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THE P R O P H E T  Z E C H A R I A H .  

C H A P T E B  XI. 

HITHERTO the prophet haa chiefly confined himaelf to the 
bright side of the picture, in his announcement of the future which 
awaits the covenant nation (compare especially chap. v.) ; but 
another Bcene mddenly preeenta itself', and it is only when he 
hae communicated this.to his hearers and readers, that hie 
description of the future, which has thus far, though true, been 
only one-sided, is fully completed, and sdcient precaution taken 
to prevent the abuse which a carnal mind might make of this 
psrtial representation.' 
This section is divided into three parts. The first three verses, 

which serve as a prelude, describe the ruin of the entire land by 
foes fiom without. A deeper insight into the cause of this ii 
given by the prophet in an account of a twofold symbolical pro- 
cess which took place within his mind. In the first (vera. 4--11), 
the prophet takes the place of the angel of the Lord and depicts 
hb future proceedinge. Israel, which is doomed to be destroyed 
by the judgments of God, appears as a flock deetined for the 

I 1 ChZaim hes well obaerved : Theae prediotiona a pear to contradiat one 
another. But it  wan n that the blcsa'nga of god should fimt of be 

I announced to the ~ e w q l , z e r  that they might engqp with pester .laority 
in the work of buildin the temple, and might feel e a e d  that they were not 
mating their time. If N now dwhb1e to ddreaa them in a difkmnt ntyle, 
lest, as m a  too g e n e d  J the aase hypoaritea should be hanien by their vain 

I oonfldenm in thaw promises. it wan also reqniaite, in order "% at  the faith- 
ful ahodd b k e  alarm in time, and earneetl draw near to Qod ; einm nothing 

I ia more datnct ive t h  f.lu murity, andwherever sin ie committed with- 
out ratmint,  the judgment of God ie cloee at  hand." 

1 VOL. IV. A 



2 MEBOIANIC! PREDICTIONS IN THE PROPIIETB. 

slaughter. The prophet makes an effort to aave it. He takes 
upon himself the office of shepherd, and tries to rescue it from 
the wicked shepherds, who would lead it to destruction. But 
the obetinacy of both shepherds and flock compeb him to give 
up his office and leave the flock to that utter misery, which he 
alone has hitherto been the means of averting. He now asks 
for hir, wages ; and they give him the contemptible sum of thirty 
piecee of silver. In this manner the laat manifestation of mercy 
on the part of God towards his people through the Memiah, and 
their subsequent rejection, are typified. By the command of the 
Lord the prophet then exhibits in a second symbolical action the 
wicked shepherds themselves, who will worry and destroy the 
flock after the good shepherd has been rejected by it. 

Ho/inanen (Weissagung und Erfdlung i. p. 316) regards vers. 
1-3 as forming the conclueion of the foregoing prophecy, whilst 
Bleek suppow these verses to " contain a small and aeparate 
prophecy." But both are wrong, aa is evident from the fact that 
the ehepherde mentioned in ver. 3 are spoken of again in ver. 8, 
and that fin, " feed," occurs in ver. 4, where it also refem to 
the same shepherds. The good shepherd, the angel of the Lord, 
ia to make another attempt to rescue .the people, whom the 
evil shepherds, the shepherds who are also lions, have led to 
destruction. Again, in vere. 1 ,617 ,  the end of the section 
returns to the enbject of its commencement. We see there the 
li01kehep-, on whom judgment is represented in ver. 3 as 
having already fallen, in full action @n, after the good shep- 
herd haa been removed out of the way. Moreover both opinions, 
Hofwn'e aa well as Bkep8, may be shown to rest upon a mis- 
taken interpretation of vers. 1-3. 

Ver. 1. " Open thy gatee, 0 Lebanon, and let f i e  okuour thy 
cedaru." 

The style is quite dramatic. The prophet, i n d a d  of a* 
w n c i n g  to Lebanon its future destruction, commands it, 
aa the servant of God, to open its gatea. The meaning, 
therefore, is, "thou, Lebanon, wilt be stormed and devastated 
by the foe." The question is whether this verse and those 
which follow am to be interpreted literally or allegorically.' 

1 docording to the teutimony of Jdi ,  K i d 4  and Abmdana, the d e -  
gorid intqretotion wan a very ancient one anonp; the Jews. From a pa6aage 
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As a general reply, we may say, there can be no doubt that 
Lebanon ie used here in a figurative sense. Bleeh opinion, 
that we have here the description of " a devastation of nature 
itself, and that by the hands of violent men," is proved to be 
incorrect by ver. 2, where the cedars of Lebanon are e x p r d y  
called " the mighty," and a h  by the earlier passage, Jer. urv. 
34-38, where the ~hepherds and the mighb of the flock are the 
princes and magwtea of the nation. The rest, therefore, must 
a h  be interpreted figuratively. But what ere we to understend 
by Lebanon ? We are not left to ~ e c t u r e  here, to which 
Hofinawn has recourse, but can give an answer b a d  upon a surer 
foundation. In  the eymbolical language of Scripture, and par- 
ticularly in Zechariah (chap. iv. 7), mountaim denote kirrgdome. 
Now, Lebanon, as being the nearest range, which met the eyes 
of the aacred writers, and the border mountains between Pales- 
tine and the heathen world, might be taken as a symbol of the 
imprial power in the hands of the Gentiles. But it might also 
be regarded as a symbol of that kingdom, of which it originally 
formed a part, namely, the kingdom of Israel. We 6nd the 
symbol employed in the Scriptures to represent both of them 
Lebanon and Antilebanon are employed as symbols of the impe- 
rial power in the Song of Solomon iv. 8 (see the remarks on this 
paseage) and Is. xxxvii. 24, xiv. 8. In Is. x. 34, and Hab. ii. 
17, Lebanon is used to denote the Assyrian empire. It occurs in 

i n  the Talmud (Joma, 396) it  is evident that Lebanon waa rmppoeed to repre- 
sent t7t.e tcrrcplc d Jaurdnn. We wi l l  quote the worde of t h e  singular pa-  
sege. "Qnadmginte a m i s  ante excidium a rtae aunt portae tGmpkiliaua 
monte. dbiuresvit idtur  errs R. ~oohanan d%mai et &=it : 0 temnlum. 
6mplum, q;8m-tu te& te ipeum ? novi ego quod finis tuue erit, ut .deeo: 
leak. Nam do prophehit do te ZBChariaa, &us Iddo : aperi Libane 
tuaa." This o nmg of the temple-doom 1s mentioned by J q h w  al$g 
bell. Jud. vi. b r a n d  i t  is not im robable, that he re ed it aa an omen of 
such importanm to himself and conternpo~ariee, fzi lus the e h a t i o n  
nral to w u  so p e r u l l y  current a t  the time. The antiquity $this ar- 
poeition among the Jewa is nleo ap nt from the fact that it ia given by 
u n y  of the Chmob-fahen sy Ew&w and J m ,  who probably 
b o m e d  it h m  them. e t t e r  observes, 'lfrbanoo opem ita ptae, 
that the Roman army may enter, and the fire comumee ita dam, elther 
when the whole is destroyed by f ie ,  or when the leadm and chiefs are 
oterthrown by the attaaks of the enemy." There ware man even of the 
modern commentatom, WUB for euuople, 'rbo adopted the re&rence to the 
temple : Others, again, were of opinion that Lebnnon meant Jerusalem g w -  
d y ;  whilst there were othera, suob am Marck and E i c l h ,  who under- 
stood by it  the whole of PaMine, "of whioh this mountain formed the 
northern boundary, and whioh, like Lebanon itaelf, wiw distinguished in 
many wayn above the otbtw countriee of the earth." 

A 2 
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connection with the mountains of G i l d  as a ayrnbol of the king- 
dom of Judah in Jer. rxii. 6,7, " Thus saith the Lord concerning 
the house of the king of Judah : thou art Gtilead unto me; surely I 
will turn thee into a wilderness, into cities which are not inhabited, 
and I sanctifg. over thee destroyers with their weapons, and they 
exterminate thy choice cedars, and cause them to fall together 
over the fire." I n  I h k .  xvii. 3, the family of David is represented 
as 8 lofty cedar upon Lebanon. In  this case, therefore, Lebanon 
must be a p b o l  of the kingdom of h l ,  which only existed 
in that of Judah in the time of the prophet. In  the verse before 
us the symbol is used in the latter sense.-Hofiann18 opinion, 
that this section contains the announcement of a univerad judg- 
ment, is proved to be incorrect by the parallel paseages in the 
two nearest prophets, Ezekiel and Jeremiah ;-by the fact that 
all the name8 employed as symbols are names of places in the 
holy land (Lebanon, Bashan, the pride of Jordan) ;-by chap. 
x. 10, " I will bring them to the land of G i l d  end Lebanon, 
and they will not have room: where the land of Lebanon is the 
land of Israel (the threat in the verse before UE is evidently in- 
tended as a contraat to the promise in the passage just quoted, 
in fact the same contrast may be traced thxoughout between 
ohap. xi. and chaps. ix. x.) ;--and lastly by the connexion which 
h&L1 been shown to exist between ver. 1-3, and ver. 4 sqq.-If 
Lebauou then is the Kiugdom of Judah, not as contrasted with 
the ten tribes, but including them (chap. x.), the cedars of LI+ 
banon can only represent the chief men of the kingdom. We 
are led to this conclusion by the express declaration in ver. 2. 
Stately trees are generally the symbols of great men. In  Ezek. 
xxxi. 3 sqq. Asshur is introduced as a cedar in Lebanon. Com- 
pare Is. x. 18, 19, xiv. 8, and my commentary on Rev. vii. 1. 

Ver. 2. " Bowl, y p r w ,  for the cedar is fallen, the g ~ u a  
ones beiq  nade desolate ; h l ,  ye oak of BmhcMz, for the 
wood is felled, the defmed one." 

The ypreaaea, it is true, are inferior to the cedars, but on 
account of the hardness and strength of their wood, and its 
suitable qualities for the building of palaces and ships, they are 
placed in the second rank ; and there are other passages (e.g., 
Is. xiv. 8, xxxvii. 24, and Ezek xxxi. 8), in which the two are 
connected together. The oak-forests of Bashan were also cele- 
brated, the oak being generally classed among the noblest trees. 
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Compare Is. ii. 14, where the oaks of Bashan are c l d  with 
the cedare of Lebanon, as they are in this paasage. Both in 
substance and in the expressions employed, there is a resemblance 
to the passage before us in such pasqea as Is. xxiii 14, " Howl, 
ye ships of Tarshish, for your fortress is destroyed," and Jer. 
xlix. 3, " Howl Heshbon ; for Ai is in ruins." It is a general 
cuetom with the prophets, when the strong hse fallen, to d 
upon the weaker to tremble and mourn, and in this manner to 
give expression to the thought, that for the latter there is no 
longer any hope of deliverance (compare the remarks on chap. 
is. 5).-The relative T ~ N  is equivalent here to " because" or 
" inasmuch as," and is introductory to the explanation. That 
09- are not glorious treeu, but the nobles of the nation, is 
evident from the earlier passage, on which this ie founded (Jer. 
xiv. 3), "their nobles (glorious ones) have sent their little onee 
to the water,'" and xxv. 34-38, where the leading men are 
called the glorioua ones of the flock. ~9 is also applied to wood, - 
which hao been felled, in Is. xxxii. 19.-- His proud and lofty 
trees come down, as it were, from the throne into the dust. The 
words of Isaiah are, "it hails, when the wood comes down." 
The world is represented there as visited by the ju&lgments of 
Qud; and Michael& interprets the words as referring to the 
time -" when the kingdom of Antichrist will be destroyed." In  
the passage before us, on the other hand, the judgment f& 
upon the faithless covenant-nation. It is the more natural to 
conclude that there is some connexion between this paasage and 
the one in Itmiah, since there is a link of connexion in chap. x. 
11, "and the pride of h s h u r  is thrown down, and the sceptre of 
Egypt departs," to which the words before us evidently refer. 
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The leaf is turned. The judgment, which was formerly in- 
flicted upon the world for the good of the Iml i t es ,  now falls 
upon the faithlew covenantrnation itself.-" The wood, the etrong 
one" is equivalent to " the wood, notwithstanding ite strength." 
In the aymbolicctl language of Scripture, the wood denotes the 
whole nation, 8s the lofty trees represent its leaders. Compare 
Is. ix. 17, x. 19,34, xxxii. 19, %xxvii. 24, xliv. 23, "break forth, ye 
mountains, into singing, 0 forest, gnd every tree therein," where 
the mountains are the kingdoms, the wood the nat'ion, and the 
t rea  men. The paasage upon which t h i  is more immediately 
founded is Ezek. xx. 46 eqq. The nation of Judah is described 
there aa " the forest of the south." " The forest of the south," 
says Hitaig, " is devoured by the fire of Jehovah (ver~. 46-50), 
i.e., his sword will exterminate the inhabitants of the land of 
J& (chap. xxi. 1-5) ; the men are trees, therefore the 
nation is a forest." The explanation is given in ver. 2, " pra- 
pheq against the land of Israel." The marginal reading I\-, 
which ie only used of the vintage, in the place of ~ym, which is 
very commonly employed in the senseof " firm, inapproachable" 
(in Ezek. xxi. 26, Jerusalem is called mvd, probably arose 
from the paesage being compared with Jer. vi. 9, for which 
there is no warrant. 

Ver. 3. " The voice of the howling of the depherds, for their 
ornament ie spoz'led, the voice of the roaring of the lions, for the 
pride of Jordan is spoiled." 

The prophet is describing what took place in a vieion, and 
this will explain the absence of the verb, which could not be 
accounted for merely on the supposition of an e U i N .  The 
paesage, on which this is baaed, is Jer. xxv. 34 aqq. Jeremiah 
is speaking there of the Chaldean judgment, a repetitiou of which 
is announced by Zechariah here ; hence the connection between 
the two passages is a purely internal one. In  Jeremiah the 
judgment falls upon Judah and the surrounding heathen world. 
But Judah is the central point. Verse 36 agrees almost word 
for word with the first half of the verse before us, " the voice of 
the crying of the shepherds and the howling d the glorioue one 
of the flock : for the Lord lap waste their pasture." Verse 38 
correcrponds to the second clautllse : " they leave, acl a lion, their 
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camp ; for their land will be for a desolati~n."~ The only thing 
which is peculiar to Zechariah, is the fact that the lions are 
represemted es being frightened out of the pride of the Jordm, 
the noble wood, which covers ite banks, and prevente you from 
aeeing the water till you have paseed it, and which still afordn 
shelter to innumerable wild besets, though them are no longer 
any liona aslong them (Burckkrdt 2 p. 593; Rmmiiller 
Alterthumskunde 2.1. p. 196 sqq.). Even this has been taken 
from other passages of Jeremiah.'-The connection, in which 
the d w i o n  to the e % h &  at the end of the introduction 
stands to the prophecy generally (" feed," ver. 4 ; " ye shepherds," 
ver. 5, kc.), has been correctly pointed out by B W :  "the 
prophecy has thus by a sudden leap approached the shepherds, 
of whom it treats in a much more serious tone after this lively 
prelude." AB the shepherds referred to afkrwards (in vas. 4,5, 
8, 15) are the rulere of the nation, it muat also be to them that 

1 Accordin to Zechariah, the whole body of shepherds ia to be regarded u 
fie abjeot ofaly. and not Jehovah ( m m ~  het xi.. 1 qq.). 

Wmwra (on Jer. xii. in ~ehhwen, K i i M ,  and Ru aunm, theol. 
3. p. 372) maintains that the expression :&pride of lhc p" d m , "  gradually 
raked  IB w a ~  into the language of &e people u a s b i c t J ~ g f a p b i c a l  
term. But t b ~ s  is aron for it  never losea its appellative si catton 8s a 
term of imnau. ~ o t  o 3  do we and tba ex .on itself in tiwee pmaga 
ot Jeremiah, and in no oder  book, but in = pasas thepride ofthe 
J h  is speoially d d b e d  M the abode of lions. Now thin can hardly 
have been the oaae revione to the depopulation of the land through the 
devaatationn 4 6 the ram, which attended the breaking up of the king- 
dom (oompere a Kin@ xvii. and certeinl wra not the oase in the rge to 
WS* -nd portion of L Ltterl amiped. ~ o m v e r ,  
this w u  ao far from being an excldve mark, t&t we on only o lpKn it. 
momnx~oe in Zeoharish on the ground that i t  wea faten from Jeremiah. 
In Jer. xlix. 19 we flnd thia in the pro heo nst Edom, behold 
be will mme up like a lion fro% pride of %e {OX to the fold of the 
st roq"  ("the lend of Edom which bomtu of ita im regnable strength." 
a m * .  m e  m e  mtence o a m  romi fir word in $ I. .U in the pro- $3 w i u t  Babylon. The mpetition ia intentional. % point. out the 
retri nbve juatioe of W. In Jer. xii. 5 in the land of thou trustat 
but what wilt tima do in the priL o a safe E t  is m n t r u d  
with the neighbourhood of the J o  d , which wae rendered drrngero~ by 
liona. E w e  9.y attention to such phenomena u theae, we a n n o t  but 
d st the lindness of thoee who transfer the eeoond rtion of Zooha- 
ri.b to the period antwaient to the s tivity. B l a ~  (p. & rev- the 
ordsr He asp that Jeramiah h w e $  the expreaeion from the 
bfore u. But this is mntm to analogy. Every word in   em mi am: 
aka ita priority in d i n  addition to this the perfectly indepdcnt  
nee of the ph- in%&. xii. 5 and Air. 19 is rbo a proof of the origi- 
nality of Jeremiah. 

I 
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reference is here made, in harmony with the original pa- in 
Jeremiah. What we are to understand by the omu~nent of the 
shepherds may be gathered from Jeremiah, where we find " their 
pasture" instead. According to this, we are not to restrict it to 
the pasture, as Maurer does, or to understand it aa meaning the 
things of which they are proud and make a boast, as Hit* 
does ; but must refer it simply to the good of the land, flowing 
with milk and honey, which was at their disposal, their proud 
possession.-Lim are frequently employed as symbols of strong 
and despotic men (compare Job iv. 10 and Ps. xxxiv. l l ) ,  espe- 
cially of tyrannical rulers (see the remarks on Rev. xiii. 2 and 
Song of Solomon iv. 8). But the most deserving of attention is 
Ezek. six., where the tyrannical princes of Judah are called 
~ 5 7 - 0 3  (lions). Schmkeder has justly observed,-" a very sharp 
reproof is implied in the fact that the shepherds of the nation are 
compared to lions, a shepherd and lion in one being something 
very similar to a wolf in sheep's clothizrg. This prepares the 
way for what follows, where the pious (2) sheep are mentioned 
whom the shepherds will not spare." The shepherds a,re also 
lions ; this ie the clue to the catastrophe depicted in vers. 1-3. 
Where the leaders are so degenerate, the whole life of the nation 
must have been deeply corrupted. The of the Jordan cor- 
responds to thepi& of Jacob in Ps. xlvii. 5, Amos vi. 8, Nahum 
ii. 3, and means the gloriouo possession and inheritance bestowed 
upon him. The issue of the whole is, that the threat of Ezekiel 
in chap. xxxiii. 28, " I lay the land most desolate, and the pomp 
of her strength shall cease, the mountains of Israel shall be 
desolate, that none shall pass through," receives a new fulfilment. 

Ver. 4. The prophet, having given a pictorial description in 
ver. 1-3 of the judgment to be inflicted upon the covenant- 
nation, proceeds now to the manner in which this result would 
be brought about. The first three verses bear much the same 
relation to the rest of the chapter as Is. lii. 13-15 to chap. liii. 
-Thue saith the Lord my God, feed the flock of the slaughter.' 

The question arises here, to whom are these words addressed ? 

I n37n not &ugh-iunupc,  but daughter, aha o a n u d  in ~<mrniah. 
Compare more particularly chap. xii. 3, where ~q mid fi j~n 'VB mationed 
together. The corrupt nation ie introduoed t 1, ere aa a flock deslined for the 
slaughter. The wrme state of thingn is to occur n ~ i n .  
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Who is it, who ia here commissioned to feed the flock 3 (1). Very 
&ny of the earlier expositors aasumed that these words wen, 
addressed, without the prophet's intervention, to the Angel of 
the Lord, who waa essentially one with God Himself, in other 
words, to the b i d ,  in whom, according to the teaching of the 
Old Teetament, this Angel waa eventually to appear. The fact 
that there is something forced, in the assumption that another 
person is introduced in this mdden manner, and without farther 
notice, is not d c i e n t  to prove that the opinion is incorrect. 
The abrupt introduction of new persons, whose presence is merely 
indicated by their speeches and actions, is a thing of frequent 
occurrence in the prophecies, and was a necessary r e d t  of the 
dramatic character of the prophetical writings. And there is 
the less ground for objecting to the mdden appearance of the 
Angel of the Lord in the present instance, from the fact that 
throughout the whole of the first part he is constantly repre- . 
eented as one of the persons employed. But a comparison of 
ver. 15 sqq. is amply sufficient to overthrow this exposition. 
The person, who is referred to in these verses, must be the same 
8e the subject of ver. 4 sqq. Thb i~ evident from the expression, 
"take unto thee again the instruments of the evil shepherd." 
The word * y  again is a proof that the person who takes the 
inatrumen& of the evil shepherd in this case, is the very same apl 
the pereon who took the instruments of the wicked shepherd in 
ver. 7 sqq. But the contents of ver. 15 sqq. do not apply in any 
way to the Angel of the Lord or the Messiah, aa the supporters 
of this view are obliged to confess. It cannot, therefore, be 
to him that reference is made in the fourth and following 
v81%e8. 

(2). Others (including Hit#+, EwaW, Hohann,  and Bleek) 
euppose that the pmphet is addrewed, not as the representative 
of another, but in his private capacity. But ver. 15 sqq. demon- 
&rates the incorrectness of this view, quite aa much as that of 
the former. If the prophet is introduced there, not in his 
private. capacity, but as the representative of another, this must 
also be assumed to be the case here.' Moreover the very fist  

1 Hikig hbpmlf candenma what he sap on ver. 4 by the remark whioh he 
m a h  at ver. 15, when the p+et bkeu the uhepherd'sste$ a eecond time, 
he does thie not to tend them hlmeelf, but as the type of afuture ahq~hud ."  

3 
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words go beyond the ordinary vocation of a prophet. No 
prophet was ever appointed to be the shepherd over the whole 
covenanhation. How could a prophet be the chief shepherd 
of the whole flock (ver. 7), by whom all  the other shepherds or 
rulers of the nation were deposed (ver. 8), who kept the nation 
in safety from all its outward foes,' who preserved internal peace, 
and at whose all-powerful word both peace and safety m e  to 
an end 2 What sense is there in the account of the thirtg. pieces 
of silver, if the prophet himself is intended? We may also 
appeal to the parallel passages, which are of such peculiar 
importance in the case of Zechariah. When the prophets pointed 
the people to the good shepherd of the future, they either spoke 
of the Lord himself, who would act as a shepherd to the nation 
which the wicked shepherds had ruined (compare Is. xl. 11, 
" He will feed his flock like a shepherd, he will gather the 
lambs in hie arm and carry them in his bosom, and gently lead 
those that give suck "), or of the Messiah (e.g., Ezek. xxxiv. 23, 
" And I will set up one shepherd over them, and he shall feed 
them, my servant David, he shall feed them and he shall be 

. their shepherd," chap. xxxvii. 24, compare Jer. iii. 15, xxiii. 4, 
5). The manner in which these two passages are to be made to 
harmonise, naxxiely, by assuming that the Lord would diecharge 
the duties of a shepherd through the Meaaiah, is especially evi- 
dent from Ezek. xxxiv., where the allusion to Chriat as the good 
shepherd of the future is preceded by the declaration, that the 
Lord himelf will visit hie flock and take it under hie care (vers. 
11 2 There must be an intimate connection, therefore, 
between the Lord and the second David. But how could we 
conceive it possible, that the very same position, which is occu- 
pied everywhere else by the Lord and his anointed, should be 
here assigned to the prophet ? Laetly, the idea that the passage 
refers to the prophet, generally goes hand in hand with the 
assumption, tht  the narrative relates to some pest event, and 
that the prophet is describing an attempt which had been made 
by him to rescue the unhappy kingdom of the ten tribes from 

1 The words of ver. 10 go far be ond the mvince of o prophet, "that I 
m*t  bra^ my m u a t  WG* m$ witb a11 the p p b . * l   he 
m n  to whom the Lord mid in ver. 4 "feed my flook," here fittribute to 

C-lf a divine work. 
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destruction. But this opinion is thoroughly inadmissible. It is 
evident h m  vers. 1-3, ver. 7, and the allusion made to the 
brotherhood of Judah and Israel in ver. 14, that the section 
doee not relate to the Eplwaimib. Moreover no analogy can 
be adduced in support of the reference to any thing paet, which 
ia also overthrown by the correepondence between the threat of 
punishment in the fifth chapter and the emblematical portion of 
the present prophecy. 

(3). The only remaining view is, that ver. 4 commenm rm 
account of a symbolical transaction, in which the prophet repre- 
sente another person, and typifies his conduct and circumstances. 
That this is commonly the caw with the symbolical actions 
of the prophets, may be seen from every one of them. In this 
manner Isaiah, for example, in chap. xx., sets forth the corning 
fate of the Egyptians and Ethiopians. And thus do Jeremiah 
in chap. xx., and Ezekiel in chap. iv., depict the future condition 
of the covenant nation. In  the symbolical procedure, related in 
the firat three chapters of Hosea, the prophet represents the Lord, 
and hie actions show forth the treatment, which the covenant 
nation would receive from the hands of the Lord. In determin- 
ing who is the person represented by the prophet on this occa- 
sion, the choice can only be between the Lord and his angel or 
revealer. It cannot be argued in defence of the latter, that on 
several occasions the Lord b distinguiehed from the subject of 
the addreee, aa in vers. 4, 13. such 8 distinction forms an 
essential part of a eymbolical transaction, aa we may d y  eee 
if we compare Hoea ; it belong to the drapery, not to the sub- 
stance. The person represented tells his representative what he 
is to do, in order that the' representation itself may corregpond 
to the reality. There b ,  however, jmt as little force in the argu- 
ment which may be adduced on the other side, that in ver. 13 
Jehovah calle the miserable wages paid to the shepherd the goodly 
price at which He, the Lord, waa priced. Just as in other 
prophecies the Angel of the Lord, who is connected with him by 
unity of nature, is sometimes diatinguiehed .from him aa the mes- 
Benger from the wnder, and at other times participates in both 
hie name and wtions, so is it also with Zechariah. The most 
striking example ie chap, ii. 8,9, " Thus saith Jehovah Zebaoth, 
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after the glory' hath he sent me unto the heathen, which spoil 
you ; for he that toucheth you toucheth the apple of hie eye. 
For behold 1 will ohake my hand upon them, and they shall be 
8 spoil to the servants, and ye shall know that Jehovah Zebaoth 
hath sent me." The speaker is here distinguished from Jehovah 
Zebaoth, who had sent him ; neverthelese the prophet calls him 
Jehovah Zebaoth, and he attributes to himself a divine work, 
namely, the destruction of the enemies of the covenant-nation 
(see the remarks on the passage itself). 

The decision of this question is rather dependent upon the 
result to be obtained h m  the general contentg of Zechariis 

with reference to the relation in which the Lord and 
his angel stood to the covenant nation. Now we very soon dis- 
cover, that a,ll the intercourse between the Lord and his people 
was carried on through the medium of his revealer, who was 
furnished with all the fulness of his power ; that all the bless- 
ings imparted to the nation proceeded from him,-that he in 
fwt was the real protector and covenant-God of the Israelites. 
It was he who was in the midst of the myrtle-bush, the symbol 
of the covenant-nation, attended by a company of angels (chap. 
i. 8). He promises to dwell in the midst of the people (chap. 
ii. 14), and it is he who rebuts the charge brought by Satan 
against the covenant-nation in the person of its representative 
Joshua, and on his own authority bestows upon him the forgive- 
neas of aim (chap. iii. 1 eqq.). To whom, then, but to him, the 
co~llltant shepherd of the nation, could the last and greatest 
attempt to prove his fidelity as a shepherd, which is depicted in 
this d o n ,  be possibly attributed ? This result, which is thus 
independently obtained, is confirmed by the fact that in the his- 
tory of the Angel of the Lord, who appeared in the Messiah, we 
meet with the thirty piecea of ailver again, and that in the New 
Testament he io represented as the subject of this prophecy, and 
actually hints at the fact himself (John xxi. 15-17).-We need 
scarcely stop to enquire whether the symbolical transaction, here 
described, waa an inward or an outward one. The former is very 
obvious, as Maim071ides haa shown (Mor. Neb. ii. 46, But .  p. 

1 Correctly explained by J&n thue : "post gloriam, qune promha eat, 
at adduaetur mper vw." 
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324). The tending of the sheep, the destruction of the three 
shepherds, the payment of the thirty pieces of silver as wages,- 
it ie impoeeible that any of these should have taken place out- 
wardly ; especially as the Literal meaning is eometimea men be- 
hind the ~ymbol, for example in ver. ll, where'the miserable 
sheep are apoken of, who waited upon the great shepherd and 
h e w  that it waa the word of the Lord, also in ver. 12, where 
the prophet treata with the flock itself, respecting his wages, both 
of which.would be inexplicable, if the prophet had been tending 
a real flock of sheep. Moreover, the supposition, that the qm- 
bolical action was a purely inward one, is favoured by the analogy 
of the vieions in the Aret part, which differ from the present only 
so far, that in the letter the prophet appears upon the scene 
as one of the leeding actors, whereaa in the former he seldom 
take8 any part, except when he receivea informhion as to the 
meaning of the symbolical representations (compare, however, 
chap. iii. 5). The department of visions ie generally the mod 
predominant in such propheta aa appeared subsequent to the 
intercoum of the nation with the Chaldeans, especially Ezekiel 
and Daniel, and in the caae of both of these there is every thing 
to indicate the internal character of the events narrated. 
80 far as the meaning of this symbolical action ie concerned, 

we must reject at the outset every interpretation, in which, whilat 
the authenticity of the second parti ie admitted, reference is s u p  
posed to be made to some event that occurred before the captivity. 
They are mod of them the inventione of Jews, who were actuated 
by hostility to Christians, and are all of them so a b m d  as to be 
utterly undeserving of any minute investigation.' The argu- 
ment adduced in support of them, namely the use of the pre- 
terites, loses all ita force, when once it is shown that the prophet 
is here describing a symbolical action. For this had already 
taken place, whilst the thing tspified was atill future. If, then, 
it is clearly eatablbhed, that reference is made to the time of the 
second temple, the choice must be between two interpretations. 
According to the one of these, the whole of the dealings of God 
with the covenant-nation under the second temple are alluded to 
here ; according to the other, the Bgrnbolical repmeentation seta 

1 Compare the peamgea quoted by Abiclit, in hi readsble W i s e  dc h d u  
jueunditatia d anrumpcntium, T h v  n o w  1 p. 1094 eqq. 
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forth one particular effort, which was to be made in the time of 
the aecond temple, to eave the nation from destruction, namely 
the paetoral work of Chriat, and the rejection of the people which 
followed the rejection of the Mesmah. The f i .  view is held b y  
Abarbad ,  whose words we must quota, if only for the purpoee 
of showing, that the power of truth waa supnor to doctrinal 
prejudices in his case, much more than in that of other Jewish 
expositore, and allowed him to grasp at least the fundamental 
idea of the prophecy.' The same opinion is also adopted by 
Cdmic. According to his interpretation, the Lord discharged 
the duties of a shepherd by meane of all his faithful aervmta in 
the time of the second temple, but most perfectly of all by Christ.; 
A n  elaborate dehnce of this view is to be found in A&& p. 
1092 aqq.' On the other hand the opinion, that the prophecy 
relatea exclumvely to the office of shepherd to be filled by Chriat, 
haa predominated to such an extent, that nothing would be 
gained by mentioning the names of its supportere. If we 
examine the arguments adduced in support of the first opinion, 
it will be obvious at once that the reason awigned by Abicht haa 
no force whatever. For how does it follow, from the fad that 

1 He eays, ~oording to A W a  version : Sensue prophetae b eat. Poat- 
qurun dew prophetee ~ndimeeet b o q  quae erant futuna super inoolsrr seoundi 
templi, si vlas ewa bones redderent, seoundum prophetian, qwa jam inter- 

t a b  snm, pergit m o  ad pro hetam, ipei ei ficmdo future, m wn 
retiderent opcm et ne ,ma iR, d i p x  exhiKnt, aed si e mntmrio 

ntges et atwedotee eorum una cum reliquo po ulo deterius viverent, quam 
t.a emoo, quomdo non autbiebat, ut operifue bonis Sheohinam et mve- 

&onom non retiu-t, ad guoque r no ndderent dwlmtionum st a p -  
tivitstis. Et huc tendit ssp~entlum p. m. in principio capitin : Aperi 
Libenon portee tom." (Compere the remarbe on ver 1). 

a " Suwipit ropheta in ee pemnam omnium psebrum ; quasi dimt  : non - ow o b d t  populw inmitiam, re1 o d p n  nu. i a ~ o l ~  et mloribus 
f u d  velit ; quia dew semper obtnlit ee paatomm, et sdhibmt etiam minis- 
tree, quorum menu w m t  populum huna Non etetit igitur per deum, quin 
felidter hsberi potumt hio populus." 

a His main argument is the follomnp : In  anttwntibne m ~ h e t a  hsbi- 

rnulti liationem et colleotionem, 8 qq. promiait, quae omnia ad templi 
mom& *npa mpkiunt. Quonkm v s .  dew pvidit ,  qwd in bono non 
parstikui, sed malin operibus contuminati, poenam meritnri aint, nuno bono- 
"M promiaeioni poenam adjungit, quae eoa mansure sit, ai a legia divinae 
krmb de0eabmnl-Hin rationibus anbnims dim, noetra ve rb  de modo 
Judmm in templo moando pamendi in ere loqui, quo d m  modo bonoe, 
4- mcesrit ptcms, p u t  Kdee~- vita et o p  corn- 

fuenurk" 
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the prophecy contained in chaps. ix. and x. embraces the whole 
period of the eecond temple, from the favours conferred upon the 
Jews in connexion with Alexander's triumphs to the coming of 
Christ, that the prophecy before ue muat be equally comprehen- 
sive ? It ia reatricted rather to the grrir(~1$al oGect of the fore- 
going prediction, namely, the coming of Christ (see chap. ix. 9, 
lo), which it presents in another point of view, in order that its 
meaning may be fully undenstood, and not be so perverted by a. 
onesided and worldly interpretation ee to become pernicious 
i& of salutary. Reference might also be made to Jer. xxiii. 
4, where the Lord promises to give to the people good shepherds 
in the place of the bad ones it had before, and to h k .  xxxiv., 
where the announcement that the Lord will undertake the office 
of shepherd, relates to the entire period extending from the 
return from Babylon to tho coming of Christ. But even in these 
prophecies, which Zechariah evidently had in his mind, peculiar 
prominence is given to the mission of the Messiah, as the higheat 
and most perfect manifeetation of the faithfulnees of the Lord as 
the shepherd of his people. In Ezek. xxxiv. 23, the Lord says, 
" I wiU set up one shepherd over them, and he shall feed them, 
even my servant David ; he shall feed them, and shall be their 
shepherd. And I the Lord will be their God, and my servant, 
David, a prince among them." And in Jer. xxiii. 5, He says, 
" I will raise nnto David a righteous branch, who will be a king, 
and will govern well, and execute judgment and justice in the 
earth." Now why should not Zechariah, with these prophecies 
Idore him, have given prominence to the highest and last mani- 
festation of the fidelity of the Lord as a shepherd, and to 
that alone ; especially when the subordinate manifestations of 
thia fidelity, which were depicted by Jeremiah and Ezekiel at 
the same time, had already taken place to a peat extent in 
the return of the people from captivity, and the raising up of 
thw two excellent rulers, Zerubhbel and Joshua, whoee praiees 
Zechariah had already sounded in the first part of hie book ? It 
is not poseible, therefore, to adduce even a plausible argument in 
favour of this view ; on the other hand a decbive argument may 
be adduced against it. According to this explanation the office 
of shepherd undertaken by the Lord, and consequently the de- 
struction of the three shepherda described in ver. 8, must have 



been a continuow act, which hsted f h n  the Rtmn h m  capti- 
vity till the Bonniur cabsbophe, ,that is for eevenal (xptnriee. 
But it is stated in ver. 8, " I cut oft the three &ephe& in one 
month." We hare here a distinct erplanatian on the pert of 
the prophehit, that his s+mLical repreeentation depicte one eingle 
manifestation of the faithfihm of the Lard as a shepherd, 
which is to be completed in a c~mparatirely brief period of time. 
To thie we may ad4 tbat the term applied b the covenant 
nation, " the flock of the daughter," is wry appropriate to the 
condition of the people at the time when Christ came, but not 
during the whole period of the oecond temple, and lead of 
all to the prophet's own clap It ie true that &kin refere 
it to the lad of these.' But if we examine the deecrip 
tion given in ver. 5, we shall quickly perceive that the state 
of the people depicted there is very ditrerent h m  their poor, 
no doubt, but yet peaceable condition on their return h m  
captivity.-Lastly. the breaking of the staE Caned mercy, d s  
noting the withdrawal of the protection, hitherto dorded by the 
Lord to his people against the heathen nations, and the break- 
ing of the stsff " of the h d  ones," which represented the 
diesolution of the unity erieting in the nation itself, are both of 
them apparently single acts with lasting coneeQuenCeB (campare 
ver. 11, " and it was broken in that day)." The Lord does not give 
up his nation to @g judgments, ae in the previous history, 
to receive it back again when it has repented ; but a peremptory 
decree of rejection ie k e d  against them. And yet, if the 
announcement related to the whole of the dealings of the Lord 
with the covenantnation during the period of the second temple, 
we should expect to find the former. If, then, the rejection ie 
one eingle act, the conduct of the people which OCC88ione it muat 
be the laet and greatest exhiiition of its hardnm of heart ; and 
this wee seen in the rejection of Christ. A comparison of ver. 
4 and ver. 6 will also show that this ie the case : " feed the flock 
of the daughter, . . . for I will no more pity the inhabi- 
h t a  of the land, 4 t h  the Lord." The feeding ie r~presented 
here as the Iczst attempt to m e  the unhappy nation, whoee 
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utter destruction would immediately follow, if, aa was actually 
the case, the attempt should be unsuccessful. 

A difference of opinion hss etill to be mentioned with reference 
to the meaning of I&. The fick of the ehgh te r  may 
mean a flock, already being slaughtered, or one which is to be 
slaughtered at some future time. The Lord may d l  the 
covenant-nation by this name, either for the purpose of showing 
that he has undertaken the office of shepherd, on account of his 
compassion for the miserable condition, into which the people 
had fallen previous to hie becoming their shepherd, or becaulie 
of his pity for the nation, on account of the judgments which 
sti l l  impended over it. It is best to combine the two. The 
wetched condition of the nation at the t)ime, governed aa it was 
by evil rulers both native and foreign, was tho effect of the just 
judgment of God. This condition would not only continue, but 
be heightened in future, if the nation did not sincerely repent ; 
and it is to furnish it with the meam of repentance, that the 
Lord himself undertakes the office of shepherd, and comes to 
eave the lost one.-There can be no doubt that the Lord alludea 
to this paaaage, when he says to Peter in John xxi. 15, " Feed 
my lambs," and in vers. 16, 17, " Feed my sheep." (rd ipv la ,  
which answers to the Hebrew D-Nh, may be explained on the 
supposition that the Saviour had also Is. xl. 11 in his mind, 
which he combines with the passage before us). When Jesus 
is leaving the errrth, ha transfers to Peter, MI his representative, 
the office which the Father has entrusted to him according to 
the words of this prophecy. " J e m  is the Lord of both Lambs 
and sheep. He loves his flock, and commends it to one who 
loves him" (Bengel). But it is remarkable, that Jesue speaks 
of hi8 sheep, whereas the passage on which his words are based 
rnedione the of t h  slaughter, the whole nation which is 
devoted to destruction. The office of shepherd over thi8, how- 
ever, the Lord had already relinquished. Hence he could not 
transfer it to Peter. He simply refers to the office of shepherd 
over the little flock, the elect of the old covenant-nation, " the 
poor of the flock, who wait upon me," as they are called in 

I 
ver. 11.' 
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Ver. 5. " Whoee buyer8 slag them, and hold t k d t r e d  mt 
guz'lty, and whoee sellerr say, bleesed be the Lord, for I enrich 
rny~etf, and their own shepherd8 spare t h  not." 

The futures in this verse are all to be taken aa signs of actione, 
which had indeed already commenced, but would also be con- 
tinued. They are sufficient in themselves to show that it is not 
merely with reference to the present and the @, that the 
Israelites are called aheep for the slaughter. mwv & ie 
rendered by many co~nmentators " they are not punished ;" by 
others "they do not feel themselves guilty." I n  a similar 
manner the words " bleesed be the Lord, I enrich myelf," are 
understood by most expositors aa indicating the greatest cruelty 
and hamhneea on the part of the d e m .  But this view is 
decidedly incorrect. can neither mean "they regard 
themselves aa guilty," no;':iheyue not punished." It is truo 
that D ~ N ,  like all the verbs denoting sinning, baa also a eub- 
ordinat;! Leaning indicating punishment for sin, but the leading 
idea of guilt is never lost sight of. The untenable character of 
this rendering is atill more apparent from a cornparit3on of the 
parallel passages From these we learn that the idea which the 
prophet intends to express ie this, " the wretched condition i f  
the people is not the reeult of human caprice, but of the just 
judgment of God." Jer. ii. 3 io prrrticularly applicable here: 
" Israel was holy to the Lord, the iht-fruits of his inrrecrse. All 
that devoured him tuere guilty, evil came llpon them, esith the 
Lord."' The prophet contrasts the former time, when no one 
could have injured the nation which walked in the fear of God, 

1 JORQUIMORQUIM : (' And M any one, who ate of the 5mt h i t s  of the hwmt 
before the pneste, the sone of Aaron, hod OW some of the oh& upon the 
dtar, was guilty, no did all, who spoiled the hopw of I d ,  oontraot gilt to 
Lhemrelvea by so doing." 
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without inc~vring guilt and exposing himeelf to punishment, 
with the preeent time, when it ia given up by the Lord himself, 
as a jwt prey to its foee, who act sa his instrumente. Jer. L 6, 
7, is equally in point, " my people are lost sheep; their shepherde 
lead them h y  ; they let them wander about upon the moun- 
tains; they go from mountain to hill, they forget their fold. 
All who h d  them devour them, and their adveraariea sey, toe 
i m r  no guaTt, because they have sinned against the Lord, the 
habitation of righteousness, againat the Lord, the hope of their 
fiithers." The m o n  why their enemies are not guilty ie here 
expresely dated to be, that the nation has fallen away from its 
God, who has given them up to the tyranny of their enemies, aa 
a jwt oct of divine jtu&mmt. Jer. xxv. 9 a h  deaervea to be 
quoted, although not so distinctly referred to by the prophet, an 
the two already mentioned : " Behold, I send and take all the 
families of the north, aaith the Lord, and Nebuchadneeear, the 
king of Babylon, my eepvant, and bring them upon thie land, 
and upon all theae nations round about, and I pta;ca t h  under 
~JM ban, and lay them waete," kc. Nebuchadnezear ie repre 
mnted here am the minister of divine juetice, who might have 
executed ita decrees upon the covenant nation in an irreproach- 
able manner, if thie appointment had been the motive by which 
he wsa actuated, just aa the war against the people of the cove- 
nant ia deeclibed as a holy war in chap. xxii. 7 (" I mctify 
destroyere upon thee.") 

" Thv esllere my" is equivalent to they might say. A pereon 
is often repreeented aa hsving said what he might very naturally 
have said under the circumetsnces. But if we compare Is. xxxvi. 
10, where Sennacherib says, " Bm I now come up without the 
Lord against this land to destroy it 3 the Lord mid unto me, go 
up againat this land, and deskoy it," we ahall see that the enemies , 
of the Iaraelitea had some conception at times of their high voca- 
tion. Gain which can lead a man to my, " blesr or pmiee the. 
Lord," in other words for which he can thank God, ia righteou 
gain.' pa$ ie not their poueaon, u many soppose, but Udr 
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selh-8, aa the antithesis to l;l?)h clearly shows (compare I& 
xxiv. 2). Tho b u y m  and ~edet-8 of the flock are those who d o  
just aa they pleaea with the covemnt-nation. We cannot follow 
Theodoret, Cym7, and many others, who imagine that wicked 
rulere belonging to the nation itself are intended. The expres- 
sion mud rather be referred to foreign oppressors, as it has been 
by Jerome, who correctly explains it aa denoting the Romans. 
This is obvious from the parallel passages just quoted, and still 
more so from the circumstances themselves. How could the 
flock of Israel be a lawful gain to its native shepherds ? They 
were the principal cause of its rebellion, and the punishment fell 
with peculiar severity upon them (compare ver. 17 and Jer. 
xxiii. 1). On the other band the shepherdo, who do not spare 
the flock, are most probably the native rulers exclusively, ss we 
may gather from ver. 8 and vere. 15-17. The former of t h e e  
also furnishes conclusive evidence, that by the shepherds we are 
not to undersfand merely the iivil rulers, as A b a r b a d  and 
h t i w  do, but the ecclesiastical rulers dm, particularly those 
whom the Lord had appointed in any way to be the leaders of 
the nation. There is a gradation in the passage, therefore ; not 
only will the people continue to groan, as they do now, under the 
oppression of foreign tyrants, but their own rulers will also be 
irretrievably ruined as well a .  they. The apparently feeble ex- 
preamon, " they spare not," is stronger than any positive state- 
ment as to the nature of their conduct would be, eapecitlliy when 
applied to the native shepherds, since it indicates at once, that 
both nature and duty required them to spare their own flock, and 
therefore it was a severe judgment on the part of Qod, when 
they denied it. 

Ver. 6. "For I wrU d t  spare the inhabitante of t7w land, 
saith tire Lord, a d  I will give one.;& the power of another, 
and i& the potow of his king; and th.y b y  wade the l a d ,  
and I m'U not save out of the& hand." 

q3 at the commencement of this verse might refer to ver 5. 
I n  this case the futurea would have to be taken in the sense of 
ordinary futures, and the flock of the daughter would mean one 
which waa aflerward to be slaughtered, and not one whom 
slaughter had already commenced. The preaent verse would 
then msign the reason, why the nation wm to be given up to 



destruction, without ita destroyers being chargeable with guilt, 
provided it resisted tl& laat attempt at its rescue. The Lord, 
who hae long waited for fruit from the bad tree, must at last cut 
it down. But aa the flock is represented in ver. 7 aa being 
already in a miserable condition, at the time when the Lord 

8 

entens upon his office aa shepherd, we have no m n  to restrict 
vers. 4 and 5 to the future. I t  is better, therefore, to refer 92 to 

the injunction "feed the &ck of the slaughter." Make a laat 
attempt to save it, for I cannot and must not any longer suffer 
its fearful apoetaay to go unpunished. P H ~ ,  the land, viz., 

V T  T 

the land of Ierael, already referred to. " He is speaking of the 
land, to which he has already referred, and not of the whole 
world, ore the Jewioh commentators h v o  f&ly interpreted, in 
their wish to turn the sentence of God away from themaelves to 
some other quarter." (Jerome). 

The explanation of this verse also depends upon 8 p a d e l  paa- 
sage in Jeremiah (chap. xix. 9) : " And I cause them to eat the 
flesh of their eons and the fleah of their daughters, and they eat 
every one the fleah of his friend in their distress and want, which 
are brought upon them by their enemies and those who seek their 
life." A twofold cause of their ruin is given, a twofold punishment 
from the Lord is mentioned, namely the atrife among the people 
themselves which is heightened by suffering, and the oppression 
of the foe. We find precisely the same thing here ; the former 
ie indicated in the expression, " I  give them to one another," 
and the latter in the words, " I give them up h~ their king." That 
we are to understand by the king a foreign oppressor, and not a 
native ruler, is evident from the fact, that the covenant-nation 
had no native king in the time of the prophet, and that he never 
speaks of any such king in bis descriptions of the future, with 
the exception of the Messiah. Contention within and foes without 
are not only mentioned in the paasage quoted from Jeremiah 
and in Is. ix. 7 sqq. (compare especially vers. 18, 19, and chap. 
iii. 4), but they are also linked together by our prophet him~elf 
in chap. viii. 10, as the two principal methods of punishment 
employed by God for the chaefieement of his people, " for before 
these days . . there was no peace from the enemy, and I set 
every man one ngainst mother." This miser~ble date of thinga, 

a 
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which existed in the nation previous to the coxbencement of its 
captivity, is here represented as returning with still greater force 
on account of ita base ingratitude for repeated forgiveness, and 
ita relapee into apoatssy. If me turn to the fulfilment, we may 
see at once that the king is the Roman Emperor. (Compare 
John six. 15, where the Jews say, " we have no king but Caaw.'') 
We need not etop to show how literally this prophecy applies to 
the fate of the Jews subsequent to their rejection of Christ, to 
the pawionate contesta of parties within the city and eventually 
its conquest by the Romans ; much less is there any necessity to 
bring forward the well-known passages from Jomphus, which 
Jahn has provided with so liberal a hand. Bleek is of opinion 
that the expreadon " of hie king," is a proof that the reference 
can only be to a native king. But he hrts overlooked Hoax xi. 
5, " Aesyria is his king." There is probably a distinct allusion 
to this passsge in the words before us, and there is the greater 
reason for supposing this, from the fact that Aeayria ia mentioned 
in chap. x. 10, with evident reference to Hosea, ns the represen- 
tative of the imperial power. (This paasage also furnishes a 
refutation of H o h n n ,  who most strangely interprets this verse 
as denoting the ill-treatment of the whole human race; (see 
Weissagung und E f i i u n g  i. p. 318). Schmkder sap, " we 
cannot regard these words as relating to the king of the whole 
land, for every one is to be given into the hand of hie king, not 
of the king wha is king of all." But the king of the whole land 
is also the king of every individual. The mode of expression 
employed is a peculiar one, which would certainly appear strange 
if it stood by itself; but it is to be explained from its connexion 
with the previous clause, " I give them into the power of one 
another." Those who refer the expeasion to a native king, 
however, must fail to notice vers. 1-3, where foreign foes are 
described as laying waste the land, and also ver. 10, where the 
principal danger is represented as coming from without, in con- 
wquenoe of the covenant with the nations being broken-To 
the word ~nm,  " the neighbour and the king," might be supplied 
as the subject.' But it is better to underetand the king alone as 
being the subject, or rather the heathen foe conceded behind 
him. For apparently the words, " and they lay the land mete," 
are simply an abridgment of the account of the hoatile i n v ~ i o n  
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in vers. 1-43. r\nh to mite iropieae, may be more suitably 
applied to a hoa&k'invaaion, than to internal contentions. In 
other pammp it is always used in connexion with foreign foes, 
(Num. xiv. 45 ; Deut. i. 44 ; Is. xxiv. 12). The words, " I will 
not deliver out of their hand," alao point to heathen oppreseion. 

Ver. 7. " And eo I fed the f mk of the elaughter, time* the 
wad  rniembk eheep, and I took unto me two etavee, the one I 
caaecE loodinem, m d  the other I CRW the united one, and fed 
j o c k . "  

There can be doubt, that $7 meam thercjbre, on thh oomml. 
Other renderings have all been adopted without any foundation. 
The dmplest explanation is that given by Hz'tdg, who supposea 
tbe expression to refer to vers. 5, 6, in which caw the word 
therefwe merely rep& in a more distinct and emphatic manner, 
what haa already been mid at the commencement, " and so I 
fed." As the directions to feed the sheep are explained by w h t  
followa in vm. 6, which commences with "for," so does the 
account of the execution of the order point back to the eame 
explanation through the word therefm (I fed), with which it 
begina 2% m M l e  ofthe shee?r, are the moat miaerable sheep, 
those whose mimable condition is such, that the rest in com- 
parison are not kniaerable at all. The queation arises, however, 
where ere we to find the whole, the flock generally, with which 
the part is here compared. If we mippoae the former to be one 
particular flock, the nation of Israel for example, the miserable 
would then be a portion of that nation, which was peculiarly 
mimble .  If, on the other hand, we understand the former 
rrs denoting sheep genemlly, meaning thereby all people and 
nations, the moat miserable eheep would then be the whole of 
the covenantaation. The former is the more customary view ; 
and it is generally supposed that an antithesis is intended here, 
similsr to Ezek. xxxiv. 16 : " I will seek the loat, and bring 
back the strayed,.bind up the wounded, and strengthen the sick ; 
but the fat and strong I will destroy." It is also added that the 
most miaerable are those, who are made humble by their misery, 
and long for salvation. But on closer examination it is evident 
that the latter view is the correct one. It m o t  be objected to 
this, that in ver. 11 " the most miserable sheep " are only the 
ood-fesring portion of the nation. For the limitation docs not 
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arise from the expression, " the most miserable sheep," bu$ 
from the c l a w  which follows, " who adhered to me ;" and 
this modifying clause rather tends to show that " the mod 
miserable sheepJJ is in itself a general expression, not limited 
to any particular cl&s, but referring to the whole nation. The 
most decisive evidence in favour of the latter, however, is to be 
found in two @el pasmges of Jeremiah, viz., chap. xlix. 20, 
" Surely they (the children of Edom) tear the lowliest sheep ;" 
and chap. 1. 45, where the same statement is made with refe- 
rence to the Chaldeana. I n  both passages, " the lowlieat aheep " 
is an expression applied to the Israelites, in contrast with all the 
nations round about. Moreover the Lord is described in vers. 
4 a d  9 ae undertaking the office of shepherd, not merely over 
a portion of the nation, but over the whle, and for the good of 
the whole. The expression, " most miserable sheep" is iden- 
tical with " cheep of th slaughter," by which the whole nation 
is designated. The fact that two shepherds' staves are taken, is 
supposed by many expositors to denote the various ways in 
which God dealt with the nation. But this idea ie founded 
upon an erroneous interpretation of the names of the staves. A 
shep..erd's staff is the instrument with which the shepherd de- 
fends his flock and ensures their well-being ; " thy rod and thy 
staff they comfort meJ' (Pa. xxiii. 4). Hence the two staves, 
taken on this ocwion, indicate the protection afforded by the 
good shepherd against a twofold danger, from outward foes and 
inward contention ; the two sources of danger referred to in ver. 
6, as thone which would lead to the ruin of the nation, in the 
event of its hardness of heart continuing. But now, so long as 
tho last attempt to lead it to repentance continues, the danger 
is averted by the faithful shepherd. After this it breaks in with 
fearful violence. 

0p 5 is rendered by most commentatore loveliness or beauty 
(Sept., K~XXOP ; Aquila and Symmnachw, ~ h p b s r a  ; Jerome, 
decua). At first sight the word, as thus interpreted, appears to 
have but little meaning ; and, according to ver. 10, the s W  
repmeutcd the mercy of the Lord, by which he protected tho 
na t io~~  from being destroyed by outward foes. But the usages 
of the language are decisive in favour of this rendering, and 
every objection icl removed by the f ~ c t ,  that the expression, 
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w h i c h  ie inddnite in it&, is more precisely defined by the two 
eawlier pasages to which this refers, .h., Ps. xc. 17, " The love- 
liness of the Lord be upon UB #', (may it show itself in our history), 
and Pa xxvii. 4, " One thing have I desired of the Lord, that 
will I eeek after, that I may dwell in the h o w  of the Lord all 
h e  days of my life, to behold the lovelintw of the Lord, and to 
enquire in his temple." According to these paseages the st& love- 
Lineee can only denote the lovely curpect in which the Lord man& 
feste Asheelf to h& people, and therefore is identical with the BW 
mercy. W e  cannot agree with Bleek, who explains the name a~ 
denoting the lovelinem of the people, an explanation at veriance 
alike with the pasages quoted and also with ver. 10, where the 
Btaff denotes an act of God ; nor yet with Maurer who renders 
it amenitatem, d a m  cornmodam. The Bingular py3 indicates 
the relation of the One God to hie nation ; the plural &an 
that of the members of the nation to one another.-The second 
name D5hfi ie mppoeed by many to be used in a bad sense de- 
noting'eithbrFhtea or doleatea. Thus in contrast with the fir$ 
s t d  grace, the second is the Btaff woes, with which the nation ie 
to be punished, in case it ahould refuse to receive the Lord ae its 
shepherd.' But the following proofs are rnlficient Q edablish 
its incorrectneae. (1). does not mean to deetroy Qr to be 
deatrqyed either in the ~ ' l i o r  Niphal, much lese to feel pain.' 
(2). Thh rendering, as C a n  has already observed, is shown to 

1 The laat to defend thia view ie Ho-nn ( W b e w e i e  ii. 2, p. 557), 
" AE there is a $an, rhioh means to do evil or infliot evil, &an, ?hi& 
denote8 the various methods of W ~ o t i n g  evil, forms an appropmte anbtheeis 

"9% p n e q p i  d d m d  in wpport of the meaning to deetroy which h u  
already been oontested by Qwset  and SchuUcns (ad Joburn p. 964) are the 
following. Neh. i. 7, We hare ainned against thee $7 &an 53n," 
is generally rendered, "We have dealt cormptly toward: th&;"Tor "%e 
beve acted wiokedly towarda thee ;" but it  ou h t  rather to be rendered, We 
m ledged to thee,'' omni pi ore obatricti &i tenemur ad panam ; Schul- 
tenuka admirably illmtra&his fmm the Arabiu ~ y i n g ,  Every man ir 

ledged to death, every evil doer to,puniehment," or "Eve man bmdn 
Llf by the th ing  whioh he does. Job xuiv.  31 ia usu~& e l a t e d ,  
I paid the penalty, and will do wrong no more" (5ynN &). But . .. 

the pmy renderin would be, "1 bear (or there  ha^ mme b h n  me) w6U I 
do not eaerve. fob  intendn to mplsasnt his innocence na evnti~-~ and 
therefore employs the future.--Pmv. xiii. 13, " W h ~ s o  daspieeth the word, 
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be incorrect, by the fact that the Lord makee use of the M to 
feed the flock dudrag the day of grace, and that he is r epmnted  
in ver. 14 ss breaking it when the period of grace is over. From 
thie it is evident that the st& must be a symbol of b h ~ k g 8 ,  
end not ofpunkehmente. The breaking of the 6rat s W  denoted 
the' withdrawal of a divine bleesing, and that of the aecond does 
the m e .  Taking the eteff, therefore, must r epmnt  the 
bedowal of a bleeeing; and aa the harmony of the nation ie 
deetroyed when the eta$ is broken, thie harmony must be the 
bleesing bestowed when the staff ia taken in the hand. (3). It 
is difEcult to understand the use of the plural, if this explanation 
be adopted. 

Other expsitors, who are convinced that this rendering ie in- 
admissible, have taken the word in the sense of binding. Three 
different modifications of this meaning have been suggested. 
Many of the early hnalatora have rendered the word dl either 
bemuse they regarded h h  aa merely another form of h, s * T 

cord, or because they pointed it differently. Thus in the S e p b  
gint, Aquih, and Syrnmachw we have rui I+ k d p a v  irdbuta 
c q o l v ~ u p a .  Jermne translates it et altet-amr vocavi f.ni&. 

35 5>nq1 ie pledged to himself, namely for punishment." Thus there in not - - .. 
a dngie -&wage, in whioh either the Kal or Niphal ie where the meani 
D c h h y  im even a probable one. The hd that i t 3 o u n d  in the ~ i ~ a  
proveu nothing. For thii may be traceable to a modifidon of the $rr~.ry 
meaning of the word, produoed by the conjugation itaelf. 5m, to bird end - - 
to k bound; Piel, to enmarel then to dcrdroy. I n  Chaldee & the menning 
to destroy i o  not found in the Peal, but in the PRel alone. n5q3n (pmw - -z 

Jcrdurn, d m )  in Dan. Pi. 23, to whioh appeal is a h  made, & l i t shy  the 
- - 

PI- one (Amon ii. 8) mrding to the view nlredy given. 5m1 
in Dan. iii. 25 (compere h iv. 22) in to be explained by the help-07 Miosh 
i i  10, where 53n, a cord, is used to denote pain ; pein and hurt being re- 
garded aa a condition of reatmin$ tornrmturn a t w p n d o .  Qmiw ondea- 
voum to trace the s u p p e d  rneglun4, it d pcraawpmmcs@it, to the 
pimy signifiation to bind, hut n= .uma. There is no necennity 
to mume, am some of the more modern lexi-phers have done, that Sm 
im made up of two diiterent roots. Abi& @. 1100) hm already shown-& 
what way the meanings may all be traoed to the one primary nignifioation 
io bind or to be lmund. 

4 
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Clc+tbin, who points the word r n h ,  adopts the Bame rendering.' 
Others 0.9. MU#,' ~ t c a k r ,  a d  karck) take the word as an 
active participle, " ths binders.- And others again, with De 
Dicu ae their leader, regard it aa a passive participle, and render 
it "the bound" or " the allied." There can be no doubt what- 
ever that the word ie generally ueed in Hebrew in the sense of 
binding, and that not merely in a literal, but elm in a meta- 
phorical  sen^.^ There can dm be just aa little doubt, that 52n 
hae both an active and pawive signification. Thie is dEcientG 
evident from the metaphorical use of the term Pfandung, which 
hes the double meaning of binding another, and binding one's 
self or being bound. (Compare the pwgea quoted from Job 
and Nehemiah). In the Arabic the two corresponding verbe 
A and A, which originally formed but one root, have 
not only an active meaning in the fir& conjugation, but a paesive 

aud reflective aenre ae rdL &, to pledge and to destroy, 
both from the idea of binding, the latter as being in a forced - - 
condition, or one of restraint. Ir;, demene, mMczlsfuit,to - - 
be mentally bound. &#, f d w  inivil, and +,poegnan@ 
fuit, a state of physical bondage, as madneae ia Gne of mental. 
Now from this we may we, that the choice between the three 
modificatione mentioned is not a dillicult one. The first is too 
arbitrary to merit any notice. The second is untenable, because 
i t  furnishes no explanation of the use of the plural ; for who 
could the binder8 be ? The third hae everything in ita favour. 
The second st&, in perfect harmony with ver. 14, represented 
the brotherly union which continued to exist in the covenant- 
nation during the period of grace, through the interposition of 
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the Lord. The words, "and so I tended the flock," are not 
merely a mperfhoue repetition, but show that the tending took 

I 

place by meana of the staves. The rendering adopted by many, 
"with which I fed the flock," is correct as far as the s e w  b 
concerned. 

Ver. 8. " And I w t  ofthe three shepherds in one month, a d  
I was my of them, and their soul a h  rebelled a q a h t  me." 

We shall enquire, first of all, who are to be understood by 
the three shepherds. We reject at the outset the view expressed 
by Calvin, Jahn, Rwenmiiller, and others, who suppose that we 
have here a definite number for an indefinite, three for several. 
Instead of " the three shepherds" (Sept. t o k  ~ p e i c  rroc&vaq) we 
should have in this case simply " three shepherde." The article 
ie just aa decisive against those who understand by the three 
~hepherds three distinct i n d i v i d d .  If this were the meaning, 
we should either find the individuals mentioned before, in which 
case a simple allusion would be sufficient (but no such shep 
herds have ever been mentioned), or they muet have been so 
well known to the prophet's readers that he might safely assume 
that they would readily understand him.' But it is impossible 
to find three individuals to whom the words would apply. This is 
evident from the fact that, of all those who support thh explana- 
tion, hardly two are to be found, who agree aa to the pemm 
referred to. Moreover the views advocated by the majority of 
these expositors must be rejected at the outset, on the simple 
&und that they seek the three shepherds among those who lived 
before the Babylonian captivity, whereas it is to a future event 
that reference is here made.' There can be no doubt, therefore, 

m r h  away at the word Tn>n, which mu& mean to cut off, as ver. 9 
oleerly ehowe ; and Ew2d invents "a third ruler, who rose u at the same 
time and waa quick1 overthrown, poaibl on the other side o! the Jodnn. 
but who is nsaarij; pmd over In 2 Hge XV:IO-I~.'~ m e  opinion i. 
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that the prophet is speaking, not of three individuals, but of 
t h ~ e e  order8 of sirepherde. Those who hold this opinion are 
divided agah into various clasees. Junim, Piecator, and 
L&~ictfoot conjecture that the Pharisees, Sadducees, and Eeeenea, 
are &erred to, a notion which must be rejected on the simple 
ground that these Jewish seds could not possibly be called the 
8-irerde of the nation. Marck imagined the civil, eccleaiasti- . 
cal, and military authorities to be intended ; but he haa not 
brought forward any proofs that the latter are ever represented 
as belonging to the shepherds of the theocracy. I f  it may be 
rega7ded as certain, that the tlree 8hephercEe repre8ent the three 
c l a m  of 8hephde existing in the theocracy, in other won% 
the leaders of the &ion, the only ctn-rect method of procedure 
ia to enquire, whether Zechariah himeelf, or any other of the 
Old Testa.ment wra'ter~, especially t h e  who lived about his 
time, hua anyzohere referred to three c b e 8  of 8hepkd8 ae the 
ede leaders of the theomacy. Now if we adopt this course, we 
shall see that Zechariah carnot powibly have thought of tiny 
others than the civil authm'tk, the priate and the pmphels. 
This is the oldeat interpretation in existence.' We may see 
how natural it is, from the f a t  that, whilst Christ wae to com- 
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bine in hie own person all the offices which existed in t h e  Old 
Teetament, these three are the only ones which the Church has 
ever attributed to him, a proof that they must occupy a very 
prominent position in the Old Testament, and that there is no 
foundation for Schmieder'8 ~ser t ion,  that it cannot be shown 
that this threefold diviaion of the offices wm distinctly racog- 
n i d  either before or during the time of Zechariah. The fsct 
that this explanation waa not universally adopted in later timea, 
may be easily accounted for, on the ground that it waa difficult 
to prove the existence of the prophetic office in the time of 
Christ. What else could have led any one to eeek for other 
shepherds than those which are constantly associated together 
in this capacity, to the exclusion of every other, and which' are  
also repre8ented, a8 in this passage, a8 h&ng been together the 
main c a w  of the misery an& destruction of the nation ? There 
are numeroue.paseages in Jeremiah, which might be compared 
with this. For example, Jer. ii. 8, " The p&b said not where 
is the Lord, and they that handle the law (also priests) knew 
me not ; the shepherds (with p i a l  reference to the civil autbo- 
rities), sinned against me, and the prophetu propheaed by Baal ;" 
ver. 26, " As the thief is ashamed when he ie found, so in the  
house of Israel put to shame, they, their kings, their princes (the 
two together conatituting the civil authorities), and their priests, 
end their prophets." Jer. xviii. 18, " And they say, come and 
let us devise devices against Jeremiah; for the law cannot perish 
from the priests, nor counsel from the wise, nor the word from 
the prophets." If we examine the prophecies of Zechariah 
himself, we find the other two classes of shepherds most dis- 
tinctly noticed in connexion with the prophetic order, of which 
he was the representative, in chap. iv. 12-14. ' To the enquiry, 
what the two olive branches were, which fed the lamp (the king- 
dom of God) with the oil pressed from their fruit, the prophet 
receivea the following reply, " these are the two sons of oil, which 
etand before the Lord of. the whole earth." The two orders, 
through which the Lord communicated hie mercy to the Church, 
are here ssid to be the priesthood and the civil authorities, the 
former being at that time represented by Joshua, the latter by 
Zerubhbel. It is very obvious from a comparison of chap. iii. 
that it is not in their individud capacity that t'hem two are 
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referred to here, for throughout that chapter Joshua is always 
apoken of as a representative, sometimes of the priesthood, and 
at other times of the whole nation. This paasage is so far a m  
l o p  to the paatage before us, thedore, tW in tlrc latter the 
wcEer8 into which the leader8 of the nutim were divided are a h  
personsjki ae individwCe. Compare also Mal. ii. 7, where 
the prieatly order ia called the messenger of the Lord of H&. 

The only difiiculty which remains ia how to explain the ht 
that the prophetical order should be introduced aa one of the 
three, eeeing that this had been extinct for a long time before 
the period of fulfilment. We reply that, in sccardsnca with the 
eesential character of prophecy, the prophet represents the future 
by means of the amlogous circumetancea of his own time. Juet 
as the order of the civil shepherds continued to exist though 
kinge had ceaaed to reign, so did the ordPr of prophets continue, 
80 far ae everything eaaentiel wae concerned, even aRer the eus- 
pension of the gift of prophecy. The vocation of the prophet 
WUJ to make known to the people the word and will of God (Jer. 
xviii 18). Before the completion of the canon thie was done 
by mesne of revelations made directly to the prophete them- 
selves, but after this it was accomplished by the invetdigation of 
earlier revelations under the guidsnce of the Spirit of God, and 
the application of the results to the peculiar aircumatancea of the 
age. The p k  of the propheta was occupied by the wribes, on 
whom, according to the book of Eccleaiaeticus, ohap. xxxix., the 
Lord richly bestowed the apirit of underatanding, who studied 
the wisdom of the ancients, invedipted the prophetg, delivered 
instruction and counsel, and who were noted for wise seyinge. 
They stood in the aame relation to the propheta of the Old Tee- 
tament, as the enlightened teachers of the Christian Church to 
the prophetg of the New. The three constituent elements of the 
Jewish Sanhedrim anwPer to the three shepherds mentioned here, 
namely, the leading priests, the scribes, and the elders, dpxbepcir, 
ypoppwek, ?rpcojlhrpo~ (Matt. xsvi. 3). 

What b e  we to t m d - e r d  @-th cutting o $ d  &g)*ll)ina- 
tion of the three dtepherde ? In  the opinion of many commen- 
tators, the literal destruction of the individual, themselves. But 
a difficulty arises here from the fact that the extermination of 
the shepherde precedes the breaking of the staffs. It cannot, 
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therefore, be a literal extermination that is intended, for tire ehep- 
her& are r-ted immediately afterroarde as etiU in m'etence. 
It is they who provoke the good shepherd to impatience, and aa- 
aume the attitude of greatest hostility to him, and from the use of 
the future with Vav. convereive, this must be regarded, not as pre- 
ceding the extermination, but rather as the result of it. It is their 
obstinate resistance, by which a11 his pastoral efforts are fms- 

' 

trated, that leads him to break the staves and lay down the 
office of shepherd. We can only think, then, of an extemnina- 
tion of the shepherds, ae shq7rerd.8, that is, their depotition from 
their office, the tacit assertion of their non-existence, which was 
followed by their outward removal in due time. To effect this 
deposition of the shepherds was the leading object of the Lord 
during his term of office. But the very diepoeition, which made 
them deserve to be deposed, also prevented the sentence, which 
was pronounced upon them with absolute authority, from b e i i  
carried out in its fullest extent. Only the most miserable of the 
sheep which hearkened to the Lord (ver. ll), withdrew from 
their pernicious guidance. It was not till the rejection of the 
whole nation, which was blind to ite own intereste, that the tten- 
tence waa executed in ile full extent by fm& foee, and without 
its receiving good shepherds in the place of the bad, which would 
have been the case if it had obeyed the good shepherd, and 
carried out the decree of extermination itself. BBle ash,  " How 
can it possibly be said of the Redeemer, that the object of hie 
efforta was to liberate the peop l~x te rna l ly  or inlCTnaay- 
from the rule of their civil authorities, and consequently fo 
exempt them from obedience  toward^ them Y' But it is not to 
" civil authority," in its ordinary sense, that reference is mhde 
here, (the political power was then in the hands of the Romans), 
but to an order of shepherds r e b g  upon a theological founda- 
tion. We have, in fact, the s e n t h e  of deposition formally 
pronounced in Matt. xxiii. 2, 3 : " the Scribea and the Pharioees 
sit in Moses' seat : all, therefore, whatsoever they bid you 
observe, that observe and do ; but do not 'ye after their works." 
Respect for the ecclesiastical authorities is here torn up by the 
roots. Henceforth the h ~ n d s  alone are to be moved, not the 
heart. To render inward obedience is not a duty, but a sin. 
The whole chapter will  how us what the extermination of the 
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+herds means. The second passage in the New Testament 
is John x The evil shepherds, whom the good ehepherd will 
remove out of the way, when he undertake8 the care of the h k ,  
are the "etrangere" in ver. 5, the " thieves" in ver. 8, the "hire- 
lingsw in ver. 12. Of them .the Lord says in ver. 8, " all that 
ever came before me are thieves and robbers, but the sheep did 
not hear them,"-words which, in their cutting severity, come- 
pond exactly to the expreesion, "I cut off" in the passage before 
ua The very fact that Jam invariably addresees himself to the 
dXXot, ia a practical declaration that the shepherds are no mom 
W e  never find the Lord or hie apostles attempting to &ect a 
reform of the ruling power. On the contrary thie is alwaye 
regarded as under sentence of condemnation. The destruction 
of the shepherds was eccomplished in one month. This cannot 
be merely equivalent to "within a '  short apace of time," aa 
Ximchi, Calvin, and othors suppose. If so, there would be good 
ground for Hiteye question, " Why should a month be spoken 
of', when moet likely a day or an hour would have been more 
appropriate ?" That the prophet would have d d  " in one day," 
if he had simply meant within a very short time, ia evident fiom 
the parallel passage in chap. iii. 9, where the reconciliation to 
be effected by the Meeeiah is thns described, " I will remove the 
iniquity of that land in one day." Tho month is to be reckoned 
fiom the commencement of the shepherd's minidry ; and the 
expremion " in one month" is to be taken as denoting a period, 
which is long when compared with " one day," but brief ae 
contrasted with other perioda of time. It shows that the exter- 
mination of the three shepherds is not to be regarded as a single 
act, like the expiation, but aa a continuous act, which occupies 
eoare time. It sds before us in an appropriate manner the 
repe&d efwte on the part  of Chriet, to deliver the poor nation, 
tAe h t  eiwp of the house of Imad, from the p'ritua2 tyranny 
of ite blind and cormpt guidee. " I was weary of them," lit., 
my eoul waa short with them, I lost (I11 patience with them.' 

is usually rendered " to fee2 digwt," according to the ana- - v 

1 ,Wm&eu (on PKIV. xx. 21) says, "thiu expremion doer not b o b  
d m m l  a, muah aa the indignation which ariaee from intolersble injurieq 
rurderwbohthemindis,aeitwm,o pgard .lLd 8uff-** 

The 
impti- of one who is gcievouly a d ,  oppreesed, stifled; who can 
M y  lmethe, is everphere apparent." 

VOL. IV. C 
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logy of the Syriac. But this is not quite correct. Schd&w 
hae alresdy shown that the verb denotes the hostile and mslignant 
disposition of the three shepherds, regarded both aa condemned 
by (30d and as springing from an evil moral source, and therefm 
~ m l d  not be applied to the feelings cherished by the good 
shepherd towards them. In Arabic J& denotes a low and 
corrupt atate of mind generally, and is then specially applied to 
avarice as e baae passion. In Hebrew this is evidently the idea, 
in the only other pasage in which the verb occurs, Prov. xl 
xxi. n~~ n591 ia an inheritance acquired in a despicable 
manner.  he' evil shepherds are idamed with contemptible 
hatred towards the good shepherd, becaw he expow their 
wickedness, and seeks to deprive them of their power. They do 
dl they am, therefore, to prevent the execution of his commia- 
sion. " Their soul" is not merely a substitute for the personal 
pronoun, but denotes the intensity and depth of the abhorrence. 
Mau* would refer the words 033 and o \ ~ ) ~ ~ ' t o  the sheep 
rather than the shepherds, but evidently for no other reason than 
that his false views respecting the shepherds require it. If theae 
are to be regarded as individuals, and not as orders, their exter- 
mination muit necessarily consist in their death, and nothing 
more can be predicated after this. If the sheep are intended, it 
is difficult to see what gives rise to the impatience and wearinem. 
Both of these presuppose, that some contention hae already been 
described aa taking place between the good shepherd, and those 
to whom the words refer. The latter do not wish to be deposed. 
Hence the impatience, and the efforte made by the good shepherd 
to effeot their depomtion excite the most malignant feeling8 on 
their ptixt. ' 

Ver. 9. And I d  not feed you ; the dad thi* shaU die, 
that which ie twtmniaated shun be e a t e m i d ,  and the rest will 
colzcrzlme every one the other.' 

rf3clrrnieder hae very properly compared this paseage with John 
viii. 21, " I go away, and ye ahall aeek me and shall die in your 
sine." But there ia a still closer reaemblence in Matt. xxiii. 37, 
38,." 0 Jerusalem, J e d e m ,  . . . , , , . how often 
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wonld I have gathered thy c h i l h  together, . . . . . and 
ye would not I Behold your house is left unto you desolate." 
The dekmhation not to feed the "poor sheep" any more, 
which is b a d  upon the diecovey made in ver. 8, preeuppoees 
that they resemble the shepherds. There are many who follow 
the SGpEw49Cwnt (du08YQak~~)  and Jeronae, and understand the 
futarae as expressing a wish. But the very form of the worde 
abm that this oannot be the case. They are predictions. The 
" dGCld tiring " and " th& which ie e x l e r n u m c W  denote some- 
thing, which is devow to so certain a destruction, that it may 
be regarded as dead and exterminated already. The only thing 
that could have averted this deetruction would have been their 
fo11owing the good ahepherd ; but now thet'he has been obliged 
to give up his ofbe, things are left to take their natural course. 
Them are three kinds of destruction r e f d  to here, as a com- 
parison of the pmdel pssaages will show ; p&gw, moh as d y  
breake out in besieged cities (the dead will die), violent death 
from foreign foes, and a tcrrc'ble atrife among the oitizens them 
adm, in conmquence of the existing distress Compare, for 
example, Jer. xv. i 2, " Then said the Lord unto me, though 
Moaea and Semuel stood before me, yet my mind could not be 
towards thia people ; cast them out of my sight, and let them 
go forth And it shall come to pas, if they say unto thee, 
Whither shall we go forth 2 then shalt thou tell them, thus saith 
the Lord : such as are for death, to death ; and such as are for 
the sword, to the sword ; and such 88 are for the famine, to the 
famine ; and auch as are for captiGty, to captivity." Also, Jer. 
xxxh. 17, lL Ye have not hearkened unto me, in proclaiming 
liberty, every one to his brother, and eve y man to his neighbow ; 
behold, I proolaim liberty for you to the s d ,  to the p t z ' k x ,  
cwrd to the famins." See also Eesk vi. 12, " He that is far off 
&all die of the pestilence ; and he that is near shall fall by the 
eword ; and he that ~emaineth and he that is preserved shall die 
by the tkmine." No proof need be adduced, that the destruction 
of the Jewish state was really efFeded by the combination of dl 
aherre three.-Ad t k  who remain unU eat tire ,&ah one of 
ascother.' A similar desmiption is given of the manner in which 
the cithens of the kingdom of Israel fought one against another, 
1 Ha& : l1 Ex nbie ferg in quam praeter n e t o m  hae o m  degtmmbunt." 

c 2 



36 ~lC891dIC PREDICTIONS IN TEE PROPHETS. 

in consequence of the dietreaa which preceded ita M. See In. 
ix. 19 sqq. l1 No man shall epare hie brother. They devour 
on the right hand, and are hungq ; they devour on the left hand 
m d  are not eatidled ; every man eateth the fl-h of hie arm" 
( r a p ,  that is, against hie own flesh, inasmuch m thoae who 
destroy one another are members of one communiQ, of one 
national body). 

Ver. 10. "And I took my stc~flovelinese a d  hoke it, that 
I m+ht put an end to my covenant, which I irad d u d e d t o i t l i  
all n d h . "  

The eame event, which we find predicted in plain terms in the 
foregoing verse, is exhibited here under a h d o l d  aymboEcal 
action. The desolation, c a d  by foreign nations, is repwgented 
by the breaking of the etaff Lovelineee or Grace ; and the om- 
tention within by the breaking of the etaff of the bound ones ; or 
to speak more correctly, the announmrmnt contained in the 
previous verse is followed here by an account of its fulfihent. 
The figure of the flock is not strictly preserved. In  the wards 
" with all nations," the figure is dropped ; in figurative language 
it should have been "with all wild beasten (cf: Is. lvi. 9, " all 
ye beasts of the field come to devour.") The thought, that 
hitherto the covenanhation has been preaemed from being 
destroyed by foreign enemiea, in coneequenm of the eecret ink- 
poaition of the omnipotence of God, is expressed thua : the Lord 
hse concluded a treaiy with all nations on behalf of Iarael, and 
this treaty is now to be brought to an end by thebreakingdthe 
staff Favour. A similar figure is employed elsewhere. In Job 
v. 23 the fad that no creature can injure the man who is at 
petme wi th  God is dated thue : " for thy league shall be with 
the atonea of the field, and the bea& of the field s l d l  be a t  peace 
with thee." In  Hosea ii. 18 the dety of the covenancnatim 
from earthly foee, when once it has been forgiven by itn chief 
enemy, the Lord, is described in thew tern, " and in that day 
I wil l  make 8 covenant for them with the bsasta of the field, and 
with the fowb of heaven, and with the creeping things of the 
ground, and I will break the bow, and the sword, and the battle, 
and make them dwell srrfely." Buttbe pasaage which Zecberiah 
had immediately before his mind was l k k .  xsxiv. 25, " And I 
will make with them a covenant of peace, and wil l  cause the 
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em2 bccrsts to cease out of the land, and they dwell safely in the 
desert, and deep in the woods," which differs from the one before 
ua simply in the fact, that the figure of the flock is more &in- 
gently pfeeerved. kcheriah announces that the covenant, 
which is here declared to have been concluded by the Lord for 
the good of hi people, wil l  now be brought to an end aa o 
pnniebment for ite f e d d  apostaey. If proper attention had 
been p8id to these parallel paseagee, the word8 " d peoph " 
would never have been referred to the tribes of Israel, as they 
have been by M m k ,  and latterly also by Umbreit (see B W o  
reply). A d c i e n t  objection to this explanation is to be found 
in the fact that the breaking of the hff Favour must indicate 
aome q e d d  manifeetation of the Divine diepleasure ; otherwiee 
the breaking of the of the united ones could not have been 
mentioned as c o - o r d d  with it. Moreover, even if "the 
peopled' could denote the tribes of Israel, thia meaning would 
be excluded here by the addition of the word -5, (dl). But 

v 

the  ewertion, that 3 ~ 2  is not infrequently used in connection 

with the tribes of Israel ie thoroughly unfounded. by 
iteeIf is never used in thie eenae. In  chap. xii. 6 " all natione" 
PW the heathen nations ; and in Micah iv. 5 " all natione " form 
the entithesis to Israel. The New Teetament psrallel to thia 
peseage ie to be found in Luke six. 4 1 - 4 ,  where Chriat eayo 
to Jerusalem, which knew not the day of its viaitation, "the 
dap shall come upon thee, that thine enemiea shall cast a treuch 
h u t  thee, and compaes thee round, and keep thee in on every 
aide ; and s h d  lay thee even with the ground, and thy children 
within thee." Compare also Luke xxi. 24, " Jerusalem shall be 
-den down of the Gentilea" 

Ver. 11. "And thw We treaty wasbnqlst to an end in thd 
day, t h f w e  the ~ e e t  eh.e43p which to mc, Zecamred 
tlrat tA& C the word of tlie Lord." 

It is obvious from this veree, that the dorta of the good shep- 
herd are no6 altogether in vain, but a small company of true 
dieciplee 8 t k h  themeelves to him. These ("hie own sheep,' 
who follow the true shepherd, but flee from a stranger, and who 
know the true ehepherd, ee Christ say4 in John x. 4, 5, 14) are 
described ee thoae who observe him, keep their eye constantly 
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fixed upon him, and always act according to his direction and 
wiu. When the enemy broke into the land, after the treatq was 
brought to an end, they perceived that the announcement, 
which had already been made, of the destruction to be effected 
by the Lord, was not a mere human threat, but really a divine 
prediction. The prophet speaks of the event as past, becauee in 
the vision which paased before his mind, the th ine  described 
had actually occurred. If the prophecy had been couched in 
literal term, instead of be,ing clothed in eymbol, it would have 
run thw : when, therefore, my treaty ie brought to an end, thoee 
who fear me will discern in the fulfilment the divine character 
of this sentence of mine upon Israel. refm to the 
announcement, already made in vers. 9 and 10. There is a 
parallel to the words of the list clause in Jer. xxxii. 6-8, " the 
Lord said to me, behold Hananeel comes to thee, saying, buy 
my field ; and Hananeel came to me and said, buy my field, I 
pray thee. Then I knew that this wrrs the word of the Lord." 
By the fulfilment of the word of God, Jeremiah is still more 
firmly convinced, that he has not mistaken a human idea for a 
Divine revelation. A remark to this effect, that the fid6hent 
of his prophecies will furnish the proof of their Divine character, 
is frequently met with in Zechariah ; compare chap. ii. 13, where . 
the angel of the Lord says, "then shall ye know that the Lord 
of Sabaoth hath sent me." (See also chap. ii. 15 and v i  15). 
-In that day, namely the day on which I had broken my atafF, 
or without a figure, "after I had withdrawn my favour from 
the people, the hostile natione, which I had hitherto restrain&, 
fell at once upon them."-Therefore; mmely, from this very 
fact. 

Ver. 12. "And I eaid to them; ty it eeemeth good to you, 
give me my wagm, if not, let it be; a d  they wet#&! to me as 
my wag@ thirty piece8 of dlve~." 

" I eaid to them." Jahn observes that this must refer, not to 
the flock, but to the ehepherds ; since it was only from them 
that the wages could be demanded. But in this he is wrong. 
By the fact that the shepherd trectta with the flock itself, whereas 
in other caaes it is the owner who is treated with, he shows that 
thia flock is endowed with reason. He leaves out the maller 
and more despiwd portion d the people, a.mong whom the 
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deaimd wicceas had been obtained, as waa etated in the previous 
verse, and treats with the larger and more powerful portion, 
whose olmtinacy h d  compelled him to ley down hia office. No 
doubt the ledera of the nation are more particularly intended, 
ea taking part in tbis negotiation, not aa shepherds, however, but 
se part of the flock itaelf; just as we find them demibed in 
Esak. rooriv., at  one time ss ahephenle, at another as goate, and 
then again ea fat sheep in contraat with the lean. The LQrd 
could not demand his wages from the shepherds ae such, for he 
had never entered their service, but on the contrary had endea- 
r d  to deliver the flock out of their hands. Mod of the 
commentatore (e.g., Theodoret, Eueebiw, JavchQ understand by 
the wag-, repentance and faith, or piety of heart. This is in 
fact the only return, which ie worthy of the p o d  shepherd. 
The great object of his coming was to aecure these hits It ia 
no valid objection to this, that the good ehepherd does not ask 
for hia w&, till he has entirely given up the people, till the 
Lord haa withdrawn hia favour, and the people therefore are no 
longer able to bring forth the fruits of repentance, but are 
devoted to dedmction. For the form of the demand (compare 
Jer. xL 4 , l k &  iii. 27) shows that the gaod shepherd does not 
eorpect it to be complied with, but makes t& just demand, with 
which we may compare the Lord's looking for figa on the fig- 
tree of the Jewish nation, a t  a time when it had lost its capacity 
for bearing @, in order that an opportunity might be sfforded 
for the mdeetation of the disposition of the nation and its 
hard ~mgrateful heart. They weigh to him as hia wages thirty 
pieam of silver. Instead of wages they offer him an insult. 
Thirty pieces of silver are ao contemptible a aum', that the very 
offer, for such &a ae he had rendered, especially from the 
q* from which it came, waa more insulting than a positive 
refneeL In  H o w  iii. 2 thirty piecee of eilver are represented 
se the sum for which a slave might be purchased (see vol. i. p. 
189). According to Ex. xxi. 32 thirty pieces of Rilver was the 
compemtion to be paid for having k i U  a mwant. This 
p w q p  mggeata the thought that they intend to take away the 
We of the good shepherd (a fact which corn@ out still more 



40 IIIEMIANIC PREDICTIONS IN TEE PROPHETS. 

distinctly in chap. xii. 10 and xiii. 7), and avail tdhemeelves ot 
the opportunity to offer him thie insult. 

Ver. 13. " And t7u Lo*& said to me : throw it to the potter; 
t b  noble p i c e ,  at which I am valued by them ; rrnd I took the 
thirty piem of duer  and threw t h  to the p t h  into the house 
of the Lord." 

The Lord addressee the propbet, who ie his representative. 
This ie evident from the words, " at whioh I have been valued." 
a$m, to throw away, mmctimea with the idea of contempt 
im&ed (compare Jer. xxii. 19, lii. 3, and Ezek. xx. 8). We 
should not have so many erroneous explanations of the expree- 
mion " to the potter,'' nor would the attempt to explain the verse 
have been altogether given up on account of these words, if more 
attention had been paid to the clue furniehed by Jedmiah, who 
dords  the same help in the interpretation of this book, as 
Ezekiel and Daniel in that of the Revelation. It wlould then 
have been seen that " to the potter" is the aame aa "into an un- 
clean place, or to the hangman." The potter referred to here, 
~s the constant use of the article in this passage, in the propheciee 
of Jeremiah, and in the hepe l  of Matthew leads us to conclude, 
waa probably the potter employed about the temple; for we 
cannot imagine that thew wm only one potter in all Jerudem. 
Hie workshop wae in the valley of Einnom, moat likely because 
the earth which he required was very plentiful there, or that the 
earth in the valley was peculiarly good. The following reaaone 
are suf3cient to establish this conclusion. That the workshop 
wae not only outside the city, but actually in the valley, which 
rum beneath it, is evident from Jer. xviii. 2, where the prophet, 
who was in the temple at the time, receive8 instructions to 
"arise, and go down to the potter's house." Compare ver. 3, 
"then I went down to the potter's house." But Jer. xhP2 
pointa especially to the valley of Hinnom, "go down to the 
valley of Ben Hinnom, which lies by the brick-gate, and pro- 
claim there the words which I shall tell thee." From thie it 
follows that the gate which led to the valley of Hinnom waa 
called the brick or pot.gate, from the pottey which stood in the 
valley. That nqp~n;r y ~ ,  literally the gate of the pottery, 
must be rendered t&ua is evident from the alltuion to ver. 1, 
where mn would be, strictly waking, supeduous, and aleo 
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