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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" 



ZEUHARIAE, CHAP. XI. 4. 15 

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, 



32 ME881ANTC PREDICTTONO THE PROPHET& 

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 
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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 
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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 

Y Y  



6om the M that Jeremiah would not have mentioned the gate 
leading to the valley of Hinnom by nerne, m x h g  that it waa 
H y  known, and is described elaewhereaimply ae the gete of 
the valley, if there had not been something in the name itaelf 
beering upon the subject in hand.' (Compere Nehemiah ii 13, 
15, with Jer. ii. 23, in the latter of which ~lpnuravl the valley of 
Hinnom ie celled the valley rat  h w v . )  But from the time of 
Joeiab, by whom the valley of b o r n ,  at that time the scene 
of idolatrow abominations of the moat fearfnl description, wee 
poll& by carrion, human bonee, and other things of a mmi- 
Isr kind, it waa regarded by the Jews with disguet and abhor- 
rence as an unclean place ; and eventually the opinion wum 
ex@ in the Talmud, that the mouth of hell wee there? 
When Zechariah rep-ta the contemptible wagea ae having 
been cad into the valley of Hinnom, and mentions the parti- 
cular epot in the valley, the wmkshop or field of the potter, we 
tee in each of them a special r e f m c e  to a prophecy of Jeremiah, 
with which he mppoaea his readers to be already scquainted. In 
the l h t  there ie an allusion to Jer. xix. The prophet is repre- 
aented there ee going with aeveral of the eldera of the nation and 
the leading priests to the valley of Hinnom, where he breake to 
piecee an empty earthen vessel. The meaning of this symbolical 
action is deecribed as follows : " because they have filled this 
place with the blood of the innocents ; . . . I wil l  mpty 
the counsel of Judah and Jerusalem in this place, and I will 
make them faill by the sword of their enemies, and by the hands 
of t h w  that seek their liveel and their carccrees will I give to b 
meat for the fowl of heaven, and for the beastdl of the earth. . 

tesheea, 8 mn." Th& mn k not 8 p0&3hd, but earthen ~d, 
ie evident from mn 7 9 in ver 1. When osed by itaelf it  never mmne 
a -. I. the%entata$ it  ia dwqm usmi for m earthen v d  : eve 
ml in whioh thou boiled," Lev. n. 21 (oompro xi. 33, gv.  50, xr. 17 
Nm. v. 17) ; lurd again Jer. xxxii. 14, "meke them \ ~ n  9533 into an 
d e n  veuml," Prov. xxvi. 33. 

LigMfod m p  (oontur. c h o ~ p h .  Matth. p m m .  o p. t ii p. 200), in 
(60 time of the -nd temple, w en the thin rhioh &d fomerl brought 
tb p h  into ill reputel had .U vaain&'there ltill remeinelm m u d  
that d b g w ~ d  repulnive, that the name aggated the thought of 
hell M muoh M ~t done before. It WM the ymmon aeaapool of the whole 
dty, in  whiah every kind of 61th WM collsded. 
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. . . . Thus will I break thie people and thia city es one 
breaketh the potter'e veeeel, which cannot be healed any more, 
and they ahall bury in Tophet, becaw there is no more mom. 
Thua will I do with this place and to the inhabitante thereof, 
and make fhie cib like Tophet. And the houaee of Jernealem, 
and the houaea of the kinge of Judah, ahall be defiled ae the place 
of Tophet." Zechariah deecribee the contemptible wagee aa having 
been thrown into the valley of B'en Hinnom or Tophet, partl J 

becsuse thie was an unclean place, but more perticularly jx the 
pwrpo8e of reneooceneoocng tb gnqp?eq of JeremW, and to show that 
a m n d  fulfilment of thie prophecy would take place, i n a n m d  
aa the justice of God, which dictated the threat and ite firat ful- 
filment, would be again provoked and men in a etill more fear- 
ful manner. The sign of the base ingratitude of the Jewiah 
nation, the colpue delicti, ia &ed to the very eame spot, 
from which their former abominations cried to Qod and called. 
down hie vengeance. A new pledge, ee it were, is deposited 
there, which the 11ation will be obliged to redeem at the proper 
time. The selection of the potter'e ground, in particular, ia 
made with reference to chap. xviii. The prophet is repreeented 
there, as paying a visit to the potter's house at the command of 
the Lord, juet at the time when the potter waa at work. " And 
the v e d ,  that he made of clay, was marred in his handa ; then 
he made another vesael out of the clay as it seemed good to him." 
The meaning of the symbol is thue dewiibed: " 0 house of 
Ierael, cannot I do with you as this potter? aaith the Lord. 
Behold, as the clay ia in the potter'e hand, so are ye in my hand. 
Behold, I frame evil Bgainst you, and devise a device agsinet you ; 
return ye now every one from his evil way, and amend your ways 
and doings." This truth, that the Lord could and would &off his 
rebelliow people, without acknowledging any claim on their part, 
if they did not repent in due time, is here made prominent once 
more by Zechariah, when he describes the contemptible wages as 
being brought to the spot, where the truth was first uttered by 
Jeremiah, and which wes quite aa well adapted to set forth the 
truth in eg.mbol in the time of Zechariah, seeing that the potter 
had opened hie workehop there again. The circumetanm aleo 
were such aa to r e d  thie prophecy of Jeremiah in all its force ; 

. for the former apostasy, which had directly occasioned it, was 
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but alight in comparison with thie, their base ingratitude t o w a d  
the Lord, who had taken charge of the flock hheiJ-The 
explanation we have given, m u t a b  and completes the Rurmieee 
of W i w .  The objection, that after 5~ Th we expeat to 
iind a thing and not a person, does not apply ; for " to the potter" 
is jnat the seme aa to the potter'e house or potter'e ground. 
Ceating to the potter ie uaed h m  in precieely the esme aenm aa 
c&@ to the moles and bate, vie., to their place of resort, in Is. 
ii. 20. S h W a  objection that it ia impoeeible, or rather 
inconceivable, that a potter ehould have either hie houee or hie 
workahop in an unclean spot, only ahowe that the prreeege in 
Jeremiah has been overlooked, where it ie expreaaly etated that 
the patteis workshop wae in the valley of Hinnom. The d e y  
was theologically unclean, that is, unsuitable for the performance 
of acte of worship (2 Kings xxiii. lo), but in a civil point of 
view it waa not so. So much was not conceded to theology, 
even in the immediate viainity of the capital. If the valley of 
Hinnom was need aa a burying-ground (we Kraft, Topographic 
Jeras. p. 190 qq.), the pottar might also settle there, if it con- 
t .  the proper earth for hie purpoee. Now Kraft @. 193) 
has ahown that thie kind of earth ie really to be found there: 
" then followe the Aceldaxna or field of blood, aa it ie d e d  in 
tradition, with a few gravee or natural grottoee and quarries in 
the corner. The teetimony of tradition a8 to the exact mte is 
COW by the fact, that a little higher up there ie a consider- 
able bed of white earth or p i p d a y ,  where I frequently saw 
people employed in digging."-The most widely-adopted of the 
interpretatione which differ from our own, ie " to the treasure," 
or " to the tregwrer," and appeal is made to the authority of the 
Syriac, where the word ia translated teamy. Of the advocates 
of thie exposition, some maintain, with Kimchi, that 7*1 ie 

synonymous with 7~~ ; othera, with JOllCCthn, that 7*s means 
* 

t7easurer; and 0 t h  again, for example J d n  and Hiaig, 
suggeet the reading 737s, which they regard aa eynonymous with 

T 

WN. But thie explanation could hardly have been defended 
bi any one, who waa acquainted with the p a a q p  dread y quoted 
from Jeremiah. For no one could place these paseages eide by 
side with the verse before 118, without surmising at once that 
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them waa a connexion between them, though he might not be 
able to determine its precise nature, especially if he obeerved, 
how nearly every verse in the chapter ia related in some way 
to Jeremiah, and that there are traca in other parts of the 
chapter, of the ILW which has been made of Jer. xviii. and xix. 
(cornpate ver. 9 with Jer. xviii. 21 and six. 9). It doee not 
even give a good eenee, or rather it gives no wee a t  all. For 
how could the temple-treasures be introduced in thia connexion ? 
It would have done hawur to the thirty piece of silver to place 
them wnong these. Dishonourable gains were not dowed to 
be brought into the treaeury of the temple (Deut. xxiii. 18 ; 
Matt. xxvii. 6). Moreover the root 7~ is never uaed inter- 
changeably with w. There are more than forty other peseages, 
in which this word Jolaer occurs, and it dweys meam an image- 
maker or potter. It ia used with peculiar kquency in ahis 
aenee in Jer. xviii. and xix., and elso in k W  xii. I.-- 
the expreaaion thmw it  does not harmoniae with this rendering. 
It evidently denotes a contemptuowr action, and there would 
have been nothing contemptuous in depositing the money in the 
treseurg of the tample. What is thrown away in diegust cannot 
be placed among the temple-trea,aures. i+faurer18 rendering, " mit- 
tatzlr in templumpemnia," is eimply a proof of inability to explain 
the words ae they stand in the text. In thia case it would have 
been better to leave the explanation in the hands of the Jews ! In 
Homfmn18 opinion the meaning of the paaaage ia, " he re@ the 
money ae worth no more than the clay, that ia used by the potter." 
In  this caee the potter would be equivalent to a potter. But Jere- 
miah, on the one hand, and Matthew on the other, both point to 
one potter in particular. And what 8 singular mode of expre& 
tion it would be, if " to the potterJ1 meant " to the 
glory of tire pice, which I huve been d d a t  by them: in 
other words " the glorious price (ironically, egregium ectZioet 
pretizma) at which they have eatimatad my person and my work." 
(Compare Deut. xxxii. 6, " do ye thus requite the Lord, 0 foolish 
people and ~nwiae'~).-And I threw it, the arJlount (or it, tlre 
pice),  into the h of the Lord, that it might be carried 
thence to t7t.e potter. There can be no doubt in this caee, that 
the money could not poseibly be taken to the temple and the 
potter at the same time. For the potter did not work in tho 

I 



temple, nor even in the city, but, as we have already Been, in the 
valley of Hinnom. From the very nature of the caw, therecan- 
not have been any pottar in the house of the Lord. We mnst 
snpptme, therefore, that it wm taken find of all Co the temple 
and tben to the potter ; and thie is very olearly indicated by the 
uae of $PO Wore ~ * m  away to the potter: in other words, 
" to be c&ed then& 6 the potter." But the queation ariaea 
here, why was the money taken firet of all to the temple, when 
it w a ~  ultimate1y to be left on the potter'e ground ? Evidently, 
becQarse t7te temple zuae tAe place, where t h  peopk appeared 
b e e  tk. Lord. There, therefore, the nation was to be upbraided 
with ita ahameful ingratitude, by the return of the contemptible 
wnges. The money wae then to be carried away to the potter, 
because diah~~yo~~sble money oould not remain in the temple, 
h t  ndii. 19. TaEm. tract. S a n f :  112. 

W e  have hitherto been aeeking to eolve the difficultiee con- 
woted with Vera. 13 and 14, altogether apart from the fulfil- 
memt. And the following ie the explanation obtained. The 
Lord ha once more undertaken the o5ce of ahepherd over the 
flock, which is devoted to the slaughter, the unhappy nation of 
I d  ; and when he laps the d c e  down again, on account of its 
dRermined unbelief, he demanda hb wagea. They give him 
thirty piece0 of eilver. He is not content with mch miserable 
p y ,  and throw it down in the temple. I t  is carried thence, aa 
being unclean, and taken to the potter'e ground, where it ie left 
aa a pledge of divine vengeance, until the day, when judgment 
iklb upon the nation. The meaning of thie eymbolid repre 
Bentetion we found to be, that after the Lord had given up hie 
people on account of their hardneaa of heart, their obduracy 
would be displayed once more in some etriking act of ingrati- 
tude towards him, and by this they would render themselves 
completely ripe for judgment. 

The agreement between the prophecy and ita fulfilment is so 
etrildng in thip instance, that it would force iteelf at once upod 
oe, even if no reference had been made to it in the New Teate- 
mat iteelf. What elm could the last and most f h l  manis 
f d o n  of ingratitude towards the good shepherd, predicted 



here, possibly be, but the murderow attack by which the Jew 
rewarded the 0delity of Chriet aa a shepherd, and for the exe- 
cution of which Judaa was bribed ? I t  ia not merely in the 
event regarded am a whole, however, bat even in the details there 
ie the c l d  connexion between the hietory and the prophq. 
The miserable payment of thirty pie- of dver ie introduced 
here primarily, aa a figurative repramtation of the blackest in- 
gratitude, and the mod supreme contempt on the pert of the 
Jews. Yet one cannot but be struck with the fact, that of d 
the emsll auma pomible, the very one, which eJudas the traitor 
actually received, should have been eingled out. Nor can thie 
bmve been altogether accidental. Whilst the bribery of Judaa fihe 
traitor was in itaelf a proof of the ban& ingratitude, the fact 
that, when Judm l& it to the priecte to fix the terme (Matt. rxvi. 
15), they only gave him the mntemptible aum of thirty piecee of 
dver, was a manif&tion of the gresteet contempt towards the 
Lord h i d .  There is no force in the objection brought by 
PauZw (Comm. iii. p. 683), that Zechariah r e p m t e  the thirty 
piecea of ailver es paid to the shepherd, not to hie betrayer. 
The insign%cant remuneration paid to the betrayer was really 
an expreaion of contempt towards the ehepherd. And. thue 
sleo it m e  to paw, under the superintending providence of 
Gtod, whm aecret influence extends even to the ungodly, that 
Judae threw the money into the temple, so that what Zechariah 
had w i t n d  inwsrdly took place here outwardly, the people 
were upbraided with their ingratitude by a eymbolid action, in 
the place where they were BCCUBtOmed to appear before the Lord. 
The priesfe wmied the money away from the temple, aa being 
impure, and bought a wretched piece of ground in the very same 
valley, which bad once before been defiled by innocent blood 
and had called down the vengeance of Gtod upon Jerudem, aa 
predided by Jeremiah, and on the very same e p t  where Jeremiah 
had formerly proclaimed to the people their rejection by the 
Lord. Here, then, wse the blood-money deposited, the rylr3 
& ~ T W  (Matt. sxvii. 6), the re& for betraying innocent 
blood (ver. 4), from which the field received the name of " field 
of blood" (ver. 8 ; Acta i. 19), and here did it lie cle a witnew 
against Israel, a pledge by which the nation had bound iteelf to 
submit to the puniehment of Gtod ; and inaemuch aa it resembled 



the former one, which they had already been obliged to redeem, 
the k t  uttered by Jeremiah, in connexion with the88 earlier 
abominations, hed now recovered its full force again. Compare 
Jer. xix. 4 sqq., " they have filled thia place with the blood of 
innocents, . . . therefore, behold the daya come, &th the 
Lord, that this place shall no more be called Tophet, nor the 
valley of Hinnom, but the valley of daughter." There rrre 
worda to the same effect in chap. vii. 32. Tradition a h  p k  
the field of blood in the valley of Hinnom, in perfect accordance 
with the reealte, which we have obtained from a comparison of 
Lhe accounts in the New Testament with the worda of Jeremiah 
and Zecharish (see Liglitfmt in ede ap, opp. ii., p. 690, end 
Kmfl ut euplu). 
The r d t s ,  which we have so clearly obtained from a cam- 

parieon of prophecy end hietory,. are confirmed by the exprege 
teetimony of the Apostle Matthew (chap. xxvii. 9). But there 
are certain difficulties connected with this ~#reesge. 

The h t  occm in the introductory clew,  iq which the p m  
phecy b attributed to Jeremiah (" then wes W e d  that which 
was spoken by Jeremy the prophet, mying"). 
Many of the earlier commentatore (Bmtiue, Cfh, Fkh- 
d) conjectured, thrrt the paeaege ae given by Matthew wss 
compounded from the two prophets Jeremiah and Zechariah, 
and &at the name of the former alone wae mentioned, aa the 
more distinguished of the two. But to this it waa very properly 
objected, that the paeeages of Jeremiah, to which they referred, 
ought certainly to have some connexion with the event narrated 
by Matthew. To thie objection they were unable to reply, 
pertly bemuse they did not perceive in what relation the pro- 
phecy of Zechariah etood to the piwages cited from Jeremish, 
and partly dm because they did not obaerw the profound mean- 
ing which Matthew detects in the fact, that the potter's fleld 
was purchaeed aa the field of b l o d  &ti= is the only one of 
all the commentatom who hm in the slightest degree hinted at 
thia " When Matthew," he mys, " quotes this saying of Jeiemiah, 
which ie repeeted by Zechariah, he tacitly d e c h  tbt  the Jew8 
sre threatened with the eame judgmente, aa these prophets had 
forefold to the men of their own timea." But the objection is 
fully answered by the remarks we have d m d y  made. We 
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have shown that the prophecy of Zechariah is for the mad part 
simply a renewal of that of Jeremiah, that he mnounces s 
eecond fulfilment, which will not merely be accidentally aseocisted 
with the first armounoement, but eeaentially connected with it, 
inatmuch ee it reeta upon the fundamental idea of the justice of 
Qod, which is sure to bring about a fresh fulfilment whenever 
it receives a freeh provocation. 

h t thew might certainly have quoted both prophete. But 
such lengthened quotations are contrary to the custom of the 
writers in the New Teetement. For thia a twofold reeeon may 
be aaaigaed. They could justly presuppose a very m m t e  
acquaintance with the Ikriptures on the part of their readers ; 
and they placed the human instnunentaliQ employed, far behind 
the Divine author, the npirit of aOd and of Christ, which spoke 
equally in all the propheta. Very hquently, therefore, in iht 
a3most un ivedy ,  the human author ia not mentioned by neme 
at all. The writer contab himnnlf with ths aimple formula of 

- qudefion, " the 8criptme aaith," " aa it is written," " for it ie 
writtsn," "aa the Holy Spirit 4th; or "aa Gtod hath eaid." I t  not 
infrequently happens that two or even three paeerrges from d X s  
rent authors are combined togdhex into one, and yet the xuune 
of only one author ia given The pawage which preeente the 
cloreet aoalogT to the one under conaideratian is Mark i. 2 , 3  : 
" As it is written in the prophet Isaiah, behold I mnd my mek 

monger before thy faoe, who ehall prepere thy way before thee. 
The voice of one crying," $c. In thia case two predictions are 
quoted undez the name of Ieaieh, one from Malachi and the 
other &om Isaieh himaelf; and more than this, the prophecy of 
Maleohi stands first. Iaaiah wee the more oebbmted prophet; and 
it had beoome ao much a c u h  to refer to tihe minor propbeta 
M e whole, in canseqmoe of their having beenr united t@b 
in a tingle collection, that it is very rarely indeed that any one 
of thQIll h mentioned by nanre. (Compare Matt xxi 5, with 
Ia. lxii 11, end Zech. is. 9 ; d Matt. xxi. 13, with Ia lvi. 7, 
Jer. vii 11, Born. u. 27, 1 Pet. ii. 6 aqq.). 

If Matthew had aimply infended to call attention to the fulfil- 
ment of Zechariah's prophecy, he would have cantented himself 
with a general formula of quotation. Thb ie evident from the 
analogy of all the other quotations from Zechariah, in not one 



of which the prophet is mentioned by name. Thus in John xix. 
37 the worde of chap. xii. 10 am introduced in this general way, 
" snd sgain another Scripture eaith ;" in John xii. 14, where a quo- 
tation from chap. ix. 9 occurs, we merely find, " a~ it ia written ;" 
in Matt. xxvi. 31, where Zech. xiii. 7 i~ quoted, " for it ia written " 
(compare Mark xiv. 27) ; tmd in Matt. xxi. 4,5 a quotation from 
chap. ix. 9 is headed thus, " that which was spoken by the prw 
phet," where the article shows that Matthew could take for granted 
that all hie readem were well aoquainted with the prophet 
referred to. But although it might appear to him unnecesgsry 
to mation Zechariah by name, this waa not the caee with Jere- 
miah. The k t  that there waa a Mfilrnent of his prophecy in 
the event narrated, and the extent to which thb waa the case, 
were not so immedistely obvious, as to render directiom for further 
research unneceaaary. And yet, if this was overlooked, the 
meaning of Z e c M s  prophecy would be involved in obscurity, 
and the moat esaentid features of the fulfilment misunderetood. 

It only remain6 to show, that the quotation in Matthew fully 
coincides with the p w q e  Wore us, in subdance at leset, if 
not in worh. We must, &at of all, endeavour to determine the 
meaning of the words rral h / 3 o v  71 rpnimvra  dpyripro, 7i)v 
rrC+v 4 rer~p&vov, 8v &~&uavro 6 ~ 6  v&v 'Icpa+. We 
render them thus : " They took the prim of him who was valued, 
at which they had valued him on the part of the children of 
ImeL" To obtain this meaning we do not supply the ~ l u m  
More dwi r b  C& ' Icpa+h,  which Fm'tasche haa very properly 
rejected, though he haa not thereby estsblished his own extremely 
f o r d  interpretation. We rather apply the Hebrew and Ara- 
mean usage, according to which the third p r m n  indefinite, 
which again take% the place of the passive, is e x p d  by the 
third person plural. We may cite aa an example from the New 
Testament, Luke xii. 20, r+v cow dramoi ju~v  d r b  ooQ 
The words k b  vibirr 'Iupa& " on the part of the children of 
Israel,'' answer to DilrSZ)n in Zechariah, (Compare Jamea i. ., .. . .. 
13, d r6  B a d  r e ~ p c i ~ o p ~  : I am tempted on the part of God.") 
The name is given in Matthew in the place of the pronoun, to 
d l  attention to the shameful character of the valuation. I t  waa 
not the heathen, from whom it  proceeded, but the people of the 
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covenaut, who had received such innumerable proofs of the love 
and mercy of the Lord. The apparent discrepancy, eriaing from 
the fact that in Matthew it is the rulers of the Jews, who are 
said to take the pieces of silver, and throw them upon the potter's 
field, whereas Zechariah attributes thi? to the shepherd, ie 
removed by Matthew himself in the words ~ a e d  mbrtx@ C(OL 
+LOP, which he introduces at the end, and which answer to the 
sSN ~ ; l v  ~nks~  of Zechariah. He evidently intimates in theae 
w'o'ks ;hit hg re&& the rulere of the nation, not as acting 
independently, but merely aa instruments through whom the 
Lord accomplished his purposes. Moreover, Matthew had the 
wor& of our verse in his mind, for a long time before he actually 
quoted them. Compare chap. xxvi. 15, " what will ye gioe 
me (answering to the worde ' give me my waged in the verm 
before us ; the evangelist looks upon J u b  as an instrument in 
the hmdr of Chriat, who demande hie wages, asit were, through 
him at the hands of the Jews), and I will deliver him unto you. 
And they covenanted ( I q a a v ,  the Septuagint rendering in this 
paeaage) with him for thirty pieces of silver." 

Ver. 14. " And I broke my second eta$; the united om?, to 
h t r o y  the brotherhood between Judah and Iml." 

(Compare ver. 7.) There is no intimation of the etafF having 
been originally composed of two distinct pieces of wood. Its 
fitness ae a symbol wae purely ideal, and it waa only when it was 
broken that there was an actual' resemblance between the sign 
and the thing signified. It is not without a reason, that the 
payment of the wages of thirty pieces of silver is placed between 
the breaking of the first and second etaves. It served at the 
same time to justify the first judgment, and provoke the eecond. 
Tho meaning of the prophet is this : &r the Lord has forsaken 
his people, the most pernicious discord will ariee among them, 
discord ae destructive in its character ss the former codiicte 
between Judah and Israel. He expresees this in hie usual figu- 
rative style (see the remarks on vers. 10 , l l )  in these terms, " the 
Lord will cause the brotherhood between Judah and 1-1 to 
cease," which is equivalent ~AI the declaration in ver. 9, "they 
will eat one anothefe flesh." The prophecy was fulfilled, as we 
have already observed, in the time of the Roman war, when the 



Jewe destroyed one another in the fury of their party conten- 
tions.' In Zechariah's d a y  the severe wound inflicted upon the 
nation by the separation of Judah and I m l  (Is. vii. 17) began 
to heal ; and in chap. 10 he predicts a perfect cure. The 
reatoration of unity is one of the most delightful prospects, which 
Ezekiel aeta before the nation (chap. xxxvii. 15 qq.). But at 
a still later period a fiwh sin on the part of the nation would 
again deprive it of the blessing.' 

Ver. 15. " And the Lord .said to me, lake unto thee again the 
i- of a fooZi8h 

Again: that is, dill continuing to set forth in eymbol the 
fate which awaits the nation. Bzvald renders the p a w s ,  " take 
to thee etill fa~ther." n y  links thie action to the previoue one, 
and showe that they are to be looked at from the enme point of 
view. If the prophet acte aa the representative of a c o h g  
ahepherd in the first instance, he must do the eame in the . 

second. It is very evident, that by the foolbh shepherd, we 
are not to understand any one individual,' but the whole 

I Thin is so obvioas, that it  even fomed itaelf upon Aburbunel'a mind, 
" quia tempore excidii latmnee auati aunt, et cum amore etiam fratsrnitaa eat 
imminnts In tribu Juds, et insuper inter hoa et filioo Isreelis, d d e s  et 
Leviteq qui apud ipeoa erant, i:fm hi0 ait, ad imtnm faoiendam fratemi- 
tatem inter Judam et Israelem. 

a The commentetora, who dispute Zechariah's authorehip of the aemnd 

%;". generally paae very quickly over this veree. I t  L inoonoeivable, how 
bek could aeaert, that it points to a period antecedent to the breaking up of 

the Ephraimitbh kingdom. If  the authorehip of Zechariah ia denied, the 
only poasible conclueion to which we can come, is that the prophecy belongs 
to an earlier period than the division of the two kinploms, and this is not for 
a moment to be thought of. Thore ia an aacount 1n 1 K i n e  xii. 20 of the 

u of the brotherhood. (nn , brotherhood, ia only met with 
w e  L i. Aramaio, uo ~iird). # o m  the period of the divieion of 
the kingdoms to the diesolution of the kingdom of the ten tribes, thebrother- 
hood between Judah and I m l  wea never restored. The first in Tmb" condition waa cormntlnia sum.  That the brealring u of the brot erhood 
extended to the time of Ieniah ie evident from Is. mi. &. But the brotber- 
hood between Judah and Israel is r e f e d  to here, in tarma whioh show that 
at let& the first step muat have been taken towards its reatoration. 

3 Cdvin ea on this verse, the prophet teachm here, that even when God 
ed the care of the peo le, e certain ahow of government would had r e l i n q d  

ntill be maintained, but one from w%ioh it could w i l y  be thered that God 
no 10 acting the part of a ehephed . .  had d r e d y  laid 

down hiax of shepherd, but he a f t e d  ~ 0 1 m ,  and thitvw and 
m b b a  over the nat~on in the plam of shefie&, when he was about Lo 
exeonta hi fearful u ment upon the Jews. 

4 According to the foolinh shepherd L Peltah the wild king who 
wna ruling at  the time." Maurn thinkn A- in intended, Hit~k, Menahem. 
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body of bad ~ l m ,  who brought about the destruction of the 
nation after the rejection of the good shepherd. We mu& not 
refer the expression to foreign rulers, however, but to the 
governors at home. Such threats of divine punishment, as we 
find in ver. 17, could only be directed against the latiter, eince 
they were both instruments and sharers in the punishment, aa 
well as the apostasy. Of the apostasy in ht they were the leading 
instigators. The former, on the other hand, are repreeented in 
ver. 5 as entirely free from sin. We have already seen, that in 
the veme just referred to, the native Fvernors are called shep 
herds, and aa such are opposed to the foreign rulers, who are 
deecribed aa buyers and sellers.' The foolioh shepherd ie not 
identical with the wicked shepherds in ver. 8, as Schieder tmp 
posee. The appearance of the shepherd is expressly described 
rta future in ver. 16, and we naturally understand this as mean- 
ing future in relation to the ideal present ; which, as we have 
already seen, wee the time of the appearance of the good shep 
herd. " The good shepherd haa withdrawn from the flock, the 
bad shepherd takea his place " (Hihw.  The wason why the 
actual plurality of the bad rulers is exhibited in the form of 
an ideal unity, is to be found in this antithesis to the one good 
shepherd. The term applied to the shepherd, "foolish," not 
wicked, directs attention to the fact, that the rulers of the 
nation are so blinded by the judicial punishment inflicted by 
God, aa to be unable to see that, whilst their fury is directed 
against the nation, they are undermining their own good. This 
rrepect of wickedness, 6, the folly associated with it, is fre- 
quently referred to. Compare, for example, Jer. iv. 22, " For 
my people is foolish ; they know me not; foolish children are 
they and without underetsnding ; they are wiee to do evil, but 
to do good they have no knowledge. By the inelruncats of a 
fooltkh 8hephrd we may understand merely the shepherd's etsff, 
if we regard the expremion simply as in antithesis to what 
p d e a ,  or the other i . e n t s  employed by a shepherd as 

Suab gwubg as thin ie a d o i e n t  proof that the prinaiple of interpretation 
ie febe. 

1 Abendma (in the 8 icilegium to Sal. Ben Meleah'a Miold Jo 
right idea ; but hie e$nataon ie tm limibed : " y- ' ' intalli- 
gun& prinoip letronum, Jochanan, Sineon et &r. 

abdtbe 



well. We -imagine the shepherd's instruments aa consieting 
of a strong stick mounted with iron, with which he wounds the 
sheep, wherese the good shepherd keeps them in order with e 
thin M and gentle strokes. We may aleo picture to oureelvee 
a ehepherd's bag full of holes, and containing nothing of any 
nae fo either shepherd or h p .  In any caee Bochart8 notion 
muat be rejected, that " there ie nothing in either the a p p -  
ance, or attributes ofthe bad shepherd, to dietinguish him from 
the good ; hie actions alone betray him'' (Hierot. i. 455). 

Ver. 16. " For W I raise ty a 8ht?pbd dn t& W, thme 
that *A he wiU rrot &t, the tender thing he wiU not 8eek 
&,w ?d t ? d  whkh WW&; the. 8tror~g k? 9U3t 

vumTish, d the Mh of ths fat me he. toill eat, a d  @it th& 
dam in pbxu. 

The foolish shepherd does the very opposite of what Christ 
the good shepherd is repreeented aa doing in Is. xlii. 3, " The 
bruieed reed he will not break, and the smoking ilax will he not 
quench? Zechariah had a h  several paseegee from Jeremiah 
and Ezekiel in hie mind. Compare b k .  xxxiv. 3,4, " Ye eat 
the f& and ye clothe you with the wool, ye kill the fat one and 
ye feed not the flock ; the weak ye etrengthen not, the broken ye 
bind not up, ye bring not back that which has broken away, 
neither do ye seek out that which ie ready to perish ;" and Jer. 
xxiii. 1, 2, "Woe be unto the shepherds which destroy and 
mtter the sheep of my pasture, with the Lord ; therefore, thus 
&t$ the Lord God of Israel a&mt the paators that feed my 
people ; ye have ecattered my flock and driven them away, and 
have not viaited them." The connexion with these paaaages is 
not merely an outward one. By a just judgment of God the 
nation had been punbhed by means of bad rulers before the 
captivity. Jeremiah and Ezekiel had promised deliverance from 
them, and aRer the captivity, namely in the time of Zechariah, 
this had actually taken place, when the nation waa ruled in 8 

tmdy paternal spirit by Zerubbbel and Joshue, Zechariah, 
however, announces that at a future period the aame cause will 
again produce the same effects, and that in a heightened degree. 
The ward "for," at the commencement, may be explained on 
the mppmition, that It aesigns the reason, why rt ~ymbolical 
action had been enjoined. TyJn, according to the current 
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opinion, meane that which has burst or broken away ; Be8miu8 
and itfaurer: " diepuleio, concr. dispichm." But aa 393, 
.written in precisely the same way, is used to denote " the young" 
in every other passtlge in which it occurs, there is no reaeon to 
make an exception in this instance, but on the contrary there ie 
every reason to assume, that the radical sigdcation of tender 
and weak is the leading notion here, and to this the id- of 
seeking is very appropriate. We must imagine the tender one, 
which needs the greatest care of all the flock, as having been 
left behind. The verb ~ y 3 ,  which is certainly a h  the root of 
l y ~ ,  " a  boy," doea not suit well as the root of l y j  wit'h the 
meaning strayed, if we consider the sense in which it is generally 
used. Its oidy meaning is to shake. The form also is not suie 
able, aa we may see at once from the fact that Hitz* pqpoaee 
to change the vowel points, and alter the participle into a 
.Niphal. But the occurrence of the maeculine l y 2  in the mi& 
of feminines is perfectly decisive. I t  is impossible to account 
for this, if we regard the word as part of the verb. On the other 
hand the noun ~ 2 ,  according to the early usages of the language, 
for which Zechariah has a great preference, is employed for both 
genders (compare Qen. xxiv. 16 and Job i. 19). It is a matter 
of but little importance, that y y ~  is never used of animals, 
whether we consider the age in which Zechariah wrote, or the 
fact that the prophecy really relates to men. The two clauses 
relating to the weak and the strong are separated by Athnach. 
From its connexion with the fat one it is better to explain ~2 
as meaning, not that which stands still and cannot move fiom 
its place on account of hunger and exhaustion, but " that which 
stahds upright." The analogy of the language is in favour of 
this, as does not mean to stand still, but to stand. The 
Septuugint rendering is rb dXduXqpov ; that of the Vulgate : id 
puod statb1 The words, " he will split their claws," do not refer 
to the extreme cruelty of the shepherds, as many commentators 
suppose, but to the avarice, which is no doubt accompanied by 
cruelty to the sheep. There is a climax intended ; he will eat, 

1 "It ie op sed to that which li& down and is tnts from diaeaee.  or m the s r r m d  bro*n down st.nd in need of .=net a do ~bao th* 
stand up and are well need food and mmtenance, that then h d t h  may be 
preaemed."-Baclrarl. 



kc., he will even break the claws one h m  another, that not a 
shred of flesh may be lost.' 

Ver. 17. " Woe to ths wortirlees e h e p k d  who leaves t h m k ,  
a m o d  over h& arm and over h k  right eye I his .am will be 
d i d y  E a d ,  hie +ht eye will become quite dim.'- 

The a m  and the right eye are mentioned,as individual ex- 
amplee of the objects of punishment, and as thi  two parts of the 
body, which are most needed by a good shepherd for tehding and 
gnarding his flock, and mod shamefully abused by a bad shep 
herd to the ruin of the sheep. The arm is the organ of strength, 
the right eye of prudence. An apparent difficulty ia presented by 
the fact that two kin& of punishment are mentioned in connexion 
with each member, and that the two are incompatible with eech 
other. The mord is first of all threatened to both; then 
nm~&+s to the arm (Calvin, " the arm will dry up, de., ita 
strength will so thoroughly depart that it will become like a 
rotten stidf), and dim- to the eye. But the puniahmenfr, 
mentioned merely serve to particularise the general notion of 
pnnishment, and the prophet connects several together, to give 
greater diatinctnw to the magnitude of the punishments as well 
ae of the crime. He was the better able to do this here, since 
the ahepherd waa not one individual, but many. 

C H A P .  X I I .  1-XIII. 6. 

A new scene opens here. The nation of the Lord, which ia 
at war with all the nations of the earth, though weak in itself, is 
strong in the Lord, and is everywhere victorious (vers. 1-9). 
The Lord breaks the hard hearts of the ithabitants of Jerusa- 

1 EuuZd and Hit ' adopt T a m ' s  explanrrtion, he will tear their hoofs, 
by driving them on% meds." But tear in^ or breaking in 
a direct aat. Oompere the parellel p w q e  m Micah iii. 3, 
msde to the b r e d  of bonea by the voraaioue rinces. 

a .I, thi. vem 2 e  prophet taohea, t k t  d o  w rill .mtl J i a t  
thin mvm puniehment upon the Jew, yet the abe$h t h d v e u  will not 

with im unity; and thun ho ahowa that, even in the midst of all this EL cuid Beatmotion, he will bin remember bi( ~orenmt .~~-~a~wh. .  
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lem, and givee them the grace of repentance ; eo that they repent, 
with bitter sorrow, of the sins which they have committed Bgainst 
Him (vers. 1 h 1 4 ) .  I n  Him they now find forgiveness for 
their ains (chap. xiii. I), and this is followed by an earn& effort 
to attain to sanctification, asd to remove everything of a wiaLed 
m d  ungodly nature in their life and conduct (vere. 2-6). The 
prophecy is divisible, therefore, into two parta, the victory of the 
people of God over the hostile heathen world (chep. xii. 1-9). 
and the conversion of the children of the kingdom. 

Commentatore are divided in opinion as to the period of 
fulfilment, and also ag to the subject of chap. xii. 1-9. With 
regard to the former,-not to mention thoee who agree w i t h  
E~vdd in referring the prophecy to the Chrrldem invauion, which 
took place before the time of the prophet,-there are many, with 
Giwtius at their head, who imagine that the period of the Macca- 
bees is here ref& to. But the relation in which the prerrent 
chapter stands to the preceding one, ia a eulllcient proof that this 
cannot be the case. The restoration of the people of God, de- 
piated here, is evidently contrasted with the i~  rqjection men- 
tioned in the previous chapter ; and if the rejection took place 
&r the coming of Christ, the restoration cannot belong to en 
earlier period. This is a h  confirmed by chap. xii. la The 
penitential and believing look, which is there described as being 
turned to the murdered Messiah, belongs to a later period then 
the Maccabean era, and points at once to the Messianic age, of 
which alone the forgiveness of sins and universal desire for holi- 
ness, referred to in chap. xiii, can possibly be signs, whether we 
regard them by themselves, or in connection with the parallel 
passages. Lastly, in the etrrlie,r prophecy relating to the Mruxrr- 
bean era, only one nation is mentioned as hostile to the covenant 
nation (chap. ix. 13), namely the Greeks ; but here, on the other 
hand, all the nationa of the earth are represented as its foes. 

The second difference relates to the subject of the prophecy iu 
chap xii. 1-9. The opinion is a very old one, that the Chris- 
tian Church is referred to. Jerome speaks of it as relating to 
the Christian Church in general and particular, in contradie- 
tinction to the Jewbh " Some of the Jews," he eap, " imagine 
that thh prophecy was partly fulfilled in the period extending 
tiom Zcrubhbel to Cneius Pompeiue, who took Judm nnd tbe 



temple, of which ocourrence an account has been written by 
Joaephu8. Otbere, again, suppose that it will be fulfilled, when 
Jerwalem has been reetored at the end of the world, an event 
wbich the misesable race of the Jews anticipates along with its 
~ ~ ~ p p h ~ ,  the foolish shepherd of whom we have read above.-- 
W y ,  them ere others, wa&ea for ezxcmple, who are c&d 
by the name of Chriet, who re@ it aa being fulfilled every day 
in the Christian Church, and as &tined to continue to be so to 
the end of the world." QriZ, Hawk, and many others adopt the 
same opinion. That this exphtion, in the form in which it is 
g w d y  given, is inadpz'msible, cannot for a moment be doubted. 
The expounders of the prophets alone, not the prophets them- 
dvea,  know mything of a spiritual, as distinguished from the 
outward I d .  It can only be adopted in a rnodiiied form, 
viz., when the covenantnation is understood as meaning that 
portion of Iml, which welcomed and believed on the Messiah 
when he came, and which receivtd the heathen nations into ita 
h o r n ,  instead of merely uniting with them aa an independent 
body end on an equal footing, so as to form together one church. 
There would etill be one view which might be adduced in oppo- 
eitim to this, namely, that the subject of the prophecy is not the 
Church of the New Testament generally, of which the firet-fruits 
of Israel formed the kernel and eterq, but the Chmh of the lid 
daye, when the wlr& of the people of the ancient covenant will 
beve been delivered by the mercy of God from the sentence of 
hardneae p s e d  upon them, asd will again be received into the 
kingdom of Qod, of which they rsre to form the centre. At first 
sight them is mething very plausible in this view, which is 
mpported by Vibringa (obserw. 8. 1. ii. c. 9, p. 172), 0. B. 
Michd&, DdHe, and others. The principal argument in its 
favour ie founded upon chap. xii. 10 qq. " According to this . 
prreaege, tho88 wha now recairn the powerful assistance of the 
Loid, are those who formerly put him to death. With the 
Rdioncrl g d t ,  wbich is depicted in chap. xi. in caunection 
with the punishment that follows, there is here contrasted nu- 
tiozrol laonentatiotb on account of it, and auch strong expreg 
sicma are employed to indicate ita universality, that it can- 
not poesibly relate to the few Imlitea who turned to the Lord 
immediately after the crucifixion." But it is erroneously assumed 
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here, that the persona represented in chap. xii. 1-9 aa Lsving 
the powerful help of the Lord, are the same as thoee who are 
deecribed in chap. xii. 10 sqq. as mourning in bittern-. A 
proof to the contrary, however, may be found in the cirCUmBf8nce, 
that the conversion is preceded by the victorious conflict with 
the heathen world. Again the people, as we see them at the 
end of chap. xi., cannot possibly be those referred to in chap. xii. 
1-9. The former can only be the objects of punitive juetice, 
not of saving grace. The conclusion to which we are brought, 
therefore, is rather that the persons referred to in chap. xii. 1-9 
are the poor eheep, who are represented in chap. xi. ae giving 
heed to the good shepherd, along with such believing Cfentilea 
as had been received as part of Israel. But it is unnatural to 
suppose, that Zechariah pasaee all at once from the death of 
Christ to the final history of the kingdom of W, tbat he makea no 
allusion to the glorious events which lie between, to the splendid 
triumphs over the heathen world which have already taken 
place, and that he aaya nothing further about the intimation 
given in chap. ix. 10, " he sp& peace to the heathen, and his 

--_ _ dominion is from see, to sea, and from the river to the en& of 
the earth." I t  cannot be said that the fact may be explained 
from the peculiar intare& taken in the history of M. Tk 
~ ? k d i a n  Church b from ite very cmrwnencement tiie k&'Pnate 
conti~tzlation of Imael, the wicked having been roded out from . 
the nation, and those who were Gentiles by birth having been 
incorporated into Imael on the ground of their faith. The 
Saviour himself clearly indicated this at the very outmt, by 
calling his Church " lerael" (Matt. xix. 28) ; and it waa fhm 
thb point of view alone, that the number of apoatlea appointed 
for the whole Church (Matt, xxviii. 19), comsponded to that of 
the tribes of Israel. According to Paul there is but one olive 
tree, one people of Qod, one Ierael from the beginning to the 
end. In Rom. xi. 18, Israel is represented aa the root of the 
Christian Church. In Bom. xi. 7,-" the election hath obtained 
it, the rest are hardened,"-the emphaaia muet not be laid upon 
the lattar in a one-sided manner. According to Eph. ii. 12 and 
19, when the Gentilea come to Christ, they are incorporated into 
the 'Lcomrnonwealth of Israel," as " fellow-citieena with the 
saints" (" I~~ae l i s  ;" Bengel). That Israel is the root of the 

a 
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Christian Church is a h  apparent from the internsso ry prayer 
of Christ (John xvii. M), where he refers to the Church on 
earth ae founded already, before a single Gentile had been 
admitted into it.'-There is just ae little ground for reetricting 
the second part of the prophecy to the hal hietory of the Church, 
as for limiting the first in this way. 

The fimt day of Pentecost, which is evidently included in 
chap. xii. 10, enters a decided protest against euch a limitation. 
I n  both parts there are c o m b i d  into one picture both t h d  which 
ie g m d d y  real&xed in history, and that which take% place in a 
& of distinct eveate.-We have a repetition of the firet part 
in the prophecy of the fall of Rome, as the heathen mistresa of 
the world, in Rev. h i . ,  and in the announcement of the victory 
of Chriat over the ten kings, the instrumente employed in in- 
flicting hie judgments upon Rome, in Rev. xix. 11-21, where 
the means employed by Christ are hunger, pestilence, and e s p  
ciaUy murderous discord. Even chap. xvii. 14 of the Book of 
Revelation, where the victory obtained by Christ over the heathen 
through the power of the word is thus described, " these shall 
make war with the Lamb, and the Lamb shall overcome them : 
for he is Lord of lords and King of kings, and they that are with 
him are called, and choaen, and faithful," is to be regarded as 
included in thia prophecy. Our remarks on Ps. xcvii. are a h  
applicable here, " the coming of Christ partook of the charactar 
of a judgment even with regard to' those of the heathen, who 
submitted to the gospel : the worthlessness of their whole exist- 
ence wae thue brought to light, and deep shame took the place 
of pride and haughty contempt of Zion." 

We must call attention here to the strid agreement between 
the fir& and second portiom of Zechariah, to which we have 
already alluded. Chap. ix. and x. correspond exactly to chaps. 
i.-iv. In both we have a description of the blessings to be 
beatowed npon the covenant-nation previous to the coming of 
Christ, but st i l l  more especially of those to be enjoyed in con- 
sequence of his coming. Chap. xi. answers to chap. v. In both 
we find an ~ccount of the divine judgmente, which would be 
inflicted npon the unbelieving and ungodly portion of the covenant 

. 1 See the remarks on Horn ii. 1 (vol. i. p. 209 aqq.), or Rev. rii. 4 
and xi. 
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netion, after ita ungodliners had been mod openly db&yed in 
the rejection of the Memiah. Chap. vi. 1-44 contains a brief 
notice of the events which are more fully described in the pro- 
phecy before us end in ohp.  xiv. 

Ver. 1. The b u h  of the word of the Lord upon I d :  
T h w  saith the Lord, which eketoheth forth t?u h e a  d 
lay& the jbwddon of the d h ,  a d  formet8 the @rit of man 
within him." 

We haye already Been (chap. k I), that N& never means 
utterance, but alwaye k h ,  and that it onl&cure in the 
euperacription of prophecies containing threateninge of evil. I n  
mcb cwrsee the proper neme, which f d o m  it in the construct 
state, or M connected with it by 3 or bz, indimtea the object of 

. the threata contained in the or of the coming judg- 
ments. It is without ground, therefore, that some pmpoee to 
render ~m prophecy in this one pssssge, and to give to Sp 
the mea&g of: The double sy in ver. 2, which pointe to the 
presaing calamity, and also the sY in ver. 3, correspond to 
~ty t3 ,  in the sense of hiden. An exceptional rendering of the 
word here is d the more inadmissible, when we compare the 
perfectly analogous superscription in chap. ix. 1, and that in Mal. 
iii. 1, which is almost word for word the same. It is a h  
equally indisputable, that Israel can only refer to the covenant 
nation. This waa its higheat and holiest name, which could not 
be t r ande~ed  to any other. How then are we to explain the 
fact, that the announcement which follows holds up before the 
people of the covenant the prospect of salvation? We reply, 
that severe calamities, to be endured by the people of God, form 
the starting point of the section (chaps. xii.-xiv.), to the whole 
of which in a certain sense the heading " burden over Israel " 
belongs, in contradistinction to the burden of Hadrach in 
chap. ix. 1. In  the words of Christ in Matt. xxiv. 9, "ye 
shall be hated of all men for my name's d e , "  we have the 
New Testament version of this prophecy. There is a mitiga- 
tion of the announcement, however, in the name " Israel." 
The word of the Lord cannot press as a burden upon Imel ,  in 
the same sense as upon Hadrach. The words of the Paalmsare 
applicable here : " Many arc the afEctions of the righteous, but 
the Lord delivereth him out of themdl." In Psrrllns lxxiii. 1, 

1 
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it is mid, " M y  Gtod is good to 1-1, even to such as am of a 
clean heart," notwithetanding tihe mere afllictione, with which 
they are viaitad,--a paeeege which beam upon the verse before 
us, i nmuch  as the limiting clause shows that by Isreel we are 
to understand the election alone, the true I d i t e s ,  in whom 
there is no goile, to the exclusion of the fahe seed.-In ver. 1 
h l  ia mentioned ; in Vera 2-9 Jerusalem and Judah ; in w. 
10 aqq. the houee of David and th$, inhabitenta of Jenrealem. 
The reaeon of this variation, which ia evidently not accidental, 
ia the following: Imwl the moet amred name in placed, with 
abe strorrgeet empha&, at the h a d  I t  is afterwprde mpu- 
loaaly avoided, to render it the more c\onspimus, that it is uaed 
here in an emphstic sense. In Vera 2-9 the c o v e n ~ ~ o n  
ie designated Judrrh and Jerudem,- -~  combination for which 
Zechariah shews a strong predilection in the first part dm. 
(Compare i. 12, ii. 2, where 1-1, the sacred name, ia placed 
aide by side with Judah and. Jerusalem, end ii. 16). This may 
be accounted for, from the cimumstancea of the timea s u d -  
ing the captivity, when Judah took the lead unconditionally, 
and the other tribe0 attached t h d v e a  to it. That Isreel does 
not merely mean Judah here, but that Judah, on the contrary, 
is the name given to the whole netion, ia evident from chap. x., 
where the return of Joeeph and Ephraim ia depicted. The 
latter cannot be regarded ae excluded in this b c e .  L d y ,  
the change of name in ver. 10 sqq. shows thet the Church is 
regarded there from a different point of view.-The predicata 
co~ected with the name of Glad m e  at the o u b t  to allay any 
donbta that might arise from the dirrcrepsncy, between the pro- 
miee and the actual circumstances, by pointing to the omnipo- 
tence of the author of the former. What is here implied, ie 
explicitly dated in chap. viii. 6 : " if it be marvellous in the 
eyee of the remnant of this people in these days, should it also be 
marvelbm in mine eyes ? 4 t h  the Lord of hoete."' The par- 

1 in Ie. xlii. 5, T h  d t h  God the Lord, he that treated 
mtrstohed them out, he that mpred forth the awth and that 

which cometh out of it, he that +th bread to the peo e upon it, and @nl 
to h that d k  therein." The two cannot %. unconnected. For 
ml only sre the &rea pointl m e n t i o x m e  in both, but they moo. in 
t5e mne order end the oonbrt ia the same. In both pesssges the omnipo- 
tence of God in appealed to ee-the goeranfee of the oertein realination of the 



ticiplee m) and 70'1 are not to be underwtood as referring 
excluaive~~fn the In  direct opposition to the mechanical 
view of the works of God, as standing, when once created, in just 
the same relation to Him as a house to the builder, the upholding 
of thew works is represented in the Scriptures as being, in a 
certain sense, a continuous creation. Every day Gtod epreads 
out the heavens, every day He lays the foundations of the &h, 
which would wander from ita orbit and fall into ruins if it were 
not upheld by Hi8 power. The laat predicate, also, d m  not 
refer merely to the first creation of the spirit of man, but to the 
constant exertion of the power of Cfod both to create and to we- 
tain. The formation of the human spirit ie brought forward 
here with peculiar prominence as one of the many works of the 
almighty power of God, because this is the ground of the unre- 
strained and constant influence which ie exerted upon the spirits 
of men, by Him who " turns the hearts of kings as tho water- 
brooks." Why should not the creator of the epirita of all men, 
the " God of the epirita of all fleeh " (Num. xvi. 22, xxvii. 16), 
be able to mite  all the riders of the enemy with blindness, and 
fill the leaders of his people with holy boldnees, aa he ie repre- 
sented ss doing in vers. 4 and 6 2 

Ver. 2. " Behold, I make Jerusnlem a M n  of reeling to all 
the n a t h  mnd about, and even over Jvdall i t  zoiU be, in the 
eiege against Jerusalem." 

q~ O C C ~ ~ B  indieputably in Ex. xii. 22, and eeveral other pas- 
ages in the sense of " M n . "  The reason why a baain is i n b  
duced here in the place of the cup, which we find in the earlier 
passage updn which this is baaed, hsa been plausibly explained by 
Schmieder thus : " a basin, to which many may put their mouth 
so as to sip and drink at the &me time." $l haa the same 
meaning aa &im in the earlier paesage, " reeling," " giddi- 
new" The giddinees is regarded here as a state in which the 
bodily strength is weakened. The point of comparison is the 
helpleaanem and misery of the condition. The cup of giddiness 

Mssirrnia aalwtion. Aa proofs that beiah is the earlier of the two we ma 
mention,&t, that it is a amtornary thing with Iaaiah b introdurn .sd 
epitheta in connedon with the name of Qod, +ally in the m n d  ptut, in 
~ocordanw with the ahanrotsr of hi wmmisslon M e x p d  in the worQ, 
"Comfort ye, comfort ye my people ;" and azmdy, that Zeaherieh ref= to 
ruoh p a m a p  aa these, 01 en earker deb, in elmoat every v-. 
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is fresuently used ee a symbol of the judgment of God, which 
placea men in this.condition. Thus in Ps. lxxv. 9, " for in the 
hand of the Lord there is a cup, and it foams with wine, 
it ie full of mixture, and he pours out, and even the dregs 
thereof the wicked of the earth muet swallow and drink." 
.The reference here is to the judgments, which God prepares 
for the h t h e n  world on account of their oppression of hie 
people and hie kingdom. See further Is. li. 17,22,23. "Awake, , 
awake, 0 Jerusalem, which had drunk at the hand of the Lord 
the cup of his fury, thou hast drunk the drege of the cup of 
giddineas, and wrung them out. Behold, I take out of thy hand 
the cap of giddinese, the drege of the cup of my fury; thou 
shalt no more drink it again. And I will put it into the hand 
of them that a d  thee, which have eaid to thy soul, bow down," 
&c. When Jerueelem, subsequent to the coming of the good 
shepherd, in other words, the Church of Christ, ia repreeented 
here as Wing a cup of giddineas to all nations round about, that 
ie to the whole surrounding heathen world, this can only mean 
that their attacks upon Jeruealem will be followed by such judg- 
menta from the hand of Gtod, as will deprive them of all their 
strength. He who preeents the cup of giddineaa, ae the earlier 
paeeages prove, can be no other than Gtod himself, whom 
judgments begin indeed at the house of God, but never con- 
tinue to press ae a " burden" upon it. In  the description 
given of the enemiee there is a gradation. Here they are 
called " all nations round about ;" in ver. 3, first "all na- 
tions," and then, " all the nations of the earth." We are in- 
troduced here to a state of things, such ae never existed under 
the Old Testament. I t  was for the l~ume of Clrriet that I d  
& $rid ?tat& of aU n a t h .  Its earlier codicta with the 
heathen world had all been with particular nations. The king- 
dom of God waa first involved in a general conflict with the 
heathen world, when it put forth world-wide claims, and, not 
content with defending its own existence, assumed the attitude 
of a conqueror. According to one of the explanations most ge- 
nerally adopted, the meaning of the aecond part is that Judah 
also will be constrained by the enemy, and take part in the siege 
of Jernealem.' The supportera of thie view are obliged to invent 

1 Tbi explanation is adopted in the Chaldoe parsphreee, and lrleo by Jc- 
rome, "but Judnh also, when Jerunnlem is besieged, la taken by the heathen, 
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hietorical detaile, of which there is not only not the slightest indi- 
cation in the text, but rather the very oppoaita. Again, nothing 
is gained by appealing to chap. xiv. 14 ; for when the verse is 
oorrectly rendered, there is no allusion whatever to any conflict 
between Judah and Jerusalem.' The true rendering ia this : . 

also over Judah it wil l  come in the siege againet Jerusalem, 
h t h s r ' e  translation is mbtantidly correct : " it will also &ect 
Judah, when Jerusalem is besieged." The mbject to 7~ is to 
be obtained in part from m, burah, in part elso from the &at 
clause. If J d e m  is made a cup of giddiness, its own Revere 
euffering is presuppoeed. We cannot supply 77y3 after ;.pn. 
7im can only apply to a fortrees, not to a country (see Deut. 
H. 20). Hofian7c mpposes the country population to have 
taken refuge in the city. But thie is precluded by what follows, 
where Judah is represented aa acting independently of J e n m -  
lem. Judah and Jerusalem are apparently contracted here, ae 
the inferior and superior portions of the covenant nation ;--a 
similar distinction is made in ver. 8, within Jerudem itself, 
h e e n  the h o w  of David and the reat of the inhabitants, 
The type of thie distinction lay before the prophet in the relation 
in which J e d e m ,  the civil and religiow capital, stood to the 
reat of Judah, which had formerly looked up to it with wonder 
and admiration, and still continued to do eo (see, for example 

end entering into allianoe with them, is oompelled to besiege ita own capita." 
There pre only two wap in which thia ex lanation hes been defended 
with eny lamibiliQ. Th 5mt ie that of &&adis to which Roacnmi~Uer 
a d  &cud mbecribq but it will .Lo be ova. ~ d . h  (is., i t  will lie u n 
J u w  even J U & ~  wu be held or fad) in the niege," b  he -A 
the one adopted by Ximehi) Eitz' dlclurer, end others, I' but it  (the cup of 
'ddinesa) will also be u n when it .hall be mm lled to come to 

end%,' ' or elae, but even for Jodah, ?k.s&m ia ah s T-. J,, 
a onp of g~ d~neae. I t  is a euffiaient reply to both of them, however, that 
them ia not the die;ht& indication in what follom of any participation on 
the part of Judah m the niege of J d e m  ; on the oontnuy Judah is re- 
rtwnted as the d l y  of Jerusalem, b whoae victories, obtained through the 

gelp of the Lord, Jsrkm ia to be hivered. 
1 Thie argument tells all the more poweddly spinst the eaplanation 

given by K i d i ;  for according to this, Judah in viaatad by severe punish- 
ment from God for its f o d  'oipation in the si e whererur there ia no- 
thing but d m t i o n  m n o u n ~ t h e  nna which %ow. A qmid objem- 
lion to the exposition given by M W i s  may be found in the fiat, that 
although hia rendering of 55) ia not in itaelf untenable (eee h k .  xlv. 17 ; 

Pe. lvi. 13), it ia insdmiasible- here, on m u n t  of the prualleliam of Judah 
and J e r d e m ,  which precludes the adoption of a different rendering in the 
one cane from that given in the other. 
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Pa. cxxii. and Ixxxvii. 2, " The Lord loveth the gates of Zion 
more than aU the dwellings of Jacob.") Very little can be eaid 
in kvour of the idea that this contrast, which we meet with in 
the first part as well (chap. i. 12, ii. 16), is to be taken with 
strict literality, eupecially in the caw of Zechariah, the character 
of whoee prophecies is throughout figurative and 8gmbolical 
The contrast nervea merely to prepare the way for the announce- 
ment which follows, that the Lord will firat of all deliver the 
weakest and most helpless portion of the covenant nation, in 
order that it may be all the more apparent that the rescue ia His 
work. 

Ver. 3. " And it  will come to p the same day, I wia make 
Jerudtma a bzcrdeneonze stcnce for all nation.%, aU wha lift i t  
will be torn in @ c a ,  and d l  thc heathen of tAe earth are 
gathed together agairwt it." 

The figure of a havy done, which causea sprains and disloca- 
tions to those who overrate their strength and trg to lift it, is so 
lucid in itself l, that there is no mamn to suppose, as most 
commentators have done, that there is a direct allusion to a 
mtom,  which Jerome says was very general in Palestine in his 
day, of lifting heavy stones as a trial of strength. Schmieder 
observes here with perfect accuracy, " thus did the heathen of 
the Roman empire attempt to lift the ' burdensome stone' of 
the Christian Church, by slaying the witnewes for Christ ; but 
the heathenimn of Rome bled to death of the wounds, which thia 
' burd-me done' idicted in return.J1 But when he adds, " it 
cannot yet be determined with certainty, whether reference is 
made to the literal siege of a Christian Jerusalem, or whether the 
figure of a ~ e g e  is merely the symbol of a hostile attack upon the 
heart of the Christian life," we must beg l ave  to differ &om him. 
If the fulfilment commences with the death of the anointed one, 
J e d m  can only etand for the centre of the Christian Church. 
And we are alao led to this conclusion by the fact that in chap. 
x i  the whole of the holy land, and therefore of course the literal 
Jerusalem, is represented as given up to total desolation. A 
reel confiict between the city of Jerusalem and all the nations of 
the earth is in itself a very improbable thing. We have evi- 

1 llDemnum non sentiens, i p  megnum damnurn iin dert." I&. 
VOL. IV. E 
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dently here a comprehensive view of that which appeam in hietory 
in a long series of events, the victoriob course of the militant 
Church through the many centuries of the world's history, dating 
from the appearance of the good shepherd. But we have, lastly, 
a decisive proof that the prophecy does not relate to the literal 
Jerusalem, in the repetition of the same announcement in the 
Book of Bevelation, where we find, not Jerusalem, but simply 
the Christian Church, which overcomeg h t  of all heathen Rome, 
then the ten heathen kings, and last of all that form of 
heathenism which is revived in Clog and Magog.-In the words, 
" and there aesernbk thernselvee," kc., the prophet again de- 
scribes the danger in the strongest terms; in order that the 
deliverance may appear the more wonderful from the contract, 
and also that those who believe may not be disheartened. 

Ver. 4. " I n  that day, eaith the Lord, I wtU mite every 
horee with fear, and their rkkre with madnees, and upon the 
houae of Judah I will open my wee, and I d mite every 
h o r ~ e  of the natkone with blindneee." 

" He confinns what he haa said a short time before, that, al- 
though the whole world should conspire against the Church, yet 
there is strength enough in Gtod either to thwart all their attacks 
from afar, or to bring themto nought. And he mentions etupor, 
folly, q d  blindness; in order that the faithful may learn that 
God can destroy or scatter his enemies by secret means. Al- 
though, therefore, He does not fight witb material swords, or 
employ the common method of warfare, yet, says the prophet, 
he is provided with other means of prostrating his foes." H o r n  
and rider are characteristics of the might of the heathen ; com- 
pare Ex. xv. 1, and Ps. xx. 8, " Some think of chariots, and 
some of horses, but we will think of the name of the Lord om 
God" The figure alone is all that we find relating to ordinary 
warfare here. Chap. ix. 11, sqq., where an actual war is referred 
to, has much more of a militmy character. The sword and the 
bow, arrows, trumpets, blood, kc., are all mentioned there. The 
meaning of the expression " smite the riders with madneea," is 
brought clectrly before us in 2 Kinga vi. 18, where the Lord 
answers the prayer of Elisha by blinding his enemies, so that, 
instead of taking him, they rush into destruction. The I w w  
of Judah does not simply mean Judah itself, as it does in the 
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foregoing and following verses, where Judah is contrasted with 
Jeniaalem, but appears to embrace the whole of the covenant 
nation. 

Ver. 5. " And the princeol of Judah say in their hearts : 
the inhabitant8 of JmaEena are otrength to me in the Lord of 
Hosts, their God." 
~ Y H  mnet be taken as a noun. Any other rendering is gram- 

mat&& inadmissible, and fails to give an appropriate meaning. 
Vers. 6 and 7 throw light upon this passage. It is emphatically 
stated there that Cod will &st of all deliver the weakest and 
most exposed portion of the covenant nation or 'Church, repre- 
sented by the inhabitants of the provinces, as distinguished from 
the inhabitants of the capital, and will give them the most 
splendid victory over the common foe, that the former splendour 
of Jerusalem may not be so increased by the new distinction 
conferred upon it, as to throw Judah completely into the ahade. 
I n  the verse before us the way is prepared for this announcement, 
by the etatement that Judah does not entertain the most remote 
idea of any such good fortune and honour, but waits in calm 
hamility and mode*, looking for deliverance solely from the 
capital, which is peculiarly favoured by God and enjoys his 
eapecial protection. Its own confeseion of inferiority renders it 
all the more obvious, that the glory which follows is a work of 
God, who is drong in the weak, and giveth grace to the humble. 
Schmieder justly observes that the princes of Judah are " a type 
of the leaders of those that believe, in every future age, whatever 
different names or titles they may bear in the course of centuries." 

1 The nse of the noun n7$N in thia p~esage, and dao in chap. is. 7, to 
denote the princea and l&-of the covenant-nation, ia ve remarkable. 
Elmwhere. i a  merely a lid to the hereditary pima of 'ivaumes (Qen. 
xxxvi. 15, qq., Ex. xv. 1 Chr. i. 51, qq.) I t  ia true that many ledco- 

hem bnng forward jer. xiii. 21, in addition to the from EL, an an example of the more general ua of the- But 
SchUUCM haa shown (anirnad~o. on Jer. xiii. 21) that F)&PJ ia not used - 
there in the an. ofg'nee, byt means $-+tad, an in other a of Jere- 
miah kg. iii. 4. e p e d s r  uae of thm word in the o a m a r i a h  i~ 
an answer to the hypothais of those who muinbin that aha . ix. was 
mmpoaed by a different author from the one before os I t  also &miaha a 
proof that the second part waa wmpoeed &r the captivi and therefore 
that it ia mine. The uae of the rod, in suoh a BBIDBB as kj, cnn on1 b 
axpl+ed?y a etady of the Inn- of the earliwt written dmumenta, w&& 
Zechaneh wmtantly smploya. 

E 2 
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The use of 95 for & may be explained on the wppoeition tbat 
the princes of Judah speak in the name of the whole nation, just 
aa in chap. vii. 3 the messengers of the people of the covenant 
enquire, I' shall I weep, aa I have done 3" 

Ver. 6. "In that day will I make the prince8 of Judah like 
a pam of j re  in the midst of eticks, and like a torch of jre  among 
eheava, and they devour on the right hand and on the left dl 
th-e aationa m d  about, and Jemmbm eite dill further in her 
place at Jeruealm." 

Jerusalem is persoded in the first place as a woman. No& 
withstanding all the acquisitions of her enemies, who are desirous 
of overthrowing her, she still continues to sit where she has 
hitherto been sitting. In Is. xlvii. 1 an announcement of an 
opposite character is made respecting Babylon, the repreaentutive 
of the world, " Come down, and sit in the duet, 0 virgin daughter 
of Babylon, sit on the ground without a throne, 0 daughter of 
the Chaldeans." 

Ver. 7. " And the Lo;d d Buccour the tent8 of Judd  $9-88, 

that the aplendour of the hotme of David and t7te iiplendouz of 
the inhabitcants of Jerwabm do not m l t  iteelf over Jut&&.* 

The tents or huts1 of Judah are contrrtated with the splendid 
buildings of the capital, and probably indicate the defenceless 

-condition of Judah, which made it absolutely dependent upon 
the assistance of God. There is a parallel passage in Eeek 
xxxviii. 11. The clause " that the splendour, &., do not exalt 
iW," refers not to the help of God, which wa9 to be afforded to 
Jerndem quite as much aa to Judah, and in f& through the 
medium of Judah, but to the expression jr8t, the false render- 
ings of which it serve8 to preclude. It is not without a d c i e n t  
reaaon that nyNgn ie not repeated before Judah. " The simple 

t r . .  
mention of the nanie of Judah shows that Judah p o d  no 
aplendour on which it oould pride itself."-Burcklucrdt. nyNOnr 

T t - 
not " the boa&" but the splendour and glory. The reference ia 
simply to the possession of superior advantages, which, however, 
from the tendency of human nature, might easily lead to self- 

1 By tents, in my opinion, the prophet means hub, whioh amnot dord 
any protection to their ge& snd mhebitanb. . . There ir a 0011trsst 
impbed between huts and fortified dtiee." c&. 



curdtation, not only over other men, but over God Himself, and 
an excessive accumulation of which ought therefore to be guarded 
against The prophet appears to have had in his mind such an 
abuse as Jerusalem had formerly made of ite superiority to the 
provinces in this respect. The +ng am m u e d  by the weak, 
in order that the true equilibrium may be maintained, and, as 
Jerome eaya, ' l  it may be made apparent that in either case the 
victo y is the Lord'e." The " h o w  of David" is the ro yal family 
in the kingdom of God, which culminated in Christ, and is con- 
tinued in the princes and ptentates in the kingdom of God, who 
become partakers of hie spirit. In Pa. xlv. 17 the kings of the 
Messianic kingdom are represented as the M d s  eons, and 
therefore as members of the house of David. 

Ver. 8. " 1% &ad day loiU th Lord defend the inhabitante 
of J e m d m ,  a d  th stumbling among them in that cby wiU be 
ar D d  ; ape& th howe of David aa God, as tha angel of the 
Lord befwe t k "  
The article in 4Q(3Jir (the dumbling one) dividea the inhabi- 

tante of Jerusalem two claasea, the weak and the strang. 
The former are to take the place, which waa once occupied by 
the strongeet man among the latter, via., David their ancestor, the 
brave hero and king ; the latter are to occupy a position which 
had no existence in the previous economy. This is the prophet's 
method of expressing, by one particular example, the general idea 
that at that time the Lord would exalt his own people to a glory 
of which they had no conception before. The New Testament 
parallel is Luke vii. 28, " for I say unto you, among those that 
am born of women there is not a greater prophet than John the 
Baptist ; but he that is least in the kingdom of God is greater 
than he." To the concluding words, " and the house of David," 
&c., there is a parallel in Mat. iii. 11, where John the Baptist 
8 8 p ,  " he that cometh after me is mightier than I, whose shoes 
I am not worthy to bear." He is a weak man 5w313 (lit. etumb- 
ling, then weak generally, cf. 1 Sam. ii. 4) in comparison with 
the Son of David, who cornea after him. Elohim, by which 
m y  of .the earlier expositors understood " angels " here, denoh  
divinity in general, as contrasted with human nature (see the 
comm. on Ps. viii. 5 )  On the other hand the expression " the 
angel of the Lord" (not an angel, aa many render it), the re- 



vealer of God, to whom Zechariah frequently attributes both hie 
names and his works, sete before us a distinct form within the 
sphere of duty. The expreesion " befoe them" also leads to the 
conclusion, that the angel of the Lord is intended ; for there ie 
evidently an allusion to the march through the desert, in which 
not merely an angel, but the angel of the Lord led the way. 
(Compare vol. i. p. 118, and also the remarka on Micah ii 13, 
vol. i., p. 433). A hyperbole, such as we find in 2 Sam. xiv. 
17, 20, cannot for a moment be thought of here, for we have 
the language of a prophet before us now. Moreover, the parallel 
passages, chap. xi., xii. 10, and xiii. 7, which show that Zecha- 
riah expected the angel of the Lord to appear in the Messiah, 
are opposed to such a conclusion as this. The house of David 
ia not referred to here in the same eense as in ver. 7, but pri- 
marily in this its culminating point. I t  would be &range if 
Zechariah, when depicting the glory of the house of David under 
the Ncw Testament, should separate it entirely from Him, in 
whom the unanimoue testimony of the prophete declared that it 
would reach its highest point. T b t  Zechariah expected the 
Meesiah to spring from the house of David, is evident from chap. 

- is. 9, 10, iii. 8, and vi. 12, which refer, almo& in so many worde, 
to the earlier announcements of the descent of the Messiah from 
the tribe of David. But the glory of Christ descends to hie 
servants, the leaders of the Church ; compare Gal. iv. 14, "ye 
received me aa an angel of God, even as C M  Jesue." Thia 
can only be regarded, however, as the reflection of the glory, 
which, strictly speaking, rests upon Christ alone. The true 
quality of the house of David with God, md, as it is here 
stated by way of climax, with the angel of the Lord, could 
only be effected by such an union of the human nature and the 
divine, as was really accomplished in Christ. Humanity in 
ih l f  could never be exalted to such a height as this. That it is 
not a mere resemblance, which is qoken of here, but a literal 
equality, is evident from the expression, " m David" in the pre- 
vioua verse. 

Ver. 9. " And it 8hu.U came to pcua iw that day, that I wiU 
eeelc to &troy all the heathen, that come againel ~e&alem." 

Many render this " I will eeek out, for tho purpose of destroy- 
ing." But the worde of chap. vi. 7, in which the parallel is 
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very dzikhg, show that spa with must be undemtood .a d s  
noting an effort to attain td'kmething We have here the con- 
clusion of the first part, in which the victory of Israel over the 
heathen world is predicted. The second part commences in ver. 
10, with an announcement of the -reatoration of the children of 
the kingdom. Michael& observes that " this prediction waa 
evidently not fulfilled in the early part of the New Testament 
history, for not only had God at that time not destroyed the 
heathen, who came to destroy Jerusalem, but, on the contrary, 
by their instrumentality he destroyed Jeruaalem itself, along 
wib  the Jewish'state and Levitical worship." But thb remark 
is founded upon the erroneous idea, that by Jerusalem in thie 
passage we are to understand the literal city of Jerusalem; 
whereas, according to the previous chapter, this waa already 
destroyed. The first fulfilment of this prophecy on a large scale 
was the destruction of Rome, as the heathen mistress of the 
world (m Rev. xvii. 18). The limitation " unles~ they repent," 
is of course implied, and this is expressly stated in chap. xiv., 
where the Messiah's rule of justice and of peace is represented as 
embracing all the Qentiles to the ends of the earth ; (compare 
chap. ix. 10). 

Ver. 10. " And I p r  out my q&it upon the howre of David, 
and upon the inhubitant of J m a l e m  the tp'm't of gvme and of 
w p p l i c a t h ,  and they look upon me, . z u h  they have pierced ; 
and they mourn for him, aa the mourning for an only one, and 
they lament for him, ae tire lamentation for a j r s t -bm."  
This verse is connected with Joel ii. 28. " And it shall come 

to pass afterwards, that I will pour out my spirit," and the 
' coxmexion is mfficient in itself to uhow that we have a pro- 
phecy before us, which relates to the Messianic era in ite 
fullest extent, from the time of the atoning death of the Me& 
siah onwards. The fulfilment of the primary prophecy took 
place on the day of Pentecost; and the events of that day 
had a h  a prophetical character, and constituted, as it were, a 
practical renewal of the predictions of Joel. By the house of 
David and the inhabitants of Jerusalem we are to understand 
the members of the ancient covenant-nation, those whom Peter 
addresses in Acta iii. 25 as " mns of t,he prophets and of the 
covenant." At f i r ~ t  ~ i g h t  it appertrB strange, that in this pau- 
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sage aa well aa in chap. xiii. 1 Judah should not be mentioned 
at all, but merely the house of David end the inhabitants of 
Jerusalem. But thia may be explained from the custom, which 
was prevalent among the earlier writers, of designating the 
whole nation by the name of its central-point or capital, Jem- 
&em or Zion. I n  the h a t  part we frequently find Jeruaalem 
only mentioned by name, although the prophet evidently had 
the whole nation in his mind. Compare, for example, chap. iii. 
2, " the Lord that hath choeen Jeruealem rebuke thee," and 
chap. viii. 8. In  other -8, e.g. chap. i. 12, Je rudem 
and the cities of Judah are employed to denote the whole.--p 
'never mane "to entreat," m Hofinam would render it. He 
appeala to Job xix. 17 ; but the proper rendering of this verse ie 
" I m o m  for the sons of my body," in other words, " I mourn 
for the lw of my children." EwuWe rendering, " a spirit of 
love and of the wish for love," is aleo merely an attempt to get 
rid of a difsculty. P( is never uaed for love to God, or even 
love to brethren, but love towards an inferior, that is grace. 
With reference to the genitive Eitz ig  observe%, " a spirit of 
grace and of supplication, of the latter inasmuch ae it produe8 
it, of the former inasmuch aa the impartation of it is an act of 
Divine grace ;" but he also adds, " at the same time there appears 
to be eomething hareh and unparalleled in mch a combination 
of two genitives with entikly oppstaite meanings. If the spirit 
of mpplication is the spirit which produces supplication, the 
spirit of grace must also be the spirit, which is the efficient 
cause of grace, or bringa grace in ita train. Compare the p m  
cisely similar combination in Ia x i  1, " the epirit of wisdom, of 
power," kc. From its connection with the mpplication, again, 
the grace referred to here cannot be the grace of God objectively 
considered,' but grace regarded aa an active principle working 
within. Wrath and mercy, which have their roofs in God, 
produce e distinctive kind of life in the hearts of men. In  Rom. 
iv. 15, "because the law worketh wrath," wrath is not exactly 
the conaciousnese of wrath, though it is evidently regarded as 
manifeeted in the heart of the sinner. With reference to the 
g m e ,  there is n perfect parallel in Heb. x. 29, " and hath done 
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deepita unto the spirit of grace," in which there ia an alluaion to 
the paserrge before us. The " spirit of grece " is the spirit, 
which produces a date of grace (compare also 2 Tim. ii. 1, " be 
etrong in the grace, which is in Christ Jesus ;" Acts iv. 33 ; Rom. 
xii 6). The epirit of grace, then, ie the spirit, which brings grace 
near to the herut, and eets hie seal upon it. In  chap. xi. 10 the 
st&  lovel line^^" is broken, aa a sign that the Jews have no longer 
a gracious God, on account of their contempt of the good shep 
herd: Here, on the other hand, grace is once more communicated 
by the spirit, and put within their hearts. There is eomething 
very striking in the combination of " grace" and the " mpplica- 
tion " (Claade and Cnadejehen). Even in the selection of two 
expressions derived from the same root, the writer shows that 
thie supplication sprinb fiom a state of grace. " For thus will 
the Jews be entirely cured of their notion of their own merit, 
and the cuetom of rnakingprap-a (preczclarum;" Burckhardt). 
-97 with 5H is not infrequently used, where either mental 
or physical perce'Ption is referred to, coupled with the idea of 
confidence in the object beheld ; like Bearpeiv, for example, in 
John vi. 40. We find this in Num. xxi. 9, in connexion with the 
brazen serpent, by looking upon which Israel was healed.' Here 
it ia tacitly contraated with the contempt and abhorrence, with 
which Israel had previously turned ite eyes away from the Mes- 
&ah (compare Is. lii. 14). The expression " upon me" is very 
remarkable. According to ver. 1 the speaker is the Lord, the 
Creator of heaven and the earth. But it is evident from what 
follows, that we are not to confine our thoughts exclueively to an I 

invisible God, who is beyond the reach of suffering, for the same 
Jehovah presently represents himself as pierced by the Israelites, 
and h r w a r d s  lamented by them with bitter remorse. The 
enigma is solved by the Old Testament doctrine of the angel and 

1 
revealer of the Most High God, to whom the prophet attributes I 

even the most exalted names of God, on account of his partici- 
I 

pation in the divine nature, who is described in chap. xi. as 
I 
1 

undertaking the office of shepherd over his people, and who had 
been recompeneed by them with base ingratitude. The snffix i 

1 There ia a parently 8x1 allusion to thin p m g e  here, in anticipation of 
~ o b n  iii. 1*,1%. 
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in r5y is regarded by many commentston, who adhere to the 
~ e t d a n i c  interpretation, as used, not in a personal, but in s 
neuter sense. Thus Gcnme4, Schdtene (animadw. phil. in loc.), 
and Dathe render it, " they mourn on account of it," namely, on 
account of the crime committed in piercing him. But the 
reasone assigned are not sufficient. They adduce first of all the 
change in the persons, rSN and But the change from the - .. T 

first person to the third is of such frequent occurrence, especially 
in the prophets, that there is no necessity to bring forward 
specific examples (see Oeseniw Lehrg. p. 742). There was a h  
a peculiar inducement to make the change in the present 
instance, inasmuch as the previous words, "him, whom they 
have pierced," formed a natural transitiop to the third pemn. 
And this transition, again, waa the more appropriate, since it 
was important to give some intimation of the fact, that the same 
Being, whom the supreme God had identified with himself on 
account of his unity of nature, waa yet perBOlMUy dietinct. 
(Compare chap. xiii. 7, "the man, that is my fellow). This 
reaeon for the change has latterly been adopted by E. Heier 
(Studiepa und Kdiken 42 p. 1039)-The authors mentioned 
enquire further, " why ~hould the believing J e w  mourn for 
him, the slain Mesaiah, when, aa haa been stated, they regard 
him with confidence and hope, aa atill alive ? We reply: they 
mourn for the murdered one, not aa though he were still in the 
power of death, but with the heartfelt consciouweea that he was 
slain through their sins. But the prmfs, which are deciaive 
against this rendering, are the following. When $z follow the 
verb ~ D D ,  though it may denote the cause generally, it is univer- 
tally c&mted with the person for whom lamentation is made. 
(Compare, for example, Jer. xxxiv. 5 ; 2 8am. xi. 26 ; and 
1 Kings xiii. 30). Again, in the verses which follow, persons 
alone are referred to as the object of lamentation : e.g., " fm the 
only one," "for the first-born," ",for king Josiah." Lastly, vem. 
1-4 evidently depict the deep Borrow of the whole nation and 
of every individual for one who is d e a d . i n n ,  lit. making 
bitter, points back to the preceding ~ e r b  " the;; kourn," aa the 
use of the Infinitive sufficiently shows. Hence we must not 
aupply " they shall weep," rrs most  commentator^ have done on 

9 
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the strength of Is. nxii. 4. There is all the leas reason for doing 
this, since the appropriatenese of the alluaion to mp b confirmed - 
b y  Jer. vi. 26. aynpn qm, and the Hiphii of nn  is used 

exclusively in the sense of making bitter, never of grieving. 
Mourning for an only son ia eLeo used in other p-s as a sign 
of the deepest sorrow ; compare Amos viii. 10, " And I will make 
it aa the mourning for an only son," and Jer. vi. 26.--Of lamen- 
tation for the first-born, the type is to be found in Egypt ; see , 
Exodw xi. 6, "And there shall be a great cry throughout all 
the laud of Egypt, such as there waa none like it, nor ahall be 
like it any more."-The fulfilment of the prophecy in the verse 
before ns commenced immediately after the crucifixion of Christ ; 
eee Luke xxiii. 48, " And all the people that came together to 
that Bight, beholding the thinge that were done, mote their 
breasts." (Thie is the primary signification of mb, which was 
originally used to denote a peculiru: mamer of giving expression 
to grief; see Is. xxxii. 12,ey.n~ rbm phgunt, Winer, a. v.) 
The crowds, who'but a short time before had cried out crucifp 
him," now smite their breasts, overpowered by the proofs of the 
mperhuman dignity of Jeens, and mourn for the deceased, and 
for their own sin. Thb waa the commencement of a powerful 
movement, which brought large bodies of penitent Jews to the 
Christian Church. The firat Christian Pentecost formed ita 
central point. The point of Peter's addre88 is contained in the 
words, " therefore let all the house. of Israel know assuredly, 
that Gtod hath made that mme Jesus, whom ye have cruci- 
fied, both Lord and Christ;" and the result is t h e  described 
in ver. 37, " when they heard they were pricked in their . 
heart." The theme of Peter's discourse is described as being 
this, "ye have killed the Prince of life" (chap. i i i  15) ; and 
the.following ia the result, "many of them which heard the 
word believed, and the number of the men waa about five thou- 
sand." The extent of the movement ie also apparent from 
chap. v. 14, "and believers were the more added to the Lord, 
multitudes both of men and women." There is the lese reason 
to exclude these commencements of the W e n t ,  since not 
only Luke xxiii. 48 but also Heb. x. 29 pointa diotinctly to 
thin passage, and pre-wppees that the promise contained in 
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it ia already partially fulfilled. That the how of David m a  
also afFected by thia movement has been convincingly proved by 
8chm-r from Acts i. 14, " these all continued with one accord 
in prayer and supplication-(the aupplication here, the grace in 
chap. iv. 33)-with the women, and May the mother of Jeaue, 
and his brethren," in connexion with which it is important to 
observe that the guilt was national, and even those who had 
previously believed on Jesus felt that they were involved in it. 
The only passage in the New Teetctment, in which thie prophecy 
is actually quoted, is John xix. 37, " and again another scripture 
aaith, they shall look on him whom they pierced." On the con- 
nexion between thia quotation and the prophecy itself, the follow- 
ing remarks are needful. (1). The only point in which the 
citation dieera from the original is in the change of the &st 
person into the third. I n  Zechariah the Messiah himself is 
represented as speaking; in the goapel, John speaks of him. 
There is no ground for inferring from this, as Bkek haa done, 
that the Apostle, who has not employed the Septuagint on this 
occasion, but translates direct from the Hebrew, had another 
reading before him, especially when we observe that Matthew 
does precisely the aame thing in the case of Zech. xi. 13, which 
is quoted by him in chap. xxvii. 9. The demre to secure greatar 
perspicuity is a sutficient explanation. If John had not read 
" upon me," in the gospel, he could.not have been so confident 
that the prophecy referred to Christ, aa not this pasaage alone, 
but also Rev. i. 7, evidently prove that he was. (2). Although 
Vitringa (obaa. ii. 9, p. 172) and Michaelis have taken great 
trouble to maintain the opposite, it is obvious that the words 
are quoted by John in immediate connexion with the piercing 
by the lance, and not with reference to the crucifhion of Chriet 
generally. In vers. 31-33 he relates that the lega of Christ 
were not broken, like those of the others ; and in ver. 34 men- 
tions the piercing of his side. He then proceeds in ver. 36 to 
cite a pasaage from the Old Testament in explanation of the 
flret fact; and in ver. 37 brings forward another in connexion 
with the second. At the same time it by no means follows that 
John merely refera to the prophecy in connexion with this' par- 
ticular c i rcumhce,  or that he regarded it as entirely restricted 
to this, but only that he looked upon this as actually a W- 

a 



ment of the prediction ;--and with perfect justice, inasmuch aa 
the piercing with a spear, in common with the entire crucifixion, 
ie represented in Acte ii. 23 as a work of the Jews, not indeed 
from a material, but from a spiritual point of view. That John 
is very far from restricting the prophecies to the particular cir- 
cumstencea, in connexion with which they are quoted by him, is 
obvious from chap. xviii. 9. The prophecy before us would 
evidently lose much of its meaning and importance, if the verb 

rn were to be understood aa relating simply to the one fect of 
the piercing with a par. I t  is rather to be regarded as depict- 
ing the whole of the d e r i n g a  with which the death of the 
Meaeiah wae attended. That the death itself is the ee~ential 
poiht, and not the instrument e'mployed or the manner of the 
death, is evident from chap. Jii. 7, where a sword is mentioned, 
whereas y p  pointe rather to a spear. Liicke has very correctly - t 
observed, "at the time when John composed his goepel, e 
considerable number had already been gathered out of the hostile 
Jewish world, of auch as looked to the crucified One for their 
salvation. In this sense the b+ovrab (they shall look) had been 
fulfilled." In addition to this distinct quotation there are two 
other paseagee, in which there is evidently an intentional allusion 
to the one before us. The &s! ia Matt. xxiv. 30, " And then 
shall all the tribea of the earth mourn, and they shall see the 
Son of man coming in the clouds of heaven with power and 
great glory." The other is Rev. i. 7, " Behold he cometh with 
clouds, and every eye shall see him, and they also which pierced 
him." These m e  contain a kind of sacred parody of the 
prophecy in Zechariah. They show that side by Bide with the 
d u t a r y  contrition, the godly sorrow, of which Zechariah speaks, 
there is another kind, viz., the Judas-contrition of despair ; that 
by the side of the voluntary look, directed to the crucified One, 
there is anot,her, an involuntary look, which even unbelief can- 
not escape. The fearful meaning involved in this allusion will 
be learned by every one. I t  shows, moreover, that the prophecy 
wae refend to Christ, by both the Lord himself and his apostle 
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HISTOBY OF THE INTEBPBETATION. 

1. AMONG THE JEW& 

A valuable collection of materials haa been made by F&h 
muth and Satemam ; by the former in his dimta t io  de Meat& 
c o n ,  (thes. theol. phil. i. p. 1042 qq.) ; by the latter in his 
Jehovah t r a w f m  (ibid.' p. 1054 sqq.). Even before the 
coming of Christ it wae natural that the J e w  should mistake 
the true meaning of the prophecy ; for it not only pointed to a 
Buffering and dying Meseiah, like Is. liii., but to a suffering and 
dying Mesbh, connected with God by a mysterious unity of 
eeclence,---a mystery which could not be fully comprehended till 
the Son of God appeared in the flesh. Among the Jews 
after the time of Chriet, the difficulty of interpreting the psseage 
necessarily inc& ; for not only did they want the light of 
fulfilment, like thorn of an earlier age, but they were driven into 
a corner by Christian controversialiste, who took it aa the baaia 
of their arguments. How little ground we have for expeding 
impartiality under them circumstances, is evident from the can- 
did confeeaion made by Abarbanel, that the chief object which 
he had in view in his exposition waa to remove the etumbling 
block, laid by Christiam in the way of his people, when they 
interpreted the prophecy as relating to the crucified One. Tbe 
hietory of the interpretation of this psssage among the Jm is 
little more, therefore, than an account of the principal methods 
employed by them in the distortion of prophecy,-methods which 
led to such contradictory results, aa to furnish a powerfid argu- 
ment against their correctness. 

1. Some eought to get rid of the difficulty by giving to 9'1'1 - T 

the figurative meaning " to piece," in other words, " to gmbe." 
According to the exposition, the verse depicts the contrition of 
the Jews on account of the sins committed by them against the 
Lord. This view waa dopted by the tramlators of the Septne- 
gint, who rendered the clause, Rbwovrar  l rpk 4, b6' Bv 
aa~aypjua~o.  Jennne and many othera suppose that the 
tranelatora mistook 93, for ; and examples of similar 

T V  IT T 
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tranepoaitions are no doubt ta be found. Lud. Ca!ppellue and 
others suggeet the probability of their having found ?~fp in their 
MSS. ; but this is ve y unlikely, as there is nothing ell;! favour 
such a reading. Others, including Cocceiw and Bwtorf, think 
that, as they did not know how to get over the mcul ty ,  they 
substituted qy,m for 7~ by mere conjecture. We should not 

T T T T 

mention the fact, that the blind prejudice shown by Po88 (de 
tranelat. LXX. interprett. p. 20 and 77) in favour of the Sep- 
tuagint, has led him to maintain that AVO' aiv ~a~mppjuavro is a 
later corruption, were it not that Ewald has given expression to 
the same opinion (commentar. in Apoc: p. 93). The only expla- 
nation that can be given of thb is the wish to get rid of an 
important argument for the genuineness of the Book of Revela- 
tion, namely the remarkable agreement between John xix. 37, 
and Rev. i. 7 in the rendering of the words quoted from thie 
m e ,  an agreement which cannot be set aside by merely 
referring to a similar coincidence in the use of the word Ca~ev- 
T& by A p h ,  rSyrnllucchw, and meOdotion, since in their case 
the one quoted from the other and their agreement is :entirely 
restricted to the use of the word iwmeiv.-Very few have hit 
upon the true explanation, namely that the translators read n;n, 

1 T 

but thought the literal meaning of the verb undtable, and 
therefore understood it figuratively, " to pierce," in the sense of q 

" to vex.* Lampe, among the earlier commentators, has adopted ( 

this explanation (Comm. on John part. 3, p. 633). The con- 
jecture is clianged into a certainty, if we merely look at the other 
examples of a similar mode of procedure on the part of the trans- 
lators in the very same section. The most remarkable is chap, 
xiii 3, where we find another instance of transposition in con- 
nexion with the same verb yyl. In this case also the meaning 

I- T 

to pierce seemed to theh inappropriate, since they could-not 
imagine that parents would be so cruel as to kill their own Ron, 
and probably alw because, like many of the later commentators, 
they imagined that the same individual was alluded to in vers. 5 
and 6. If so he could not be regarded aa killed. In  this caae they 
render the verb uvpao8i~ervJ to bind the feet together, whereas 
in every other instance they translate it &ro~evrciv, hevre&, 
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aa~aameiv,  or .rrrpcjuae~v.-We. have another example in chap. 
xii. 8. They were startled to h d  it stated there, that the house 
of David should be as God. Hence they translated D-;1.5w, 
& OLOC 0200 ; whilst Jonathafi on the other hand endeavoured 
to remove the ground of offence by giving to D-n47N the mean- 

r :  
ing of prince.--% much may perhaps he conceded to the sup 
porters of the other hypotheses, that the translators were led to 
select the verb ~ a ~ o ~ ~ f o p u ,  to express the idea of contempt 
and wickedness, by the recollection of the word m, which 

I-, 
they probably regarded as allied to ylm. 

We have no he8ihtion.h giving thysame explanation of the 
ChakEee version, the words of which have been so often mis- 
interpreted, and of which, so far as we are aware, the only 
correct explanation that has ever been given is that of Lamp 
(ut supra). The psasage is mdered 7 5&? 9, p p y n  

The translation usually given of this is; L L  orabtmt . .  - .  
coram me, quoniam translati fuenmt" (compare L+htfoot on 
John xix. 37). The meaning of the paraphra-st is supposed to 
have been, that the Jews would turn to the Lord, with bitter 
lamentation on account of their captivity. But the objection to 
this is, that nothing can be pointed out in the text, which could 
give rise to such a translation. The difficulty, however, is 
removed, if we understand as meaning to wader aboert 
in a moral sense, to rove about so as to lose sight of the Lord ; 
compare hw vvagatw, 1- ; 55% ambulator, otwsus qpectatoP 

T - 
(see Bmtorf 8. v.).-This explanation has been given up by 
the modern Jews, who all agree in tramdating ylm literally. 
But it has found eupporters in the Christian ~ h u &  ; and we 
will now enquire whether it is admissible. It must certainly 
constitute a grave objection, that in every other case ylm is used 
in a literal sense, never figuratively, and that we havTan ex- 
ample in this very section in chap. xiii 3, a passage, which is 
the more important on account of the close relation in which i t  
etands to the verse before 11s: they had wickedly pierced the 
good shepherd, but now they pierce the false prophet righteously. 
But the words which follow are a suilicient disproof of the 
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fi,aurative interpretation. If 737 is not used in a literal sense, - T 

how can the next clau~e speak of mourning for one who is dead 3' 
how can it be compared to. the mourning for the death of an 
only son, and the mourning for the death of King Josiah ? The 
only resource left in this c s e  is to take the word in its ordinary 
signification, and to look for the figure in the general statement. 
God is slain, as it were, by the sins of the Jews; and the 
remorse, which they feel for their sins, is figuratively represented 
as mourning for the dead. But let any one look through the 
whole of the Old Testament, and see whether he can find any- 
thing analogous to a figure, so strange and derogatory to the 
dignity of God, as this would be.-It is quite out of place, to 
appeal to the fact that 33, to pierce, is also used with reference 
to God ; for it is not in it; p r i m q  sense that it is so used, but 
with a figurative meaning to insult, and even in this sense 
it is not associated directly with Jehovah himself, but only 
with the mtme of God (Lev. xxiv. 11). To these negative 
reasons for rejecting the explanation referred to, we have now 
to  add-(1) the positive grounds for referring the prediction to 
the Messiah and his death; viz., the evident identity of the 
person, slain and lamented here, with the g ~ o d  shepherd, whom 
faithful care was rewarded by the nation with base ingratitude 
(chap. xi.), who is represented in chap. xiii 7 as being alain, 
and whoee rejection on the part of the nation is the cause of 
their being vidted by severe judgments, until a t  length the 
remnant is purified by afHiction, turns to the Lord, and is 
received into favour again ;-(2) the parallel clause in chap. 
xiii. 7, "Awake, 0 sword, againet my shepherd," which is suf- 
ficient in itself to overthrow the figurative interpretation of y , n  ; 
and (3), 88 external evidence, the testimony of the New Testa- 
ment. 

2. There is another remarkable proof, that the correct inter- 
pretation of the passage, as relating to a true Meamah, was not 

1 dlaurer, who sup rta the figurative axplanation, thinks that he can get 
rid of the objections the dmple remarl, that "even reviling is a asvere 
offence, and a just cause for deep lamentation ;" but he overlooks the l y ~ b  
$7~?. The word '733, the ordinary term ~pplied to mourning for the 
dead (cf 7~p with 5y 0 denote the psnon, for whom lamentation is mde,  
2 Sam. xi. 6), must be taken in this sen= here, especially when we con- 
sider the follo&g yDDn>, which undoubtedly refers to mourning for the 
w. - 
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unknown to the earlier Jews In  the Jerusalem Talmud (fol. 
xii. 1 ed. Dessov. ; compare the appendix on the dering 
Messiah), it is the only one mentioned : " There are two 
opinions ; one, that the mourning is for the Messiah, the other, 
that the mourning is for the crime." This haa frequently been 
understood as meaning, that by some the crime was regarded as 
the sole object of the prophecy in this vem. And it has 
been found impossible to understand, how so strange an opinion 
could possibly have arisen. But this is not the case. Both 
views agreed in referring the prophecy to the Messiah. The 
difference, as we may sea upon closer examination, and from a 
comparison of the corresponding paesagee in the Babylonian 
Talmud, had respect exclusively to the mfEx in &y. Sorue 
regarded it as relating to the person of the pierced k e ,  whilst 
others suppoaed it to be used as a neuter, (as Schdtm and 
Datk also do) with the meaning, " on that account," naniely, 
on account of their sin, which had either directly, or what is 
more probable, indirectly occasioned the death of the Messiah. 
€30 much is certain. But we have no means of determining how 
these Rabbins interpreted the separate clauses of the verse, or 
how they got over the d.i&dty, which must have presented 
itself to their minds, in the words " they look upon me, whom 
they have pierced ;" whether they adopted the rendering, which 
De Roosi, who has carefully examined the Codex, says that 
6'pmachw has given in the Codex Barberinus, viz. u b  + 
i&&quav, " they look upon me (the Lord) with him, whom 
they (either the Jews or the enemy) have pierced;" or whether 
they rendered it, 8s many of the later Jews have done, " they 
look upon me (they turn to me as suppliants) becawe the enemy 
haa pierced them." I t  is impossible to decide this, from the 
fact that the difference referred to there has respect, not to the 
meaning of the whole paasage, but to the object of grief. In  m y  
caee, however, the peeage is of great importance, inasmuch as 
it proves that the earlier Jews were not &rangers to the doctrioe 
of a dying Messiah, and that, in whatever way his death might 
occur, they associated it with the sin of t.he nation. In  the 
course of time, however, this view was found to be inconvenient ; 
and the attempt was made to get rid of the dif6culty by adoptr 
ing the fiction of two Messiahs, the son of David and .the 
son of Joseph, to the latter of whom all the passages were a p  
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fled, which appeared to speak of a dying Measiah (com- 
pate the appendix on the d e r i n g  Messiah). This is the 
case with the paasage before us in the Babylonian Talmud, 
where the question is raised again, whether the mourning relatee 
to the Mewiah or to the an,  and the former ia pronounced indis- 
putably the correct opinion, on the ground that the lamentation 
must have reference to the person described as pierced immedi- 
ately before. (See the appendix). Among the later Rabbins, this 
interpretation is adopted by Abenezra and A barbanel; the latter of 
whom displays a marvellous vacillation, by giving his support 
eleewhere to the explanation proposed by Kimchi and Jarchi 
to which we shall presently refer, although he so decidedly rejects 
it here. Lastly, it is also found in the Jalkut Chadash (fol. 24 ; 
quoted by Gliisener de gemiw Jud. Mm'a  p. 57), " after Jonah 
has been pierced, that is, the Messiah Ben Joseph, David will 
come, that is, the Messiah Ben David." 

The supportera of this interpretation had now to solve the 
difEcult problem : how is the expression, " whom they have 
pierced," to be reconciled with the words " they will look upon 
me ?" Various methods were suggested, but all equally unsuccess- 
fuL (1). They altered, without the least shame, the inconvenient 
\5N into 75N. The text ia quoted thus, without any further 
remark, in h e  Talmud, end also in En Israel, p. 117. And ac- 
cording to a remarkable passage in Rubanus Maurms contra 
Judaeos, p. 1 3  (Wageneed'8 Sota, p. 68)) it was to be found in 
his day (the 9th century) in the margin of many MSS. " Where 
we, according to the faith of the Holy Scriptures, read in the 
person of God ' and they ahall look upon me, whom they have 
pierced;' they (the Jews) although they dare not make any 
alteration in the text of the sacred volume, from their fear of the 
Divine command, have written outside as a marginal note, ' they 
shall look on him, whom they have pierced.' And thus they 
teach their pupils, to copy what they find in the text, but to 
read what they 6nd in the margin ; so that they hold, forsooth, 
that, in their folly, the Jews look to him, whom Gog and Magog 
have pierced." In  the 13th century this reading had found its 
way into the text of several MSS., see Bairn. Martini @. 411 
Leipzig), "Observe, that some of the Jews, being unable to 
endure such forcible testimony from the Holy  scripture^, faleifj 

F 2 
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one letter in this passage, and read 795N, - .. so that it may be uxi: 
derstood as referring not to God, but 7& some one else." Com- 
pare, on the other hand, p. 855, where the author appeals to the 
ancient MSS., in all of which the reading ,5N is found. The 
reading 7v5N is actually to be met with in ~%ss. in Kennicott, 
and 13 in Rossi I it is also contained in the original text of 
many of the Rabbinical writings, though it has been to some 
extent rejected from the published editions (compare de Rossi on 
this passage). We need not enter into any elaborate proof of 
the correctness of the reading vsN. Grammatically it is the - .. 
more m c u l t  of the two ; it is opposed to the favourite opinion8 
of the Jews ; it is found in all the ancient MSS., the testimony 
of which is the more complete in this case, from the fact that the 
trandations of Aquila, Symmachw, and Theodotion have been 
handed down to us in a Scholion of the Codex Barber. ; and it 
is found not only in the best manu~cripts, but also in by far the 
largest number.' It is not so easy to decide the question, whe- 
ther the reading 7.5~ is traceable to doctrinal considerations, 
that is, whether we have here an example of an attempt on the 
part of the Jews to falsify the text. Wagewe2 hm endeavoured 
to prove that we have (Hackqan de uau librr. Rabbinic. p. 295) ; 
and de Rossi maintains the opposite. We are constrained to 
decide in favour of the former. It is true that there are not 
wanting other examples in which the Keri has attempted to 
restore grammatical correctness, in cases where the first person 
is followed immediately by the third. But no one has ever 
ventured to bring these supposed emendations into the text. 
In  this instance, in the Talmud, where we first meet with 
the reading 775N, its bearing upon the interests of the Jews 
is far too obvious, as is also the case with Jalkut, where 
the reading sN is adopted, to render it possible to refer 
the passage to the Messiah Ben Joseph, " to him whom they 

1 Such r~a80ne ee these have but little weight, it ia true with Ewdd 
Hi inchtione are of much greater importance. " For ,GN I* he eays, 

"red 7,$N, which b found in many MSS." Tbe res%on a&& is this, 
" the first person m h  the Old Teetament speak nonsrrrc, namely that the 
people would mourn for Jehovah (for no one else could be thought of), ae 
for one deed, who would never return e n  e)." Such practices as these 
ehould be left to the Jewe ; they ehould never be heard of within the limits 
of Christendom. 
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have pierced," a departure from the Talmud which clearly 
shows, how little' external ground there was for giving up the 
received version. If the emendation was occasioned solely 
by the grammatical irregularity, how was it that it did not 
occur to any one to read ,5y instead of &y ?-De Rossd 
appeals to the fact, that not a single Jewish controversialist has 
brought forward the reading ?rSN to refute the Christian inter- 
pretation, as an argument against the supposition that there has 
been an intentional falsification of the text. But this fact may 
quite as legitimately be used, as  an argument on the opposite 
side. It bears testimony to a guilty conscience. If the reading 
-pSN had been obtained by righteous means, they would never 
b v e  hesitated to appeal to it. They used it timidly and 
modestly, more for their own idisfaction than as a weapon to 
direct against their foes ; and when they found that, after all, it 
did not succeed, that the forgery could not be introduced into 
all the MSS., and that attention waa already being directed to 
the question, they gave up the reading altogether, and tried to 
find out some less objectionable way.-(2). They gave a different 
rendering to l~tj~ nN, viz., " they look to me (as suppliants), 
becawe they [ihe heathen) have pierced him (the son of 
Joseph") ; a rendering, the arbitrary character of which is so 
very obvious, that we can see no reason for examining it more 
minutely.-It is hardly worth while even to add, with reference 
to the antiquated notion of the Messiah Ben Joseph, that it is 
nothing but a foundling of modern Jews, which never met with 
general acceptance, as the remark of Kimchi, in opposition to its 
supposed application to the present passage, sufficiently proves, 
and which the more intelligent, such as Maimonides and Mename 
Ben Israel, expressly or tacitly reject. I t  is of greater impor- 
tance to lay emphasis upon a remark, which affects not merely 
this particular explanation, but the whole genus to which it 
belongs. The look directed to the pierced one, the loud lamen- 
tation for his death, is represented here as a consequence of the 
outpouring of the spirit of grace upon I~rael, a sign of ite 
genuine conversion, the fruits of which are described in chap. 
xiii. 1-6. But how could the lamentation for a leader, slain by 
the foe, be regarded as the result of conversion ? 

(3). A still greater error was committed by those who, like 
J 
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Kinchi, Jarchi, and Mena88e Ben 1wa.d (HuIsiw theol. Jud. 
p. 513), interpreted " the pierced one," aa meaning every one 
who had been slain in the war with Gtog and Magog: "they 
will all lament for the death of one, aa if the whole army had 
been slain." Some of them adopt the false reading &N, and 
others give to 7~~ n~ the inadmissible rendering " beoawe." 

T -. " 

Kimchi, for example, explains it as equivalent to 7- The 
: - 

last reason adduced, for rejecting the previous interpretation, tells 
with considerable force against t.Cs one &. The supportera 
of it are unable to defend their assumption, that there is a cirange 
of su$ect in qy,n, of which there is not the slightest indication 

T T  

in the text, and which is therefore unnatural, or to account for 
the absence of the &. This interpretation is to be especially 
accounted for, from the fear of conceding too much to the 
Christians, by referring the passage to the Messiah Ben Joeeph ; 
a fear, for which there waa all the more foundation, since it 
could not but be clearly perceived, that it was uselees to attempt 
to prove the reality of the fictitious Messiah Ben Joseph, and 
that, if the attempt was made and failed, so long as the passage 
waa admitted to be generally Messianic, it would be impossible 
to evade the conclusion that it must refer to the Messiah Ben 
David. The extent, to which this fear prevailed, ia evident from 
tho fnct that, in a Polish edition of Jarchi, the passage in 
which he speaks of the explanation, which refers the paasage 
to the Messiah Ben Joseph, aa handed down by tradition and 
confirmed by the Talmud, has been omitted ; compare Bteph. Is 
Mop on Jeremiah xxiii. 6. 

In the Christian Church, as we should naturally expect, the 
reference to Christ has been generally maintained from time im- 
memorial. It is superfluous therefore to mention the namea of 
those who have supported it. Even J. D. Micliaelis declares 
himself in its favour, although he adopts the ungrammatical 
rendering, " they will look upon me, and upon him, whom they 
11nve pierced." We shall notice only the exceptions, namely, 
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those who reject the Meaaianic interpretation. But we shall be 
very brief, as the refutation will be found in what has already 
been written. 

(1). Calzrin (in his commentary on the psssage and on John 
xix. 37), followed to a certain extent in the footsteps of the t r a m  
lstors of the Septwlgint and ChZdee versions, though without 
in any way depexiding upon them. " Piercing," he says, " b 
used here for continuid irritation, and is as much as to say, that- 
the Jews with their obstinacy were equipped, as it were, for war, 

-that they might fight against God and pierce him with their 
malice, or with tho weapons of their rebellion. . . . The 
meaning . . . is this : when the Jews have provoked God 
i n  many ways with perfect impunity, they will at length become 
penitent, for they will begin to be alarmed by the judgment of 
God, although before thb not one of them had thought of giving 
an account of his life." At the same time we must not over- 
look the essential difference between Cnlvin and both the Jewish 
and rationalistic expositors, who have adopted the same ex- 
planation. According to Calvin the prophecy h to be under- 
stood in the f is t  place figuratively, and referred to Ctod ; but 
under the euperintending providence of God it came to pasa, 
that it w a ~  literally fulfilled in Christ, who is associated with 
God by unity of nature, that is to say, the history of Chriat 
formed a vioibile Bymboluln of the substance of the prophecy. 
That he regarded the prophecy aa connected with the fulfilment 
in Christ in a much more intimate manner, than in the so-called 
" mystical sense" of Crotiw, which, as Rewrs has shown (qpuec. 
1. p. 74 sqq.), is something purely imaginary, is obvious from 
all the red of the expodion, in which he seems to lose sight of 
the figurative meaning altogether. By the earliest expositore 
this view of Cdm'n'~ was universally opposed. Lamp complains 
very bilhrly, that Cdvin'8 private opinions should be charged 
upon the Reformed Church, and that a reproach should thus be 
cast upon it. With the exception of an unknown writer men- 
tioned in blartini (& trz'bus &him c. 112), and Smalciudl the 
Socinian, it did not receive support from any one but Grotius. 
From him it has been copied by several of the modern commen- 
tators, including Roeenmiiller, Eichhorn, Theiner, and Maurer. 

(2). The reference to a Messiah Ben Joseph harr so far found 
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mpporters among modem expositors, that many of them regard 
the prophecy as relating to the death of a distinguished Jewish 
general or martyr. Jahn (EinL ii. 2, p. 671) supposes that 
Judas Bfaccabaeus is intended, and renders the clause thus, 
"they will look upon him (Jehovah), on account of him, whom 
they have pierced." B a w  (whol. p. 310) conjectures that allu- 
sion is made to some Jewish commander, who lost his life in the 
Maccabean war, though it is impossible to determine which. 
Bleek speaks of " one particular human martyr, who hsd been 
put to death a short time before, in the service of the tnle God. 
In  order to get rid of the reference to Jehovah, and therefore to 
the Messiah, to which he objects on the gronnd that the pro- 
phet could not have expected any of his immediate readers and 
hearers to understand him in this eense,-overloking the fact 
that the prophecy had been preceded by chap. xi. ae well as Is. 
liii.),-he takes upon himself to read -5N, the poetic form of 5N, .. :: 
and renders the clause "they look to him whom they have 
pierced. But this is a desperate remedy. 'ISN only occurs four .. % 

times in the whole of the Old Testament, viz., in the book of 
Job, in the highest style of poetry, and that immediately before 
a noun. Moreover, ~5~ is the construct state of a noun, and 
therefore cannot possibly be connected with the accusative nN. 
The result arrived at by B l e e p '  i t  is uncertain to whom the 
prophet refersJ'-is surely purchad  too dearly at such a price aa 
this. Again, on Bleeh hypothesis, it is impossible to explain 
the announcement in vers. 10-14 respecting the national mourn- 
ing, or the statement made in chap. xiii. 1, as to the fountain 
opened for sin and for uncleanness, in consequence of their look- 
ing upon him who had been pierced, or again the reference in 
vers. 2-41 to the sanctification resulting from the same look, not 
to mention the evident allusion to the healing effected by looking 
a t  the brazen serpent.-Ewd8 explanation is open to precisely 
the same objections. For one martyr, he tmbstitutea a plurality 
of such aa had fallen in the war with the heathen. His render- 

. ing is, " they look to him, whom men have pierced," which he 
explains thus, " the intention is to show that no msrtyr falls in 
vain, but that he will one day be mourned for with universel 
love." To render thim explanation possible, " a spirit of love and 
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the wish for love" is substituted for "the epirit of grace and 
supplication ;" but we have a su%cient proof that this is incor- 
rect, in the paswe in Joel upon which this is based, and from 
which we learn, that reference is made to something entirely 
different, namely to religious regeneration. Again, Ewald is 
obliged to sacrifice the accredited reading ,$N and adopt 79$N 
in its stead. The third sacrifice that- has to be made, is the 
assumption of a change of subject in 77,m, which is not only 
objectionable in itself, but is also disproved by the fact, that it 
severs the connection with chap. xi., that it renders what follows 
incomprehensible, since the opening of a fountain for sin and 
uncleanness (chap. xiii. I), and also the repentance (vers. 2-6), 
show that those who look are the same as those who had formerly 
pierced-(otherwise the repentance would be altogether vision- 
ary),--and lrtstly by the fact, that there is no reference whatever 
to persons who had fallen in conflict with the heathen. But if we 
read 9psN, it would be presupposed that the pierced one had 
already been more particularly described. We cauld not in this 
case adopt the rendering, " they will look to one whom they have 
pierced," but " to him" (definitely), especially as the relative is 
preceded by nN. Ewald introduces the plurality on his own 
authority entirely ; for both here and in the parallel passages 
(chap. xi. and xiii. 7) there is never more than one individual 
referred to, as the object of persecution. Hofinann (Schriffbe- 
weis ii. 2, p. 562) has at length gone back again to one indivi- 
dual. He now renders the passage " my heroes look at him 
whom they (the heathen) have pierced." " They mourn for a 
loss which they have suffered, not for a crime which they have 
committed." The only peculiarity to be noticed here is the 
rendering of 9SN " my heroes," to which two objections may be 
offered, first, that 5N never means hero (compare the remarke 
on Is. ix. 5), and secondly, that u.133 is usually conetrued with 
$+ But this false interpretation of - 1 5 ~  was compulsory ; for 
if Jehovah was pierced, the author of the deed must have been 
Judah, whom we have already seen in chap. xi. in fierce conflict 
with the angel of the Lord. In the same manner was Hofinann 
also obliged to resort to a false rendering of -n. Tf the spirit of 
grace must be poured out upon the inhabitants of J e d e m ,  
before the looking takea place, they must elso have been thc 
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sole authors of the piercing. With the spirit of bupplication, 
again, Hofmann d y  does not know what to do. It is diiii- 
cult to see for what they pray, if not for forgivenets of the ein 
indicated by the word 773, In  m e r  to the supplicatione, 

. they receive (in chap. xih. 1) " a fountain opened for sin and 
uncleanness." 

(3). The merit of having discovered a new exposition belongs 
to Vogel and Hitzig alone, of all the expositors, who are at the 
aame time neither Jewish nor Messianic. The former main- 
tains, that the prophet is not speaking of the Messiah, but of 
himself (on CapeUi crit. eacr. i. p. 140). According to Hi&@ 
the passage can be " simply" explained, on the ground that 
Jehovah ie identified with the prophets, the sender with the 
sent. " The murder of a prophet is regarded as an attack upon 
the pereon of Jehovah himseli" But Hitziq does not fid to 
perceive the difficulties connected with his explanation. " This 
ie the onlypamzge," he aays, "in the Old Testament in which a 
murderous attack upon Jehovah is simply deduced from a true 
idea ; but i t  may appar strange, that such a deduction could 
be made." Jehovah dain I and a lamentation for the dead on 
his account I Such a representation is eomething more than 
strange, if it merely meana that the prophets have been killed. 
One who wishes to introduce such startling idem aa thew, ought 
certainly to explain more clearly what he means. Bemdee in 
chap. xi., to which, as even Eitzdg admits, there must necea- 
aady be an allusion intended here, there ia nothing about the 
coxdicta and eufferinga of the prophet, but the Angel of the 
Lord, who is eesociated with God by unity of essence, appeara 
w the good shepherd, entere upon a conflict for life or death 
with the evil shepherds (ver. 8), and receives from them a die- 
graceful recompense (ver. 12). Lamentation is made here for 
the guilt contracted by the inhabitants of J e d e m ,  through the 
evente deecribed in chap. xi.-Laatly, the comparison with 
Josish in chap. xiii. 7, of whom Hitzdg, it is true, manegee 
to dispose, contains a still inore decisive proof that it is a king 
who haa been slain. 

How has everything been done here to get rid of the truth, and 
how ineffectual have all theee efforts proved I The truth forces 
itn way through all such errora, and is never without a witneaa 

Y 
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Ver. 11. " In that day the 1)202(rni& ila Jeruealem coiU be 
g r d ,  aa the. w m i n g  of HadadmTarn1)2012' in the valley of Me- 
gidd.43." 

In this verse and the following the prophet does all he can, to 
make the sorrow appear as great and as universal as poseible. * 

The mourning of Hadadrimmon is not mourning which actually 
occurred in Hadrtdrimmon ; but those who took part in it, 
though really in Jerusalem, were in Hodadrimmon in spirit 
(see 2 Chr. x.xxv. 34), and, therefore, it was so far the scene of 
the mourning, that the cause of it was to be found there,-it 
was there that the good king Josiah was slain. The following 
proofs may be adduced, that it is with the mourning for the death 
of this king, that the lamentation for the pierced one is here com- 
pared. (1). The lamentation, to which the prophet refers, must 
have been one of the most bitter, that had ever occurred in their 
previous history. Now this can be proved to have been the 
lamentation for Josiah. According to 2 Chr. xxxv. 25 Jeremiah 
composed a funeral dirge on the occasion of his death, and other 
odes were composed and sung by male and female oingers. These 
odes were current in Israel as popular mnp ,  and continued to 
be so till the chronicler's own time. They were placed in a col- 
lection of elegiao odes, relating to the mournful calamities which 
befel the nation, commencing with the death of Josiah, and 
which apeedily effected its ruin. I n  this we have e proof not 
only of the bitterness of the lamentation, but also of the fact that 

~ 
it was preserved in lively remembrance in later' ages, even in the 
period succeeding the captivity.-(2). The lamented one mu& 

~ 
have been a good king ; and the campaign becomes the more 
appropriate, if he was one who died in ace& sense on account 1 
of the Bins of the nation. Now both of these are fully realised i in Joaiah. He ie deecribed in 2 Kings xxiii 25 sqq. 8s the best 
of all the kings of Judah. Yet this did not s d c e ,  to turn the 
Lord from his pnrposes of destruction. He died a victim, not so 
much to his own imprudence, in going to war with the 
powerful king of the Egyptians, as to the ain of hie nation. 
If this had not called down the vengeance of God, He would 
either have preserved him from the imprudence itself, or 
have averted its consequencee.-(3). The comparison requiree, 
that the slain one should have been a king of JwEaib, and that 
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the lamentation should have been in J e r ~ 8 h .  The words 
" at Jerusalem" are evidently to be understood in the second 
clause as well as the first: " The mourning will be great i n  
Jerusalem, as the mourning of Hadadrimmon was." We ihd - both of these in the case of Josirth. The king was brought to 
Jerusalem mortally wounded, and immediately after his arrival 
there, the last spark of life waa extinguished, and the lamen- 
tation commenced for him, the beloved one, with whom the 
throne of Judah appeared to have been carried to the grave 
(compare 2 Chr. xxxv. 22).'-(4). The places exactly coincide. 
We find in the Chronicles word for word the same expression 
as here, Josiah was pierced through " iqlp ny,m8' The only . - 
difference is, that in the passage before us the very spot is men- 
tioned, in which Josiah received his fatal wound.% Jerome bears 
express testimony to the fact, that Hadadrimmon was situated 
in the valley of Megiddo or Jezreel.' Rimmon also occurs as the 
name of a city in chap. xiv. 10 ; and we frequently meet with it 
as the name of a place with some other word prehed, e.g., Ain 
Rimmon (compare Simmonis onom. y. 347). 

However, notwithstanding the cogency of these reasons, there 
have not been wanting some who digpute the reference to 
Josiah, or connect some other with it. The latter is the case 
in the Chaldee version, where the passage is paraphrased thus : 
" as the mourning for Ahab, the son of Omri, whom Hadad- 
rimmon the son of Tadrimmon, slew at Ramath in Gilead, 
and as the mourning for Josiah, the son of Amon, whom 
Pharaoh Necho slew in the valley of Megiddo." Hadadrimmon 
is here regarded as the name of the Syrian king, who slew 
A.hab, derived, according to a custom which undoubtedly pre- 

nt contradiction between this and the 80count 'ven 
i n ' t P 2 E  Ki , in which Josiah ia r i R a v e  died a t  pegid%, is 
sut6cientl exphinzfrom the attem t a t  m n d r n a v  on the part of the latter 
author, rim general deeign l d  gim throu bout to show less recision, 
with regard to external circunutanw, than e *tar of the C~roniclcs. 
He does not stop to mention, that +ere was still a feeble epark of life remain- 
ing in the king ; but speaks of M ddo as the wane of hu death, because he 
was madly wounded and near1 j'3ed them 

2 Urotius : "Sicut illa Darii ad Arbella, ab Arbellitide regione, e t  ad 
Chgameh ex oppido aut vim propinquo." 

a ' I  HAdrimmon urba eet juxta Jeneelem, hoc olim vocabulo nunanpa&+ 
et hodie vocstur Maximirrnopolia in m p o  Mageddon, in quo JosiPs rex 
juatw a Phanrone cognomento Necho vulneratns eet." 
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vailed among the Syrians and Babylonians, from Rimmon, the 
name of au idol. The mourning of Hadadrimmon is under- 
stood to mean the mourning caused by Hadadrimmon. But 
if this be correct, it must be all that is intended ; for it is 
irnposdble to see how any second allusion can be reconciled with . 
the words of the text, if Hadad-rimmon is to be taken as a pro- 
per name. It really looks as if the Chaldee translator placed 
both in the text, merely because he was undecided which of the 
two he ought to choose, and not because he regarded them as 
equally admissible. But no proof can be needed, that the passage 
does not relate exclusively to Ahab. Of all the tests which we 
have mentioned, there is only one that applied to him, viz., his 
dea.th in the valley of Megiddo. Any general and bitter lamen- 
tation for this wicked king of the rebellious Israelites cannot for 
a moment be thought of. He was .so universally hated, that no 
one would wash his polluted blood from the chariot, and they 
were obliged to engage the services of disreputable persons for 
this dishonourable employment.-We shall pass over other 
opiniom of a still more trivial character, and merely mention, in 
addition, the explanation proposed by Hitziq. He has set up 
two different hypotheses. In  the Sludien und Kritiken 1830, 
1. p. 29, he maintains that the allusion here made is to the death 
of the wicked Ahsziah (2 Kings ix. 27), an allusion which even 
Melancthon defended in conjunction with that to the death of 
Joeiah, ("the comparison is taken from the death of the two 
kinge, Ahaziah and Josiah, both of whom were slain near 
Megiddo"). On the other hand, in his commentary, Hitzig =ye 
that Hadadrimmon is the Syriac name for Adonis : " very strik- 
ingly (I)," he says, " is the sorrow for their Gtod Jehovah com- 
pared to the lamentation for the god Adonis." Both hypotheses 
are intended to " neutralisen the reference to Josiah, in favour of 
a preconceived opinion respecting the period, when the second 
part was composed. Both of them, but especially the latter, 
show the utter absence of any senae of sacred propriety. In 
chap. viii. 14 Ezegiel refers to the mourning for Adonis as an 
idolatrous abomination. The arguments brought forward to 
prove that Hadadrimmon w a ~  a name of Adonis, who is 
mentioned in the Scriptures under a different name, fall com- 
pletely to the ground (compare Ezek. viii. 14, &).-In conclu- 
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i o n  we simply call attention to the decisive manner, in which 
this verse disproves the supposition that the previous verse refem 
to the supreme Deity, and establishes the reference to the Me% 
eiah. How perfectly absurd it would be to compare the mourn- 
ing for the supreme Deity, to whom offence had been given, w i t h  
the lamentation for King Josiah, who was slain ! Yet how 
appropriate a type of the Messiah we have here ! He was slain 
on account of the sins of his people : his reign was the closing 
manifestation of mercy on the part of the Lord ; unepeakable 
misery followed immediately afterwards ; the lamentation for his 
death reated upon the mingled feelings of love, and of 80mw 
for their own sins, which had brought him to death, 

Vers. 12-14. The reason why the prophet gives 80 elaborate 
a description of the mourning for the pierced one is twofold. 
His first design is to represent the mo-g of the Iaraelitee as 
true and not merely ceremonial, and their conversion as com- 
plete, and deeply rooted in the heart. He effects this by con- 
tinuing the figurative styIe with which he commenced, and 
describing every family as mourning apart, and in every family 
the men apart, and the women apart. This is intended to show 
that every family, and every sub-division of every f d j ,  would 
mourn as if the loss were peculiar to themselves. His second 
design is to date, as emphatically as powible, that the mourning 
pervades the whole nation, that the convemion does not merely 
embrace a few of the "poorest of the flock, who followed the 
good shepherd," as was the case when Christ appeared in his 
humiliation (chap. xi. ll), but that it is a truly national affair. 
To effect this, he first of all mentions two of the leading lines ; 
then, to show that the change will thoroughly pervade the 
whole, from one end to the other, he connects with these two of 
their principal families ; and finally, to give expression to the 
idea that the whole nation is Sffected, he adds to theee " dl the 
reat of the families." Thua, like Paul in Rom. xi. 26, he repre- 
sents all Israel as saved, a work which commenced with the 
crucifixion, has been going on through every age of the Church, 
and will be fully completed in the last times. 

Ver. 12. " And the land mourns, family by f a d y  apart, the 
family of the house of David apart, and their wive8 apart, tAe 
f a i l #  of the houee of Nathan apart, and their wivea aprt." 



Ver. 13. " The fanailly of the b e  of Levi apart, and their 
mMm apart, the family of t h  Shimeite apart, and their mbee 
apart." 

V ~ T .  14. "All the rest of the fama'EieS, famzZies by farnzlk 
apart, and their zoivee apart." 

Commentators differ in their opinions as to the specXcation 
which is here given by the prophet of the variow families, 
which take part in the lamentation for the Meseiah. At fir& 
sight there is something plausible in the explanation given by 
Jerome: " In  David we have the royal tribe, i e .  Judah; in 
N&n the prophetic order ; in Levi the priests, for the priest- 
hood sprang from him ; in Shimei the teachers, for the different 
d e w  of magistrates qrang from this tribe. The prophet does 
not mention the other tribes, which were not possessed of any 
peculiar privileges." But on closer examination, hieopinion is 
found to be quite untenable. The principal objection is that 
the h d y  of the Shimeite cannot possibly mean the tribe of 
Simeoa In the &st place, the patronymic of Simeon is not 
q q p ,  but Shimeoni (Josh.. xxi. 4, 1 Chr. xxvii. 16), in addi- 

t io i  to which we find only the periphrastic expression 923 .. . 
fly@ ; and secondly, if no tribes are mentioned here but those 

which possessed some peculiar privilege, the tribe of Simeon is 
quite out of place. So far wae this tribe from having any 
peculiar privilege, that it did not even receive a separate pro- 
vince like all the rest of the tribes, with the exception of that of 
Levi, which was richly.compeneated for the want of it by a pre- 
rogative of a different kind. 

That the " different orders of magistrates" were chosen from 
thie tribe is a Jewi8h fiction, whose origin may be traced with- 
out any dii5culty. The Jerusalem Targum paraphrases Gen. 
xlix. 7 thus: " I will divide the tribe of Simeon, that teachers 
of the law may be placed in the assembly of Jacob, and I will 
wtter the tribe of Levi" (for other Jewish quotations see 
Beidegger k t .  pahkmh. ii. p. 484). In  this passage, from 
Jacob's blessing, we have the origin of the fable. The Rabbins, 
overlooking the fact that it was a suEcient blessing for a tribe 
to belong to the people of Gtod and not to be cut off from the 
nation, and reading in Glen. xlix. 28, "Jacob blessed them," 
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came to the conclusion that a peculiar blessing must necessarily 
be awarded to every tribe in Jacob's address. But the announce- 
ment made to Simeon did not appear to contain any such bless- 
ing. They did not allow this, however, to disconcert them ; 
especially as the apparent curse on Levi, contained in the same 
verse, had been changed into a bleesing. With regard to the  
special purport of the blessing on Simeon, they thought that id  
must be somewhat analogous to that on Levi, since the same 
announcement of dispersion in Jacob was made to both of them. 
Hence they shared the vocation of teacher between the two 
tribes of Levi and Simeon. The later Jews placed the tribe of 
Sirneon in a subordinate position. Jarchi, for example, was of 
opinion that none but clerks and echoohasters were chosen 
from this tribe. We need hardly my that there is nothing 
whatever in history, to indicate that this vocation was ever 
allotted to the Simeonites. 

The key to a correct explanation may be d y  obtained, if  
we determine the precise position of the family of the Shimeite. 
We can do this with certainty from Num. iii. 17 qq. Levi 
had three sons, Gershon, Kohath, and Merari. Cfershon had 
two sons, Libni and Shimei. In  ver. 21 the family of the latter 
is called nn~&,  the family of the Shimeite, just as in . . -  - - .  
the paasage before us. It is evident, therefore, that one parti- 
cular family of the tribe of Levi, and that a subordinate one, 
is mentioned in connexion with the whole tribe. If this be cor- 
rect, then, it may b4 regarded aa certain that by the family of 
Nathan we are not to under~tand the descendants of the pro- 
phet, who lived in the time of David ; still less, the prophetic 
order ; for the prophets did not spring from Nathan, and therefore 
could not be represented as his family. The family of Nathan 
mmt be a branch of that of David, just as the family of Shimei 
was a branch of that of Levi. I t  may be taken for granted, then, 
that the prophet alludes to the family of Nathan, a son of David 
who is mentioned in 2 Sam. v. 14, and Luke iii. 31, and that he 
introduces the name of Nathan, for the same reason aa that of 
Shimei, because he was merely the head of a subordinate branch 
of the family. We have thus the two leading families in the 
early theocracy, the royal and the prieqtly ; and with these there 
are aseociated two minor subdivisions, to show that the conver- 
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sion would entirely pervade every family from the highest to the 
lowed of its members. The prominent position taken by women 
in the gospel history, from the daughters of Jerusalem in Luke 
xxiii. 27 sqq. to the weeping Mary in John xx. 16, answers to 
the p e c ~ h  emphasis laid upon the women here. 

Chap. xiii. 1. " A t  that time there will be a fountain opened 
to t h  house of David, and to the inhabitan& of Jerusalem, for 
ein an& for unclenness." 

The penitential grief of I m l  will not be in vain. In fact, it 
cannot be so; for it has been produced by the Lord himself, 
who has poured out the spirit of 8upplication upon his people. 
(Chap. xii. 10). A fountain is shut up, as long as it is hidden 
in the rock, and opened when it breaks forth ; EEX? Is. xli. 18, &c., 
xxxv. 6. That "the house of David and the inhabitants of 
Jerusalem" are to be understood as denoting the whole nation, 
is evident from chap. xii. 12, where the land is referred to. In 
the expression, " for sin and for uncleanness," there is an allu- 
sion to Num. xix. 9 sqq., where we find the following passage, 
with reference to the holy water, which contained the ashes of 
the red heifer, that had been offered as a sin-offering, " and it 
 hall be kept for the congregation of Israel for waters of unclean- 
was, (rn~), it is a &-ofwing. . . . He that toucheth a 
corpse, and purifieth not himself, defileth the tabernacle of the 
Lord ; and that soul shall be cut off from Israel, because the 
water of Niddah was not sprinkled upon him, he shall be un- 
clean, his uncleanness is yet upon him." Even under the Old 
Testament, Levitical uncleanness was regarded as a t.ype of sin, 
and the outward purification as a symbol of the inward (set? Ps. 
li. 19, and the remarks on Is. lii. 14 in vol. ii. p. 268). The 
m t e r  in this case must be healing water, if it is founded upon 
the atoning blood. The communication of forgiveness reste 
upon the atonement; compare 1 J ~ h n  v. 6, " thiu is he that 
came by water and blood, even Jesus Christ, not by water only, 
but by water and blood." The legal symbol leads to the same 
conclusion. The sprinkling, prescribed in Num. xix., could only 
be performed with water containing the ashes of the red heifer, 
which had been sacrificed as a sin-offering. A comparison of 
the passage in Iaaiah, upon which this is based (Is. lii. 13 sqq.), 
leads to the tame conclusion. Christ is there represented as the 
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sacrifice for sins, and according to ver. 14, the sprinkling of 
many nations is rendered possible by his atoning death. This ie 
also indicated in chap. xii. 10, where the saving look at the 
pierced one is referred to. Bs we have an allusion in the pasage 
before'us to Num. xk, so have we, in the verse just mentioned, 
to Num. xxi. 9, " and i t  came to pass, that if a serpent had bitten 
any man, he looked at the brawn serpent and lived." MiclMelk, 
therefore, ia quite correct in saying, " Christ himself hae been 
opened as a fountain." The blood, which forms the back-,wmd 
of the water, has in fact been mentioned with sufficient distinct- 
ness in the context : +, in the expression, " they pierced," and 
the funereal lamentation in chap. xii. 10. Hence we have an 
intimation here of the fact, which ia expressly stated in 1 John 
i. 7, " the blood of Jesus Christ cleanseth from all sin." That 
the fountain for sin and uncleanness was opened to the inhabi- 
tants of Jerusalem immediately &r the death of Christ, is evi- 
dent from Acts iii. 19, where Peter says to the Jcws : " repent 
ye therefore, and be converted, that your m n ~  may be blotted 
out," and from Acts v. 30, where Peter and the apostles my 
in the presence of the Sanhedrim, "the God of our fathers 
raised up Jesus, whom ye slew, and hanged on a tree. Him 
hath Gtod exalted with his right hand to be a Princa and a 
Saviour, for to give repentance to lsrael (chap. xii. 10) and for- 
giveness of sins." 

The consequence of the forgiveness of sins is a new life in 
righteousness aud holineljs, a removal, under the help of the Lord, 
of every thing opposed to his will. 

Ver. 2. " And i t  shall come to pam in that day, mith Jehmd 
of hoet8, that I  art of the 7XZW&4?8 of the &h?8 oeGt of the Zand, and 
t?uq shaU y~ more be remembered ; and aleo I c a w  thepro- 
pheta and the ~ d e a h  apzapzrit to paee out of the land." 

In order to express the idea of the removal of every form of 
ungodliness from the forgiven people, the prophet selects two 
specific examplee, idolafiry and false prophecy, which had been 
most rife in the earlier times, particulerly in the days of Jeremiah, 
in whose prophecies Zechariah "lived and moved." We can 
draw no conclusion from this, as to its prevalent! in the p m  
phet's own timed, or in the future which he describes The 
peculiar manifeetation is merely an accident ; the essence is un- 
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godliness, which is always the same, whether it assume the form 
of idolatry, of false prophecy, or of pharisaimn. Suoh an assump- 
tion need caw the less difficulty here, on account of the many 
etriking examples we have already had, of descriptions of the 
future under the f o m  of the past or the present, which may 
differ in appearance but are essentially the same. The expres- 
aions " to cut off the names," and " that they be no more remem- 
bered," denote the moat complete extermination ; compare Hofiea 
ii 19. With regard to the latter Calvin has well observed, " his 
meaning is, that the hatred of superstition will be so great, that 
the people will shudder even at the very name."-That we have 
no ground for inferring, as Eichhorn, Riickert, and others have 
done, that we have here an announcement of the cessation ofthe 
g i h  of prophecy, but that it is rather the removal of f d e  pro- 
phets which is here predicted, is evident from the fact that the 
prophets are clasaed with idols on the one hand, and with an 
unclean spirit on the other ; from the expression, " I will caub 
to psss out of the land," which indicates a forcible extermination 
of something bad in itself, and a pollution to the land ; and from 
the further expansion given afterwards, where two different kin& 
of fate propheta are mentioned, namely those who speak in the 
name of the Lord, and those who combine false prophecy with 
idolatry. The anclean @mmt presents a contrast to the spirit of 
grace, spoken of in chap. xii. 10 as afterwards to be poured out, 
on the one hand, and to the fountain opened for the cleansing 
away of uncleanness, on the other. The special allusion to ido- 
latrp and false prophecy, particularly the latter, is evident from 
the connexion. From the fact that a qtiin't of uncleanness is 
referred to, it follows that the false pkophets, as well as the true, 
and possibly the worshippers of idols, as well as those of the true 
God, were under the dominion of a principle external to them- 
selves, to whose power they had given themselves up by an act 
of free will. This is also apparent from 1 Kings xxii., where, in 
accordance with the character of the vision, the spirit of prophecy 
is introduced in a personal form, and offers to deceive Ahab, by 
putting false prophecies into the mouths of the prophets of the 
calves. I t  follows from this, that the false prophets, as well as 
the true, were subject to an influence from without,--a doctrine, 
which is confirmed by the New Testament view of the kingdom 
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ot darkness and kingdom of light, ae being both equally in poa- 
session of the minds of those who belong to them-(compare, for 
example, the parable of the tares). In  Luke xi. 25 the " unclean 
spirit" (an expression taken from this passage) is a power exist- 
ing apart from the individual, and is contrasted with the Holy 
Spirit (ver. 13). The same remark appliesto the three unclean 
 spirit^ in Rev. xvi. 13.' 

Ver. 3. " And it cometh to paes, if any still further prophe- 
sieth, hks father and mother, that begat him, say to him, Thou 
8haU not live, for thou hast spoken lies in the name of the Lord. 
And hie father and mother, that begat him,p'erce him through, 
when he pophesieth." 

The prophet ha8 here expressed in his own pictorial style the 
thought, that, in that day, love to God will be manifested with 
unbounded energy. If the pictorial character of the Terse be 
overlooked, difficulties of various kinds imrnedidtely arise ; though 
any one may see at once t,hat they do not really exist. In  Deut. 
xiii. 6-10, which formed the basis of the prophet's drapery, a 
judicial procedure is alluded to, and the nearest relations merely 
commence the execution. 727, in the passage before us, i~ 
supposed by many commentators to mean simply corporeal pun- 
ishment and not n mortal wound. But the opposite of this is 
evident, both from the words "thou shalt not live," this being 
merely the execution of the sentence, and nlso from those pas- 
sages in the law, which the prophet had in his mind. In the 
latter it is not punishment in general, but capital punishment, 
that is commanded. Compare Deut. xviii. 20, "but the pro- 
phet, which shall presume to speak a word in my name, which 
I have not commanded him to speak, or that shall speak in the 
name of strange gods, even that prophet shall die ;" see also 
chap. xiii. 6-11, and Michael& MosaiscAes Be&. v. 8. 252. 
The severest iunishment also is best suited to express the 

1 In numerous paampa of the Sohur the fulfilment of thin rediction is 
migned ta the Meaimc tinea. We quote a few of thew. " k n  will not 
oesse from the world till the king Messiah comes, na the Scriptunn say, 'I  
will onme the unclean spirit,' &."-dl The left aide will have the upper bend, 
nnd the unclean will be stro till the holy God shall build the temple and 
establish tho world. Then 21 his word meet with due honour, and the nn- 
c h n  side will paae away from the d. And thie is what the Soripkrre 
saith, 'I  will wee the unclean,' &." (compare these paaeagee in WttgmI 
Juur der uahre dlessicu, p. 407 aqq.) 
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thought intended by the prophet. The cause, which hm led. 
to this conclusion, has been the erroneous aseumption, that the 
false prophet mentioned here must be one of those, whose  action^ 
are described in the following verse. There is an allusion in y ? ~  
to chap. xii. 10, where the Rame verb is employed. (Compare the 
remnrks on that passage).-In the laws of Moses respecting the 
f& prophets, two classe~ are mentioned, those who utter falne 
prophecies in the name or by the authorityof the true God, pre- 
tending to be His servants and messengers, and those who pro- 
pheq  in the name of strange gods, and derive their inspiration 
from them. In  the verse before us the prophet introduces one of 
the former ; in vem. 5 and 6 one of the latter. 

Ver. 4. " A d  it cometh to pass in that day, the prqphets 
a'12 c h i d ,  with shame, from their vision in  their propheqing, 
and t?ey tot71 no moreput on the hairy mantle to lie." 

Upon the prophets themselves,-the deceivers, who are leaat 
open to good impressione,-the great revolution will have such 
an influence, that they will give up their occupation with 
shame. The hairy garment waa the dress of the true prophete, 
and was imitated by the false onee, to impose upon the common 
people, in whose estimation the dress makes the man (compare 
Is. xx. 2 ; 2 Kings i. 8 ; Rev. xi. 3). According to the general 
idea the prophets wore this kind of clothing as ascetics ; and 
F%ringa (on Isaiah) has very strenuously defended this view. 
But as the hairy garment is on other occasions always peculiar 
to mourners, as the prophets themselves not infrequently order 
i t  to be worn as a sign of sorrow for sin and for the judgments 
of God, which are either threatened or have already fallen, it is 
a more natural conclwion, that in their own case also it had the 
=me meaning, that it waa a semno propheticus realis, a symbol 
of the prophet's grief for the sine of his nation, and the conse- 
quent judgments of God ; and this supposition is confirmed by 
the fact, that we have no indication that any of the prophets of 
the Old Testament led a strictly ascetic life. lYle expre~sion 
" to lie" may either mean that they dressed in this way to give ' 

themselves out as true prophets and the better to impose upoh 
the people, or that they did it to gain credence to their lying 
prophecies. The former is tihe more probable on account of the 
following Terse, where the false pmphetfi, who have hitherto pre- 
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tended to be true, are deecribed aa candidly c o n f i  that they 
are no prophets a t  all. Strange to say, it has been maintained 
by Ew& and even by Schmkdm, that the prophet foretels the 
overthrow of the whole existing order of prophets, and that, in 
fact, the words of vera 2-4 betray the author's opinion, that the 
prophets, as a whole, were false. (Hi&@). This is just as 
rash as the conclusion, to which some have come, that the rejec- 
tiou of sacrifice is announced in Is. i. and Ixvi. In every one of 
the three verses we have a didinct sign, which serves to mark 
the prophet as a false one ; in ver. 2 the association of the unclean 
spirit along with the notice of the prophet ; in ver. 3 his apeak- 
ing lies ; and in ver. 4 his deceiving. If the prophet had dis- 
puted the claims of the prophets, he would by so doing have 
denied his own exi~tence. I t  is evident, however, from chap, 
vii. 3, 7, and 12, that he held the true propheta in very great 
esteem. This is also apparent from the fact that his announce- 
ments universally rest upon the predictions of the earlier propheta 
A future revival of prophecy is expressly predicted by Malachi, 

. the last of the old line, in chap. iii. 1. 
Ver. 5. " And he saith, I am no prophet, I am a hwrband- 

man. For a man has sold me from my yopcth." 
The false prophets were, for the most part: of humble rank. 

The leading motives, by which they were actuated, were idle- 
ness, which made them dislike to work for their living, and 
ambition, dphich led them to push themselves into the more 
renpectable order of teachers of the people. This is evident 
from many pasages ; among others from Is. ix. 13, 14, where 
the honourable man is described as the head of the nation, the 
false prophet, on the contrary, as the tail, the representative of 
the common people.-At the time referred to, however, better 
principles will ao thoroughly have gained the upper hand, that 
they will prefer to psss for what they are, even though they may 
be nothing more than common husbandmen, rather than for 
what they once wished to be considered. The prophet depicts 
a scene between a man, who has formerly been a false prophet, 
and some one who asks him what he is. At first he is d a r n e d  to 
answer, and tries to hide the fact that he has been a falee pro- 
phet ; but a second queetion forces from him the humiliating 
acknowledgment (ver. 6). Thin dramatic cbmcter of tho whole 



aocaunt fs a d c i e n t  explanation of the double use of TnN) 
(in this veree and ver. 6), without any further or more precise 
description of the person8 speaking. In a drama the persons are 
hmo from their speeches and ptions.-~ap has been rendered 

in very different ways. But this would never have been the 
case, if the trsnslatora had kept to the ordinary sense of the 
HiphiL Q? means to acquire, po~38es8: Hiphil, to cause to 

acquire or poaaese, t h ,  to give anything into a person's p u -  
um'm. The words "from my youth" are intended to avert 
the suspicion, that the husbandman of to-day was formerly a 
prophet. If he were not an independent farmer, but a farm- 
labourer in another man's service, he would apparently have been 
prevented by outward circmtances from ever acting as a pro- 
phet, however much he might have desired it. Undoubtedly, if he 
wanted entirely to escape suspicion, he might have adopted some 
better method, than beginning with the declaration, " I am no 
prophet." But his fear, lest he should be discovered, so com- 
pletely overcame him, that he spoke without reflection, and by 
his very denial put the enquirer upon the true scent. 

Ver. 6. " And that m n  saith to him: what are the woundo 
then bettoeen thy hands? E e  saith: t7rey have been injicted 
upon ne in the l w e  of my lovers." 

In the opinion of many commentators the late false prophet 
still continues his lying. Others suppose, that he confesses hie 
shame, and states that the wounds have certainly been inflicted 
upon him by his parents on account of his prophesying, and as 
he now sees from true affection. The latter is Jerome's ex- 
planation. But neither of these interpretations can be sustained. 
In both of them a ~ a y ~ p  b taken in a good sense, whereas, 

. - 1 - .  

fiom the nature of the Pie1 as an intensive form, it is always 
ueed to denote impure and sinful love, either carnal or @ritual, 
and especially that of idols. It occurs in thk aense not less 
t h  fourteen time8 ; filxt of all in H'- ; then in Jeremiah 
and Ezekiel ; and these are the only books in which it is found. 
It is evident that it must have the srtme meaning here. To 
the objection adduced by Hitzig, "one single man could not 
call the idols hie lovers," we reply, that there ie nothing more 
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objectionable in this, than in the fact that Isaiah. calla the Lord 
hi8 beloved or bridegroom in chap. v. 1, or that Solomon ahodd 
be called Jedediah (compare my commentary on Solomon'e 
Song). To the further objection that " the prophets are repre- 
sented in the previous verse, as prophesying in the name of 
Jehovah, although they prophesy falsely, and not as idolaters," it 
is a sufficient reply, that the first kind are noticed there, the 
second here. Moreover, in the period which Zechariah had 
more particularly in hi mind, the line of demarcation between 
the two was not clearly defined. Hence we subscribe to the 
opinions of those, who believe that reference is made here to the 
wounds commonly inflicted in connexion with idolatrous worship.' 
We sha.ll content ourselves at present with proving, that this 
custom also prevailed in connexion with the form of idolatrous 
worship, which existed among the Hebrews. The strongest 
proof is afforded by 1 Kings xviii. 28, where the priests and 
prophets of Baal are said to have " cried aloud, and cut them- 
wlves after their manner with knives and lancets, till the blood 
gushed out upon them." But a proof may also be found in Jer. 
xvi. 6 and xli. 5 ; from which we learn, that the heathen custom, 
which prevailed among the surrounding nations, particularly 
the Philistines and Moabites, of inflicting wounds upon them- 
selves when any death had occurred or any great calamity had 
befallen the land (see chap. xlvii. 5 and xlviii. 37), had been 
adopted by the Hebrews. This custom waa not a mere sign of 
grief, but mas intimately related to idolatrous worship and the 
wounds inficted in connexion with that worship. This is 
obvious from Deut. xiv. 1. The Israelites are there forbidden 
to wound themselves on occasions of mourning, on the express 
ground that they are the nation of God, which is not to be de- 
0led by idolatrous practices. The connexion becomes still more 
apparent, when we look more closely into the origin and mean- 
ing of the custom of wounding as one of the rites of idolatry. 
We find the best explanation of this in a paa-qp of Apukiw : 

1 The passrrgee, uoted an evidence of thb matom, which w m  
mntinus:%?East even & modem time? am to be found in both the 
mrlior 11nd later commentaries on 1 Kinp xviii. 28, and in RooenmiiWr A.  
und N. Morplenland iii. p 189 sqq. 



" Infit vaticinatione clamosa, conficto mendacio, semet ipsum 
inceasere atque c r i m i h ,  quasi contra fas sanctae religionis 
deaignaeset aliqui&, et insuper jwtas poems noxii facinoris ipse 
sub manibus exposeere. Arrepto denique fiagro, quod semiviris 
illie proprium gestamen est, . . . indidem tlese multimodis 
commulcat ictibus, mira contra plagarum dolores praesumtione 
munitus. Cerneres prosectu gladiorum ictuque flagronun solum 
aparcitie sanguinis effeminati madwere." According to this 
pasaage, and another which Calmet has quoted from Clemene 
Akndmmnus,  the custom of inficting wounds originated in a 
vague consciousness of guilt and of the necessity for expiation, 
which manifested ibl€ in such various ways in the ceremonies 
of idolatrous worship. The worshippers punished their own 
bodiea without mercy, that they might thereby render a species 
of satisfaction, and secure the favour of the offended deities. 
Now tl& consciousness of guilt was excited in a peculiar manner 

. by the death of friends, not merely because 'their loss was 
regarded as a punishment, but also because death in general, 
which comes so near to us in the death of those we love, affects 
even the rudest minds in such a manner as to excite a suspicion 
of what it really is, namely the wages of the sin of the human 
race. And thib is also the case with public calamities, inasmuch 
as they are commonly regarded as judgments from an angry 
God, or from angry gods. But we are not left without proofs, 
that this custom of wounding was intimately associsted with the 
rites performed by idolatrous prophets. We find it expressly 
mentioned in this connexion, in the passage quoted from the 
Books of Kings (compare ver. 29)) whilst the whole narrative 
furnishes evidence of the intimate association between idohtry 
and false prophecy. The priests of Bad were also his propheta 
There is a very remarkable passage, however, in TibuUus (1. 
1, eleg. 1 ,  ver. 43 sqq.) , relating to the worehip of Cybele : 

I p  bipenne sum d t  violenta lapertoe, 
Sanguineque &UBO epargit incpta deum, 
Atgue latus praefixa veru etat sau& pectw, 
Et canit eventus, quo8 dea mag- movet. 

Thin clam connexion m y  be traced to the conscio~llrne~s that 



satisfaction must ht be rendered to the Deity for sin, before 
any man can be worthy to receive him into himaelf, and engage 
in his service. The doubt which haa been raised, whether nqm 
could be applied to these wounds and the scare that they 
caused, is not deserving of any consideration. Apru2eiw rendera 
it by p h a e ,  which exactly corresponds. Seneca, as quoted by 
Avgustine (de civ. dei 6. lo), mys, " se ipsi in templie con- 
trucidant, aul& suiii ac sanguine mpplicant." A plausible 
objection might be founded upon the expreesion, " I have been 
wounded ;" for in nearly all the accounts which we possepe, 
relating to this cuetom, self-inflicted woundA alone are men- 
tioned. But it ia evident, at least from the etetementa of 
modern travellers (8ee Oleariw p. 332), that there are ccrses 
in which the womhippem inflict wounds upon one another ; and 
the seeertion, " I have been wounded," does not preclude the 
infliction of wounds upon one's self. The late prophet may have 
intentionnlly selected the passive, because he was only the in- 
strument, the real authors were the lovers. The probabiliQ of 
this last assumption is i n c d  by the  election of the word 
oqn~n ,  to denote the idols, a choice which can hardly htrve 
been accidental. The expression " my lovers" is evidently em- 
ployed on account of the contrast which it presents to the an- 
nouncement, " I have been wounded." The folly of this p i c a  
of idolatrous worship is described by Seneca (ut supra) in much 
the ssme manner: " ut sic dii placentur, quemadmodmi ne 
hominea quidem wviunt teterrimi et in fabulaa traditse crude- 
litatis. Tyranni laceraverunt aliquorum membra, neminem 
sua lacerare jusserunt. I n  re@ libidinis volupte,tem castmti 
sunt quidam ; sed nemo sibi, ne vir esset, jubente domino, manna 
intulit." The connexion between this verse and the preceding 
one is as follows. The late prophet, when asked about his 
circumstances, tries h t  of all to avert sliepicion that he hae 
ever left his humble occupation. But when the interrogator 
calls his attention 'to the auspicious scam upon his body, he 
acknowledges with the deepest shame his former folly, and shows 
that he regards it in this light, by the manner in which his con- 
fession is made. " Between thy hunchn may be most simply 
explained as meaning on the hands themselve~ and round about 
them. " Between" i~ employed instead of " on," to ahow that 
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we are not to imagine that the wounde were confined to the 
hands ; it merely describes the eituation in general terms, show- 
ing, however, that they were chidy about the hands, and also 
that we are not to think at all of such remote parb as the head 
and shoulders. The resson why the hands are singled out, is 
not that they were uncovered, and that the wounds were more 
readily seen on that account. I t  is evident from the expression, 
" on all hands there are cuttings," which occurs in Jer. xlviii 
37, in connexion with a description of the mourning of the Moab- 
ites, that it was a common custoru to wound the hands. In the 
pru~sages relating to this subject in both classical authors and 
the Fathers, the greatest stress is generally laid upon the 
arms, which are certainly included here. Seneca, for example, 
ssp, " lacertos aecat," and ApocZeiw, " sua quisque brachia dis- 
~ecant." 

C H A P T E B  X I I I .  7-9. 

The Lord's shepherd, who is closely connected with the Lord 
himeelf, is to be taken away from his flock, the covenant-nation, 
by a violent death. The flock, deprived of ita shepherd, will 
then be expoeed to sufferings of every kind and eventually 
scattered. But the Lord will not withdraw his hand from it for 
ever. Two-thirds, indeed, must perish. But to the last third, 
after it h a  passed through the purifying fire of dlliction, the 
mercy of Gocl will be gloriously displayed. 
This prophecy form a brief repetition, and at the same time 

an explanation of that contained in chap. xi.' and xii. I-&. 6. 
Ver. 7. "Awake, 0 swo~d, y o n  my shepherd and upon a 

man, my feltow, saith the Lor& of Sabaoth; mi t e  the shepherd 
aRd the @ck C scattered, and I bring back my h a d  over the 
little o w . "  

There can be no doubt, that by the Lord's shepherd mentioned 
here we are to understand the same shepherd, who is represented 
as a m -  with him by a mysterious unity of nature ; who is 
dercribed in chnp. xi. na undertaking the office of ~hepherd over 
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the miserable nation and making a last attempt to p m e  it ; 
whose fidelity in his office is rewarded by it with such base 
ingratitude ;' and who is eventually put to death (chap. xii. 10). 
The rejection of this shepherd is reprented in chap. xi. as fol- 
lowed by precisely the same consequences, as his death in the 
verses before us, namely the destruction of the greater portion of 
the nation (compare ver. 8 with chap. xi. 6, 9, 15-17) ; and 
even in chap. xii. 10 his death is in&rectly referred to, aa the 
muse of all the sufferings which befal the nation. This is amply 
sufficient to demonstrate the fallacy of every exposition, which 
seeks for any other shepherd than the Messiah; whether " the 
ideal Pseudo-Messiah, Ben Joseph," as most of the Jewish com- 
mentators suppose ;2 or " Rome hostile general," who is called the 
Lord's shepherd ironically, as Jarchi imagines ; or " the foolish 
shepherd" spoken of in chap. xi. 15-17, as Grotiue maintain~ 
in his commentary on Matt. pxxvi. 31 ; or " Judas Maccabeus," 
as not only Jahn but Grotiw also a f f i s  in his commentary oh 
this passage (for, as is generally the case where mere conjectures 
are indulged in, he k not consistent with himself) ; or " an 
ideal general, who is to fall in conflict with the foe," as IL&ter, 
Bertl~oldt, and E ichhm say ; or " a native monarch, who is to 
be punished for his sins," which is the notion entertained by 
Ritzig and Bkek, and which Muurer and Ewald have carried 
out still further by fixing upon the individual intended,-the 
former fancying Jehoiakim, the latter the wicked Pekah ; or 
lastly, " the whole body of rulers, spiritual and temporal, includ- 
ing Christ," which is the interpretation given by Calvin and 
Mw.-All these explanations are at variance, not only wit,h 
the authority of Christ, but also, and most decidedly, with the 
expression which immediately follows " upon a man my fellow." 
I t  is true, this would not be the case, if rimy could be applied - r 

1 Hitzig observoe : "as the flock which is to be scattered is evidently the 
nation, the ahepherd cannot be the prophet, but the king, and of t h e  we 
have a proof in the uee of the singular." But in his commen "g On .b.p- xi. 4 q ., Hit* still maintains, even in the second edition, that t e pro het 
is intensad And yet it ia evidently to the Lord's shepherd, spoken of & 
that the oommieaion, " feed the flock of daughter," was addrewed, in chap. 
xi. 4. 

3 Vid. Jos. de Voin'n, obaervv. in prooem. pug. fid. p. 160. Huluiw, 
theol. Jud. p. 54. E l m ,  prcres. Wesoel, de Meseia gladio judicis, non hllo 
percutiendo. Leiden 1741. 
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to an associate of any description, as many have c~sserted. The 
shepherd is said to be called the associate of the Lord, because 
He is a h  the shepherd of his people. But this assertion cannot 
be sustained. rimy is one of' those words, which are peculiar 
to the ~entateuch,'hTavin~ subeequently become entirely obsolete. 
It is used eleven times in the Pentateuch, and is not met with 
anywhere else. From this it is obvious, that Zechariah did not 
take it fmm the living language of his own day, but, like 
in chap. xii. 5, from the Pentateuch, and therefore, that we mu; 
adhere strictly to the meaning which we find it bearing there. 
It occurs in the laws relating to injuries done to near relations, 
and is always used with peculiar emphasis, to show how great 
a crime it is to injure one, who i~ related both bodily and 
spiritually by a common descent. It is used interchangeably 
as being equivalent to brother; a word which is invariably 
employed in the laws of Moses with reference to a common 
physical and spiritual descent. We will quote the eleven pas- 
sages in which it occurs. Lev. xix. 11, " ye shall not lie or 
defraud f n ~ ~  w%$ (compare Eph. iv. 25). Ver. 15, "thou 
shalt judge 76Gy hghteous19." Ver. 17, " thou shalt not hate 
thy b r o t h  in %hi S n r t  ; thou shalt rebuke 7nmy." Lev. xviii. 

%. -.-: 
20, " thou shalt not lie with q n 3 r y  ng~."  Lev. xxiv. 19, " if 

: . -: 
a man idid a bodily injury Tnmyl ,  d he hath done so shall 
i t  be done to him." Lev. xxv. 15, "if thou buyest anything of 
~m, or sellest anything 'lnmY5, ye shaU not injure any 
one hi9 brother." And so again in vers. 16 and 17, " and ye 
~ h a U  not injure any one YnYny, and thou shalt fear thy God.'' 
Lev. vi. 2, " If a soul dn, and commit a trespass against the 
Lord, and lie unto in%ny in anything entrusted to him (repu- 
diate a trust)--or oppress ?n9ny."\ It i~ obvious that 

1 The m n  why n-ny ie only found in Leviticuq and not in Exodue 
ah, is eufficientii e&I&ed on the supposition that it was used inter- 
c- after the aImo8t eynonymoue word8 -( and nN had been mitten 3 very nently, to prevent these from being wea ened and losing their deeper 
meaning by constant use. We cannot adopt the rendering given by Gcscnius 
cmd Hitzig : g l &  soeietalia maze, i c. socius meus." Even if n-ny  WWJ 

originally an abstraot, it is dway8 used aa a concrete in the Pentateuch 
(compare 7%5y in Lev. xix. 17), and Zechariah has simply taken the word 
WJ he found it there. 



in dl thew pas- rimy is used in a very Merent aem fiom 
our word niicbte (lit. thinext or nearest one ; Angl. nezi~hbout), 
which has been weakened by use, and robbed of its original 
meaning by sin, until it has come at length to denote g e n e d y  
a stranger. It clearly indicates the closest relationship that can 
possibly exist among men, not one which can be entered into a t  
pleaeure, but into which every man is' born, which continues to 
exist even against his will, and becomes the just occtlirion and 
ground of punishment if he violate its obligations. From thi 
it is evident, however, that, when the same term is applied to 
the relation in which a certain individual atande to God, the 
individual referred to cannot be a mere man, but must be the 
same person who has already been referred to in chap. xi. and 
xii., as connected with the Lord by a lnysterious unity of essence. 
The neighbour or fellow of the Lord is no other than he who 
lwys in John x. 30, " I and the Father are one," and who is  
described in John i. 18 as " the only begotten Son, who is in 
the bosom of the Father," whose connexion with the Father is 
the closest that can possibly be conceived. 

I n  the use of nTny in this pawage, there seems to be a special 
reference intended to the circumstsnces under which it invariably 
occurs in the Pentateuch, namely, in laws relating to injuriea 
inflicted upon a " neighbour." The prophet, by employing this 
word, givea prominenue to the apparent discrepancy between the 
command of the Lord " Sword, awake over my shepherd," and 
the precepts of his own law, according to which no one was to 
injure his armnith (neighbour). He calls attention in thie way 
to the grandeur of that object, for the attainment of which the 
Lord could even disregard a relation, w h m  type among men he 
had commanded to be kept holy. Humanly speaking, he points 
out how much is involved in suoh a command, how much it 
must cost the Lord (compare the expression in Romans viii. 32, 
I' who pared not his o m  son.") q, which is added, stands in 

Y 

, a certain contrast to y-pny, He, whose is the sword to smite, . . -. 
must combine the human nature with the divina ie not 

v 7 

infrequently used to denote man, as contrasted with God, ag., 
Job xvi. 21. The subordinate idea of strength, which the word 
often hae, like our word mcm, is not to be sought for here, as 
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it hss been by many. The personification of the sword, and 
the address delivered to it, is perfectly analogous to the prophecy 
of Jeremiah against Philistia in chap. xlvii. 6, where the prophet 
is affected by feelin@ of pity for the fat. of those against whom 
he has prophesied, and exclaims, " 0 thou mord of the Lord, 
how long will it be ere thou be quiet ? put up thyself into thy 
scabbard, rest and be still ! How couldst thou be quiet, aeeing 
the Lord hath given it a command, seeing that he hath sent 
it against Ashkelon and the sea-shore ?" This command also 
proves that the Lord Himself is the first cause of the death of 
his shepherd, the human agent being merely his instruments, 
as Christ sap to Pilate, " thou wouldeet have no power against 
me if it were not given thee from above" (John xix. 11). 
The expredon " awake" shows that, in accordance with the 
petmriflcation, we are to regard the sword as hitherto at rest. 
Until now the shepherd's how had not yet come. The fact 
that a sword ie commanded to smite the Lord's shepherd 
merely announces the death which awaits him, and has no re- 
ference to the precise manner of hie death, my more than the 
pierci~lg mentioned in chap. di. 10, which indicates not a cut 
but a stab. The sword, as being the weapon usually wielded 
by the judge and the warrior, is not infrequently used to denote 
any instrument, by which a wound or death is inflicted, in caws 
where the point in question is not the instrument itself, but the 
woundmg or hying.  The most striking example is 2 Sam. xii. 
9, " thou hast slain him, 0 Uriah, by the mord of the children 
of Arnrnon ;" for, according to 2 Sam. xi. 24, he had been pierced 
by the arrow8 of the h o n i t e a  I n  2 S m .  x i  25, .when 
.David had received information from Joab that many of his 
men had been slain by the arrowd shot by the foe, he sent back 
this message, " Let not this thing be evil to thee, for the sword 
devoureth now here, now there." The Rame general use of the 
word sword is met with in Ex. v. 21, '" ye have made our sword 
to be abhoned in the eyes of Pharaoh and his servanh, putt,ing 
a sword into their handfi to slay us.'' Compare also Ps. xxii. 21 
and Matt. xxvi. 52, "all they that bke  the sword shall perish 
with the sword." What murderer could deny the applicability 
of these words, which nre a repetition of the general eentence 
promunced in Cfen. ix. 6, to his own caw, on the ground that he 
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































