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7:1-28 MELCHIZEDEK AND THE SUPERIORITY OF CHRIST  
 

To Jewish readers, the word “High Priest” made them instantly think of the 

Levitical High Priest - that was their heritage.  The Priest was all-important. He 

was the mediator for both the individual and the nation in approaching God. Without 

him the entire system would collapse. Man would have no one to offer sacrifices on 

his behalf and he would fall under the wrath of God. But now the author wants to 

show that OT Scriptures themselves announce the obsolescence of the Levitical 

priesthood.  

 

The theme of the High Priest has been introduced several times in Hebrews 

already. The first time is in 2:17 where the writer tells us that Jesus had to 

become a human to be a High Priest to represent us. If He is to be a mediator 

between God and human beings, He must partake of both sides, so to speak. Jesus’ 

incarnation, therefore, is bound up to His priestly function.  

 

Then in 4:14-5:10, the theme of the High Priest is reintroduced. After 4:12-

13 warn us that God stands above us in judgment and that the word of God 

shouldn’t be played with since it can bring judgment as well as hope, there is a tone 

of encouragement - we have a High Priest who mediates for us, and in light of this 

great privilege, let us hold firmly to the faith that we profess (cf. 2:17). 

 

Next in 5:1-4 the author argues that the consecration of the High Priest is 

based on the sovereign call of God. He had to be one with those whom he 

represented and so God had to be the one to choose who would represent Him.  

 

7:1-10 The Greatness of Melchizedek 
 
7:1 This Melchizedek was king of Salem and priest of God Most High. 

He met Abraham returning from the defeat of the kings and blessed him, 
 7:2 and Abraham gave him a tenth of everything. First, his name 

means "king of righteousness"; then also, "king of Salem" means "king of 
peace." 

 7:3 Without father or mother, without genealogy, without beginning of 
days or end of life, like the Son of God he remains a priest forever. 

 

The discussion turns to Melchizedek because the recipients of the book 

were no doubt confused about how Christ could be their high priest when He was 

not a descendant of Aaron. By proving the legitimacy of the priesthood of 

Melchizedek, the author can also establish a platform to demonstrate the 

legitimacy and superiority of the priesthood of Christ. 
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Verses 1-10 show that Melchizedek was superior to the priests in the line of 

Aaron. 

 

In Genesis 14:17-18 we find the story of Abraham returning from battle 

after conquering marauding armies that had carried off his nephew, Lot. On his 

return journey, Abraham was met by Melchizedek who brought him bread and wine 

and blessed him. Abraham then gave him a tenth of all the spoils of battle (see 

Bruce for details, 157).  Though the story is brief, the author finds significance in 

both what was said and what was not said about Melchizedek. In both the silences 

and the statements, he is a fitting example of Christ. 

 

In verse 1 we see that Melchizedek was both a priest of the Most High God 

and the king of Salem. In Hebrew, “Salem” is related to the word “shalom” meaning 

“peace.” The location of Salem is not important to the argument, but it could 

possibly refer to Jerusalem as it does in Psalm 76:2. The ending   -zedek in 

Melchizedek means righteousness (Bruce, 158) but was also used as a Jebusite 

dynastic title (Davis, Conquest and Crises, 63-64). The literal meaning of the king’s 

name and his place of rule are given special treatment (Heb. 7:2), because they so 

aptly describe Christ who is both righteous and called the Prince of Peace in Isaiah 

9:6 (cf. Isa. 32:17; Ro. 5:1). 

 

Under the Aaronic priesthood, a proper genealogy was essential to being a 

priest. Every priest had to be both a descendent of Levi and Aaron. After the exile 

in Babylon, certain priests who could not establish their ancestry were considered 

unclean and could not serve as priests any longer (Neh. 7:64). Some Jews, 

therefore, had a hard time accepting Christ as their high priest for He was neither 

of Levi nor of Aaron. But if they rejected Christ, they would also have to reject the 

high priest Melchizedek, for he was not of Aaron’s lineage either. Hebrews 7:3 says 

he was without father or mother and without genealogy. This does not mean that he 

had no human parents, but as far as the record is concerned, they were unknown 

(Kent, 126). In addition, the record says nothing of his birth and death. Although 

we must assume that he was born and died, these silences allow Melchizedek to be 

likened to the Son of God who is eternal in nature. What was true of Melchizedek 

as a matter of record was true of Christ in a fuller more literal sense (Morris, 63).  

 

(Some see Melchizedek as an appearance of Christ in the OT. Kent gives 

ample evidence to show the unlikelihood of such a view [p. 127]). 

 

To summarize, the record of Melchizedek typifies Christ in that he, like 

Christ, is a priest, yet his genealogy is unrelated to Aaron. Furthermore, the record 

of the number of his days has no beginning or end suggesting the eternal nature of 

the priestly ministry of the Son of God. 
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In verses 4 to 10, the author emphasizes the greatness of Melchizedek by 

comparing him to Abraham.  

 

 7:4 Just think how great he was: Even the patriarch Abraham gave him 
a tenth of the plunder! 

 7:5 Now the law requires the descendants of Levi who become priests 
to collect a tenth from the people-- that is, their brothers-- even though 
their brothers are descended from Abraham. 

 7:6 This man, however, did not trace his descent from Levi, yet he 
collected a tenth from Abraham and blessed him who had the promises. 

 7:7 And without doubt the lesser person is blessed by the greater. 
 7:8 In the one case, the tenth is collected by men who die; but in the 

other case, by him who is declared to be living. 
 

Abraham was truly a great man, called “a friend of God” by God Himself. It 

was he who had received the great promises of the Abrahamic Covenant in Gen 12. 

Prior to the Abrahamic Covenant, God’s actions toward men were more preservative 

rather than positive steps in the program of salvation.  History before the covenant 

demonstrated man’s inability to fulfill the creation mandate of ruling over the 

earth. It is with the Abrahamic Covenant that God initiates His program of 

salvation; it is with THIS covenant that the direction of history turns, for the 

promises in it are the essential ingredients in the germinal form of the rest of 

salvation history.  It is the Abraham who received THESE promises who tithed to 

Melchizedek. Therefore, the author says, just think how great Melchizedek really 

was!!! If Melchizedek was greater than Abraham, his priesthood must be greater 

than the priesthood which traces its descent to Abraham (Bruce, 162). This is 

borne out in the discussion that follows. 

 

First, Melchizedek must be superior to Abraham because Abraham paid a 

tithe to him out of the best spoils (Heb. 7:4-6). According to the law, Melchizedek 

was not authorized to receive a tenth, but in the historical context, he wasn’t under 

the law for that didn’t come until 500 years later with Moses. Melchizedek, 

therefore, was not collecting because he was a Levite or operating according to the 

Law of Moses. It wasn’t because the law demanded that Abraham give.   

Nevertheless, Melchizedek collected a tenth of Abraham’s plunder and blessed him. 

The word translated as “plunder” in the NIV (Heb. 7:4) literally means “the top of 

the heap.” The word comes from the ancient practice of gathering all the spoils of 

war together in one pile and then giving the top of it to the gods. The right to 

collect a tithe from someone involves a certain authority and superiority. In the 

case of the OT priests, their authority came from the law. They were not superior 

to other Jews in nature (they are brothers – 7:5), however, they were given 
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authority to collect tithes by the law which placed them in a higher position (Heb. 

7:5). Though Melchizedek was not of the tribe of Levi (for Levi had not yet been 

born), Abraham saw in him a greatness and tithed accordingly.  

 

Furthermore, Melchizedek blessed Abraham. A blessing like the one spoken 

of here is an official pronouncement coming from an authorized person that actually 

bestows something on the recipient (Kent, 129). When this type of blessing is 

considered, the one who gives the blessing must be superior to the one who 

receives it.  

 

A third superiority of Melchizedek is that his priesthood is not 

characterized by a succession of mortal men. The silence of Scripture tells nothing 

about the death of Melchizedek or any successors to him.  As far as the record 

goes, Melchizedek lives and his priesthood continues (Heb. 7:8 cf. Ps. 110:4). This 

could not be said of the Aaronic priesthood, for priests were continually dying and 

being replaced. 

 

A fourth way that Melchizedek is seen to be superior is that not only 

Abraham, but Levi (the tribe that was to receive tithes) gave him tithes as well. 

 

7:9 One might even say that Levi, who collects the tenth, paid the 
tenth through Abraham, 

 7:10 because when Melchizedek met Abraham, Levi was still in the 
body of his ancestor. 

 

To most modern readers this argument is very peculiar, but to the original 

readers it was quite compelling. Levi is being pictured as being present in the action 

of his great-grandfather, Abraham, though he was not yet born. The principle 

involved is that there is a genuine unity in the human family. The ancestor is 

thought to have all his descendants in him. This concept is found throughout the 

Bible. In Romans 5 Paul says we are all sinners and die because we have all 

descended from Adam who sinned and died (Ro. 5:12 cf. I Cor. 15:22). In Genesis 

46:26 it says, “All the persons who went with Jacob to Egypt, who came from his 

body, besides Jacob's sons' wives, were sixty-six persons in all.” That is, all of 

Jacob’s sons and his grandchildren were said to have come from his body. In 

Genesis 25:23 when Rebekah was pregnant with twins, the Bible says of her “two 

nations are in your womb.” In Luke 1:54-55 Mary prays, “He has helped His servant 

Israel, in remembrance of His mercy, as He spoke to our fathers, to Abraham and 

to his seed forever." God literally only spoke to Abraham, but his seed 

(descendents) was also included. That is, the seed includes the patriarch and the 

patriarch includes his posterity as in Hebrews 7:9-10 (TDNT IV, 676 n.7). Just as 

the blessings promised to Abraham look forward to his descendants, so the 
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hereditary implications look backwards as well. This is also true of Levi and Aaron. 

Levi did not personally take any tithes (as verse 9 states), but because his ancestor 

Aaron did, the taking of tithes can be attributed to Levi as well. 

 

7:11-28 The Superiority of Christ’s Priesthood to that of Melchizedek 
 

Melchizedek has been shown to be superior to Levi.  Next, the superiority of 

Christ’s priesthood, which is like Melchizedek’s, is compared to the Levitical system. 

 
 7:11 If perfection could have been attained through the Levitical 

priesthood (for on the basis of it the law was given to the people), why was 
there still need for another priest to come-- one in the order of Melchizedek, 
not in the order of Aaron? 
 

In 7:11 the writer has left Genesis 14 and is remembering psalm 110 – a 

psalm written almost 500 years after Moses in the time of David!  Why does God 

mention Melchizedek through David and a priesthood that would come that is not of 

Aaron if the Aaronic priesthood was all that was necessary? In other words, if the 

ultimate revelation about how the priesthood would work came with Levi and the 

Mosaic code – if THAT was the high point - why then is there need for another 

priest to come, one in the order of Melchizedek, not in the order of Aaron?  
 

The law of Moses says there is no other priest except from Levi; now God 

Himself in Psalm 110 announces a priest who isn’t in the line of Aaron.  In principle, 

God is announcing the obsolescence of the Levitical priesthood. And when there is a 

change of the priesthood there must be a change in the law - as verse 12 and the 

parenthesis reveal.  

 

The parenthesis is stunning: “Now if perfection was through the Levitical 

priesthood, for on the basis of it (the priesthood) the people received the Law.”  

 

“Perfection” can also be translated as completion. Something can be said to 

be perfect when it fulfills the purpose for which it was designed (Kent, 132). Here 

“perfection” means attaining a condition in which men are acceptable before God 

(Morris, 66). The priesthood was aimed at accomplishing this acceptability and the 

law came into being to help them do it. Yet our author tells us that the priesthood 

failed in making man finally acceptable to God. Therefore, their sacrifices needed 

to be offered over time and time again (Heb. 10:1-3). That is why God spoke of the 

need of another priesthood, a priesthood that would not fail (Ps. 110:4).  
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In other words, this verse is saying that the law was given on the basis of 

the priesthood. This is how most Christians do NOT look at the law!  - most tend to 

think that the law is primarily (foundationally) moral with civil and ceremonial 

elements added. Therefore, when people come to Christ they think that they can 

keep the moral and lop off the civil and ceremonial aspects. That is NOT what the 

author thinks. More foundational to anything else in the law is the priestly 

structure and on the basis of the priestly structure the entire law was given. When 

we read Exodus through Deuteronomy (the Mosaic Covenant is technically from 

Exodus 20:1-Deut. 26:68), we see that this is indeed the case; the majority of what 

is written is priestly not moral – it was about priestly garments, what to do on 

festivals, how to build the tabernacle, etc.; the great burden of the entire Mosaic 

law is deeply priestly – and on the basis of this priestly function the whole law is 
given. 
 

The conclusion, therefore, follows in verse 12. Since the law was given on the 

basis of the priestly function, if you change the priesthood you need to change the 

whole law. You have no choice. It is not a matter of cutting off the ceremonial bits, 

for the ceremonial lies at the heart of the whole structure of the law. Therefore, 

if you change the priesthood you need to change the whole law.  

 

This then leads us to chapter 8 where Jesus is the mediator of a better 

covenant – the new covenant found in Jeremiah 31:31. 

 

 (see my notes on Hebrews 7  by D.A. Carson) 

 

7:12 For when there is a change of the priesthood, there must also be 
a change of the law. 

7:13 He of whom these things are said belonged to a different tribe, 
and no one from that tribe has ever served at the altar. 

7:14 For it is clear that our Lord descended from Judah, and in regard 
to that tribe Moses said nothing about priests. 

 

Since the priesthood and the law are inseparably connected, if the 

priesthood changed that would mean that the law would have to change as well 

(Heb. 7:12).  

 

“The change of the law is seen in that Jesus did not belong to the tribe 

recognized by the law as the priestly tribe” (Morris, 67). Christ came from the 

tribe of Judah and no one from that tribe ever performed a priestly function (Heb. 

7:13-14). Unless the Law changed, Jesus could not be a priest. But the descent of 

Christ from the tribe of Judah is by no means an argument against His high-priestly 

dignity; on the contrary, His high-priestly dignity is an argument in favor of the 
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view that the Levitical priesthood has ended and is superseded (TDNT IV, 237-

238). 

 

[King David and Solomon of the tribe of Judah are said to have offered 

sacrifices, but it is doubtful that they did it personally. This most likely means that 

they brought the sacrificial victims to be offered by the priests as other 

Israelites did – Morris, 67.] 

 

Having concluded that a better priesthood was needed, “the author pursues 

his theme of the superiority of Christ. He sees Him as superior because of His life, 

the divine oath, the permanence of His priesthood, and his sacrifice” (Morris, 68). 

 

Christ’s priesthood is superior because: 
 
1. It is based on His life: 
 

Christ’s priesthood is superior to Aaron’s because it is not dependent on 

external regulations. Rather, it is dependent on the intrinsic power of His own life. 

 

7:15 And what we have said is even more clear if another priest like 
Melchizedek appears, 

 7:16 one who has become a priest not on the basis of a regulation as 
to his ancestry but on the basis of the power of an indestructible life. 

 7:17 For it is declared: "You are a priest forever, in the order of 
Melchizedek." 

 

What has been said - that no perfection was obtained under the Levitical 

priesthood - becomes even clearer when it is compared to Jesus, the priest like 

Melchizedek.  

 

In the case of Aaron and his successors, the priesthood was based on 

regulations in the Law. Much of what the law said had to do with the priest meeting 

certain physical requirements (proper lineage, marriage, diet, health, etc – see Lev. 

16:21-23; Exo. 28:40-43; etc.), not his spiritual fitness: 

 

“He [the priest] was to be ceremonially pure and holy. He must be 

physically perfect. Any defect or deformity disqualified a member of the 

priestly family from performing the duties of the office (Lev 21:17-21). The 

Law spoke with the utmost precision as to the domestic relations of the high 

priest. He could marry neither a widow, nor a divorced woman, nor one 

polluted, nor a harlot; only a virgin of his own people, a Hebrew of pure 

extraction, could become his wife (Lev 21:14, 15). Nor was he to come in 
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contact with death. He must not rend his clothes, nor defile himself, even for 

his father or his mother (Lev 21:10, 11). His sons might defile themselves for 

their kin, but the high priest must not. For he was the representative of life. 

Death did not exist for him, in so far as he was a priest.” (William G. 

Moorehead; ISBE; Priest). Nevertheless he was subject to death and like all 

men, he died.  

 

Christ’s priesthood, however, is based on a different principle. It does not 

spring from external commandments, but from the very power of His own life. 

Aaron was made priest on the basis of the law, though inherently he was no 

different than any of his fellow Israelites; Christ has His priesthood based on His 

own life and His priesthood, therefore, endures forever. 

 

7:18 The former regulation is set aside because it was weak and useless 
7:19 (for the law made nothing perfect), and a better hope is 

introduced, by which we draw near to God. 
 

Though the law establishing the Levitical priests through ancestry (i.e. the 

former regulation) was given by God, it was weak and useless – it did not bring 

salvation to people. Both men and God sought perfection for deliverance from sin 

and its effects, but the law could not make the adherents perfect (Heb. 7:11, 19). 

The law could not save men, for the sacrifices could not totally atone for sin (Heb. 

10:4, 11). Neither could the law give men the inward power to obey it; it could only 

curb and restrain sin, not create a pure heart.  

 

This doesn’t mean that the Jews could not trust the old system or that they 

could not find forgiveness under the Law of Moses. In every generation the person 

who committed himself in faith to God, and all that He revealed about His salvation 

up to that time, was saved (Ro. 4:5). Abraham was justified by faith (Ro. 4:9-13) as 

were all the other Old Testament believers. Hebrews 11 makes it clear that each 

man acted in faith because he believed in God. The issue at any time in history is if 

man will take God at His Word and believe what He has revealed about salvation. 

 

The question here is, are the OT structures an end to themselves or should 

they be placed them in a larger stream of redemptive history?  The writer says 

they were NOT an end to themselves for they were weak. Furthermore, since 

Christ had already come and God had declared Him a priest of a different order, it 

should be equally obvious that the law was obsolete. In verse 18 it says the law was 

“set aside”, “a term used for an official annulment of a decree, or the cancelation 

of a debt, or the abrogation of a will” (O’Brien, 265). The Aaronic priest could not 

perfectly draw men to God through the law, but with the obsolescence of the law 

we have a better hope, a hope based on the blood of Christ. “In the power of an 
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endless life he has opened the veil and opened the way; He has brought in a better 

hope through which we draw near to God” (Murray, The Holiest of All, 244).  Our 

hope isn’t better because God makes us more hopeful, it is better because the 

content of what are to receive is better; it is better because of its effectiveness 

and because it is based on better promises (O’Brien, 266). 

 

 To “draw near to God” is the main object of Christ’s work. He enables us to 

have life near God. There are Christians who in seeking salvation only think of 

themselves and their own happiness. Christ is simply a means to an end. Yet the 

fullness of salvation, the desire of God’s heart, and the purpose in sending His Son 

is that we can be near the Father. This too reveals the weakness of the law. The 

law made no provision for men to enter His sanctuary – that was reserved only for 

the High Priest and then only once a year. But Jesus has rent the veil to the Holy of 

Holies making access possible.  

 

“Let us then approach the throne of grace with confidence, so that we may 

receive mercy and find grace to help us in our time of need” (Heb 4:16). 

 

 

2. It is based on God’s oath: 
 

Christ’s priesthood is also superior to Aaron’s because of God's oath 

concerning it. 

 

7:20 And it was not without an oath! Others became priests without any 
oath, 

 7:21 but he became a priest with an oath when God said to him: "The 
Lord has sworn and will not change his mind: 'You are a priest forever.'" 

 7:22 Because of this oath, Jesus has become the guarantee of a 
better covenant. 

 

The idea of taking oaths came from the OT where the people were 

commanded to swear by the Lord. The reason for this is because people always 

made their oaths by the highest thing they knew – so taking an oath in God’s name 

became a mark of covenantal faithfulness because it was saying that their highest 

good was Yahweh Himself, not the Baals or Ashtoreth.  

 

However, in Jesus' day the taking of an oath had degenerated to a means of 

promoting deceit. For example, one Rabbi said that if you swear toward Jerusalem 

you are bound to your vow, but if you swear by Jerusalem you are not. Other Rabbis 

felt there was no binding authority to an oath unless some form of the name of God 

was contained in it (see Hiebert, James, 310 ff. for a good discussion).  Thus the 
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Jews felt that they could swear by the temple, the law, the altar etc. and yet be 

under no obligation to keep their promises (Matt. 23:16-22).  Jesus insists that not 

only is this thinking sinful, it is best not to swear at all (also Ja. 5:12). 

 

However, when God takes an oath it is a way of giving confidence to the 

hearer. Because we doubt, God takes an oath so that our faith will be enhanced. As 

Hebrews 6:18 says, “God did this so that, by two unchangeable things in which it is 

impossible for God to lie, we who have fled to take hold of the hope offered to us 

may be greatly encouraged.” (see notes on 6:13-20). He wants us to have strong 

encouragement to lay hold on the hope he has sworn will be ours. The promise and 

the oath are meant to give us the deep confidence that we WILL inherit all that He 

promises us in Jesus. 

 

God’s oath is something that God binds Himself to and it points to that 

which needs a full exercise of faith and unhesitating confidence in the fulfillment 

of God’s promises. When God swore to Moses that they would not enter the 

Promised Land (3:11; 16-19), He kept His oath and they perished in the wilderness. 

When God told Abraham by oath that his descendants would be like the sand of the 

sea, the listeners were living proof that He had fulfilled what He had said (2:16; 

6:13-20). He points to Himself and His honor as God and charges us to believe that 

Jesus is a Priest forever. The oath emphasizes that Jesus is not just greater than 

Aaron, He is different “in kind” – He is the final fulfillment of God’s priestly 

purposes.  

 

God never made an oath about the Aaronic priesthood declaring that it would 

last forever. Their priesthood rested on divine command (Exo 28:1 - Then bring 
near to yourself Aaron your brother, and his sons with him, from among the sons of 
Israel, to minister as priest to Me-). But when the High Priest is announced in Psalm 

110, God swears – "You are a priest forever, in the order of Melchizedek." With 

that oath the whole sweep of redemptive history is altered, for with the change in 

the priesthood comes a new covenant.  

 

This new covenant is found in Jeremiah 31 and is called the “second” (8:7), 

the “new” (8:8; 9:15; 12:24), the “better” (7:22; 8:6) and the “eternal” (13:20) 

covenant. Jesus is both its mediator (8:6; 9:15; 12:24) and its guarantor (the surety 

of God that God will keep His promise).  A guarantor is someone who took 

responsibility for another person’s debt if they couldn’t pay it.  Jesus accepts legal 

obligations and takes responsibility for the eternal effectiveness of the new 

covenant (O’Brien, 271-272). Because of this we have a better hope (7:19). 
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3. It is permanent: 
 

In verses 23-25 the author draws out the implications of the word “forever 

in Psalm 110:4.”  

 

Christ’s priesthood is also superior to Aaron’s because of its permanent 

nature. 

 

7:23 Now there have been many of those priests, since death prevented 
them from continuing in office; 

7:24 but because Jesus lives forever, he has a permanent priesthood. 
 

The Levitical system required that priests were to be replaced by others 

since eventually every priest died. Even though there were replacements, the 

interruption of the system is viewed as a weakness, for it was marked by change 

and weakness and death. Replacement introduced the chance that a good priest 

would be replaced by a worthless one. But, because Christ does not die, we are 

guaranteed that there will always be someone to represent us perfectly (there will 

be no break in His intercessory work) and because of the all-sufficient nature of 

Christ’s death, He saves us completely, as verse 25 concludes.  

 

7:25 Therefore he is able to save completely those who come to God 
through him, because he always lives to intercede for them. 

 

The word “completely” can be understood qualitatively (i.e. modally), meaning 

“completely,” or temporally, meaning “forever.” Either makes sense.  

 

Hebrews 4:16 and 7:19 have told us that we can draw near to God; now once 

again in verse 25 coming to God is mentioned. The emphasis is on the new 

relationship that a believer has with Christ.  

 

4. It is based on a better sacrifice: 
 

Christ’s priesthood is superior to Aaron’s because He has offered a better 

sacrifice. “After the incompleteness of the Levitical system, it was appropriate 

that the messianic high priest be complete in His person and work, so as to bring 

salvation to its proper culmination (Kent, 142). 
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7:26 For it was fitting that we should have such a high priest 
one who is holy, blameless, pure, set apart from sinners, exalted above the 
heavens. 

 7:27 Unlike the other high priests, he does not need to offer 
sacrifices day after day, first for his own sins, and then for the sins of the 
people. He sacrificed for their sins once for all when he offered himself. 

  

Hebrews 2:10 says, “For it was fitting for Him, for whom are all things, and 

through whom are all things, in bringing many sons to glory, to perfect the author 

of their salvation through sufferings.”  There, Christ’s suffering is “fitting” to 

bring us to glory; here our High Priest’s heavenly perfection is “fitting” for His 

followers.  What is fitting is not just His position, but the process by which He 

attained it. “He is the high priest whose exalted status results from His self-

sacrifice” (v. 27; O’Brien, 279). 

 

Christ’s spotless moral condition sets Him above any in the Levitical system. 

In the OT the high priest offered sacrifices daily, which pointed to their ultimate 

ineffectiveness. On top of that, the priest had to atone for his own sins (cf. 5:1-3). 

By way of contrast, though Christ intercedes for the people of God daily, He does 

not have to offer any sacrifice for Himself since He never committed any sin. When 

Christ died for humanity, He did what no other high priest could ever do – offer a 

complete and final sacrifice.  

 
7:28 For the law appoints as high priests men who are weak; but the oath, 
which came after the law, appointed the Son, who has been made perfect 
forever. 
 
 Verse 28 is the climax of the argument that began in 5:1. The conclusion is 

that Christ is vastly superior to the Levitical priesthood. The contrasts are 

restated in a series. 

 

1. First, there is a contrast between the law and the oath which came after 

the law. The oath that God would establish a new priesthood leads to the 

establishment of the new covenant. 

2. Secondly, Christ does not die so He can serve forever. 

3. Thirdly, there is the emphasis on the appointment of sonship.  

4.  Lastly, this verse states that the Son is made perfect.  Considering who He 

is declared to be in chapters 1 and 2 (He is the radiance of His glory and the 

exact representation of His nature, and upholds all things by the word of His 

power, etc.), it is clear that the “perfecting” of Christ is tied to His 

becoming the High Priest according to the order of Melchizedek.  


