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 Last week, in our study of this passage, we focused on the spiritual 
significance of the choice that confronted Abraham after he returned from 
victory in battle over a foreign army that had invaded the land of Canaan. As he 
was approached by rulers of two Canaanite cities, Bera the ruler of Sodom and 
Melchizedek the ruler of Salem, Abraham made a choice consistent with his faith 
in the Lord that had a tremendous impact on the future course of his life.    

  By rejecting Bera's offer of material wealth, Abraham was rejecting the 
value system of Canaan, which was based on a materialistic view of life that 
valued money, power and worldly influence above everything else. Abraham 
could easily have succumbed to a spirit of greed at this moment, as well as to 
the natural human desire for human acceptance. Had he accepted Bera's offer, 
he would have established a closer relationship to his pagan neighbors in 
Canaan. But Abraham refused to do that; he refused to embrace the false value 
system of Canaan, and to put himself in a position where men could boast of 
how they had made him rich. Instead, Abraham chose to go on living as a 
foreigner in Canaan if that was necessary to maintain a close relationship to 
God. Abraham knew that it was God who had brought him to Canaan and had 
blessed him there. It was God who had promised to give him and his seed all the 
land of Canaan for an everlasting inheritance one day, and who would bless all 
the families of the earth through him. By rejecting Bera's offer, Abraham chose to 
walk by faith in God's promise, rather than by sight. He chose to trust in God to 
fulfill His own promise in His own time and manner, rather than to men to 
provide him with the immediate gratification of his earthly desires.   

 On the other hand, Abraham chose to accept Melchizedek's gifts of bread 
and wine and the divine blessing that he pronounced-- for these gifts reminded 
him of his true identity as a man of God. They reminded him of the source of his 
blessedness, which was his relationship to God.   

 The choice that Abraham made illustrates the choice that we must all 
make between the kingdom of this world and the kingdom of God. Will we 
choose to walk by faith, rather than by sight? Will we choose to value the true 
riches of God's kingdom over the perishing riches that men offer us? Abraham's 
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example of faith calls us all to make a similar choice in response to the 
pressures placed on us to win the acceptance of the world by conforming to its 
values. 

 There is a greater significance to this passage, however, than to teach us 
the importance of making right choices in life. There is prophetic significance to 
this passage, as well, that points forward to the climax of biblical history. That is 
what I want us to consider this morning. I want us to look more closely at this 
figure of Melchizedek to see how he foreshadows our Lord Jesus Christ. 
Melchizedek is what we call a “type”-- a prophetic symbol representing 
something future. More specifically, a biblical type is a person or thing in the Old 
Testament that foreshadows a person or thing in the New Testament. In several 
ways, Melchizedek typified our Lord Jesus Christ.  From Melchizedek, we learn 
something important about true religion-- namely, that true religion is priestly in 
nature. By that I mean, true religion recognizes the need for fallen sinners like 
ourselves to approach God through the ministry of an authorized priest who is 
able to serve as a mediator between men and God.  

 I want us to examine this theme by asking four questions:    

I. What does the Bible teach about the ministry of priests in the period before 
the giving of the Law at Mt. Sinai? 

 The concept of priesthood did not begin in the days of Moses. It stretches 
back to the earliest period of biblical history. Melchizedek is the first person 
mentioned in the Bible who is explicitly called a ‘priest.’ Before him, the word 
“priest” does not appear anywhere in the Bible. On the other hand, certain 
functions associated with priestly ministry-- such as the offering of sacrifices on 
behalf of others-- are mentioned at an earlier date. For example, after Noah and 
his family came out of the ark after the flood, we read that “Noah built an altar to 
the Lord, and took of every clean bird, and offered burnt offerings on the 
altar.  And the Lord smelled a soothing aroma. Then the Lord said in His heart, ‘I 
will never again curse the ground for man's sake, although the imagination of 
man's heart is evil from his youth; nor will I again destroy every living thing as I 
have done’” (Genesis 8:20-21). It seems that the reason Noah offered this 
sacrifice, was not only to express thanksgiving to the Lord for His great mercy in 
delivering him and his family through the waters of the flood, but also as 
a  propitiatory offering to turn away God's displeasure on account of sin. I say 
that, because we read here that as a result of Noah's sacrifice, God resolved to 
show mercy in the future by never again destroying the whole earth with a flood. 
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The description of Noah's sacrifice as a “soothing aroma” is used later in the 
New Testament to describe the propitiatory sacrifice of Christ. In Ephesians 5:2, 
we read that Christ “has loved us and given Himself for us, an offering and a 
sacrifice to God for a sweet-smelling aroma.” Since Christ's self-sacrifice was a 
priestly act, it would seem that Noah's offering, which prefigured that sacrifice, 
was also a priestly act.  Noah acted as a priest on behalf of his family.    

 Another patriarchal figure who acted in a priestly role was Job. Job lived 
in the patriarchal period some two thousand years, more or less, before the 
coming of Christ. Although Job is not called a priest, he is described as 
performing the ministry of a priest on behalf of his family. We read that Job's 
regular custom was to rise early in the morning and “sacrifice a burnt offering for 
each of his children, thinking, ‘Perhaps my children have sinned and cursed God 
in their hearts.’” (Job 1:5). 

 Job's action, like that of Noah, would seem to have been fairly common of 
godly men who lived in the period before Moses. It would seem that a number 
of godly men in that day and age viewed it as their duty as to offer sacrifices and 
perform other priestly duties on behalf of their families. They viewed 
themselves as the authorized priests of their households.            

 In Genesis 14, Melchizedek does not offer a sacrifice for Abraham, but he 
does pronounce a priestly blessing on him and receive tithes from him, which 
were two other ministries that priests performed in the Old Testament.    

 What we learn from the example of men like Noah, Job, and Melchizedek 
is that the concept of priesthood was well-understood long before the Levitical 
priesthood was established in the days of Moses.  When Moses came on the 
scene, it was already a common practice for men to serve as priests of their 
families-- and in some cases, of their local communities-- by offering sacrifice on 
behalf of others, interceding for them, blessing them, and receiving tithes from 
them.    

 What changed in the days of Moses was that now, for the first time, God 
established on a national scale for His covenant people a centralized and highly 
regulated priestly ministry that operated at a specific location to which all the 
people had convene several times a year. The priesthood that God instituted 
through Moses was the hereditary priesthood of Moses' brother, Aaron, who was 
descended from the tribe of Levi. Aaron and his sons after him were appointed 
as to serve as Israel's priests; and among them, one served as the high priest, 
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whose distinctive duty it was to make atonement each year for the sins of the 
entire nation on the Day of Atonement. On that day, the high priest would enter 
into the most sacred sanctuary of the temple, the Holy of Holies, and sprinkle 
the Ark of the Covenant with the blood of an atoning sacrifice. Thereby he would 
make propitiation for the sins of the people, to turn away God's displeasure and 
wrath from the people, that they might enjoy the continuing blessing of God.       

 Many of the Jews believed that the priesthood of Aaron was designed to 
last forever. In the Old Testament itself, however, we find clear teaching that the 
priesthood of Aaron was destined to be set aside and replaced with a superior 
priesthood at some point in the future, a priesthood patterned after the 
priesthood of Melchizedek.   

 That raises another question: 

II. Where in the Old Testament besides Genesis 14 is Melchizedek mentioned, 
and why is that significant?   

 Abraham's encounter with Melchizedek was very brief. It occupies only a 
few verses in Scripture. After that, we hear nothing more about Melchizedek 
until we get to the time of David, who lived about a thousand years after 
Abraham. When David became the king of Israel and made Jerusalem his royal 
city, he wrote Psalm 110 to proclaim God's rule from Mount Zion. Zion was the 
name of the hill where David chose to build his palace. It was also the location 
where Solomon later built the Jewish temple. So Zion is really a synonym for 
Jerusalem.   

 The interesting thing about Psalm 110 is that, even though David wrote it 
to celebrate his own ascent to the throne of Israel, the focus of the psalm is not 
on David himself but on a future descendant of his whom David calls “my Lord.” 
Notice how David speaks of this descendant in verse 1:  “The Lord said to my 
Lord, sit at My right hand till I make Your enemies Your footstool.” David is 
speaking about a future king whom God will send into the world.  This future 
ruler will exercise dominion from Mt. Zion, just like David; and we know from 
other passages of Scripture that He will in fact be David's son, born of his 
lineage. Nevertheless, David calls Him in Psalm 110 “my Lord.” That points to the 
exalted character of this coming ruler, as Jesus pointed out to His fellow Jews 
(Luke 20:44). According to OT prophecy, Jesus said, the Messiah will be both 
David's son, born of his flesh, and his Lord, highly exalted over him.   
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 There is something else that Psalm 110 teaches about the coming 
Messiah, and that is, that He will not only be a king, but also a priest. Look at 
verse 4: “The Lord has sworn and will not relent, ‘You are a priest forever 
according to the order of Melchizedek.’” This is a truly amazing statement, for 
under the Old Covenant, it was impossible for a king to serve as a priest. The 
priests all came from the tribe of Levi, but the kings came from the tribe of 
Judah-- so one man could not occupy both offices. What this verse is saying is 
that when the Messiah comes, He will inaugurate a new order of priesthood that 
will endure forever. It will not be patterned after the priesthood of Aaron, but 
after the priesthood of Melchizedek, who was both a king and a priest at the 
same time. Although Psalm 110 does not explain how the Messiah's priesthood 
will be like of Melchizedek, this psalm lays a biblical foundation for expecting a 
change of priesthood when the Messiah comes.    

 That brings us to the third question in our outline: 

III. In what way does our Lord Jesus resemble Melchizedek? 

 We are blessed with having an entire chapter from the New Testament, 
the seventh chapter of Hebrews,  that explains to us in detail how Melchizedek 
was a type of our Lord Jesus Christ and how Melchizedek's priesthood 
foreshadowed and was fulfilled in Jesus' priesthood. What does this chapter 
teach about the similarities between these two men? 

1. They both occupy a double office-- First, they both occupy the double office 
of king and priest.  Melchizedek was the king of a Canaanite city called Salem; 
but at the same time, he was a priest of God Most High. In like manner, Jesus is 
both a king and a priest. He is the King of kings and the Lord of lords, who has 
ascended to the right hand of God the Father and rules over all the earth from 
His throne on high.   But in heaven, He also carries out the office of priest as He 
makes continual intercession for His people on the basis of the one perfect 
offering He made for their sins-- the offering of His own body on the cross of 
Calvary.   

 As I mentioned earlier, it was impossible for any man to occupy both 
offices under the Old Covenant, because priests had to be of the tribe of Levi, 
whereas kings were to come from the tribe of Judah. When King Saul tried to act 
like a priest, by sacrificing a burnt offering before battle, he was condemned by 
the prophet Samuel for doing so, since no king was authorized to take on 
himself the functions of a priest. Now, the fact that no one man could occupy the 
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dual offices of king and priest created a dilemma for the Jews, because their 
Scriptures clearly foretold that the Messiah would occupy both offices.  We see 
that in Psalm 110, and also in the prophecy of Zechariah, who wrote that the 
Messiah “shall build the temple of the Lord . . . 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” (Zechariah 6:13). How would that be possible? How would 
the Messiah be both a king and a priest?  The answer is, He would be a priest of 
an altogether different order than the order of Levi; he would be a priest 
"according to the order of Melchizedek."   

2.   They are both associated with righteousness and peace-- A second similarity 
between Jesus and Melchizedek is that both are associated with righteousness 
and peace. Consider first Melchizedek. His very name means “king of 
righteousness,” but he was ruler over a city named Salem, which means “peace”; 
so he was the king of peace as well as the king of righteousness.    

 Is that not true, as well, of our Lord Jesus Christ?  Is He not the king of 
peace and the king of righteousness in a far more elevated sense than 
Melchizedek ever was? In foretelling the coming of our Lord Jesus, the prophet 
Isaiah announced that He would be called “the Prince of Peace”: “His name will 
be called Wonderful, Counselor, Mighty God, Everlasting Father, Prince of 
Peace”  (Isaiah 9:6). And in the very next verse, Isaiah added that He would rule 
in righteousness. "Of the increase of His government and peace there will be no 
end, upon the throne of David and over His kingdom, to order it and establish it 
with judgment and justice" (v. 7). Justice and righteousness are the same word in 
Hebrew. So the Messiah would rule in righteousness over a kingdom of peace, 
Isaiah said. Elsewhere, he calls the Messiah God's “Righteous Servant” and 
affirms that God will establish a 'covenant of peace' through Him. The apostle 
Paul elaborates on this by telling the Ephesians that Jesus Himself is our peace, 
for He establishes peace for Jews and Gentiles with God and with each other. 
Moreover, in the book of Romans, he explains that Jesus gives peace with God 
by imputing to us His own righteousness in justification. “Therefore, having been 
justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ.” 
(Romans 5:1).     

 The heavenly Jerusalem to which all believers have already come 
(Hebrews 12:23), is a city of peace. It is our Salem. And on the final day of 
history, when Christ returns from heaven to judge the nations, that heavenly city 
will be revealed in glory as the “new Jerusalem” and will come down out of 
heaven from God, prepared as a bride adorned for her husband. That glorious 
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city, I believe, is a picture of the glorified church-- why else would it be 
compared to a bride? King Jesus will rule over that city as Melchizedek ruled 
over Salem, and for all eternity, that holy city will enjoy the peace of God within 
its gates. That peace is a fruit of Christ's cross, where God's righteousness and 
God's peace kissed each other (Psalm 85:10). On the cross, God's righteousness 
was satisfied through the propitiatory death of His Son, and thereby, God's 
peace was secured, making possible the everlasting blessedness of redeemed 
sinners. We glory in the cross, therefore, because it was there Jesus obtained 
everlasting righteousness and peace for us.   

3.  The both lack a priestly genealogy-- A third similarity between Melchizedek 
and Christ is that both lack a priestly genealogy. Hebrews 7:3 describes 
Melchizedek as being “without father, without mother, without genealogy.” Now, 
we mustn't misunderstand what that verse is saying.  It is not saying the 
Melchizedek entered the world without human parents. The writer of Hebrews is 
using a common Jewish way of arguing from the silences of Scripture. His point 
is that we are told nothing about Melchizedek's parentage in the Bible, so we 
have no reason to believe he became a priest on the basis of his genealogy.  His 
priesthood was unlike that of the Levitical priests in this respect, that it was not 
based on his physical descent from a certain priestly line. In this, Melchizedek 
foreshadowed the priesthood of our Lord Jesus, who became a priest without 
reference to his lineage. He assumed the office of priest, “not according to the 
law of a fleshly commandment, but according to the power of an endless life.”      

4. They are both associate with eternity-- Likewise, Melchizedek and Christ are 
both associated with eternity, because they are both are “without beginning of 
days or end of life.” Again, we must not misunderstand this verse to teach that 
Melchizedek existed from all eternity. The writer of Hebrews is arguing again on 
the basis of silence-- pointing out what Genesis does not say. It does not tell us 
anything about Melchizedek's birth-- where or when he was born. He simply 
appears suddenly on the stage of history and then disappears, creating an 
impression of eternity and perpetuity. In this, he points forward in a typical 
manner to our Lord Jesus Christ, who existed from all eternity with God the 
Father and who will live and reign forever in heaven. He is the same yesterday, 
today and forever.    

 So in all these ways Melchizedek and Jesus are similar to each other. The 
priestly ministry of Jesus was foreshadowed by that of Melchizedek and fulfills 
the priesthood of Melchizedek. That's why Jesus is called a priest “according to 
the order of Melchizedek.” 
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 Why was it important for the Jewish Christians of the first century to know 
these things? So that they would not be tempted to go back to the Levitical 
priesthood of the Old Covenant. That was a temptation for them when they 
came under persecution from their fellow Jews because of their faith in Christ. 
They were tempted to abandon the spiritual realities of New Covenant by 
placing themselves once again under the shadowy ceremonies of the Old 
Covenant. The letter to the Hebrews was written to give these Jewish believers 
strength to go on in their Christian faith, without reverting to Judaism. One of the 
arguments the writer uses to establish his readers in the faith is to show them 
that Christ's priesthood is superior to that of Levi.  How does he do that?     

 First, he points out to them that the superiority of Christ's priesthood was 
foreshadowed by the events of Genesis 14. Notice, he says, that Abraham was 
blessed by Melchizedek and paid tithes to him, as well. Why is that significant? 
For two reasons: First, because it was commonly understood by the Jews that in 
the matter of pronouncing a formal blessing, the superior always blesses the 
inferior. Not only that, it is also understood that in the matter of tithing, the 
inferior always pays tithes to the superior. Since Abraham was blessed by 
Melchizedek and paid tithes to him, therefore, that means that Abraham must be 
regarded as occupying an inferior position to Melchizedek. If that is so, what 
does that tell us about the priesthood of Levi? Well, the writer says, since 
Levi  was still ‘in the loins’ of Abraham when he paid tithes to Melchizedek and 
received a blessing from him, there is a sense in which Levi himself paid tithes 
to Melchizedek and received a blessing from him through his forefather 
Abraham. Consequently, Levi is inferior to Melchizedek; and if that is so, then 
Levi's priesthood must be regarded as inferior to the priesthood of Melchizedek. 
That is why the Hebrew Christians must not revert to Judaism, because Levi's 
inferior priesthood has now been superseded by the superior priesthood of 
Christ. 

 The second argument the writer uses to defend the superiority of Christ's 
priesthood is to show the many ways in which it is superior to that of Levi.  First, 
it is superior in terms of its permanence. The Levitical priests could not serve as 
priests forever, for as mortal men, they grew old and died.  After twenty or thirty 
years of service, they had to step down from their office and hand their priestly 
duties over to younger men. Christ, on the other hand, lives forever as our priest, 
for death has no power over him.  “Because He continues forever,” we read in 
Hebrews 7:24, “He has an unchangeable priesthood. Therefore, He is also able to 
save to the uttermost those who come to God through Him, since He always 
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lives to make intercession for them.” Christ's very presence at God's right hand 
constitutes an everlasting prayer of intercession for us, because His glorified 
wounds plead unceasingly for us and call down on us the blessing of God. 
Second, Christ's priesthood is superior to that of Levi because of the immaculate 
character of our priest. The Levitical priests were all sinful men, who had to offer 
sacrifice for themselves before they could offer sacrifice for others.   By contrast, 
Jesus has no need to offer a sacrifice for Himself, because He is without sin.  As 
the writer says in Hebrews 7:26, Jesus is “holy, harmless, undefiled, separate 
from sinners.” It is His sinlessness that enables Him to offer one perfect sacrifice 
for sin that abolishes the need for all other sacrifices.  Here we see a third 
reason why Jesus' priesthood is superior to that of Levi-- because of its 
unrepeatable nature of the sacrifice He offers. By dying on the cross, Jesus put 
an end to the continual offering of lambs, bulls, goats and other animals, for 
these could never take away sin in a definitive manner.  Not so, the sacrifice of 
Jesus. The perfection of His sinless nature not only made His sacrifice 
acceptable to God; it rendered all other sacrifices for sin unnecessary. Unlike the 
Levitical priests, therefore Jesus "does not need daily, as those high priests, to 
offer up sacrifices, first for His own sins and then for the people's, for this He did 
once for all when He offered up Himself" (Hebrews 7:27).   

CONCLUSION 

 Summing up everything we have said, we can put it like this. Hundreds of 
years before the coming of Christ, the Old Testament had already foretold the 
abolition of the Levitical priesthood and its replacement by a new order of 
priesthood like that of Melchizedek. That prophecy has now been fulfilled in the 
coming of Christ, whose priestly ministry fulfills that of Melchizedek and is 
superior in every way to the ministry of Levi. We have no need to seek any priest 
other than Jesus, for His one sacrifice which He offered on the cross is sufficient 
to blot out all our sins, effectual in its saving power, and final in putting an end 
to all other sacrifices for sin.  That leads to one final question:  

IV. What do we learn from all these passages we have studied about true 
religion?  

1.  True religion is priestly religion-- It is important to stress this point, because 
in countries which have a strong Protestant heritage, there have arisen at times 
certain religious groups which have denied the need for any mediator between 
God and men. Such groups are anti-sacerdotal (against priests) to the degree 
that they even deny the need for Christ's priesthood. One thinks of the 
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Unitarians who made great inroads in our country in the 18th and 19th 
centuries. Several of our founding fathers, like Thomas Jefferson, were 
essentially Unitarians. Jefferson admired the ethical teachings of Jesus, but he 
rejected belief in Jesus' deity and the need for his priestly ministry. He viewed 
Jesus as nothing more than an enlightened man with great ethical insights.   
 Thomas Paine was another colonial figure who rejected the priesthood of 
Christ. Paine poured scorn on fundamental biblical teachings concerning the 
Trinity, original sin, the atonement, the miracles and resurrection of Jesus, 
regarding all such beliefs as superstitious beliefs invented by priests. He openly 
scoffed at the idea that human beings need of the shed blood of Christ, or any 
sacrificial offering, to wash away their sins. He expressed his contempt for the 
gospel by saying that “the Christian religion by paying adoration to a man born 
of a woman called Mary, belongs to the idolatrous class of religions.” Because 
Paine believed in the doctrine of salvation by works, he also said that the man 
who “endeavors to do good, does not trouble himself about priests when his 
hour of departure comes, nor permits priests to trouble themselves about him.” 
Sadly, Paine included Jesus himself among the priests that he said a good man 
can do without. 

 But the Bible teaches something very different by affirming that true 
religion is priestly religion. The gospel teaches us that no one can approach God 
in the merit of his own works. We must come to God through an authorized 
priest who makes atonement for our sins.  

 That leads to a second point.   

2)  True religion always involves receiving with a grateful heart the particular 
priest who is authorized by God-- in the Old Testament, the Levitical priests 
were authorized by God to make atonement for the sins of Israel, so it was 
necessary for every Jew to approach God through their ministry. Although that 
ministry was imperfect in many ways, and destined to expire in the future, it 
remained valid for as long as the Old Covenant was in force. That Levitical 
priesthood taught the Jewish people many important truths.  It taught them that 
“apart from the shedding of blood, there is no remission of sins.” It taught them 
that the sacrifice offered for their sins must be of an innocent and blameless 
victim, without spot or defect. The fact these sacrifices had to be endlessly 
repeated, however, taught the Jews that the blood of bulls and goats could not 
remove their sins in a final or definitive way. They were simply a sign pointing to 
a greater sacrifice that would be offered in the future. Sin would be fully and 
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finally paid for only when that greater sacrifice was made; and that is just what 
Christ has done by dying on the cross. 

 I have often used the illustration of a credit card to describe the 
relationship between the animal sacrifices of the Mosaic Law and the one 
perfect sacrifice that Christ has now offered in the fullness of time. When you 
buy something at the store using a credit card, have actually you paid for it? No, 
for the credit card is simply the outward sign of a promise you are making to pay 
for the item fully and finally at a later date. Likewise, when the Jews offered 
animal sacrifices, those sacrifices were simply the outward sign of a divine 
promise that God would pay fully and finally for our sins at a later date. Now that 
Jesus has come into the world, He has fulfilled that promise, by paying for our 
sins in full.  That leads to one further conclusion: 

3)  Under the New Covenant, the only priest through whom we should approach 
God is Jesus Himself-- Since Christ's priesthood is perfect, he has rendered the 
ministry of all other priests obsolete. For that reason, when we approach God, 
we ought to come to Him solely and exclusively through the priestly ministry of 
our Lord Jesus Christ.  We ought to come on the basis of His once for all 
sacrifice, which can never be repeated, for it was there on the cross that He 
purchased for us “peace and heaven.” To look to other mediators or helpers to 
remove the stain of our sins or to reconcile us to God is really a form of idolatry. 
To approach sinful, mortal men who claim to be God's authorized priests and to 
look to them for the pardon our sins is essentially to deny what the Bible 
teaches about Christ's perfect priesthood. To look to a sinful human priest, now 
that Christ has come, is in essence to resurrect the Levitical priesthood of the 
Old Covenant, in direction disobedience to the teaching of the book of Hebrews. 
Christ has done everything to bring us to God; we need no other priest than Him. 
Let us hold fast to the spiritual realities of the New Covenant, and never revert 
to the shadows of the Old. Let us come with boldness and confidence to God 
through the ministrations of our Great High priest, because “by one offering He 
has perfected forever all who come to God by Him.”  Amen. 

 


