The Overwhelming Case for Pauline Authorship of
The Book of Hebrews

The gquestion of who wrote the Epistle to the Hebrews has
persisted for centuries, but the persistence is largely
artificial. When the internal evidence is gathered honestly and
allowed to stand without forcing alternative candidates into the
frame, the conclusion becomes clear. Paul fits the profile more
completely than any other figure, and no alternative candidate
fits the profile at all. The cumulative weight of the evidence
leans decisively toward Paul, not as one possibility among many,
but as the only writer whose life, theology, relationships,
movements, and literary habits match the epistle.

The reference to Timothy in Hebrews 13:23 is the strongest
single indicator. No New Testament writer except Paul speaks of
Timothy personally or pastorally. Luke mentions Timothy
historically, but never as a co-laborer or spiritual son. Peter,
John, James, and Jude never mention him. Only Paul refers to
Timothy as a brother, a true son in the faith, a beloved and
faithful child in the Lord, and one who served with him as a son
with a father. The closing of Hebrews assumes the audience knows
Timothy, cares about his condition, and recognizes the authority
of the writer to report on his status. This relational
vocabulary and pastoral authority belong to Paul alone.

The benediction “Grace be with you all” at the end of Hebrews 1is
another decisive marker. It is Paul’s characteristic ending,
appearing at the close of Romans, Corinthians, Galatians,
Ephesians, Philippians, Colossians, Thessalonians, and Philemon.
No other New Testament writer uses this form with the same
consistency or finality. Hebrews ends with Paul’s ending, and
this is not incidental. It is stylistic identity.

The theology of Hebrews aligns with Paul’s thought at every
level. The epistle contains Paul’s Christology, covenant
theology, understanding of the Law, doctrine of faith, warnings
about apostasy, emphasis on endurance, and sweeping 01d
Testament argumentation. The writer reasons like Paul,
constructs doctrinal frameworks like Paul, and moves between
warning and comfort in the same pattern found in Romans,
Galatians, and Ephesians. The transitions from shadow to
substance and from old covenant to new covenant reflect Paul’s
theological fingerprint with remarkable clarity.



The mastery of the 0ld Testament in Hebrews fits Paul uniquely.
The writer must understand Leviticus, the sacrificial system,
the priesthood, covenant structure, temple symbolism, and
prophetic fulfillment at a level far beyond ordinary apostolic
experience. Paul was trained under Gamaliel, the highest
Pharisaic authority of his era, and possessed the rabbinic depth
required to produce Hebrews. Peter, John, James, and Jude did
not have this training. Apollos, though eloquent, left no
writings and has no demonstrated connection to Timothy. Barnabas
lacks the theological density and stylistic markers. Luke’s
Greek style is entirely different. Only Paul fits the
intellectual and theological profile.

The intended audience of Hebrews also aligns with Paul’s
ministry. The epistle is written to Jewish believers familiar
with temple worship, sacrifices, priesthood, Moses, and covenant
structure. These believers are under pressure and tempted to
drift back toward the Law. Paul addressed this exact audience
repeatedly. Romans and Galatians confront the same issues: the
temptation to mix grace with works, the pull toward rituals, and
the danger of returning to the old covenant. Hebrews is a
pastoral intervention aimed at Jewish Christians facing the same
pressures Paul confronted throughout his ministry.

The travel references in Hebrews 13 match Paul’s movements. The
writer speaks of imprisonment, release, travel plans, greetings
from Italy, and Timothy’s condition. These details align with
Paul’s known history and missionary patterns. The writer must be
someone who traveled widely, suffered imprisonment, worked
closely with Timothy, and maintained connections in Italy. Paul
alone fits this profile.

The writing style of Hebrews matches Paul’s high mode. Paul
writes in two recognizable styles: a simple pastoral mode, seen
in Thessalonians and Philemon, and a high theological mode, seen
in Romans and Ephesians. Hebrews reflects Paul in his elevated
style. The long arguments, layered logic, rhetorical questions,
Old Testament chains, doctrinal crescendos, and pastoral
warnings are consistent with Paul’s strongest theological
writing. The epistle does not contradict Paul’s known patterns;
it represents Paul at full strength.

No alternative candidate fits the evidence. Luke’s style is
different and he never refers to Timothy relationally. Apollos
has no writings and no Timothy connection. Barnabas lacks the
theological depth and stylistic identity. Peter’s theology is
different and he never mentions Timothy. John’s vocabulary and



themes are entirely different. James and Jude do not match the
theology, style, or relational network. Only Paul fits every
category. No one else fits any category.

The early church, closest to the evidence, consistently
attributed Hebrews to Paul. Later doubts arose largely because
the letter does not begin with Paul’s name. Yet Paul often
omitted his name when writing to persecuted Jewish believers to
avoid inflaming hostility. The early church understood this
context. Modern scholarship often overlooks it.

When all the evidence is gathered and allowed to stand without
distortion, the case becomes overwhelming. The Timothy reference
is uniquely Pauline. The benediction is uniquely Pauline. The
theology is uniquely Pauline. The 0ld Testament mastery is
uniquely Pauline. The audience fits Paul’s ministry. The travel
references fit Paul’s movements. The writing style fits Paul’s
high mode. No other candidate fits any of the evidence. The
early church closest to the facts attributed Hebrews to Paul.
The cumulative case is decisive. Paul is the author of Hebrews.
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