of the priest
ly office chiefly.
made like--It is not said that he was asbsolutely "like." Made like, namely, in the particulars here specified. Nothing is sai
d in Genesis of the end of his priesthood, or of his having had in his priesthood either predecessor or successor, which, i
n a typical point of view, represents Christ's eternal priesthood, without beginning or end. Aaron's end is recorded; Melch
isedec's not: typically significant. "The Son of God" is not said to be made like unto Melchisedec, but Melchisedec to be "
made like the Son of God." When ALFORD denies that Melchisedec was made like the Son of God in respect of his prie
sthood, on the ground that Melchisedec was prior in time to our Lord, he forgets that Christ's eternal priesthood was an a
rchetypal reality in God's purpose from everlasting, to which Melchisedec's priesthood was "made like" in due time. The
Son of God is the more ancient, and is the archetype: compare Heb_8:5, where the heavenly things are represented as t
he primary archetype of the Levitical ordinances. The epithets, "without father," &c. "beginning of days, "nor end," "abide
th continually," belong to Melchisedec only in respect to his priesthood, and in so far as he is the type of the Son of God,
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and are strictly true of Him alone. Melchisedec was, in his priesthood, "made like" Christ, as far as the imperfect type co
uld represent the lineaments of the perfect archetype. "The portrait of a living man can be seen on the canvas, yet the m
an is very different from his picture." There is nothing in the account, Gen_14:18-20, to mark Melchisedec as a superhu
man being: he is classed with the other kings in the chapter as a living historic personage: not as ORIGEN thought, an a
ngel; nor as the Jews thought, Shem, son of Noah; nor as CALMET, Enoch; nor as the Melchisedekites, that he was the
Holy Ghost; nor as others, the Divine Word. He was probably of Shemitic, not Canaanite origin: the last independent rep
resentative of the original Shemitic population, which had been vanquished by the Canaanites, Ham's descendants. The
greatness of Abraham then lay in hopes; of Melchisedec, in present possession. Melchisedec was the highest and last r
epresentative of the Noahic covenant, as Christ was the highest and ever enduring representative of the Abrahamic. Mel
chisedec, like Christ, unites in himself the kingly and priestly offices, which Abraham does not. ALFORD thinks the epith
ets are, in some sense, strictly true of Melchisedec himself; not merely in the typical sense given above; but that he had
not, as mortal men have, a beginning or end of life (?). A very improbable theory, and only to be resorted to in the last ex
tremity, which has no place here. With Melchisedec, whose priesthood probably lasted a long period, the priesthood and
worship of the true God in Canaan ceased. He was first and last king-priest there, till Christ, the antitype; and therefore h
is priesthood is said to last for ever, because it both lasts a long time, and lasts as long as the nature of the thing itself (n
amely, his life, and the continuance of God's worship in Canaan) admits. If Melchisedec were high priest for ever in a lite
ral sense, then Christ and he would now still be high priests, and we should have two instead of one (!). THOLUCK rema
rks, "Melchisedec remains in so far as the type remains in the antitype, in so far as his priesthood remains in Christ." Th
e father and mother of Melchisedec, as also his children, are not descended from Levi, as the Levitical priests (Heb_7:6)
were required to be, and are not even mentioned by Moses. The wife of Aaron, Elisheba, the mother from whom the Lev
itical priests spring, is mentioned: as also Sarah, the original mother of the Jewish nation itself. As man, Christ had no fat
her; as God, no mother.
Jameison, Fausset and Brown Commentary
Re: a tough one... - posted by ChrisJD (), on: 2007/2/11 10:45
Morning all.
Brother Mike, am finding it difficult to accept the explanations given with regard to the commentaries...

I looked through this from Jameison, Fausset and Brown and also some others, including Vincent's Word Studies and
Robertson's Word Pictures. It seems as though, when it comes to this phrase in particular, this
having neither beginning of days nor end of life
that no explanation is really given?
Here's what I mean:

From Jameison, Fausset and Brown
history not having recorded his beginning nor end, as it has the beginning and end of Aaron

Robertson's Word Pictures

He is not to be understood as a miraculous being without birth or death. Melchizedek has been made more mysterious t
han he is by reading into this interpretation what is not there.

Vincent's Word Pictures
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That is to say, history is silent concerning his birth and death.

Well, alright, but how does this explain such an amazing phrase as this having neither beginning of days nor end of l
ife. Doesn't such a phrase go way beyond calling our attention to the lack of record for his birth and death? It does not s
ay there is no record for his birth, or his death. It says having neither.

At the first I had asked
"Are there not so many who come and go, that flash upon the pages of sacred history without any record of their descen
t?"

I decided to do a word search of the phrase priest of to see if I could find anything similar and here is what I found:
In Genesis 41 we read of Potipherah priest of On. I could find no record of his descent either, nor of his birth or of his
death. Now it is plain that this was a man because he had offspirng :-)
Same with the next one. In Exodus we read of Jethro, priest of Midian which in the same way, though I found no certai
n record of him, it is obvious that he was a man and had offspring also. But then look at this next one...

In Amos chapter 7 we read of Amaziah the priest of Bethel. I find no record of him at all and I wonder why there was e
ven a priest of Bethel to begin with but even here I would not suspect him to be anything other than a mortal man also.

But it was never said of any of these that they had neither beginning of days nor end of life. We wouldn't expect it to be.
Even if there is no record given of them. I realise though that they don't have anything to do with establishing the change
in the priesthood, but still.

In the commentary by Jameison, Fausset and Brown, they say
"There is nothing in the account, Gen_14:18-20, to mark Melchisedec as a superhuman being: he is classed with the oth
er kings in the chapter as a living historic personage:"
Well, what about his name?
...first being by interpretation King of righteousness, and after that also King of Salem, which is, King of peace
Is this not the name of God that He revealed unto Moses, saying
"I will make all my goodness pass before thee, and I will proclaim the name of the Lord before thee"
which name He says is
"The Lord, The Lord God, merciful and gracious, longsuffering, and abundant in goodness and truth, Keeping mercy for t
housands, forgiving iniquity and transgression and sin, and that will by no means clear the guilty; visiting the iniquity of th
e fathers upon the children, and upon the children's children, unto the third and to the fourth generation."
and this revelation was given to Moses when he beseeched God, saying
"shew me thy glory"
Is this not the same glory whereof we read in the record of John
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"..and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father,) full of grace and truth."
Well, is this not the name of God in this Melchisedec? Who else could be called
King of righteousness and King of peace
except God, and for us, God in Christ Jesus?

I suppose a mere man could have such a name. Then I consider this too though:
"Behold, I send an Angel before thee, to keep thee in the way, and to bring thee into the place which I have prepared. B
eware of him, and obey his voice, provoke him not; for he will not pardon your transgressions: for My name is in him."
Well, you might say, yes, but this in Hebrews is only the interpretation of his name; but then I would ask, why is it interpr
eted at all? Why bother pointng out such things which would make us think of God Himself, at least they make me think
of God? Again, I think of the words of the Lord Jesus where He said,
Therefore every scribe which is instructed unto the kingdom of heaven is like unto a man that is an householde
r, which bringeth forth out of his treasure things new and old.
Also, I have thought of all the times God Himself met with, or appeared unto Abraham in some form or other, in the signif
icant and major events in his life. Does not seem unreasonable that this could be another one of those times?

Well, whatever the case, am sure we can all agree that Melchisedec gives us a wonderfull example of how the Sciprture
testifies to Christ Jesus the Lord!
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/11 13:31
Brother Jim asserts;

Quote:
-------------------------To the author of Hebrews, what is not said about Melchizedek is just as important as what is said about him. He makes "an argume
nt from silence."
-------------------------

I believe Scripture declares the opposite...
Hebrews 5:9-11
"And having been perfected, He became the author of eternal salvation to all who obey Him, called by God as High Prie
st "according to the order of Melchizedek", of whom we have much to say, and hard to explain, since you have become
dull of hearing."
The author hear wishes that the Hebrew church was not dull of hearing, and because of this condition it is hard to explai
n the significance of our High Priest who serves "according to the order of Melchizedek."
Why does the author keep going back to Melchizedek in order to exhort and strengthen the Hebrew church?
In Christ
Jeff
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Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/11 13:40
Brother Jim asked:

Quote:
-------------------------If Melchizedek was really Christ pre-incarnate, then what one is essentially saying is that Jesus Christ also lived on this earth as a lit
eral king of an actual city, prior to His incarnation.
-------------------------

I submit that Hebrews 7:2 does not speak of the Jerusalem on earth.
Paul teaches...
Galatians 4:25-26
"for this Hagar is Mount Sianai in Arabia, and corresponds to Jerusalem which now is, and is in bondage with her childre
n-but the Jerusalem above is free, which is the mother of us all."
Then Paul points to Abraham's son Isaac in verse 28
"Now we, brethren, as Isaac was, are children of the promise."
Melchizedec is the King of Jerusalem that is above...
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/11 13:47
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------This High Priest Melchizedek was not a gentile, Jew or priest of Arron or Levitical, he was appointed by God and As Jesus would B
e also birthed by God the Father, He Jesus Christ would be of the same appointment. "After the Order of Melchizedek".
-------------------------

Why is it so important for the author who is writing to the Hebrews to point to Christ as the one who serves "according to
the order of Melchizedek?
I know that Scripture teaches us that Peter used the OT to convict and convert the Jews in the book of Acts chapters 2 a
nd 3.
Jesus used the OT to strengthen the two disciples on the way to Emmaus.
Again why does this author point to Melchizedek in order to exhort and strenghten the Hebrew church?
In Christ
Jeff
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Re:, on: 2007/2/11 14:05
Quote:
------------------------rookie wrote:
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------This High Priest Melchizedek was not a gentile, Jew or priest of Arron or Levitical, he was appointed by God and As Jesus would B
e also birthed by God the Father, He Jesus Christ would be of the same appointment. "After the Order of Melchizedek".
-------------------------

Why is it so important for the author who is writing to the Hebrews to point to Christ as the one who serves "according to the order of Melchizedek?
I know that Scripture teaches us that Peter used the OT to convict and convert the Jews in the book of Acts chapters 2 and 3.
Jesus used the OT to strengthen the two disciples on the way to Emmaus.
Again why does this author point to Melchizedek in order to exhort and strenghten the Hebrew church?
In Christ
Jeff
-------------------------

I'm new to this thread and haven't read it all (9 pages!), so don't know if this has already been said.
I thought that the importance of Melchizedek to the Hebrew believers was because of the Judaisers, who wante
d the Christians to obey the law of Moses.
Even though they had come to Christ, they were in danger of going back because of this. They were traditionall
y hooked on Moses' teachings and the concept of a God-given Levitical priesthood (remember King Uzziah who
tried to burn incense, which only the priests were allowed to do - he was smitten with leprosy for his sin).
So they had problems accepting that the old priesthood and Law of Moses was superceded (and fulfilled) in Jes
us. Especially His status as Priest, when He was not of the tribe of Levi.
So Paul uses the prophecy in Psalm 110:4, to demonstrate that Jesus does in fact have a right to be a Priest, an
d His priestly function is in fact greater than Aaron's; greater even than Levi, the ancestor of the priestly tribe, a
nd Abraham himself.
Jeannette

Re:, on: 2007/2/11 15:24
Who was Melchizedek?
He was an Orphan! Without Mother or Father.
Re: - posted by KingJimmy (), on: 2007/2/11 17:59
Quote:
------------------------Melchizedec is the King of Jerusalem that is above...
-------------------------

This is simply intolerable exegesis. Genesis 14 & Hebrews 7 declares Melchizedek to be the literal king of a literal city n
amed Salem. If such an interpretation is going to be put forward, it is impossible to continue on with a serious discussio
n.
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Re: Melchisedec - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/2/11 21:42
Quote:
-------------------------Brother Mike, am finding it difficult to accept the explanations given with regard to the commentaries...
-------------------------

Hi Chris, am actually inclined to think these explanations are more likely the case. Haven't looked beyond this instance b
ut wonder if there are not more ... sources out there that might address this particular use of language.
Quote:
-------------------------But it was never said of any of these that they had neither beginning of days nor end of life.
-------------------------

The Greek idiom expressed by "without father," &c., one whose parentage was humble or unknown. "Days" mean his ti
me of discharging his function.
"Greek idom", maybe KingJimmy can further elucidate this.
Chris, had missed this a couple of replies back;

Quote:
-------------------------I've read through this thread and I believe, like Rookie and I think Mike, that Melchizedek was not a man that was born, lived and di
ed, or at all any sort of pagan priest or any sort of priest that lived in the surrounding area(at least I think they believe that also). My opinion is that this
was a Theophany, in a similar way to Genesis 18:1-2 and Exodus 34:5 for instance.
-------------------------

Actually no. I think that he was a real king\priest and that he received the tithes from Abraham and that he was not a 'pa
gan' ... (My whole umbrage earlier) and the emphasis was on what seemed to be the great import of why the writer to th
e Hebrews was even using him as a 'model' if you will in the first place. The emphasis being on the order as that seems
to be his thrust. Think someone here had said that a great deal of these other things are arguments from silence. And I
would have to agree.
It certainly doesn't make things easier, the way those words are ... worded. Wonder what a strictly Jewish (Old Testame
nt) take on him might be.
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/11 21:52
Jeff, you are still trying to put the old Hebrew, that is Law, and all that Israel was, into the New. That is the New Body of
Christ, which is His Church, His Body.
Christ was crucified 2000 years ago, and the way of salvation is changed. Believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God
and you will be saved. Also all things have become new, that is The Grace of God through the Faith of Christ.
A birthing that old testament believers did not have. "Born again by the Incorruptable Seed", that is "Christ in you the
Hope of Glory".
Col 1:18 And He is the head of the body, the church: who is the beginning, the firstborn from the dead; that in all He mig
ht have the preeminence.
You cannot make Melchizedek the old testament incarnate Christ be their salvation as He is ours.
Gal 6:15 For in Christ Jesus neither circumcision availeth any thing, nor uncircumcision, but a new creature.
That is "Christ in you the Hope of Glory".
You cannot get free from sin by the Law or anything in the old testament. Christ is the only way.
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Romans 6:22-23 But now being made free from sin, and become servants to God, ye have your fruit unto holiness, and
the end everlasting life. For the wages of sin is death; but the gift of God is eternal life through Jesus Christ our Lord.
This was hid from old testament saints. Abraham could not have Christ born again in Him. Melchizedek could not save
or be birthed in you as Jesus Christ is now.
Again, again again and again.
Colossians 1:25-29 Whereof I am made a minister, according to the dispensation of God which is given to me for you, t
o fulfil the word of God; Even the mystery which hath been hid from ages and from generations, but now is made manif
est to his saints: To whom God would make known what is the riches of the glory of this mystery among the Gentiles; wh
ich is Christ in you, the hope of glory: Whom we preach, warning every man, and teaching every man in all wisdom; that
we may present every man perfect in Christ Jesus: Whereunto I also labour, striving according to his working, which wor
keth in me mightily.
You too Jeff. In Christ: Phillip
Re: Mechizedec - who was he?, on: 2007/2/20 15:07
The following scripture picks up RonB's point, of a king-priest; in this case THE King-Priest.
Zechariah 6:12, 13
12 "Then speak to him, saying,
'Thus says the LORD of hosts, saying:
"Behold, the Man whose name the BRANCH!
From His place He shall branch out,
And He shall build the temple of the LORD;
Yes, He shall build the temple of the LORD.
He shall bear the glory,
And shall sit and rule on His throne;
So He shall be a priest on His throne,
And the counsel of peace shall be between them both." '

Quote:
-------------------------You cannot make Melchizedek the old testament incarnate Christ be their salvation as He is ours.
-------------------------

Phillip,
There is a difference between acknowledging the meaning of a character in the Old Testament, and adding to that the i
mplication (as you are doing) that therefore those who 'believed' in that character, were born again. Anyway, this discus
sion has been had elsewhere.
We are all agreed, aren't we, that Christ is the Tree of Life. And
1 Corinthians 10:1
Moreover, brethren, I do not want you to be unaware that all our fathers were under the cloud, all passed through the se
a, all were baptized into Moses in the cloud and in the sea, all ate the same spiritual food, and all drank the same spiritu
al drink. For they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them, and that Rock was Christ.
Earlier in the thread I drew attention to the three men who visited Abraham, and since then I've been wondering if they al
l spoke exactly the same words at the same time, for in Abraham's accounting, he was being visted by the 'Lord' - 'Jehov
ah' - singular.
Are we happy enough with a pagan king identifying one 'like the Son of God' in the fiery furnace with Daniel's three frien
ds?
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KingJimmy,
Quote:
-------------------------This is simply intolerable exegesis. Genesis 14 & Hebrews 7 declares Melchizedek to be the literal king of a literal city named Sale
m.
-------------------------

But there is a whole lot more information in Hebrews, than Genesis. Where did that come from, and, where was Salem?

EDIT: I had intended to include these verses.
Ephesians 2:19 - 22
Now, therefore, you are no longer strangers and foreigners, but fellow citizens with the saints and members of the house
hold of God, having been built on the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the chief corn
er in whom the whole building, being joined together, grows into a holy temple in the Lord, in whom you also are being b
uilt together for a dwelling place of God in the Spirit.
Hebrews 11:8 - 11
By faith Abraham obeyed when he was called to go out to the place which he would receive as an inheritance. And he w
ent out, not knowing where he was going. By faith he dwelt in the land of promise as a foreign country, dwelling in tents
with Isaac and Jacob, the heirs with him of the same promise; for he waited for the city which has foundations, whose bu
ilder and maker God.
Hebrews 12:22 - 24
But you have come to Mount Zion and to the city of the living God, the heavenly Jerusalem, to an innumerable company
of angels, to the general assembly and church of the firstborn registered in heaven, to God the Judge of all, to the spirit
s of just men made perfect, to Jesus the Mediator of the new covenant, and to the blood of sprinkling that speaks better t
hings than Abel.

All this doesn't make Melchizedec Jesus, but, it does make Melchizedec a type of our Lord, in the same way as many Ol
d Testament characters were; but, I know we don't bring tithes - we bring everything - and we share bread and wine to c
elebrate the ultimate spiritual victory.
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/21 2:25
During the Feast of Tabernacles Psalms 116 through 119 were read as part of the celebration. Please correct if I am wr
ong, I am relying on my fading memory.
In Psalm 118 we hear this...
19 Open to me the gates of righteousness;
I will go through them,
And I will praise the LORD.
20 This is the gate of the LORD,
Through which the righteous shall enter.
21 I will praise You,
For You have answered me,
And have become my salvation.
22 The stone which the builders rejected
Has become the chief cornerstone.
Do you believe that those who worshiped the Lord with these understood salvation that comes with righteousness? Do
His words come back void ? Do they have no power?
Does the Word have no power? Is He only the High Priest for the past 2000 years?
In Christ
Jeff
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Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/21 2:34
John 8:12 Then Jesus spoke to them again, saying, Â“I am the light of the world. He who follows Me shall not walk in da
rkness, but have the light of life.Â”
Jesus spoke these words during the Feast of Tabernacles to the priest of the Temple. Have you ever looked at chapter
8 and contemplated what the whole lesson was about?
Do you think that the priest recognized the words of Jesus that is found in the OT?
Job 33:30 To bring back his soul from the Pit,
That he may be enlightened with the light of life.
Psa. 27:1 The LORD is my light and my salvation;
Whom shall I fear?
The LORD is the strength of my life;
Of whom shall I be afraid?
Psa. 36:9 For with You is the fountain of life;
In Your light we see light.
Prov. 6:23 For the commandment is a lamp,
And the law a light;
Reproofs of instruction are the way of life,
What did Jesus do in the OT? Was He idyl? Was He waiting for His turn? Was He any greater after He died on the cro
ss for our sins?

In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/25 14:04
John 7:37-38
"On the last day, that great day of the feast, Jesus stood and cried out, saying, "If anyone thirsts, let him come to Me
and drink. He who believes in Me, as the Scripture has said,out of his heart will flow rivers of living water."
Jesus cried out at the height of the Feast of Tabernacles this proclamation.
What Scriptures do you think the priests thought of when Jesus cried out this promise?
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/25 17:51
They had no scriptures on their mind and could not, it was still a mystery yet to be revealed to Paul. All they had on their
mind was "crucify Him". What did Nicodemus ask? Why did Christ tell him he must be born again? Nicodemus still did
not understand.
In Christ: Phillip
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Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/25 18:09
Quote:
""All this doesn't make Melchizedek Jesus, but, it does make Melchizedek a type of our Lord, in the same way as many
Old Testament characters were; but, I know we don't bring tithes - we bring everything - and we share bread and wine to
celebrate the ultimate spiritual victory.""
I agree whole heartily or they could have been born again by Melchizedek. The only born again are through the incarna
te and risen Lord Jesus Christ.
In Christ: Phillip
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/25 22:12
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------They had no scriptures on their mind and could not, it was still a mystery yet to be revealed to Paul.
-------------------------

I disagree, for Scripture says...that Jesus said...
John 7:38
"He who believes in Me, as the Scripture has said, out of his heart will flow rivers of living water."
Now if Jesus said it and the Holy Spirit caused John to write it then it must be so.
Here is an example found in the OT...
Jeremiah 2:13
"For My people have committed two evils; they have forsaken Me, the fountain of living waters,and hewn themselves
cisterns--broken cisterns that can hold no water."
Who is the fountain of living water that was forsaken during Jeremiah's time?
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/26 4:11
They did not understand the mystery of Christ in you the hope of Glory. Even Moses did not understand the Rock with li
ving water flowing by just speaking to the Rock, he hit it and that kept him from entering the promised land. A picture of
Christ that would be in them by drinking the water from the Rock. "Upon this Rock I will build my Church", what was the
Rock? That Jesus Christ was the Son of the Living Rock.
Can you show that you understand what I am saying, if not why continue? Christ is the Rock, The Mystery of Paul is "C
hrist in you the hope of Glory, the born again from above that was hidden from all past, until Paul revealed this Mystery.
To Paul, Mystery = Born Again.
In Christ: Phillip
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Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/26 7:46
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Can you show that you understand what I am saying, if not why continue?
-------------------------

Paul writes...
Romans 15
15 Nevertheless, brethren, I have written more boldly to you on some points, as reminding you, because of the grace giv
en to me by God, 16 that I might be a minister of Jesus Christ to the Gentiles, ministering the gospel of God, that the off
ering of the Gentiles might be acceptable, sanctified by the Holy Spirit.
The mystery Paul points to is that He was given the stewardship of grace to proclaim Christ to the Gentiles.
Gal. 1:15 But when it pleased God, who separated me from my motherÂ’s womb and called me through His grace, 16 t
o reveal His Son in me, that I might preach Him among the Gentiles, I did not immediately confer with flesh and blood, 1
7 nor did I go up to Jerusalem to those who were apostles before me; but I went to Arabia, and returned again to Damas
cus.

Col. 1:27 To them God willed to make known what are the riches of the glory of this mystery among the Gentiles: which i
s Christ in you, the hope of glory.
1 Timothy 2:
5 For there is one God and one Mediator between God and men, the Man Christ Jesus, 6 who gave Himself a ransom f
or all, to be testified in due time, 7 for which I was appointed a preacher and an apostleÂ—I am speaking the truth in Ch
rist and not lyingÂ—a teacher of the Gentiles in faith and truth.
Eph. 3:1 For this reason I, Paul, the prisoner of Christ Jesus for you GentilesÂ— 2 if indeed you have heard of the dispe
nsation of the grace of God which was given to me for you, 3 how that by revelation He made known to me the mystery
(as I have briefly written already, 4 by which, when you read, you may understand my knowledge in the mystery of Chri
st), 5 which in other ages was not made known to the sons of men, as it has now been revealed by the Spirit to His holy
apostles and prophets: 6 that the Gentiles should be fellow heirs, of the same body, and partakers of His promise in Chr
ist through the gospel, 7 of which I became a minister according to the gift of the grace of God given to me by the effecti
ve working of His power.
In all of these Scriptures the mystery that Paul is speaking to is that God would reach out to the Gentiles and that Christ
chose Paul for this ministry.
Does Paul say that he was selected to also teach the Jews the same?
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/26 15:52
Jeff wrote:
Quote; ""In all of these Scriptures the mystery that Paul is speaking to is that God would reach out to the Gentiles and
that Christ chose Paul for this ministry.
Does Paul say that he was selected to also teach the Jews the same?""
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Reaching out to Gentiles is not a mystery, Abraham was a Gentile when God called him.
Israel was supposed to reach out to the whole world. They did not.
The mystery is, "Christ in you", that by a new Gospel it might be given to all that would believe. Taking away the Law
and making Jesus Christ the new nature in a new creature, a new creation race of people, Christians.
Try it, when Paul speaks of a mystery, insert born again and you will see it is the revelation of Jesus Christ to Paul by
Christ being birthed in the believer. Satan out, Christ in.
Example: Rom 11:25 For I would not, brethren, that ye should be ignorant of this (born again) mystery, lest ye should
be wise in your own conceits; that blindness in part is happened to Israel, until the fulness of the Gentiles be come in.
Rom 16:25 Now to him that is of power to stablish you according to my gospel, and the preaching of Jesus Christ,
according to the revelation of the (born again) mystery, which was kept secret since the world began,
1Cr 2:7 But we speak the wisdom of God in a (born again) mystery, the hidden , which God ordained before the world u
nto our glory:
Ephesians 1:3-14 Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who hath blessed us with all spiritual blessin
gs in heavenly places in Christ: According as he hath chosen us in him before the foundation of the world, that we shoul
d be holy and without blame before him in love: Having predestinated us unto the adoption of children by Jesus Christ to
himself, according to the good pleasure of his will, To the praise of the glory of his grace, wherein he hath made us acce
pted in the beloved. In whom we have redemption through his blood, the forgiveness of sins, according to the riches of h
is grace; Wherein he hath abounded toward us in all wisdom and prudence; Having made known unto us the (born agai
n) mystery of his will, according to his good pleasure which he hath purposed in himself: That in the dispensation of the f
ulness of times he might gather together in one all things in Christ, both which are in heaven, and which are on earth; ev
en in him: In whom also we have obtained an inheritance, being predestinated according to the purpose of him who wor
keth all things after the counsel of his own will: That we should be to the praise of his glory, who first trusted in Christ. In
whom ye also trusted, after that ye heard the word of truth, the gospel of your salvation: in whom also after that ye believ
ed, ye were sealed with that holy Spirit of promise, Which is the earnest of our inheritance until the redemption of the pur
chased possession, unto the praise of his glory.
This is the mystery before the foundation of the world that we are predestinated to be a new person in Christ Jesus. Bor
n Again by Spirit and Water. That is the Mystery of Being Born Again which Nicodemus did not understand, the Living
Water of the Word, and the Spirit of Christ in you. 1 Peter 1:23 Being born again, not of corruptible seed, but of incorr
uptible, by the word of God, which liveth and abideth for ever.
Ephesians 5:27 That he might present it to himself a glorious church, not having spot, or wrinkle, or any such thing; but t
hat it should be holy and without blemish.
Ephesians 5:31-32 For this cause shall a man leave his father and mother, and shall be joined unto his wife, and they t
wo shall be one flesh. This is a great (born again) mystery: but I speak concerning Christ and the church.
In Christ by the mystery: Phillip
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/26 20:14
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Does Paul say that he was selected to also teach the Jews the same?""
-------------------------

Quote:
-------------------------Reaching out to Gentiles is not a mystery, Abraham was a Gentile when God called him.
-------------------------
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Brother you are using a scatter gun here...
The Scriptures that you always point to as a means of establishing a very strong dispensational theology, these are the
ones I presented to you. This mystery which Paul is speaking of was given to the OT saints who lived under the conven
ant of Mount Sinai...
Listen to Amos 9:11-12
"On that day I will raise up the tabernacle of David, which has fallen down, and repair its damages; I will raise up its ruins
, and rebuild it as in the days of old; that they may possess the remnant of Edom and all the Gentiles who are called by
My name." Says the Lord who does this thing."
First, God is going to again raise up the tabernacle of David so that they may possess the remnant of Edom and all t
he Gentiles...
What work of God is going to be restored again? What work is Scripture here pointing too that had been destroyed? W
ho are the remnant?

Quote:
-------------------------The mystery is, "Christ in you", that by a new Gospel
-------------------------

I have never seen in Scripture where there is a "new gospel."
Only the Jehova Witness teach this type of dispensational theology...
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/26 20:19
The sower of the seed parable teaches that we must want to hear what Scripture says...are you willing to hear and seek
Christ's work that exists in all of Scripture?
By what means does God preserve His remnant throughout the generation?

John 7:37-38
"On the last day, that great day of the feast, Jesus stood and cried out, saying, "If anyone thirsts, let him come to Me an
d drink. He who believes in Me, as the Scripture has said,out of his heart will flow rivers of living water."
Jesus cried out at the height of the Feast of Tabernacles this proclamation.
What Scriptures do you think the priests thought of when Jesus cried out this promise?

In Christ
Jeff

Page 60/69

Scriptures and Doctrine :: Melchizedek - who was he?

Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/27 2:13
Galatians 1:6-14 I marvel that ye are so soon removed from Him that called you into the grace of Christ unto another
gospel:
Which is not another; ((for there is no other gospel unto salvation in Christ Jesus but Paul's gospel, which he calls my
gospel.))
but there be some that trouble you, and would pervert the gospel of Christ. But though we, or an angel from heaven,
preach any other gospel unto you than that which we have preached unto you, let him be accursed. As we said before,
so say I now again, If any man preach any other gospel unto you than that ye have received, let him be accursed. For
do I now persuade men, or God? or do I seek to please men? for if I yet pleased men, I should not be the servant of
Christ. But I certify you, brethren, that the gospel which was preached of me is not after man. For I neither received it of
man, neither was I taught it, but by the revelation of Jesus Christ. For ye have heard of my conversation in time past in
the Jews' religion, how that beyond measure I persecuted the church of God, and wasted it: And profited in the Jews'
religion above many my equals in mine own nation, being more exceedingly zealous of the traditions of my fathers.

"Unto another gospel." A gospel which destroys the grace of Christ; which proclaims salvation on other terms than
simple dependence on the merits of the Lord Jesus; the Mosaic gospel which has introduced the Jewish rites and
ceremonies as essential, in order to obtain salvation. The apostle calls that scheme the gospel, because it pretended to
be: it was preached by those who claimed to be preachers of the gospel; who alleged that they had come direct from the
apostles at Jerusalem, and who pretended to declare the method of salvation. It claimed to be the gospel, and yet it was
essentially unlike the plan which he had preached as constituting the gospel. That which he preached, inculcated the
entire dependence of the sinner on the merits and grace of Christ; that system had introduced dependence on the
observance of the rites of the Mosaic system as necessary to salvation.
Another Gospel, yes. Gal 2:7 But contrariwise, when they saw that the gospel of the uncircumcision was committed
unto me, as of the circumcision unto Peter;
2Ti 2:8 Remember that Jesus Christ of the seed of David was raised from the dead according to my gospel:
In Christ: Phillip
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/27 3:04
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------The mystery is, "Christ in you", that by a new Gospel it might be given to all that would believe.
-------------------------

Brother there has never been more than one true gospel. Paul did not create a new gospel. Christ has always been the
mediator and expediter of the true gospel.
In Christ
Jeff

Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/2/27 4:49
Yes He has, but not revealed to man. You don't believe that Paul's gospel is different from Moses? Paul's My Gospel.
Paul did not create any gospel, it was given to him by Jesus Christ Himself. He already knew the gospel of circumcision
which was given to him by man.
Galatians 1:15-16 But when it pleased God, who separated me from my mother's womb, and called me by his grace, To
reveal his Son in me, that I might preach him among the heathen; immediately I conferred not with flesh and blood:
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Rom 2:16 In the day when God shall judge the secrets of men by Jesus Christ according to my gospel.
Rom 16:25 Now to Him that is of power to stablish you according to my gospel, and the preaching of Jesus Christ, accor
ding to the revelation of the mystery, (being born again)which was kept secret since the world began,
2Ti 2:8 Remember that Jesus Christ of the seed of David was raised from the dead according to my gospel:
Prove these scriptures wrong. That's easy. Prove them right, that takes the Holy Spirit.

In Christ: Phillip
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/27 6:13
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Yes He has, but not revealed to man. You don't believe that Paul's gospel is different from Moses? Paul's My Gospel.
-------------------------

There is no difference between the gospel that was revealed to Abraham and that was revealed to Paul, This gospel fin
ds its source in Christ.
Do not confuse the covenant made on Mount Sinai with the covenant that was revealed to Abraham by God through Chr
ist.

Quote:
-------------------------2Ti 2:8 Remember that Jesus Christ of the seed of David was raised from the dead according to my gospel:
-------------------------

Jesus Christ is also the seed of the woman and also the seed of Abraham.
If Paul had a new gospel, why does he always teach about Abraham and always make the distinction between this cove
nant and the covenant made on Mount Sinai? Paul talks only of two covenants, not three.
In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/2/27 22:47
John 7:37-38
"On the last day, that great day of the feast, Jesus stood and cried out, saying, "If anyone thirsts, let him come to Me an
d drink. He who believes in Me, as the Scripture has said,out of his heart will flow rivers of living water."
When Jesus points to the OT Scripture as proof of what He said at that moment before the crowd during the Feast of Ta
bernacles, what is keeping us from discovering this precept?
Do we look only for text that is verbatim to the words He said that day or do we look for the evidence of His work in the
OT saints?
In Christ
Jeff
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Re: Which Bible? - posted by UniqueWebRev (), on: 2007/2/28 6:05
Quote:
------------------------philologos wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------The Bible teaches us that Nebuchadnezzar came to a believing, saving faith in the God and Messiah of the Bible, and will be in hea
ven with us, forever:
------------------------which Bible?
-------------------------

At the time of Daniel, there was in existence much of the same Bible that Jesus used. The Torah was available, some of
the Prophets, the Proverbs, Psalms, The Song of Solomon, as well as many non-canonical texts that could be used for e
xposition, as there was no strict canon at the time except for the Torah.
The New Covenant of the Bible is primarily a restatement of a good deal of the Old Testament, other than the Prophecie
s from Jesus and the Apostles.
Please don't be misled by the term Bible. It covers a good deal more ground than Christians are generally suppose it to
be about. Also, please don't forget that the translators used the term Bible rather indescriminately, whereas I can find no
actual usuage of the word bible in Daniel at all.
Nebuchadnezzar actually said in Daniel 4:36-37. 36. At the same time my reason returned unto me; and for the glory of
my kingdom, mine honour and brightness returned unto me; and my counsellers and my lords sought unto me; and I wa
s established in my kingdom, and excellent majesty was added unto me. 37. Now I Nebuchadnezzar praise and extol a
nd honour the King of heaven, all whose works are truth, and his ways judgment: and those that walk in pride he is able
to abase.
Blessings,
Re: Who Nebuchadnezzar worshiped: - posted by UniqueWebRev (), on: 2007/2/28 6:18
Quote:
------------------------deltadom wrote:
Silly me!! I forgot the person that I think of the most!!
DOm
-------------------------

Dom,
The Messiah was not known at Nebuchadnezzar's time except in concept, and most certainly not Jesus, 'the suffering s
ervant' Messiah, but as Messiah as the King in Glory. Nebuchadnezzar was extolling the 'King of Heaven', not His Son,
although the Son existed in the King of Heaven from before the beginning of time.
Blessings,
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Re: Tithing - posted by UniqueWebRev (), on: 2007/2/28 7:43
Quote:
------------------------Jimbabwean wrote:
PCB says Â“Tts 3:9 But avoid foolish questions, and genealogies, and contentions, and strivings about the law; for they are unprofitable and vain.Â”, a
nd I agree with him on that too. Except for one thing, for some of us, this thing of Melchizedek has been used to extort tithes from us by making us feel
like that if weÂ’re not tithing, then weÂ’re stealing from Jesus, because Jesus is supposedly Melchizedek, and even Abraham tithed to Melchizedek.
Like my friend crsschk, I also had a brush with the prosperity church in the past. The issue of money was one that drove Jesus to anger.
It is my hope that in breaking free from the bondage that I felt to tithe, that I will remain a cheerful giver. I have given much of my wealth away as it is, a
nd somehow we still survive, and run a ministry. I love giving, and was quite happy to tithe, but when the wheels fell off at times, I would feel bad that I
couldnÂ’t tithe. Now I realize that I donÂ’t have to tithe, and feel free to give whatever I want. I also realize that I had most of my mishaps during my tit
hing years, contrary to what is supposed to happen according to the prosperity preachers who quote Malachi 3.
-------------------------

How many times have I heard this one before?
Pray, why are we not to tithe, when Jesus said, in KJV Matthew 23:23. Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites
! for ye pay tithe of mint and anise and cummin, and have omitted the weightier matters of the law, judgment, mercy, and
faith: these ought ye to have done, and not to leave the other undone.
I don't recall Jesus being angry about money ever, merely the turning of the temple into a bank and a market. Elsewhere
, Jesus was mostly sad about how hard it was for the wealthy (and by this, He meant anyone who puts their trust in som
ething that can be taken away) to get into heaven.
I give my tithes and offerings, not to the the Levites, or the Churches, but to the ministries Christ praised.
KJV Matthew 25:34. Then shall the King say unto them on his right hand, Come, ye blessed of my Father, inherit the kin
gdom prepared for you from the foundation of the world: 35. For I was an hungred, and ye gave me meat: I was thirsty,
and ye gave me drink: I was a stranger, and ye took me in:
36. Naked, and ye clothed me: I was sick, and ye visited me: I was in prison, and ye came unto me.
37. Then shall the righteous answer him, saying, Lord, when saw we thee an hungred, and fed thee? or thirsty, and ga
ve thee drink?
38. When saw we thee a stranger, and took thee in? or naked, and clothed thee?
39. Or when saw we thee sick, or in prison, and came unto thee?
40. And the King shall answer and say unto them, Verily I say unto you, Inasmuch as ye have done it unto one of the le
ast of these my brethren, ye have done it unto me.
I do not hold with the abuse of prosperity teaching, but it is written, in the New Testament, in Luke 6:38. Give, and it sha
ll be given unto you; good measure, pressed down, and shaken together, and running over, shall men give into your bos
om. For with the same measure that ye mete withal it shall be measured to you again. This means love, concern, trust, p
atience, love, gentleness, and so forth, not merely money!
I give tithes because Abraham gave them to Melchezidek, and Jesus repeated our obligation, for where he spoke not to
Jews, He spoke to Gentiles, in the Abrahamanic covenant, for it is there we Christians are grafted into the promises, and
the obligations.
Nothing is received by those that give not out of a cheerful heart, and not to get anything, except the blessing promised i
n Malachi, where God allows us to test Him on the tithe. For it is said there that we will receive a blessing too big for us t
o hold. It doesn't say a thing about money being that blessing!
I fear that many of you will do anything to get out of paying the tenth we owe to God that proves to Him that we trust Him
more than money, and that we worship Him, not the power that money gives.
Respectfully,
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Re: Speculation - posted by UniqueWebRev (), on: 2007/2/28 8:09
Quote:
------------------------murdog wrote:
Stever,
You call out Ron as a person who gives new meaning to the term Carnal Christian and he needs to be born again so that he can see! Yikes, I wish I w
as as blind as Ron is! Did you ever read in the scriptures about treating older men as Fathers, and then there was that commandment about honourin
g Fathers and Mothers.
It is one thing to disagree...
Jimbabwean,
By the way, it is totally inconsistent with the scriptures to allude to the fact that Melchizedek was a money grubbing pagan who pulled one over on Abr
aham! We may not know alot about him, but come on!
Murray
-------------------------

Murdog,
Thank you for stomping on all the speculation.
We don't know a lot about Melchezidek because God did not choose that we should.
As far as Abraham giving a tithe to Melchezidek, I can only assume that as we Gentiles are grafted into Abraham, not un
to Moses, that this was given purely to give the example of giving a tithe, because this is the only thing mentioned in this
scripture. The portion about Jesus being ordained after the manner of Melchezidek is a seperate passage, with a sepera
te emphasis.
Blessings,
Re: Melchizadek as a representation of the Most High - posted by UniqueWebRev (), on: 2007/2/28 8:20
Quote:
------------------------ChrisJD wrote:
Good morning all.
I've read through this thread and I believe, like Rookie and I think Mike, that Melchizedek was not a man that was born, lived and died, or at all any sort
of pagan priest or any sort of priest that lived in the surrounding area(at least I think they believe that also). My opinion is that this was a Theophany, in
a similar way to Genesis 18:1-2 and Exodus 34:5 for instance.

In verse 3 of Hebrews 7, the author goes well beyond suggesting that there is no record for the genealogy of Melchizedek. He goes so far beyond it as
to say of this man, that he had

neither beginning of days

nor end of life

There was a mystery here in the Old Testament which I believe the author of Hebrews is now unfolding by the Holy Spirit according to Christ's words:

Therefore every scribe which is instructed unto the kingdom of heaven is like unto a man that is an householder, which bringeth forth out of
his treasure things new and old.
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I see this here as the graciousness of the Holy Spirit illuminating an obscure event in the history of redemption by giving to us knowledge which was n
ot before revealed.
Are there not so many who come and go, that flash upon the pages of sacred history without any record of their descent? And yet of which of them wa
s it ever said
they had...

neither beginning of days

nor end of life

I know not any.
That the scribe here also unfolds for us that this Melchizedek is also called

King of righteousness
and...
King of peace
speaks also to me of his being other than a natural man. Of Whom could it be said
"He is King of Righteousness and King of Peace"?
Where do these meet?

Mercy and truth are met together; righteousness and peace have kissed each other.
Is this not the name of the Lord which He declared unto Moses saying
"The Lord, The Lord God, merciful and gracious, longsuffering, and abundant in goodness and truth,
Keeping mercy for thousands, forgiving iniquity and transgression and sin, and that will by no means clear the guilty..."
That He is forgiving speaks of His mercy.
That He will by no means clear the guilty speaks of His truth.
And yet are not these two met in the Lord Jesus, wherefore it is written of Him
...and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father,) full of grace and truth.

How then can this Melchizedek have such a name, except he was in some fashion the presence of Him to Whom it belongs?

Peace be with you all in Christ.
-------------------------

Beautifully stated, particularly since Abraham, who knew God intimately, would also know Him in any incarnation, even a
s Abraham recognized the Angell of God (Jesus) and the other angels immediately.
Many blessings,
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Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/3/1 2:39
Brother Forrest,
Why do you think so many have such a hard time acknowledging the works of Christ in the OT?

In Christ
Jeff
Re: - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2007/3/4 6:27
There is a difference in the works of Christ in the Old Testament and the New Testament. There was no sacrifice on th
e Cross, There was not death, burial and resurrection in the old testament. The only sacrifice was of animals and their
blood. There is no comparison in animal sacrifice and the Cross. Only as a picture of what Christ would do.
There was not a born again exchange of Life in Christ in the old testament. The old was pointing to what Christ would d
o. The New is giving what Christ has already done. "Ye must be born again to see the things of the kingdom".
Old testament saints were partially saved by works and sacrifice, which only covered sins, not taking sin away and dying
to sin in the Life of Christ Jesus.
Jhn 3:3 Jesus answered and said unto him, Verily, verily, I say unto thee, Except a man be born again, he cannot see th
e kingdom of God.
Jhn 3:7 Marvel not that I said unto thee, Ye must be born again.
1Pe 1:23 Being born again, not of corruptible seed, but of incorruptible, by the word of God, which liveth and abideth for
ever.
Old testament Patriarchs could not be born again or from above. The could not believe that Jesus Christ was the Son of
God. They could not even know His name. They could believe that there was a coming savior, but not what Jesus Him
self said He would build His Church upon. 1Jo 5:1 Whosoever believeth that Jesus is the Christ is born of God: and eve
ry one that loveth him that begat loveth him also that is begotten of him.
This is that picture, the older church will serve the younger. The church of God, Israel, the wife of God will serve the Ne
w Church, the Body of Christ. This story in fullness also shows how the Body of Christ and the Israel of God will work ou
t things in the Parousia.
Romans 9:10-12 And not only this; but when Rebecca also had conceived by one, even by our father Isaac; (For the chi
ldren being not yet born, neither having done any good or evil, that the purpose of God according to election might stand
, not of works, but of him that calleth;) It was said unto her, The elder shall serve the younger.
Romans 9:6-9 Not as though the word of God hath taken none effect. For they are not all Israel, which are of Israel: Neit
her, because they are the seed of Abraham, are they all children: but, In Isaac shall thy seed be called. That is, They whi
ch are the children of the flesh, these are not the children of God: but the children of the promise are counted for the see
d. For this is the word of promise, At this time will I come, and Sara shall have a son.
The Seed is Christ the Promise. The Born Again have this Seed in them. The Seed is the promise prepared before the
foundation of the World. Romans 9:26 And it shall come to pass, that in the place where it was said unto them, Ye are
not my people; there shall they be called the children of the living God. Son's of God by the birth of Christ in them, a ne
w creation race of People. Christ-ones, Christians, only and first call Christians in Antioch. Romans 9:26 And it shall c
ome to pass, that in the place where it was said unto them, Ye are not my people; there shall they be called the children
of the living God.
Romans 9:30-33 What shall we say then? That the Gentiles, which followed not after righteousness, have attained to rig
hteousness, even the righteousness which is of faith. But Israel, which followed after the law of righteousness, hath not
attained to the law of righteousness. Wherefore? Because they sought it not by faith, but as it were by the works of the l
aw. For they stumbled at that stumblingstone; As it is written, Behold, I lay in Sion a stumblingstone and rock of offence:
and whosoever believeth on him shall not be ashamed.
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Act 16:31 And they said, Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be saved, and thy house.
Abraham was made a father of many nations. He was not made our Father by Jesus Christ that is born again in us.
Romans 4:17-25 (As it is written, I have made thee a father of many nations,) before him whom he believed, even God,
who quickeneth the dead, and calleth those things which be not as though they were. Who against hope believed in hop
e, that he might become the father of many nations, according to that which was spoken, So shall thy seed be. And bein
g not weak in faith, he considered not his own body now dead, when he was about an hundred years old, neither yet the
deadness of Sara's womb: He staggered not at the promise of God through unbelief; but was strong in faith, giving glory
to God; And being fully persuaded that, what he had promised, he was able also to perform. And therefore it was impute
d to him for righteousness. Now it was not written for his sake alone, that it was imputed to him; But for us also, to whom
it shall be imputed, if we believe on him that raised up Jesus our Lord from the dead; Who was delivered for our offence
s, and was raised again for our justification.
There is a difference.
In Christ: Phillip
Re: - posted by rookie (), on: 2007/3/6 21:42
Brother Phillip wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Old testament saints were partially saved by works and sacrifice, which only covered sins, not taking sin away and dying to sin in th
e Life of Christ Jesus.
-------------------------

J. Vernon McGee writes in his commentary of Leviticus...
"Leviticus gives the order and rules of worship in the tabernacle. The Hebrew word "Vayikrah" opens the book, and it m
eans "and He called." God moves into the tabernacle and speaks from there rather than from Mount Sinai. He calls the
people to Him and tells them how to come. This is the exact meaning of the church--ekklesia, "called out ones." The Lor
d Jesus said, "My sheep hear my voice." (John 10:27)
"Dr S. H. Kellogg called it (the book of Leviticus), the "greatest book" in the Bible. Dr. Albert C Dudley called it "the most
important book in the Bible." Dr. Parker said, "Considered as embracing the history of one month only, this may claim to
be the most remarkable book in the Old Testament."
This book was given to Israel for direction in living as a holy nation in fellowship with a holy God. It was a code of law for
the total well being of Israel--physical, moral, and spiritual. Sacrifice, ceremony, ritual, liturgy, instructions, washings, co
nvocations, holy days, observances, conditions, and warnings crowd this book. All of these physical exercises were giv
en to teach spiritual truths. Paul states that "these things were our examples" (1 Corinthians 10:16)
Leviticus reveals Christ. Tyndale, in his Prologue into the Third Book of Moses, said, "Though sacrifices and ceremonie
s can be no ground or foundation to build upon--that is, through we can prove nought with them--yet when we have once
found Christ and His myteries, then we may borrow figures, that is to say, allegories, similitudes, and examples, to open
Christ, and the secrets of God hid in Christ, even unto the quick; anc can declare them more lively and sensibly with the
m than with all the words of the world."
For us it gives the direction to God and instructions for spiritual worship. Worship would take on a new meaning if the av
erage Christian properly appreciated the contents of this book. Worship for us today is no longer by ritual or in a specific
place...
MESSAGE: The message is twofold:
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1. Leviticus teaches that the way to God is by sacrifice.
The word atonement occurs 45 times.
"For the life of the flesh is in the blood; and I have given it to you upon the altar to make an atonement for your souls; for
it is the blood that maketh an atonement for the soul." (Leviticus 17:11)
Atonement means to cover up. The blood of bulls and goats did not actually take away sin. It covered over until Christ c
ame to take away our sins.
"Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his blood, to declare his righteousness for the remission of
sins that are past, through the forbearance of God." (Romans 3:25)
2. Leviticus teaches that the walk with God is by sanctification. The word holiness occurs 87 times.
"And ye shall be holy unto me; for I, the Lord, am holy, and have seperated you from other people, that ye should be min
e." (Leviticus 20:26)
(end of McGee's thought)
McGee later says that if we would come to understand the book of Leviticus and see Christ in it, that would prevent us fr
om falling into all kinds of cults and stumbling blocks that are present in todays "religion."

Do you see Christ in the OT Brother Phillip?
In Christ
Jeff
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