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HANDBOOK

TO

THE NEW TESTAMENT

INTRODUCTION.

WE desire, in the following pages, under the guidance ot
the Holy Spirit, to gather together some of the many things
that throw light upon the various writings which form the
Book commonly called the New Testament.

We are not aware that God Himself gave the book this
title, though we doubt not He guided those who first col-
lected the sacred writings to place them in the order in
which we now find them, and also over-ruled the selection
of a title for the collected books.

Waile there was only the Old Testament writings it was
not needful to call them 0/7; but when a new dispensation
was brought in, with scriptures belonging thereto, it was
necessary (while calling the whole collection the Bible— Z%e
Book) to distinguish between the writings belonging to the
old order of things, and those belonging to the new order.

It is important to see that the latter is not merely a con-
tinuance of what had existed before, though all had surely
come from God. Many passages of scripture clearly point
out the difference, such as “The law was given by Moses,
but grace and truth came bv Jesus Christ.” (John i. 17.)
“ Among them that are born of women there hath not risen
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a greater than John the Baptist: notwithstanding he that
is least in the kingdom of heaven is greater than he. And
from the days of John the Baptist until now the kingdom of
heaven suffereth violence, and the violent take it by force.
For all the prophets and the law prophesied wn#/ Join.”
(Matt. xi. 11-r3.) *“ Neither do men put new wine into old
bottles : else the bottles break, and the wine runneth out,
and the bottles perish: but they put new wine into new
bottles, and both are preserved.” (Matt. ix. 17.) In the
first and second eplstles of John that which Chrlst intro-

i »_anam ‘and_again called ”,,L‘J;he_‘.begmmng, surely
si ‘g_m fying the bqgmnmgof Christianity,

It is therefore quite right and becoming that the inspired
writings which unfold Christianity should be collected
together, and have a distinguishing title such as, in
the providence of God, has been given to them in the
familiar but hallowed title of “ The New Testament.” The
Christian may regard it as his Father’s ¢ will.”*

The New Testament has also come to s in some respects
in a new way, though all scripture is equally inspired and
authoritative. Thus we read, “God, who at sundry times
and in divers manners spake in time past unto the fathers
by the prophets, hath in these last days spoken unto us by his
SoN” (Heb. i 1, 2)— we have therein the very words of the
Tord Jesus, when as a man He walked among men. We

* It will no doubt occur to the reader that the words ‘* the new
testament ' occur several times in the Authorised Version. They
are specially used in reference to the cup in the Lord's supper
(Matt, xxvi. 28; Mark xiv. 24 ; Luke xxii. 20; 1 Cor. xi, 25); but in
these places the phrase would be better translated ‘‘ new covenant,”
and doubtless refers to that new covenant which God has promised
to make with the house of Israel (Heb. viii. 10), though Christians
already.enjoy some of the privileges of the same. It is based
upon the blood of Christ.
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know also that the Old Testament prophets were used to
communicate what, at times at least, they did not understand
(1 Pet. i. 10~12); whereas the apostle Paul was able to say,
“ Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but the
spirit which is of God : that we might know the things that
are freely given to us of God. Which things also we speak,
not in the words which man’s wisdom teacheth, but which
the Holy Ghost teacheth ; comparing spiritual things with
spiritual.” (x Cor. ii. 12, 13.)

The New Testament naturally divides itself into four
sections. 1, The four Gospels; 2, The Acts of the
Apostles ; 3, The twenty-one Epistles ; 4, The Revelation.

A brief summary of its contents may be given thus:

I. God reveals Himself especially as Light and Love. In
the birth of the Lord Jesus we have “ God manifest in the
flesh.” In His going about healing their diseases and
feeding the hungry, He fulfilled the prophecies that spoke
of Israel's Messiah. (Isa. lili. 4; Ps. cxxxii. 15.) His rejec-
tion and death, though accomplished by the hatred of man,
was the means ordained by God to atone for sin, and
lay the foundation for all God’s purposes of blessing. He
arose from among the dead, and ascended to heaven.
(Acts ii. 23, 24.) In the death of Christ the power of
Satan was annulled, according to the word uttered in
the garden of Eden (Gen. iii. 15); the total ruin of
man in the flesh was brought to light, the first man being
set aside in judgment, and the second Man, Head of
the new creation, exalted. The death and resurrection of
Christ is the key-note of the gospel proclaimed throughout
the wide world.

II. The descent of the Holy Spirit as a person (in
distinction from His being w:#% the Old Testament saints*
to indwell believers (John vii. 39), and by whom they are



4 INTRODUCTION.

“ builded together for an habitation of God” (Eph. ii. 22),
so that now the saints are the temple of God, in contrast to
the temple built by Solomon. By the descent of the Holy
Spirit the saints are also formed into the one body, of which
Christ is the Head in heaven. (1 Cor. xii. 12, 13.) The
presence of the Holy Spirit is to the world a demonstration
of sin, of righteousness, and of judgment. (John xvi. 8-11.)

III. The existence of the church, which commenced at
Pentecost, as a practical union of believers. (Acts. ii. 44-47.)
Also the spread of the gospel, first at Jerusalem, when about
three thousand were converted ; then to the Samaritans and
Gentiles (Acts viil. 25; x.), and proclaimed * every-
where” by those who were scattered abroad by the
persecution. (Acts vili. 4.)

IV. The conversion and apostleship of Paul, to whom
was revealed the docfrine of the church—a mystery hid until
then—and who was led to speak of the gospel he proclaimed
as “my gospel : 7 it was the gospel of the glory of Christ.

V. The doctrines of Christianity as given in the Epistles
of Paul, John, and Jude, giving God’s plan of salvation how
a guilty man can be just before God. They detail the gifts
in the church, and the order of an assembly. They also
speak of the false prophets that were already associated with
the church; and foretold the coming of the Antichrist, and
the judgments that should fall upon apostate christendom ;
but setting before the Christian the bright hope of the
coming of the Lord.

VI. The Epistles addressed to believing Jews, which
place, in strong contrast, the one sacrifice of Christ with the
many sacrifices under the law, and the eternal blessings of
Christianity with the temporal blessings under Judaism.
They also enforce the practical side of Christianity.

VII. The Revelation, which speaks of the things that
then existed in the addresses to the seven churches, though
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they also bear a historical application to the church as long
as it is on earth. Then it speaks of the things that shall be
after the church is seen in heaven, with the judgments that
will fall upon apostate christendom and on the world,
Satan bound, and Christ reigning King of kings and Lord
of lords, with many collateral subjects, ending with the pre-
sent bright hope of the saints, the speedy return of the Lord
Jesus.

A five-fold division of the New Testament has also been
pointed out, answering in character to the five books of
Moses : namely :—

1. The Gospels, - - - - - - - Genesis,
Beginning. Beginning.
2. The Acts, - - - - - - - - Exodus,
The coming out of Redemption
the church. from Egypt.
3. John and Paul’s Epistles - - - Leviticus,
except Hebrews, Access to God,
The position and privileges worship, &c.
of Christians.
4. Peter, James, Jude, - - - - - Numbers,
and Hebrews, The journey
Walk of Christians through the
in the wilderness. wilderness.
5. Revelation, - - - - - - - Deuteronomy,
Closing scenes. Final results.

We hope' to see many of the beauties of each of the
Gospels, of the Epistles and of the Revelation when we come
to consider them somewhat in detail.

The more the Bible, as a whole, is studied, the more it is
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seen to be the handiwork of the Spirit of God. Penned as
it was by so many different writers, . with varying
characters of mind, during a period of some thousands of
years, and yet to see the supernatural network entwining
and enveloping the whole, stamps upon it its true character
—THE WoRrD or Gob. It carries its own authority with
it. It commands the conscience of all readers, and works
effectually ¢z all who bow to it.

The spiritual mind apprehends the completeness of the
whole. \Vere any part taken away the void would be felt.
There is no superfluity, and there is nothing lacking.

May God vouchsafe to guide us in our studies, prevent
anything erroneous being herein stated, and bless this
feeble endeavour to help in the study of His inspired
word ; and to Him be all the glory.



HISTORICAL CONNECTION OF THE OLD
TESTAMENT WITH THE NEW.

JubpxA UNDER THE PERSIAN aND GREEK EMPIRES.

HE Old Testament history ends with the reformation by
Nehemiah, about 442 B.c. (Neh. xiii. 6-31.) Malachi
gives the moral condition of the people who had

returned from captivity. His prophecy shews their gross
indifference as to the service of God: also their offences
against Jehovah. The priests had fallen as well as the
people, and obeyed not God. But Jehovah (Jesus) was
coming.

God _has_not left us_entirely ignorant of what would
happen in the meantime ; for in the prophet Daniel we find
e nations that would follow the

of Inezzar. This king had béen taken up
by God as His instrument to carry out His purposes.
Daniel said to him, “Thou, O king, art a king of kings ; for
the God of heaven hath given thee a kingdom, power and
strength and glory. And wheresoever the children of men
dwell, the beasts of the field and the fowls of the heaven
hath he given into thine hand, and hath made thee ruler
over them all.” (Dan. ii. 37, 38.)

Daniel has told us what kingdoms would follow until the
Lord Himself would become man to redeem His people,
though his prophecies also go far beyond this into the future.
In looking at these succeeding nations we shall also see
somewhat of the history of the Jews until the time of Herod,
when the New Testament again takes up their history.

In B 539 Babylon was taken by Cyrus the Persian, and
Belshazzar slain. (Dan. v. 30, 31; Isa. xlv. 1; Jer. li. 31-39,

57y This Ted to the setting -up of the second great Gentile
power named by Daniel.
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The Old Testament history ends while'this Medo-Persian
kingdom was in power. After Artaxerxes lLongimanus
(who_had commissioned Nehemiah to rebuild Jerusalem),
Xerxes II., and then Sogdianus reigned for a short time
each, and these were succeeded by Darius (I1.) Nothus
(B.c. 424), who was Darius the Persian of Nehemiah
xil. 22.
~ Artaxerxes (I1.) Mnemon succeeded (B.C. 4o5), and
Judza appears to have been made a province of Syria about
this time. About B.C. 366 the high priest Johanan (or
Jonathan, or John) fearing that Bagoses, the Persian governor,
was intending to make his brother Jeshua (or Joshua, or
Jesus) high priest, slew him in the inner court of the temple.
Bagoses came to Jerusalem to inquire into the matter, and
desired to see the place where Jeshua had been slain.  But
this was opposed as sacrilege, when he exclaimed, ‘What!
am I not more pure than the dead carcass of him whom ye
have slain in the temple?” And then he entered. In
punishment for the murder he inflicted a fine of 30 shekels
on every lamb offered in sacrifice.

About B.C. 350 Johanan, high priest, dicd, after holding
the office thirty-two years. He was succeeded by his son
Jaddua, who officiated twenty years.

The kingdom of Persia was approaching its end. Alex-
ander the Great ascended the throne of Macedon (B.c. 336),
and was appointed general of the Greek forces in war against
the Persians. In B.c, 334 Alexander passed the Hellespont
into Asia with the small army of thirty thousand foot and
five thousand horse. He defeated the army of Darius at
the river Granicus, and became master of the whole of Asia
Minor.

Preparations were made for the next year. Darius, with
600,000 men, advanced to meet Alexander, but was totally
defeated, and had to flee for his life. All Syria and
Pheenicia became subject to Alexander. Tyre stood out
long, but was at length subdued, and two thousand of the
inhabitants were crucified.

While the siege of Tyre lasted, Alexander demanded the
surrender of Jerusalem ; but Jaddua refused, saying he was
subject to the Persians. After taking Gaza, Alexander
marched against Jerusalem. Jaddua, the high priest, offered
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sacrifices and prayers for divine protection. In a dream or
vision it was communicated to him that he should adorn the
city with garlands, open the gates, and go out to meet the
conqueror. He obeyed the intimation, and in his priestly
robes, with the other priests, and a numerous body of the
people dressed in white, he went out of the city and marched
in procession to a place named Sapha.  Assoon as Alexander
approached the high priest, he was struck with awe at the
sight, and saluted him with veneration, to the great surprise
of his officers. One Parmenio asked the reason of it. He
replied that he did not pay adoration to the priests, but to
the God of the priests.  And then related that when
in Macedonia he had seen the very person and dress
of the priest in a dream, and had been directed to pass
boldly into Asia, and that God would be his guide.

He embraced Jaddua, entered Jerusalem, and offered
sacrifices. The high priest then shewed him the prophecies
of Daniel which had foretold that a king of Grecia should
conquer Persia. dlexander was the fie-goat of Daniel viil
21.  See also chapter xi. 3. He granted them freedom as
to their laws and religion, and an exemption every Sabbatical
vear from tribute.*®

On leaving Jerusalem Alexander was met by the Samari-
tans, who sought of him privileges equal to those he had
granted to the Jews, but Alexander hesitated to grant this;
and soon after the Macedonian governor, Andromachus,
was murdered by them. Alexander ordered the whole
population of Samaria to be expelled, and a colony of
Macedonians took their place. The king built Alexandria
(B.c. 332), and eventually, it is reported, 100,000 Jews were
removed to this new city, and privileges were given to them
equal to the Macedonians.

In mc. 331 Darius had succeeded in raising another
immense army, but was again totally defeated by Alexander,
and was obliged to flee for his life.  He was after-
wards assassinated by Bessus, one of his own governors.
Thus was the Persian kingdom brought to an end by the
death of their last king.

*This story is doubred by some historians: but it is related by
Josephus (Antiq. xi. 8, 3), the Talmud, and later Jewish writers.
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Alexander carried on his conquests from the Euphrates to
the Indus, and from the Caspian Sea to the Arabian Sea.

In B.C. 324 he retired to Babylon, and spent much time
in repose and luxury. He then desired to rebuild the
temple of Belus, which Xerxes had destroyed ; and the work
was begun, but its progress being slow, he commanded ten
thousand of his seldiers to help in the work. Among his
soldiers were many Jews, and these could not be induced to
build an idolatrous temple. Many were severely punished,
but they would not yield, and at length Alexander com-
mended them for their constancy and dismissed them to
their homes.

Excessive drinking was one of Alexander’s besetting sins :
he had on some occasions, when intoxicated, ordered the
death of some of his friends, which when sober he bad
deeply lamented.  Still he did not relinquish his propensity,
and at length drank himself into a fever, and died, n.c. 323.

Thus perished this great conqueror—great in his victories,
and great in his sins and his cruelties, his idolatrous pride,
and his shame.

THE SUCCESSORS OF ALEXANDER THE (GREAT.

According to the prophecy of Daniel viii. &8 when the
great horn was broken there arose “four notable ones
toward the four winds of heaven.” See also Daniel xi. 4.
The various countries were under governors, but four of
Alexander’s generals eventually divided the kingdom between
them, after many changes: Cassander, in Macedonia and
Greece ; Lysimachus, in Thrace, Bithynia, &c.; Seleucus
Nicator in Syria, Armenia, and other eastern countries ; and
Ptolemy, son of lagus, in Egypt, Cyrene, &c.; but many
changes followed.

Palestine, Pheenicia, &c., were allotted to Laomedon, one
of Alexander’s generals, but Ptolemy wrested them out of
his hands. The Jews, however, under Onias, high priest,
refused to own Ptolemy because of their oath to T.aomedon.
Ptolemy in invading Palestine (B.c. 320) took Jerusalem,
and carried captive 100,000 Jews to Egypt; he used them
kindly, and placed some in offices of trust, because of their
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faithfulness to their former master. The era of the
Ptolemies began B.c. 320.

The generals were always plotting one against another.
Antigonus became master of all Asia. This raised the
jealousy of the others, and war being inevitable, Antigonus
entered Palestine, B.C. 314 ; but he could not retain posses-
sion : it was again taken by Ptolemy in B.Cc. 312, but not
long after became again subject to Antigonus.

Because of the successes of Antigonus, Seleucus had fled
to Egypt, and by an army supplied by Ptolemy he conquered
Babylon. Here he recovered his children, &c., whom
Antigonus had shut up in prison. This was B.c. 312, and
at this date the Era of the Seleucide began. This date of
reckoning was much used by Christians, Jews, and Mahome-
tans. The Jews called it the “ Era of Contracts,” because
they were obliged to use it for all their contracts ; and they
got so used to it that they continued to reckon from that
date till some thousand years into the Christian era.| After-
wards they dated from the creation of the world, as they did
not own Christ as Lord.

Palestine was held by Antigonus until his defeat and
death by the united forces of Ptolemy, Cassander, Lysi-
machus, and Seleucus, B.c. 301. It was now assigned to
Ptolemy, along with Egypt, Libya, and Arabia.

In Bc 300 Onias the high priest died, and was succeeded
by his son Simon, who for his integrity was called the Pious.
He is said to have completed the canon of the Old Testa-
ment by adding the books written after Ezra had collected
the sacred books.

After the defeat of Antigonus, Seleucus seized upper
Syria, and built there the city of Antioch, which became the
seat of the government for the Syrian kings, and where
afterwards resided the Roman governors. It became a
noted place in church history. It was named Antioch after
his father Antiochus.

Seleucus also built other cities, and gave them the same
name ; one of which is called in scripture Antioch of Pisidia.

He built also Seleucia on the Tigris, about forty miles
north-east of Babylon. He gave this city many privileges,
and on this account, and because the country of Babylon
was often under water (caused by the banks of the Euphrates
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having been broken down) people flocked to the new city,
and Babylon became quite deserted, and the city itself a
desolation. It retained its walls for centuries, and wild
animals for the chase were confined there by the kings
of Persia. In the twelfth century, Benjamin, a Jew, said
people were afraid to go near the place because of the many
serpents and scorpions. This recalls the prophecy of Isaiah,
“ And Babylon, the glory of kingdoms, the beauty of the
Chaldees’ excellency, shall be as when God overthrew Sodom
and Gomorrah. It shall never be inhabited, neither shall it
be dwelt in from generation to generation : neither
shall the Arabian pitch tent there; neither shall the
shepherds make their fold there. But wild beasts of the
desert shall lie there ; and their houses shall be full of dole-
ful creatures; and owls shall dwell there, and satyrs shall
dance there. And the wild beasts of the islands shall cry
in their desolate houses, and dragons in their pleasant
palaces; and her time is near to come, and her days shall
not be prolonged.” (Isa. xiil. 19-22.)

Later writers, in speaking of Babylon, says Prideaux, often
refer, not to old Babylon, but to Seleucia, which (to distin-
guish it from other places of the same name) was called
Seleucia Babylonia, and eventually Babylonia or Babylon.
This city also afterwards became a desolation, and long after
(A.D, 762) Bagdad was built on or near its site.

Ptolemy (II.) Philadelphus succeeded his father in Egypt
(8.c. 285). In his reign the Old Testament was translated
into Greek. 'There was a famous library in Egypt, and this
translation is supposed to have been made for the king
to add to his library. It is commonly called the Septuagint,
because an account given by Aristeas says that the high
priest of Jerusalem sent six learned men from each of the
twelve tribes into Egypt to translate it, making really seventy-
two. But little credit is now given to the story of Aristeas.

It is certain that the Hebrew Qld Testament was trans-
lated into Greek before the time of our Lord, for He quoted
it, and the writers of the New Testament also. There were
many Jews living in Alexandria, who understood the Greek
language, so that, apart from the king desiring a copy of it
for his library, it is not surprising that they should have
made the translation.
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It was used and valued by the Jews for a long time, but
when the Christians appealed to it when proving that Jesus
was the true Messiah, they abandoned it for the Hebrew.

In B.c. 280 Antiochus (I.). Soter succeeded Seleucus in
Syria, and reigned nineteen years. In B.c, 261 Antiochus
(II.) Theos succeeded. He came from a bad stock, for
Antiochus Soter had married his father’s wife while his
father was living : and this Antiochus II. was their son : and
was, called Theos, that is, divine! Berosus, the Babylonian
historian, lived about this time.

Ptolemy and Antiochus were at war, but peace was
rescored on the conditions that Antiochus should put away
his wife Laodice (his sister by the same father) and should
marry Berenice, daughter of Ptolemy Philadelphus.

This was foretold in Daniel xi. 6, which refers to Ptolemy
king of the south, and Antiochus king of the north.
The four kingdoms which succeeded that of Aiexander the
Great had now merged into two : the north and the south.
Ptolemy had Egypt, Libya, Cyrene, Arabia, Palestine, Ccele-
Syria, most of the maritime provinces of Asia Minor, &c.
Antiochus had all the countries east from Mount Taurus to
the River Indus, and several of the provinces of Asia Minor,
also from Mount Taurus to the .Igean Sea.

In m.c. 247 Ptolemy Philadelphus died, and his son
Ptolemy (I11.}) Euergetes succeeded him.

When Antiochus heard of the death of Ptolemy, he put
away Berenice, and took again Laodice and her children.
But that woman, knowing the fickleness of the king, and
fearing that he would again alter his mind, and remove her
and her children, caused him to be poisoned, but kept his
death a secret, declaring he was sick. She then forged
letters appointing her eldest son as king. When the death
of the king was known, her son Seleucus (11.) Callinicus was
acknowledged king.

Laodice concluded that to make the possession sure,
Berenice and her son also must be put to death. Berenice
being aware of this fled to Daphne, and concealed herself and
her son in an asylum. But Laodice had accomplices there,
and both were murdered. This also was foretold by Daniel,
“She [Berenice] shall not retain the power of the arm;
neither shall he stand, nor his arm: but she shall be given
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up, and they that brought her, and he that begat her, and
he that strengthened her in these times.” (Dan. xi. 6.)

Ptolemy Euergetes had hastened to save Berenice, but
did not arrive in time. He made war against Seleucus,
was victorious, and carried to Egypt great spoil and many
of the Egyptian gods that had been carried away, which
greatly endeared him to the Egyptians. His victorious
enterprise is also named in Daniel xi. 7-9. He is there
described as one * out of the branch of her roots.” Ptolemy
Euergetes was brother to Berenice.*

In B.C. 222 Ptolemy Euergetes died, and was succeeded
by his son Ptolemy (IV.) Philopator, a profligate young
prince. According to Daniel xi. there were constant wars
between the king of the north and the king of the south,
with varied success.

In B.C. 217 Ptolemy marched into Syria with a large army
to meet Antiochus the Great (who had succeeded Seleucus
(ITL.) Ceraunus) who also had a great army. The latter
was defeated. Ptolemy visited Palestine and Jerusalem,
and offered sacrifices to the God of Israel. He had a great
desire to enter the holy of holies, but Simon, son of the
second Onias, high priest, opposed him, telling him that
only the high priest could enter that sacred place, and he
only once a year. The king still persisting in his desire,
there was a great commotion in the city ; but on his pressing
his way towards the holy place he was seized with such fear
and terror that he was carried out half dead. He left the
city in anger, and on reaching Alexandria he persecuted the
Jews in that city.

They also suffered much from the frequent wars between

* This Ptolemy had a wife also named Berenice, and of her it is
related that when the king went forth to the war she vowed that if
he should return victorious she would consecrate to the gods her
hair which added greatly to her beauty. She fulfilled her vow, and
her hair was offered up 1n one of thetemples. But soon after it was
missing, which caused the king great annoyance. To soothe him a
mathematician declared that the hair had been carried to heaven,
and formed a group of stars., These may not have been included in
the other constellations: none of them are above the fourth magni-
tude They were named Coma Berenice, the hair of Berenice, and
have retained the name ever since as one of the constellations.
They are near the tail of Leo the Lion. Such are the kind of false-
hoods that the wise men of Egypt invented to soothe an angry king.
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the kings of the north and the kings of the south, at times
not knowing whom to obey. The Samaritans also greatly
annoyed them, even capturing some and selling them as
slaves, for which no redress could be obtained.

In B.c. 205 Ptolemy died, mainly through his intemper-
ance and debauchery: his son Ptolemy (V.) Epiphanes
succeeded him at the age of five years. Antiochus seized
the opportunity of the minority of the king to regain Ccele-
Syria and Palestine. He also joined with Philip of Mace-
donia to seize other parts of the dominions of Ptolemy.
But the Roman Empire was now growing in power ; and the
rulers of Egypt appealed to Rome for protection, offering
the guardianship of the infant king.

Rome, seeing that this would enlarge its sphere of
action, accepted the offer, and sent embassies to Antiochus
and to Philip informing them that Egypt was now under the
protection of Rome, and thatwar would be proclaimed against
them if they attacked the dominions of Ptolemy.

During the absence of Antiochus in Lesser Asia, an army
was sent from Egypt under Scopas, and Palestine again
passed into the hands of the king of Egypt, and a garrison
was placed in Jerusalem. But on the return of Antiochus
he once more became master of Palestine. Thus Jerusalem
often changed its masters.

Scopas had oppressed the Jews, and seized whatever he
could, so they were glad of the coming of Antiochus, went
out in procession to meet him, and entertained him and his
officers.

Antiochus having found that the Jews in Babylonia and
Mesopotamia supported his dominion, he removed many of
them at his own expense into Asia Minor, where he was
desirous of gaining a firmer footing. This has been supposed
to have been the reason why so many Jews were found in
those parts in the time of our Lord and His apostles.

While Antiochus was thus desirous of extending his
kingdom in the west, he was anxious that during his absence
Palestine should not be again seized by the armies of Egypt,
and_proposed that the young king Ptolemy should marry
his daughter Cleopatra as soon as they were of suitable age.
This arrangement was accepted by Ptolemy.

This is no doubt referred to in the prophecy of Daniel xi.
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17: “And he shall give him the daughter of women, cor-
rupting her : but she shall not stand on his side, neither be
for him.” “Antiochus in going to the west, soon came into
collision with the Romans, who having conquered Philip of
Macedon, were not willing that Antiochus should extend
his kingdom in that direction.

Antiochus took many maritime towns according to Daniel
xi. 18; but after many encounters, he sued for peace, and
it was agreed that he should quit all Asia on that side
of Mount Taurus, give up his elephants and ships of war,
and pay 15,000 Euboic* talents, three thousand on the
ratification of the treaty, and a thousand per year for twelve
years. The “prince for his own behalf ” (verse 18) may be
the Roman consul 1.. Scipio Asiaticus, who would perhaps
be ctowned if he were victorious.

Antiochus had great difficulty in raising the sums he had
agreed to pay to the Romans. He left his son as governor
and travelled into the east. Hearing that in the temple at
Elymais there were great treasures, he seized it by night and
stripped it.  But this so roused the people of the place that
they killed Antiochus and his followers. Scripture says :
“He shall turn his face toward the fort of his own land : but
he shall stumble and fall, and not be found.” (Dan. xi. 19.)

Seleucus (1V.) Philopator succeeded his father Antiochus
(B.c. 187). His chief work was to raise the money due to
Rome. He is called in Daniel xi. * a raiser of taxes.”
(Ver. zo0.)

Internal disputes arose in Jerusalem, and some who fled
to the king told that great treasures were laid up in the
temple. It is said that the king sent Heliodorus to seize
them, and the whole city was in great distress; but as
Heliodorus pressed into the temple a horse with a terrible
rider appeared and struck him with its feet. T'wo men also,
it is added, appeared and smote the intruder with great
violence. He fell down half dead and was carried away.
This same Heliodorus afterwards poisoned the king (B.C.
175), hoping to be his successor. The king was thus
¢ destroyed, neither in anger nor in battle,” as prophesied
by Daniel (chap. xi. 20).

* The Euboic silver talent has been calculated to be of the value
of £303 18s. 10d.
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In B.c. 181 Ptolemy, knowing how Rome had impover-
ished Seleucus, projected a war with him. His generals
asked where the expenses were to come from, when he said
his friends were his riches. They thought that he was about
to rob them to pay for the war, so they poisoned him. His
son, Ptolemy (VI.) Philometor, only six years of ‘age, suc-
ceeded, under the guardianship of Cleopatra, his mother.

ANTIOCHUS EPIPHANES.

On the death of Seleucus, Heliodorus had seized the
crown, but he was expelled by Antiochus (IV.) Epiphanes.
He was brother to Seleucus, and not the rightful heir (the
sons of Seleucus being in Rome); but by flattery and
promises he obtained the help of Eumenes, king of Pergamus,
and Attalus his brother, and thus succeeded in establishing
himself. He called himself Epiphanes, that is Illustrious ;
but scripture says of him that in the estate of Seleucus
‘““shall stand up a vile person, to whom they shall not give
the honour of the kingdom ; but he shall come in peaceably,
and obtain the kingdom by flatteries.” (Dan. xi. 21.) As we
shall see, he became a great scourge to the Jews.

He was emphatically a “ vile person,” for he mixed with all
sorts of people, and behaved so unseemly that he was judged
by some to be either insane or an idiot, and was styled
Fpimanes (madman).

Jason, the brother of Onias, applied to Antiochus to
appoint him high priest, promising him three hundred and
sixty talents. Antiochus had found the national treasures
empty, because of the tribute to Rome, and he gladly
accepted Jason’s offer.

Jason however knew that Onias was, because of his piety
and integrity, beloved of the people, and that he would not
be safe at Jerusalemn unless Onias was removed ; he there-
fore asked for him to be sent to Antioch. Jason also offered
more money if he might erect in Jerusalem a gymnasium
and an academy for the traimng of youths after the custom
of the Greeks, and also to have the power to grant the free-
dom of the city of Antioch to any he thought fit. He hoped
by these means to ingratiate himself with the inhabitants of
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Jerusalem. All these things were granted by an unworthy
king to an unworthy high priest. The plot was only too
successful, for the games and amusements of the gymnasium
absorbed the attention of the priests and people, so that
gradually the temple worship was despised and the sacrifices
neglected.

On the death of Cleopatra in n.c. 173, who had governed
Egypt for her son, Palestine became a bone of contention
It was now demanded from Antiochus as the property of
Egypt. , , .

In B.C. 172 Jason sent Menelaus his brotherto Antioch with
the yearly tribute from Jerusalem ; but as Jason had formerly
acted, so now did Menelaus : he offered more money for the
high priesthood than Jason was paying, and, as the king was
still poor, the offer was accepted, and Menelaus was made
high priest. This was not his original name, but he had
taken this Greek name in preference to the Jewish one
(Onias), given him by his pious father. He really aposta-
tised from the Jewish worship, and adopted the religion of
the Greeks, and drew many away with him, proving that he
merely wanted the. position of high priest because it com-
bined with it that of governor, hoping to gain riches and
honours thereby. All this shews how ripe Jerusalem was
getting for judgmeint.

Menelaus, when the time came for paying the tribute,
found himself unable to meet the demands, but he did not
scruple to take some of the sacred vessels from the temple
and sell them in order to raise the amount. His eldest
brother (also named Onias) who was living at Antioch,
upbraided him for this sacrilege, when he went there to pay
the tribute ; but Menelaus so resented the reproof that he
caused him to be put to death.

While Menelaus was absent from Jerusalem he left his
brother Lysimachus in his place ; but when the abstraction
of the sacred vessels became known it caused a great uproar,
and on Lysimachus endeavouring to put it down by force,
he was slain within the temple.

Antiochus, having made his preparations for war, went to
Egypt, and there obtained a victory over Ptolemy, but was
content with this, and strengthening the places on the
frontier. We again notice the growing power of Rome, for
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Antiochus was careful to send an ambassador to Rome to
explain his right to Palestine, against the demands of
Egypt. ) )

Three delegates from the Sanhedrim came to Antiochus at
Tyre to complain of the sacrilege of Menelaus, and also of the
violence of Lysimachus in his absence. Menelaus, seeing
that sentence was about to be given against him bribed one
of the king’s counsellors with a large sum of money, who
thereupon called the king on one side and induced nim;, not
only to absolve Menelaus, but to put the three delegates to
death as false accusers. 'T'his was so manifestly unjust that
the Tyrians gave them an honourable burial.

Antiochus again attacked Egypt both by sea and by land,
and now obtained a complete victory over Ptolemy, his
nephew. This king had been brought up in the most
effeminate manner by a eunuch who was prime
minister, and he tamely let Antiochus plunder the country.
Both monarchs indeed ate at the same table, and
Antiochus pretended that he would protect his nephew ;
but it was as scripture says, ‘“ Both these kings’ hearts shall
be to do mischief, and they shall speak lies at one table.”
Antiochus carried away all he could lay hands on: “great
riches,” as scripture expresses its (Dan. xi. 27, 28.)

While Antiochus was in Egypt a report was raised in
Palestine that he was dead. Jason thought that now was
the time to be revenged on his brother Menelaus and
recover the high priesthood. He therefore gathered a
thousand men, and, with his friends at Jerusalem, succeeded
in causing Menelaus to seek shelter in the castle ; he then
put to death whom he pleased in the city.

Antiochus hearing of this, and supposing that the whole
Jewish nation had revolted, hastened to Palestine to quench
the rebellion. He was told that there had been great rejoic-
ing at Jerusalem on the rumour of his death, which greatly
enraged him.

Jerusalem was soon taken, aad in three days’ time some
forty thousand of the inhabitants were put to the sword.
He also forced himself into the temple, and even into the
holy of holies, the apostate Menelaus being his guide. In
order to give a greater insult to the God of the Jews, he
caused a great sow to be sacrificed on the altar of burnt
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offerings ; then a broth to be made of some of the flesh and
this to be sprinkled all over the temple. He seized also
the altar of incense, the shewbread table, the candlestick,
which were all of gold, with other golden vessels, the gifts
of former kings. The city was also plundered of its riches.
And thus with immense wealth gathered from Egypt and
Jerusalem he returned to Antioch

Antiochus made another attack upon Egypt, and was
again successful ; and before he left he tried to set Ptolemy
Philopator and his brother (though his nephews) at variance,
that they might thus become less able to resist him. But
they wisely united, and agreed to share the kingdom between
them. They also appealed to Rome for protection. On
heariug of the union of the two brothers, Antiochus again
invaded Egypt and was victorious over the country, and
then proceeded to Alexandria. But before he reached this
city, ambassadors from Rome met him, Popilius being one
of them: Antiochus was intimate with him, and at once
attempted to embrace him, but the proud Roman drew
back : he must first know whether Antiochus was a friend of
Rome, private friendship must give way to national duty.
The decrees of the senate were produced: he must desist
from war, and retire from Egypt? Would he agree?
Antiochus said he would consult his friends. But this was
not allowed. Popilits demanded an immediate answer,
and with his staff he drew a circle round Antiochus, and
said an answer must be given before he stepped out of the
circle.

The king was surprised at the novel mode of conference :
but thought it best to assent. Rome indeed had gained a
great victory over Perseus, king of Macedonia, and was not
to be trifled with. (Dan. xi. 29, 30.)

Antiochus returned to Palestine in great wrath and
determined to vent it on Jerusalem. He ‘despatched from
his army twenty-two thousand men under the command of
Apollonius.  On arriving he remained passive until the
next sabbath. Then his soldiers made the attack with the
command to slay all the men, and take the women and
children to sell for slaves. This was to a great extent ruth-
lessly carried out. Then the place was despoiled of its
remaining riches. The walls were thrown down and the



CONNECTION OF THE OLD TESTAMENT WITH THE NEW. 21

city set on fire in several places. With the materials of the
desolated city a strong fortress was built over against the
temple. This was stored with all sorts of munitions of war,
and a strong garrison placed there. Thus was unhappy
Jerusalem once more destroyed.

Antiochus did not stop at the destruction of the city, but
he issued a decree that all people in his dominions should
leave their former rites and worship, and should conform to
the religion of the king, and worship the same gods. To
insure this being carried out, he sent overseers into all the
provinces to instruct the people.

The Samaritans, who had formerly claimed to be Jews,
now declared that they were not Jews, and petitioned that
their temple might be dedicated to the Grecian Jupiter,
under the name of Protector of strangers. This was done,
and they were not further molested.

In Jerusalem itself, the few people that were still there
were made to cease the Jewish rites, and their worship
of Jehovah, the sabbath also was profaned. An image
of Jupiter Olympus was erected in the temple, and an
altar on which sacrifices were offered to this god. This
was in B.C. 168, on the fifteenth day of the Jewish month
Chisleu ; and the first sacrifice was offered on the twenty-fifth
of the same month. We read in Daniel, “ They shall pollute
the sanctuary of strength, and shall take away the daily
sacrifice, and they shall place the abomination that maketh
desolate.” (Chap. xi. 31; viil. 9—14.)

The Jews were not allowed to circumcise their children ;
two women were found to have disobeyed this order. Their
children were hung round their necks and they were thus led
through the city, and then cast headlong down from the
wall where there was the deepest fall. Indeed, all the laws
were carried out with the greatest severity.

Jupas Maccasxus.

But a change was about to take place upou this unhappy
people. One brave man, whose trust was in God, was the
means of bringing it about.

At a place called Modin there dwelt a priest named
Mattathias with his five sons. A commissioner, named
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Apelles, came to this place from the king to enforce
his decrees. He addressed Mattathias, hoping that if he
submitted, many others would follow without raising any
obstacle. Mattathias answered with a loud voice that he
could not on any consideration forsake the law of his God:
he and his sons would still obey the ordinances of their
religion. He confirmed this by rushing upon a Jew who
he saw was about to offer on a heathen altar and killed him.
T'hen with the aid of his sons he slew the king’s messenger
and those with him.

He then rallied all who agreed with this action, and
he soon had many followers. About a thousand of such
took refuge in a cave near Jerusalem. The governor went
forth to oppose them, and offered them forgiveness if they
would submit. But they refused; they would not accept
deliverance. (Heb. xi. 35.) The governor waited till the
next sabbath, when he knew they would not resist, and slew
them all.

On Mattathias hearing of this, he consulted with as many
priests and elders as he could, and they all agreed that
in such a case it would be right to defend themselves
on the sabbath day ; and this new rule was made known.

They took refuge in the mountains, and as opportunity
occurred they visited the towns, threw down the pagan
altars, and punished the apostate Jews; circumcised the
children, and recovering the copies of the law where
they could, they re established worship in the synagogues.

Mattathias was however too old to continue such fatiguing
operations : he handed over the command to the most
warlike of his sons, Jupas MaccarxUus,* and soon went to
his rest.

Antiochus was of course anxious to crush this opposition
to his edicts. Apollonius, the governor of Samaria, was the
first to attack Judas, but he was defeated and slain.  Judas
used the sword of Apollonius in his subsequent wars.

Seron, the deputy governor of Ceele-Syria, next attempted
to revenge the death of Apollonius, hut he was also con-
quered and slain.

* It is not known why he and his brothers were called Maccabees ;
the name is supposed to be derived from the word nmuccabak, a
hammer ; like Charles Martel.
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Antiochus, finding his money exhausted, went into his
eastern dominions to collect by force the dues not paid, but
left a large army with Lysias, a noble of the royal blood,
whom he made licutenant, to subdue the Jews; indeed, his
orders were to extirpate the whole Jewish nation. Under
Nicanor and Gorgias a part of the army, 20,000 strong,
entered Palestine, while the general, Ptolemy Macron, with
another 20,000 foot and 7000 horse followed. A number
of slave dealers also accompanied the army with funds to
purchase all who were fit for slaves.

Judas had but 6000 men, and saw that if victory was to be
on his side it must be by the help of God: they fasted and
prayed. Then the proclamation according to the law was
made that if any had lately married wives, built houses,
planted vineyards, or if they were afraid, they were to return
home. This reduced the army of Judas to 3zoc0. He
advanced to Emmaus. Here he learnt that Gorgias, with 5ooo
chosen foot soldiers and 1000 horse, had left the main army
to find and surprise him by night. Judas resolved to attack
the camp at once before Gorgias returned. He was
victorious : after a slight resistance the Syrians fled. = Judas
restrained his men from plundering the camp till Gorgias
should return.  On his return, wearied with looking for him
on the mountains, he was attacked by Judas and suffered a
complete defeat with immense slaughter. The Jews with
just retribution seized some of the slave dealers and sold
them for slaves. Immense booty was found in the camp.
The next day being the sabbath, rest and thanksgiving were
their portion.

Judas, hearing that a large force was collecting beyond the
Jordan, crossed the river and attacked them, and was again
victorious, and gathered a large quantity of arms. Two chief
opposers of the Jews here me: their death—-Philarches and
Calisthenes : one was slain in the war, and the other burnt
to death in a house in which he had taken shelter.

The next year (B.c. 165) Lysias determined to come
himself and attack Judas. He gathered 60,000 foot soldiers
and 5000 horse, and now resolved to carry out the wishes of
Antiochus and exterminate the entire nation. Vain resolve!
Judas had but 10,000 men ; but his trust was in God.. He
attacked the army of Lysias, slew 5000 of his troops, and the
rest fled.
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Judas being free from war for a season bethought himself
of Jerusalem, and resolved to recover the temple that
worship might be restored there. He found the city in
ruins, the sanctuary desolated, the altar profaned, the gates
of the temple destroyed, and shrubs growing in its courts.
(reat were the lamentations when these things were seen,
and an earnest desire was expressed that all should be set in
order.

Priests were sought of unblamable reputation, and these
set to work to cleanse the temple : the idolatrous altar was
thrown down and a new one erected of unhewn stones. A
new table for shewbread was made and covered with gold, a
new candlestick, and altar of incense, with all other neces-
sary vessels and utensils. 'The spoils taken in war enabled
all this to be accomplished.

When ail was restored, a new dedication was carried out
with due solemnity. It was on the 2sth day of the month
Chisleu : this was the very same day of the year on which
the temple had been profaned three years before, and three
years and a half after the city and temple had been desolated
by Apollonius.* The feast of dedication was continued for
eight days, with great joy and thanksgiving for the wondrous
deliverance God had wrought for them. The anniversary of
this dedication was ever after kept by the Jews as a feast.
It is this dedication that'is referred to in Joha x. 22: for
though there had been other dedications, the one spoken of
in John is said to be in the “ winter,” which agrees with the
above, and answers to our December. The other dedica-
tions had not been made into an annual feast.

Jerusalem, however, was not yet free from its enemies, for
a strong fortress near the temple was still in the hands of
their foes, and from thence they from time to time cut off the
worshippers as they entered the temple. Judas strongly
fortified that side of the temple which was next to the
fortress.

*This was foretold in Daniel viii. 13, 14. In this chapter Antio-
chus Epiphanes and his actings are described in verses 9 to 15.
(The end of the chapter refers to the desolator of the future from
the north—the antitype of Epiphanes,) Verse 14signifies that 2,300
evening and morning (margin) burnt offerings would be with-

held ; that is, for 1,150 days the daily sacrifice was interrupted, be-
tween the years B.c. 168 and 163.
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The re-establishment of the Jews was looked upon with
envy by the surrounding nations, and the Jews were molested
and murdered where their enemies had the power. A great
force from Tyre, Sidon and Ptolemais laid waste the country.
Gilead was attacked with great slaughter. Judas divided
his army into three parts: 8ooo under his command pro-
ceeded to Gilead ; 3000, under his brother Simon, went to
Galilee ; the rest were left to defend the restored provinces,
with orders not to attack any, but to stand on the defence.

Judas and Simon were everywhere victorious: city after
city was captured, and those Jews who were much exposed
to attack were removed to places better protected. The
part of the army left behind foolishly attacked Jamnia, a
seaport, and were defeated with great loss.

During the above events, Antiochus Epiphanes, the great
enemy of the Jews, came to his earthly end. We left him
travelling to the east to gather his tribute. He made an un-
successful attempt to plunder a rich temple in Persia, which
greatly irritated him ; and when messenger after messenger
came to tell how his troops had been overcome by Judas,
and how the temple had been cleansed at Jerusalem, and the
worship of God established, his wrath knew no bounds : he
would hasten to the land and make Jerusalem a tomb for
the whole nation : he would destroy them to a man !

Vain boast! God laid His hands upon the proud per-
secutor, and smote him with a dire disease accompanied
with great pain in his bowels. He would not, however,
give way, but bade his charioteer drive with greater speed.
This being done, the chariot was overturned and the king
much hurt. He tried a litter, hut could not bear the pain ;
so he was forced to lay by in a town named Tabzx in
the mountains of Parztacene, on the confines of Persia and
Babylonia. Here in bed he suffered from an incurable
ulcer that bred worms, and sent forth such a stench that
none could bear to be near him. His mind was troubled as
much as his body. He saw spectres and apparitions of evil
spirits which he imagined were ever about him. He
acknowledged that the angry God of the Jews was punishing
him for what he had dore against His temple and His
people at Jerusalem ; and he vowed should he recover that
he would undo the evil he had done. It was too late!
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God’s hand was upon him: he fairly rotted away ! a signal
example of what it is even in this world to fall into the
hands of the living God !*

Lysias, governor of Syria, set up the son of Antiochus as
king under the name of Antiochus (V.) Eupator (B.c. 164) ;
Dewmetrius, son of Seleucus, the righttul heir, was a hostage
at Rome.

Lysias’ great ambition was to subdue Palestine: after
several efforts he gathered an immense army: 100,000
foot soldiers, 20,000 horse, and 32 elephants, and attacked
Bethsura.  Judas hastened to its relief, and was in a
measure successful, but was obliged to retreat before such a
host. Eleuazar, his brother, fought his way to one of the
elephants, and stabbed it in the belly, but was crushed
to death by its fall. Bethsura pressed by famine was
obliged to capitulate, but on honourable terms.

Jerusalem was then attacked, but successfully resisted.
As Lysias was needed at Antioch, and his army running
short of provisions, a treaty was concluded. Antiochus was
admitted into the city, but he threw down the walls, &c., in
violation of the treaty.

In the meantime Demetrius, the rightful heir, had
escaped from Rome, and attacking Antiochus and Lysias
he killed them both and became master of the kingdom.
His policy with the Jews was more subtle : he endeavoured
to set Jews against Jews. With Judas there were many
of the strict sect of the Chasidim, answering, in a measure,
to the Pharisees of later date. Many others wanted to live
more easy lives, and thus dissensions arose among them.

Demetrius re-appointed to the high priest’s office one
Alcimus who had come to Judaa supported by Bacchides,
an able general. None attempted to oppose the high priest ;
but no sooner was he settled in his office than he put to
death sixty of the leaders. Bacchides also committed severi-
ties in other parts ; butas soon as he had withdrawn with his
troops Judas took up arms, and Alcimus was obliged to
flee to Antioch.

Demetrius then sent Nicanor with an army to reinstate

* Prideaux points to Herod, Galerius Maximianus, and Philip
I1. of Spain as similar examples.
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Alcimus, which was done; but a battle was fought at
Capharsalama, in which Judas was victorious and slew sooo
of the Syrians. Nicanor revenged himself on the friends of
Judas in Jerusalem. He tried to influence the troops with
Judas to deliver him up, but this proving ineffectual, another
battle was fought : Nicanor was slain and his army totally
defeated.

Judas now took a more decided step to secure the in-
dependence of Palestine. He entered into an alliance with
Rome, which was ever ready to have useful allies, and
to weaken great monarchies. He did not, however, live
to reap any personal advantage from this; for Demetrius
collected the whole force of his kingdom against Judas.
Judas was, on the other hand, deserted by his followers except
eight hundred. He could not, however, be induced to
retreat, and fell in battle.

Judas, in appealing to Rome, departed from the line of
faith and dependence on God, against whose revealed will
he clearly acted in seeking alliance with a (entile power.
From that moment it seems as though the power of God left
him. The deliverance granted of GGod by his instrumen-
tality resembles the wonders He wrought by the judges.
By faith he was out of weakness made strong, waxed valiant
in fight, turned to flight the armies of the aliens. (Heb.
xl. 34.)

JONATHAN AND SIMON MACCABAEUS,

Alcimus now again became master in Jerusalem, and
Bacchides put to death the supporters of Judas. Jonathan
the brother of Judas assembled a small force, but could do
little more than harass the army of Bacchides, while another
brother, Simon, defended the strong post of Bethbasi.

Bacchides became weary of such guerrilla warfare, and, as
is supposed, being warned of the danger of oppressing an
a}llly of Rome, concluded an honourable peace with Jona-
than.

Jonathan was now nominally master of Judza, but Jeru-
salem and other places would not respect his authority,
being held by Syrian troops ‘and opposing Jews. A revolu-
tion in Syria strengthened his hands. An adventurer,
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Alexander Balas, declared himself to be the son of
Antiochus Epiphanes, and claimed the crown. The
Romans favoured Alexander, and Jonathan’s support was
now solicited by %0#% claimants, Demetrius and Alexander.

Demetrius gave him power to levy an army, and yielded
up the hostages which were in his hands. Jonathan seized
the opportunity and gained possession of Jerusalem except
the fortress. Alexander, however, outbid Demetrius, and
offered Jonathan the high priesthood, exemption from all
tribute, from customs of salt, and from crown taxes, the
third part of the seed, and half of the fruit of the trees ; full
protection also in his religion, and the town of Ptolemais,
and promised him gifts towards the expenses of the temple,
and for repairing the city.

Jonathan accepted the terms offered, assumed the priestly
robes, and became THE FIRST OF THE ASMONEAN PRINCES.

Alexander was successful : Demetrius was defeated and
slain. Alexander on ascending the throne of Syria married
Cleopatra, the daughter of the king of Egypt. Jonathan
was present at the marriage, and was received with marked
honours. He afterwards fought for Alexander, being
general as well as high priest.

A priest named Onias, the son of Onias, being dis-
appointed of the priesthood went into Egypt, and there so
ingratiated himself with Ptolemy Philometor and his wife
Cleopatra that he was promoted to great honours, both in
the army and at court. He used his influence with the
king to obtain permission to build a Jewish temple in
Egypt. He represented that it would be to the king’s ad-
vantage, by the Jews not having to resort to Jerusalem,
which was in another kingdom. But a difficulty arose with
the Jews themselves, for they held that Jerusalem was their
only right place of worship. To satisfy them he produced
the prophecy in Isaiah xix. 18, 19 : “In that day shall five
cities in the land of Egypt speak the language of Canaan,
and swear to the I.ord of hosts: one shall be called, The
city of destruction. In that day shall there be an altar unto
the Lord, in the midst of the land of Egypt, and a pillar
atthe border thereof unto the Lord.”*

* The fulfilment of this prophecy is without doubt still future: it
refers to Egypt as a nation, and not to the Jews residing there,
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Having gained the king, and satisfied his own people,
he built the temple within the prefecture of Heliopolis,
twenty-four miles from Memphis. It is supposed that he
chose this spot for the temple because ‘“the city of destruc-
tion” mentioned in the prophecy was thought to refer to
the “city of the sun,” which is Heliopolis.* He built it
after the pattern of the temple at Jerusalem, though not so
large, lofty, or splendid. A wall was built round the temple,
and priests and Levites carried on the daily sacrifices as at
Jerusalem. t

Fresh troubles were arising for Judsa. Demetrius, the
son of Demetrius, seeing that Alexander had given himself
up entirely to pleasure, and that Ammonius, to whom he
had committed the chief government of Syria, was ruling
with oppression, thought it a good opportunity to claim his
right to the throne. He therefore raised an army to enforce
his claim.  Apollonius, who governed another part of Syria,
sided with Demetrius, and collecting an army chailenged
Jonathan to battle, for Jonathan still supported Alexander.
Jonathan left. Jerusalem with ten thousand men, toock
Jopoa, and then defeated Apollonius, and pursued his
troops to Azotus, and set fire to the town. He destroyved
also the temple of Dagon and those who had taken shelter
therein.

Alexander, fearing Demetrius, begged his father-in-law,
Ptolemy, to come to his assistance. He came with a large
army. As he passed through the various towns he left
garrisons therein. Jonathan met him at Joppa and marched
on with him to Ptolemais. On arriving here it was discovered
that plots were being laid to take the life of Ptolemy.
Ammonius, who managed for Alexander, alarmed by the
large army Ptolemy had brought, and fearing that he had
come to seize the country for himself, thought it best to cut

* The Hebrew manuscripts differ | most read ‘* city of Destruc-
tion,” but some, as in the margin of the English Bjble, read ** city of
the Sun.” The early versions also have the latter, and some have
judged that the Jews in Palestine altered the text to throw contempt
on the temple built by Onias. On the other hand, some attribute
to the influence of Onias that the LXX reads “city of Right-
eousness '’

1 It was destroyed about 224 years after by Vespasian, emperor
of Rome, in connection with the destruction of Jerusalem.
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him off. Ptolemy proceeded to Alexander and demanded
that he should give up the traitor ; but Alexander refused.
This convinced Ptolemy that his son-in-law was a party
to the attempt to take his life. He therefore took his
daughter away and gave her to Demetrius, and made a
league with him to restore him to his father’s kingdom.
The people, finding that Ammonius was now without
protection, rose in tumult against him, and as he was
about to escape in woman’s clothes he was put to death.
A battle was fought, but Alexander was defeated, and fled to
Zabdiel, an Arabian; but was there put to death.

Ptolemy had received a wound in the battle of which he
died a few days after.*

Another claimant to the Syrian throne soon appeared.
Tryphon, an officer, craftily put forth Antiochus Theos, son
of Alexander, as king. Demetrius fled and left the field for
Antiochus. Jonathan was received by the new king with
great honours, and Simon his brother made captain general.
Jonathan gained two signal victories for the young king.
Tryphon really wanted the throne for himself, but knowing
that Jonathan would not help on such a scheme, he
enticed him into Ptolemais, under the plea of surrendering
the town to Him ; but then made him a prisoner.

The Jews were astounded; but Simon at once took
command. Tryphon agreed to deliver up Jonathan for
100 talents of silver: and two of his sons as hostages.
These were sent, but Tryphon would not give up Jonathan.
A heavy fail of snow compelled Tryphon to retreat, but he
put Jonathan to death. Antiochus was also put to death
by the same traitor.

Simon openly espoused the cause of Demetrius against
Tryphon, and set to work to strengthen his position. He
compelled those in the fortress to surrender by stopping all
supplies. He then demolished the place, and with great
labour levelled the hill on which it stood. Peace and
prosperity reigned ; but, alas! soon to be disturbed.

Demetrius had been taken prisoner in an expedition
against the Parthians, and Antiochus Sidetes, his brother,

* In this year (B.C. 146) two celebrated cities were destroyed :

Carthage, by Scipio Africanus, just after a three years’ war; and
Corinth, taken and burnt by L. Mummius, Roman consul,
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raised an army to dispossess the tyrant Tryphon ; but
first sent to Simon for tribute and indemnification for
Gazara and Joppa. Simon refused tribute, but offered a
price for Joppa. On this refusal Antiochus sent an army
vnder Cendebeus to invade the country. Simon being now
too old to conduct the war, sent an army with his sons
Judas and John Hyrcanus. They were victorious and took
Azotus.

In B.c. 135 Simon made a tour through the cities of
Judza to see that all were tranquil and safe, and came
with some of his sons to Jericho. Ptolemy, the son of
Abubus, was governor, and he invited Simon and his sons
to an entertainment. He had married the daughter of
Simon, and the invitation was readily accepted. But
Ptolemy had plotted with Antiochus Sidetes to get rid of
Pimon, that he might himself get the government of Judzea ;
and he ordered Simon to be put to death. Messerfgers
were also sent to Gazara to kill John. But John had
already been informed of the treachery; and put to death
the messengers. He then hastened to Jerusalen., and was
hailed as high priest and prince of the Jews. He then
marched to Jericho to revenge the death of his father;
but Ptolemy had in his power the mother and brethren of
John. He exposed them on a wall and scourged them
and threatened to put them to death. The mother, not-
withstanding this, exhorted her son to revenge the death of
his father.

The rapid movements of John had thwarted the plans of
Ptolemy, and he fled to Philadelphia, and is heard of no
more. But the Syrian army under Antiochus ravaged the
whole country, and then besieged John in Jerusalem. He
cut a ditch all round the city so that none could escape.
On the feast of tabernacles arriving, John asked for a truce
for a week. This was granted, and even beasts were sent
in for the sacrifices. John then sued for peace, for Jeru-
salem was threatened by famine, and he was met with much
easier terms than he could have expected. The country
was to belong to the kings of Syria, tribute paid for Joppa
and other towns, and Jerusalem to be dismantled.

Four years after, John Hyrcanus was summoned to attend
his lord, Antiochus, on an expedition to Parthia under the
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pretence of delivering his brother, Demetrius Nicator, a
captive there. Hyrcanus met him, but managed to return
before Antiochus lost his army, his throne, and his life.

Demetrius escaped and recovered the throne of Syria.
Hyrcanus took the opportunity of this change to throw
off his allegiance to Syria, and sirengthened his position
every time an opportunity occurred. What especially
endeared him to his nation was his capture of Sychem,
and the total demolition of the Samaritan temple, whicn
for two hundred years had been an eyesore to the pilgrims;
to Jerusalem. He left not a trace of the building.

He next attacked the Idumeans,* and forced them either
to be circumcised and to adopt the religion of the Jews, or
to be banished from the country. Many were circuincised
and became incorporated nominally with the Jews.

He next determined to subdue the Samaritans, and sent
an army under his sons Aristobulus and Antigonus. The
Samaritans called in the king of Damascus to help them ;
but his army suffered a total defeat. Then 6000 Egyptian
allies came to their relief, but they were also defeated.
After a whole year Samaria fell, and Hyrcanus became
master of Samaria and Galilee. The hated city of Samaria
was entirely destroyed ; trenches were dug and the place
turned into a pool of water.

Though Hyrcanus was thus successful outside Jerusalem,
there was but little peace inside because of the contentions
between the various parties of Pharisees, Sadducees, and
Karaites.

Hyrcanus had favoured the Pharisees until his course
was nearly run, when he joined the Sadduceer. The cause
of this change is thus related. At a banquet to which he
had invited the chief men of the Pharisees, he foolishly
asked their judgment on his administration and general

* These can only be traced to the Edomites, the descendants of
Esau. After the curses pronounced against them (Jer. xlix. 17;
Ezek. xxv. 13, 14; Obad. 10-16) it is remarkable that they should
now be incorporated with the Jews. It may be that God allowed it
that they might be a scourge to His rebellicus people, as we know
they were in the persons of Herod the Great and his descendants.

t+ The Karaites have been termed the Protestants o-‘d]udaism,
because they adhered strictly to the letter of the law and paid no
respect to traditions.
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conduct. All but one were unanimous in declaring his
actions to have been praiseworthy. FEleazar objected, say-
ing, “If you are a just man, abandon the high priesthood,
for which you are disqualified by the illegality of your birth.”
It was said that his mother had been a captive, and was
thus, being exposed to the pollution of a heathen master,
unsuitable for the wife of a priest.

Hyrcanus demanded the trial of Eleazar for defamation ;
but the other Pharisees shielded him, and declared him
only worthy of scourging and imprisonment instead of
death.

Hyrcanus was much irritated at the opposition and was
persuaded by Jonathan, a Sadducee, that Eleazar was only
the mouthpiece of all the Pharisees; was not this proved,
he said, by their shielding him from due punishment?
Hyrcanus therefore abandoned the councils of the Pharisees,
and joined himself more to the Sadducean party.

Hyrcanus reigned twenty-nine years with great ability.
He built the castle of Baris on a rock within the fortifica-
tions that surrounded the temple on its north-west corner.
It was the Antonia of Herod.

Aristobulus I, his son, succeeded (B.c. 106). His reign
was short and disastrous. His mother claimed the sove-
reignty according to the will of her husband ; but Aristobulus
shut her up in a dungeon and starved her to death.
Strange that any ruler of the Jews should expect the
blessing of God on such a crime. Three of his brothers
were also imprisoned.  He made a successful assault upon
Iturea at the foot of Anti-Libanus, afterwards -called
Auranitis, but returned suffering from a dangerous disease.
His brother Antigonus soon after, having completed the
conquest, hastened with his troops, armed as he was, into
the temple to return thanks.

This was construed by the queen and the harem as an
act of treachery. His brother summoned him to come to
him unarmed. His enemies, however, told him to come
in some splendid armour which his brother wished to see.
Guards were in waiting, and as he appeared in arms he
was murdered in a subterranean passage that led from the
temple to the palace of Baris. Aristobulus, however, was
seized with horror at the deed, and vomited blood. The
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slave who carried away the vessel slipped and the blood
was spilt on the very spot where Antigonus had been
slain, and thus the blood of the two brothers was mingled
together. A cry of horror ran through the gallery and was
heard in the palace. On demand he was told the cause of
the outcry, when he was seized with such an agony of
remorse that he expired. Thus his crimes met with speedy
punishment.

Alexander Jannzus, his brother, succeeded (B.c. 105). A
younger brother attempted to gain the throne, but was put
to death. At this time Egypt was governed by Cleopatra,
widow of Ptolemy Physcon; Cyprus, by her son Ptolemy
Lathyrus, her deadly enemy. The Syrian dominions
were shared by Antiochus Grypus and Antiochus Cyzicenus.

Alexander was not content with his dominions but sought
to gain Ptolemais. The inhabitants sent for aid to Ptolemy
Lathyrus, and he raised an army of 30,000 men. Alexander
then asked Cleopatra for troops to expel Ptolemy. Ptolemy
did not wait for this, but met Alexander and defeated him
with the loss of 30,000 men. The kingdom would have
been lost to Alexander had not Cleopatra sent an army
under the command of two Jews, Chelcias and Ananias.
Lathyrus thought to invade Egypt, but being repelled he
fled to (Gaza. Ptolemais was taken, and Alexander went to
congratulate Cleopatra on the victory of her army. She
was advised to seize him and invade Judza for herself ; but
Ananias dissuaded her from such treachery.

Alexander might have reigned in peace, but his restless-
ness led him to foolish attempts in which -he had sore
reverses, and but little success.

In Jerusalem all was in disorder because of the various
factions. As the king was officiating as priest at the Feast
of Tabernacles, he was pelted with citrons, and reproached
with the baseness of his descent. He raised a2 wooden par-
tition between the court of the priests and of the people, to
prevent such insults in future ; and in order to overawe the
people, he raised a bodyguard of foreign mercenaries, chiefly
Pisidians and Cilicians.

The king again went out to battle but suffered defeat.
The malcontent Jews rose in rebellion, and for six years the
country suffered from a civil war. It seemed as if God had



CONNECTION OF THE OLD TESTAMENT WITH THE NEW. 35

given them up to judgment. On gaining power, the king
re-entered Jerusalem and there mercilessly crucified 8oo
men, having slain their wives and children before their
faces. Eight thousand of the insurgents left the city. At
length the king was seized with a deadly disease, and knowing
that his end was approaching he advised his wife, Alexandra,
on his death, to throw herself into the arms of the Pharisees
as the most powerful of the factions.

After a turbulent reign of twenty-seven years Alexander
Janneus died. His wife acted on his advice. The king
was interred with honours, and his eldest son, Hyrcanus I1.,
was made high priest, and the widow accredited as ruler.
B.C. 78.

The Pharisees now in power demanded justice to be
executed on those who had aided in the crucifixion of the 8oo;
but Aristobulus, a second son, joined the opposite party,
and petitioned the queen not to suffer the punishment of
her husband’s friends. A compromise was adopted. They
were allowed to leave the city and be enrolled in the
garrisons of other cities.

To employ the restless Aristobulus he was sent to try and
setize Damascus. He was successful, and also won the
esteemof the army. On the death of Alexandra in B.C. 70,
Aristobulus raised an army to seize the throne. The
Pharisees with Hyrcanus raised troops to oppose him.
They met at Jericho, but many of the troops of Hyrcanus
went over to Aristobulus, and he entered Jerusalem.
Hyrcanus took shelter in the palace of Baris, but consented
to abdicate. This seemed fatal to the hopes of the
Pharisees ; but some of the friends of Hyrcanus were more
courageous than he was, and persuaded him to flee to
Aretas, King of Arabia. Aretas came with 50,000 men.
Aristobulus was defeated and shut himself up in the temple
with the priests.

An old man, whose prayers were thought to be powerful,
was brought out and asked to pray for the defeat of Aristo-
bulus. He said, “O God, the King of the universe, since
on one side are the people, and on the other Thy priests, 1
beseech Thee hear not the prayers of either to the detriment
of the other.” The good old man was stoned to death !
The Passover drew nigh, and the priests asked to duzy lambs
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for the sacrifice. Baskets were let down with the money,
but were sent up empty, or, as others declate, with swine
instead of lambs! To this had Jerusalem fallen, and this
because the people had turned away from their God, and
thus were their own enemies.

Junpxa UNDER ROME.

A great change was on the eve of approaching.  If they
could not agree among themselves, none of them should be
really masters ; but be made servants to a greater power. In
the prophecy of Daniel there were four great beasts. The last
of these was Rome. It is thus described by the prophet :
“ Dreadful and terrible, and strong exceedingly ; and it had
great iron teeth: it devoured and brake in pieces, and
stamped the residue with the feet of it: and it was diverse
from all the beasts that were before it; and it had ten
horns.” (Dan. vii. 7.)

It does not speak here of the »apidity of its conquests as
was said of Greece ; and, as we have seen, it gradually in-
creased its power, and now, in our history, it is about to
take possession of Palestine.  Before this Judwa was
treated more as an a//y of Rome, but now it was to become
its vassal.

Scaurus, the Roman lieutenant of Pompey, had taken
possession of Damascus, and both Hyrcanus and Aristobulus
hastened to seek his protection: each offered 400 talents.
Scaurus ordered Aretas to raise the siege, and he complied.

In a little while Pompey himself came to Damascus, and
the kings all around hastened to pay him homage, with
splendid gifts.  Aristobulus sent a golden vine worth
400 talents.

After some months’ delay Pompey sat to judge between
the claimants to the throne of Judea. There appeared
a deputation from the people who complained of both of
the brothers. Hyrcanus by his ambassador pleaded that he
was the elder, with accusations against his brother. For
Aristobulus it was urged that Hyrcanus was incompetent, &c.

Pompey for the present dismissed them with soft words.
He wanted first to conquer Arabia, with Petra and its trade.
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Having accomplished this, he brought his army into Judea.
Aristobulus had been busy fortifying a strong citadel on a
rock called Alexandrion. But Pompey demanded that he
should sign a surrender of all his fortresses. Aristobulus
would gladly have refused, but was too weak to resist. He
hastened to Jerusalem in order to oppose Pompey, but
finding the inhabitants too much divided, he met Pompey
with an offer to surrender the city. Gabinius was
sent to take possession; but in the meantime a stronger
party prevailed, shut the gates, and manned the walls for
defence.

Pompey, indignant at this treatment, put Aristobulus in
chains, and advanced to the city ; but now Hyrcanus was in
power, he opened the gates and received the proud Roman
gladly. The forces of Aristobulus, with che priests, took
refuge in the temple, cut off the communication with the
town, and prepared for defence. The hill on which the
temple stood was approachable only on the north: here
Pompey brought his engines. On the Sabbath those
within would do nothing in defence, so that the engin=s on
that day were moved forward. In three months one of the
battering rams knocked down the largest tower. The
troops rushed in, and, after great loss of life, the temple was
taken. The priests, all the time of the siege, had gone on
with their daily sacrifices as if nothing was happening. Many
of them were slain at the altar.

Pompey profaned the temple by his presence, and was
astonished to find no wisible God therein. He found large
treasures, but did not take them. The temple was cleansed,
and Hyrcanus confirmed in the priesthood, but without any
royalty. Pompey settled the amount of tribute to be paid
to Rome, demolished the walls of the city, and took Aristo-
bulus, with his two sons and two daughters, as prisoners to
Rome. Alexander, the elder of the sons, escaped; but
Aristobulus and his other son had to take part in the
triumph of Pompey at Rome. From this time (B.c. 63)
Jerusalem and Judeea became subject to Rome.

Jurius C&ESAR was now at war with Pompey, and the Jews
witnessed with pleasure the declining power of Pompey, and
attributed it to his violating the sanctity of their temple.
They declared for Caesar.  Alexander collected troops and
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garrisoned some of the fortresses ; but Hyrcanus called on
the Romans for assistance. Gabinius came to his assistance
and Alexander was defeated.

Aristobulus and his other son, having escaped from Rome,
also raised the standard of revolt, but he could not stand
before the arms of Rome: severely wounded, he was sent
back to Rome in chains.  Gabinius re.organised the
government of the country, and established five independent
Sanhedrims : they sat at Jerusalem, Jericho, Gadara, Aman-
thus, and Sepphoris. This lasted until Julius Ceesar re-
established Hyrcanus with supreme dignity.

Gabinius, with Mark Antony, proceeded to the conquest
of Egypt, but Alexander at once raised troops, drove the
remaining Romans into Mount Gerizim, and there besieged
them. Gabinius hastened back to the rescue.  Alexander
had now 80,000 troops, but they could not stand before the
disciplined Romans. He was defeated and fled.

The Jews believed readily enough that God punished
those who did them injury, but were too blind to see their
own wickedness : however, Gabinius no sooner returned to
Rome than he was stripped of his honours and banished.

In B.c. 55 Crassus had Syria appointed to him, and in
the following year he came to Jerusalem. A rich present
was given him, but he robbed the temple of its treasures,
amounting in value to ten thousand talents, estimated at
nearly two million of our money. He soon after suffered an
ignominious defeat and lost his life.

During the contest between Pompey and Caesar, all was
in suspense. Cesar released Aristobulus and sent him with
a large force to Palestine to make a diversion against
Pompey, but he was poisoned by the partizans of Pompey,
and Scipio publicly put his gallant son Alexander to death
at Antioch.

Attention must be called to Antipater, son of Antipas,
Governor of Idumea. The Idumeans, with their descen-
dants, were about to hold the chief place in the government
of the Jews. For many years the government had been in
the hands of the Asmoneans, but it was soon to pass from
them to the Idumeans, many of these, as we have seen, had
become nominally Jews. Antipater was Hyrcanus’ chief man.
He had been of signal service to the cause of Cassar, and he
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was, on the death of Pompey, made procurator of the whole
of Judeea, and made a Roman citizen, B.c. 48.

His first care was to rebuild the walls of Jerusalem, and,
recognising the incapacity of Hyrcanus, he made his own
son, Phasael, Governor of Jerusalem, and his son Herod,
Governor of Galilee. This is the introduction into power of
the man who was to become HErROD THE GREAT—great in
power, and great in wickedness.

Herod soon began to shew his energy. He seized a
noted captain of banditti, and put him and most of his band
to death. The Jews, jealous of the increasing power of the
Idumeans, persuaded Hyrcanus to summon Herod to
answer for putting the robbers to death without a trial. He
came to Jerusalem well armed, and the timid Sanhedrim
were afraid to raise a voice against him, except Sameas, a
man of high integrity, who told Herod that he should not
have appeared before the court in purple and with armed
attendants. Hyrcanus adjourned the Sanhedrim and secretly
advised Herod to escape.

On the death of Casar (B.c. 44), Cassius became Procon-
sul of Syria, and such was his rapacity that the inhabitants
of some towns had to be sold as slaves to meet his demands.
Antipater’s two sons and Malichus, an influential Jew,
collected the taxes, but Hyrcanus had to give a large sum
from his private resources to make up the deficiency of the
collection and to insure the life of Malichus. Herod cleverly
managed to ingratiate himself with Cassius by speedily ob-
taining his portion of the taxes.

Malichus now fearing the power of the Idumeans treacher-
ously caused Antipater to be poisoned; in revenge for
which Herod, by intrigue, got Malichus into his power and
caused him to be put to death.

On Cassius leaving Syria, the opposing faction rallied and
were supported by Felix the Roman general in Jerusalem ;
but Phasael was able to overcome them.

A new enemy appeared in the person of Antigonus, the
surviving son of Aristobulus. He advanced into Galilee,
but was defeated by Herod.

Rome was_at this time at war with itself; but a decisive
battle at Philippi increaSed the power of Mark Antony.
Herod soon made him his friend by large presents of



40 HANDBOOK TO THE NEW TESTAMENT.

money; and from thence Herod's enemies could get no
redress. Herod and Phasael were made tetrarchs.

But Palestine was not to be long at peace, for the Par-
thians, under Pacorus the king’s son, overran Syria and
Asia Minor. Antigonus again took the opportunity of
claiming Judaa under Parthian protection: he offered the
strange bribe of 1,000 talents and 500 Jewesses! Anti-
gonus fought his way to Jerusalem, which was still in
internal disorder, and there was mutual slaughter. The
friends of the new comer held the temple; Hyrcanus, the
palace : there were daily conflicts.

It was at length proposed that the dispute should be
remitted for decision to Barzapharnes, the commander-in-
chief of the Parthians. Phasael foolishly agreed to this, and
Hyrcanus went with him. Herod remained at Jerusalem,
but suspecting their treachery, he stole out of the city by
night with all his family, and went to Massada, a strong
fortress on the Dead Sea. He left the women there well
protected, and went himself to Egypt and thence to
Rome,

In the meantime Phasael and Hyrcanus were imprisoned.
Antigonus, not wishing to put the high priest to death, cut
off his ears to prevent him ever after being high priest.
The unhappy Phasael beat his own brains out in his
dungeon rather than fall into the hands of his enemies.

Antigonus assumed the sovereignty, but the Parthians
pillaged Jerusalem and devastated the ccuntry. Herod was
more than successful at Rome. He asked the kingdom for
Aristobulus,* brother to the beautiful Mariamne to whom
he was betrothed. But Augustus and Antony conferred the
power on Hercd himself instead of on Aristobulus (B.c. 40t).
Herod was not a man to refuse the honour thus put upon
him. He hastily finished his business at Rome and sailed
for Palestine. His first care was for Massada where his
bride was shut up. Antigonus had nearly succeeded in taking
the place: they would soon have had to surrender because
of the drought, had not a timely rain filled their water

* This young man was the grandson of both Aristotulus and
Hyrcanus.

+ Josephus (Wars i. 33, 8) says that Herod in B.c. 4 had reigned
37 years.
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tanks. Herod soon raised some troops and relieved the
place.

The Parthians had retired on the approach of a Roman
army, and Antigonus was now thrown on his own resources.
Silo, with some Roman troops, should have helped Herod ;
but seeking to enrich himself, played fast and loose.

Herod, unable of himself to secure the country, fixed his
quarters at Samaria, and attacked Galilee, then infested by
robbers. He drove many beyond the Jordan, and attacked
some in their dens. Boxes, with men, were let down from
the cliffs above, and those in the dens were speared and the
caves fired. )

The next year (B.c. 38) help was sent from Rome under
Machezras. He was repulsed from Jerusalem, and revenged
himself on the Jews with Herod. Herod went to pay his
respects to Antony and to lodge his complaints, leaving his
brother Joseph in command, who, while Herod was away,
attacked the troops of Antigonus at Jericho and was killed.

The following year Herod, after consummating his marriage
with Mariamne, carried on a regular siege of Jerusalem with
the aid of Roman troops under Sosius.  The resistance was
so obstinate, that on the city being taken Sosius gave it up
to the fury of the troops, until Herod expostulated with
him : he feared that he would be left king, not of a noble
city, but of a heap of ruins.  Sosius was paid to spare the
city. Antigonus surrendered to Sosius, and begged for his
life ; but he was sent to Antony, and, on the solicitation of
Herod, iie was put to death. This was the last of the
Asmonean kings. They had, commencing with Judas
Maccabeus, governed for a hundred and twenty-nine years,
and now began the reign of Herod as king.

Heron THE (GREAT.

Herod had cleverly attained to the kingdom of Judza,
skilfully avoiding traps laid for his destruction, bravely
acting with energy when opposed, and adroitly insinuating
himself into favour with the Romans in power. As we have
said, he was great in ability, he was, alas! great in cruelty
also, as his further history shews.

His position in Jerusalem was not a bed of roses. The
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different factions were not to be overlooked. He must act
with energy, he had not the wisdom to temper this with
mercy. There were many who were still attached to the
Asmonean family. He at once put to death forty-five of
their chief men, and confiscated their possessions. Then
the Sanhedrim felt his vengeance. All but Sameas and
Pollio (who had advocated the surrender of the city) were
slain. The others had raised the cry of, “ The temple of
the Lord! the temple of the Lord!” and had incited the
people against Herod.

A great difficulty at once arose as to who should be high
priest. Hyrcanus returned to the city, and was received
joyfully, but, alas! he had been mutilated by Antigonus,
and, according to the law, was disqualified. Herod sought
out a man named Ananel from Babylon, an obscure person,
but a descendant from the priests, whom he installed in the
office. .

This gave great offence. Alexandra, the mother of
Mariamne, had a son for whom she desired the priesthood,
but he was only seventeen years old. She sent pictures of
this son and a daughter, both of great beauty, to Antony to
excite his sympathy, if not his vile passions. Herod saw the
danger to himself of this intrigue, and discovered also that
Alexandra was communicating with Cleopatra, and had
formed a plan to carry her son to Egypt. This he pre-
vented, and made the son high priest instead of Ananel.

A new danger now presented itself to Herod’s fears. At
the Feast of Tabernacles, when this young man appeared in
his priestly robes, it was evident to Herod that, while the
people admired him as their priest, they would have
preferred him as their king also. Herod’s jealousy was so
great that, though he pretended to admire him, he contrived
to remove him to Jericho, and there had him drowned
while bathing. Herod assumed great grief, but no one was
deceived as to who was the real murderer.

News of this was sent to Cleopatra, who had, at this time,
Antony in her amorous entanglements. Herod saw he was
in danger, and hastened to Antony with immense bribes to
insure his safety. He left his uncle Joseph as deputy, .and
also his beloved Mariamne in his care ; but with orders that
if he should not return alive, Mariamne was to be put to
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death : he could not bear the thought that she should ever
be another man’s wife. Joseph unwisely revealed this
secret to Mariamne, which naturally roused her indignation.
Rumours came that Herod had been put to death, and
Alexandra and Mariamne at once took measures for secur-
ing the kingdom ; but the report was false, and all commo-
tion subsided.

On the return of Herod his sister Salome, wounded by
the haughtiness of the queen and her mother, tried to poison
his mind with thoughts of the infidelity of the queen with
his uncle Joseph. Her beauty however banished such
suspicions ; but when she asked, if he really loved her, why
had he ordered her death? he thought the suspicions
suggested by Salome were correct, and he was full of wrath.
He had almost killed Mariamne on the spot, but her beauty
again disarmed him, and his vengeance fell on Joseph, who
was put to death, and on Alexandra, who was imprisoned
with every insult.

Cleopatra, in her companionship with Antony, had begged
Judzea for herself, but failed to obtain it. On her return
from the Euphrates, whither she had gone with her paramour,
she visited Jerusalem. Herod kept himself from her snares,
and even contemplated putting her to death as a dangerous
neighbour, and to deliver Antony from her enchantments ;
but was advised to leave her alone. To please Antony,
Herod attacked Arabia in order to enforce Cleopatra’s
demand of tribute; after a first repulse he smote great
numbers of the Arabs. A great earthquake in this year
destroyed many cities, and 30,000 of the inhabitants lost
their lives.

Another crime now stained the hands of Herod. There
was war between Antony and Octavius, and Herod thought
it probable that Octavius would be the victor, and it was
needful for him, in order to retain the kingdom, to secure
the patronage of whoever was master at Rome.  But there
was still one of the Asmonean family living, the aged
Hyrcanus: he was past his eightieth year; but the
envious Herod, fearing that Octavius, should he be victor,
might re-instate this aged prince, pretended that he had
been treasonably corresponding with the King of Arabia,
and the poor old man was put to death.
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Herod then sent off his mother, sister, and children to
Massada ; and his wife and her mother to the fortress of
Alexandrion in charge of a partizan, Soemus, but again
with the order to put the queen to death in case of his
losing his life.

When he reached Octavius at Rhodes, he appeared
before him without a diadem, and made a grand speech.
He owned that he had been a friend of Antony; that he
had advised Antony to put Cleopatra to death, but that
Antony had pursued his own disastrous course : if Octavius
would bind him to himself he would be as faithful to him as
he had been to Antony. He was successful. Octavius
bade him resume the diadem ; and when he passed through
Syria, Herod gave him 8oo talents, and entertained him
royally. Afterwards Octavius, on the conquest of Egypt,
gave him Gadara, Samaria, and the maritime towns of
Joppa and Gaza.

Such was the great success of Herod in his kingdom ;
but when he returned home, trouble again awaited him in
his family. Mariamne had discovered that Herod had
again ordered her execution if he had been cut off, and she
shewed her resentment to such treatment, and upbraided
him also with his cruelty to her family. Salome, his sister,
lost no opportunity to.inflame his passions, and even got his
cup-bearer to swear that Mariamne had bribed him to
poison him. Herod knew that Mariamne revealed all her
secrets to a favourite eunuch : he caused him to be tortured ;
he declared he knew nothing of the poison, but stated that
the dislike of the queen was owing to Soemus. This was
taken as a proof of her infidelity. Soemus was at once put
to death, and Mariamne was put on her trial. The judges,
afraid of Herod, declared her guilty. Herod hesitated to
put his beautiful wife to death, but urged by his mother and
his sister, he gave the order.  As she was led to execution,
her own mother reproached her for her infidelity to so
affectionate a husband, doubtless with the simple object of
saving her own life !

No sooner had Mariamne fallen than Herod was filled
with the direst remorse. He seemed haunted by the spirit
of his wife. He would call,  Mariamne, Mariamne,” but
found no relief : banquets and revels were all of no use to
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his disordered mind. Under the pretence of hunting he
sought the deepest solitude, and was laid up for some time
at Samaria with pains in his body added to the anguish of
his mind. Alexandra began plotting against the king;
but on his being informed of it he ordered her death.

On the partial recovery of the kirg, he resumed his regal
duties, but it was soon found that he was in no way softened
by his sufferings.  Salome had divorced her husband, and
now sought his death. It was easy to hatch up a pretended
conspiracy, and he and others were sacrificed.

Herod, though assuming the greatest respect for the
Jewish religion, did what he could to conform the people to
foreign usages. He built a theatre in the city, and a
large amphitheatre outside, encouraged gymnastic con-
tests, chariot races, and even fights of wild beasts and
gladiators.

The zealous Jews looked on with dismay; but when
Herod adorned the theatre with what appeared to be smages
clad in armour in representation of Roman victories, there
was an open tumult. Herod had one of the trophies pulled
to pieces in the presence of the people, and when they saw
merely a peg of wood on which to hang the armour, their
anger was turned to laughter. But this did not satisfy those
who were zealots for the law. Ten men bound themselves
to assassinate the king. They concealed daggers under their
cloaks. The spies of the king discovering the plot, he was
saved, and the men were put to death with great tortures.
The informer, however, was torn to pieces by the people,
and this shewed the king that his life was unsafe : the people
really had no love or respect for him.

The fears of Herod caused him to rebuild, as a fortress,
the tower of Baris. He called it Antonia. He also built
a palace for himself on the hill of Sion. As places of
security he built fortresses at Gaba in Galilee, and Heshbon
in Perea. He also built Samaria on a larger scale, and
peopled it with the old Samaritans and his own soldiers.
He called the city Sebaste, in honour of Augustus.

In B.c. 25, a long drought led to great scarcity, with an
accompanying pestilence. Herod opened his treasures, and
purchased grain in abundance, and fed the people, as well
as supplying them with seed for their land. This he did not
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only for the Jews, but for the neighbouring inhabitants.
This liberality in a great measure restored him to their con-
fidence.

After marrying a second Mariamne, daughter of Simon,
an obscure descendant from the priests, whom he had
made high priest, he built yet another palace, about seven
miles trom Jerusalem, on the spot where he had defeated
Antigonus, who had forced him to flee from Jerusalem.
Water was brought to it by aqueducts from a long distance.

Herod also founded and built Casarea as a safe harbour,
and a magnificent city. A temple, dedicated to Cesar,
stood in the centre, with two statues, one of Rome and the
other of Ceesar. It was twelve years in building.

Herod’s two sons by the first Mariamne were sent to
Rome for their education.  Augustus received them to his
palace.  Herod’s attention to the masters at Rome secured
to him the friendship of both Augustus and Agrippa.

But the higher he rose in favour with Rome, the less he
was esteemed by his people. To be a good Roman was
different from being a good Jew. His gifts and remission
of taxes could not prevent their discontent. To know all
that passed Herod had his secret police, and many a dis-
affected one was hurried off to the Hyrcania, which has
been called Herod’s Bastile.

Herod thought to gain the hearts of his people by re-
building the temple, but the people feared he meant to
destroy it. To allay their fears he gathered quantities of
materials before he touched the building. At length they
were gratified to see the work progressing in a magnificent
style, with masses of white marble and pinnacles of gold.
This only the more strongly brought out the strange
character of the man. He could build a temple for the
worship of Jehovah for the Jews, and yet preside at the
Olympic heathen games.

Herod’s domestic cup of crime was not yet full. His two
sons, Alexander and Aristobulus, returned from Rome,
and were beloved of the people; but the more they were
esteemed the more Herod was envious of them. He
married Alexander to Glaphyra, the daughter of Archelaus,
King of Cappadocia; and Aristobulus to Berenice,
daughter of Salome. But Salome and her brother Pheroras
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were ill at ease: they could not forget that they had been
the means of the death of the princes’ mother, and they
imagined what their fate would be if the young princes
should come to the throne. The young men may have
been unwise in their remarks, or others may have made
remarks for them, which only added to the fears of Salome.

It was easy for her to insinuate that they were plotting
against the king, and for three years Herod heard of these
rumours, but he was proud of his sons. While absent with
Agrippa near the Bosphorus (where he obtained privileges
for the Jews in Asia Minor, which the Greeks had en-
deavoured to wrest from them) these rumours grew lounder,
and on his return, he thought it advisable to humble his
sons. He sent for his son Antipater, whom he had by Doris
his first wife, whom he divorced for Mariamne. This
Antipater was unscrupulous, and was just the one to enter
into all the intrigues of Salome and Pheroras. Herod
foolishly advanced this son by sending him to Rome with
his friend Agrippa; and Antipater, while there, lost no
opportunity of poisoning, by letters, his father’s mind, as to
his two other sons. Salome was at Jerusalem to fan the
flame.

Herod at length accused his sons before Augustus. The
charge was an “unnatural obstinacy and disobedience, and
of entering into criminal practices against his life.” The
young men did not like to openly accuse their father, but
made a modest defence. Augustus, remarkable for his
moderation, succeeded in reconciling father and sons.
They returned together.  Still Herod named Antipater as
his successor.

Herod finished the city of Casarea, and also built Anti-
patris, Cypros, and Phasaelis. Antipater had returned and
was again teasing Herod against his two brothers; and the
king’s brother Pheroras added to his fears.  Day and night
he was warned of the dangers he ran. The place was filled
with spies, and every one was in danger of plots and
suspicions. At length Herod put all the confidential slaves
of Alexander to torture, and, thinking he had something to
act upon from their extorted confessions, the young pfince
was sent to prison in chains.

Alexander adopted a dangerous plan. He sent letters to
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his father, confessing extravagant plots of treason, which
involved Salome, Pheroras, and the principal of Herod’s
faithful ministers. He, perhaps, thought his own fate was
sealed, and hoped by this means to ruin also his accusers.
Herod was beside himself. Some were seized and tortured ;
others put to death.

Alexander’s father-in-law appeared at court. He wisely
sympathised with Herod, and entered into all his suspicions.
And then, by reasoning with him as to the improbability of
the accusations, he succeeded in reconciling father and son.
Alexander was restored to favour.

Peace did not last long. Salome, Pheroras, and Anti-
pater so wrought upon the king, that he wrote to Rome
accusing his two sons. Augustus again tried to soothe his
mind, bu’ afterwards consented to their trial at Berytus.
Herod enforced his charges in person, and with - great
energy. ‘The only fact really proved against them was of a
design of fleeing beyond the power of Herod. They were at
length condemned by a majority of the council.

Still Herod hesitated to put them to death. All sympa-
thised with them, particularly the army. One named Teron,
a gallant soldier, expressed his generous feeling in presence
of the king.. This led to his own death, and to that of
Alexander and Aristobulus. They were strangled at Sebaste.

Vengeance was not long delayed. Pheroras had married
a slave, to whom he was much attached. She had connected
herself with the Pharisaic faction. On 7,000 of them being
fined for refusing to take the oath of allegiance to Herod
and Augustus, she paid the whole of it. Rumours of
prophecies were spread about that the government was
about to pass from Herod to Pheroras. ‘These were
supposed to have been set on foot by the wife of Pheroras,
and he was ordered to divorce her; but he refused, and
thence lost the favour of the king.

But on Pheroras falling very ill, Herod visited him and
renewed his friendship. He died, and then two of his freed-
men openly accused his wife of poisoning him. Herod
ordered a searching investigation, when, alas, another thing
was clearly proved, that Antipater had plotted with Pheroras
to poison the king to hasten Antipater’s accession. The wife
of Pheroras acknowledged the whole plot; and declared



CONNECTION OF THE OLD TESTAMENT WITH THE NEW. 49

that by the visit of the king to her husband’s death-bed he
had relented, and bid her throw the poison into the fire.
Herod’s own wife, Mariamne, was also involved in the plot.
She was immediately divorced. Her father was removed
from the priesthood, and Mattathias appointed.

Imagine the reflections of the unhappy Herod! It was
by the plots of this Antipater that he had killed his two
sons for little or no crime, and now to find that their accuser
was really seeking his life! Antipater was in Rome at the
time. He had purchased favour in Rome, and returned to
what he expected to be an early accession to the throne.
He landed at Ceesarea, but there were none to receive him
or pay him honour. Had the plot been revealed? He
had come too far to fly, so he hid his fears and came to
Jerusalem. Hé was summoned before Herod’s court, who
sat with Varus the Roman Governor of Syria. The crime
was clearly proved, and he was condemned, and committed
to prison.

Herod made a new will, leaving the kingdom to
Antipas, son of a fourth wife Malthace, a Samaritan. He
left splendid gifts to Caesar, and to Casar's wife and
children.

Herod’s condition was sad in the extreme. He was
suffering with a painful and loathsome disease ; distracted in
mind, and perhaps smitten in his conscience. It was
rumoured that he was dead, and at once some bold youths
tore down a golden eagle that Herod had placed over the
great gate of the temple, and which had long been a great
eyesore to both priests and people. The actual offenders
were burnt alive, and Mattathias was displaced from the
priesthood.

Herod’s bodily disorders sensibly increased. He suffered
from internal ulcers, which gave him great pain and prevented
him gratifying an inordinate appetite. The ulcers bred worms
which preyed on his body: dropsy and spasms added to his
tortures. He tried the warm bituminous baths of Callirhoe,
but returned to Jericho unimproved. But instead of any
repentance for his many crimes, he even thought of a
greater one than ever. He commanded that some of all
the chief families in Judea should be shut up in the Hippo-
drome, and strictly charged his sister Salome that on his
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death they should all be massacred, with a fiendish sort ot
satisfaction that if the nation did not grieve at his death
they would do so at that of their relatives !

To add to Herod’s troubles the news was brought that
some magi had come from the East, having seen the star of
one born KING oF THE JEWs—they were come in search of
the King that they might pay Him homage. Herod craftily
bade the magi inform him when they had found the object
of their search. His evil designs being thwarted by these
wise men, would only increase his suspicions, and Herod
ordered all the young children in Rethlehem to be put to
death. He would cut off this king, whoever He might be!

His end now drew near. The ratification from Rome ot
the sentence on Antipater arrived. Herod was in such
agony that he attempted to take his own life, and rumours
were spread abroad that he was dead. Whereupon Antipater
tried to bribe his keeper to release him: this was reported
to Herod, and he had just strength enough to order his
execution, and also to remodel his will before he expired.

Thus passed away Herod called the Great. He did
indeed carry out many great works in the country and
rebuild the temple; but his terrible cruelty and blood-
shed stamped his character as one great in_crime! How
sad to think that God’s highly-favoured people should have
had such a king—an Idumean, too! people upon whom
God's curse was to fall. (Is. xxxiv. 5.) But God had for a
time written upon His people, Lo-aMM1, “not my people,”
and they had been drinking of that cup which their own
sins and rebellion had prepared forthem, and which only
led to one unspeakably greater sin in the putting to death
of their heaven-sent Messiah and King.

This has brought us to the times of the New Testament
and closes the connecting history between the Old Testa-
ment and the New.
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THE FAMILY OF HEROD.

WE find the name of Herod in various parts of the Gospels
and the Acts. It is important to notice that they do not
all relate to the same person; ‘“Herod” being u name
common to several. Those named in scripture may be
traced from the following pedigree. See HISTORY oF THE
Jews following :—

I.
Herod the Great,

d. Bl 4
Mar'ried
. | 1
Dons. Mariamne Mariamne Malthace, Cleopatia.
granddr. of dr. of Simou, a Samaritan,
Hyrcanus,
| 2 sl 5.
Antipater. "Aristobulus Philip 1. Herod Antipas 1 Philip 11,
m. Berenice. m. Herodias. m, dr, of Aretas, ni. Salome,
m, Herodias, ! d. A.b. 33,
deposed .1, 39. I
Ardwlaus,
| deposed 4,b, 6,
61 7 |
Herod Agrippa 1. Herodias Herod, King of Chalcis,
m. Cypros, m, Herod Philip 1., m, Mariamne,
d. A.D. 44. m. Herod Antipas. dr, of Olympias,
m. Berenice,
d. A1, 48,
8 | 9 ‘ 10|
Agrippa I1. Berenice Drusilla,
d. a.p. 100, m, Herod, K. of Chalcis, m. Aziz, King of Emesa,
m. Polemo, K. of Cilicia, m. Felix,

No. 1 is mentioned as Herod the king in Matt. ii. 1-22;
Luke i. 5. No. 2 is called Philip in Matt. xiv. 3; Mark
vi. 17 ; Luke iii..19. No. 3 is called Herod the Tetrarch
in Matt. xiv. 1~6; Luke iii. 1-19; ix. 7; Acts xiii. 1; the
king, Matt. xiv. 9; King Herod, Mark vi. 14-22; Herod,
Luke xxiil. 7-135. No. 4, Archelaus in Matt. ii. =22.
No. 5, Philip, tetrarch of Itursea and Trachonitis, Luke iii. 1.
No. 8, Herod the King, Acts xii. 1-21. No. 7, Herodias,

Matt, xiv. 3-6; Mark vi. 17-22; Luke iii. 19. No. 8,
King Agrippa, Acts xxv. 13; xxvi. 1-32. No. 9,
Berenice, Acts xxv. 13; xxvi. 3o. No. 10, Drusilla, Acts

XXiv. 24.



HISTORY OF THE JEWS

FROM THE

BIRTH OF CHRIST TO THE DESTRUCTION
OF JERUSALEM ;

With the Scripture References thereto.

ARCHELAUS.

E have already seen that Herod the Great altered his
will just before his death. In that alteration he
appointed his son Archelaus to succeed him ; and

he gave Galilee and Perza to Antipas, as tetrarch. The
will had, however, to be submitted to Rome for ratification.

Herod’s sons gave him a grand funeral, and then
Archelaus made a solemn attendance at the temple. At
the feast of the Passover a cry was made by the people for
vengeance, because of those put to death for pulling down
the golden eagle. The feast was broken off, and Archelaus
sent his soldiers to quell the tumult, and 3000 were slain
before peace could be restored. Archelaus with the other
sons of Herod, and Salome the sister of Herod, hurried off
to Rome to plead their claims.

Sabinus, the procurator* of Syria, hastened to Jerusalem
to seize the treasures left by Herod. At the feast of
Pentecost, when many attended from surrounding districts,
revenge was sought for the deaths at the Passover. The
zealots encamped round the temple and besieged Sabinus
and his soldiers. The Romans broke through, burned the
cloisters of the outer court with its defenders, broke into the
temple, and stole the treasures. The Jews were furious,
and still besieged Sabinus. Varus, the prefectt of Syria,

* An officer who collected the tribute.
+ A prefect was governor of a province.
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came to his relief. The zealots laid down their arms at his
approach. Two thousand of the leaders were crucified, and
others sent to Rome for trial.

While the sons of Herod were pleading at Rome, a depu-
tation of 500 Jews arrived there, praying for the suppression
of royalty and the restoration of their privileges. They
stated that 8ocoo Jews at Rome supported their claim.

The country was in a terrible state. Two thousand of
Herod’s troops had been disbanded, and were roaming
about for plunder, and the Romans afforded but little
protection to the peaceable inhabitants. One here and
another there assumed the crown, and calling men around
them plundered far and near.

Augustus confirmed the will of Herod in the main.
Archelaus had Judea, Idumea, and Samaria as Ethnarch ;*
and he was to have the title of “king ” if he ruled well. He
retained the cities of Jerusalem, Sebaste, Ceesarea, and
Joppa ; but Gaza, Gadara, and Hippo were made Roman
towns under the prefect of Syria. Archelaus was to pay a
revenue of Goo talents.

Salome received Jamnia, Azotus, Phasaélis, and a palace
in Ascalon. Herod Antipas had Galilee and Peraza as
tetrarch; and Philip bad Auranitis, Trachonitis, and
Batanea.

In Matthew ii. 22 we find Joseph, on returning from
Egypt with our Lord, having heard that Archelaus reigned
in the room of his father, was afraid to go into bis
dominions, and was directed to go ‘“‘into the parts of
Galilee,” which, as we have said, was under the rule of
Herod Antipas.

Archelaus tried to please the people by making Elearar
high priest instead of his brother Joazar, who had been
made priest when the eagle had been pulled down ; but the
more zealous Jews could not be reconciled to Archelaus,
because he had married his brother’s widow, and had
divorced his wife in order to do so. His tyranny at length
led his subjects to appeal to Augustus. He was summoned
to Rome, and then banished to Vienne in Gaul (a.p. 6).

* An ‘ethnarch’ is described as prince of a nation: a 'tetrarch’
governor of a district, or the fourth of a kingdom, as the word
implies.
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None of the other sons of Herod were appointed to succeed
Archelaus, Judea was now made a Roman province, which
completely altered its civil state. Quirinus was prefect
of Syria,* and Coponius had the government of Judza.

Quirinus had the unpopular task of again taking a censust
of the people and of their property for taxation ; incorrectly
called a “taxation” in the Authorised Version of Luke ii. 2
and Acts v. 37. The wisdom of Joazar, now again high
priest for a short time, led him to do what he could to
induce the people to conform.

One named Judas raised the cry that no one was their
master but God, and many joined him, some out of zeal
for their religion, and others for the sake of opposition. He
was slain, and his followers dispersed; but it seemed to
have sown seeds that afterwards bore much fruit, destructive
of peace and integrity. Apparently this Judas is the one
named in Acts v. 37.

It was during the government of Coponius (s.p. 8) that
our Lord was found in the temple with the doctors.

It is recorded that the Samaritans had permission to
come and worship in the temple; but that by night they
defiled the temple with dead men’s bones, and because
of this they were afterwards excluded.

Coponius was succeeded by Ambivius, and Annius Rufus
followed. When Tiberius became emperor (a.D. 14) he did
not change the governors so frequently, well knowing that
each would extort all he could to enrich himself, and if he
knew that his time was short, he did it with greater exac-
tions.

Valerius Gratus (A.D. 15) was the next governor of Judeea,
and then Pontius Pilate succeeded (a.p. 26). Under Pilate
the country was comparatively peaceful and prosperous.
The Jews at Rome, however, were persecuted. Some of
them had made a proselyte of Fulvia, a noble lady at
Rome, and had obtained large sums from her, ostensibly
for the temple, but they had used the money for themselves.

* He is called by historians '‘ ILegatus,” which also implies in
imperial times the governor of a country.

+ The first was when Joseph went to Bethlehem to be registered,
and our Lord was born. Quirinus i» called Cyrenius in the New
Testament.
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The Jews were banished from Rome. Four thousand were
made soldiers and despatched to Sardinia, where many
perished by the climate. Philo attributes this persecution to
the jealousy of Sejanus, who feared the attachment of the
Jews to the emperor would thwart his plans: after his death,
the emperor issued an order in their favour.

Before Pilate the Roman troops had remained with the
governor at Caesarea, and the prejudices of the Jews had
thus been met by the absence of the Roman standards,
which were regarded by the Jews as idolatrous. Pilate
transferred the winter quarters of the troops to Jerusalem,
and caused the standards to be brought into the city at
night ; there was, however, a great commotion in the morn-
ing when they were seen. A numerous deputation waited
on Pilate at Cwesarea. He treated it as an insult to the
emperor, and had them surrounded with soldiers, in the
hope that they would disperse ; but they fell on the ground,
saying they would rather die than sanction any breaking
of the law, so Pilate withdrew the standards.

Pilate seized a part of the revenue of the temple in order
to provide water for the city by an aqueduct extending
twenty-five miles. This raised a tumult and his workmen
were molested. Pilate had some soldiers dressed as civilians,
with swords concealed, who were to mingle with the people
and to fall upon those who obstructed the work. This was
carried out beyond what Pilate intended and many were
killed.

Scripture speaks of Pilate having mingled the blood
of the Galileans with the sacrifices. (Luke xiii. 1.) This is
not recorded in the histories of the Jews.

Pilate’s government on the whole was peaceful. While
the people were quiet he did not molest them ; but when
there was any appearance of revolt he was severe and
reckless of human life.

That he was pliable and unjust is to be seen in the trial
of the Lord. 'T'o deliver Him to be crucified after having
declared that he found no fault in Him, was an act
unworthy of a Roman governor. We find, too, that being
warned by the dream of his wife, and by the words of the
Lord Himself, he soug/Zt to release Him ; but to be reported
as no friend of Caesar was more to him than belying
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his conscience and violating the laws of justice. Scripture
gives us all we have of the tria. Though the most im-
portant event that could ever happen on this earth, none of
the historians name it; and to the Jewish rulers it was
a relief—they could go on with their religion, holding
a ‘“high” sabbath the very next day, without any fear
of a rebuke from that holy One who sought in His teaching
to reach their conscience and turn them from darkness to
light.

About A.D. 36 a new commotion arose. The Samaritans,
except occasionally molesting Jewish pilgrims to Jerusalem,
had lived in peace in submission to the Romans ; but now
an impostor gave out that certain vessels which had been
buried by Moses were to be found on Mount Gerizim.
There was 2 general excitement, and many in arms met at
Tirabatha at the foot of the mountain. Why they were
armed is not clear. Pilate ordered his troops to surround
the place ; the leaders were slain and the rest dispersed.

The Samaritan senate made complaints to Vitellius, the
prefect of Syria, father of the emperor of that name. He
ordered Pilate to proceed to Rome to answer the charge.
Pilate was recalled and banished to Vienne in Gaul.

Vitellius then visited Jerusalem. He was received with
all due honours, and was present at the Passover. He
remitted the tax on the fruits of the earth. He also
gave.up to the Jews the charge of the robes of the high
priest, which had strangely been held by the Romans, and
only given out to the priests when required. They had
been kept in the time of Hyrcanus in the Baris (afterwards
called Antonia), a castle near the temple, and when the
Romans seized this place and used it as a fortress they re-
tained the garments also.

PHILIP. ANTIPAS.

Thus far as to Jerusalem and Samaria : we must now look
at the other sons of Herod, who we saw reigned elsewhere.
PuiLip had governed his dominions peacefully. He built
Caxsarea Philippi, which is apparently the most northern
part of Palestine visited by the Lord Jesus. (Matt. xvi. 13;
Mark viii. 27.) Philip died a.p. 33 without children, and
his dominions were added to the province of Syria,



PHILIP. ANTIPAS. 57

Herop ANTIPAS vesided at Sepphoris, the capital of
Galilee. His reign was also peaceful, but he disgraced
himself in the matter of Herodias. Antipas had married
the daughter of Aretas, king of Arabia; but divorced
her to marry Herodias, his niece, the wife of Herod Philip
(a son of Herod the Great), and this, too, while Herod
Philip was living! It was for this that John the Baptist
rebuked him, and which led to his death, as related in
scripture, when the daughter of Herodias and Herod Philip
danced before the king.

Aretas took up arms to avenge the insult to his daughter,
and in a battle nearly the whole of Antipas’army was cut off.
Vitellius was appealed to.to punish Aretas. He collected
his troops, but the death of Tiberius stopped his progress.

We shall see the fall of Antipas when Agrippa came into
power.

CaLiGULA was the next emperor, A.D 37. He was the friend
of Agrippa, the son of Aristobulus, the son of Herod the
Great. Agrippa’s course had been precarious. He soon
spent what he had at his mother’s death, and became in
debt, and was so miserable that he contemplated suicide.
He went, however, to Herodias when she had joined
Antipas. Antipas gave him the government of Tiberias
and a yearly allowance: but at a banquet Antipas made
some remarks offensive to Agrippa, and he vacated his
office. Again he was in extreme poverty, and had great
difficulty in borrowing money in order to reach Rome. He
arrived at Anthedon, but was there arrested for a debt
which he had contracted at Rome with the imperial
exchequer. He escaped, and was received by Tiberius at
Caprew, till news arrived of his bebaviour at Anthedon,
when he was discarded. By the aid of Antonia, a friend
of his mother, he was able to pay the imperial debt,
and was again received by Tiberius.

He was recommended to attach himself to the younger
Tiberius, but he chose rather Caius Caligula. When riding
with Caligula in a chariot, he was heard by the driver
to express a desire that Providence would soon remove
Tiberius and make way.for a more worthy successor.
The driver was soon after dismissed for theft; and he to
revenge himself revealed what he had heard. The charge
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was examined and proved. Tiberius in a public circus gave
the order, ‘ Put that man in chains.” Agrippa was arrested
and, though wearing the purple, he was put in chains as
a common malefactor. The day was very hot, and seeing a
slave of Caligula passing with a vessel of water, he begged
for a drink. This was given him and Agrippa promised
him a reward when he should be at liberty, which promise
he kept.

Antonia still befriended this man, and obtained some
mitigation of his privations. Here he remained till one day
a freed-slave ran in and said in Hebrew, “ The lion is dead.”
The centurion inquired the cause of their joy, and being
told that Tiberius was dead, he, foreseeing that Agrippa
would soon be in favour, had his chains removed, and
invited him to supper; but while at table a message
arrived that Tiberius was not dead, and the centurion
bitterly reproached Agrippa, and again the chains were
put on. In the morning, however, the news of the death ot
Tiberius was confirmed, and Caligula entered Rome as his
successor.

AGRIPPA,

AGRIPPA was soon after released, received into favour, and
had the Tetrarchate of Philip given to him, with the title of
king. The emperor also gave him a chain of gold as
heavy as the chain of iron he had worn in prison!

He remained that year at Rome, but the next year he
entered Palestine in royal pomp, and took possession of his
dominions. This excited the greatest jealousy in the wicked
Herodias : that the poor spendthrift should have a higher
title given to him than her husband had obtained filled her
with envy. She gave her husband no rest until he con-
sented to go to Rome and solicit also the title of king.
Herod, described in scripture as “ that fox,” was crafty : he
set out for Rome.

But Agrippa, being informed of this, hastened to send
also to Rome to forestall Herod, and to accuse him of
giving secret information to the Parthians, and also with
storing arms in his palace in case of a revolt. His mes-
sengers made such speed that they arrived at Baix before
Herod, and on Herod making his appeal, he was asked if he
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had laid up a quantity of warlike stores (which of course
might be used against the Romans) ; he, not being able to
deny it, lost his dominions in Palestine and was banished to
Lyons in Gaul.

Herodias, being a relative of Agrippa, was offered any of
the dominions she could claim as her own ; but, shameful
woman though she was, she preferred to accompany her
husband in his degradation than reign without him.

Caligula became a great enemy of the Jews. They
had hitherto under the Romans been permitted to carry
on their religion with but little annoyance or interruption
but now the almost insane emperor insisted that he should
not only be counted by the heathen as a god, as other
emperors had been, but he ordered his statue to be placed
everywhere. Palestine was to be no exception.

Persecution also broke out at Alexandria. In this place
there were many Jews—Philo estimates their number at a
million—and many -Greeks, and these were at all times
liable to come into collision. Flaccus Aquilius was prefect,
and had hitherto preserved order and justice; but on the
death of Tiberius things were changed: he had supported
the young Tiberius, and now, it is supposed, that as he
expected disgrace from Caligula, he let things run riot.
The Greeks were allowed to persecute the Jews, and Flaccus
seemed to encowage it rather than stop it by force. The
Jews had their own_quarters of the city, but had not been
strictly confined to them; now he ordered all to keep
in their own quarters, which on account of their numbers
compelled them to spread about on the sea shore and in the
cemeteries. They were openly robbed, insulted, and put to
death.

As we have seen, Agrippa had been made king, and on
his way to Judza he passed through Alexandria. Appar-
ently he did not seek to be unduly noticed ; but the Roman
attendants in gilded armour could not he hid, and those
who were persecuting the Jews made the greatest ridicule of
a Jew being a king! They set up a poor idiot in imitation,
and treated him as king, to turn the thing into ridicule and
excite contempt.

Flaccus at first rather shut his eyes to the persecution of
the Jews ; but at length he sanctioned the most outrageous
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cruelties. He seized thirty-eight of the most distinguished
of their senate, had them brought to the theatre and
scourged with such severity that many of them died. Some
Jews were arrested and crucified. Others were seized
by the people and burnt. At the theatre it was the custom
to see some Jews scourged, tortured, and then led to
execution, before the usual entertainment began.

As to how far the Jews sought to retaliate on the Greeks
or resist the officers of Flaccus is not shewn by Philo, who
has given us these descriptions. The Jews had drawn up a
memorial, giving to Caligula all the honours they could
agreeable to the law, and Flaccus had promised to forward
it to the emperor, but had kept it back. Agrippa discovered
this, and sent a copy of it to Rome.

. At length a stop was put to the persecution by the arrest
of Flaccus. A centurion arrived in Alexandria. He entered
by night, and quietly sought for Flaccus. He was at a
banquet attended by only a few of his slaves. The place
was surrounded, and he was seized. His property was con-
fiscated and he was banished to Gyara, an inhospitable
island in the Agean Sea, but afterwards to Andros. Philo
says he was filled with remorse for his cruelties to the Jews.
He was soon after put to death by order of the emperor.

Deputations proceeded from Alexandria to Rome both
from the Greeks and the Jews, to give an account of the late
disturbances. The Jews seemed at first to be received with
favour. They had to follow the emperor to Puteoli. One
great object before them was to secure their proseuche®
(which they had in every city) from the defilement of
images. But a graver question at once arose among them,
for suddenly a man rushed in among them in great dismay,
to tell them that the emperor had ordered his statue to be
placed within the temple at Jerusalem !

A plot was also laid to damage the Jews in the eyes of the
emperor by the persuasion of Capito, receiver of tribute,
who feared he might be exposed by the Jews. In Jamnia
some Greeks had raised a pretended altar to Caius, which
the Jews at once threw down, and this was reported at
Rome as sedition.

* Places of prayer, held sacred by the Jews.
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Caligula was not only half mad bimself, but his advisers
were contemptible. He had gone to Puteoli to inspect
some villas, and instead of sitting in state to decide the
petition of the Jews, it was while looking over one ot
the rooms that he gave them their final interview. The
Jews saluted him as Augustus and emperor. * He said,
“You are then those enemies of the gods who alone refuse
to acknowledge my divinity, but worship a deity whose
name you dare not pronounce.” He then uttered the awful
name. The Greeks rejoiced at this, and an accuser said that
the Jews were the only people who refused to sacrifice for
the emperor. The Jews responded that this was untrue—
they had offered sacrifice for the welfare of the emperor.
“Be it so,” said he : “ye have sacrificed fo» me, but not #o
me.” The Jews were dismayed.

The emperor suddenly rose and ran about the house
giving orders for blinds, &c. The Jews had to follow him
from room to room amid the jeers of the attendants.
Suddenly ‘he said, “Why is it that you do not eat pork?”
The whole company burst into laughter. The Jews said
that different nations had different usages : some did not eat
lamb. “They are right,” said the emperor; ¢“it is an
insipid meat.” More seriously he asked them on what they
based their right to citizenship. They began to reply, but
he again rose up and ran about, ordering various things to
be done to the windows. At last the emperor gave them
their dismissal with “ Well, after all they do not seem
so bad; but rather a poor foolish people, who cannot
believe that I am a god.”

Thus were God’s chosen people made a jest of by a
proud and half-witted emperor : surely they were under the
judgment of that God whom they had dishonoured, though
they were still true enough to Him to refuse to own a mere
man as a god, and especially such a man as Caius Caligula.

The question of placing the image of the emperor in the
temple had still to be settled. Petronius was governor
of Syria, and his orders were so clear that there was no
evading them. The image was made. He told the Jews what
his orders were. This was no sooner known than many
thousands assembled, determined to lose their lives rather
than suffer the profanation.
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Petronius hesitated to put to the sword so many of the
people, unarmed as they were. He, with some of his
officers, went to Tiberias. Here again thousands crowded
around him to petition against the image. They had no
thought of war, but, falling on their faces, said they would
be massacted rather than break their law. For forty
days such scenes as these lasted; it was the time for
sowing the seed; but everything was neglected in order
to urge their petitions. A famine was feared, and the
most distinguished of the nation entreated Petronius to
ask the emperor to abandon his purpose. He at length
resolved to do this, though he knew he ran a great
risk of vengeance from such an emperor. The people
were dismissed with this promise, and the danger for a
time was averted. The week had been very hot, and the
customary rains had not fallen; but the next day showers
began to fall. Petronius was struck by the coincidence.

The application of Petronius was received by Caligula
with the greatest exhibition of fury. Philo and Josephus
differ as to the part that Agrippa played on this occasion,
but both attribute the repeal of the edict to the respect the
emperor had for him. Caligula would have vented his rage
on Petronius, and the letter was written to bring him to
punishment ; but before this could take effect the dagger of
Cassius Chazrea had cut off the mad emperor (a.n. 41).
Agrippa was at Rome at the time, and was the only one that
shielded the dead body of the emperor from insult.

Agrippa was respected at Rome, and was useful in the

choice of a new emperor by carrying messages from the
camp to the senate, and in advising the senate not to oppose
the army, and also in rallying the unambitious spirit of
CLAUDIUS, the next emperor, and-then in advising him not to
take vengeance on the senate.
° The emperor rewarded Agrippa by giving him the
dominions of Herod the Great; so he returned to Judza
with great splendour; and hung up in the temple the golden
chain given him by Caligula. He was zealous of the law,
and offered sacrifice daily while in Jerusalem. He aimed at
popularity by remitting the taxes on houses, &c.

The Jews in Alexandria now sought to recover their rights,
and obtained what they petitioned for. Claudius gave free-
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dom for religious worship to the Jews throughout the empire,
but required their tolerance of the religion of others.

To the north of Jerusalem a new suburb was being
formed, called Bezetha. Agrippa proceeded to build a wall
round the same, and then to strengthen the fortifications
generally ; but hearing that this had been reported at Rome,
he thought it prudent to leave the work unfinished.

Agrippa thought to gain favour with the Jews by persecut-
ing the Christians. As scripture says, “ he stretched forth
his hand to vex certain of the church. And he killed James
the brother of John with the sword ; and because he saw it
pleased the Jews, he proceeded further to take Peter also.”
(Acts xil. 1, 2.)

After reigning three years over the whole of Palestine, the
king held a splendid festival at Ceesarea in honour of the
emperor. Scripture tells us that those of Tyre and Sidon
sought to be restored to the king on this occasion. History
says on the second day at early dawn the king entered in a
robe of silver, which glittered in the rays of the sun. This
dazzled the eyes of the audience, and they set up a shout of
“A present God.” Scripture also adds that he made an
oration to the people ; but he did not rebuke the multitude.
It is recorded that at that moment he looked up and saw an
owl perched on a rope. An owl had before been a good
omen to him when in chains at Rome. A fellow prisoner
had then interpreted it as predicting his splendid future ;
but had added, as a warning, that when in the height of his
fortune he saw that bird again he would die within five days!
The sight of this owl pierced his heart, and with a melan-
choly voice he said, ““ Your god will soon suffer the common
lot of humanity.” He was seized with violent internal
pains, and carried to his palace, where he lingered five days
in great agony, and died. The sacred historian explains
that “ the angel of the Lord smote him, because he gave not
God the glory : and he was eaten of worms, and gave up the
ghost.”

At the death of Herod Agrippa, his son being too young
to succeed him, Judwa again hecame a Roman province.
Various governors succeeded until Claudius Felix of the
Acts of the Apostles. (Chaps. xxiii.—xxv.) He had been a
slave, but now reigned as a king, and had three wives of
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royal blood. Instead of clearing the country of banditti, he
made terms with some of the robbers. He was remonstrated
with by Jonathan, the high priest, in a friendly way. At
that time there were some desperate men called sicarzi or
assassins, who strangely advocated and practised murder
when they could do it, as they pretended, for their country
and for God, though it really was for themselves. Felix could
not bear the remonstrances. Some of these assassins were
sent into the temple, and there stabbed Jonathan, and left
him bleeding on the pavement deemed sacred. His murder
was passed over unrevenged.

Made bold by this transaction, they carried on their
murders with impunity. Any of their enemies, or those by
whom they could enrich themselves, fell victims to their
daggers, until no one was safe either in the city or in the
temple.

Besides these, the country was infested by pretenders to
magical powers, who drew numbers together, and urged
that it was wrong to submit to the Romans. An Egyptian
Jew drew after him as many as 30,000 followers. Felix
marched against them, and put many to death, but the
leader escaped.

Acrirpa 11

The Emperor gave to Agrippa II. (son of Agrippa L) the
kingdom of Chalcis (A.D. 50), vacant by the death of his uncle
Herod, and this was afterwards exchanged for Iturea and
Abilene, to which Nero afterwards added certain cities of
Decapolis. Besides these places he had various privileges
in Jud=a, as governing the temple, appointing the
high priest, &c. He is,called King Agrippa in Acts
xxv. 13. He was, as Paul said, “expert in all customs
and 'questions which are among the Jews,” and he it
was who confessed, “Almost thou persuadest me to be a
Christian.”  His relations to Berenice (or Bernice) his sister
and widow of his uncle Herod, were of a doubtful character.
His sister Drusilla was married to Felix. Festus had suc-
ceeded Felix (a.p. 60) as procurator, agreeing with
Acts xxv.

Agrippa IL is said to have appointed Ismael, son of Fabi,
as high priest, which office had been vacant since the death
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of Jonathan; but doubtless some one had acted as high
priest during the interval, though without imperial authority,
and in Acts xxiil. we read of Ananias as high priest. ~He
had been sent in chains to Rome, but had been released at
the instance of Agrippa. It was this Ananias who ordered
Paul to be smitten on the mouth, and of whom Paul said,
“(God will smite thee, thou whited wall.” Paul knew not
that he was the high priest, and it is doubtful whether he
was really such; he is called ex-high priest. Though Paul’s
conduct on this occasion seems strange to us, history
records that on the sicar& gaining possession of the city,
Ananias sought refuge in an aqueduct, but was dragged
forth and killed.

Hitherto the high priests had been more or less men of
integrity, but from this period there were disgraceful conten-
tions over the priesthood, and even the assassins were in
league with some of the priests.

That which led to the break up of the kingdom began
at Ceesarea, though the country was ripe for it everywhere.
It had become a large and populous city, and was chiefly in-
habited by Jewsand Syrian Greeks. These both contended
for pre-eminence. The Roman soldiers took part with the
Greeks. At a riot Felix came to restore order, but was
treated with contempt. He ordered his troops to charge
the crowd. Some were wounded, and others killed.

On the recall of Felix, deputations went to Rome to
plead their cause, and to accuse Felix. Nero was now
emperor. A large bribe from the Greeks to Burrhus, who
had been the preceptor of Nero, secured his influence, and
the Jews were deprived of equal citizenship.

As we have seen, Festus succeeded Felix. He ruled well.
Agrippa added to the palace an apartment, from which he
could see the courts of the temple; but the Jews built up
a wall to intercept his view. Festus and Agrippa ordered it
to be taken down ; but the Jews declared it was now a part
of the temple, and refused. Appeal was made to Rome.
Nero allowed the wall to remain, but kept the high priest
and treasurer as hostages.

Albinus succeeded Festus (a.D, 62), and used his energy
in putting down robbers and the assassins, but was rapacious
in the extreme. ‘T'wo things added to the insecure state of
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society-—Albinus set at liberty all the lesser criminals who
were able to pay for their release; and the completion of
repairs to the temple left a large number of workmen with-
out employ.

Gessius Florus succeeded (A.D. 64), and was an intoler-
able ruler. He allowed the robbers to purchase their
immunity from punishment. He next sought to obtain the
treasures of the temple, but first demanded seventeen talents
in the name of the emperor. This raised a riot. He
entered the city with foot and horse soldiers, and demanded
that the leaders of the riot should be given up. On refusal,
he ordered his soldiers to plunder the upper city. Every
house was entered and pillaged. Many were trodden under
foot in the narrow streets. Others were brought before
Florus, scourged and crucified. Queen Bernice, who was
in Jerusalem at the time, besought Florus to stay the
slaughter, but without effect, and she had indeed to run for
her own life. Florus attempted to reach the Antonia wherc
he would have been near the temple; but the Jews had
broken down the cloisters that formed the communication,
he had therefore to give up the attempt, and withdrew to
Ceesarea.

Agrippa returned from Alexandria and managed to some-
what appease the people, and the cloisters were rebuilt.
The seditious party in the temple, led by young Eleazar, son
of Ananias, refused to receive any gift or sacrifice for any
foreigner, and thus for the Roman emperor, which had been
regularly made since the time of Julius Ceesar. This has
been taken as the first direct break with Rome, and which
led to the destruction of the city. It will be seen that this
was a voluntary act on the part of the leaders of the temple,
and did not proceed from any order from Rome, which they
could not conscientiously obey. It was the revolt of the
Jews against their masters. Older and wiser people pro-
tested, but it was useless. Agrippa sent 3,000 horse to
preserve order.

IDESTRUCTION OF JERUSALEM.

Hostilities soon commenced. The peaceable part of the
people with Agrippa’s troops held the upper city ; the insur-
gents held the temple and the lower city. A small Roman
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force was in the Antonia. The insurgents gained the mas-
tery, took the upper city, and drove the people to seek
refuge wherever they could, even in vaults and sewers ; the
soldiers found refuge in Herod’s palace. The Antonia was
taken, and the garrison slain. The soldiers in the palace
were next attacked ; and though very strong, it was taken,
and all put to the sword. The insurgents thus became
masters of the city and the temple.

Cestius Gallus, prefect of Syria, came with his army to the
relief of the peace party. They entered the suburbs north
of the temple, and passed through the wood market, burning
everything. He encamped at the second wall. He assaulted
the wall again and again, but without success: the Jews
fought with great bravery from the tops of the cloisters. On
the night of the sixth day he withdrew to his camp at Scopus.
The people followed, and for three days fought with such
fury that he was totally defeated. In a pass which the
Romans had to traverse they could not maintain their
ranks, and the Jews, who knew all the paths well, swarmed
around them and killed right and left. The Romans threw
away everything that impeded their movements and fled.
They and their allies lost 5,300 foot and 380 horse. Cestius
escaped with difficulty. His catapults and battering rams
were taken, and used in the after siege. The Jews collected
great spoil, and returned to Jerusalems with hymns of
triumph. It was November, 66.

Nothing could stay the vengeance of Rome after such a
defeat, or rather the judgment of heaven, as foretold in the
scripture, though Rome was to be the instrument used.

Josephus relates that many warnings of coming judg-
ments were given, and speaks of the testimony of eye-
witnesses to some of the events. A comet in the form of a
sword seemed to hang over the city for a whole year. A
supernatural light also shone about the altar and the temple
at the feast of unleavened bread. The inner gate of the
temple, of such immense weight as to require twenty men
to move it, flew open of -itself, though it was also bolted.
On another occasion, before sunset, chariots and armed
squadrons were seen in the heavens. On the Pentecost,
when the priests entered by night, they heard a noise, and a
<ry, as of a host, saying, *“ Let us depart hence !”
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A countryman named Jesus traversed the streets of Jeru-
salem, crying with a loud voice: “ A voice from the east!
a voice from the west! a voice from the four winds ! a voice
against Jerusalem and against the temple! a voice against
the bridegrooms and the brides! a voice against the whole
people !”  He was seized and beaten, but he did not com-
plain. He went on his way as before : [Woe, woe to_ferusa-
lem! For four years this man continued his cries in every
quarter of the city, varying the latter cry with: Hoe, woe fo
the city, and to the people /' During the siege, he suddenly
exclaimed : Woe fo myself/ a stone struck him and he fell
dead.

Nero committed the war to the able general, P. Flavius
Vespasian, and he sent his son Titus before him. In the
meantime all was energy in Jerusalem, under Ananias, high
priest, to rebuild the walls, fortify the place, and provide
munitions of war.

The north country was first subdued. At the siege of
(rischala in Galilee, a crafty leader named John escaped in
the night with others to Jerusalem, there to take a prominent
position.  Gischala surrendered.

Another leader against the zealots, and also against the
Romans, was Joseph, better known as FLAVIUS JOSEPHUS,
the noted historian. He skilfully defended Jotapata, where
Vespasian was wounded, gained the Roman’s esteem, and
by a pretended prophecy that Vespasian would be the next
emperor, was well treated by him. He became afterwards a
mediator between the Romans and the Jews, but without
success. Eventually he obtained a pension, with a grant of
land in Judeea, and the Roman franchise.

The Samaritans, no doubt suffering from former governors,
made common cause with the Jews. They were besieged on
Mount Gerizim, but were compelled by thirst to surrender ;
all were slain. And by degrees the whole country was
conquered ready for the final siege of Jerusalem.

When Vespasian was at length ready to attack Jerusalem
he received intelligence of Nero’s death. A civil war suc-
ceeded in Italy, and Vespasian waited to see the issue of it.
On July 1st, 69, the army declared Vespasian emperor, and
his generals at Rome secured his succession by the death of
Vitellius. Titus was left to subdue Jerusalem.
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Two and a half years had elapsed since John of Gischala
had taken refuge in Jerusalem before the siege began.
During that time the country generally had been subdued,
and Jerusalem had continued in the greatest disorder.
Party spirit ran so high that the place was full of outrages
and bloodshed.

When Titus appeared before the walls, those called
Zealots were divided. John of Gischala with Eleazar held
the temple and the Antonia with 8,400 men. Simon Bar-
Gioras held part of the upper city, and part ot the lower city
with 10,000 men and 5,000 Idumeans. Besides these,
who had to some extent been trained in warfare and
recklessness, there was a multitude of inhabitants, increased
by pilgrims and refugees from other towns. Tacitus puts
the number as 600,000 ; and Josephus, still higher.

The north part was the first attacked, and ina short time a
breach was made in the wall, though it was stoutly defended
by Simon and his men. This allowed Titus to approach
the second wall, and the tower of Antonia. In five days a
breach was made in this wall, but as the lanes were narrow
and tortuous, the Jews, who knew every turn, made a most
determined resistance, and Titus lost many of his men.
But Simon was obliged to retreat.

Attacks were now made against the Antonia and the town.
Banks had been erected from which to attack the tower, and
all was ready with engines placed on the banks to com-
mence the battering of the walls. But John had under-
mined the place where the banks had been erected, and
supported the roofs with timber. He then set the wood on
fire, and down came the banks and engines of the Romans
in a heap. Simon also had more successfully repelled the
Romans at the wall by the use of the catapults he had ; and
when the Romans were ready with their rams he madz a
sortie and set them on fire.

Titus saw that the place was not to he taken easily, and
held a council of war. The south and west of the city were
unguarded, and this enabled provisions to be brought in, and
allowed the people to escape. Josephus says 500 a day left the
place.” Titus resolved to build a wall round the entire city.
Its length was about five miles, and it had 13 guard-houses.
The whole army worked at it, and completed it in three days !
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The siege was now concentrated on the Antonia. New
banks were erected; the wood for which had to be fetched
eleven miles. A breach was soon made in the outer wall,
but only to find that John had erected another one inside it.
But that was taken, and then in the passages and cloisters
that led to the temple many a close encounter took place.

The Romans gradually gaired ground, and on July 15th
a soldier wantonly fired the temple itself, contrary to the
wishes and orders of Titus. Efforts were made to stop the
fire, but it was useless—the temple was consumed, except
its solid masonry. John, and the remnant of his party still
alive, fled by a bridge to the upper city.

An appeal was now made to the leaders, both by Josephus
and by Titus; but the offers were rejected, and nothing re-
mained but to destroy the whole place. Titus was desirous
of coming to terms, and saving the rest of the city, which
was the old part; but, as we know, God had foretold its
doom, nothing could save it.

The misery inside was at its height. The place was over-
crowded, and famine became extreme. The Zealots would
enter the houses and seize every particle of food they could
find. Ifanyone spoke of surrender he was put to the sword.
Some stole ovt of the gates to pick up any roots they could
find outside. Some of these were seized and crucified, or
driven back to starve within the walls.

The city was taken, and Simon and John escaped, but
were stopped by the wall which surrounded the place.
They took refuge in the caves or sewers. John surrendered,
and Simon was taken, and they both formed a part of the
triumph of Titus at Rome.

The city and temple were demolished, except the west
wall of the upper city, and Herod’s towers on the north-west.
Josephus says, *the whole was so thoroughly levelled and
dug up that no one visiting it would believe that it had ever
been inhabited.”

In taking the city enormous numbers were slain. The
feeble and aged were killed ; children under seventeen were
sold as slaves; of the rest some were sent to work in the
mines, others to the provincial amphitheatres to fight for
their lives or to be devoured by wild beasts, and others were
reserved for the triumph of the conqueror.
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The well-known arch of Titus at Rome depicts a part of
the procession, shewing the golden candlestick, table of
shewbread, and silver trumpets, taken from the temple,
forming a striking tableau of the judgment of GGod against the
guilty city, and against that temple which should ever have
been an undefiled place of prayer and worship of Jehovah.

i } D
.mvm,

PART OF THE ARCH OF TITUS.

WALHMSLEY &0,

It will be remembered that our Lord when he foretold
the destruction of Jerusalem, told His disciples that when
they saw the city encompassed with armies they were to flee
to the mountains, and that none outside were to enter in.
(Luke xxi. 21.) In accordance with this, history records
that the Christians departed in a body to Pella, a village of
Decapolis, beyond Jordan, where they remained until per-
mitted to return to ferusalem by Hadrian.
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THE AFTER HISTORY OF JERUSALEM.

A short account of Jerusalem after its destruction by
Titus may be of interest, seeing, as we do from scripture,
that the city and temple are yet to be re-built, inhabited by
God’s ancient people, and brought into blessing.*

For fifty years after its demolition by Titus nothing is
heard of it. In the time of Hadrian (A.D. 117-1338) it again
came to be the centre of a revolt by the Jews. As the site
of the city was naturally one of great strength, Hadrian
thought of re-building the city, and making a fortress of it to
prevent the Jews again using it as a rallying point in their
insurrections ; but it would appear that the Jews had already
partially rebuilt it. They were ready for revolt; and
now a wide-spread conspiracy was formed. Bar-Cocheba,
“the son of the star,” who was said to be the star that was
to arise out of Jacob, was crowned king at Bether by the
Jews, and was regarded by the common people as their
Messiak. Multitudes flocked around him, and they became
masters cf Jerusalem, and attempted to re-build the temple.
Hadrian, finding his troops could not put down the revolt,
sent for Julius Severus from Britain, to carry on the war,
which lasted two years before Jerusalem was taken, and
then only after a fierce struggle. Bar-Cocheba was killed.

Bether still remained, and being strongly fortified, the
Jews repulsed the Romans again and again, but were
obliged to surrender by famine and pestilence. More than
half a million Jews are said to have perished here and else-
where, and considerably more than this in the war altogether.
The loss of the Romans also had been immense, so
numerous and furious had been the Jews.

Bar-Cocheba was rich enough, and so far established as
to have coined some money with the inscription,  Jerusalem
the holy ” or “To the freedom of Jerusalem,” but God’s set
time to favour Zion had not come: all must fail till then,
and this false Christ was cut off.

Hadrian rebuilt the city as a Roman colony and called it
(A.D. 136) Alia Capitolina, and a temple to the Capitoline

* Isaah Ixii. 6, 7; Ezekiel xlviii: 35.
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Jupiter was erected on the site of the temple of God.
Christians and pagans only were allowed in Jerusalem.
Jews were forbidden to enter it on pain of death, and this
law remained long in force.

In the fourth century Jews were permitted to visit the
neighbourhood, and afterwards were allowed to enter the
city once a year and weep over its desolation and its
desecration. Jerome speaks of the wretched crowds in
tattered garments weeping by the west wall of the temple,
and paying the soldiers to permit them to prolong their
visit.

It retained the name of .¥lia until after Constantine built
the ‘ Martyrion” on the supposed site of the crucifixion.
He destroyed a temple to Astarte, the Phcenician Venus,
and built an oratory on the spot.

In a.p. 326 the Empress Helena, mother of Constantine,
visited the city, and various churches were built.

In a.p. 362 the Jews made an attempt to rebuild the
temple at Jerusalem, with the support of the apostate em-
peror Julian, whose object seems to have been to disparage
Christianity, and to refute the scriptures that speak of it as
superseding Judaism. The work was commenced with great
zeal, the women even carried away the rubbish in their
aprons. Some foundations were laid ; but a severe whirl-
wind and earthquake shattered them, and fire burst from
the ground and burnt all day. The terrified workmen ran
to a church close by, but the doors slammed to of their own
accord, and numbers were consumed by the fire. Some
took shelter in a portico, but this fell down in the night and
crushed them. "This account is not given simply by enemies
of the Jews, but a noble Roman also relates it, and attributes
it to supernatural agency. If all this is true, it shews that
God’'s set time had certainly not come to rebuild the
temple.

In A.D. 437 the walls were rebuilt by the empress Eudoxia.
There were constant heart-burnings and collisions between
the Jews and the Christians. -The Jews delighted to buy
christian slaves, and refuse their redemption except at a
very high price.

614. The city was taken and pillaged by the Persians
under Chosroés 11.
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628. Ivis re-taken by Heraclius.
637. The city is surrendered to Khalif Omar.
1077. Capture and sack of the city by the Kharismians.
1ogh. Captured for the Khalif of Egypt.
1099. Taken by the Crusaders.
1187. Re-taken by Saladin.
1229. Ceded to the Christians in the treaty with the
Emperor Frederick II.
r243. Captured by the Kharismian hordes.
1277. Nominally annexed to the Kingdom of Sicily.
1517. Passed under the sway of the Ottoman Sultan.
1542. The present walls built by Solyman. Continues,
with Palestine, a part of the Ottoman Empire.

Alas, how often has the city suffered since our Lord said,
“O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets,
and stonest them that are sent unto thee, how often would
I have gathered thy children together, even as a hen
gathereth her chickens under her wings, and ye would not !
Behold, your house is left unto you desolate.” (Matt. xxiii.
37, 38)  We also read that “ Jerusalem shall be trodden
down of the Gentiles, until the times of the Gentiles be
fulfilled,” (Luke xxi. 24 As to when this may be, our
lord said to His apostles: “1It is not for you to
know the times or the seasons, which the Father hath
put in his own power” (Acts 1. 7.) The Christian
has a different hope—apart from all times and circum-
stances-—to wait for his Lord from heaven, who said,
“Surely I come quickly.” May the heart’s reply be,
“Amen. Even so, come, Lord Jesus.”




MIRACLES.

FTMHE miracles of the Tord and of His followers have been
much debated. What is a miracle? Is a miracle
possible ? Can the laws of nature be violated? For

what purpose were miracles wrought? Are all miracles of

the same nature, whetber wrought by the priests of Egypt,
by the Tord when on earth, or by Antichrist by-and-by?

These are a few of the questions that have been warmly

discussed.

Those who believe in the inspiration of the scriptures arc
happily never troubled with another and further question
with which some are occupied, namely, Are the miracles
duly authenticated ?

It is scarcely possible for them to have been Dbetter
authenticated than they are.  As another has said, they
hear these three infallible proofs : -

1. The miracles were such that they could be appre-
ciated by the natural senses of mankind, seeing, hearing, &c.

2. They were accomplished in the open day before
many witnesses.

3--.Records. of them were published in the lifetime of
those who witnessed them.

As to the first point, the water that was turned into wine
was fasted, and declared to be the best wine ; those who
had been dead, or blind, or lame, were seenz walking about
alive or healed ; those that had been dumb were Aeard to
speak ; and those that had been sick or diseased, fe/¢ that
they had been cured. There was no mysticism surrounding
the cases to make it at all questionable as to whether the
cures had been »ea/. As to death, in one instance the
corpse was on its way to be buried, and was met, as we say,
incidentally ; in another, the body had been long enough in
the grave to be thought to be stinking. As to those
possessed by demons, one who could not be bound by
chains was seen sitting in his right mind. As to sickness,
one had had an issue twelve years, and had spent all her
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money on physicians ; another had waited at the pool for
the troubling of the waters who had been afflicted thirty-
cight years. Iour of the cures were effected upon those
who had been afflicted from birth : one had been deaf and
dumb, one blind, and two lame. There caznot therefore be
any question but that the death, the afflictions, and the
sicknesses were all 7ea/.  In proofof this the second point is
valuabiza.

2. The miracles were done before many witnesses.
And what adds greatly to this proof 1s, that many of these
wiaesses were the Lord’s enemies, who would have been
0aly too glad to have been able to den) the reality of what
was w rought It is recorded that His enemies laboured to
catch Him in the words He uttered, and we may be quite
sure that they sifted well the evidence of the miracles
wrought as to whether they were real, as we know they did in
the case recorded of the man blind from his birth in John ix.
At the raising of Lazarus they \varc : compe lled to admit that
‘“this man doeth many miracl (John xt. 47), and on
another occasion they admitted tlmt a notable miracle had
been done, and added, © We cannot deny it.” (Acts iv. 16.)

3. The gospels were written during the lifetime of
those who had witnessed the miracles.  Such a thing would
never have been done if they had not been real, and the
record had not been true: for there were multitudes living
who could have proved the deception had there been any,
and many of whom would have heen only too glad to have
been able to prove them false.

We thus see that respecting the miracles they were such
that any one could judge of their reality : that they were done
before many witnesses ; and that the record of them was
made known while the witnesses were alive.  They were
therefore indisputably real and are truly recorded.

Let us procecd to some further questions.  What is a
miracle? May we not say that it is something which no
mere man can, of his own power, accomplish? Something
brought about without ordinary means, and which ordinary
means never have accomplished? It may not have been
always by the power of God that miracies have been
accomplished, 1f we view the doings of the wise men and
sorcerers of Egypt as miracles (Ex. vii, viil.); they were by
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the power of Satan.  And it 1s revealed that the Antichrist
will, by-and-by, be able to work miracles also, but we know
that they also will be accomplished by the agency of Satan.
In all and every case it is not by merely human power
that a miracle can be wrought : it must be by the agency of
some superior power.

If it is admitted that some miracles have been wrought by
Satan, and that others will yet be wrought by him, then
the question naturally arises, What was intended to be
taught by the miracles of the Lord? And in what respect
do His miracles differ from thosc of Satan? Did not the
sorcerers of Egypt do some of the same things that Moses
did ?

It is quite clear from scripture that Satan can work no
miracle except by permission of God. This is seen in the
case of Job, though no actual miracle was wrought then;
Satan could only touch the surroundings of Job, and after-
wards the person of Job, just as far as it pleased God to
allow him.

In the case of Pharaoh, we are distinctly teld that God
hardened his heart - He did not make him wicked—-and 1t
was doubtless for this purpose that Satan was allowed to
enable the sorcerers to imitate some of the miracles wrought
by God in the person of Moses. But even in this God did
not leave Himself without a witness.  On the rods becom-
ing serpents, Aaron’s rod swallowed up the rods of the
magicians; and at the fourth plague their imitation was
stopped, and they had to contess to Pharaoh, ~“This is the
finger of God.”

It is also clear that when the Antichrist will be able to
\vork miracles it will be b} permission of God, though

~after the working of Satan ;™ for God tells us that He will
send to "tposmte Christendom strong delusion that they
should believe a lie.  They had had the truth preserted,
)Ut thu bL lt’th it not ; therefore Satan and Antichrist will
be allowed to ‘deceive them. The Jews, who received not
the Tord Jesus. though He had come to them in the name
of His Father in whom they professed to believe, will also
receive the same deceiver, who will come in his own name.
{(John v. 43.}

[t must be noted that the Lord constantly appealed to
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His zeords as well as to His sworks. So in the case of
Pharaoh, Moses did nothing in his own name ; the demand
that the people should be let go was in the name of the
Lord God of Israel. Pharaoh also had his zwords, saying,
“ Who 1s the lLord, that I should obey his voice to let /szae/
go? 1 know not the Lord, neither will T let Israel go.”
(Ex. v. 2.) 'This was in harmony with the works of his
magicians ; s0 that no stranger could be at any loss to
know which were the works of God, and which were not.

So will it be with the Antichrist: hewill also have his words -
he will deny both the Father and the Son (1 John ii. 22),
and that Jesus Christ came in the flesh (2 John 7). His.
zworks will correspond : he will exalt himself above all that
is called God, or that is worshipped; so that he as God
will sit in the temple of God and shew himself that he is
God.  And by means of Satan’s power, he will deceive by
signs and lying wonders.

So with the Lord, His works and His words agreed. He
constantly spoke of God, yea, He spoke the words of God,
what the Iather had taught Him ; and the words that He
spoke were with power: they were spirit and life.  So that
the people had to confess, © Never man spake like this
man,” and Peter said, “Thou hast the words of eternal
life.”  With all this His works agreed. He went about
dotng good, and undoing the work of Satan. He “was
manifested that he might destroy the works of the devil.”
(1 Johniii. 8.) Besides delivering sou/s from the power of
satan He delivered men’s bodies.  ‘The woman released by
Christ had been bound 4y Sazan eighteen years: and in many
cases demons were cast out from the persons possessed.

Tt is the utmost folly to pretend that these were merely
cases of lunacy. Matthew iv. 2., gives a list of cases, and it
will be seen that lunatics are put as distinct from those
possessed by demons.  Besides the demons recognised our
Lord, and spoke to Him respecting the torments that they
knew were in store for them ; but One stronger than their
master was there, and they were cast out.  The Lord Jesus
was that strong One, yea, He was God manifest in the flesh.
His words and His works proved that He was God.

Let us next iquire what words are used In scripture to
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represent miracles.  No one word would, in itself, convey
the meaning we have endeavoured to give to what is a
miracle. We therefore find that (God has been_ pleased to
use in_the main 7Aree words.

I. “WonNbERs,” 7épav.  The people wondered, were
amazed at what they saw, and hence what was done was
called “a wonder.” It must at least imply that the work
wrought was not an ordinary occurrence, though it does not
neggssqrily imply a miracle. But the word never stands
_it is constantly associated with the word “sign” ; the
church prayed that signs and wonders might be done by the
name of the holy servant Jesus. (Acts iv. 30.) In Acts il
19 itisin connection with heaven, “wonders in heaven ;7 and
in 2 Thessalonians il. g it is “Iying wonders.” The word is
always translated “ wonders.”

11, S1eNs, egaeor. A sign must be a signh of something.
When our Lord was on earth the Jews asked for a sign from
Him—*a sign from heaven,” they said. They constantly
saw the signs that He did : hut these dil not satisfy them,
but we read that they were tempting Him. The works that
He did were signs that God was there. * Since the world
began was it not heard that any man opened the eyes of one
that was born blind.” (John ix. 32.) There was One there
with a power greater than that of the strong man (Satan);
and whose power could that be but God’s? Whether exercised
by the Lord Himself or by His disciples, the works accom-
plished were sigzzs of the finger of God. It may be noted
that this Greek word in Matthew, Mark, and T.uke is always
translated *sign 7 except Fuke xxiit 8, where it is ““ miracle.”
It is always translated “miracle ” in John, except chapters
. 185 iv. 48 vi. 30; xx. 30, where it is “signs.” In the
Acts it is *“signs,” except chapters iv. 16, 22 vi. 8 viil. 6,

xv. 12. In 2 Thessalonians iii. 17 it is “token.” In
Revelation xii. 1, 3: xiii. 13 1t is “wonder ™ : in chapters
Nill. T4 XVI 145 xix. 20, 1t is “miracles.” In all other
places it 1s “signs.” Tt would have been better had it been
always so translated.

III. Powrkrs, &dwewre.  ‘T'his is sometimes translated
“miracles,”* but at other times “ mighty works,” * powers,”

- Tt is translated “ miracles " in Mark ix. 30; Acts ii, 22 viii. 13;
sin, 11 1 Cor XL 1o, 28, 29, Gal i, 5 Heb. i, 4
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&c., shewing that such works cannot be accomplished by
ordinary means or by mere man. OQur Lord claimed to do
works which “none other man did.” (John xv. 24.)

These three words are used by God to point out what are
called “miracles.” They were “ wonders,” and thus arrested
the attention of the spectators as being something above the
ordinary course of events. They were “signs’ that God
had visited His people in the person of the l.ord Jesus
Christ.  They were “powers” or mighty works that pro-
claimed them to be supernatural.

In three places the three words are associated together.,
In Acts ii. 22, where Peter declares that the miracles,
wonders, and signs were what God did by Jesus of Nazareth ;
and this his hearers knew.  In 2 Corinthians xii. 12, where
Paul reminds the Corinthians that the signs of an apostle
had been found in him, in signs, and wonders, and mighty
deeds.  In 2 Thessalonians i y, where it is foretold that
the man of sin will come after the working of Satan with all
power, and signs, and lying wonders, deceiving those who,
as we have seen, will not now believe the truth.

The miracles wrought by Christ are often referred to as
his * works.” (See Matt. xi. 2@ John v. 361 vil. 21 x. 32,
38, &c ) His works which He did in His Iather’'s name
bore witness of Him (John x. 23) thar He came from God.
Therefore it will be more tolerable in the day of judgment
for Sodom and Gomorrahr than for those places where He
did His works, and they repented not.

We see therefore that the working of miracles was a test
to the people. It must have been so when we regard them
as the works of God.  We read that “many of the people
believed on him, and said, When Christ comceth  will
he do more miracles than these which this man hath done 2
(John vii. 31,3 But when the Pharisces heard this saying,
they, with the chief priests, sent officers to scize him.  For
all such the same miracles will be to their condemnation.
They acknowledged that miracles were being wrought by
Christ and by His apostles : but they rejected both the
word preached, and the works srought.  Indeed a special
condemnation is connected with the miracles.  They said
our Lord cast out demons by Beelzebuby the prince of
demons, which amounted to blasphemy against the Holy
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Spirit—for it was by the Spirit that the Tord cast out the
demons - and such blasphemy should not be forgiven in the
present age or the age to come.

A favourite modern objection to miracles is that the laws
of nature are irrevocable, and nothing contrary to those laws
could possibly have taken place: there must have been
some deception somewhere, though it cannot now he dis-
covered : or there must have been some unknown law of
nature brought into action in each case, and then the thing
would be simply a natural event, and no miracle at all.
Persons unacquainted with the new law would look upon
such things as miracles, but this was all !

All this 1s based upon the fallacy that there are such
things as **laws of nature,” and all who talk thus have one
end in view—to shut out God.  Bring in God as Creator,
and all is changed.  There are what may be called laws 7
nature ; such, for instance, as iron sinking in water. But
who made those laws?  God surely : and if He made those
laws, cannot He alter them, dr suspend them in any parti-
cular case? Surely He can, or He is no longer God. He
did this in the case of the axe-head falling into the water :
“the iron did swim.” (2 Kings vi. 6.) Nothing is simpler
for faith when God is given His true place : but Satan’s
effort ever is to shut out God : and then men are left only
to the wanderings of their own mind and the leadings of
Satan.

The miracles of the lord and of His apostles were
almost all wrought for man’s relief—delivering him from
the sufferings of the mind and body, as well as healing all
who were immediately oppressed of the devil, and delivering
those who were possessed by demons.  Only a part—and
perhaps a small part—of the miracles which were wrought
are recorded. Thus we read that multitudes brought their
sick and those vexed with unclean spirits, without the cases
being given in detail, and every onc was healed. (Mark
vi. 55, 50 ; Acts v. 16.)

Onc miracle differs in character from these, namely, the
cursing of the figtree. (Matt. xxi. 19, &c.)  There is in this
a pointed allusion to Israel. Qur Lord had spoken unto
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them a parable : a certain man had planted a fig-tree; and
when he came for three years to gather fruit he found none,
and ordered the tree to he cut down. But he was asked
to spare it yet another year, to see if it would bear fruit, and
if not, then it should be cut down. (Luke xiii. 6-9). This
is somewhat different from the lLord cursing the fig-tree,
though both refer to Israel. He came hungry to the fig-
tree, but finding only leaves, cursed it. There stood
that withered tree by the side of the road from Jerusalem to
Bethany, a striking witness of the judgment which awaited
that guilty nation if they persisted in the refusal of their
Messiah, who, though He came seeking fruit, was ready to
become the Sower, to sow the word of God, by which they
might be saved. Alas! it was all in vain. T'he fig-trec
perished : Jerusalem was destroyed, and the people slain or
scattered.  Compare the things that Jeremiah was bid to &
as signs to Isracl. (Chaps. xitl 1-11; xix. 1, 10.)

A further question on the subject of miracles has been
raised, namely, how far the value of the cvidence by
miracles in the time of our Lord is Jessened by the assertion
that miracles have always been and are still wrought in the
church.

In the Gospel by Mark (xvi. 17, 18) we read, “These
signs shall follow them that believe 1 in my name shall they
cast out devils: they shall speak with new tongues; they
shall take up serpents ; and if they drink any deadly thing,
it shall not hurt theni: they shall lay hands on the sick, and
they shall recover.” Tt will be observed that this was said
at the close of our Lord’s sojourn on earth, and that it did
not apply to His apostles, but to those w/he should belicve
when the apostles preached the gospel that was tor cvery
creature.

It is an interesting question as to whether we have any
authenticated records of such miracles being wrought in the
early ages of the church.  We must not forget the tests by
which to judge if the reputed miracles were real.  They
must have been done more or less in public; they must
be such things as any one can judge of i and they must
be recorded while the witnesses are alive.

Justin Martyr said to the Romans, who were persccuting
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the Christians, that the name of Jesus was powerful for the
destruction of the demons. He declared, “ You can learn
this from what is under your own observation. Yor number-
less demoniacs throughout the whole world, and in your
ity many of our christian men exorcising them in the name
of Jesus Christ, who was crucified under Pontius Pilate,
have healed and do heal, rendering helpless and driving the
possessing devils out of the men.”*

Irenzeus says what was done in his day: “ Some do
certainly and truly drive out devils, so that those who have
thus been cleansed from evil spirits freyuently both believe
and join themselves to the church.  Others have foreknow-
ledge of things to come: they see visions, and utter
prophetic expressions.  Others still heal the sick by laying
their hands upon them, and they are made whole.  Yeg,
moreover, as 1 have said, the dead even have been raised up
and remained among us for many years. . . . . As shethe
church] has received freely from God, freely also does
she minister.  Nor does she perform anything by means of
angelic invocations, or by incantations, or by any other
wicked curious art; but by directing her prayers to the
l.ord who made all things, in a pure, sincere, and straight-
forward spirit, and calling upon the name of our Lord Jesus
Christ, she has been accustomed to work wmiracles for the
advantage of mankind, and not to lead them into error.”t

Tertullian also appeals to known facts concerning the
cure of some: as the clerk of one of the advocates,
“who was liable to be thrown upon the ground by an
evil spirit, was set free from his affliction: as was the
relative of another, and the little boy of a third. And
how many men of rank, to say nothing of common people,
have been delivered from devils, and healed of diseases ! 7t

Again he appeals to the cmperor thus: “Place some
assuredly possessed person before your tribunals ; a follower
of Christ shall command that spirit to speak, who shall
as surely confess himself to be a demon as elsewhere he
will falsely call himself a god.™

It will he seen that these things were said while the

* Second Apology, vi 4 To Scapula, 4
I Against Heresies, i1, 32, 4, 5. § Apology, 23,
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persons were living on whom the miracles were wrought,
and while those were living who witnessed them: so that
the events could be fully tested at the time.

Many of the professed miracles said to be wrought in the
church in later times were attended with very different
circumstances. Some were not named till all who could be
called as witnesses were dead ; others were said to have
been done in private when there were no witnesses, and
many were proved to be false by the trickery being dis-
covered by which the effects were wrought, or by the
persons confessing the deception.

There can be no reasonable doubt that God made good
His promise in Mark xvi. 17, 18 (cf. also Acts viil. 7:
xvi. 18 xIx. 12 xxvill, 5, &), though there are no trust-
worthy evidences that there are miracles now in the church.
Satan in the days of the apostles had his counterfuits, as he
certainly has had since (cf. Acts viil. g ; xili. 6-8; XIX. 19),
and will yet be permitted to decelve with real delusions, as
we have said. (Matt. xxiv. 240 2 Thess. 1. g, 10: Rev.
XiL 13, 1.4.)

It will be seen that some of the miracles are recorded in
one gospel only; and that cach of the four gospels has
nmiiracles that are not recorded in the other gospels.  With-
out Jdoubt there is a divine reason for this, and that the
character of each gospel may give the key to the sclection
that has been made by each of the inspired evangelists. A
few miracles are found in Matthew and Mark only; and a
good many in Matthew, Mark, and Luke: only one is found
m all the four gospels.  John xxi. 25 expressly tells us that
Jesus did many things which he, the evangelist, had not
recorded.  Who could possibly have guided John and the
other writers of the books of the Bible in the selection but
He whose book it 1s?  This stamps the whole as 1H1: WorD
or Gop.
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THE PARABLES.

THE word “parable” is from the Greek word ZFarabole,
and this is derived from Paraballe, which signifies *‘to
place beside,” “to place one thing beside another,” as in
making a comparison, and hence a “simile,” “similitude.”
¢ parable,”

A short narrative was related, which had a hidden mean-
ing In its various details. When its interpretation was
understood it was calculated to remain fixed on the memory
more than if only the truths contained in the interpretation
had been given.

The disciples asked the Lord why He spoke to the people
in parables. He replied, “ Because it is given unto yox to
know the mysteries of the kingdom, but to #kem it is not
given ” (Matt. xiii 171), thcugh some of the parables were so
plain and pointed that the chief priests and Pharisees per-
ceived that He spake of them. (Chap. xxi. 45.) The
“ gospel” of the kingdom was for them all, but not the
“ mysteries ” of the kingdom.

It has often been remarked that a parable and its inter-
pretation “do not run on all fours,” by which is meant that
while the general meaning of a parable may be plain, o/ its
details cannot be found to correspond with the interpreta-
tion. In attempting to enforce such correspondence evil
doctrine has sometimes been the result.

None of the parables are found in the Gospel by John,
and he only once uses the term “ Kingdom of God ™ (Chap.
ii. 3.) This is unquestionably in keeping with the cha-
racter of his Gospel; but in chapter x. 6, we read “This
parable spake Jesus,” when He proceeds to refer to Himself
as the Good Shepherd. The word in this passage is not the
same as is translated “ parable” in the other Gospels, and
would be better translated ““allegory.” It will be seen that
the teaching is not in the form of a parable.

The Parables of our I.ord have been classified thus :—
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1. The setting aside of Israel/ in the following
parables :

1. The Two Sons. (Matt. xxi. 28--32.) Our Lord gives
the interpretation. The publicans and the harlots (who
virtually said that they would not go) repented and went;
whereas the chief priests and the elders (who professed to
go and work in God’s vineyard) did not really go.

2. The Wicked Husbandmen. (Matt. xxi. 33-46; Mark
xil. 1~12; Luke xx. 9—19.) The Lord gave the key to this
parable in the words, “ Therefore I say unto you, The king-
dom of God shall be taken from you, and given to a nation
bringing forth the fruits thereof.” The chief priests and
Pharisees perceived that it referred to them.

3. The Barren Fig-tree. (Luke xiii. 6-9.) The Lord
came (to Israel) seeking fruit ; but finding none, ordered
the fig-tree to be destroyed ; permitted it to remain another
year to see if it would yield any fruit, but, alas! we know it
did not, and judgment fell upon the city and people.

YI.  The setting up of the kingdom, and Satan’s oppo-
sition to if.

1. The Sower. (Matt. xiii. 3-9 ; Mark iv. 3--9; Luke viii,
5-8.) Our Lord gives the interpretation of this parable.
He had come seeking fruit, but finding none, He in grace
became a Sower, and He tells us what hinders the seed
bringing forth fruit.

2. The Wheat and the Tare«. (Matt. xiii. 24-30.) Our
Lord also explains this parable. He had sown good seed,
and Satan had sown darnel among the wheat. All was to
be allowed to grow together until the harvest: not grow
together in the church, but in the world, or indeed in
Christendom.

3. The Growth of Seed. (Mark iv. 26-29.) The seed is
completely fitted to produce fruit, and God in an unseen
way brings it to perfection, and ripe fruit is the result.

4. The Grain of Mustard Seed. (Matt. xiii. 31, 32;
Mark iv. 3o-32; Luke xiii. 13, 19.) The seed of the king-
dom appears very small, but it prospers into a kingdom ;
and worldly powers attach themselves to it.

5. The ILeaven. (Matt. xiii. 33; Luke xiii. 20, 21.)
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Leaven in scripture is always a type of evil. The parable
teaches that evil will work until all is leavened.

6. The Hidden Treasure. (Matt. xiii. 44.) Our Lord
bought the field (the world) because of the treasure (His
elect) hidden therein.

7. The Pearl of Great Price. (Matt. xiii. 45, 46.) Similar
to the last. There the field was bought ; here the one pearl
of great price was bought.

8. The Net cast into the Sea. (Matt. xiii. 47-50.) The
gospel net gathers good and bad (those saved and those who
make a profession only); all will be duly sorted at the end
of the age.

9. The Pharisee and the Publican. (Luke xviii. ro~14.)
The Pharisee thanked God for what 4¢ himself was, and in
his self-righteousness despised the publican. The publican
cried for mercy as a guilty sinner, and went to his house
justified.

to. The Two Debtors. (Luke vii. 41-43.) The poor
woman had been forgiven much, and she loved much.

11. The Unjust Judge. (Luke xviii. 1-8.) The Lord
gave the key to this parable to His hearers: “they ought
always to pray, and not to faint.” The answer will come at
the right time, and the earthly elect shall be delivered.

12. The Labourers in the Vineyard. (Matt. xx. 1-16.)
This teaches the sovereignty of God, who asks, “Is it not
lawful for me to do what I will with mine own . . . . the last
shall be first, and the first last : for many are called, but few
chosen.”

I11.  Z%e way of God in bringing into His kingdom.

1. The Lost Sheep. (Matt. xviil. 12, 13; Luke xv. 4-7.)
This shews how the Lord Jesus goes after His lost ones,
and the joy that there is in heaven in the salvation of a
sinner.

2. The Lost Piece of Money. (Luke xv. 8-10.) The
Holy Spirit also searches for the lost ones—lost in the
house--and again there is joy in the presence of the angels
over one repentant sinner.

3. The Prodigal Son. (Luke xv. r1-32.) This shews
the manner of the reception the Father gives to any return-
ing prodigal. ¢ They began to be merry.”
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4. 'The Marriage for the King’s Son. (Matt. xxii. 2-14.)
God makes a marriage-feast in honour of His Son. The
Jews, who were first bidden, would not come ; then others,
and the most outcast, are invited to the feast—the feast of
salvation. But one had not put on the robe provided for
him (Christ) and was cast out.

5. The Great Supper. (Luke xiv. 16-24.) This is
similar to the preceding, but goes out wider. Those bidden
did not ill-treat the messengers, as Israel had done, whose
city was burnt up. Here all the invited guests make
excuses, therefore others are brought in, and some are com-
pelled, that “the house may be filled.” “Where sin
abounded grace did much more abound.”

IV. Responsibilities of those connected with the
kingdom.

1. The Good Samaritan. (Luke x. 30-37.) The l.ord
spoke this parable in answer to a question by a lawyer, who,
wishing to justify himself, said, “ And who is my neighbour?”
The lawyer had to confess that the Samaritan had acted
“the neighbour” to the poor wounded man. "Then our
Lord said, “ Go and do thou likewise.” The act of.the
Samaritan is all the more pointed, because he is the only
oune of the three who might have been thought to have had
a legitimate excuse, because, as “the Jews have no dealings
with the Samaritans,” he might have acted in accordance
therewith.

2. The Foolish Rich Man. (Luke xii. 16-21.) The
explanation of this is given in the few words, “ So is he
that layeth up treasure for himself, and is not rich toward
God.”

3. The Unjust Steward. (lLuke xvi. 1-13.) The teach-
ing of this parable is to sacrifice present advantage for that
which is future. It is the lord of the parable, and not the
Tord Jesus that “ commended” the steward for his wisdom :
but our Lord applies the parable thus. Make to yourselves
friends of the mammon of unrighteousness (worldly posses-
sions) that ye may be received hereafter into everlasting
habitations : similar to the exhortation, *Lay up for your-
selves treasures in heaven;” “ He that giveth to the poor
lendeth to the lord,” &c. Our Tord then exhorts His
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hearers to be (not like the unjust steward, but) faithful in the
unrighteous mammon, which belongs to others, that the true
riches belonging to the Christian may be entrusted to them.
Contrast the rich man in the next parable who had lived for
the present and had not been wise as to the eternal future.

4 The Rich Man and Lazarus. (l.uke xvi. 19-371.)
Nothing is said in this parable about Lazarus being a good
or righteous man, and nothing about the rich man being a
wicked man: nor does Abraham bring any such charge
against him. He simply said, ““Son, remember that thou in
thy lifetime receivedst thy good things, and likewise
Lazarus evil things: but now he is comforted, and thou art
tormented.” The teaching doubtless is that the outward
circumstances of a man /4ere are now no proof that he is a
righteous man.  This was a needful lesson, because in the
Old Testament wealth was promised to the righteous.
“The generation of the upright shall be blessed. Wealth
and riches shall be in his house” (Ps. cxil. 2, 3); the
Psalmist said he had ~ever seen the righteous begging
bread, &c. All this was to be altered. It was difficult for
a rich man to be saved, and many poor were among God’s
chosen ones.

5. The Pounds. (IL.uke xix. 12-27.) This parable was
given because Christ “was nigh to Jerusalem, and because
they thought that the kingdom of God should immediately
appear.” No, He was about to leave them, and to entrust
to each of His servants a pound, with the word, “Occupy
till T come,” or “Trade till I come.” The simple teach-
ing is that the Christian is to use his gifts not for himself,
but for his Lord and Master.

6. The Unmerciful Servant. (Matt. xviil. 23-35.) Peter
had asked how many times he was to forgive an offending
brother, when this parable was spoken. It is elsewhere laid
down that according to what we measure out to others,
such will be measured out to us. (Matr vii. 2.) God’s
grace does not set aside His government among His saints.
There is without doubt in this parable also a description of
the Jews’ hatred of grace to the Gentiles. The Gentiles had
owed them somewhat, alluded to here as a hundred pence,*

* About £3 4s. 7d.
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but what was that in comparison to what the Jews owed to
their God, compared here to ten thousand talents?* A
provisional pardon was preached to them by Peter (Acts iii.
19—26), but this grace they rejected, and their treatment of
Paul shewed that they could not forgive the hundred pence.
Matt. xviil. 34, 35 declares their judgment. (Cf. Matt. v.
25, 26 ; 1 Thess. ii. 15, 16; Isa. xl. 2.)

7. The Ten Virgins. (Matt. xxv. 1-13.) The teaching
of this parable is plain. There is profession without Christ
(lamps without oil), and those with oil in their vessels. All
went to sleep and forgot the hope of the Bridegroom coming,
until the cry went forth that He was near. They awoke,
trimmed their lamps, and the wise went in to the marriage,
but the unwise are refused admittance. The parable closes
with, ““Watch therefore, for ye know neither the day nor the
hour.” This sets forth the responsibility of Christendom in
connection with the Lord’s coming. The long-forgotten
hope has been revived by the midnight cry, and great
activity is the result, both among wise and unwise, and the
Lord is surely at hand. That the virgins symbolize Christians,
and not the faithful remnant, is evident, for these will not
sleep (persecution will prevent that), nor be a mixed com-
pany, nor have a long time to wait for their deliverer.

8. The Talents. (Matt. xxv. 14-30.) This is very
similar to the parable of the Pounds given in Luke. The
Talents immediately follow the parable of the Ten Virgins.
While the Lord tarries we are not to go to sleep, as did
the virgins, but to use the talents our Lord has given us,
and use them for Him.

After our Lord had been relating some of His parables
He said to His disciples, “Have ye understood all these
things? They say unto him, Yea, Lord. Then said he
unto them, Therefore every scribe which is instructed unto
the kingdom of heaven, is like unto a man that is a house-
holder which bringeth forth out of his treasure things new
and old.” (Matt. xiii. 51, 52.)

* £1,937,500.
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JEWISH SECTS

Puarisges.  This term has been supposed to be
demed from the Hebrew word, Parass, which signifies “to
separate.” The Pharisees separated themselves from the
mass of the Jews. Josephus speaks of them as early as the
reign of Jonathan (B.c. 161-144). They separated them-
selves on the plea of superior sanctity of life, devotion to
God, and their study of the law. The Pharisee in his prayer
{Luke xviii.) declared that he was not as other men.

Paul, in his defence before King Agrippa, styles the
Pharisees, “the most straitest sect,” shewing how strict they
were to carry out their rules. Josephus says they declared
that because of their exactness in religion they were
the favourites of heaven. QOur Lord lays bare their true
state before their eyes: they made the outside of the cup and
the platter clean, but their inward part was “full of raven-
ing [plunder] and wickedness.” They paid tithes, it was
true, but passed over righteousness and the love of God.
They loved the chief places; but they were as covered
graves, over which men walked unconsciously (Luke xi. 39—
44), and became defiled : cf. Numbers xix. 16.

The Pharisees included all classes of men—rich and poor ;
they were very numerous, and at times had great influence.
See an instance of this in the time of Alexandra.¥ We see
that. they were well represented in the constitution of the
council before whom Paul was arraigned. (Acts xxiii. 6.)

The peculiar tenets of the Pharisees were these : they held
that God was in some way bound to bless the Jews, and
make them inherit the kingdom, because of the merits of
Abraham, and because of their observance of the law.

They were the great advocates of tradition. It was the
Pharisees and scribes who complained to the Lord of the
disciples nct observing the tradition of the elders; but the
1 ord shewed that by their traditions they transgressed the
commandments of God. (Matt. xv. 1—-9; Mark vii. 3-13.)

* Page 35.
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They believed in the existence of angels and spirits, and in
the resurrection of the dead, though, according to Josephus,
they also held the transmigratior. of souls from one person
to another.*

They regarded the tie of marriage in the loosest way, and
held that a man could divorce his wife for any cause: cf.
Luke xvi. r4~18.

They held that no person but a Jew could be called
a neighbour, and treated all others as enemies.t This will
give great force to the parable of the Good Samaritan, where
a Samaritan was to be accounted neighbcur to the Jew.

Their professed sanctity with fasting and long prayers is
fully borne out by scripture ; but the Lord in a withering
way laid bare their true state of wickedness, as well as their
great hypocrisy. While they held the common people in
contempt they were themselves far worse in God’s sight.

There may have been in the time of our Lord, and before
that, great laxity in keeping thé law, and obeying its
righteousness, that led some to separate themselves, seeking
greater holiness ; to whom many attached themselves with-
out any such desire, until the great mass of the Pharisees
duly merited the severe rebukes of the Lord. Nicodemus,
Gamaliel, and Saul we may fain hope were samples of men
of a different stamp, thougb they all needed the regenerating
power of grace to give them what they desired.

2. THE SADDUCEES. Much less is known of these.
Scripture tells us that they did not believe in the resurrec-
tion, nor in angels nor spirits (Matt. xxii. 23 ; Acts xxiii. 8);
the soul perished with the body : cf. Acts iv. 1, 2.

They held to the strongest view of the power of man’s
will to good or bad, consequently they were severe judges.

They were strict in their regard to the written law ; but
denied everything not literally and plainly taught in the
scripture, such as the resurrection. They refused the
traditions of the elders.

* It has been thought that the disciples even had imbibed this
notion by their asking whether the blind man was born blind because
of ltis own sin or that of his parents. (John ix. 2.)

t Maimonides has this passage: ‘* A Jew sees a Gentile fall into
the sea, let him by no means lift him out ; for it is witten, ‘ Thou

shalt not rise up against the blood of thy neighbour.’ But this is
not thy neighbour.”
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Scripture at times classes the Sadducees with the
Pharisees in the rebukes administered: O generation of
vipers, who hath warned yox to flee from the wrath to
come?’ (Matt. iii. 7.) “‘ A wicked and adulterous generation
seeketh after a sign..... Take heed and beware of the
leaven of the Pharisees and of the Sadducees.”

The Sadducees were not nearly as numerous as the
Pharisees, and had not as much influence as they ; though
some of them held the office of high priest and sat in the
Sanhedrim.

3. THE ScriBEs. These are often spoken of in the New
Testament. They probably took their name from being
qoriters of the law, and from thence came to be teachers of
the law. They, with the Pharisees, are described as sitting
in Moses’ seat (Matt. xxiii. 2), which would imply more than
writing the law: what “they bid” was to be observed ; and
what they “taught” (Chap. vii. 29.) The Lord was
obliged to add that their works were not to be followed.
“Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye
shut up the kingdom of heaven against men: for ye neither
go in yourselves, neither suffer ye them that are entering to
go in.” (Matt. xxiii. 13.) Other woes follow, and then they
were addressed : “Ye serpents, ye generation of vipers ! how
can ye escape the damnation of hell?” (Ver. 33.)

How the scribes taught we do not know, but the people
were astonished at the teaching of the Lord : for He taught
them as one having authority, and not as the scribes: He
had the welfare of their souls at heart. (Matt. vil. 29.)

The Scribes cannot be treated as a separate and distinct
sect, but were rather a selection from the several sects (Acts
xxiii. g), who taught the people, so that a person might be
both scribe and Pharisee, or scribe and Sadducee. Thus
the Pharisee, who was a lawyer in Matthew xxii. 34, 35, is
called a scribe in Mark xii. 28.

4._THE Lawyers. These were teachers of the law;
and though the title may have had a different origin from
that of ‘scribe,” the two names seem to point to the same
office—those who taught the law—though the lawyers may
have studied the minufie of the law, and may have assisted
the Sanhedrim in difficult cases, as some suppose.

The lord denounced the lawyers with dreadful woes, in
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the same way as He had the scribes and Pharisees. (Luke
xi. 45-52.) Alas, alas! to whom could the people turn
when the leading men of the nation and the teachers were
thus corrupt? The blessed One who denounced all these
was happily there to bless them had they but listened to Him.

5. THE EsseNEs. These are not named in the New
Testament, but it is generally believed that they are more
than once alluded to. They were distinct from the Pharisees
and Sadducees, and led more secluded lives and did not
set themselves up to be teachers of the law. They denied
the resurrection of the body, but held with the immortality
of the soul, the existence of angels, and a state of future
rewards and punishments. They were also fatalists.

As far as is known they lived moral lives, but were much
given to asceticism. Some married and lived in the towns ;
but others refrained from marriage and lived in secluded
places. They refused all pleasant food, and lived on the
barest quantity of the simplest provisions. They had sets
of rules, which all were sworn to observe. They professed
to have a sort of knowledge of the angels and to approach
to them by their holy lives.

The principal passage, believed by many to allude to the
Iissenes, is in Colossians ii.,, where ‘voluntary humility,”
“neglecting the body,” “intruding into things not seen,”
being “ vainly puffed up by their fleshly mind,” are thought
to refer to them : while the rules named, “touch not, taste
not, handle not,” strictly applied to theirs.

The folly of expecting any such perfection in the flesh is
exposed by the apostle.

6.. THE HERODIANS. These can hardly be called a
Jewish sect, but were rather political partizans. As their
name implies, they followed the leading of Herod. He
tried to seduce the people into heathen practices and pas-
times ; urged entire submission to the Romans, and the
payment of the tribute.  This the Pharisees strongly
opposed on the supposed ground of Deuteronomy xvii. 13.

How manifest therefore was the hatred to the Lord when
those who were thus so hostile to each other’s principles
could unite in order to tempt our Lord as to the tribute
money. (Matt. xxii. 15-22.) Had He said that the
tribute ought #s# to be paid, the Herodians would have
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accused him of sedition ; and had He said it was right to
pay the tribute the Pharisees would have said it was incon-
sistent with His claim to be Messiah, the Deliverer from the
Gentile yoke. The Lord’s marvellous answer confounded
them both.

There was nothing to prevent persons being both Sad-
ducees and Herodians, and this will account for the “leaven
of Herod” in Mark viil. 15, being apparently called the
“leaven of the Sadducees” in Matthew xvi. 6.

7. TrE GariLzEans. These are named only in Acts v,
37, being the followers of one Judas a Galileean, who declared
that tribute was due to God only, and ought not to be paid
to the Romans. This he did in “the days of the taxing,”
or when a census was taken in A.D. 6, when Archelaus was
banished. Though Judas perished, his followers were dis-
persed and secretly propagated his opinions.

We thus see how needful it was at that time to teach sub-
mission to the powers that be, as God did by Paul in
Romans xiii. 1~7, where the words occur, “pay ye tribute
also.” (See also 1 Peter ii. 13-17.)

8. THE Sicaril.  These are referred to in Acts xxi. 38,
but are there called “ murderers.” They were as assassins
called Sicarii from the weapon which they carried—a dagger
bent like the Roman sica. This they concealed under their
garments until within reach of their victims. Josephus also
mentions the Egyptian, their leader, who pretended to be
a prophet. In his account he gives his followers as 30,000,
which may have been the ultimate number gathered to
him. Acts xxi. 38 names 4,000 as having been “led out
into the wilderness.”

9. THE Zrarors. We read of Simon Zelotes in Luke
vi. 13, Acts'i. 13, Josephus often mentions Zealots in his
history of the Jewish wars, who became very much like the
Sicarii, and were leaders in the defence of Jerusalem at its
destruction. Whether Simon the apostle had formerly
any connection with these is unknown. He is called “ the
Canaanite " in Matthew x. 4 ; but this is said to be Hebrew
for Zealot.

D



THE SYNAGOGUE AND THE
SANHEDRIM.

WTE can easily understand that on the carrying away of

the Jews from Palestine, they would seek for some

place where they could meet together, especially on

the Sabbath day. The word synagogue may be said to be a

Greek word untranslated. It is ovvaywry, from e2v together,

and dvyw to bring. It was the place where the Jews met
together.

On the return from the Captivity, such places were multi-
plied, being built wherever the Jews had a settled abode.
The Jewish writers say that wherever ten Jews were located
a synagogue was to be built. We learn from the New
Testament that synagogues existed not only in Palestine,
for Paul, in his missionary journeys, found in many places
buildings thus designated.

Where the Jews were located only for a time, temporary
buildings were at times erected. Where no synagogue was
built, a quiet, secluded spot was chosen, where the Jews
could assemble. Paul found such a place at Philippi: he
‘“went out of the city by a river side, where prayer was wont
to be made.” (Acts. xvi. 13.)

The explorers of Palestine believe that they have found in
several places, ruins of the Jews’ synagogues. By digging
out the ruins the plans of the buildings were discovered, and
all are declared to be uniform, and different from the plans
of any church, temple, or mosque in Palestine. “Two of
the buildings had inscriptions in Hebrew over their main
entrances : one in connection with a seven-branched can-
dlestick, the other with figures of the paschal lamb.”* Some
of them at least could not have been mere plain buildings, for
the ruins of columns have been found, and the pedestals of
the columns are in their original positions, shewing that there

* « Recovery of Jerusalem,” page 344.
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were rows of columns in the interior. At Tel Hum, which
is supposed to be identified with Capernaum, the ruins shew
the synagogue to have been 74 feet g inches long, by 56 feet
9 inches wide. Each synagogue had three entrances, and
those found in Galilee had them on the south-—it may be
that they might look toward Jerusalem. (Cf. Dan. vi. 10.)

It is not so clear what was done in the synagogues on a
Sabbath day in the time of our Lord. We learn from the
speech of James at the council named in Acts xv. that
in every city Moses had those that preached him, ‘being
read in the synagogues every Sabbath day.” This may
mean that Moses was announced by the reading of the law ;
or, if there was any one there to explain the law, it may
have been expounded as well as read. In the above it says
this was ‘““of old time ;” but this may not date farther back
than the return from captivity.

From Acts xiii. 15 we learn that the prophets as well as
the law were read. Tt is recorded that, at the time of Antio-
chus Epiphanes, the law only was read, and when he forbad
that, the prophets were read instead; but during the
successes of the Maccabees the law was again read as well
as the prophets, as we find was done at Antioch.

We learn also that there, after the reading of the scriptures,
the rulers of the synagogue sent to Paul and those with
him, saying, *“Ye men and brethren, if ye have any word of
exhortation for the people, say on.””  Apparently Paul was
in no conspicuous place (cf. Matt. xxiii. 6), for the rulers
sent to him, and when he began to speak he “beckoned” or
made a sign to the people. The rulers may have had some
tidings of Paul that led them to invite him to speak to the
people.

In Luke iv. 16, we find our Lord resorting to the
synagogue on the Sabbath day, “as his custom was;” and
there He stood up to read. The prophet Isaiah was given
t» Him. He read a portion, rolled up the book, gave it to
the attendant, and sat down. All eyes were fixed on Him,
and He expounded unto them the scripture He had read.
This was at Nazareth, “where he had been brought up,”
where he was known. We do not read that He was invited
by the ruler to speak ; but perhaps handing Him the roll of
Isaiah implied this.
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In Matthew iv. 23 we learn that “ Jesus went about all
Galilee, teaching in their synagogues,” and in John xviii,
when before the high priest, the Lord said, “I ever taught
in the synagogue and in the temple, whither the Jews always
resort.” (Ver. zo0.)

From the above there appears to have been freedom for
Him to address the people after the reading of the law and
the prophets in the synagogues ; in the temple the teaching
may have been in a more private manner by His speaking
to a group of hearers.

We find from Matthew vi. 2 that there were collections or
alms-giving in the synagogues, as we know from other scrip-
tures that there was “a treasury” in the temple, where
money was given.

We also learn from Matthew vi. § that prayers were offered
in the synagogues; but its being done by any one to draw
attention to himself as a devout person is condemned.
Whether there was public prayer, or whether each one
carried on his own devotions, is not clear.

From the Gospel of John we learn that being at liberty to
attend the synagogue was a sign of communion among the
Jews. In chapter ix. 2z we read that ‘“‘the Jews” had
agreed that if any man did confess that Jesus was the Christ
he should be put out of the synagogue. (See also chap. xvi.
2.) This operated with some of the rulers who believed on
Him ; they did not confess Him, lest they should be put out
of the synagogue. (Chap. xii. 42.) The man who had been
born blind, and who confessed Christ, was accordingly
“cast out,” or excommunicated. Happily he was met by
the Lord, who further revealed Himself to him as the Son
of God, which called forth, “l.ord, T believe. And he
worshipped him.” )

Scripture also teaches us that persons were tried in the
synagogues—doubtless by the Sanhedrim, or persons in
authority, and punishments were inflicted therein. Our
Lord said, “In the synagogues ye shall be beaten.” (Mark
xiii. 9.) Paul himself confessed to having beaten in every
synagogue those that believed on the Lord. (Acts xxii. 19.)
Yea, punished them oft in everv synagogue. (Chap. xxvi. 11.)

Coupled with the above, we find that Saul, when perse-
cuting the church, proceeded on his way to Damascus,
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armed with letters to the synagogue, so that these places
became the centres of opposition to Christ for carrying on
the persecution of His people. They thus became solemn
and striking emblems of some who said they were Jews but
were not, but were ‘““‘the synagogue of Satan.” (Rev. ii. 9;
ili. 9.)

It is not clear who exercised authority in the synagogues.
In some places we read of “the ruler,” and in others, “the
chief ruler ” (though the Greek word is the same: Luke xiii.
14; Acts xviii. 8, r7), and in other places it is “rulers”
(Mark. v. 22; Acts xiii. 15); so that there may have been
more than one in some places. In each synagogue there
were no doubt ““elders ” associated with the ruler (Luke vii.
3) in their judicial matters, and in excommunications.

We read of another officer in Luke iv. 20, called “the
minister,” or “attendant,” who handed the rolls to those
who read. Such had the care of the manuscripts.

Of the buildings themselves we know nothing, except
what can be gathered from the ruins, as stated above. Of
more modern synagogues, it has been stated that the wor-
shippers as they entered had their faces towards Jerusalem,
which is the reverse of what has been supposed to have been
discovered in Galilee. At the further end of the building
was the ark or chest, in which was kept the law and other
sacred books; near this was the place of honour. (Matt.
xxiii. 6.) In front of the ark was a lamp with branches,
which was lit only on special occasions. A small lamp was
kept continually alight, and others were brought by the wor-
shippers. More in the centre of the room was a railed
platform on which the reader generally stood up to read, or
sat to teach. The people were in front, the women on one
side, and the men on the other, with a partition between
them ; boxes were placed at the doors for alms; and a
notice board with the names of the * excommunicated.”

In some such a building—varied greatly, no doubt,
both in size and grandeur—some of the Lord’s miracles
were performed, and much of His teaching given. It
was His custom, as we read, to visit the synagogues
especially on the Sabbath-days, where He was sure to
find a congregation, and where, no doubt, the most
devout of the people would always be found.
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At first the Christians had no other meeting-places. At
Jerusalem we know they were continually in the temple.
(Acts ii. 46.) But at Ephesus, when Paul, after spending
three months in “disputing, and persuading the things
concerning the kingdom of God,” and being met by
opposition from those who believed not, he departed from
them, and “ separated the disciples.” Opposition from the
Jews would naturally compel the disciples to meet by them-
selves, and thus become christian assemblies, as we soon
find was the case generally.

THE SANHEDRIM.

This is a body of men often alluded to in the New
Testament by the name of “the Council.”* It is traced by
many to the “seventy men of the elders,” chosen to assist
Moses in judicial matters, named in Numbers xi. 16.

From the New Testament we gather that it was composed
of the chief priests, elders, and scribes. (Mark. xv. 1, &c.)

Matthew v. 21, 22, throws some light upon the judicial
courts among the Jews: “ Whosoever shall kill shall be in
danger of [or, be subject to] the judgment [«piois],” doubt-
less alluding to the Joca/ courts, which, according to Deutero-
nomy xvi. 18, were to be instituted in every city. According
to the Rabbins it consisted of twenty-three members; but
according to Josephus (Ant. tv. 8, 14) of seven men. They
had power to try for murder and put the criminal to death,
according to Matthew v. 271, until that power was taken
away by the Romans,

No doubt these local courts were held in the synagogues ;
the passages we have referred to shew that in the same
place lesser punishments were inflicted.

The Lord, after shewing that zow to be angry with a
brother without a cause subjected a person to the same
judgment, goes on to speak of a graver offence : one calling a
brother ““Raca” should be subject to the Sanhedrim, the
larger council held at Jerusalem. This court also had at
one time power to take life; and their usual mode of

* It is Sanhedrim in every place except Matthew xii. 14 and
Acts xxv. 12, .
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execution was by stoning—a much more agonising death
than by the sword.

A third offence subjected a person to ‘“ hell fire,” Gehenna :
alluding to the valley of Hinnom, where the corpse of the
malefactor was thrown, to be devoured by the worm or by
fire.

Our Lord when arrested was brought before the Sanhe-
drim, which was assembled, though it was night. In the
morning a full council was held, which proceeded to
deliver Him to Pilate. (Mark. xv. 1.)

Peter and John were also brought before the Sanhedrim
(Acts iv.), but were released with threats. In chapter v.
Peter and those with him were again arrested, and after
being beaten, were dismissed with a command not to speak
in the name of Jesus.

In chapter vi. Stephen was brought before the Sanhedrim.
By his speech before them “they were cut to the heart, and
gnashed on him with their teeth .. .. cast him out of the
city and stoned him,” notwithstanding that their authority to
put to death had been taken from them.

In chapter xxiii. Paul is brought before the Sanhedrim.
Ananias the high priest was no doubt presiding. The
council was composed of both Pharisees and Sadducees,
and the party spirit ran so high that Paul had no sooner
said that he was a Pharisee, the son of a Pharisee, and of
the hope and resurrection of the dead he was called in
question, than there was a great dissension, and the Phari-
sees said: “We find no evil in this man: but if a spirit
or an angel hath spoken to him, let us not fight against
God.” He had to be rescued by the soldiers lest he
should be “ pulled in pieces.” A sad picture of the highest
tribunal of the rulers of Israel!

We also find that the Sanhedrim had fallen so low that
they were parties to the plot to murder Paul ; but God was
watching over His devoted servant, and delivered him out
of their hands. Alas for the people who were governed
by sueh rulers!



THE GENEALOGY OF JESUS CHRIST.

Matt. i.  Luke iii. Matt.i. . Lukeiii
ADAM Davip
Seth Solomon Nathan
Enos Roboam Mattatha
. Menan
Cainan Abia Melea
Maleleel Asa Eliakim
Jared osaphat Jonan
Enoch Josap Joseph
Joram Juda
Methusala i Simeon
Lamech zias Levi
Nonh Joatham Matthat
Jorim
Shem Acha-z Eliezer
Arphaxad Ezekias Jose
Cainan Manasses Ef 3
modam
Sila Amon Cosam
Eber Josias Addi
Phalec o Melchi
Ragau Jechonias Neri
Saruch Salathiel Salathiel
Nachor ZOROBABEL
Terah Abiud Rhesa
era Joanna
ABRAHAM Eliakim Juda
Isaac Isaac Joseph
Azor Semei
Jacob Jacob Mattathias
Judas Juda Sadoc Maath
Phares Phares . Nagge
E B Achim Esli
srom srom Naum
Aram Aram Eliud Amos
Aminadab Aminadab R Mattathias
Naasson Naasson Eleazar Joseph
1 Sal Janna
Salmon almon Matthan Melchi
Booz Booz Levi
Obed Obed Jacob galt‘that
eli
Jesse Jesse Joseph Joseph

DavID JESUS CHRIST.
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The genealogies of our Lord given in Matthew i. and
Luke iii. were no doubt copied from existing registers,
which were carefully preserved by the Jews. This in no
way clashes with the writers being inspired and being led
what to copy.

Any one comparing them will see at once that, for the
same period given in both, the list in Luke is much fuller
than the one in Matthew. In order to bring the list in
Matthew into three ‘‘fourteen generations ” some names are
omitted. Thus Ozias is placed as the son of Joram, but on
consulting 1 Chronicles iil. 11, 12 it will be seen that three
kings are here omitted, Ahaziah, Joash, and Amaziah.
These kings being well known are here omitted ;- but this
omission is not contrary to the usage of the Jews. In
2 Chronicles xxii. g Ahaziah is called the son of Jehoshaphat,
whereas he was his grandson. Compare also the pedigree
in 1 Chronicles vi. 3~15 with Ezra vii. 1-5, where seven
generations will be found to be omitted.

There has been much written as to why the two lists are
given in the gospels, and what is to be gathered from them.
On the face of them there is this difference, that in the
Gospel of Matthew, wherein Christ is emphatically the
Messiah and Son of David, the genealogy stops at Abraham ;
whereas in Luke, where Christ is Son of man, the list is
traced up to “ Adam, who was son of God.”

A reference to the well-known rule in the Jewish ritual,
that if a married man died childless, his brother had to
raise up seed to the deceased by the widow, will shew that
a son might naturally be called the son of the living man,
though Zgal/ly he would be son of the deceased. So that
the same person may be called the son of ecither if the
distinction between Jega/ and Jineal, or actual, be kept in
view.

It will be noted that in Matthew the word %egaf is used,
‘““ Abraham begat Isaac,” &c., whereas in Luke it is more
indefinite, “Isaac was of Abraham " from which it has been
inferred that Matthew gives the lineal descent, and Luke
the legal ; but this does not appear to be the case, for in
Luke it is said that Jesus was supposed to be the son of
Joseph ; if it were the legal list He would be the son ; then,
as we have seen, in one place in Matthew three kings are
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omitted. The list in Matthew is the 7oya/ line which must
also be the Zgga/ line. In the Old Testament we find that
Jechonids was to have no lineal descendant on the throne
(Jer. xxil. 24, 25, 28-30; xxxvi. 30, 31), and yet Salathiel
is said to be begotten by him in the royal line.

From all this we gather that Matthew gives the royal and
the legal (as recognised by the Jews) descent of Jesus from
Abraham, and thence to David. The Jews never disputed
that He was—as indeed He was often called—the Son of
David.

If this is so, the question returns What is the nature of the
genealogy in Luke? It is believed by some to be the lineal
descent of Joseph; by others, to be that of Mary. If the
former, it would follow that Joseph, the reputed father of
Jesus, was the legal son of Jacob, but the lineal son of
Heli, which would be possible according to the rule before
mentioned. If Luke gives us the genealogy of Mary, it
would not name her, for a woman'’s name is never mentioned
in the lists as a link in the succession; then Heli may have
been the father of Mary and the father-in-law of Joseph her
husband.

It seems preferable to regard the list in Luke as the
genealogy of Mary, because our Lord is said to be of
the seed of the woman (Gen. iii. 15; Luke i. 35), made
of a woman (Gal. iv. 4), and to be the seed of Abraham
(Heb. ii. 16), and the seed of David according to the flesh
(Rom. 1. 3; 2 Tim. il. 8), the offspring of David. (Rev.
xxii. 16.) And as the I.ord was not really the Son of Joseph,
these scriptures can only be fulfilled through His mother,
who must have been a lineal descendant of David, Abraham,
and Adam, which are all shewn in Luke, and the last not
named in Matthew at all. Whereas, if Luke gives the lineal
descent of Joseph, we have no account of how the scriptures
quoted have been fulfilled.

There can be no doubt therefore that Matthew gives the
legal and royal descent of our lLord through Joseph, and
Iuke the lineal descent through Mary.

—
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THE FOUR GOSPELS.

HE gospels have been the arena of difficulties with
many Christians. Why were four Gospels written?
and if such were needful, why do they differ so much

both in their order and in their contents? These questions
come with increased power to those who are not well
established in the plenary inspiration of the scriptures,
whereas those who firmly believe that a// scripture is
God-inspired, while they may have some difficulties, know
that God has a wise reason for everything, whether they
understand it or not.

On the other hand, where the doctrine of inspiration is
loosely held, man and not God is ever before the eye—man
may have done the best he could, but has not at all times
been successful, and has not always avoided mistakes.

Any Christian who has ever written a book knows
how careful he has been that that book should truly and
faithfully give what he intended to say; and yet how strange
that some who know this, and have been thus careful
in their own works, should have no higher thought of
God as an Author than to suppose that He has allowed
His writers to say what He did not mean, omit what
He would have had them say, and indeed make mistakes in
various ways; and notwithstanding all this, yet to tell
us that the scriptures are the word of God, and that all
is God.inspired. Indeed, God acknowledges that He is the
Author of it all.  We have looked a little at Verbal Inspira-
tion elsewhere.

All sorts of questions have been started as to the origin of
the gospels. Which gospel was first written? How far did
the second writer copy from the first, or did he supplement
it? Had the third writer a copy of both the first and second
when he wrote his gospel, and what use did he make of
them? Or was there one full record of events trom which
all made extracts? All this and much more is perplexing,
for it is not at all agreed which gospel was written first.
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Putting aside the Gospel of John, the other three have each
been said to have been the first written.

These and many more such suppositions have arisen
because God has been lost sight of as the Author, and man
the instrument has alone, or almost alone, been considered.
After some scheme has been supposed to be the true one,
then it is admitted that the Holy Spirit aided in some way
to lead the writers; but it is held by many that He did not
prevent them making mistakes, omissions, &c. To what
then are we to trust as the word of God? How tell
truth from error ?

Whereas if we begin with, God’s being the Author, such
Jquestions have no interest for us, and we therefore do not
need any means of answering them. But, on the other
hand, we shall be met with the cry, “ The differences—the
differences—how do you account for them if all are in-
spired ?”  The answer is very simple : the differences are as
much inspired as the agreements; and the spiritual mind
sees in them the marks of designed perfections, and a strong
confirmation of the divine inspiration of the gospels.

Once assured of this, we can with interest inquire what
light can be thrown upon zv/y there are so many differences
existing in the gospels ?

This leads to another question: Why are there four
gospels? If they were all alike, one would contain all and
be sufficient, but God has been pleased in His wisdom
to give us four distinct gospels. Surely it is right for us to
seek to discover why four gospels are given, and why they
differ.

These are questions that were of interest in the church
from the earliest date, and in some way the four gospels
were linked with the appearance of the four beasts, or
living creatures, in the Revelation.

Irenzus (A.D. 120-200) contends that there must be four
gospels and no more (there are some apocryphal gospels),
hecause (1) there are four zones of the world, while' the
church is scattered throughout the world ; (2) there are four
cherubim in the Revelation ; and (3) there have been four
covenants given to the human race: one, under Adam,
prior to the deluge; the second, from the deluge to Moses ;
the third, under the law; and the fourth, under the gospel.
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Without endorsing much that we find in Ireneeus, it may
be noticed that the allusion to the four living creatures has
often been adopted since, and old books gave along with
a supposed portrait of Matthew, a ma»n ; along with Mark,
a lton ; with Luke, az ox ; and with John, an eagle.

In Ezekiel 1. also we have “the likeness of four living crea-
tures,” and with the same faces as the above, and in
the same order. ¢They four had the face of a man, and
the face of a Zion, on the right side; and they four had
the face of an ox on the left side; they four also had the
face of an eagle.” (Verse 10.) No doubt there is a reason
why the order in Ezekiel differs from that”in Revelation iv.
In the former the prophet was ‘“among the captives
by the river of Chebar;” whereas, in the Revelation
the living creatures are seen in heaven along with the
four-and-twenty elders, who doubtless represent the re-
deemed. If there is any connection between the order of
naming the living creatures and the gospels, it seems right
to be that in the Revelation rather than that of Ezekiel.
This would place the lion with Matthew, the ox with Mark,
the man with Luke, and the eagle with John.

But if there be any seeming resemblance or connection,
it might need greatly modifying when we carry out the
figures used. For instance, in the cherubim, the Zoz would
speak of “majesty” as an attribute of God; but in the
gospel it would be an allusion to the “lion of the tribe of
Judah,” though this indeed was the royal tribe: “the
sceptre shall not depart from Judah, nor a lawgiver from be-
tween his feet, until Shiloh come.” (Gen. xlix. 10.)

In the ox it would be plodding industry as a type of the
ever-active providence of God.

In the man it is intelligence.

In the eagiée the soaring above all earthly influence.

Now as these four figures are needed to set forth the
active interference of God in government, may not four
gospels be needed to set forth at least four of the principal
characters of Christ, when He came to earth to work out
redemption for man? This we believe is the key to the
four gospels, and accounts for very many of the differences
found in them, without saying that the gospels agree with
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the faces of the cherubim. 1In scripture fox7 is the number
of complete display on earth—earthly perfection.

But amid the many titles and characters of the Lord
what four can be chosen to be there represented? The
first that seems essential is Christ as the Son of God. No
redemption can be accomplished without this. The next
that presents itself is Christ as Son of man. This also is
needful to accomplish redemption. A third 1s Christ as
the Messiah, the Son of David and King, to fulfil the
many prophecies given to Israel. These seem essential,
but what can be named for a fourth? e believe it is
Christ as Prophet and Servant, which is also needful to
fulfil prophecy.

Now if the four gospels are characterised by representing
Christ in the above aspects, might we not naturally expect
that chronological order would not be always followed? a
moral order is often better for such a purpose.

This has been illustrated by the various lives that might
be written of any great man—say of the Duke of Wellington.
One biographer might mainly dwell on his character as a
general in the army ; another as a statesman ; another as a
philanthropist; and another give his character in social
life. We can easily see that none of these would bind the
authors to a strictly chronological order ; but facts and traits
of character would be associated in their moral/ order.

So it is in the gospels: historical order has not been
always followed, because, to carry out the design in each, it
was necessary that certain of Christ’s acts, His words and
ways, should be grouped together as we find them ; or some
line of teaching was the better brought out by such group-
ing. We may not be able at all times to discover the design,
but if we adhere to the truth that God is the author of all,
we are then sure there 75 wisdom in events or teaching being
placed in one gospel in a different order from what they are
in another.

From this it follows that those who have laboured to cut
up the gospels, and place them all in one chronological
order to form what is called a harmony of the gospeis have
made a great mistake. God intended them to be separate,
and has so given us them. To make them into one is to
lose the beauty of each, and to spoil them as a whole.
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Our next question is, If the before-named four characters
of Christ are the true ones, to which of the gospels does
each belong? Is there anything in the gospels themselves
that plainly guides us in this? Let us see.

In two of the gospels we have genealogies of Christ. The
one in Matthew traces it up to “the son of David, the sun
of Abraham.” The one in Luke up to ‘“the son of Adam.”
This at once seems to point out that in Matthew we shall
find Christ as the Messiah, the Son of David ; and in Luke,
Christ as the Son of man. We shall see presently whether
these things are confirmed by further details.

Almost instinctively the introduction to the Gospel ot
John, “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was
with God, and 24e Word was God,” tells us that in this gospel
Christ is emphatically the Son of God.

This leaves Christ as the Prophet or Servant for the
Gospel of Mark, though we may not be able to see im-
mediately any marks of this.

In placing any one of these characters of Christ with a
particular gospel, it is not meant that it is to the exclusion of
the other characters ; but that in each the character named
is the prominent thing brought out.

Now let us look at a few of the details of each.

MaTtrHEW.—The very opening words of Matthew, as we
have seen, stamp its character, ““ The book of the generation
of Jesus Christ, the son of David, the Son of Abraham.”
We should naturally expect that this gospel would be
especially a testimony to Israel, and would contain more
quotations from the Old Testament than the other gospels ;
and it is a fact that it does so. In Matthew there are 36 ;
in Mark, 17; in Luke, 19; and in John, 15. It was to
prove that Jesus was the true MEssiaH spoken of in the Old
Testament, leaving the Jews without an excuse.

It is the only gospel that gives the name of Christ as
Emmanuel, quoting the prophecy from Isaiah that such
should be the name of the Virgin’s Son. He had been
prophesied of in their own scriptures, and now He was
amongst them, exactly answering the prophecy.

Here only we have the wise men asking in Jerusalem,
“Where is he that is born King of the Jews?” Surely we
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must see how exactly this agrees with the character of this
gospel.

Here only the term “kingdom of heaven ” occurs : in the
other gospels it is “the kingdom of God.” John the
Baptist preached, saying, “ Repent, for the kingdom of
heaven is at hand : ” in the other gospels he preached “the
baptism of repentance for remission of sins.” A kingdom
was what the Jews were looking for, and one should be pro-
claimed to them ; but it must be of heaven first before it
could be on earth.

The kingdom of David was to continue for ever as in
Psalm Ixxxix. 3, 4: “I have sworn unto David my servant,
Thy seed will I establish for ever, and build up thy
throne to all generations.” Inagreement with this, Matthew
does not rccord the ascension, but closes with Christ still
alive on earth. As has been pointed out, Matthew was pre-
sent at the ascension, and yet omitted to name it. Is it not
clear that he did so because it would not have been in
character with his gospel ?  The kingdom will run on after
the church has been taken from the earth.

Many differences might be named. See for instance the
entrance of Christ into Jerusalem. All the four gospels
record this event, but Matthew alone records his being
called “son of David:” the children even cried out
“ Hosanna to the son of David.” (Chap. xxi. 9, 15.) Surely
this is not accidental, but shews God as the author of all.

We repeat that all that is meant is that Christ as Messiah
is the leading thought in Matthew's gospel : other characters
also shine out. Christ came to His own, and His own
received Him not. This rejection is noted, and then
Christ foretells of his church (chap xvi.) which is not named
in the other gospels.

Marx.—The gospel commences with the words, “The
beginning of the gospel of Jesus Christ, the Son of God,”
and we might at first suppose that the leading characteristic
was Christ as Son of God. But that character belongs to
the gospel by John. As we have said, we believe that Christ
is here represented as the PROPHET and faithful SERvANT.

As a master says to his servant, “As soon as you have
done that, do this,” or “do this at once, immediately ;” so
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we find that the Greek word e?6éwe translated “imme-
diately,” “straightway,” “forthwith,” ‘“anon,” &c., occurs
forty-two times. In Mark alone we read, “ And they had
no leisure so much as to eat” (chap. vi. 31): how like a
busy servant !

We do not find in. Mark that the principles of the king-
dom are laid down as in Matthew, nor the * Woe unto you”
pronounced on the leaders of the people. Only in Mark do
we get the words ‘“neither the Son ” added to the sentence,
“ Of that day and that hour knoweth no man, no, not the
angels which are in heaven, neither the Son, but the
Father.” (Chap. xiii. 32.) A servant knows not what his
master doeth.

In Mark we do not find Christ saying that He had power
to call twelve legions of angels ; nor does He here say, “ All
power is given to me in heaven and in earth.”

It is to be noted also that in this gospel Christ does not
address God as His Father, except in the agony in the
garden when His service of love was ended : nor do the dis-
ciples ever call Him “ Lord.”

Surely all these things, and many more might be added,
are not accidental, nor the mere style of the writer ; but are
designed, and are in beautiful harmony with Christ having
taken the character of Servant.

L.uke.— Here Christ is as SoN oF MaN. His genealogy
does not stop at Abraham as in Matthew, but goes back to
Adam. Here alone we get the few incidents of the early life
of Christ. He was subject to His parents, and He in-
creased in wisdom and stature and in favour with God and
man. Here His manhood shines out.

This Gospel takes a wider range than Matthew. In
agreement with this see the quotation from Isaiah xI.
Matthew quotes, “ The voice of one crying in the wilder-
ness, Prepare ye the way of the ILord, make his paths
straight,” and then stops ; but Luke continues the quotation,
“ Every valley shall be filled, and every mountain and hill
shall be brought low ; and the crooked shall be made straight,
and the rough ways shall be made smooth; and a// fes’
shall see the salvation of God.” In like manner in Luke,
when the twelve apostles are sent forth they are not charged
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(as in Matthew) “Go not into the way of the Gentiles, and
into any city of the Samaritans enter ye not.” See also the
wider commission to the seventy.

In this gospel only we get the parable of the Good
Samaritan, which teaches that all men are our neighbours.
Here only we have the parable of the lost sheep, the lost
piece of money, and the prodigal son: God seeking the lost.

Surely all this is in beautiful harmony with Christ as the
Son of man for man.

Joun.—1In this gospel Christ is seen as SoN oF Gop. We
have already alluded to the opening of the gospel, and
towards the close its object is distinctly stated—that men
might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God;
and that believing they might have life through his name.

Here we have no genealogy, and no early life; but we
hear of Him being with God before creation, and of making
all things. “We beheld his glory, the glory as of the only
begotten of the Father, full of grace and truth.”

Here alone we have the raising of Lazarus from the dead,
with the declaration, “1 am the resurrection and the life.”

Here Christ is represented as sending the Holy Spirit,
“whom 7 wi// send unto you from the Father.”

Here alone is omitted the agony in the garden, and the
saying, ¢ If it be possible, let this cup pass from me.” And
when they came to arrest Him here alone we read that when
he said, “I am he, they went backward and fell to the
ground.”

Here alone Christ tpld Pilate, ¢ Thou couldest have no
power at all against me, except it were given thee from
above.” All this is consistent with the fact that Christ is
Son of God, which is characteristic of the Gospel by John.

Thus, then, we believe that the four gospels are of God,
and that the differences are designed by Him not only to
bring out the varied characters of Christ, but that each may
have its own peculiar line of teaching in agreement with that
character. Instead of trying to harmonise the gospels and
thus destroy those differences, it is for us to notice them,
and seek wisdom from above to understand why they were
made, and to learn the lessons intended by God.
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COINCIDENCES RECORDED IN THE
GOSPELS.

HESE lists are collated with the simple idea of pointing
out in each gospel where the same event may have
been recorded. We say may e recorded, because

very similar events may have occurred at different times
which are now supposed to be the same. Any one com-
paring the gospels must soon be convinced that some of the
writers, at times at least, depart from the chronological
order of the events as well as of the discourses, in order to
group them together morally. The special teaching of each
gospel is in this way much more effectively exhibited.*
It is judged that in the Gospel of Mark the chronological
order has been more observed than in either of the others.
The Gospel of John being so very different from the other
three (called the Synoptical Gospels because they give a
more complete order of events) only a few references to
it are given, and these may not always be correctly placed.
In the tables an attempt has also been made to record,
in their order, the dis¢ricts visited by the Lord, though all of
them may not be placed strictly chronologically. There are
three passages in Luke that are difficult to arrange. In
chapter ix. 51, 52, we read that, “ It came to pass when the
time was come that he should be received up, he steadfastly
set his face to go to Jerusalem, and sent messengers hefore
his face ;” and at a village in Samaria, He was not received
because His face was turned toward Jerusalem. This seems
to speak of the Lord’s Jast visit to Jerusalem ; butin chapter
xiii. 2z we read that He went through the cities and villages,
teaching and journeying toward Jerusalem; and in chapter
xvil. 11, “ It came to pass, as he went to Jerusalem, that he
passed through the midst of Samaria and Galilee.” Some
refer all these three passages to the Lord’s Zas¢ visit ; others
suppose they refer to 7we visits ; and again others believe
that #Aree visits are referred to. Now, between the Feast of

* See the Four Gospels, page 107.
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Tabernacles and the Feast of Dedication there are only two
months, and this does not seem to leave time enough for the
tour named in chapter xiii. 22 to have taken place, seeing
that the Lord visited Bethany after the Feast of Tabernacles.
(Luke x. 38-42.) From the Feast of Dedication to the
last Passover, there occurs a period of four months, which
allows time for another visit to Galilee, according to
Matthew xix. 1 and Luke xvii. 11. This latter passage
may mean that the Lord passed befween Samaria and Galilee
(for if one came from the north it would be said “through
Galilee and Samaria ™), and then crossed the Jordan into
Perea. (Mark x. 1). He travelled southward and again
crossed the Jordan near Jericho. It is obvious that Luke
xvil. 11 refers to the Lord’s last visit to Jerusalem, and it is
possible that the other two passages should be assigned to

the same.

To THE FIRST PAbeVER IN ; .
THE LorD'S MINISTRY. MaATT. Mark, | Luxe. Jonw.
o ‘
Genealogies of Jesus ... I. 171731 3. 23-38
Birth of John foretold to Zacharias ' 1. 5-25
Birth of Jesus foretold to Mary .. I. 26-38
Mary’s visit to Elizabeth 1. 39-56!
Birth of john the Baptist 1. 57-80
An angel appears to Joseph .. 1.18- 24‘
Birth of Jesus Christ ... oo Lo25 2. 1-7
Visit of the Shepherds .. : 2. 8-20
Circumcision of Jesus ... i 2.21
Presentation in the temple . 2 22-38
Visit of the Magi . oy 20 I-I2
Flight into Egypt and return ... 2. 13-23
Jesus with the doctors in the 1
temple ... 2. 46-52
Ministry of John the Baptlst 3. I-12| 1, I~ 8| 3. 1-18
Baptism of Jesus . ...] 3.13=I7| I, 9~II| 3.21,22
The temptation of ]esus 4. I-II; 1.12,13| 4. I~-I3
Testimony of John to Jesus and
its effects .. I.19-5I
Miracle of water made wine, Cana [ 2. 1-11
Jesus visits Capernaum f2.12

FroM THE FirsT PASSOVER.

Jesus cleanses the temple
Jevisalem
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FroM THE FIRST PASSOVER. ¢ MATT.

MARK.
]ohn imprisoned: Jesus leaves for
Galilee ... { 4. 12 1.14 4-
Jesus with the woman of Samarla
In the synagogue at Nazareth 4.
Call of Andrew, Simon, James,’
and John ... Sea of Galilee. 4. 18-22] 1, 16-20] 5.
Demoniac cured Capernaum’ 1. 21-28{ 4.
Peter's wife’'s mother and others
healed ... i 8. 14-17| 1.29-34{ 4.
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Jesus heals a leper . .. 8 1- 4] L. 40-45; 5.
He heals a paralytic Capmzaum; 9. I- 8 2. I-12! 5.
Call of Matthew (Levi) a9 12 13145
FRrom THE SECOND PASSOVER.
Miracle at Bethesda Jerusalem
The corn fields: Jesus Lord of :
the Sabbath On a tour:x2. 1- 8 2.23-28 6,
The withered hand healed, Galilee;12. 9-14 3. 1- 6 6.
Jesus withdraws and heals manyi1z. 15 | 3. 7.12
He retires to a mountain ; I 6.
The twelve apostles appointed ... 10. 1- 4 3. 13- 19‘ 6.
The sermon on the mount A5 1t08.1 ;6.
Jesus heals the centurion’s servant’ ‘
Capernaum’ 8. 5. 13 2
The widow's son raised N:(m' -
John sends his disciples to Jesus! ; :
Galilee11, 2-19 Ly
The cities upbraided ... .11, 20.24 1
Simon and the woman that was a:
sinner .. 7
Second circuit throughout Galilce i 8.
{BSUS judged to be beside Himself: © 3.20, 21
lasphemy against the Holy Spiriti12. 24-37 3. 22-30 'I
Disciples esteemed before natural }
ties .12, 46- 50 3. 31-35 8.
Woes upon the scrlbes Pharxsees ‘
and lawyers EII.
Disciplesand the people instructed j12.
Call to repentance: barren fig-tree '13.
Various parables  Sea of Galilee 113. 1-534. 1~ 34§ I‘g'
esus crosses the sea in a storm ] 8.18-27 4.35-41| 8.
he demoniacs cured Gadava 8.28-34. 5. 1-2n! 8.

Jairus’ daughter raised : woman,
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FroM THE SECOND PassoVER. | MATT. . MaRrk. , LUKE, ) Jonn.
Jesus heals two blind men: a
dumb spirit cast out 9 27-34 \
Jesus despised as the carpenter s !
son Nazaveth|13. 54-58 6. 1- 6 )
Thivd civcuit vound the villages .| 9.35 6. 6
{)esus sends out the twelve ...j10. 1-42 6. 7-13 9. 1- 6
eath of John the Baptist .14, 6-12 6, 21-29 ]
Herod fears John has arisen  ...[14. 1-2 6.14 16 9. 7- 9
The twelve apostles return 6 30,31 9. 10 L
Five thousand fed .. Bethsaida :
(Julias) |14, 13 21 6. 32-44 . 10-1 70 6% 14
Jesus walks on the sea 14.22-33 6. 45-52 | 6. 15-21
Many healed by touching Him !
Gennesavet|14. 34-36 6. 53-56 r N
Jesus the living bread Cupemaumr | 6.22-65
Peter’s confession - i 6.66-69
FROM THE THIRD PASSOVER. /
i \
Judgment on tradition, and on the] ;
Pharisees and scribes !
Capernawm'1s. 1 20 7. 1-23
The daughter of 2 Syrophenician!
woman healed Coasts of
Tyre and Sidoni1s. 21-28: 7. 24-30
Hearing and speech restored i ‘
East of the Sea of Galilee 15. 2g-31, 7. 31-37
Four thousand fed . ...i15.32-38! 8 1- g
ThePhariseesand Sadduceesagam \
ask a sign ... Dabmanutha 16, 1- 4| 8. 10-12
Jesus crosses the lake: cautions ;
against the leaven of thei :
Pharisees, Sadducees, &c. .. '16. 5-12! 8, 13-21
Blind manhealed Bethsaida(Julias) : 8.22-26
Feter confesses Jesus to be Christ’ :
Region of Casarea Philippi 16. 13-20 8. 27-30| 9. 18-21,
Jesus foretells His death : rebukes’ ! !
Peter . \16. 21-28 8. 31-38| g. 22-27
On the mount of transﬁguratlon l17. 1-13} 9. 1-13| Q. 28-36°
A deaf and dumb spirit cast out ‘17. 14-21| G. 14-29| 9. 37-43
Jesus again speaks of His death) ;
and resurrection Galilee\17. 22, 23| 9. 30-32 9. 43-45.
Miracle to pay the tribute 1 7. 24-27
Jesus sets a child in their mxdst l ;
with teachings thereon 18. 1-14| 9. 33-50| 9. 46-50!
The church : two or three met in
Jesus’ name. A forgiving

spirit enjoined .. 18,
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1

7. 2~53
18, 3.11
19, I-41
|

10. 22-38
10, 39-42
I1I. 1-46
1. 47-54

FRroM THE THIRD PASSOVER " MATT. | MARK. ' Luke. \‘ Jonn.

J— -1 !

The seventy sent out 10, 1-I2

The cities upbraided 10. 13-16

Jesus at the feast of Tabernacles' i 1
Jevusalom| ’ |

The woman taken in adultery 1

A man born blind cured !

The seventy return }10. 17-24

The lawyer's question on eternal‘ ;

life o i10, 25-29,
Parable of the good Samaritan ... ‘ '1o. 30-37
Jesus with Martha and Mary ‘

Bethany' 10, 38-42
The feast of Dedication Jerusalem:
Jesus retires beyond the Jordan...
The raising of Lazarus Bet/zany
The Sanhedrim seek the life of

Jesus: He retires to Ephmmz

near the desert
(Jesus leaves Ephraim and goes

a.gam into Galilee: cf. Matt,’

1g. 1; Luke 17, 11.)

A woman afflicted 18 years made :

straight '13.10-17
Jesus in a Pharisee’s house 14, 1I-14
The great supper i14. 15-24
Parable of the lost sheep the i

lost piece of money, and the:

prodigal son ‘15, 1-32!
Parable of the unjust steward 16, 1-13
Parable of the rich man and ;

Lazarus ... i 16, 19-31
Jesus passes through Samaria and |

Galilee on His last ]ourney to’ ‘

Jerusalem 17. 11
The ten lepers cleansed i17.12-19
Parable of the unjust judge | 118, 1- 8
Parable of the Pharisee and : !

publican [ 118. g-14.
Jesus goes into Perea ... R (- T ¢ o, 1|
Esus questioned as to divorce ....19. 3—12(10. 2- 12)

e blesses the children.. .., 19. 13-15(10. 13-16,18, 15.17
The rich young man asks as to ‘

eternal life ...'19. 16-30[T0. 17~ 31| 18, 18.30'
Parable of the labourers .. 20, IaIb
Jesus again foretells His sufferingsizo. 17- rgj10. 32-34‘ 18.31-34
The request of James and ]ohn 20. 20-28|10, 35- 45,

The blind cured near Jericho - 20- 29-34 10, 46-52'18. 35-43;
Jesus visits Zacchzzus ... l19. 1.10!
Parable of the pounds ... .‘ 19 I1.27
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FROM THE THIRD PAS‘;OVER Marr, | Mark, | Luke, ! Joun.
i |
Six days before the Passover,

Jesus at Bethany i 12. 1
Triumphal entry into Jerusalem ...[21. I-II{II. IIIil9 29-44[12. 12-19
The barren fig-tree cursed |21, 17-22{11. 12-14]

Jesus cleanses the temple the |

second time ]21. 12=16{11. 15-19'19. 45,46,

The fig-tree withered .20-22111. 20-26! ‘
Questions of authority and of ) ‘ :

John's baptism ‘21. 23-27(11. 27-3320. I- 8
Sons sent into the vineyard 1. 28-32]

Fruit sought from husbandmen .. t21.33-26{12. 1-1220. O-I8
Marriage of the King’s son ez, 1-14 | '
Question of the Herodians and/ :

Pharisees as to paying tribute 22. 15-22|12, 13-17|20. 20-26
Sadducees and the resarrection ... |22, 23-33!12. 18-27 20. 27-40’

Great commandment of the laww‘zz. 34-40[12. 284341 l
How is Christ David’s son and! : ! :

David’s Lord 22, 41-46112. 35-37,20. 41—44/

The scribes and Pharisces de- i “ |

nounced with woes ..023. 1.36]124 38-40,20. 45- 47,

The widow's mite . 112, 41-44|21. 1- 4
Jesus leaves the temple and fore.| } ! ‘

tells its destruction. His; | i f

second coming, &c. -|24. I-51jI3. 1-37/2L. 5-36‘
Parable of the ten virgins J25. 1-13! .

Parable of the talents ... e 25. 14- 30‘ :
Judgment of the living nations ...'25. 31.46| [
The rulers conspireto kill Jesus...|26. 1. 5\14. 1, 222, 1,2
Mary anoints Jesus Betlmny;z& 6- <1314, 3- 9] 2. 2-8
Judas covenants to betray Jesus.. ‘zo. 14-16‘14. 10, I1:22. 3= 6
| ‘
THE LAST PASSOVER. 1 i
| i |
Jesus keeps the Passover, f
Jerusalem 26, 17-25\14. 12-21|22, 7-18{13.
Jesus washes His disciples’ feet ... ! 3.
The Lord’s supper |26, 26-29|14. 22-25/22, 19, 20
Jesus discourses with His d15c1ples‘ \ 14=16.33
The prayer of Jesus ‘ ; 17.
Jesus inthegarden of Gethsemane! 26, 30-56.14. 26-52i22, 39-53/18. I-II
Jesus before Annas and Caiaphas. 1 (

Peter’s denial 126, 57-75'14. 53-7222. 54-71{18. 12-27
Jesus before Pilate and Herod ...!27. 1-31 15. 1-20523.1-26 { ig 218';“;
The crucifixion 27. 32~5o‘15. 21-38/23, 27-46|19. 16-30
Events on the day of the cruci-/ !

fixion ‘27. 51«61}15. 39.47“23. 47-5619. 31-42
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XFu«k THE (,RUume\ [ MATT
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Friday Evening.
The women begm to prepare spices

The Sabbath
The body in the sepulchre: the
women rest

Saturday vening
Mary Magdalene and the other|
Mary come to the qepulchre‘zh‘, 1

They return and finish their pre-;
parations

Sunduy
Resurrection. earthquake, stone
removed .., L2 2
While yet dark, Mary \hg,da ene
comes to the sepulchre
Returns and tells Peter and John
the Lord is taken away = ...
Women at the sepulchre very early
Two angels tell them Jesusisrisen 28, 35- 7
They go to tell the disciples ... 28
Peter and John go to the sepulchre
Peter and John return \Iar}
remains
Jesus reveals Himself to Mary
He sends her to the disciples
Jesus meets the women ... 28, 9 10

The watch report what happened 28, 11-15;

Jesus reveals Himself to DPeter
(r Cor. xv. 5)

Revealed to two going to mmaus’

Revealed to the eleven

Second Sunday. !
Jesus again appears to His
disciples ... !

Jesus appears at the sea of
Tiberias
Appears to five hundred brethren
(1 Cor. xv.0) !
Jesus seen by James (1 Cor. xv.7):
Jesus meets all the apostles’
{1 Cor. xv. 7) 128, 1620
The ascension at Bethany (Acts
i. 4-9) |

MARK. ILUKE,
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23,
16, 1
16, 2-4 24
16. 5,6 24
16, 7.8 24
24.
116, 9
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24
16,12, 132

16. 14= 15114.

16, 19, 20:24.
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50-53
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36
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36
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I
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20. 2
-3
4~ 3
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12 20, 39
20. 10-13
20, 14-16
20. 17, 18
34
- 13-35
36-49 20. 19-25
20, 206-29
21, 1-2§



A FEW NOTES ON INSPIRATION.

T s of the highest importance that the Christian should
l be thoroughly clear as to the plenary inspiration of
the scriptures. Without attempting to write a treatise on
the subject, a few remarks may be advisable, especially
in refercnce to the difficulties that present themselves to
some minds.

Tt is quite certain that we can know nothing as to
the inspiration of the scriptures except from what we find in
the scriptures themselves. 1f thesc are allowed to speak
and to mean what they say. there scems no room for
doubt on the subject.  Thus we read that “God, who
at sundry times and in divers manners spake in time
past unto the fathers by the prophets, hath in these last
days spoken unto us by his Son.” (Heb. 1. 1, 2.) Here it
is “God spake,” and not simply 4+ the prophets, but really
71 the prophets, whose writings we are able to read for our-
sclves ; and when we read we hear (God speaking to us.

Tt is precisely in this sensc that Paul quotes the Old
Testament.  “Well spake the Holy Ghost by Esaias the
prophet unto our fathers, saying, Go,” &c. (Acts xxviil.
25, 26.) Here it is “the Holy Ghost spake” by or through
the prophet, whereby we know what the Holy Ghost spake.

The above passage in the Hebrews also declares that
(God has spoken to us in the Person of His Son, and
His words have by inspiration been recorded in the gospels
by His servants. Qur lLord referred to the words He
uttered. ¢ He that rejecteth me, and receiveth not my words,
hath one that judgeth him: the word that T have spoken,
the same shall judge him in the last day.” (John xii. 48.)

We find the same thought running all through scripture :
it is (God speaking to man through inspired channels. We
might have thought that there would be a difference between
that which is historical and that which is doctrinal ; or that
the recopd of what a man saw and heard might rest upon a
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different basis from things that could never have been known
had not God been pleased to make a revelation—such as of
the creation—but God has explicitly stated that as to inspira-
tion there is no difference : “ All scripture is given by in-
spiration of God:” or, “every scripture is God-inspired.”
(2 Tim. 1. 16.) God's “all” or “every ” should assure our
hearts that the Bible is indeed, as we rejoice to call it, “ The
word of God.”

This should be enough for us all, and it is a matter
of thankfulness that it is ample for thousands of simple
souls, who never for a moment doubt that they bave in
the scriptures exactly what God caused to be written for
their instruction and blessing, and God will bless such faith.

Such souls have been “taught of God,” and the word
carries its own divine authority with it to their hearts and con-
sciences : “'The word of God is guick [living ] and powerful,
and sharper than any two-edged sword, piercing even to the
dividing asunder of soul and spirit, and of the joints and
marrow, and is a discerner of the thoughts and intents
of the heart. Neither is there any creature that is not
mantfest in his sight: but all things are naked and opencd
unto the eyes of him with whom we have to do.” (Heb.
iv. 12, 13.) Such simple believers Azow that it 1s God’s
word, though they may not be able to refute the objections
of unbpelievers. But this is not a serious matter, for the
word has stood and will stand against all the hatred of
man and Satan, and the mere convincing of the unbeliever
would not work his conversion: divinely wrought faith in
his heart is necessary to this.

Some, alas! have their difficulties: it may be through
the workings of their own minds, or through the suggestions
of others, tempted without doubt by Satan, who is ever
ready to oppose God and to call in question what God has
wrought out for the salvation of man. Satan first suggests
a doubt, as he did with FEve : “ Hath God said, Ye shall not
eat of every tree of the garden?” and when this had had its
effect, he made a positive assertion—tells a Ze, indeed
“Ye shall not surely die.” (Gen. iii. 1, 4.) So with respect
to the scriptures, we must take the shield of fa/¢%, and not
listen to his insinuations. Some who began merely to raise
questions, now do not hesitate to deny what God has planly
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declared respecting His own word. A belief in what God
has said about it will prevent many questions. For instance,
long disputes have been held as to who wrote the Epistle to
the Hebrews and some of the books of the Old Testament,
and as to whether the writers were divinely inspired. It
does not matter who penned the writings if God is the
Author, and surely He is.  If we believe this, all such
questions are of little importance.

As to the inspiration of the Old Testament, the believer
in the lord Jesus cannot for a moment entertain a question,
seeing that He put His scal to the collection as a ze/ole in
its three-fold division : the law of Moses, the prophets, and
the Psalms, and they are immediately called by the evangelist
“the scriptures.” (Luke xxiv. 44, 45.)

We will now look at a few definite objections that have
been raised.

1. The question has often bheen asked, Is it not enough
to believe that the general sense of the scripture was given
under inspiration without helieving that the very words were
inspired ?

It 1s not cnough.  'T'he meaning of scripture 1s positive
and definite, and this can only be attained by the choice
of right words. A single different word would destroy the
meanirg of many passages, and a different inflection of the
same verh even would do the same.  l'or instance, our
Lord said, “Upon this rock 1 @i/ bwild my church.”
(Matt. xvio 18, To make it read “T am building” would
spoil it entircly.  Again He said, “ He that believeth on the
Son Lat/e everlasting life.” (John iti. 36.)  How different it
would be if it read “shall have.” though this may be said
elsewhere.

The Lord again and again spoke ot the importance of His
hearers believing His “words ;7 we read also of the “words™
which the Holy Ghost teaches: also ““the words of God ;"
“the oracles of God.”  Of the law not a jot or tittle was to
fail--not cven the smallest letter or part of a letter! Surely
1 Corinthians ii. 13 should be evidence enough for all
believers that verbal inspiration 1s the truth.

Again, when we consider how many subjects there are in
scripture that had never before occupied man’s thoughts,
and had consequently never before been put into words ;
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how many profound doctrines ; how much revealed of God,
His nature, His attributes, His actions ; the complex Person
of our Lord ; the actings of the Holy Spirit ; the incompre-
hensible nature of the Trinity ; the many things involved in
the salvation of man ; the varied prophecies ; the symbolical
language of scripture, &c.—-we can only conclude that all
these things, and many, many others, could not have been
correctly expressed in human language except by God
Himself choosing the very words used.*

We must therefore hold that God teaches us that the very
words of scripture are inspired, for nothing less than this
can be called “God-inspired.”

2. But it has been objected to the above that the great
mass of Christians know the scriptures only in translations ;
and how can it be truthfully said that the eords of a transla-
tion are inspired ?

et it first be noted that most of the passages quoted from
the Old Testament by the Lord, and by the writers of the
New Testament, are taken, not from the original Hebrew,
but from the Sepruagint, which is a translaticn of the
Hebrew into Greck. These quotations are represented as
“seripture ” and as the words of God by the prophets, pre-

* Scholars tell us that there i1s a peculiar element in the words
used in the New Testament. * This arises from the novelty of the
teachings combined with their exalted morality. The new thoughts
demanded new modes of expression, and hence the writer did not
hesitate to use words in senses rare it not entirely unknown to the
classical writers.” An investigation of particular words seems ** to
form no inconsiderable addition to the proof of the divinity of
Christianity, for the grand moral ideas that were expressed by some
of them are unique in the age in which they were uttered. Thus the
word Zwh (life) is frequently used to denote an entire and absolute
consecration of soul, body, and spirit, to God ; for it is this entire
consecration which they look upon as the life-principle of man
Living, with them, if it be not living to God in Christ, is not living
at all, but death. . . . . So dd€« means ‘glory .’ but the writers of the
N. T. separate irom it every notion of material splendour or earthly
renown. . . . . And so the (d€a of the N. T. is purely spiritual and
moral. . . . . The moral fervour of the writers 1s also seen in their
omission of certain words. Thus the sensuous #par is never used to
express the idea they had of love . . . . indeed the writers do not use
any word to express mere happiness. .. .. They avoid all words
connected with mythology.”—XKitto's * Cyclopaedia of Biblical
Literature.”
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cisely in the same way as are the quotations which are made
directly from the Hebrew.

It surely cannot be denied that the same fact or the same
truth can be correctly translated from one language into
another, and wherever this is done, does it not represent the
very words of inspired scripture? lLet us take an illustration
from 1 John iv. 8

& Ocos r}*{tbﬂ/ coriv, ! Dieu est amour.
Deus caritas est. Gott ist [die] Liebe.
God is love. ’Iddio sia carita.

Now if it be true, as we believe, that all of these tell to
those who can read them the same important fact that “God
is love,” surely we may truthfully say that the words are in-
spired ; nevertheless, when verbal inspiration is spoken of as
a whole, it primarily refers to the actual words used by the
inspired writers, and found in the Greek New Testament.

This will shew the importance of an accurate translation,
that the meaning of the original may be precisely repre-
sented ; but whether the translations be good or not, does
not touch the question of verbal inspiration {for that refers,
as we have said, to what God caused to be written), though
a faulty translation may be the cause of our losing in some
passages the full advantage of that inspiration.

We have said that the Septuagint translation of the Old
Testament is quoted in the New Testament as scripture, and
this is true, but it is worthy of note that the 1.XX. is not
quoted word for word in every case {though it is in many
places); but at times, a few words are altered, as if the
writer, led by the Holy Spirit, corrected the translation. In
several instances the Hebrew text is followed ; and in a few
places, a paraphrase is given” following neither the Hebrew
nor the Greek.

It may be a matter of surprise to some that in the quota-
tions from the Old Testament the Hebrew was not always
quoted. Doubtless, the reason why this was not done was
the fact that the people had become familiar with the Greek
version, in the same way that Christians in England are

* See Quotations from the Old Testament in the New,






