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490 THE PROPHETICAL FUTURE

compassing the camp of the saints and the beloved city—that
is, they will then virtually place the people of God throughout
the world in the same relative position that Israel of old was,
when surrounded with enemies in the field, or beleaguered in
their capital city. The cause of God will seem for a time to be
brought by them into peril. However, it shall only be fora
time ; the danger shall soon pass away. Its appearance shall
but serve to rekindle the zeal and devotedness of the people of
God. The martyr-spirit shall once more revive in all its energy
of life and action, and like hallowed fire sent down from heaven
(for we cannot think of literal fire any more than of a literal
camp and city, on the one side, or a literal Gog and Magog, on
the other), shall consume the carnal elements, and defeat the
hostile machinations, through which the confederacy of evi
hoped to prevail. Thus ends the last great struggle of the
adversary ; and having been allowed to make his final attempt
against the followers of the Lamb, and failed in doing so, his
doom of utter and hopeless exclusion from the domain of earthly
affairs is carried into effect. As formerly the beast and false
prophet, his earthly representatives, so now the devil himself is
cast into the lake of fire; the original sentence agsinst the
tempter is executed to the full, and his head utterly bruised.
V. In the midst of this general rout and confusion of the
adversary and his host, or immediately subsequent to it, there
comes the end of all things, as regards the present frame and
constitution of the world, and the fixing of the final destinies of
all who have had part in its eventful history. This is intro-
duced in the visions of the apostolic seer, by the appearance of &
great white throne (emblem of the pure and glorious majesty
of the divine Judge), and one sitting on it who is identified with
God (ver. 11, 12). Before the face of this Eternal King, earth
and heaven (the old frame and constitution of things) were seet
to flee away, and the dead, small and great, stood before God to
be judged by their deeds. The process of judgment is described
by the books being opened, those, namely, which were viewed
as containing the record of all they had done and said duriog
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their lives on earth, and along with these memorials of good
and evil in the past, the book of life, wherein are recorded the
names of the elect from the foundation of the world. Of the
latter class, none can be allowed to perish with the wicked;
they shall all have their portion in the New Jerusalem, how-
ever diversified may be their respective lots there; since these
must be determined by the other things concerning them that
may be found written in the books. It is impossible to under-
stand all this of any thing short of an absolute universality:
the language of symbols can have no definite meaning, if such
descriptions are not to be understood as comprising the entire
race of humanity in the whole of its two grand divisions of the
saved and the lost. And the more so, as (in ver. 13) every
region and receptacle of the dead are said to be ransacked for
the purpose of having the assize complete: not the earth
merely, or the world in its more conspicuous and settled parts
which did not need to be particularly named, but the sea also
which is identified with whatever is deep, mysterious, turbulent,
and death and hades themselves—the ideal lords and possessors
of the departed—wherever their realms might extend—all now
are compelled to resign their charge, that the judgment of God
may proceed to the completion of its work. And when these
ideal powers, death and hades, as well as those whose names
were not found written in the book of life, are represented as
being cast into the lake of fire, it is but a symbolical way of
exhibiting the awful truth, that all the forces and abettors, the
agents, and the results of sin shall be doomed to remediless
destruction. The accursed thing with all belonging to it, the
forms it has assumed, and the instruments it has wielded, shall
go into the perdition, which, from the first, it was destined to
inherit. .

VI. The old framework of nature, with the noxious powers
and elements which had so long held possession of it, being
thus brought to an end, the closing scene of the book unfolds
to us the new and better constitution which is to take its place.
The description can only be regarded as presenting an imperfect
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image, derived, like all the preceding delineations in the book,
from such things in the past or present, as seemed best fitted
to shadow forth the coming reality. If we should seek to ascer-
tain from it the precise form and lineaments of the church’s
final condition and destiny, we shall turn it to a purpose it was
palpably not intended to serve. It tells only—and relating, as
it does, to things which immeasurably surpass all that eye has
yet seen, or ear heard, it could tell only—of the relative nature
and properties of what is to be hereafter. By a manifold variety
of allusion and figure it exhibits this to our view as both negs-
tively and positively perfect, alike freed from all evil, and pos-
sessed of whatever is desirable, glorious, and good. The ses,
which has so often served as an image of the world’s restless
turmoil and disorder, is no longer seen; nor the temple, which
by its own peculiar sanctity witnessed to the general pollution
of the world around; night also disappears (emblem of the
world’s guilt and shame), and with it every thing that works
abomination and causes defilement: and as the natural result
of this stainless purity, there are found no tears, no sorrow, no
pain, no death, for, in such respects, “ the former things have
passed away.” Then, with this removal of all the forms and
occasions of evil, there is not less prominently marked, under
signs and emblems of an opposite description, the appearance
of whatever might be needed to constitute a state of consum-
mate happiness and glory. There is the radiance of a perennisl
lustre, the very light and glory of God, investing the whole
region of the church’s existence. Then the church herself, seen
descending from heaven in loveliest form and most comely attire,
as & bride prepared for her marriage-union with the Lamb; or,
again, appearing as a city, perfect in its proportions and struc-
ture, paved with gold, built and garnished with the most pre-
cious gems—a city watered with the river of life, issuing clear
as crystal from the throne of God, and bearing on its banks the
tree of life, the blessed medicine of immortality; and, to crown
all, the living God, as now thoroughly reconciled to the work of
His hands, and beholding in all around the reflection of His own
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perfect nature, having His tabernacle with men, and discovering
everywhere the signs of His gracious presence and working.
What more is needed to complete the picture, and heighten the
ideal of the coming good? It is still, indeed, but an ideal,
framed out of such materials in the past and present as imagi-
nation has here at its command. It necessarily leaves undefined
the exact shape and features of the glorious future. In that
respect we must still say, “We know not what we shall be;” but
we know at the same time, we cannot doubt, from what is here
written, that all shall be very good, and that as God is the end
as well as the beginning of all, so the end shall be not only like
the beginning, perfect in its kind, but in that kind unspeakably
higher and better —not nature rectified merely, but nature
refined and glorified.



APPENDICES.

APPENDIX A, Pace 5.

THE ORIGINAL IMPORT OF THE WORD N'13 (PROPHET), AND ITS LATER
USAGE.

In what has been advanced respecting the true idea of a prophet, and
the essential nature of a prophecy, no stress has been laid upon the
original meaning or derivation of nabs (X"3)) as nothing material depends
upon the precise view that may be taken of it. The difference of
opinion which prevails respecting its fandamental import, turns on the
point, whether it is originally of active, or of passive sigmification—
whether it designates the prophet as the recipient, or as the oconveyer,
of divine communications. The former is the more common, and also,
in our judgment, the more natural opinion—both because the form
(Yop) is one, that, acoording to the rule, is derived only from intransitive
verbs, and because, understood in that sense, the word points to whatis
certainly the more fundamental characteristic of the prophet's calling—
his relation to a revealing God. Ewald, however, still holds to the
other view, and understands the word as strictly importing a speaker,
who announces the mind, and utters the words of another, who does
not himself speak (“Die Propheten des Alten Bundes,” p. 6). Practi-
cally, the two opinions coalesce; since the true prophet was alway
one who in the first instance received communications from above, but
only that he might impart them to others ; so that it was equally his obli-
gation to speak, and to speak simply according to the tenor of what he had
received. He, who might speak without having received a message
to deliver, and he who might refrain from communicating the message
with which he had been charged, would alike prove unfaithful to the
calling of a prophet—although, when distinguishing the true from the
false in prophecy, it is naturally the former deviation from the proper
line that is most prominently exhibited. (See Jer. xiv. 14, and Ezek.
xiii. 2, with the remarks in my commentary on the latter passage).
Turning, however, from the etymology and original import of the
word to its later and more general usage, there can be no doubt that
the deliverance of the message entered us the preponderating element
into the idea of a prophet. Hence the change of phraseology that
took place in ancient Israel, when prophetic agency began to assume 3
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more regular and recognised place: the term seer, which had more
immediate respect to the inward reception of the divine communication,
fell into general disuse, and that of propket, which had then at least
acquired & more active meaning, came in its place (1 Sam. ix. 9).
The language of the prophets themselves bears respect to this distine-
tion. Thus Isaiah, when reproving the people of his day as to their
obstinate resistance to the word of God, speaks of them as those
‘“who say to the seers, See not; and to the prophets, Prophesy not
unto us right things, speak unto us smooth things, prophesy deceits”
(chap. xxx. 10). And Jeremiah, when deecnbmg his own prophetic
calling, represents himself as one sent in the name of the Lord to
speak, and even designates himself “the Lord’s mouth” (chap. i 7,
xv. 19). On this account, also, the person who simply delivered a
divine message, though he had that message at second hand—not
directly from the Lord—one, therefore, who could not be called
properly a seer, still bore the name of a prophet. Of such we have
examples in the person whom Elisha sent to anoint Jehu (2 Kings ix
1—4), and, we may say, in the prophets generally as regards that por-
tion of their work which consisted in the exercises of devotion and
the re-enforcement of the law of Moses. It may be added, that the
Greek term, from which our word prophes is derived, apopfrng, while
in its original import equally comprehensive with the Hebrew, '),
having respect to any divine communication, not merely to the pre-
diction of future events, gives distinct expression to this active side of
the matter: it denotes one who discloses the mind of another, who
speaks for a divine person. Thus poets were called “the prophets of
the Muses,” and Apollo, “ the prophet of Jupiter,” and the Pythoness
was “ the prophetess of Apollo,” each being viewed as the oracles of
the parties they severally represented. So long as wdrsic was used
somewhat in the sense of the Hebrew seer, for one who possessed the
spirit of divination, the wpopnrng was the interpreter of the oracle
pronounced. But in later times the term came to acquire the mean-
ing of our word prophet, denoting one who had obtained a saper-
natural insight into the mind of Deity, and more especially one wha
came forth with a revelation, real or pretended, of things to come.

APPENDIX B, Pace 9.

INTERPRETATION OF NUMB. XII. 68, AND THE PROPHET LIKE TO
MOSES.

In the text, we have given the precise and literal rendering of Numb.,
xii. 6-8. But as a different view has been presented of their import,
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and one on which some important conclusions are founded, particularly
in a treatise entitled the ¢ Harmony of the Mosaic and Geologic
Records,” a few explanatory remarks are necessary. That the words
in ver. 6, ‘If there be a prophet among you,” answer with substantial
correctness to the original, which more literally runs, ¢ If there be your
prophet,” is 80 obvious, that had another meaning not been suggested,
we should scarcely have imagined any other could have been thought
of. The Chaldee paraphrases, “If there should be prophets to you;”
and all commentators of any note give a similar sense. The connec
tion also seems conclusive in its favour; for Aaron and Miriam were
here ranging themselves against Moses, and on the side of the people;
they were endeavouring to raise a popular tumult against their brother,
80 that the expression ¢ your prophet,” spoken generally, and in respect
to the people, is manifestly equivalent to ““a prophet from among you”
—one, not like Moses, in a sense apart from, but out of your own num-
ber. To render—as is done in the treatise referred to—* If he (vis,
Moses) were your prophet®—i.e., the prophet of Aaron and Miriam, is
against the preceding context, where the question is respecting a pro-
phet from God, not to them, but to the people; and in respect to what
follows, it involves a kind of incongrnity. For it would represent God
as intimating tbat he would bave given visions and dreams to Moses,
had he been the prophet of Aaron and Miriam. Did Aaron himself,
in consequence of being a prophet under Moses, get revelations in such
a way from God? Wa certainly read of none; and, looking at his
conduct on the present occasion, we should judge it very unlikely that
he had received any.

The two clauses, I will make myself known to him in a vision, in
a dream will I speak to him,” explain one another. The revelation
was to be made in the imperfect form of a viston; but as this term is
of somewhat doubtful import, and does not of itself sufficiently indieste
the imperfection in the mode, another clause is added, to make it more
explicit—*in a dream I will speak to him.” All the Jewish commen-
tators understood a certain degree of obscurity to be implied in com-
munications so made. Aund, as Baumgarten has justly remarked on
the passage, “ A divine revelation by dreams forms a complete con-
trast to revelation as made in Paradise, where Jehovah walked, aod
where, therefore, his appearance was made in a quiet manner, in cop-
nection with the things of the external world, and presented iteelf to
man, while in his quite natural state.” Here, on the contrary, he was
to be taken out of his natural state, isolated from surrounding objects,
and raised merely for the moment, in his spiritual part, into com-
munion with Heaven. Such was God’s ordinary mode of communi-
cating with the prophets, usually so called, but not his mode of com-
municating with Moses—otherwise, Moses had, in this respect, enjoyed
no peculiar distinction.

The distinction he actually possessed is stated in the second part of




APPENDIX. 497,

the declaration. In this part, the word rendered vision in the first
part again occurs, o and is often translated adverbially, as in the
authorised version, % apparently.” “I will show him the thing as it
is,” is Abenesra’s explanation. Rosenmuller has “adspectu,” and others
render in a similar manner. There is no material difference in most
of the explanations, nor will there be found any ambiguity in the
double use of the same word, if only it is noted that in the case of the
ordinary prophet, mentioned in the first part, the word was plainly
intended to denote the form and method of the Divine revelation made
to him ; while here it has respect rather to the personal manifestation
of the revealing God, “ Mouth to mouth I speak to him, and appear-
ance.,” What can this mean, in such a connection, but visible, open
manifestation ? As indeed, the last clause, which is evidently epexe-
getical of what precedes, renders manifest,  and the similitude or form
of the Lord he beholds.” Perspicuity and distinctness are the charac-
teristics here, the employment of ordinary converse, and, as a natural
consequence, the disuse of dark or enigmatical sentences. This is pre-
cisely such a distinction in behalf of Moses as the whole circumstances
would lead us to expect.

In regard to the purpose for which, in the treatise referred to at the
beginning of this note, a different interpretation is sought to be estab-
lished, viz., to represent Moses as having got the professedly historical
account of creation in Gen. i. by vision, it is open to other, and these
also insaperable objections. On this point, however, we are not called
to enter. We simply state that there is no instance of what is given
to the Church as history having been communicated to the church by
way of vision, except in such cases as the visions recorded in Dan. ii.
and vii., or Rev. xii., where, in a dramatic representation of a connected
series of events, the portion already past has also a certain place—an
easentially different case, and very differently exhibited also from that
of the Mosaic account of the creation. To regard this as given by
vigion, is to confound the real and the ideal, history and prophecy.
Nor can we bring, at least, the substance of the historical narrative
contained in the three first chapters of Genesis so far down as the time
of Moses, The great facts there related formed the very basis of the
primeval religion ; and either exactly the same history, or another
very much akin to it, must have been communicated to the earliest
worshippers of God.

Not to dwell, however, upon such points, it is plain, from the right
interpretation and clear import of this passage in Numbers, what was
required to the full verification of the closely related passage in Deut.
xviii, 18, “ I will raise them up a prophet from among their brethren,
like unto thee, and will put my words in his mouth, and he shall
speak unto them all that I shall command him.” From the connec-
tion in which the passage stands, there can be little doubt that it had
& certain respect to the prophetic testimony in general, which was to
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be continued among the covenant people. But the specific qualification
included in the words like unto thee, leave as little room to doubt, on
the other side, that nothing more than a partial and provisional fulfil-
ment could be given to the prediction by prophets of an ordinary kind.
There was a general resemblance between Moses and every prophet
who received a Divine communication to deliver to the people; but
along with that resemblince there was also an important difference—s
marked inferiority in the case of the ordinary prophet. His commauni-
cations came ouly in vision and by dream, while Moses received them by
a waking, face-to-face intercommunion ; 8o that the people of our Lords
time justly expected the prophecy to receive a higher exemplification
than it had yet found in the past,and the apostles had both the import
of the original, and the general feeling of their countrymen on their
side, when they applied it specifically to the Measiah. It was mani-
festly the common understanding in their time, that the Messiah was
to be emphatically the prophet spoken of ; the only queetion was, whe-
ther Jesus of Nazareth was the person in whom the terms of the pre-
diction had met with their fulfilment. That He was this, and, as such,
not only like Moses, in that wherein he differed from the ordinary mem-
bers of the prophetic order, but even rising far beyond him, must be
the conviction of all who believe in His Messiahship. And though
other points of resemblance betwixt Him and Moses should not be
overlooked, yet when considered simply in respect to prophetic standing
and gifts, it is in the particular point indicated in Numb. xii. 6-8,
that the likeness should be viewed as more peculiarly exemplified
The prophet like to Moses, in the full sense, could only be the one
who received his revelations like Moses ; in the first instance, Christ,
and subordinately the apostles whom He sent forth to make known
His mind and will to men.

APPENDIX C, PacE 13.
PROPHETIC AGENCY APART FROM PERSONAL HOLINESS.

THE cases which most readily occur, of prophetic agency in a state of
divorce from personal holiness, are those of Balaam in the Old Tests
ment, and Caiaphas in the New. Both of them wére manifestly of
quite exceptional nature, and stand entirely apart from the ordiuary
track of God’a procedure in the bestowal of such gifts. It might, with-
out impropriety, be said that there was a doubly miraculous element io
the predictions they uttered; they were miraculous, as well on account
of the personages who spoke, as the Divine foresight exhibited in what
was spoken, Balaam was used by God against his own inclination to
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make known the Divine purposes at a peculiar crisis in the history of
ancient Israel. It was a time when, with some apparent reason, their
hearts were ready to faint at the prospect which was before them, and
helps and encouragements of a somewhat extraordinary kind were needed
to bear them through the trial. It seemed, therefore, an act worthy
of the Divine interposition not only to provide the special support to
faith that the emergency called for, but to do so in a way that should
verify the proverb of even ¢ making the eater bring forth meat.” The
more strikingly to manifest the power and faithfulness of God in be-
half of His people, a blessing is extorted for them from a child of
perdition. On this account Balaam was used, though an wnwilling
instrument ; and for a like reason, only in a more quiet and incidental
manner, Caiaphas was used, even though an unconscious one. In a
time altogether peculiar and extraordinary, he was made to utter a
sentiment, in which thoughtful and reflective minds could not fail to
perceive the overruling hand of God, since it declared a very great and
important trath singularly applicable to the crisis, although not in the
sense intended by the speaker. It was, we may say, the guiding of
the last official representative of the priestly order enigmatically to dis-
close the event, which was at once to antiquate its existence, and to
fulfil the end of its appointment. And this might the more fitly be
done by one who knew not what he said, as the priesthood generally,
at the time, had ceased to know the mystery of its own vocation. )
But setting aside such cases as altogether peculiar and exceptional,
the connection between the personal sanctity of the prophets and their
divine communications will be found to hold as a general rule. It was
not so stringent, indeed, in its application, as not to admit of occasional
defections in the history of particular persons, and considerable diver-
ity in different individuals of the prophetical order. When Jonah
attempted to evade the work committed to him respecting Nineveh, by
taking ship to go to Tarshish, there was undoubtedly a temporary fail-
ing in regard to the spiritnal frame of mind proper to the true prophet.
And to recover this, which could not be wanted in such a case,—for
that end primarily at least—he is subjected to a treatment alike severe
and unprecedented. He is made to go down to the lowest depths, that
he might there acquire the living faith and intense earnestness of soul,
which would fit him for being the bearer of a divine message to Nineveh.
In like manner the case of the old prophet at Bethel, mentioned in
1 Kings xiii.,, must be regarded in its more general aspect, as that of a
prophet imperfectly sanctified. Indeed, the very fact of his residing at
Bethel and remaining silent, as he appears to have done while Jero-
boam was proceeding with his idolatrous innovations, was a clear sign
of his having previously fallen into a state of spiritual slumber, and
having become well-nigh deserted by the Spirit of God. He seems to
have been at length roused out of this slumber by the report of the
circumstances connected with the mission of the prophet, who came from
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Judah to dencunce the Divine judgment against the abominations of
Jeroboam, and who received in the execution of his commiasion, such
manifest tokens of the Divine approval. The old prophet was bent on
making the acquaintance of this servant of God, and claiming, as it were,
kindred with him—although no mode of accomplishing what he sought
presented itself but that of decoying the other back by a falsehood. In
this he too plainly showed how far he still was from having attained to
the proper spiritual elevation. But as the other prophet also had erred
in acceding to his propoeal, and thereby deviating from the prescribed
path of duty, a word for the occasion was given to the old prophet to
intimate the displeasure of God on the defection, and the judgment that
was ready to chastise it. . With the sin that mingled on both sides in
the transactions, it was impossible almost for the blindest not to see,
that the unbending trutbfulness of God’s word, and the necessity of
holiness in those whom He called to His more immediate fellowship and
service, received but a more impressive and awful testimony. To the
idolatrous Bethelites it gave forth a peculiarly solemn warning; sinct
if God 8o severely requited a comparatively slight deviation from the
path of rectitude in one of His chosen servants, how much more might
He be expected to chastise their flagrant corruptions! And to the
members of the prophetical order themselves it furnished the saluotary
leason, that if they would be honoured by God with His more special
communications, and be fitted for the higher kinds of service in His
kingdom, they must be found in heart and conduct holiness to the Lord.

APPENDIX D, Pace 82.

VIEWS OF EARLIER REFORMED THEOLOGIANS ON THE CONDITIONAL
ELEMENT IN PROPHECY.

TaE discussion respecting the conditional element in prophecy has been
purposely conducted, without any distinct reference to the views ad-
vanced by the more orthodox and systematic divines of former times;
chiefly because such a reference must either have rendered the discus
sion unduly protracted and polemical, or must bave been 8o brief, as to
admit of being readily perverted or misunderstood,—a fate that befel
the very brief allusion which was made to them in the first edition.
The theological writers more particularly referred to were the Calvinistt
of the 17th century, the great defenders and expounders of the faith, who
looked only incidentally at the points here more immediately in que-
tion, and looked at them in a doctrinal rather than an exegetical respect
Their more special object in referring to them was to vindicate the
divine authority of revelation, and the orthodoxy of its higher truths
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against conclusions apt to be drawn from apparent failures in prophetical
announcements ; not to find their way to correct principles of prophetical
mwrpmh.tmn, or to determine the proper place and bearing of pmphecy
in the history of God's dispensations. Hence they too often appear, in
such parts of their writings, to be standing merely on the defensive, and
not unfrequently drawing distinctions, which seem invented for the
occasion, and are more fitted to embarrass than to promote the intelli-
gent study of prophecy.

Btillingfleet’s * Origines Sacre” may be taken as a fair specimen of
this mode of treating prophecy by the writers now under consideration.
Viewing prophecy with respect merely to the supernatural insight and
veracity of the persons inditing it, the author had to account for the
fact that prophetic announcements were not always strictly fulfilled,
and it hence became neceesary to distinguish between prophecies ‘ re-
vealing the internal counsels and decrees of God’s will,”” and prophecies
merely indicating “the method and series of his providence in the ad-
ministration of things in the world.” For determining those of the
former class,—those, namely, of an absolute character—four specific
marks of distinction are assigned. (1.) The first is the accompanying
of the prediction with a present miracle, by which, as by a visible seal
from Heaven, it was authenticated as a revelation of God's fixed pur
pose, or secret will—a mark, however, which was of a merely circum-
stantial kind, and a mark besides, which was so rarely given (one
example only being noticed, 1 Kings xiii. 3), that it contributes nothing
worth naming to the general result. (2.) Again, predictions are to be
understood absolutely “when the things foretold exceed all probabilities
of second causes,” such as the predicted deliverance first from Egypt,
and afterwards from Babylon, the only instances referred to by Stilling-
fleet in proof of the distinction, But we may surely ask, Did the
promised deliverance from Egypt lie more beyond the probability of
second causes than the promised introduction of the persons delivered
into the land of Canaan? Or, was the threatened overthrow of Babylon
for the subsequent release and return of the Jewish captives lees pro-
bable when viewed with respect to the operation of second causes, than
the earlier prediction, announced by Jonah, of the destruction of
Nineveh in forty days? No one could venture to assert the affirmative
of these questions; and yet, of the two pairs of predictions now men-
tioned, much apparently on a level as regards natural probability, one
in each proved to be not a revelation of God’s abeolute will in the sense
of Dr Stillingfleet, while the other did. His second mark of distinction,
therefore, is destitute of any solid foundation, and does not touch the
real grounds of difference. Who, indeed, can tell, amid the hidden,
intricate, curiously-interconnected movements of Providence, what
events of the remote fature lie within, or beyond the probabilities of
second causes? In such matters human sagacity is an insufficient guide,
and can furnish no proper criterion. (3.) A third distinetion given is,
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that “ predictions which are confirmed by an oath from God himself,
express the immutable determination of his will.” True, certainly, as
to the fact; for the two or three predictions which were so confirmed
were literally fulfilled (Numb, xiv. 28; Ps. lxxxix. 31-36; Heb. vi.
17.) Yet, as in the case of the first class, this is a merely circamstantial
distinction—a difference only in the mode of announcement, and one
adopted in accommodation to human infirmity, not of itself indicative
of any inherent peculiarity in the matter of the predictions. Their
actual verification must have resulted rather from their essential
character than from that incidental accompaniment. (4.) Lastly, “ pre-
dictions concerning blessings merely spiritual (it is affirmed) do expres
God's eternal purpose;”’ and for this reason, * because the bestowing
of such blessings doth immediately flow from the grace and favour of
God, and depend not upon conditions on our part.” In one sense this
is true, but in another not—not as it requires to be understood in its
present application. The most approved defenders of the doctrines of
grace have readily owned that many promises, or predictions of spiritual
good, are conditional (for ex. Turretine Inst. Loc. iii., Q. 16, § 14,19);
and consequently depend for their fulfilment on the existence of the
condition. The Bible abounds with such conditional announcementa
The Sermon on the Mount opens with a whole series of them. And,
to go farther back, was there nothing spiritual in the promised settle-
ment of the ransomed Israclites in Canaan (Ex. xxxii. 34)—s word
with which inspired writers identified the very sum of all spiritual
blessings, “ entering into God's rest,” (Ps. xcv. 2; Heb. iii. 11-18)—
though it proved in such a sense conditional as to fail in the case of
those to whom it was immediately given through their unbelief. Or
was there nothing spiritual in the covenant of promise made with
David’s house and seed 7 In truth, the prophetic word itself koows
of no such distinction as between spiritual and temporal in the promise
and bestowal of blessing; for, in Old Testament times, the two con-
stantly went more or less togéther; and it may justly be affirmed,
that a simply temporal or a simply spiritual good never constituted the
exclusive theme of any prophetic announcement made to the covepaot
people.

It thus appears, that the distinctive marks given by Stillingfleet of
the higher or abeolute species of predictions (and we know no writer of
his agefithat gives them better) are of no real value, They bear ut-
mistakeable evidence of having been fallen upon primarily as weapous
of defence, and were but casually intended to bear upon the subject of
prophetic interpretation. There inadequacy in the one respect, howerer,
necessarily renders them of little avail in the other; and a skilfal -
versary might readily have served himself of them in impugning the
authority of Scripture.

It could scarcely be expected, that when our author failed 8o palps-
bly in the one branch of his subject, he should have been l
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when turning to the other. Accordingly, the directions he gives for
ascertaining what predictions are not expressive of the final determina-
tions or secret will of God, discover their insufficiency on a moment’s
consideration. He has here just two leading positions; one of them
having respect to predictions of temporal blessing; these, he considers,
always involve the oondition of obedience, so that the event ‘ could
not be fulfilled when the people did not perform their condition”—
which is true, no doubt, as regards the class of predictions in question,
but assuredly not on account of the simply temporal nature of the
blessings indicated in the prophetic word; for, as already stated, there
were no such prophecies, and, in the nature of things, the temporal
could never in this way be distinguished from the spiritual gifts of
God’s goodness. Stillingfleet’s other rule is, that threatenings, or
¢ comminations of judgments to come do not of themselves speak the
abeolute futurity of the event;” and for this reason,  because com-
minations confer no right to any, which absolute promises do; and
therefore God is mot bound to mnecessary performance of what he
threatens,” This is a favourite distinction of the period (though some
reject it, a8 Rivet in Genes. Exerc. 51, and Charnock on God’s Immau-
tability, III., prop. 4); and we find it particularly pressed by another.
writer (Gale), who says, “ Promises give a right to the persons to
whom they are made, which cannot be taken from them without in-
jury; for albeit it be free to any to make a promise, yet having made
it, his fidelity is obliged to see it performed. So that in promises
there is no room for relaxation or dispensation. . . But as to com-
minations or threats, no right or debt accrues to the persons to whom
they are made, save only a debt or merit of punishment. Yet in
many cases, especially a8 to circumstances, the superior, who made the
law, and affixed a threat thereto, has a liberty of relaxing, or dispens-
ing with the penalty of his law,” ete.—(* Court of the Gentiles,” P. IV.,
B IL, c. 6, § 2. See also Owen on Heb., vol. iv., p. 268.) As if
the right of a creature were more binding on Gtod than a regard to the
verity of his own word! Or, as if his threatenings of judgment were
not, equally with his promises of blessing, the expression of his cha-
racter towards persons standing in specific relations to him! As if,
indeed, they were no more than arbitrary announcements, which he
could send forth, or recal at pleasure! This surely, is a strange mode
of vindicating the divine honour and faithfulness; especially strange
in those whose Calvinism bound them to seek the ultimate ground of
all God’s dealings in the eternal principles of His own nature, or the
counsel of His will! It would never have been thought of, had it
not presented itself as a convenient method of escape from a polemical
difficulty. There is more, however, than this against it; for (as already
stated in the section to.which this note is appended) the greater part
of God's comminations of judgment in the prophetic Scriptures are
really indirect promises of good to the true children of the covenant.
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The first promise itself, on which all hope for fallen man was built,
took the form of a threatening against the adversary; and, generally,
the denunciations of coming judgment on ungodly nations and indivi-
duals are but the reverse aspect of God's covenant-love and faithfal-
ness to His people. So that to distinguish in the way now under con-
sideration between threatenings and promises, as if the one were in
their own nature less closely connected with the secret will of God
than the other, is to take but a superficial view of the matter; it be-
tokens a defective insight into the structure of prophecy. The funds-
mental element for such distinctions is wanting, so long as due account
fails to be made of the relation of prophecy to God’s moral nature, on
the one hand, and men’s responsibilities on the other.

Yet with so many crude, superficial, arbitrary poeitions on the sub-
ject, there are not wanting some, who can point to Stillingfleet, and
writers of his stamp and age, as authorities regarding it—safe and
ekilfal guides in distinguishing between the abeolute and the condi-
tional in its predictions!! Such appeals may serve a purpose ; but it
can never be the purpose of promoting the unbiassed study and sound
interpretatien of prophetical Scripture.

APPENDIX E, Pack 98
SYMBOLICAL DESIGNATION OF KINGDOMS AS MOUNTAINS.

Thx first passage, probably, in which a kingdom is presented under the
symbol of a physical elevation, or 8 mountain, is the historical notice ,
in 2 Sam. v. 18, where it is said of David's interest as king, “And
David perceived that the Lord had established him king over Israe,
and that He had exalted his kingdom :” it had now sensibly becomes
oonspicuous thing, a height in the earth. Writing in Pa. xxx., and at
a later period, of the vicissitudes which he experienced on the throne,
be says, “Lord, by thy favour thou didst make my mountain to stand
strong ; thou didst hide thy face, and I was troubled.” In Ps. Ixviii
186, the hill of Zion, which had already been chosen as the seat of the
kingdom, is taken for an emblem of it, and the other and loftier, but
more remote hills, stand for images of the rival kingdoms of the heathen :
“ Why leap ye, ye high hills 7 This is the hill God desireth to dwell
in; yea, the Lord will dwell in it for ever.” In Pa. xlvi. 8, the moun-
tains are spoken of as “ shaking in the midst of the sea,” and the figure
is explained by the introduction of the reality at ver. 6, where it is
said, “ The heathen raged, the kingdoms were moved,” or rather shook
The hill of Zion with its fortress is identified with the kingdom of God,
and addressed as symbolically one with it in Micah iv. 8, “ And thon,
O tower of the flock, the stronghold (hill) of the daughter of Zion,
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unto thee shall it come, even the first dominion, the kingdom also shall
come to the daughter of Zion;” as it is also in Isa xi. 9, where the
temple-mount, the ideal dwelling-place of God with his people is
viewed as comprehensive of the whole divine kingdom, and this again
as co-extensive with the entire habitable globe. Comp. also Dan. ix.
16, 20; also ch. ii. 35, where the stone which represents the Lord’s
kingdom appears growing into a huge mountain, and filling the whole
earth. In Ps lxxvi, the greater heathen kingdoms are denoted, not
only mountains, but “ prey-mountains,” as being apparently raised to
the gigantic height they attained for the purpose only of laying
waste and destroying others. Babylon, in particular, is called by
Jeremiah, chap. li. 25, “ a destroying mountain, that destroyed all the
the earth”—not as Bishop Newton interprets, vol. i., chap. 10, “on
account of the great height of its walls and towers, its palaces and
temples,” but from its lofty and domineering altitude among the
political eminences of the world. And hence, quite naturally, in the
Apocalypse, which gathers up and applies the symbolical imagery of
the earlier prophets, mountains are used in a whole series of passages
a8 the familiar designation of kingdoms, chap. vi. 14, viii. 8, xvi. 20,
ete. .

APPENDIX F, Pace 100.
PROPHETICAL LITERALISM ESSENTIALLY JEWISH.

THE essential coincidence between the Jewish mode of interpreting
prophecy, and that of the extreme literalists among Christians, will
force itself on any one who compares for a moment what has been
written by the reepective parties on the prophetical future. For the
most part he will find the same pussages quoted by both, and the same
principle of the historical sense applied to them—only, with this differ-
ence, that while both apply it to establish the necessity of a future restor-
ation of the Jews to Palestine, and the re-institution of the Mosaic polity
and worship, the Jew also applies it, and with perfect cousistence, to
the rejection of Jesus Christ as the Messiah. We say with perfect
consistence, for the principle is as fairly applicable to the one point as
to the other, and by that principle, the evidence of prophecy in favour
of the Mesasiahship of Jesus is not impaired merely, but annihilated.
The argument from prophecy as between Christians and Jews is gone;
that only remains which may serve the Jew against infidels and hea-
thens. If, for example, the literalist school of interpreters among Chris-
tians are right in maintaining, as they do, that Christ has not yet
appeared as King of Zion, or as the poesessor of David’s throne and
kingdom, why should not Rabbi Crool (in his “ Restoration of Israel,”
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a work replied to by Thomas Soott), and other Jewish writers, be
equally right in contending, that Jesus of Nazareth cannot be the
Messiah ? The passages which both parties appeal to—such as Zech.
ix. 9; Isa ix. 6, 7; Micah v. 2—though they are expressly declared
by the evangelists to have been fulfilled in Christ, yet speak of the
Messiah under the very character and relations, which, it is alleged,
have not yet been assumed by him: they represent him as going to
appear among men, to be born at Bethlehem, to ride on au ass into
Jerusalem, etc., in the character of the king of the Jews, and to the
great joy of his subjects. Therefore, says Crool, and with manifest
right on this principle, your Jesus cannot be the Messiah ; for He did
not sit upon David’s throne, He set up no Jewish kingdom, azd
instead of finding joy and peace and union from His presence, the
Jewish people only then began to experience their greatest troubles
and their widest dispersions. So, of the greater proportion of prophe-
tical passages applied in New Testament Scripture to Christ; and with
equal justice on the prineiple of historical literalism, for they generally
oconnect the appearance and work of Christ on earth with His destiny
a8 the Son of David, or His relation to Zion and the covenant-people
And if certain characteristics are associated in prophecy with Measiah's
birth and appearance—if certain results are described as flowing simply
from His coming, not from His coming a second time to Zion or Jeru-
salem, and if these are not found in the person and history of Jesus of
Nazareth, the plain and obvious inference is, that the promised
Messiah is yet to come. In a word, the apologetic value of prophecy
a8 regards the truth of Christianity is gone, and instead of a means of
defence we find a weapon of assault. So much is this felt to be the
natural tendency of the line of interpretation referred to, that those
who adopt it have, of late years, been withdrawing prophecy after
prophecy from the number of those which the inspired penmen and
all truly Christian writers hitherto have understood of Christ. As in
regard to the first great promise to fallen man, 80 also here, the prin-
ciple of a prophetical literalisam has led to the same result as ita
apparent opposite—a subtilizing rationalism: the one needs as mnch
the doctrine of accommodation as the other, in explaining the New
Testament applications of prophecy to Jesus. See this proved in
¢ Typology of Scripture,” Book I. ch. i., against an American Literalist;
See also Dr Brown's “Second Advent,” chap. vii. for proof of the sncces-
sive abandonment of prophecies in reference to Christ, and for some
able and acute remarks respecting the eseentially Jewish position of
the interpreters in question. Indeed, the list there given might be
greatly increased. In chap. i, sec. 3, of our Second Part, when treat-
ing of the Apologetic value of Prophecy, the subject necessarily recurs
again, and it is there shewn, that the literalism sought for in respect
to Christ’s throne and kingdom was in the nature of things impossible,
and that if He be really the Son of God, the differences between the
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New and Old form of things could not be otherwise than they are.
It is therefore justly said by Hengstenberg (“ Christology,” 2nd Edition,
App. vi.), that the strictly literal style of prophetical interpretation is
essentially the very same as that which the Jewish commentators adopt;
that its value may also be understood from the countenance given to
it by many Rationalists on the continent; but that its strongest con-
demnation consists in its being the very method of interpretation
which led to the crucifixion of Christ.

APPENDIX G, Pace 116.
INTERPRETATION OF 2 PETER I. 21.

THE rendering given in the text of 2 Peter i. 21, is the strictly literal
one: and as 8o rendered the passage exhibits more distinctly the con-
trast between the human and the divine in prophecy, denying it to be
of the one, and affirming it to be of the other; at the same time, re-
presenting the mental state of those to whom and through whom it
came, to have been of a quite supernatural description. The state-
ment contained in the passage is given as a reason for the more general
declaration which immediately precedes, that “ Scripture prophecy is
not of private interpretation,” or, as it should rather be, “no Serip-
ture prophecy comes of one’s own solution ”—literally, loosing ous,
ixAboswg. The word is peculiar, but its use here is to be accounted
for by prophecy being contemplated according to its fundameutal
character, as an unravelling, or opening out of the secret counsels of
heaven. As such it comes, the apostle tells us, from no private solv-
ing of the hidden mystery, on the part of those who uttered it; it was
not of one’s own (viz., the prophet’s) unfolding. This seems to us by
far the most natural sense of the passage; as it is also the one which
fits most suitably in to what follows. It is only thus, too, that we
preserve the force of the verb yivsras, which is comparatively lost in
our common version; for the real import of the apostle’s statement
is, not that no Scripture prophecy is, but that none comes in the
manner specified; it does not so take its being and form. The ques-
tion is not, as it is put by Bishop Horsley and many others, how the
meaning of prophecy is to be made out or interpreted, but how pro-
phecy stsef came into existence, whence it drew its origin. And
besides, to say of all prophecy alike, a8 such persons understand the
declaration, that it is not of self-interpretation, but can only be under-
stood as to its proper bearing when the events it contemplates have
actually occurred, is not true as regards some prophecies (for example,
1 Tim. iv. 1, “The Bpirit speaketh expressly”), and would virtually
contradict what the apostle had eaid of prophecy immediately before,
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when he represented it as “a light shining in a dark place.”” With
what propriety could it be designated a shining light, if itself neces-
earily remained without any sure interpretation, till outwardly shone
upon by the events of Providence!

APPENDIX H, Pace 124.
THE SYMBOLIC ACTIONS OF THE PROPHETS.

TaHE rule laid down in the text, founded on the distinction between
the record of God’s communications to the prophet, and that of the
prophet’s communications to the people, we have said, will generally
be found sufficient to guide us in determining, whether the actions
described belong to the ideal region, or to the territory of actual life.
It will be so at least, if it is coupled with the considerations previously
advanced respecting the essential nature of the actions themselves
This may, perhape, be rendered more palpable, by a brief examination
of the view that is presented of some of the prophetical actions noticed
or referred to in the text, by writers who understand them in a
realistic manner. 'Wae shall take it on the showing of one of the most
sensible and judicious of the class—the Rev. Dr Turner of America
In a little work, published in 1852, *“Thoughts on the Origin, Char
acter, and Interpretation of Scriptural Prophecy,” after mentioning
some instances of revelation by symbolic vision, he says :—* But the
symbolic method was often employed by means of real actions openly
performed. That ideas may be conveyed in this way distinctly and
with perfect clearness, we know with certainty, Observation and
experience have proved this beyond all doubt. In adopting this
method, therefore, divine wisdom did but choose one from among
various means, any of which is sufficiently well adapted to assure men
of the meaning of His will. And the method chosen is sometimes
the most impressive and startling that can poesibly be imagined.
When it is said of the prophet Isaiah, that, in obedience to the divine
command, to ‘loose the sackcloth from off his loins,’ and to ‘put off
the shoe from his foot, ¢he did so, walking naked (s.e., stript of a part
of his clothing) and barefoot, three years, a sign and a wonder'—in
other words, a remarkable indication of God’s judgment ¢upon Egypt
and upon Ethiopia;’ it is hardly possible to conceive of a more direct
prediction of overthrow and captivity, and of the contumely and shame
to which Egypt, the world-renowned, the world-acorning, and in its
own estimation all but celestial, Egypt should be exposed. And whea
Ezekiel is ¢ set for a sign unto the house of Israel,’ and at the com-
mand of God ‘removes his furniture in the smight’ of the people,
¢ bearing it upon his shoulders and covering his face; it would scem
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that the act itself spoke out its own meaning, and certified the miser-
able inbabitants, that they ¢ should remove and go into captivity,’ that
the prinoe should be degraded to a servile condition, carrying the most
neceseary articles, and hiding his face through shame for the ignominy
to which he should be subjected.— Let us look at the symbolical
actions of Jeremiah. On one occasion God orders him to get a potter’s
earthen bottle, and after a public proclamation addressed to king and
people, of terrible judgments impending, and of their iniquities which
occasioned them, to break the bottle in pieces in their presence, as a
symbol of their utter destruction. Such preaching, one might think,
oould hardly need the oral comment accompanying it, which begins
in these words, ¢ Thus saith the Lord of Hoets, even so will I break
this people and this city, as one breaketh a potter's vessel that it ean-
not be made whole again.” At another time, he is directed to send
yokes to certain kings in the neighbourhood of Judea, indicating that
the Creator and owner of all had resolved to subjugate them to the
Babylonian power, announcing at the same time, that Zedekiah, the
reigning king of Judah, should also be compelled to submit to the
same degradation. To select another illustration from the same pro-
phet: Whilat the armies of Nebuchadneszar are besieging Jerusalem,
and its conquest by the Chaldeans is geperally expected; when the
death, destruction, or captivity of the inhabitants is almost morally cer-
tain, and consequently no value can be attached to property, the en-
joyment or possession of which bad become wholly precariouns; Jere-
miah, at the divine direction, buys a field within the city, pays down
the purchase-money, requires a deed properly attested, has the trans.
action witnessed acoording to law and with remarkable circumstan-
tiality, and adopts measures to secure the legal documents, that they
may neither be lost nor injured. No doubt, the ungodly portion of the
inhabitants, who had abandoned themselves to the despair of infidelity,
must have imagined that the prophet had become insane. But all
this was done to show his faith in the divine promise of a future
restoration, and resettlement of the people in their own land; which
took place long afterwards under the decree of Cyrus. And to adduce
one more instance: On occasion of the birth of a son, Isaiah is directed
to give him a symbolical name, indicative of the fact, that the Assyr-
ians should plunder Israel and Syria, powers which were then in
hostile combination against Judah. In order to give publicity to the
prediction, he is required to write the name of the ehild on a broad
roll or tablet. He does 80, and has the whole matter attested by un-
. impeachable witnesses of high standing and character. In due time
the fact takes place, and the prophecy is verified.” Pp. 75-78.

We have admitted, that the action recorded in the nineteenth
chapter of Jeremiah in respect to his going to the potter is so related,
as to leave us in some doubt, whether it took place only in vision, or
on the territory of real life. We shall, therefore, allow it to pass
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without particular notice; but shall make a few comments on the
rest.

1. The first is the action of Isaiah, chap. xx., appointed to sym-
bolize the coming disgrace and humiliation of Egypt and Ethiopia.
What is the action, according to the description of the prophet? Not
a8 Dr Turner and others make it, “stripping off a part of his clothing,”
but ¢ loosing the sackcloth from off his loins, and putting off his shoe
from his foot,” and for three whole years ¢ walking naked and bare-
foot4” and this expressly as a sign of the people of Egypt and Ethiopia
being doomed ere long to become captives, rendered * naked and bare-
foot, even with their buttocks uncovered, to the shame of Egypt.”
The thing signified was a shameful uncovering, or a disgraceful humi-
liation of those proud worldly powers, on whose support Israel was
idolatrously inclined to lean; and the sign, which was appointed to
foreshadow it, was a shameful uncovering of the prophet’s person.
This alone could be a proper sign; and to talk of his putting off only
a part of his garments, as if the object had been merely to lessen the
comfort or gracefulness of his attire, is quite beside the purpoee.
Nothing less than a shameful exposure of the person was required to
satisfy the conditions of the prophecy. And if the affair was conducted
amid the realities of daily life, the prophet must necessarily have made
himself a spectacle of aversion to every right-thinking person. In the
very act of fulfilling his mission, he must have given a shock to the
interests of piety; such, nay greatly more than was done in our own
land by the early Quakers, who were led by a mistaken view of this
and similar passages in the prophetical writings, to exhibit in actual
life what had been transacted by the prophets in vision. The univer-
sal disgust produced in Edinburgh by some of that sect running
through the streets without clothing, and erying out that they were
“the naked truth,” or by one in Aberdeen (Andrew Jaffray) who,
stript to the middle, and with filth in his hand, walked about pro-
claiming himself to be “a spectacle and a sign among the people,” on
account of the offensiveness of their sins, may convince us how impos-
sible it was for God to have commanded His servant Isaiah to present
himself in such an attitude to the people, even for a day, to sy
nothing of three whole years. Besides, if such painful results could
anybow have Been averted, an action of the kind specified, when
spread over 8o many years, and seen, if seen at all, only in fragmen-
tary portions, and by a few individuals, must have lost nearly all its
effect in the performance, And then the action itself left its own
bearing undefined. How should any one, who might have seen the
propbet walking in his shame, have known to transfer the image to
Egypt and Ethiopia? It must have been from an accompanying
word, explaining the action, that they were enabled to do so. So that
it still was the prophetic word, to which they were mainly to be in-
debted for the information of their minds; and the rehearsing of the
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action as done in the visions of God—done in the peculiar sphere of
the prophet’s spiritual agency—along with the explanation of it, was
on every account the mode best fitted for reaching the end; the only
mode, we may affirm, actually possible.

2. The other action of the prophet Isaiah referred to by Dr Turner
~—the last of the cases specified by him—not less imperatively demands
the same interpretation. We have again to notice the slurring over
the main features of the transaction, as presented by Dr Turner ; he
speaks of it as simply consisting in the ceremony of giving a symbolical
name to a child of the prophet. This, however, was the smallest part
of the matter. The existence of the child, much more than his name,
was what formed the embodied prophecy; the name merely served to
. explain the symbolic meaning of the child himself. And how was this
child to come into being? Not properly as a member of the prophet's
family ; but the prophet was to “ go to the prophetess,” who was there-
after to conceive, and bring forth the son, that was to bear the sym-
bolic name; and not only to go, but to take with him witnesses of the
whole transaction, that there might be no doubt respecting any part
of it (chap. viii. 1-3). Can anything be conceived more entirely at
variance with the essential character of a true prophet, if understood of
what was to be done in real life, or that would more palpably have
identified his procedure with the worst practices of self-inflated vision-
aries? For, the prophetess to whom Isaiah was to go, and with whom
he was to have carnal intercourse, can with no propriety be understood
to be his own wife ; she is represented as one standing apart from him,
and with whom his connection was to be quite special, 80 a8 to require
even a formal attestation. An ideal person, therefore, she must be
considered, and the connection one that existed only in the ideal sphere
—if the prophet is to be vindicated from the charge of pollution in the
very execation of his mission. Indeed, the mode of designating her,
clearly indicates as much: the prophetess—what prophefessi We have
heard of none before, and we hear of none afterwards in this connec-
tion. Such a designation can be understood only if viewed as the
form into which God threw His communication to the prophet, and, as
such, confined to the higher sphere of his immediate intercourse with
Heaven. An assurance was to be given to the people of the approach-
ing certain overthrow of the enemies of God’s covenant—the combined
powers of Samaria and Damascus. And for that purpose there is
given forth an acoount of an ideal transaction, through which the
prophet is spiritually conducted by God, and in which he, the prophet,
is described as going to the prophetess, that by the conjunction of a
twofold prophetical character in the parentage, there might be a birth
in the fullest sense prophetical—a son so strikingly predictive of the
coming overthrow, that before he should be able to cry, My father,
both Syria and Damascus should have fallen under the stroke of
Assyria. Viewed thus, merely as a sensible form, though confined
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to the ideal sphere, under which God made known His fixed determination
to the people, one can easily perceive the propriety of what is recorded;
but no otherwise can the history it seems to delineate be vindicated from
the gravest charges. It may be added, that in this case, too, as in the
preceding, it could not have been the outward reality (even if it had taken
place, and had been liable to no moral imputation), on which must mainly
have depended the assurance given of the intended result: the chief ground
for faith to rest upon still was the word which accompanied and explained
the transaction, And for this it was substentially ene, whether the word
was connected with an action in vision, or an action in ordinary life.

3. The case of Ezekiel, at the Divine bidding removing his farnitare in
the sight of the people, and going forth with covered face, and only as
exile's implements (chap. xii), is particularly unhappy for the realistic
interpretation. Dr Turner seems to have regarded it as one of the most
telling examples, as if the act itself spoke its own meaning. Bat he for-
gets where the prophet was when the supposed action was performed
before his countrymen. Both he and they were already in exile on the
banks of the Chaboras, and the impression that would naturally have been
produced upon their minds by the sight of such a symbolic action would
have been, not that the day of exile, but rather that the day of escspe
from exile was at hand. The persons whose exile was foreshadowed it
the prophecy were the king and people far off in Jerusalem, not those who
should have witneesed the transaction had it been outwardly performed
So that for those whom the prophetic action smmediately contemplated it
must, of necessity, have been not the actual sight of what was done, bet
only the rehearsal of it, that was to tell upon their minds. And surely, in
that case, it mattered little whether the sphere of the transaction might be
the ideal or the real world; while for those in the immediate neighbour-
hood of the prophet, it so far mattered that, if it had outwardly taken
place before them, it would have tended to convey a false information.

4. It is needless to dwell upon the two instances (besides the one alresdy
considered) connected with the prophetical agency of Jeremiah. They are
both of them confined to what respects God's communications to the
prophet, and so belong to the higher sphere in which direct communics-
tion was held with heaven. One of them may be said to have been beset
with impossibilities, if considered as an action in real life. We refer to
the bonds and yokes which Jeremiah was commanded in chap. xxvii. to
make, and not only put upon his own neck, but also to send to the kings
of Edom, of Moab, of the Ammonites, of Tyre, and of Sidon, and to do s
by the hand of the messengers who were coming to Zedekiah, as s sign
that all those countries were to be brought into subjection to the king of
Babylon. Such persons, we may be sure, would neither carry sach 8
symbol to the different kings mentioned, nor the message that was sp-
pointed to accompany it. And the prophecy itself was for the people of
Jerusalem rather than for those surrounding nations. It only took the
form of a message to them, in order, more distinctly, to show the fixedness
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of God's purpose regarding the issue of the struggle in which Zedekinh
was engaged with the king of Babylon. The rehearsing by the prophet of
the command he had received, to make the yokes, and send them to the
different parties, was what properly constituted the prophecy. And
though Jeremiah appears, from what is related in chap. xxviii., to have
bad yokes actually on his neck, yet this seems rather to have been done
for the purpose of calling attention to the prophecy than the necessary
condition of its announcement. Nor is anything said in the historical
part of the sending of yokes to the surrounding nations. In regard to
the other instance, that recorded in chap. xxxii, the whole has the aspect
of a continuous stream of communications between God and the prophet ;
and the prophetical action about the buying of Hanameel's field is most
naturally regarded as of a piece with the rest, an action in vision. There
are other reasons, also, against it being taken as an actual transaction,
for, being a priest, Jeremiah could scarcely have entered into any such
transaction for the purchase of land ; and if he could, yet, as he had pre-
dicted that a desolation was at hand, which was to last for seventy years,
the transaction would, in his case, have been a kind of extravagance, since
long before the purchase could have been of any avail he must have been
numbered with the dead, and all the old landmarks practically abolished.
Only as an ideal action in the peculiar region of the prophet’s spiritual
activity does it admit of a natural and fitting interpretation.

Thus, when more nearly considered, the instances appealed to in proof
of the symbolic actions having taken place in real life, are found to sup-
port the principle of interpretation we have sought to establish. The
striving after outward reality in such things, on the part of modern com-
mentators, has chiefly arisen from forgetfulness respecting the fundamental
law of prophetic revelation, that it was to be by vision. Had this been
sufficiently borne in mind, it would have seemed quite.natural (as no
doubt it did to those by whom, and to whom, the word of prophecy came),
that in accounts of Divine communications, things done in the sphere of
the prophet’s ecatatic elevation should have been described as real transac-
tions ; for to the prophet’s own consciousness, and as symbolic representa-
tions for the people of the mind and purposes of God, they bad all the
force and value of realities.

m——

APPENDIX I, Pace 250.
ST PETER'S DISCOURSES IN ACTS IL, IIIL

THE view given in the text of Peter's discourses in the Acts puts no strain

upon any of the expressions, but takes them all in their natural sense and

connection. Strange liberties are resorted to by those who espouse the
2L
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Jewish theory of the future, and in part also by some who adopt only the
semi-Jewish. The question of the disciples to Jesus on the eve of his
ascension, about restoring the kingdom to Israel, is usually made, not only
to commit Jesus to the fact of such a restoration, but also to rule by its
carnal sense the whole of the subsequent expressions. It is assumed, that
Peter’s views of the kingdom after the descent of the Spirit, continued the
same as they were before ; and that, however it might be in other respects,
on this subject he gained nothing in depth, spirituality or clearness of
discernment. It is usually farther assumed, that in those invitations to
press into the kingdom, addressed to men far and near, as many as the
Lord might call, he never thought of any but Jews as having a right to
the blessings of the kingdom—although the Lord had in the most explicit
manner charged the apostles to include the whole world in their ministra- -
tions. They were, He said, to be “ His witnesses both in Jerusalem and
in all Judea, and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost part of the earth "
—=a regular gradation, but only in respect to order and time ; first Jeru-
salem, then the country around Judea ; next S8amaria, the kind of inter-
mediate region between Jew and Gentile ; and finally, the most remote and
distant territories. Nay, the original charge, as given in Mark, chap. xvi
15, was that they were to “ go into all the world, and preach the gospel to
every creature”’—precisely, as in the first parable, “ the field is the world”
So that if Peter and the apostles still thought only of Jews as entitled to
a place in the kingdom, they must have been most strangely inattentive
to their Lord’s instractions. That they did not open the door at once to
the Gentiles, arose simply from their views respecting circumcision and the
law ; they thought these were still to remain in force, and consequently
that the Gentiles must enter the Messiah’s kingdom by passing under the
Jewish yoke. But this had respect merely to the mode of admission; it
did not touch the fact, that the Gentiles had an equal right to enter, but
simply that they had to enter as the Jews; both alike must go in by the
legal door. And in this very circumstance we have an answer to the state-
ment made by many—among others by Baumgarten— respecting the sense
attached by the apostles to the expression “ the restoration of the kingdom
to Israel,” as necessarily meaning both with them and with Christ the
revival of Israel's external power and splendour as a nation ; because
“their honest and ehildlike minds clung to the what and the Aow that
the prophets had written of.” The apostles no doubt did this, they did so
in this matter only too long, and in respect to circumcision, as well as the
kingdom ; but the issue proved in the latter case, that their spirit, how-
ever honest and childlike, needed enlightenment, as the style of Peters
future discourses showed that it had also done in respect to the other.
The passage in chap. ii. 30-36, seems alone quite conclusive of a change
of view respecting the kingdom. In one part, there is a diversity as to the
proper reading, and the two best MSS. A, B, omit the words in verse 30,
rendered in the common version, “ According to the flesh, he would raise
up Christ.” There are good reasons for supposing that these words were

~




APPENDIX. 515

not in the original; so that the passage should stand thus: “ Therefore
[David] being a prophet, and- knowing that God had sworn with an oath
to him, of the fruit of bis loins to make to sit upon his throne, foreseeing
this, he spake concerning the resurrection of Christ, that his soul was not
left in hell, neither did his flesh see corruption. This Jesus God has raised
up, whereof we all are witnesses,” etc., and, after quoting Ps. cx. 1, 2, he
concludes, “ Therefore let all the house of Israel know assuredly, that God
had made that same Jesus, whom ye have crucified, both Lord and Christ.”
The passage is plain enough without the omitted words, and unless it is a
piece of false logic, and the conclusion does not cohere with the premise,
it explicitly affirms Christ’s present possession of the throne of David.
The position from which Peter sets out is, that “ God had sworn with an
oath to David, of the fruit of his loins to make to sit upon his throne ;"
and the conclusion at which he arrives is, that that same Jesus who had
been crucified and had ascended to the right hand of God “has been made |
both Lord and Christ.” In such a connection, what can the being made
Lord and Christ mean, but sitting upon David’s throne? What other
inference could the public audience Peter addressed (who had neither time
nor taste for subtle ingenuities, but naturally took the words in their plain
and obvious meaning) draw from the statement? They must have folt,
that, according to the apostle, the word to David respecting the possession
of his throne by a son had now reached its fulfilment. As contemplated
by them, the being made Lord and Chnst in any other sense would not
have been to the pomt.

The words uttered in common by the apostles in an address to God, as
recorded in chap. iv. 25-27, clearly express the same view. They quote the
first verses of the second Psalm, which speak of the rulers combining and
standing up “against the Lord and His Christ” (anointed); and then,
applying the testimony to present times, they add, “ For of a truth, against
thy holy child Jesus, whom thou hast anointed, both Herod and Pontius
Pilate, with the Gentiles and the people of Israel, were gathered together.”
In such a connection to call Jesus the person, whom God had anointed,
could only mean, what is more fully expressed in the second Psalm, by
being anointed as king and set on his holy hill of Zion. In any other
sense the application of the terms must have been irrelevant, and fitted to
mislead ; unless, indeed (for that is the only means of escape from the con-
clusion), the apostles acted on the rationalistic principle, and merely accom-
modated the words of David to Jesus, on account of certain resemblances
between the two cases.

The other passage referred to in the text, chap. iii. 19-21, is the only
one in those addresses of Peter, which distinctly points to the future.
Here the correct rendering undoubtedly is: “ Repent ye, therefore, and be
converted, for the blotting out of your sins; in order that seasons of re-
freshing may come from the presence of the Lord, and that He may send
Christ Jesus, who was before appointed to you (or, the Christ before
appointed to you—Jesus); whom the heavens, indeed, must receive, till
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the times of the restitution (dwoxaraocrdesws) of all things, of which
God hath spoken by the mouth of His holy prophets from the beginning
of His world.” Such persons as can see nothing here but Israelitish pro-
spects, and nothing more in the restitution of all things than what was
meant to be expressed at chap. i. 6, by the restoration of the kingdom to
Israel, must be swayed by other reasons than are furnished by a natural
expogition of the apostle’s words; and they do him, besides, the manifest
injustice of making his views, before the descent of the Spirit, rule and
determine those which he entertained afterwards. Discharging all pre-
conceived notions, and taking the passage in its most obvious meaning,
it seems plainly to indicate a series of progressive stages: first, a present
duty in order to a present blessing (repenting and being converted for the
sake of obtaining forgiveness of sin); then, on the ground of this repen-
tance and forgiveness, the just expectation of seasons of refreshing—
seasons like that of Pentecost, which those only who have become for-
given and accepted in the Beloved, can rightfully expect, but which
they may confidently look for. These, however, are not the ultimate
things of redemption—there is a stage bigher and better still, for which
they but tend to prepare the way and hasten forward the consumma-
" tion. This is denoted by the sending of Christ Jesus from heaven, and
the times of the restitution of all things; for though, did the sense abeo-
lutely require it, the seasons of refreshing (xasgo! dra~}iEswg), in ver.
20, might be identified with the times of the restitution of all things
(xebvor dmoxaracrdoswg wdyrwy) in ver. 21, yet the natural supposition
is, that they point to different epochs, as they also seem to indicate different
results. Times of refreshing may come from the Lord’s presence, while
the Lord Himself is not visibly manifest ; and in no proper sense can they
be called, when they do come, complete restitution-periods; they are
rather the occasional showers of blessing sent to invigorate the strength
and cheer the hearts of faithful labourers before the final harvest. That
harvest is a nobler thing—not something sent from the Lord merely, but
the sending of the Lord himself—not a present refreehment, but an ulti-
mate and universal restitution—a restitution which has been spoken of, not
by the peculiar prophets of Israel alone, but by all prophetic men from
the foundation of the world. Such a restitution, and so spoken of, must
transcend every thing local and temporary; it can be nothing less than
that bringing back of all to the order and perfection of God, which from
the first, has been the great purpose of Divine grace, and the hope it has
awakened in the heart of faith. Formally this restitution comprises the
whole burden of prophecy, but not really; for the bringing back to what
was, carries in its train an indefinite elevation. It involves the rise of all
to another and higher sphere of being; for He who stands at the head of
it is the Lord from heaven; and while He restores, He at the same time
refines and glorifies. Why should not this thought also be extended to the
other expectation, and determine what should be understood by the re-
storation of the kingdom to Israel? This restoration, too, may still be
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spoken of ; but if so, it should be as connected with a glorious Mon.
In Christ, David's throne has become allied with Goodhead, and the king-
dom assumes of necessity a far loftier position and embraces an immensely
wider domain. It becomes, indeed, co-extensive with the world ; and
hence the two points, when rightly understood, coalesce; the final re-adjust-
ing and ordering of the affairs of Christ’s divine government shall be at
once the restoration of the kingdom to Israel, and the restitution of all
things to the world. Hence also, what in the prophets genemlly_, who
spoke in the midst of Israel, and from the Israelitish point of view, is pre-
dicted under the aspect of the full and perfect re-establishment of David's
kingdom, appears in Daniel, who by his position was led to contemplate
the matter in its broader relationship to the world at large, as the setting up
of the kingdom of heaven in the hands of one like & Son of Man. '}'hey are
but different modes of exhibiting the same great truth ; intimating that
the kKingdom, which belongs to Christ as Son of Man or Son of .Dav‘xd,
when conducted to its final issues, shall bring along with it the restitution
of every thing on earth to perfect order and blessedness.

APPENDIX K, Pace 273.

WHO ARE THE SAINTS, THAT IN DAN. VIL 18-22, ARE SAID
' TO POSSESS THE KINGDOM.

TaE representation given in the text of Daniel's vision proceeds on the
assumption, that in the kingdom of Messiah, as there disclosed, there is no
distinction of tribes and races, and that its subjects are simply the right-
eous as opposed to the wicked—"“ the saints of the Most High” The
words themselves and the whole character of the vision seem to make this
plain enough. But interpreters with Jewish leanings cannot so view it ;
the warping influence of their opinion as to the future ascendency of Israel
induces them to impose on the passage a limitation, of which there is no
trace in the passageitself. Their literalism is exchanged here for the most
unwarranted license, and the saints of the Most High shrink into merely
‘“the people of Israel” Thus Auberlen, in his work on Daniel and the
Apocalypse, writing of this vision, says at p. 219, “ By the people of the
saints of the Most High, to whom the dominion is to be given, Daniel
could manifestly have understood only the people of Israel, as contradis-
tinguished from the kingdoms and peoples of heathendom, who up to this
time are to reign; so that we also with exegetical right and propriety can
think of nothing else, therefore not immediately of the chnrch.” Here, in
the first place, we have a groundless assumption—that Daniel could only
understand by the expression, the people of Israel. What Daniel under-
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stood is not stated, nor generally are we informed of the prophets how far
their insight carried them into the real import of the visions given them.
It, no doubt, differed in one prophet as compared with another; and also
in the same prophet with respect to different parts of the communications
he received. Of them, therefore, as of the ancient believers generally, it
cannot be said with certainty in any particular case, how far precisely they
understood the meaning of their predictions. But, secondly, whatever their
understanding might be—if Daniel, here, for example, understood by the
saints of the Most High simply the Jewish people, that is no reason why
we should hold such to be what was properly meant. We are no more
obliged or warranted in such a case to abide by his understanding, than we
ought to abide by the partial and mistaken senses, which the apostles often
put upon our Lord’s words up till the day of Pentecost. The words are
not so properly the words of Daniel as those of the Spirit of God, and to
ascribe to them a certain sense, different from what they naturally bear, as
not only that put on them by him, but because so put, their only valid and
proper sense, is to embrace the old rationalistic principle, which treated the
prophetical writings as simply the productions of men, incapable of bearing
any other or higher sense than the men themselves fully understood. Such
a principle is utterly at variance with the proper inspiration of prophecy,
and with the real circumstances of the prophets of the Old Testament. In
regard to the things which were given them to make known concerning
the Christian dispensation, they themselves saw through a glass darkly;
they had consequently to search, as St Peter tells us, chap. i 11, what in
certain respects the Spirit of Christ which was in them did signify. The
very search implied a measure of darkness in the prediction, and of igoor-
ance in the prophet; and in regard to the opinion itself, to which this
search in any particular case conducted, we have, in the first place, no cer-
tain means of knowing what it was, and, in the second, even if we knew i,
we should not be bound to abide by it; the judgment of the prophet,as
Horsley has justly said, “ must still bow down to time as a more informed
expositor.” This holds particularly in respect to such & prophecy as the
one now before us, in which Daniel merely reports what he saw in vision
and heard in a dream. Neither the matter nor the words of the prophecy
are in any proper sense his own—not his own, that is, as to the ultimate
meaning and intention of them. They were his only in so fur as they
accurately described what he saw and heard; but for all that this pointed
to, and required for its proper realization, Daniel was merely on a footing
with other believers, and far less favourably situated for understanding it
than believers now are. The very absence of any peculiar reference to
Isracl in the words of the prophecy is strong evidence that none was in-
tended.
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APPENDIX L, Pace 367.

THE TENDENCY OF PROPHECY TO DESCRIBE THINGS ACCORDING TO THE
REALITY, RATHER THAN THE APPEARANCE OB PROFESSION.

ToE interpretation which has been given in the text of the strongest terms
in the apostle’s language respecting the antichrist, by understanding them
of a virtual, in contradistinction to a formal and avowed assumption of
blasphemous prerogatives, is so much in accordance with the general style
of prophecy, and so plainly demanded by the connection, that we cannot
refrain from expressing our wonder, at finding interpreters of note still
pressing the opposite view. Their doing so must be regarded as another
instance of that tendency to literalism, which has wrought such confusion
in the prophetical field, and which, at particular points, returns upon some,
who in general have attained to a correct discernment of the characteristics
of prophecy. The practice of describing things by their real, as opposed
to their professed or apparent character, is one that peculiarly distinguishes
the Apocalyptic imagery. Thus the worldly kingdoms, both in Daniel and
the Revelation, are represented as beasts—not that they actually were, or
gave themselves out to be such, but because they pursued a course which
partook largely of the bestial nature ; they were, one might say, virtual
beasts. And the false, seductive power designated Babylon, the mother
of harlots and abominations, we may be sure, was not going to proclaim
her own shame by declaring herself to be what those epithets import.
Beyond all doubt, she is described acoording to what she really was, not
by what she would profess, to be. In like manner, the names of blas-
phemy on the head of the beast indicate a real rather than a professed
dishonour to the God of heaven ; for open profanity and avowed atheism
have, with few exceptions, been studiously avoided by the worldly power.
It has almost uniformly striven to associate with its different forms of
government, and political aims, the name and sanctions of religion. Even
in the more prosaic parts of the Apocalypse we find the same characteristic
prevailing—as when it describes the soaring spirit of the Gnostic teachers,
by their knowing the depths of Satan (not those of God, which they them-
selves rather affected to understand), and designates them by such epithets
as Nicoluitans (people-destroyers), followers of Balaam, Jezebels—which
they were so far from professing to be, that they laid claim to the highest
gifts and the most honourable distinctions. Nor could it be otherwise with
the wolves, of whose coming St Paul warned the Ephesian elders (Acts
xx.); they were not going, when they appeared, to avow their own wolf-
like character, but would, doubtless, aspire to the place of guides and
shepherds of the flock. All prophecy, indeed, abounds with examples of
this mode of reprsentation ; for, rpeaking as with Divine intuition, it
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ever delights to penetrate through showy appearances, and to strip deceivers
of their false disguises. Thus the self-deifying pride of the Chaldean con-
querors has its representation in the prophet Habakkuk, by their being
characterised as succeesful fishers, sacrificing to their own net (chap. i. 16);
and the corruption of degenerate Israel is exhibited with singnlar boldnes
by Ezekiel, under’ the form of their having had an Amorite father and s
Hittite mother (chap. xvi. 3); and by Isaiah, under the announcement, as
from themselves, that they had made a covenant with death, and come to
an agreement with hell (chap. xxviii. 16). By a still bolder figure the pro-
phet Amos calls the tabernacle in the wilderness the tabernacle of their
Moloch, because the idolatrous and unsanctified spirit which still clung to
them rendered it practically an idol-tent rather than that of the true God
(chap. v. 26). These and many similar representations are obviously
designed to set before us the real state and character of the parties
described, though entirely different from the outward profession and ap-
pearance. On any other principle it were impossible to render much that
is written in prophecy either intelligible in itself, or consistent with the
facts of history.

The violation of this principle in regard to the passages which treat of
the antichristian apostacy, by adhering to a mistaken literalism, is the
more to be regretted, as it is domng with this portion of the prophetic
Scriptures what it has already done with those which have respect to the
promised Messiah—it is altogether destroying in the hands of its abettors
their apologetic value. As, with the one class of predictions, Jewish
Rabbis find themselves backed by Christian literalists in denying the fal-
filment of some of the clearest prophetic intimations in the history of Jesus
of Nazareth, so Romish controversialists are sheltering themselves under
the wing of Protestant interpreters of the same school, in rebutting the
application of the Scriptural antichrist to Popery. Thus, in a small volame
recently published on “ The End of the World, or the Second Coming of
our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, by the Very Rev. John Buptist Pagani,’
a very adroit use is made of the name of the late Mr Faber. An astonish-
mient is first expressed that any intelligent person could ever have thought
of identifying the Pope of Rome with the antichrist of Scripture, especially
that this could be done in so enlightened a country as England; and then
a passage from Mr Faber's “ Calendar of Prophecy” is quoted to show how
a sensible Protestant writer exposes the absurdity of the idea. In the

referred to the argument is thrown into what is considered both
by Mr Faber and by his Catholic admirer a conclusive syllogism. “I
- shall throw my argument,” Mr Faber says, “ into the form.of a syllo-
gism, and if any person be able to confute me, I shall be very ready to own
myself mistaken. According to St John, he who denies the Father and
the Son, this is the antichrist. The line of the Roman Pontiffs did not
deny the Father or the Son ; therefore the line of the Roman Pontiffs is
not the antichrist.” Embracing with satisfaction this triumphant syllogism,
Mr Pagani proceeds to give it additional strength by affirming, that e
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far from denying the Father and the Son, the Roman Pontiffs have always
maintained the doctrine of the Trinity against Deists, Sabellians, Unita-
rians, and other herectics; that they have uniformly held, that Christ has
come in the flesh ; that they have also been rematkably distinguished for
their humility, taking for their ordinary title, “ unworthy ministers of
Christ,” “servants of the servants of God,” whereas antwhmt is to exalt
himself above all that is called God. P. 41, sq.

One might go through a considerable portion of prophecy with this sort of
syllogism, and ask in vain for any thing in the transactions of real life, that
would answer to the terms of the predictions. What, on such a style of inter-
pretation, conld be made of the passages to which we have been adverting 1
Must we suspend the veracity of one prophet on the question, whether the
proud Chaldeans actually hungup a net in some temple and did sacrifice to it?
Or that of another, on the similar question, whether the Israelites literally
bore about during their long sojourn in the wilderness an idolatrous taber-
nacle in impious rivalry to that of Jehovah ! Or must we bave credible
testimony to the fact, that the great worldly monarchies, as they successively
arose, did each proclaim their own beast-like and blasphemous character ?

! Even Hengstenberg has given too much countenance to this utterly ground-
loss and extravagant idea, when, in discoursing upon this paseage of Amos in
the first volume of his work on the Pentateuch, he thus unfolds the general sense
of the announcement : ‘ The great mass of the people had, for the larger part
of the time during their march through the wilderness, given up honouring the
Lord by sacrifices, and instead of Jehovah, the God of hosts, had set up a spuri-
ous king of heaven (the Egyptian Pan), whom with the rest of the host of
heaven, they honoured with a spurious worship.” It is against all proba-
bility, that such an openly idolatrous worship, as is here supposed, should have
been practised by the mass of the Leraelites during their stay in the wilder-
ness. Occasional defections there no doubt were, but we have no reason to
think more—at least, nothing approaching to such a regular, systematic, and
general idolatry. We are told even of the comparatively smaller and isolated
offences of a public nature—such as the gathering of sticks on the Sabbath,
and the blaspheming of God’s name—being capitally punished; and can it
be imagined that an idol-tabernacle should have been allowed to be carried
about, and openly frequented! Assuredly not. It is of the state of the heart,
of its still unsanctified and idolatrous spirit, that the prophet speaks; this prac-
tically turned Jehovah's tent and worship into the interest of heathenism; in
God’s sight it belonged to Moloch rather than to himself. When thus viewed,
also, there is no need, with Hengstenberg, of rendering ¢ your king,” instead
of *“ your Moloch;” irideed, to do g0 rather obecures the meaning. The prophet
is seeking to identify the idolatrous spirit of his own day with that of earlier
times; they were then going after Moloch; and so, says the prophet, you have
always been substantially doing. You did so through your forefathers in the
wilderness; even then you bore the tabernacle of your Moloch, and eacrificed to
strange gods, and the old doom must return upon you. It is, therefore, the
later form of idolatry, which is used to characterize the earlier, not (as Heng-
stengberg would have it) the earlier the later.
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Or, finally, shall we hold, that nothing can verify the description given of the
mystic Babylon, which does not set itself openly to establish and avow the
prostitution of all righteous principle ? If such be the kind of expectations,
with which we proceed to examine the prophetic word, we may certainly lay
our account to meet with few instances of fulfilment; we know not where
they are to be found in the past, and are afraid they shall in vain be looked
for in the future. But surely, if the apostle in his day knew persons in the
Christian church, whom he could declare to be the “ enemies of the Cross
of Christ,” even while they were avowedly looking to that cross for salvs-
tion, the pontiffs of Rome might justly enough be characterized as denying
the Father and the Son, if they should be found claiming prerogatives,
and upholding a system of error and delusion, which virtually subvert the
revelation given of the Father and the Son in Scripture. Let it just be
granted, that in the descriptions of the collective antichrist, the apostles
had their eye on the realities, not on the mere appearances of things—no
very extravagant postulate surely—then the proper syllogism will stand
thus: the antichrist, according to St John, is he who denies the Father
and the Son; but the line of the Roman pontiffs, by their own blas
phemous assumptions, and by their system of legalized falsehood and
corruption, utterly opposed to the spirit and design of the Grospel, have
denied what is revealed of the Father and the Son; therefore the line of
the Roman pontiffs is antichrist. This we take to be a truer form of
syllogism than Mr Faber's. But it only meets one fallacy involved in the
interpretation. There is another in its taking for granted, that the repre-
sentations in John’s epistles are to be regarded as comprehensive of all
that was to characterize the spirit and conduct of the antichrist. He
merely points to one of the first forms and manifestations of the evil—thst
which took shape under the hands of the Gnostic teachers. By and by
this was to lead on to others, of which not less distinct intimation was
given elsewhere in the New Testament writings. The antichristian spirit
was to assume different phases, according to the peculiar influences of the
time, and the changing fortunes of the church. But they were all to have
one thing in common: under a profession of Christianity, there was to be
something in doctrine or practice, which in effect made void the Christias
truth and life. This in every form was to be the characteristic of anti-
christianism as contradistinguished from atheism, heathenism, or undis-
guised worldliness. And hence, so far from expecting that the Popes, or
any other embodiments of the antichrist, should formally assume what is
predicted of this power, we should rather expect the reverse. We should
expect a studious effort to disguise the truth of the case, though such s
one as should only impose upon the ignorant or the corrupt. And pre-
cisely as the Servant of servants can in lordly arrogance place his foot upon
the necks of princes, and claim the ascendency over all earthly power tmd
authority, so under a boastful proclamation of the doctrine of the Trinity.
and the conversion of the Cross into a magic charm, may there be found
the most substantial denial of the Father and the Son. Ina word, the
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question is, not what Popery pretends to be, but what it really is; with
this alone we have to do in determining its relation to the prophetic deli-
neations of Scripture. And when the subject is viewed in this light, he
must be strangely blinded or unhappily biassed, who fails to perceive the
striking correspondence between the one and the other.

APPENDIX M, Page 420.
EUPHRATES AS A SYMBOL IN THE PROPHETICAL BOOKS.

IT may justly be deemed strange, that any one in the least conversant

with the style of prophecy should have failed to understand the proper

nature of the allusion to the river Euphrates in Rev. xvi. 12, and espe-
cially that so many interpreters of the Apocalypse should be able to see
nothing in it beyond the natural river, or the Turkish power, which now
happens to have command over the regions around it. For, the ancient
prophets have here furnished the key to the interpretation in the most
natural and intelligible manner: this I have exhibited elsewhere (*“ Imperial
Bible Dict.,” Art. Euphrates), and shall here do little more than adopt the
language there employed. Contributing so materially, as the river
Euphrates did, to the resources and wealth of Babylon, it came naturally
to be taken for an emblem or representative of the city itself, and of the
empire of which it was the capital. In this respect a striking application
was made of it by the prophet Isaiab, chap. viii. 5-8, where the little
kingdom of Judah, with its circumscribed territory and its few earthly
resources on the one hand, is seen imaged in the tiny brook of Shiloah ;
while, on the other, the rising power of Babylon is spoken of under the
emblem of “the waters of the river, strong and many, even the king of
Assyria and all his glory.” And he goes on to expose the folly of Israel’s
trusting in this foreign power on account of its material greatness, by
declaring that in consequence of this mistaken trust, and in chastisement
of it, the mighty stream would, as it were, desert its proper channel, and
turn ite waters in a desolating flood over the Holy Land. In like manner
the symbolical action of Jeremiah (xiii. 4), going to hide his girdle in a
cavern by the river Euphrates, points to the evil that was destined to
come upon the covenant-people from the power which had its representa-
tion in that river. But when Babylon’s own doom comes to be the theme
of prophetic discourse, then quite naturally, and by a smple reversing of
the figure, the waters of the river are spoken of as suffering under drought
yea of being dried up (Jer. 1. 38 ; Zech. x. 11)—although one should no
more, in this case, think of a decay of the natural stream than in the other
of its overflow; in both cases alike it ‘is the kingdom or power imaged by
the river, which is really the subject of discourse. Now, when we pass to
New Testament prophecy, and find there again a Babylon and a Euphrates,
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the objects they represent must stand in the same relation to each other
that the Babylon and Euphrates of former times did ; therefore, not simply
diverse powers, but powers mutually interconnected—the one sustained, as
it were, and fed by the other. Neither the literal Euphrates, nor the
Turkish power, ever stood in such a relation to the mystic Babylon; the
relation of the two powers has rather been one of antagonism than of co-
operation and support. The only thing answering to the description is
what the Apocalypse itself indicates—* the peoples, and multitudes, and
nations, and tongues”—from which the antichristian power has ever drawn
her supplies of strength. Hence, as in the case of the literal Babylon, the
drying up of the waters of the Euphrates signified, in prophetical language,
the diminution or failure of the city’s resources; so the same expression,
when applied to modern relations, can be fitly understood of nothing but
a similar diminution or failure of the support which mystical Babylon was
to derive from the nations and kingdoms of the earth. :
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2 LANGE'S LIFE OF OUR LORD JESUS.

The work is divided into three Books. The First Book is introductory.
In this the Author explodes the philosophical fallacies on which the negative
criticism rests, and exposeés its unsound and inconsistent principles of criti-
cism, establishing, in opposition, the fundamental ideas of the Gospel History
(especially that of an §ndividual incarnation), and delivering the principles
and method of a trustworthy criticism. The sources of the Life of Jesus are
then also discussed, and the authenticity and credibility of the Gospels are
vindicated, their origin unfolded, their unity exhibited, and their peculiarities
illustrated with greater detail, and in & more interesting manner, than has
elsewhere been done.

The Second Book, which is the bulk of the work, presents a detailed history
of the Life of Jesus, drawn from the Gospels by a minute critical examination.
This is given in what is technically called a pragmatical narrative ; that is to
8ay, it is so narrated that it is explained; every character introduced is ren-
dered distinct and intelligible ; every word and action appears in connection
with its motive and meaning, and the whole is set in a framework of careful,
historical, chronological, and topographical research. It thus forms virtually
a pregnant commentary on the Gospels, while the reader is not interrupted by
discussions of controverted points, nor by verbal criticism. All this is rele-
gated to the notes which accompany each section, and which further confirm
or show the grounds of those views which are stated in the text.

‘While the Second Book presents the Life of Jesus in that unity which is
formed by the four accounts taken together, the Third Book gives us that
same life in its four different aspects, according to the four different Evan-
gelists. In the Second Book one representation is given, formed from the
four narratives: in the Third, these four representations are separately given
in their individual integrity. This is not the least instructive portion of the
work, bringing out, as it does very distinctly, the fine arrangement of each
Gospel, and the propriety and harmony of its various material.

Dr Lange ts well known as the author of the ‘ TrrorogicAL AND HoMILE-
TICAL COMMENTARY ON ST MATTHEW'S GoSPEL,’ ele. And tn Bishop Ellicolt's
Hulsean Lectures, where Lange’s Life of Christ is constantly quoted with appro-
bation it ts spoken of thus:

¢ See especially the eloquent and thoughtful work of Dr Lange, already several
times referred to—a work which, we sincerely hope may, ere long, meet with a
competent translator.'—Page 35.




LANGE'S LIFE OF OUR LORD JESUS. 3

Oginions of the Press.
———— ———

LITERARY CHURCHMAN.

¢ So few clergymen can afford, in any sense, a large library of books on the New
Testament, that we are thankful that such a work as this has been given to them;
a work which says nearly everything sayable, as yet, on the great features of the
evangelical story. Take Lange with Bengel, and the student is fairly equipped
for his pulpit work, on this part of the New Testament.’

) WATCHMAN.

‘The publication of this able and Jearned work, at the present time, is oppor-
tune; for it supplies an effective antidote to the negative theology of our day, and
especially to the insidious performance of Renan. We commend it to our readers
as worthy of their serious and earnest attention.’

ECLECTIC REVIEW,

‘This book of Lange will furnish rich food for every excarsion of the mind and
soul; it has work for the intellect in its pages, and it will give wings to the heart;
it is an exhaustive work ; it deals with the whole question of the life of Christ. The
reading it is delightful. There is a completeness and competency in its editorial
notes most satisfactory. Its pages are coloured with happy geographical descrip-
tion ; vivid perception of dramatic and individual characteristics; rapid remarking ;
touches which reveal how thoroughly the accomplished author has read and thought
through the various infinite, Divine, and human aspects of his illustrious and nobly
accomplished task.’

. ENGLISH PRESBYTERIAN MAGAZINE.

‘We hail the appearance of this most valuable work in an English dress, and
without hesitation present it to our readers as the most useful contribution which
this or any other publishing firm has made to the orthodox side of the great reli-
gious controversy which is now agitating the world. We say useful, for there have
appeared lately the translations of works as learned, and much more severely and
formally critical; but in this there is such a happy blending of the erudite and prac-
tical—of criticism, argument, and narrative, as will secure for it, we think, a popu-
larity which others have not yet attained. Possessing the requisite learning, a fine
critical faculty, an imagination lively, but under control, a supreme reverence for
and a firm grasp of evangelical truth, and the true philosophical spirit, few writers
have been more competent to deal with the life of our Lord than Dr Lange, while
none have produced upon it & work so completely answerable to the special wants
of our day. Those who make his acquaintance for the first time through these
volumes, cannot fail to be struck with the new, and, in some cases, beautiful light
which he throws upon incidents, and expressions, and characters, and which indi-
cates, not only thoughtful study and accurate learning, but genius of no common
order. These are not the pages of a learned Dry-as-dust, or antiquarian Smellfun-
gus, but of one whoee soul is in sympathy with the high matters that occupy his °
pen, and especially with Him whose life and mission he pourtrays, and whose cha-
racter he vindicates; nor are they the work of one whose object is to educe from
the Gospel narratives such a picture or history as enlightened criticism approves
and demands. We cannot now dwell upon the peculiarities of Dr Lange’s esteemed
work: it is enough that our opinion of it is in the highest degree favourable, and
that we should deem it a happy thing if these remarks should secure for it a place
on the shelves of our intelligent readers.’
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SUNDAY SCHOOL TEACHERS' MAGAZINE.
¢ Let these volumes be placed in the teacher’s library, where they will be accessible
to all, and they can then be consulted as the preparation for the class lessons requires.’

FREEMAN.

¢ We rejoice, therefore, in this admirable and handsomely printed English trans-
lation, and commend it, with peculiar pleasure, to all who desire to make thorough
investigation of the most momentous subjects in the whole realm of theology. It
i8 no mere commonplace to say, that the six volumes ought at once to be added to
every English theological library.’

SCOTTISH GUARDIAN.

‘ Dr Lange’s prelections will please and interest the general reader by their fresh-
ness and ability. To the clergy and others whoare looked to as the guide of thought
and opinion on the most solemn and important of all questions, this work will be
especially a help, even when they feel bound to differ from some of the conclusions
to which he has come.’

LONDON QUARTERLY REVIEW.

¢ Suffice for the present to say that, apart from its elaborate and rather transcen-
dental preliminary matter, it is & thorough introduction to the Gospels, and com-
mentary upon them. The value of the work will be found in.its rich, flowing,
original, and suggestive exposition.’

DAILY REVIEW.

‘It has no companion or rival in its own peculiar walk. It is a feast of fat
things. It is a glass in which to see the glory and beauty of the King Emmanuel;
and every other glory and beauty is minor to this as the stars are to the sun.’

BRITISH STANDARD.
¢ This is beyond question the greatest, and every way the most momentous work
of a theological character, which has yet reached us from Germany. Althoogh a
multitude have entered the same field with this pre-eminent scholar, he is the only
man who can be said with truth to have traversed it in all its length and breadth,
and to have fairly reaped it. For fulness, comprehensiveness, and completeness,
it leaves far behind everything on the same transcendant subject which has yet
’

appeared.
NONCONFORMIST.

¢TIt is a thing to be greatly rejoiced at that so great a work as Dr Lange's ‘‘ Life
of Jesus” has been translated into our language, and that the translation appears
just at the present time. It gives us the most intense gratification to be permitted
to speak of it even a few words of thankfulness for the service it has rendered us,
and of commendation to our readers as eminently the most helpful book they can
consult, in view of present controversy on the Gospels, and the person of the “Son
of God” and ‘“Son of Man.” No book of richer interest, or deeper importance to
Christian theology, has been traneferred to us from German literature, and none
has appeared in Germany for many years more calculated to exert a wide and last-
ing influence on.the interpretation of the historical documents of Christianity, and
on the development of the religious truth which thence derive themselves. We
shall best second the introduction of the work to the libraries of our ministers,
theological students, and cultivated readers in general, by a briefly and firmly-
expressed opinion as to its nearly incomparable claims on the true and patient
study of all who are pressed with, or called to face, the great present question, Is
there any manifestation of the Son of God in the Jesus of the Gospels?
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