
L E C T U R E  111. 

NATURE OF THE MESSIAISIC PROPHECIES. 

IN our former lectures we considered the nature of 
the argument from prophecyJ in its application to 
the proof of the Messiahship of Jesus. , The generd 
nature of prophecy was djscussed in our first lecture. 
We defined predictive prophecy to be 'an an- 
nouncement of a future eventJ whose occurrence 
could not possibly be foreseen by human sagacity, 
but which must have been disclosed to the prophet 
by a divine communication.' Two conditions are 
necessary to constitute a realized prophecy-first, 
that the prediction was made before the event said 
to be its accomplishmentJ that it is not a vaticiniu~ 
test eventum ; and, secondlyJ that the correspond- 
.ence between the event and the prediction cannot 
be accounted for on the ground of human foresight. 
In our second lecture] we unfolded these principles 
in reference to the Messianic prophecies. Our 
Lord claimed to be the Messiah, or that Anointed 
King whose coming was foretold in the books of 
the Old Testament ; the truth of which claim can 



only be ascertained by discerning a correspondence 
between the events in His life and the prophecies 
regarding the Messiah. We proved that the first 
condition in a prophecy was here fulfilled. The 
books said to contain these predictions undoubtedly 
existed prior to the occurrence of the events 
alleged to be their fulfilment ; though the question 
still remains to be discussed, whether such predic- 
tions are actually contained in these books. And - 
the second condition is also beyond dispute. If 
the circumstances in the life of Jesus were pre- 
dicted, no human sagacity could foresee them, as 
their occurrence depended mainly on the will and 
providence of God, though it is still to be proved, 
whether there be an actual correspondence between 
these circumstances and the alleged Messianic 
predictions. 

Two propositions required to be proved in order 
to apply the argument from prophecy to the claim 
of our Lord to be the Messiah-the first, that theye 
aye Messianic$~o$hecies in the Old Testament; and 
the second, that t h y e  is a co~yes$ona?ence Jetwecn the 
events in the Zzye of Jesus and these $~o$hecies. In  
this and a following lecture, I propose to consider 
the first of these propositions, and to reserve the 
second for subsequent consideration. 

In this lecture, in considering the Messianic pro- 
phecies in the Old Testament, I shall notice-first, 
their obscuyity ; and secondly, their rea&v. 



I .  The 06scurity of the Messianic Pvedictions. 

The obscurity of the Messianic predictions has 
been frequently objected to. I t  has been asserted 
that the prophecies are obscure in thenlselves, 
their meaning vague and ambiguous, and their 
application doubtful. They are alleged to be the 
mere anticipations of a golden age-the natural 
longings after national freedom and prosperity in 
the time of distress and subjection to some foreign 
oppressor. Besides, it is maintained that the 
prophecies admit of a variety of applications: 
many of them may be verified in David, or 
Solomon, or Israel, as well as in the Messiah ; nor 
have we any criteria to judge of the precise mean- 
ing which the prophets attached to their own pre- 
dictions. ' Almost all Christian commentators on 
the Bible and advocates for the Christian religion,' 
observes Anthony Collins, 'both ancient and 
modern, have judged these prophecies to be 
applied in a secondary, or typical, or mystical, or 
allegorical, or enigmatical sense-that is, in a sense 
different from the obvious and literal sense which 
they bear in the Old Testament.' l 

Now, in answer to this objection, it is admitted 
that there is a certain obscurity in the Messianic 
prophecies, though this obscurity has been greatly 

l Collins' Grounds andReasons, pp. 39, 40. 



over-stated. Unfulfilled prophecy must often to a 
certain extent be obscure. Prophecy is not mere 
history written beforehand; if so, the statements 
might be plain, and the meaning, even before the 
fulfilment, somewhat obvious. But there are 
reasons, to which we shall afterwards advert, why, 
until the fulfilment, the prophecies should not be 
clearly understood ; and as long as this key of 
interpretation is wanting, the nature of the prophecy 
may easily be mistaken by those to whom it was 
made. Such a mistake, we believe, was made by 
the Jews in reference to the Messianic predictions ; 
they either overlooked entirely those predictions 
which foretold the sufferings of the Messiah, and 
attended only to those which spoke of His glory, 
or they resorted to the fiction of a twofold Messiah. 
And indeed all the interpreters of unfulfilled 
prophecy are generally mistaken in their views, as 
is evident from the great diversity in their inter- 
pretations, and from the difference of principles on 
which they proceed-one class of writers interpret- 
ing the words of the prophets literally, and another 
class figuratively. 

I t  is another and more difficult question, how 
far the prophets themselves understood their own 
predictions. I am disposed to think that in many 
cases they had not a clear perception of the mean- 
ing of the words which they uttered. Spiritual 
intuitions were communicated to them ; visions 



were often presented before them ; and it may have 
happened that they uttered what they felt and saw, 
without a full consciousne~s of its precise import. 
There were deeper meanings than those which lay 
on the surface, which even their prophetic minds 
could not grasp. They were ~ermitted to see into 
the divine counsels, but often through a glass 
darkly. They knew in part, and they ~rophesied 
in part. Zechariah admits that on several occa- 
sions he could not understand the visions com- 
municated to him (Zech. iv. 5 ) .  Daniel, after an 
extraordinary vision, adds : ' I heard, but I under- 
stood not: then said I, 0 my lord, what shall be 
the end of these things ? And he said, Go thy way, 
Daniel: for the words are closed up and sealed 
till the time of the end ' (Dan. xii. 8, g) ; thus 
intimating that the prediction would not be cleared 
up until its accomplishment. And St. Peter mani- 
festly affirms that the prophets were at least 
partially ignorant of the meaning of their prophetic 
utterances; he represents them as studying their 
own predictions concerning the Messiah, and endea- 
vouring to understand their meaning : ' Searching 
what, or what manner of time, the Spirit of Christ 
which was in them did signify, when it testified 
beforehand the sufferings of Christ, and the glory 
that should follow' (I Pet. i. I I). I t  is to be 
remembered that the true meaning of a prophecy 
does not consist in that which the prophets them- 



selves attached to it, but in the meaning which 
the Spirit of God, who inspired the prophets, 
intended, and the key to which is found in the 
fulfilment of the prophecy. 

I t  is not the mere element of futurity which 
renders prophecy obscure; there are other ob- 
scuring elements which enter into the prophetic 
language. A prophecy is sometimes the descrip- 
tion of a vision. The prophet writes down what he 
sees and hears. He  often speaks as if the events 
were actually occurring at the time, being present 
to his inward sense. Thus the advent of the 
Messiah is sometimes represented as if it were 
about to occur immediately, or even as if it had 
actually occurred, because it appeared so to the 
prophetic glance. In general, time is left out of 
consideration ; it was not given to the prophets to 
know ' the times and the seasons which the Father 
hath put in his own power' (Acts i. 7). Different 
aspects of prophecy are revealed at different times 
or to different prophets. Sometimes, one prophet 
speaks entirely of the glory of the Messiah ; at 
other times, another prophet speaks entirely of his 
sufferings. Sometimes, the Messiah is represented 
as the Anointed King ; and a t  other times, as the 
suffering Servant of Jehovah. Sometimes, his first 
advent, as the Saviour of men, is predicted ; and at 
other times, his second advent, as the Judge of the 
world. And so also events, far distant in point of 



time, are represented as happening simultaneous~y. 
Thus the glory of the Messiah in His second advent 
is represented as if it followed immediately His 
sufferings, the interval between them being omitted. 
As has been well observed : ' The prophets looked 
upon future events with the divine light with which 
they were illuminated, in the same manner as we 
look upon the starry heavens. We see the stars 
above us, but do not perceive how far off they are, 
nor even which are the nearer, and which are the 
more remote.' l And besides, the prophecies 
abound in figurative language ; the imagination of 
the prophet is powerfully excited ; spiritual bless- 
ings are represented by material figures ; the reign 
of peace is described by the image of savage 
animals losing their ferocity ; the universal pre- 
valence of the worship of God, by the exaltation of 
Mount Zion on the top of the mountains ; and the 
spiritual kingdom of the Messiah, by images taken 
from the Old Testament theocracy.' 

The comparative obscurity of Messianic prophecy 

Crusius, quoted in Hengstenberg's Ch~istology, iv. 423. ' The 
prophecies,' observes Bleek, 'have a perspective character, great 
developments and catastrophes occumng at considerable intervals of 
time, appeariig to be brought close together, or to be quite inter- 
mixed ' (Introduction to Old Ttstammt, vol. ii. p. 32). 

See some excellent remarks on the peculiarities of Old Testa- 
ment prophecy in Oehler's T h o l o ~  of the Old Testament, vol. ii. 
pp. 351-362. 'The future kingdom of God,' he observes, 'is 
beheld by the prophets as being in all essential matters an extended 
and glorified form of the Old Testament theocracy.' 



was wisely ordained. Men are not forced to 
believe ; they are free agents placed in a state of 
trial, and hence that degree of evidence is not 
afforded which constrains conviction. Besides, had 
the Jews been told in plain language that their 
ceremonial religion would be abolished, and give 
way to a more spiritual economy, they would have 
been tempted to neglect the ceremonies of the 
Mosaic religion, and thus to revolt from Jehovah, 
their true King. And so also, had they been plainly 
informed that the Messiah would not appear for 
many centuries, they would have lost all that 
support to their religious life, that consolation in 
affliction, that encouragement to spiritual religion, 
that expectation of a purer age, which the very 
indefiniteness of the time of the advent was so well 
fitted to excite and cherish in the ancient church : 
not to mention that the clearness of prophecy 
might perhaps have prevented its fulfilment ; for, as 
the apostle says, if the Jews had certainly known 
that Jesus of Nazareth was the Messiah-if no 
doubt could be entertained about it-they would 
never have demanded His death ; ' they would not 
have crucified the Lord of glory ( I  Cor. ii. g).' 

I t  is also to be observed that many of the 
predictions which must have appear.ed the most 

' Besides, had the prophecies been clear, it might have been said 
that our Lord and His disciples purposely acted in order to fulfil 
them. 



Messianic Profhecies. 

obscure and enigmatical a t  the time of their enun- 
ciation, appear clear and precise when explained 
by the events said to be their fulfilment. This is 
remarkably the case with the Messianic prophecies. 
Different descriptions of the Messiah were scattered 
throughout the prophetic books, and it must have 
been difficult to conceive them realized in one 
person. A suffering and yet an exalted Mes- 
siah must have been to the ancient Jews a subject 
very difficult of comprehension. Where was the 
principle to reconcile these two opposite con- 
ditions? Take, for example, that remarkable 
prediction contained in the fifty-third chapter of 
Isaiah. Here there are two different descriptions 
of the person spoken of, which could hardly have 
failed to be perplexing. I t  was foretold that 'he 
should be despised and rejected of men, a man of 
sorrows and acquainted with grief; ' that 'he should 
be cut off from the land of the living ; ' and 'that he 
should make his grave with the wicked and with 
the rich in his death :' and it was also foretold 
that 'he should prolong his days ;' that 'the 
pleasure of the Lord should prosper in his hands ; ' 
and that 'he should divide a portion with the great, 
and share the spoil with the strong.' We do not 
wonder a t  the Ethiopian eunuch being perplexed 
with these contradictory aspects of the prophecy, 
and inquiring, 'Of whom speaketh the prophet 
this?' or at the Jews having recourse to the solution 



of two Messiahs. But now all this has a plain and 
obvious meaning, when we apply to the interpreta- 
tion of the prophecy the fact of the resurrection of 
Christ. And this is only a specimen of numerous 
other prophecies, whose obscurity is removed and 
whose meaning is explained by the events said 
to be their fulfilment. Such prophecies cannot 
properly be charged with obscurity: on the con- 
trary, when viewed in the light of their fulfilment, 
they are plain and obvious. 

I t  is, however, to be observed, that in several 
instances even the fulfilment does not remove all 
obscurity or difficulty of interpretation. A figura- 
tive description of a future event will remain 
figurative even after the event occurs ; and if men 
understand a prophecy literally which is intended 
to be understood figuratively, they may easily 
misunderstand or overlook its fulfilment. If one 
forms an erroneous idea of a prophecy, his error 
may prevent him discerning its accomplishment ; 
and to him the obscurity of the prophecy will 
remain. Besides, from our defective knowledge of 
the Hebrew original, or from omissions in history, 
data may be wanting to give us the true meaning 
of the prophecy and its application. I t  is sufficient 
if we have reason to believe that it has been so 
generally fulfilled as to afford a proof of foresight 
more than human, and for which we must have 
recourse to divine intervention. 



Further, partial obscurity does not invalidate 
a prophecy. The mere obscuritj~ of part of a 
prophecy is no proof that the foresight of those 
parts which are clear, and which have evidently 
received their accomplishment, was not the result 
of a divine communication. I t  may be that the 
prediction is only partially fulfilled, and that those 
portions of it which are now obscure await their 
future accomplishment, when the obscurity will 
disappear. Or the prophecy may have, in the 
intention of the Divine Author, a secondary sense, 
and may be destined for another and higher 
fulfilment ; but this is not a denial or refutation of 
the primary sense and the primary accomplish- 
ment. As Bishop Butler, the most cautious and 
the greatest of English theologians, well remarks : 
' The obscurity or unintelligibleness of one part of 
a prophecy does not, in any degree, invalidate the 
proof of foresight, arising from the appearing com- 
pletion of those other parts which are understood. 
For the case is evidently the same, as if those parts, 
which are not understood, were lost, or not written 
at all, or written in an unknown tongue. Whether 
this observation be commonly attended to or not, 
it is so evident that one can scarce bring oneself 
to set down an instance in common matters to 
exemplify it. However, suppose a writing, partly 
in cypher and partly in plain words at length, and 
that in the part one understood there appeared 



mention of several known facts; it would never 
come into any man's thoughts to imagine, that if 
he understood the whole, perhaps he might find 
that those facts were not, in reality, known by the 
writer.' ' 

The real question at issue is not whether some 
or many of the Messianic prophecies are kbscure, 
but whether we have prophecies sufficiently clear 
to prove that Jesus is the Messiah. The argument 
does not rest on this or that prophecy, but on a 
conjunct view of the whole, on the combination of 
numerous prophecies, each of which may in itself 
be insufficient, but the union of all of which may 
amount to a proof which is perfectly irresistible. 
I t  may be an easy thing to find difficulties and 
obscurities and vagueness in particular prophecies ; 
but it may be impossible to explain away the 
whole combination of the prophecies-to destroy 
their united force. It may be easy to assert that 
such and such a witness does not prove a fact, but 
it may be impossible to disprove the conjunct 
testimony of a multitude of witnesses. As has 
been well observed by Bishop Sherlock : 'This is 
the point to be tried on the evidence of prophecy. 
Is  Christ that person described and foretold under 
the Old Testament, or no?  Whether the pro- 
phecies relating to Him are plain, or not plain ; 
whether all the ways used by the Jews of arguing 

l Butler's AaaZogy, Part ii, chap. vii. 



from the Old Testament be convincing to us or 
no, it matters little. The single question is, Is  
there enough plain to show us that Christ is the 
person foretold in the Old Testament ? If  there 
is, we are at an end of our inquiry, and want no 
further help from prophecy ; especially since we, 
to use St. Peter's expression, have in this case seen 
the day dawn, and enjoyed the marvellous light of 
the gospel of God.' 1 

I t  has further been objected that not only are 
the Messianic prophecies obscure and indefinite, 
but that they are also indirect, and of a secondary 
nature, and have already received their fulfilment 
in other events of Jewish history. Now, that there 
are secondary prophecies-that is, prophecies which 
relate to some other events or persons in Jewish 
history, but which, we assert, receive another and 
fuller accomplishment in the Messiah-we readily 
admit, and shall afterwards examine their force in 
the argument from prophecy, whether they are or 
are not admissible as proofs of the Messiahship of 
Jesus. But what we at present assert is, that there 
are direct prophecies of the Messiah and His king- 
dom which in a primary sense apply to Jesus, and 

l SherlocKs Discou~ses on P~o#hecy, Discourse ii. 



receive their fulfilment in Him alone. The limits 
of this lecture will not admit a full enumeration or 
examination of such prophecies ; we merely men- 
tion a few of the most remarkable as examples of 
of what we mean. 

I. 'The sceptre,' says Jacob] 'shall not depart 
from Judah, nor a lawgiver from between his feet] 
until Shiloh come ; and unto him shall the gather- 
ing of the people be1 (Gen. xlix. 10). The sceptre 
is the emblem of authority] and by the sceptre 
here is to be understood not so much regal as 
tribal authority - that authority which Judah 
possessed when these words were uttered, and 
which was not to depart from him until the advent 
of Shiloh. The word, translated 'lawgiver,' also 
signifies a leader ; and ' from between his feet 
means from among his posterity. 'Until Shiloh 
comes denotes that there will be a succe~sion of 
rulers in Judah until the advent of Shiloh, and 
then, by implication, that they will cease. 'The 
gathering of the people ought more properly to 
be rendered 'the obedience or submission of the 
people ;l and by ' the people here are meant either 
the tribes of Israel, or the nations-that is, the 
Gentiles. So that the general import of the 
prophecy is that Judah shall not cease to be a 
tribe, or to possess a government, until Shiloh 
comes. The great difficulty of the passage, how- 
ever] and that with which we are more immediately 



concerned, consists in the interpretation of the 
word Shiloh. Those who give the prophecy an 
anti-Messianic interpretation take Shiloh as the 
accusative of place, and render the passage thus : 
' Until he (that is, Judah) comes to Shiloh ;' and 
by Shiloh they understand the town of Ephraim, 
where, after the conquest of Canaan, the ark was 
deposited (Josh. xviii. I). They suppose that the 
allusion is to the precedence which the tribe of 
Judah had during the journeys of the Israelites in 
the wilderness, and which precedence came to an 
end when the Israelites assembled at Shiloh, and 
afterwards dispersed, every tribe to its inheritance. 
But such an interpretation gives a feeble meaning 
to the passage. I t  is doubtful if the town of 
Shiloh existed in the time of Jacob. Nor did the 
tribe of Judah possess the sceptre or the dominion 
either in the wilderness or during the conquest of 
Canaan. Moses belonged to the tribe of Levi, 
and Joshua to that of Ephraim ; so that the 
prophecy or declaration was not in accordance 
with history. The most approved interpretation is 
to derive the word Shiloh from the Hebrew verb 
shlah, ' to rest,' or ' to be a t  peace,' and to con- 
sider it either as a common noun, denoting 'rest ' 
or ' tranquillity,' or as an appellative signifying the 
' Peace-maker.' If the latter meaning be correct, 
then the prediction is a primary prophecy of the 
Messiah, and corresponds with the predictions of 



Isaiah concerning the peaceful reign of the Prince 
of Peace. In this reference of the prophecy to the 
Messiah, all Jewish antiquity agrees. The Targums 
all coincide on this point ; the Targum of Onkelos 
has : ' Until Messias comesJ whose is the kingdom, 
and unto whom shall be the obedience of the 
nations ;' the Jerusalem Targum : ' Until the time 
that King Messias comesJ whose is the kingdom ;' 
and the Targum of pseudo-Jonathan : ' Until the 
King Messias shall come? the youngest of his sons. 
How fair is King Messiah? who is hereafter to arise 
from the house of Judah! 'l So also in the 
Babylonish Talmud we have the following passage : 
'What is Messias' name ? His name is Shiloh ; 
for it is written, Until Shilo come.' 

2. 'The Lord thy God,' says MosesJ 'will raise 
up unto thee a Prophet from the midst of thee, of 
thy brethren, like unto me ' (Deut. xviii. 15). The 
reference of this prophecy to any particular prophet 
before the time of our Lord has now been generally 
abandoned? except by some Jewish writers. The 
most common opinion of those who adopt an 
anti-Messianic meaning of the prophecy is that the 
prediction refers to the prophetic order in general? 
that God would raise up prophets when necessav? 
that there would be a succession of prophets in the 
Jewish Church. There are? however, two considera- 
tions which prevent us adopting this view. The 

l Young's Chrisfology of fh.e Tarpms.  Supplement I. 
H 



first is, that the word jr@?zt is in the singular, and 
consequently it is a deviation from its meaning to 
take it in a collective sense. And the second is, 
that the Prophet in the prediction is particularized ; 
he is to be a prophet like to Moses : one who was 
to bear a resemblance to their great lawgiver. 
Now, what especially characterized Moses was his 
being the author of a new dispensation of religion, 
and a mediator between God and the people ; and 
none of the Jewish prophets resembled him in 
these points. It may be truly said in reference 
to all subsequent prophets : 'There arose not a 
prophet since in Israel, whom the Lord knew face 
to face' (Deut. xxxiv. 10). This prediction, then, 
could only receive its accomplishment in the 
Messiah. I t  was so understood by the Jews in the 
days of our Lord. They are represented as saying 
of Jesus, after beholding the miracle of the loaves : 
' This is of a truth that Prophet that should come 
into the world ' (John vi. 14). And it was on this 
prediction that the Samaritans grounded their 
Messianic expectations : ' We know that Messias 
cometh : He will tell us all things ' (John iv. 25) ;l 
and the Talmud asserts 'that Messiah must be the 
greatest of future prophets, as being nearest in 
spirit to our master Moses.' 

3. 'For unto us,' says Isaiah, ' a  child is born, 
unto us a son is given : and the government shall 

l Supplement I. 



be upon his shoulder : and his name shall be called 
Wonderful, Counsellor, The mighty Godl The 
everlasting Father, The Prince of Peace' (Isa. 
ix. 6, 7). These words have been applied by 
Jewish and Christian writers to Hezekiah. Flattery 
has its limits, and certainly the prophets were not 
given to. flattev: this was not a vice of their 
order. I t  is only by arbitrary criticism that the 
exalted and sacred epithets here employed can be 
so toned down as to be made to apply to Heze- 
kiah; and neither of him nor of any earthly prince 
could it be said that of the increase of his govern- 
ment and peace there was' to be no endl and that 
he should sit on the throne of David for ever 
(Isa. ix. 7). The ancient Jews refer these words 
only to the Messiah. 'The prophet,' says the 
Targum of Jonathanl 'speaketh of the house of 
David, because a child is born to us, a son is given 
to us, and he taketh the law upon himself to 
observe it ; therefore his name is called of old 
Wonderful in counsel, God the mighty, He  who 
abideth for ever, the Messiah whose peace shall 
be abundant upon us in His days.' l 

4. The prophecy in the 53d chapter of Isaiah is 
too remarkable to be omitted. When read with 
Christian eyes, it looks rather as a description of 
the past than a prediction of the future ; rather as 
the writing of an evangelist than as the declaration 

Supplement I. 



of a Jewish prophet. The sufferings and glory of 
the Messiah are here portrayed. All attempts to 
explain away this prophecy by referring it to the 
prophet Jeremiah, or to Israel as a nation, or to the 
pious remnant, or to the prophetical order, have 
signally failed. I t  still stands as the most remark- 
able prediction in the Old Testament, receiving 
its accomplishment in the Messiah, and in Him 
alone.' 

5 .  The celebrated prophecy of Daniel's seven8 
weeks is also a direct prediction of the Messiah ; 
for, as has been well obsmed, ' a  prophecy in 
which a period of its accompli5hment is determined 
is incapable of a twofold application.' ' Seventy 
weeks are determined upon thy people and upon 
thy holy city, to finish the transgression, and to 
make an end of sins, and to make reconciliation 
for iniquity, and to bring in everlasting righteous- 
ness, and to seal up the vision and the prophecy, 
and to anoint the Most Holy. Know therefore 
and understand, that from the going forth of the 
commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem 
unto the Messiah the Prince shall be seven weeks, 
and threescore and two weeks : the street shall be 
built again, and the wall, even in troublous times. 
And after threescore and two weeks shall Messiah 
be cut OK but not for Himself: and the people of 
the prince that shall come shall destroy the city 

l See Lecture VI., where Isa. liii. is fully discussed. 



and the sanctuary; and the end thereof shall 
be with a flood, and unto the end of the war 
desolations are determined' (Dan. ix. 24-26). 
We do not here dwell upon the intricacies of t$s 
prophecy, or the various calculations of the seventy 
weeks to which it has given rise. All classes of 
commentators are in general agreed that seventy 
weeks of years are meantJ corresponding to the 
seventy years of Jeremiah ; but there is not the 
same agreement as to the point from which these 
years are to be calculated, and consequently as to 
their termination. I t  is of the Messiah, or the 
Anointed Prince, that the passage treats ; for it is 
unreasonable to suppose with some that two or 
even three Messiahs are meant. AndJ in all 
probability, it was this passage chiefly that gave 
rise to the general expectation among the Jews of 
the advent of the Messiah at the time of our Lord. 
According to their calculation, the seventy weeks 
of Daniel were accomp1ished.l 

6. ' But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah,' says the 
prophet MicahJ 'though thou be little among the 
thousands of Judah, yet out of thee shall He come 
forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel ; whose 
goings forth have been from of old, from everlast- 
ing (Micah v. 2).  Here it is announced that a 
great Prince shall be born in Bethlehem, the birth- 

' For a full discussion of Daniel's seventy weeksJ see Supple- 
ment I. to k c t u r e  VI. 



place of David ; consequently a Prince of the Davidic 
line. This prediction has been supposed by several 
critics, who deny its Messianic application, to refer 
to Zerubbabel, a prince of the Davidic line, whom 
Cyrus appointed as the leader of the Jews on 
their return from Babylon. But a difficulty lies in 
the fact that Zerubbabel was not born in Bethlehem, 
but in Babylon. T o  remove this, these critics 
assert that Bethlehem is here mentioned as the 
birth-place of David, and that all that is intended is 
that the future Prince should be a descendant of 
David. The phrase, ' whose goings forth have been 
from of old, from everlasting,' is modified to denote 
from ancient times, and is supposed to allude to 
the long line of ancestry of Zerubbabel. But such 
an interpretation is utterly erroneous. Zerubbabel 
was no such mighty and distinguished prince. 
Indeed, it is doubtful whether he was even the 
Persian governor of the Jews. His birth in Babylon 
is an insurmountable obstacle to his being the 
subject of this prophecy; for there can be little 
doubt that the reason of the mention of Bethlehem 
is that it was to be the birth-place of the Prince 
who should come out of it, All the ancient Jewish 
interpreters adhere to the Messianic meaning. 
This was evidently the view taken by the Jews in 
the days of our Lord (Matt ii. 5 ; John viii. 41~42).  
So also the testimony of the Targums is in favour 
of the Messianic interpretation of the prophecy. 



N a t w e  o f  the Messzanic Pr0jjhecie.s. I I 9 

Thus the Targum of Jonathan says : 'And thou, 
Bethlehem of Ephratah, little art thou to be 
reckoned among the thousands of the house of 
Judah ; out of thee shall proceed in my presence 
the Messiah to exercise sovereignty over Israel ; 
whose name has been called from eternity, from 
the days of the everlasting period.' 'Thou art 
little,' observes Rabbi Jarchi, 'but out of thee 
shall come forth to me King Messiah.' l 

7. ' Rejoice greatly, 0 daughter of Zion,' writes 
Zechariah ; 'shout, 0 daughter of Jerusalem : behold, 
thy King cometh to thee : He is just, and having 
salvation ; lowly, and riding upon an ass, and upon 
a colt the foal of an ass' (Zech. ix. g). This 
prophecy cannot possibly be referred to Zerubbabel, 
or to any Jewish monarch or ruler after the time of 
Zechariah ; but can only have a reference to the 
Anointed King, or the Messiah. This the Jews 
themselves are constrained to admit. ' I t  is 
impossible,' observes Rabbi Jarchi, ' to expound 
this text of any other than the Mes~iah. '~ And 
they get over the difficulty of its application to 
Jesus by supposing that He  designedly acted for 
the purpose of applying the prophecy to Himself. 
' Knowing well,' observes Dr. Adler, ' this prophecy 
of Zechariah, he acted in such a way as to fulfil it.' 

' Supplement I. 
Quoted in Chandler's Dflme of Christiani~, p. 87. 
Acller's Cow.se ofSermons, p. 151. 



8. In the book of the same prophet, we have the 
following Messianic prediction : ' I will pour upon 
the house of David, and upon the inhabitants of 
Jerusalem, the spirit of grace and of supplications : 
and they shall look upon me whom they have 
pierced, and they shall mourn for Him, as one 
mourneth for his only son, and shall be in bitter- 
ness for Him, as one that is in bitterness 
for his first -born ' (Zech. xii. 10). The great 
difficulty in this passage is occasioned by the 
change in the pronouns ; it is said, ' They shall look 
upon me whom they have pierced, and they shall 
mourn for Him,' as if two persons were spoken of- 
the one, the Lord, whom the inhabitants of Jeru- 
salem have pierced ; and the other, some unknown 
person, whose death the inhabitants of Jerusalem 
lament. Many manuscripts read, 'They shall look 
upon Him,' and the passage is so cited in St. 
John's Gospel. ' Another scripture saith, They 
shall look on Him whom they pierced ' (John xix. 
37). If this be the true meaning, the difficulty is 
removed. This, however, is probably not the case, 
as such a reading is not confirmed by the Septua- 
gint? Others render the clause, 'They shall 
mourn on account of it ;' the lamentation being 
for the crime of having pierced the Lord. But 
even if the words are retained, it is not necessary to 



suppose that two persons are meant, as a similar 
change in the numbers of the pronouns is not 
uncommon in the prophetical writings.' Some 
endeavour to escape the Messianic application of 
the prediction by supposing that the word 'pierced ' 
is to be taken in a metaphorical sense, 'vexed,' 
and that the meaning is that the Jews would be 
brought to repentance, and would mourn because 
they have grieved God by their sins. But it is 
doubtful if the word can be taken in this meta- 
phorical sense ; it denotes ' to thrust through,' ' to 
pierce as with a spear.' Besides, the mourning here 
expressed is the mourning for the dead : one 
' mourning for his only son, and in bitterness for 
his first-born.' Other Jewish interpreters have 
recourse to two Messiahs, and represent this 
prophecy as a prediction of the death of Messiah 
the son of Joseph, thus acknowledging its Messianic 
character. Other Jewish writers suppose that by 
the 'pierced one ' is meant an Israelite who has 
fallen in the great last struggle with Gog and 
Magog ; .they will lament for the death of one, as 
if the whole army had been defeated and slain. 
They translate the passage thus: 'They shall 
look up to me for him whom they (the enemy) 
have pierced, and they (the Jews) shall mourn for 
him.' ' The prophet,' observes Dr. Adler, ' having 
spoken of the protection and immunity that the 

PS. lxxxi. 16 ; Isa. xxxiii. 2, xlii. 22 



children of Israel would enjoy, says that so great 
would this immunity be, that if it should happen 
that but oze of them be pierced in this war, they 
would be surprised and dismayed-they would look 
upon it as a humiliation, as a sign that they had for- 
feited the favour of heaven.' l A similar view of the 
passage is adopted by Kimchi and Jarchi. But the 
passage will not admit of the above rendering ; it 
is evident that the persons who pierced the Lord 
and those who mourn on account of it, are the same, 
namely the inhabitants of Jerusalem, not different 
as this interpretation requires. A change of subject 
is unnecessary and unnatural. 

g. 'Behold,' says Malachi, ' I  will send my 
messenger, and he shall prepare the way before 
me: and the Lord, whom ye seek, shall suddenly 
come to his temple, even the messenger of the 
covenant, whom ye delight in: behold, He shall 
come, saith the Lord of hosts' (Mal. iii. I). The 
Messianic character of this verse is generally 
allowed by Jewish and Christian writers, however 
they may attempt to explain it. There is a some- 
what similar prediction of a forerunner in the 
prophecies of Isaiah : ' The voice of him that crieth 
in the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of the Lord, 
make straight in the desert a highway for our 
God' (Isa. xl. 3). In Malachi, however, the pre- 
diction is more definite, for we are expressly in- 

' Adler's Course dSernw7zs, p. 56. 



formed that the Lord's messenger will be Elijah: 
' Behold, I send you Elijah the prophet before the 
coming of the dreadful day of the Lord ' (Mal. iv. 5). 
The Jews take this passage literally, and suppose 
that Elijah will actually appear in person before 
the advent of the Messiah ; and hence they argue 

. that the Messiah has not yet come, because Elijah 
has not appeared. I t  is not, however, at all 
necessary, considering the figurative nature of the 
prophetic language, to interpret the words literally, 
and to suppose that Elijah shall come in person: 
if one came in the spirit and power of Elijah, the 
prophecy would be fulfilled. By the Lord Himself, 
or the messenger (angel) of the covenant, can only 
be intended the Messiah, the Anointed King, of 
whose advent Elijah was to be the harbinger.' 

These are only a few out of many primary 
prophecies regarding the Messiah. So far as we 
can determine, these prophecies refer to the 
Messiah only, and cannot be predicated of another. 
The ancient Jews admit the Messianic character of 
most of them ; although the modern Jews, in con- 
sequence of their controversy with the Christians, 
have attempted to explain them away by applica- 
tions which must appear to every candid reader to 
be unnatural. That these and other predictions 
have received their accomplishment in Jesus of 
Nazareth, it will be our endeavour afterwards to 

' Supplement I. 



prove: all that we now maintain is that there are 
Messianic prophecies in the books of the Old 
Testament. But here, again, we have to make the 
same remark which we made when adverting to 
the obscurity of prophecy, that the question is not 
whether some of the prophecies are only applicable 
to the Messiah in a secondary sense, but whether 
the combination of prophecies is sufficient to prove 
that Jesus is the Messiah ; and most certain it is, 
that although there are many secondary prophecies, 
there are also many primary ones; and that 
although some prophecies are obscure, others are 
clear. 

We can also trace the development of the 
Messianic idea in the Old Testament. Its 
obscurest prophecies are the most remote, the 
clearest are nearest the advent. The first stage 
is prior to the time of David. At  first there is 
the general indefinite intimation, that the seed of 
the woman would bruise the serpent's head. This 
is the germ from which Messianic prophecy was 
afterwards developed. I t  does not appear whether 
this seed of the woman is an individual or the 
human race in general : it is a general promise of 
deliverance. Afterwards, this seed of the woman 
is limited to the family of Abraham: in his seed 
were all the families of the earth to be blessed ; but . 
here there is the same indefiniteness as to whether 
a person or a race be meant. Then occurs the 



more precise prediction of the advent of Shiloh 
made by Jacob; but even on this, considerable 
obscurity rests: the very meaning of the term is 
doubtful. T o  Moses a revelation is made of the 
advent of a Prophet like to himself; but the con- 
nection between that Prophet and the promised 
seed was not revealed to him.-The second stage 
in Messianic development is the promises made to 
David, of a son to sit upon his throne, of a great 
King proceeding from his royal line who should 
rule in righteousness, and establish His dominion 
over all the kingdoms of the earth. Here a con- 
siderable advance was made: the seed of the 
woman was particularized; he was to be an 
individual-the Anointed King. In the Messianic 
Psalms this King is held forth as the object of the 
nation's hopes-as the ideal theocratic monarch 
who should sit on the throne of David.-The third 
stage is the era of the prophets. The prophets 
cast further light upon the nature of this Messianic 
King ; they describe His divine origin ; they enu- 
merate His royal titles. They depict Him also as a 
mysterious sufferer, who by dying should atone for 
the sins of his people. Especially in the prophecies 
of Isaiah there is a vividness, a directness, a 
pointedness which reveal to us the great Messiah, 
at one time taken from prison and from judg- 
ment, and at another time travelling in the great- 
ness of His strength, mighty to save. But perhaps 
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nowhere are there more plain Messianic prophecies 
-prophecies that cannot possibly apply to any 
other but to the Messiah-than in the book of 
Zechariah, the second last of the prophets. Here 
the Messiah is predicted under various aspects, as 
the Branch who should build the temple of the 
Lord, the Priest who should sit upon his throne, 
the peaceful Monarch who should enter Jerusalem 
in lowly triumph, the pierced Saviour whose death 
the inhabitants of Jerusalem should bewail, the 
Shepherd who should be smitten by the sword of the 
Lord? Thus Messianic prophecy becomes more 
distinct as it advances, until about the time of our 
Lord a universal expectation prevailed throughout 
the East of the advent of this distinguished person- 
age-the great and mysterious Messiah.* Messianic 
prophecyarose in Eden, and like the rising sun it first 
cast faint rays through the moral atmosphere ; but 
the light gradually increased,-obscurities were 
removed ; what was indefinite became more precise; 
what was hardly visible became clear,-until a t  
length the full blaze of light burst upon this world, 
and He  came whom we believe to be the Messiahj 
in whose sufferings and glory all these prophecies 

' 

have received their accomplishment. This is the 
glorious salvation which prophets have predicted, 
apostles preached, and angels desired to look into 

l See Liddon's Bamjton Lectu~es, Lecture 11. 
a Supplement 11. 
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-the advent of Him who is the Saviour of the 
world, the Anointed King of the souls of men, a t  
once David's Son and David's Lord. 

SUPPLEMENT I. 

ADDITIONAL REMARKS ON THE PRIMARY 

MESSIANIC PROPHECIES. 

' T H E  sceptre shall not depart from Judah, nor a 
lawgiver from between his feet, until Shiloh come ; 
and unto Him shall the gathering of the p e ~ p l e  
be ' (Gen. xlix. 10). 

This is a passage of acknowledged difficulty, 
which has given rise to  much discussion. Its 
obscurity is not a matter of surprise, considering 
that it is one of the earliest of the Messianic pre- 
dictions, delivered at an early stage of Messianic 
development. The chief difficulty lies in the 
meaning of Shiloh. Numerous interpretations 
have been given to it, and of these six may be 
noticed, either on account of the authorities by 
which they have been supported, or on account'of 
their intrinsic probability. 

I. The Vulgate renders Shiloh by q24i mittedus 
est, ' H e  who is to be sent.' Such a meaning is 



highly appropriate, considered as a title of the 
Messiah, who is elsewhere denominated as the- 
' Sent of God ' (6 & ~ E G ~ @ ~ Y O S ) .  I t  must, however, 
be rejected as linguistically incorrect. I t  arose 
either from an erroneous reading of the original, 
or from a conjectural emendation of a difficult 
passage, or from accidentally confounding the two 
similar Hebrew letters 3 and n, as if the word were 

instead of ~ $ v w ,  and derived from h?, to smd. 
2. Some suppose that ~I$*w is a compound of 

$*W' a smJ and the pronominal sufix hisJ and 
hence they translate the clause: ' Until his son 
come.' This meaning is apparently countenanced 
by the Targum of pseudo-Jonathan : ' Until the 
time that King Messiah' the youngest of his 
children, shall come.' It was adopted by Kimchi 
and Abarbanel among Jewish writers, and receives 
importance from a preference having been given 
to it by Luther and Calvin. So also Junius and 
Tremellius rendered the word Shiloh byflZias qks. 
Such an interpretation naturaIIy imparts to the 
passage a purely Messianic sense. Like the former 
meaning, it must, however, be rejected on lin- 
guistical considerations. No such word as $$f 

is found in Hebrew, and its possible occurrence, 
on account of the Arabic word shaZi'4 of similar 
import, is too fanciful a conjecture. 

3. A common meaning is to consider Shiloh as 
the name of the well-known town in Ephraim, 



where the ark was deposited after the settlement 
in Canaan, until it was captured by the Philistines. 
Accordingly, the passage is rendered : ' Until he 
(Judah) come to ShiIoh.' The word Shiloh, else- 
where in the Old Testament, denotes the town of 
that name ; and it is argued that this is the only 
meaning that can be assigned to it in this passage.1 
This meaning is decidedly anti-Messianic. It has 
been adopted by most modern Jewish writers, and 
among Christian writers by Eichhorn, Bleek, Hitzig, 
Delitzsch, Elvald, Rodiger, Bunsen, G. Baur, David- 
son, Williams, and the writer of the article ' Shiloh 
in Smith's Bictioza~y. I t  is undoubtedly true that 
the verse admits of the above translation ; and if 
any intelligible meaning could be assigned to it, it 
might be entertained. But those who adopt it 
find great difficulty in giving to it any plausible 
sense. The most general view is that the allusion 
is to the precedence which the tribe of Judah had 
during the journeys of the Israelites in the wilder- 
ness. Dr. Adler supposes that the reference is to 
the revolt of Jeroboam and the ten tribes, which 
took place at Shechem, not far from Shiloh, when 
Judah lost the sovereignty over Israel: Others 

l 'The famous Shiloh,' obsemes Dr. Williams, 'is taken (by 
Bunsen) in its local sense, as the sanctuary where the young 
Samuel was trained ; which, if doctrinal pe~emions  did not inter- 
fere, hardly any one would doubt to be the true sense ' (Essays ~72d 
Reviews, 8th ed. p. 62). 
' Adler's Course of Sermom, p. I I .  - 



think that the words lp, rendered anti4 should 
be translated as long as, and that the passage does 
not allude to any departure of the sceptre from 
Judah, but is a declaration of the perpetuity of 
Judah's sovereignty. They suppose that the pre- 
diction was uttered when the ark was at Shiloh, 
and that, in the author's opinion, it was to continue 
there for ever. All these explanations are mere 
idle suppositions. There was no historical con- 
nection between Judah's supremacy and the town 
of Shiloh ; indeed, it was only after the desolation 
of Shiloh that Judah ~btained the dominion over 
all Israel. 

4. Others resolve the word Shiloh into He whose 
i t  is, and render the clause : ' Until he comes, unto 
whom it (that is, the sceptre or dominion) belongs.' 
This rendering supposes that the correct reading 
is 3 $ ~ ,  and that this word is compounded of *V, the 
contracted form of Y V ~ ,  . . which, and 35 = i5, to him. 
This is the most ancient interpretation, and is 
adopted by most of the versions, Targums, znd 
Fathers. Thus the Peshito renders it : ' Until he 
comes, to w h ~ m  it belongs;' the Septuagint: 
'Until the things reserved for him (v& & T O Z , E ~ ~ E P ~  

a5vG) come ;' and the Targum of Onkelos : 
' Until that Messiah shall come, whose is the 
kingdom.' Similarly, also, the Jerusalem Targum, 
And it is supposed that there is an allusion to this 
meaning of Shiloh in the prophecies of Ezekiel : 



' I t  shall be no more, until he comes, whose right 
it is ' (Ezek. xxi. 27 : the Hebrew, xx?. 32). This 
meaning is decidedly Messianic ; the person to 
whom the government belongs, whose right it is, 
is the Messiah. 'The government shall be upon 
his shoulder' (Isa. ix. 6). The meaning, however, 
depends on the correctness of the peculiar reading 
n 3 ~ ,  a reading which is found in several valuable 
~ i b r e w  manuscripts, in all the Samaritan, and 
was most probably the reading of those manuscripts 
fronl which the versions are taken. But even 
admitting that d~ is the correct reading, yet this 
does not settle the question, as the town Shiloh is 
found sometimes so written, and as the contracted 
form of the relative does not occur in the Penta- 
teuch, though it occurs as early as the song of 
Deborah (Judg. v. 7). 

5 .  Others derive Shiloh from the Hebrew verb 
h$, to de safi, to 6e at rest, to be a t  yeace, and 
render it rest or t~azqz~illity ; and certainly this is 
the most natural derivation. This is the meaning 
adopted by such learned Hebraists as Vater, 
Gesenius, De Wette, Knobel, Kurtz, and Hofmann. 
Thus Gesenius, in his Dictio~a~y, renders the 
passage: 'The sceptre shall not depart from 
judah, until tranquillity shall come.' Though, 
of course, such an interpretation admits of an 
anti-Messianic sense, and has been considered as 
a prediction of or reference to the peaceful reign of 
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Solomon ;l yet it also fitly represents the peace to 
be enjoyed in Messianic times. Indeed, the term 
f e a t  is itself one of the titles of the Messiah 
given by the prophets. 'And this man shall be 
the peace, when the Assyrian shall come into our 
land ' (Micah v. 5). 

6. The meaning which we have adopted, as being 
upon the whole the most probable, is that which 
considers Shiloh to be a proper name of the 
Messiah, denoting a Peace-maker or the Prince of 
Peace. ' Until Shiloh, that is, the Messiah or Prince 
of Peace, comes.' The derivation is the same as 
the last, from n!~. This opinion was adopted by 
Castalio, Rosenmuller, and Hengstenberg. Of 
course if this view be correct, then the prediction is 
a primary prophecy of the Messiah, and contains 
the earliest intimation of His personality. I t  not 
only imparts a good sense to the passage, but 
is a beautiful description of the Messiah, as the 
founder of the kingdom of peace, and is in accord- 
ance with the other descriptions of His person and 
reign in the prophets. 

I t  has, however, been objected to the Messianic 
character of this prophecy, that it could not receive 
its fulfilment in Jesus, inasmuch as the sceptre had 
departed from Judah at the overthrow of that king- 
dom by Nebuchadnezzar. 'The sovereignty of 
Judah,' observes Dr. Adler, 'did not cease at the 

1 Knobel refers it to the reign of David (Die Gensis, p. 365). 



advent of the so-called Shiloh ; it ceased 588 years 
befo~e the birth of the Nazarene, when' Nebuchad- 
nezzar carried Zedekiah, king of Judah, into 
captivity. During the entire period of the second 
temple, not one king of the tribe of Judah ruled 
over the nation. The Jewish kings, during this 
period, were the Maccabees (who, being high priests, 
were members of the tribe of Levi), and Herod 
the Great, with his descendants, who were foreigners. 
How, then, can it be maintained that "the sceptre 
did not depart from Judah, nor the lawgiver 
from between his feet," until the coming of the 
Nazarene ? ' l Hence, the Emperor Julian asserted 
that Nebuchadnezzar was the Shiloh of ancient 
prophecy ; 2  and in this opinion he has been 
followed by several Jewish writers. But, in answer 
to this objection, it is to be observed that by scqt~e 
is not here meant the regal government, the sceptre 
of a king: the reference is not to the kingdom, but 
to the tribe of Judah ; and although the kingdom 
was overthrown by Nebuchadnezzar, yet the tribe 
remained. The Jews were transported as a colony 
to Babylon, and doubtless had rulers of their own ; 
and on their return to their own country, Zerubbabel, 
a prince of the family of David and of the tribe of 
Judah, was appointed their leader. 

Nor was the subsequent government of the 

' Adler's Discozirses, p. I I .  

Baur's Geschichte der &fat .  Wei~sa~wngen,  p. 280. 



Maccabean and Herodian princes any contradiction 
to the fulfilment of this prediction in the person of 
Jesus. I t  is true that these princes did not belong 
to the tribe of Judah : the former were Levites by 
descent, and the latter foreigners; but still both 
wielded the sceptre of Judah. As is well remarked 
by Michaelis : ' Till the time of Jesus of Nazareth, 
the tribe of Judah had not entirely lost the sceptre 
and the legislative authority ; for, though Herod the 
Great was not of that tribe, yet the kingdom over 
which he presided belonged to it ; and one might 
with the same right and propriety of speech say, 

' 

" Judah still holds a sceptre," as we now ascribe 
a sceptre to Russia and Great Britain, notwith- 
standing the reigning sovereigns of those countries 
are by descent not Russians nor Englishmen, but 
Germanse9l I t  was not until the deposition of 
Archelaus by the Romans, or rather not until the 
final destruction of Jerusalem, that the sceptre 
departed from Judah.' After the capture of their 
city by Titus, the Jews were scattered abroad, the 
tribe was dispersed, and their government was 
completely extinguished. 

As we have stated, the ancient Jews were 
Quoted by Dr. Pye Smith in his Scr$ture Testimony to the 

Messiah, vol. i. p. 164 
3 This is admitted and asserted by Renan in the following 

passage : 'As  to Archelaus, ethnarch of Jerusalem, Jesus could 
not know him, for he was about ten years old when this man was 
cleposed by Augustus. The last trace of seg-gmwiznlent was thus 
lost to Jemsalem ' (L23 of Jems). 



unanimous in referring this prophecy to the 
Messiah. Modern Jewish writers have, in their 
controversies with Christians, had recourse to other 
interpretations. Thus Lipmann refers Shiloh to 
Said, and Kimchi to Jeroboam, and Hiskia to 
Abijah, under whose reign Israel finally revolted.' 
Another common opinion among the Jews is that 
the prophecy is not yet fulfilled. They assert that 
the sceptre has not departed from Judah, because 
the Jews still possess rulers and legislators, and 
that this is a proof that the Messiah or Shiloh has 
not yet come, Those who adopt this latter opinion 
regard the prediction as Messianic?. 

The P~ofhet  like to Moses. 

'The Lord thy God will raise up unto thee a 
Prophet from the midst of thee, of thy brethren, 
like unto me ' (Deut. xviii. IS).  

This prediction has seldom been applied to any 
particular prophet before the time of our Lord. 
Abenezra and Bechai suppose that Joshua, the 
successor of Moses, is meant, chiefly because it is 

Baur's Geschichte d. alt. Wdssagungm, p. 281. 
The fullest discnssion of this remarkable prediction is containeh 

in Baur's Altest. Weissapng. pp. 216-29. See also Pye Smith's 
Testimwzy to the Meskh, vol. i. pp. 160-166 ; Hengstenberg's 
Christolog~, vol. i. pp. 4790 ; Basset's Search and See, pp. 1-22 ; 
Da+idson7s I&mz'%ction to the Old Testament, vol. i. pp. 199-210 ; 
Wright's Gefzesis, pp. 121-124 ; and McCaul's Masiahh* of .%W, 
pp. 142-145. 



asserted that the children of Israel hearkened unto 
him as they did unto Moses (Deut. xxxiv. g). But 
there is no resemblance between Joshua and Moses ; 
indeed, it is nowhere asserted that Joshua was a 
prophet at all, and there is no trace of his exercis- 
ing the prophetical office. Abarbanel supposes 
that the prophet meant was Jeremiah, and he 
adduces fourteen points of resemblance between 
him and Moses. But most of these resemblances 
are fanciful, or such as might be applied to other 
prophets as well as to Jeremiah. Jeremiah, instead 
of being, like Moses, the deliverer of his nation, 
bewailed its ruin and desolation. Of no individual 
Jewish prophet can it be said that he resembled 
Moses, in such a peculiar sense as could not be 
predicated of some other prophet. 

The application to an individual prophet is now 
in general relinquished. The common opinion of 
those who adopt the anti-Messianic meaning, both 
among Jewish and Christian writers, is that the 
term fyofhet is here used in a collective sense to 
denote the prophetical order. ' Moses,' observes Dr. 
Adler, ' evidently alludes to a line of prophets who 
after him should exhort, teach, and admonish in 
the name of the Lord. He  speaks of Joshua, the 
God-fearing warrior ; of Samuel, the high-minded, 
unselfish judge; of Elijah, inspired with fiery zeal 
in the service of his Master; of Elisha, the i i l d  
and placid ; of Isaiah, eminent for his burning 



Natzwe of the Messiazic P~o$Aecies. I 3 7 

eloquence and fervid piety; of the ardent Jere- 
miah, "the man of sorrows," who witnessed that 
desolation of the holy city, which Moses had fore- 
told ; and of Malachi, the last of the prophets, who 
in his concluding message exhorted the people to 
remain stedfast to the law of Moses." This 
opinion was adopted by Kimchi and Lipmann 
among Jewish writers, and by Rosenmuller, 
Vater, G. Baur, and Dr. Williams among Christian 
writers. 

As observed in the lecture, two considerations 
prevent us adopting this view-the one is that the 
word 'prophet' is in the singular, and the other 
that the prophet in question is particularized; he 
was to be ' a  Prophet like to Moses.' Such a 
resemblance can only be predicated of Jesus of 
Nazareth, who, like Moses, was the founder of a 
new dispensation of religion, a legislator as well 
as a prophet, and (though in a much higher sense) 
a mediator between God and man. As the law 
was given by Moses, and ordained in the hands 
of a mediator (Gal. iii. ~ g ) ,  so was it with the 
gospel, whose author and mediator is Jesus of 
Nazareth. 

There are some who take a middle course, and 
suppose that although the prophecy does not refer 
exclusively to the Messiah, but includes also the 
prophetical order, yet it was so framed as to 

l Adler's Di~cou~ses ,  p. 53. 



announce the Messiah to be the ideal prophet, in 
whom prophecy culminated. Primarily the pre- 
diction referred to the Messiah, but in a secondary 
sense to the prophetical order. This opinion was 
adopted by Calvin, Grotius, Keil, and Havernick. 
This appears also to be substantially the view 
which Hengstenberg takes, although there is some 
vagueness in his expressions. 'The prophet here,' 
he observes, ' is an ideal person, comprehending all 
the true prophets who had appeared from Moses 
to Christ, including the latter. But Moses does not 
here speak of the prophets as a coIlective body, to 
which, at the close, Christ also belonged as it were 
incidentally, and as one among the many; but 
rather, the plurality of prophets is, for this reason, 
comprehended by Moses in an ideal unity ; only, 
that on the authority of Gen. xlix. 10, and by the 
illumination of the Holy Spirit, he knew that the 
prophetical order would, a t  some future time, 
centre in a real person-in Christ. But there is so 
much the more of truth in thus viewing the pro- 
phetic order as a whole, since, according to I Pet. 
i. 11, the Spirit of Christ spoke in the prophets. 
Thus, in a certain sense, Christ is the only 
Prophet.' ' 

Hengstenberg's Ch~istology, vol. i. p. 107, ClarFs translation. 
This prophecy is discussed in G. Baur's Alte~t. We>~agutzg. pp. 
349-363 ; Hengstenberg's ChrisfoZogv, vol. i. pp. 95-107 ; and 
M1CauI's Messi~hsha$ of'jkws, p. 145 ff. 



The Mighp God. 

'For unto us a child is born, unto us a son is 
given : and the government shall be upon his 
shoulder : and his name shall be called Wonderful, 
Counsellor, The mighty God, The everlasting 
Father, The Prince of Peace ' (Isa. ix. 6). 

We have said that these words have been applied 
both by Jewish and Christian writers to Hezekiah. 

When,' observes Dr. Adler, ' Isaiah declared this 
prophecy, at  the commencement of the reign of the 
wicked Ahaz, his son and heir-apparent, Hezekiah, 
was twelve years of age, and had already given 
promise of a God-fearing life. To  him the verses 
in question refer.' ' We should delude ourselves,' 
observes Dr. Williams, 'if, because Isaiah paints in 
glowing terms the good time coming under an 
heir of David's throne, while he had a definite 
prince in his eye, we were to intrude upon him 
the notion of a formal Messiah, which arose 
gradually out of applications of the words of 
ancient presentiment to each new object of homage, 
or creation of desire, of generations yet unborn.' 
'Prejudice and mystical interpretation apart,' 
says the author of Ecce Messias, 'there can be no 
hesitation as to the meaning of this passage. I t  
points to prince Hezekiah, twelve or fourteen years 

' Adler's Discourses, p. 22. 

\Villiams' Hebrew Prophets, p. 274 



old. On him the best hopes of the nation, sorely 
tried by the idolatrous practices of Ahaz, earnestly 
rested ; and to his young promise Isaiah turns with 
patriotic and religious confidence. It is not sur- 
prising that uncritical Bible readers should have 
found a readier interpretation by applying to Jesus 
Christ whatever seems appropriate to Him, and 
neglecting all that is evidently inappropriate; but 
more reasonable and consistent interpretations must 
now be sought.' l This opinion is also adopted, 
with some variations, by Rashi, Kimchi, Ebenezra, 
and Abarbanel, among Jewish writers, and by 
Grotius, Henderwerk, and Gesenius among Chris- 
tian writers. These authors would find a reason 
for this prediction in the circumstances of the 
times, and suppose that Isaiah here encourages his 
countrymen to expect better days on the accession 
of Hezekiah to the throne. In order to adapt the 
prophecy to Hezekiah, several of the epithets are 
modified and softened-'the mighty God ' is 
rendered ' the mighty Hero,' ' the everlasting 
Father,' ' the Father of the age ; ' and c the Prince 
of Peace ' is supposed to be peculiarly applicable 
to Hezekiah on account of his miracuIous deliver- 
ance from the host of Sennacherib, and the peace 
and tranquillity that Judah enjoyed during his 
reign. Others give a different rendering to the 
passage, and read as follows : ' He who is Wonder- 

' Higgenson's Ecce Messias, p. 63. 



ful, Counsellor, the mighty God, the everlasting 
Father, shall call his (Hezekiah's) name the Prince 
of Peace.' 

If Hezekiah was the person intended by the 
prophet, the prediction received a melancholy 
refutation. Hezekiah, though a great and mag- 
nanimous monarch, yet could in no sense be called 
' the Prince of Peace.' His reign was upon the 
whole disastrous, and although delivered from the 
Assyrians, yet it was not before his country had 
been desolated. And in no sense, literal or figura- 
tive, could it be affirmed of him, nor of any other 
earthly monarch : ' Of the increase of his govern- 
ment and peace there shall be no end, upon the 
throne of David, and upon his kingdom, to order 
and establish it with judgment and with justice 
from henceforth even for ever ' (Isa. ix. 7). 

Bethlehem Ejh~atah. 

' But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou be 
little among the thousands of Judah, yet out of 
thee shall he come forth unto me that is to be 
ruler in Israel ; whose goings forth have been from 
of old, from everlasting ' (Micah v. 2). 

Ephratah appears to have been another name 
for Bethlehem of Judah. Thus we read: 'And 
Rachel died, and was buried in the way to 
Ephrath, which is Bethlehem ' (Gen. xxxv. 19). 



I t  is here so called to distinguish it from another 
Bethlehem, in the tribe of Zebulon. Although 
Bethlehem was the birth-place of David, yet it never 
appears to have been a town of any importance ; 
it was little among the thousands of Judah.' Its 
littleness is seen in its omission in the catalogues 
of the towns of the tribe of Judah, in the books of 
Joshua and of Nehemiah. Yet, although it was thus 
obscure, it was to receive great dignity, from its 
being the birth-place of some mighty prince : Out 
of it shall He come forth, who is to be ruler of 
Israel.' The words, ' whose goings forth have been 
from of ~ l d ,  from everlasting,' refer to the origin of 
this prince,-that he was to spring from everlasting 
ages,-and can hardly admit of any other interpre- 
tation than that the origin of this prince was to be 
from eternity. Thus, then, the plain import of 
this prediction is that Bethlehem of Judah was to 
be the birth-place of the great future king. 

Dr. Adler, however, objects that even allowing 
that Bethlehem is here foretold to be the birth-place 
of the Messiah, and admitting that Jesus was born 
in Bethlehem, yet this is no proof that Jesus is the 
Messiah. Inasmuch,' he observes, ' as Bethlehem 
has been the birth-place of many hundreds and 
thousands of persons, the mere accident of having 
been born there is not sufficient to justify any one 
in claiming the rank of the Messiah.'l This is 



admitted ; but nothing is gained thereby. This 
single prophecy, taken by itself, does not prove the 
Messiahship of Jesus; but, taken in ~on j~nc t ion  
with other particulars predicted in other pro- 
phecies,-as, for example, regarding the time and 
family of the Messiah,-the proof may be irresis- 
tible : it is not a solitary prediction, but forms one 
of a series. 

Jewish writers in general, and among them Dr. 
Adler? have adopted the Messianic application of 
this passage. They, however, avoid the reference 
to Jesus by supposing that Bethlehem is mentioned 
here as the birth-place of the Messiah only 
indirectly, denoting merely that he was to be 
descended from David; and that the eternal 
duration here mentioned alludes not to the person, 
but to the name of the Messiah. According to 
the rabbinical fancies, there, were seven things 
created before the world existed ; and one of these 
is the name of the Messiah. Other Jewish writers 
grant that Bethlehem is to be the birth-place of 
the Messiah, but they regard the prophecy as still 
unfulfilled, and look forward to its accomplishment 
in the future. 

l ' The prophet, here speaking of the Redeemer, whose advent we 
await, apostrophises the little village of Bethlehem, the birth-place 
of David, from whom the Messiah was to spring ' (Adler's Course 
oJSwmons, p. 148). 



The Advent of EZgah. 

'Behold, I will send you Elijah the prophet 
before the coming of the great and dreadful day 
of the Lord ' (Mal. iv. 5). 

The allusions of the Jews, in their religious 
books, to the coming of Elijah as the forerunner 
of the Messiah, are very numerous and interesting. 
Such allusions frequently occur in their prayer- 
books. Thus in their Sabbath morning service 
the following prayer occurs : ' 0 Lord our God, 
cause us to rejoice in thy servant Elijah, the 
prophet, and in the kingdom of the house of David, 
thine Anointed.' In another prayer, the hope is 
expressed that 'Elijah the prophet shall come 
speedily with Messiah the son of David.' In their 
grace after meals, we have the following petition : 
' May He who is most merciful send us Elijah the 
prophet of blessed memory, to bring us the good 
tidings of salvation and consolation.' Trypho the 
Jew, in his controversy with Justin, says: 'But 
Messiah-if He has indeed been born and exists 
anywhere-is unknown, and does not even know 
Himself, and has no power, until Elijah come to 
anoint Him, and make Him manifest to all.' 'We 
all expect that Messiah will be born a man of men, 
and that Elijah when he comes will anoint Him,' l 
'Oh that it were the will of God,' says Elias the 

l Justin Martyr's DiaZo~ue wit4 T~yjho, chaps. viii. xlix. 



Levite, ' to send us Elijah in.his time, and to con- 
firm to us this verse, " Behold, I send you elijah, 
the prophet." ' ' I t  is well known to the nation of 
Israel,' says Rabbi Isaac, ' that the Messiah would 
not be manifested till Elijah the prophet had 
come.' And Abenezra concludes his commentary 
on Malachi with these words : ' May God in His 
mercy fulfil His prophecy, and accelerate the time 
of his (Elijah's) advent.' 

SUPPLEMENT 11, 

T H E  EXPECTATION OF A MESSIAH. 

THE idea of a Messiah cannot possibly be con- 
sidered as either the discovery or the invention of 
our Lord and His apostles. On the contrary, it 
is certain not only that this Messianic idea pre- 
viously existed among the Jews, but that about 
the time of our Lord there was a general expecta- 
tion among them, and even among other nations, 
of the advent of the Messiah. We find traces of 
such an expectation throughout the Gospels. Thus 
when John the Baptist appeared, preaching the 
advent of the kingdom of God, we are informed 
that the people were in expectation, and all men 
mused in their hearts of John, whether he were the 

K 



Messiah or not (Luke iii. I 5) ; and in order. to 
ascertain the point, a deputation was sent to him 
from the Sanhedrim in Jerusalem : ' The Jews sent 
priests and Levites to him from Jerusalem to ask 
him, Who art thou ? '  (John i. 19). And so also 
when Jesus Himself appeared, a similar demand 
was made of Him, whether He were the expected 
Messiah. ' Then came the Jews and said unto 
Him, How long dost thou make us to doubt ? If 
thou be the Messiah, tell us plainly' (John X. 24). 
And they had long disputations among themselves 
whether or not He  was the Messiah, whose coming 
they all expected. 'Do the rulers indeed know 
that this is the very Messiah? Howbeit we 
know this man whence He is : but when the 
Messiah cometh, no man knoweth whence He is. 
And many of the people believed on Him, and 
said, When the Messiah cometh, will He do more 
miracles than these which this man hath done ? 
Many of the people said, Of a truth this is the 
Prophet. Others said, This is the Messiah. But 
some said, Shall the Messiah come out of Galilee ? 
Hath not the Scripture said, That the Messiah 
cometh of the seed of David, and out of the town 
of Bethlehem, where David was ? ' (John vii. 26, 27, 
31, 4+43). And St. Paul, in his address before 
Agrippa, mentions this expectation of the Messiah 
as the prevalent hope and the subject of the 
constant prayer of his countrymen (Acts xxvi. 6,7). 



But, independently of oor Gospels, we learn 
that there was such a general expectation among 
the Jews. As a nation, they waited for the con- 
solation of Israel : the belief was prevalent among 
them that the days of the Messiah were at 
hand, that the Anointed King predicted by the 
prophets was to make His appearance. We find 
traces of this belief in the apocryphal books- 
writings which are generally admitted to have 
been composed by Jews, though in some places 
altered by Christian hands. The most remarkable 
of these for our purpose is the Second Book of 
Esdras, generally cited as Fourth Ezra, which is 
now admitted to be a Jewish composition written 
about the close of the first century.' Among 
other Messianic statements, we have a very 
remarkable one in chap. vii. 28, 29, which in our 
translation, taken from the Latin version, is as 
follows : ' For my Son, Jesus, shall be revealed with 
those that be with Him, and they that remain 
shall rejoice within four hundred years. After 
these years shall my Son Christ die, and all men 
that have life.' The word ]ems, however, is 
peculiar to the Latin : a11 the other versions have 
Messiah, which is now regarded by critics as the 
true reading; so that we have in all probability 

Drummond fixes as the date the last quarter of the first century 
after Christ (Jmisk  Messiak, p. 117). Colani fixes on A.D. 97, 
in the reign of Nema (C~oyazces Messianiq~es, p. 52). SO also 
\Vieseler and Davidson fix on A.D. 9-8. 



here a Jewish Messianic statement, especially as 
the words which follow are opposed to Christian 
doctrine.' There are also other extant Jewish 
books, such as the Book of Enoch' and the 
Assumption of Moses, written about the com- 
mencement of the Christian era, in which the 
Messianic idea is contained. So also the Targums, 
being Chaldee. paraphrases of the Old Testament 
books,~especially that of Onkelos on the Penta- 
teuch, and that of Jonathan on the Prophets, are 
full of Messianic allusions? 

And the same eqectation was entertained by 
the Samaritans, although they disagreed with the 
Jews on most other points. Thus the woman of 
Sychar asserted her belief in a coming Messiah: 
' I know that Messias cometh: when He  is come, 
He  will tell us all things' (John iv. 25). And 
the inhabitants of that Samaritan city expressed 
their convictions from what they heard and saw, 

l The Fourth Book of Ezra was probably written in Greek ; 
but the original is lost, and we have it only in five different 
versions-the Latin, the Syriac, the Arabic, the Armenian, and the 
Ethiopic. 

For the Messianic statements in the book of Enoch, see 
Westcott's Study of the GosjeZs, pp. 99-109, 5th ed. See also Th 
Translation of the Book of E ~ ~ o c h ,  by Archbishop Laurence, 3d ed. 
1838 ; Row, The Jesus ofthe Evangelkts, pp. 167-191 ; Dillmann's 
Hmch, 1853 ; and Ewald's A b h a d Z m g  C b e ~  des Aeth io j i sch  
h c h e s  Hmkh, 1854. ' The predictions in Enoch,' observes Row, 
' bear no doubtful reference. They are applicable to one person, and 
to one person only, the Messiah.' 

3 For a full statement of the Messianic statements in these ancient 
Jewish books, see Drummond's 3ewish Messiah. 



that Jesus was the Messiah: ' This is indeed the 
Messiah, the Saviour of the world ' (John iv. 42). 
The Samaritans rejected all the books of the Old 
Testament, except the Pentateuch; but still they 
were at one with the Jews in their expectation, 
of the Messiah. They probably founded their 
belief on the words of Moses, that Jehovah would 
raise up a prophet like to himself; and hence 
they regarded the Messiah as a great prophet- 
one that should tell them all things, rather than as a 
great King-one who should subdue their enemies ; 
they do not appear to have entertained so de- 
cidedly as the Jews the notion of a conquering 
Messiah. And it is to be observed that the 
remnant of this interesting people still cherish 
their Messianic expectation, and look forward to 
the advent of a prophet who shall either be Moses 
restored to life, or who shall come in the spirit 
and power of their great Lawgiver. ' You would 
know,' say they in answer to inquiries as to their 
Messianic belief, ' wheth.er the Messias be come, 
and whether it be He who is promised in our law 
as the Shiloh. Know that the Messias is not yet 
risen ; but He shall rise, and His name shall be 
Hathab.' l 

' Quoted from Hill's DiviniQ Lectuyes, vol. i. p. 153. According 
to Meyer, the Samaritan name Hathub (lnnn) is by some rendered 
the co~zvwtw, and by others the ~etu~fi ing one (Moses). For the 
Christology of the Samaritans, see Westcott on The Sta& offhe 
Gosjels, pp. 159, 160. 



I jo Messianic P~ofhecies .  

Nor was this Messianic expectation confined to 
the Jews and Samaritans ; it was diffused through- 
out the East. Wherever the Jews went, they 
circulated their Messianic hopes. We read that 
wise men came from the East to Jerusalem, inquir- 
ing, ' Where is He  that is born King of the Jews ? ' 
(Matt. ii. 2). And not only do we learn this from 
our scriptural books, but we have the remarkable 
testimony of several independent writers. There 
is frequent reference in Latin authors to the pre- 
dictions in the Sibylline oracles of a great king 
who was about to appear. These oracles, which, 
so far as they are extant, consist of twelve books 
in Greek hexameters, have of late been carefully 
examined.l They have been ascertained to be 
from various sources, and some of them to be of 
Jewish origin ; so that many of the oracles con- 
tained in them are borrowed from the Old Testa- 
ment prophets. We have, in the third book, 
supposed to be written by an Egyptian Jew in the 
second century before Christ: the follotving remark- 
able passage : ' When Rome shall rule Egypt, then 
shall appear upon men the supremely great king- 

l For interesting statements concerning these Sibylline oracles, 
the reader is referred to Drummond's Jmish Me~siah, Book i. 
chap. i. section iii. 

2 According to Pusey, this third book was written about B.C. 
170. BIeek places it between B.C. 170-168. The passage quoted, 
however, is from an interpolation considered to be written between 
B. c. 40-31, as there is in it a supposed allusion to the second trium- 
viri. All critics admit that it was written before the Christian era. 



dom of the immortal King. And a pure sovereign 
will come to conquer the sceptres of the whole 
earth unto all ages.' ' When it was proposed that 
Julius Czsar should be crowned king, we are 
informed that Lucius Cotta, one of those who were 
appointed to examine the Sibylline books, reported 
that in them there was a prophecy that the 
Parthians would never be subdued but by a king.' 
Cicero informs us that Lentulus, one of the Catiline 
conspirators, applied this oracle to himself, as if he 
were the designated king3 Virgil, in his address 
to Pollio on the expected birth of a mysterious 
child, is justly supposed to give expression to these 
Messianic hopes : the resemblance between that 
poem and the prophecies of Isaiah is too striking 
to be accidental ; he probably derived his know- 
ledge from these Sibylline oracles. He proclaims 
the end of all war, the reign of universal peace, the 
harmony between the most ferocious and the most 
defenceless creatures ; the herds of cattle shall not 
fear the terrible lions, serpents shall be extirpated, 
and poisonous herbs shall cease at the advent of 
this mysterious child, the offspring of the gods.' 

Drummond's JmGh Messiah, p. 276, Book iii. 46-50. 
2 Suetonius' 'j%Zius Cesar, 79. 
3 Cicero, Or. Cat. iii. 
4 ' There is no difficulty,' observes Merivale, the distinguished 

historian of the Romans under the Empire, 'in supposing Virgil to 
have been acquainted with the prophetic portions of the Jewish 
scriptures, if not directly, at least through the medium of the SO- 

called Sibylline oracles ' (vol. iii. p. 247, note). 



The words of the historians Tacitus and Suetonius 
are still more plain, and leave no doubt of such a 
Messianic expectation. ' Many,' says Tacitus, 'were 
persuaded that it was contained in the old records 
of the priests, that at that very time the East should 
prevail, and some coming out of Judea should 
obtain the rule; which prophecies foretold Ves- 
pasian and Titus.' ' ' An old and constant opinion,' 
says Suetonius, 'had grown throughout the whole 
East, that it was foretold that a t  that time some 
coming out of Judea should obtain the rule. This 
was predicted of the Roman emperor,'as the event 
afterwards declared ; but the Jews, applying it to 
themselves, rebelled.'2 And the testimony of 
Josephus is precisely similar, although he was pre- 
vented by the peculiarities of his situation from 
stating fully the Jewish Messianic notions. 'What 
did most elevate the Jews in undertaking this war, 
was an ambiguous oracle, that was also found in 
their sacred books, how about that time one from 
their country should become governor of the habit- 

1 ' Pluribus persuasio inerat, antiquis sacerdotum libris contineri, 
eo ipso tempore fore, " ut valesceret Oriens, profectique Judza 
rerum potirentur." Quze ambages Vespasianum ac Titum przdixe- 
rant ' (Hid. V. 13). 

' Percrebuerat oriente toto vetus et constans opinio esse in fatis, 
ut eo tempore Judzek profecti rerum potirentur. Id de imperatore 
Roman0 quantum postea eventu patuit, przedictum, Judzi ad se 
trahentes rebellmnt ' ( VeQ. 4). The sameness of the prediction in 
Tacitus and Suetoni~s proves that these historians must have taken 
it from the same source, probably the Sibylline oracles. 
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able earth. The Jews took this prediction to 
belong to themselves in particular, and many of the 
wise men were thereby deceived in their determina- 
tion. Now this oracle certainly denoted the govern- 
ment of Vespasian, who was appointed emperor in 
Judea.' l We have nothing to do with the unnatural 
application of the prophecy by these historians to 
Vespasian ; but they undoubtedly bear testimony 
to the existence and prevalence of such a prophecy, 
and to the expectation founded upon it. Accord- 
ing to them, this was an ancient prophecy ; it was 
contained in the sacred books of the Jews. The 
expectation was not confined to Judea, but was 
geneqal throughout the East ; and it was the hope 
of its fulfilment which chiefly incited the Jews to 
war. 

I t  is thus a matter beyond controversy that there 
existed about the time of our Lord the expectation 
of the advent of some mighty prince, to whom 
the Jews gave the name of Messiah. The Jews 
grounded this expectation on certain prophecies 
contained in their sacred books. In the Gospels 
they are represented as quoting their scriptures, 
and applying them as predictions of their Messiah. 
' Hath not the Scripture said, That the Messiah 
cometh out of the seed of David, and out of the 
town of Bethlehem ? ' (John vii. 42). And the chief 
priests and scribes answered Herod, when he asked 

l Joseph. BeZl. vi. 5. 4. 



I54 Messianic P~ofhecies. 

them where the Messiah should be born : ' In 
Bethlehem of Judea ; for thus it is written by the 
prophet, And thou Bethlehem, in the land of 
Judah, art not the least among the princes of 
Judah : for out of thee shall come a Governor, that 
shall rule my people Israel' (Matt. ii. 5 ,  6). Cicero 
and Virgil quote from the Sibylline oracles, which 
are in a great measure derived from the Jewish 
prophecies. Tacitus, Suetonius, and Josephus unite 
in asserting that the expectation of this ruler was 
derived from the prophetical records. And, indeed, 
this must evidently have been the case. No one 
can read the books of the prophets with an impar- 
tial eye without discerning the Messianic element- 
the predictions of the advent of a great King who 
was to rule over the house of Israel and to intro- 
duce a happier and more glorious era ; of One who 
was to sit on the throne of David for ever, and of 
whose dominion there was to be no end. 
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