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LTROTIICTION
It is with a feeling of pious sincerity that one begins
u study of the Tfifty-third chapter of Isaiah. A feeling of
vonder and amezevient 1s born in the mind as one reeds the

sceount of the "dervent of the Tord” ( /7 } /7 7—: y )e

He shell be exalted and extollied and shell be vrry ‘1{{- any
shell be astonished at him, for his visage is marred more than
ny men. Ye sholl sprinkle rieny nations; kings will shut their
mouths pt ¥im, Tle grows up as a tender plant end as a rood
out of the dry ground. %e hus no beauty, but is rather a
alzht causing men to %turn their feces from him, Therelfors,

he is despised, rejected, burdened with sorrows, stricken smd
anitian of Cod, He is vounded and brulsed for the sins of the
nelds but this his suffering 1is efficesious, for by his
gtrines sinful menkind is heeled. By his voluntary oporession
and by his patlient endurence of mockery end scorn hesped upon
him during his triel, men are benefited. e 1s put to death,
innocently condemncd end leid ewey in the tomb. He nekes IHis
grave with the wicked but is with the rich in his death. 3Bub
he remsins not in the grsve. Rether, he prolongs his da;é

and now sees his seed., .And now he is reverded, Tor he hes a
portion with the great and divides the spoil with the strong.
He wes huniliasted, for "He bore the __sin of meny, =nd made
intercession for the trensgressors.” Bui he wes 111?3'."156
exalted, cxtolled, and made ver:_,’ high. Now-he mekes con-
$inusl intercession for the trensgressors of the Lord's holy

1av.
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Thus reads the history of this "Servant of Jehovzh;
thus reads thet loftiasts z-zaﬂ(mnst) sublime of 21l chapters in
the Bible, namely, Isalnh, chopter £ifty-three.,

Put o wvhom dacs the prophet spesk thess things? %ho
. is this "Servent of fohovah” who thus suffers as man's sub-
stitute %o gein their forgivoness?

This teri "Servant of Jehoveh¥ is ussd variously in the
Seriptures. At times 1t desiegnates Moses the lawsgiver. The
term is emnloyed thus throughout the book of Joshua, Compare

also Teut. 34, 5: "So lioses the servant of - the Tord died there

in the land of Moab, according to the word of the Tord". The-
term is slso used as describing Joshue, the viectorious saptailn
mhus in Joshue 22, 289: "And 1% ceme %o pass after these things,

that Joshua the son of Mun, the servant of the-Tord, dled,

being an hundred snd ten years old". The term is frequently
used of the patriarch Pavid. Compare Psalm 18, l: "To the

chief rusieian, & Pselm of David, the servsat of the Lord;"

slsc Pselm 36, l: "To the chief "usloien, & Psalnm of David

the servent of the Tord;"” also Jersmiah 33, 2l: "Then mey

aleo my covenant be broken with Devid my servant, thet he

should nnt heve a son to reign¥ Te also frequently find the
seme term spnlied to the petrierch Job. Compare Job 1, 8:

"And the Tord seid unto Saten, Hast thou considered my ser-
yang Job, thet there is nonme like him in the earth?”; like-
wise Job 2, 3 =nd 42, 8. And we even find this term applied
to king Nebuchadnezzar. So in Jeremish 27, 6: "ind now have

T given all these lends into the hand of Nebuchadnezzar the
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king of' Bebylon, my servant".

Will any of these men £1% the description of the servent
wnlch Isaieh glves us 'in chapter fifty-three? Incidents in
the lives ol some of these individusls do coincide with certain
incidents in TIsailch's description oflihe "Servant". ' llosss was
exalted end extolled and was very high (comp. 52, 15); Joshua
had & vortion with the grest (comg; 53, lg); David wes 2 man
at wvhom the kings shut their mouths (egmp. 62, 15); Job was
sovercly opprossed =nd afflicted (comp. 55! 7); end even !lebu-
chadnezzar vwes exelted and very hlgh (comp. 52, 12). But of
vhich cf the above-mentioned csn it be seid that "he hath
borne our grief snd carried our sorrows"? 0f vhat lndividuel
cen it bo sald that "he hed done no viglence, nelther was any
feceit in his mouth"? COf vhich of them can 1t be éaid that
*he shall see his seed, he shall prolqng his deys"? UNelther
Eoses; ner Jbshua; norhnevid; nor Job, nor Nebuohadnezzer is
roferred to by Issish in his Tifty-third chapler.

Toes Isaish in eny part of his book intimate or suggest
vho this "servant of the Tord" might be? Ioes he avply the
torm uniformally %o any one individusl? No, he too uses the
serm to desisnete various persons, grouns end cle=zses. Sor
instence, he applies the term %o all Israel. Thus in 42, 13,
19: “Hesr, ye deaf; end look, ye blind, that ye may see. TUho
is blinad, dut my servent? or deaf; as my messenger thet I sent?
who is blind ez he thet is perfect, =nd blind s the Tord's

servent?". A%t enother place Isaiash uses the term to @esignaie
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only the falthful in Israel, "the Israel according to the
spirit”, Thus 44, 1, 2: "Vet nov heer 0 Jacob my servant;
end Israel, whom I have chosen: thus saith the Tord that
maie thee, ond Cformed thee from the womb, which will help
thee; Fear not, O Jacob ny servant; and thou, Jesurun, whom
I have chosen", Bubt in 49, 5 and 6 Isalsh refers to term %o
the Messiah: "And now, saith the ILord thet formed thee from
the womb to bs his gervent, o bring Jacob agein to hin,
fnd he seid, I% is a llght thing thet thou shouldest be my
servent to reise up the tribes of Jecodb, end to restore the
preservod of Israel'. Thus Isish uses the torm "Servent of
Jehovah" in & three=fold manner, as desipgnating sll Isreel,
only the plous, and fin=lly as descriptive of the Hessiah.

Who is meant in chapter fifty-three? Critios hzve split
into many cemps. Somo hold thet Isalsh i1s spezking of all
Isreel; some, thet he designetes only the pious in Isreel;
while certain ones hold that the prophet is speaking of some
individusl. The Christien Church hes, however, from the very
beginning held that Isaich 1s speaking of the Messiah. 4And
thet this 1s the true interpretation is pointed out at length
in the following chapters. In one section of sixteen verses
the evangelist of the 0ld Testament points a pleture of the
work of Christ. #iis humlliation is stressed as well as His
exaltetion. |

ind es we study this £ifty-third chepter, as'we pausa'
to gaze upon this ploture of our liessieh, as we see the

verious detnils in bold relief, we cannot help but marvel at
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the beauty of it all., e guze long and intently; our tongues
are held; we cannot Bpeak; we oan only marvel. . nd vhen
finelly after léna-moments of devout silence we do open our
mouths to sneeak, the only words which pass over our 1lips are,
Hail veésiah, innocent sufferer, Lemb of God, my Ledeemer.
Tielltzsch mufvellins et the beauty of this chanter exnressed
his thoughts thus, "The conception of the servant of Jehoveah
is, es it werec, a pyramid, whose bese is the people of Israel
es & whole, whose center is Isremel sccocrding to the spirilt, @and
vhose ape£ is the person of the Hediator of salvation vho erises
out of Isreel”. -

Blessed beyond measure 1s he who sess hls Savior in these
versecs of' the Tifty-third chepter of Isalgh. And thrice blessed

is he who accepts this Messismh as his Redeener,




CHAPTER_ONE
THE STIMONY OF ISIAH FIFTY-THREE

Chapter fifty-three of Isalah begins, "Who hath believed
our report? end to vhom 1s the arm of the Lord revealed? For
he shall grow up before him as & tender plant". The first
thing that thoe casusl reader will ask is, *Who 1s the person
of vhom +the prophet says, "He shall grow up"?'. The eunuch
of Ethiopia reading this chapter asked of Philip, "Of whom
speaketh the prophet this, of himself or of some other man"? *
That is the great snd weighty question which at this moment
engeges our attention. Who is the "he" of wvhom Isalah speaks,
who is the "Servant of the Lord"?

Belng asked this question, the student will at once read
the entire chapter very carefully, pondering upon every word,
upon every phrase, to see if in the chapter itself some hint
is not dropped as to the subject of the writing. He will study
the internal testimony of the chaepter 1ltself. This will engege
our attention at this time. Ve shall study each verse, each
phrese to see if perheps we cen determine who the "Servent of
the Lord" is. :

The testimony of the chapter is very olear. This one
who beers our griefs, who scerries our sorrows, who is wounded
for our transgressions, who is bruised for our iniquities,
upon vhom is placed the chastisement of our peace, with whose

stripes we ere healed, upon whom the Lord has laild the iniquity

¥ 0!. Firker, "P‘Wie’ BIBE". YOIQ XV. Dg. 555-535.
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of us all, vho was smitten for the transgression of God's
people, who made his soul an offering for sin, vwho makes
intercession for the transgressors; trat one who does all
this can only be one person, can only be the Lord Jesus Him-
self, the Son of the almighty God. Joseph Parker * says
concerning the testimony of the chapter itself:

No man known to history, but one, can carry this

chapter in all 1ts' verses end lines end partiocles.

Here and there some other men may come in and par-

tially eppropriate a vord, a hint, a suggestion;

but has .any man ever seized the m'lole chapter, and

sald, 'That is mine'? He would be a bold man who

‘would claim this chapter. Decency would intervene

and say, Do not attempt to wear the constellations,’

do not attempt to claim the sun as private gro‘gerty.

Yet there is one Man in history who would fit the

occasion. VThen we read the life of Jesus Christ,

and then read this chapter in the light of that

life, every verse flames uy into new meanings,

every sentence a pinnacle heaven-pointing, every

figure a flower grown in the eternal paradise.

After we have consldered the verses of chapter fifty-
three, then we too will be forced to nod essent to the view
of Parker. The evidence 1s overwhelmingly in favor of the
Messianic interpretetion of this chapter.

I,. THE SERVANT'S LOWLY ORIGIN AND BIRTH

The "Servant of the Lord" is a being, a rational indi-

vidual, and so must consequently have a beginning. He mws?¥

be born, must originate. Verse two desorides this His birth
when it says: "For he shall grow up before Him as a tender
plant, end as a root out of a 4ry ground"”, This growing up
spesks of His origin emnd birth, It is:His entry into the

world, He is to come as a "tender plant" and as a "root".

¥Acts 8, 4.
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Both these terms refer back to Isaieh 11, 1: "And there shall
come forth a rod out of the stem of Jesse, and a Branch shall
grow out of his roots". The thought in these two verses is
identical., In 11, 1 the "rod"™ and the "Branch" refer to
Christ the Messlah. The terms are. Messlanlo, Therefore,
63, 2 being a parallel of 11, 1 the verse 1s also Messianic,
and oan refer only to Christ, the Messlah.

The "Servant's" entry 1s desoribed very vividly, for he
i1s spoken of as coming as a tendér plant and as a root'. He
shall have no great end large beginnings. There shall be
nothing fante sﬂo about his eppearance. He shall come quietly.
as the root of the tender plant creeps through the orust of the
eerth silently without much ado. Thus shall this "Servant" _
meke hils appaara-noe. It shall be a humble and a lowly entrance.
From Isalah 11, 1 we learn that the "rod", or the "stump", or
the "root” 1s the humiliated house of David. "Out of the stem
of Jesse", we read there. S0, the "Servent” shall be of royal
desoent, but alas, shall not ocoms as & nodble. This house of
pavid had fallen upon evil days. This ancient family had de-
cayed. From this fallen house comes he who.is the "Servant
of the I.or;!". * poes such a pioture coincide with the actuel
joyous entrance usually accorded to ome of royel birth? Is
this not rather an unusual piloture? A prince is borm, but lo,
not in splendor, dbut as a rcot, unnoticed, and in humility.

And now we look through the pages of history, we study
the lives of various men, we try to fit into the prophecy its

T Alexender Maclaren, "Expositions o y Soripture”,
Isiah, DPE. 98..
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subject, Who can this be? Many natural men have had lowly
births, And perheps soms of royal descent have come into
this world without the accustomed salute of Joy. But noms

of these heve ooms from a decayed house of David. Then we
look at 1I‘ihe birth of Christ to see if He is not the fulfill-
ment of this prophecy. We f£ind that He 1s of the house of .
David, for He 1s born of Nary and Joseph,. who were of the
lineage of David. ' He came in hu_m!.uty and poverty. His
parents ere mere pessantsi Hls bed is a manger in a stable.
He comes quietly, unnoticed by all except the shepherds and
the wipe men from the east, He ocomes as a root out of the
dry ground. And that was ‘His lot during His entire life,
nanely, povorty and humility. ‘Qoi_mﬁon risMrI:olk vere his
disciples; the common people were’Hlis devoted admirers,
thieves and malefactors were His companions in death, end.
even nov the lowly and the poor ere the constituents of His
Church. * Cen there be found anywhere & more striking ful-
fillment of a propheoy than this? Delitzsch.expresses his
orinion: "Tue dry groﬁnd is the situation at the time of

the enslaved end sunken people; He vas subjected to the con~
ditions in vhich the people lived, given up as they were to
the tyranny of the world-power" ** Comparing “the subject of
the prophecy with the actual eppeerance of Christ, we too with
unbiased minds, will have to admit, it is Christ, the Messleh,

% of. 7. B. Neyer, "Ohrist in Isaleh", pg. 160. ;
**0f. Delitzasoch, aomentary on Iaalah: Vol. 1X. pg. 279,
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II. IHE SERVANT'S UNATTRACTIVE FORM

The desoription of the "Servent of Jehovah" is unique
in this, that 1t points out minute details vhich would ordi-
narily be overlooked in the common man. In 82, 14 and 53, 2
we read the following desoription: "His visage was so marred
more than any man, and his form more than the sons of men:
he hath no form nor comeliness; and vwhen we shall see him,
there 18 no beauty that we should desire him". Ve note the
unusual tone of this picture. There 18 something extraordinary
in this men, in this "Servant". By his birth his form was
marred more than the sons of men, Hls birth was in itaself a
marring of his beauty; it was a degradation, such a one with
which no naturel birth ocould compare.

¥hat man in his birth has seen more degradation than is
possible to men? What man hag through birth been humbled more
than is naturesl? None can oome undgr this description, by
virtue of the faot that no man cen be less than man. But see
how this pioture fits the life of Christ, the Messlah! He
took upon Him the form of men. He fook upon Him the flesh
thet hed no beauty of outline or feature. He had no beauty
of form. He had no beauty of statuary. - He, by virtue of
the fact that He 1s God, humbled mmeu(iﬁ:ﬁthia birth, —
humbled Himself more than eny men could humble Himself. He

- |L=':'

f£its the pioture beautifully. In Him there was an entire
absence of outward show, There was nothing in Him to please

¥ 0f, Joseph Perker, "The Pecples Bible", Vol. XV. pg. 287. . |

7 |

: P
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the spoiled tastes of sinful men. So unattractive was Hc; _
thet the Jews d1d not went Him but refused to recognize Him,
Such was His humiliation and marred countenance that Pilate
had to exclaim, "Art thou the man"? * Christ is the men who
has this merrad countenance, who is so vold of beauty that
men shun Him.
III. THE SERVANT'S RECEPTION BY MEN
In the previous seotion 1t has been intimated that this
"Servant's"” reception by men would not be a gracious one. °
4And in verse one and three of shapter fifty-three we note the
striking prophecy. "Who hath belleved our report? He is
despised and rejected of men; we hid as it were our faces
from hin; he was desplsed, eand we esteemed him not". This

wServent" was to be forsaken of men. The Hebrew original

says, _Z2'W*‘) gi //]. Delitzsoh says that this signifies

one who 1ac.ks. eminent men, 1.0'., has to dispose of their
assistance and cooperation.** Men treated him shemefully.
They hid as 1t were their faces from him, The orlginal.
. 1729 % JD 2532 meens. (acoording to Delitzsch*™**)
"as 1‘& .were 'etzve!.]:ix;g—c;r the face before: him, 1.e., his

appecrance exoited intollersble horror, so that men turned
avey from him or drew their germents over their faces".
Instead of being received as a prince, this "Servent" was
to be treated as a oriminsl, as a common outoast; he was

to be barred from society as the leper was barred from the

T Alexender Maolaren, FExpositions of HOly Soripture”,
Isalah, pg. 94.

B% of . Deiigzsoh. Commentary on Isaleh, Vol. IX. pg. £80.

*x#0f, Delitzsch, Commentery on Isaieh, Vol. II. DPg. 281,
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dty; he was to be isolated.

Ve cast about for someone who was thus spitefully treated
and shemefully ebused, Our eyes may fall upon Job, for he him-
self says: "They abhor me, they flee far from me, and spare not
to spit in my fece™.* But he cannot be the "Servant of the
Iord", for he is neither a prince from the house of David, nor
was such suffering his lifelong lot. Ve muest look yet farther.
Then from above comes & heavenly volce, 'It is Jesus, whom
they orucified'. He was truly despised and rejected of men;
His claims were ridiculed; His words of wisdom were thrown
back on Himself; He was rejeoted by the Jews, by the.rich, by
the great and the leesrned, by the mass of men of every grade
and renk. He was eminently the object of contempt a2nd scorn
alike by the Pharisees, the Sadducees and the Romans. In his
life on earth it was so. None were so poor that they could
not afford to desplse Him as lower then they. His love was
repulsed. He was shunned; He was ridiculed. In His death it
was stlll so. Then, in that His hour of extremest need, He
vas deserted by those vhom He trusted most. The. Jews were
neiling Him to the oross. The disciples had forseken Him,
Peter had denled Him. Even God had for a time left Him with-
out the slmighty assistance of a loving Father. And even now
it 18 still so; He is atill rejected. Since then His name
and person have been eztens;vely the object of contempt. The
action of the Jews to this present dey, who shun Jesus, who

¥ Job 30, 10,
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at the mere mention of His name show their utter contempt for
Him by some blasphemous action, is a striking fulfullment of-
this prophecy. Unbelieving oritics have also fallen in line o
vith the Jews in rejecting this Messiah, in hesping shame and
disgrace 'upon Him, The faot that Christ was then rejected by
the Jews, and the faot that He 1s now rejected by the Jews
and unbelieving eritics 1s still more proof that Christ is
the fulfullment of this prophecy, "He was despised and rejec-
ted of men, end we hid as it were our faces from Him".* '
IV. THE SERVANT'S SORROY OF HEART

It is quite natural thet one who is so treated, who is
abused so shamefully, will' also experience a sorrow of heart
beyond comparison. So 1t was to be'with this "Servant”. Verse
three tells us: "A man of sorrows, and acquainted with grief.™
The terms are charscteristioc of the suffering "Servent". He
is a man of sorrows, _,ﬂ_)_g_,_\:_zg_z_ﬁ:‘]:. Delitzsoh** points
out that this term demends this m;enins, that he be a man of
sorrows in all forms, a man characterized by this, that his
1life be a ocontinual patient enduranee of sorrows., The subject
of this propheoy was not to suffer sorrows as the natural man
suffers them. FHe was not only to have his ocoasional sorrow,
but he was to have continual sorrow, sorrow uninterupted
through his entire life. :

Moreover, he was to be aoquainted with grief, _ﬁw

¥—or. Alexander EEoIEren. WSIE!OHB of the BSIy §01‘!P£“1‘Gl,

Isaish, pg. 95, as well as by meny others, compare Delitzsch.
*x of, Delitzsch, Commentary on Isalah, Vol. II. pg. 280.



=14=
o Delitzsch * say® that the expression demands

the meaning that the "Servant™ be one who has been reduced %o
the condition of knowing about sickness. The wrath evoked by
8in, and the ardour of the self-sacrifice of this "Servant"
must consume him in soul and body like a fever. Grief was to
be his portion.‘ his constent 1ot?

But is %his such an unusuel prophecy concerning the
"Servent of the Lord"? Everyone has sorrows, Everyone is
acqualnted with grief. Death, the grim reaper, seldom falls
to dim the faoces of those strisken; slockness seldom fails to
grieve the heart, At the mention of the terms sorrow or grief,
every mature human mind flashes back to some event, some mmnt-
vhich causqﬂ the tears to flow or which caused the tongue to
keep silence. But cen eny individuel, any sorrowing individual,
be plaged into this picture? No, for mo one has continual .
80Trrovs; no one has known lntei-rupte'd‘ gri.at; no one has had
grief vhich oonsumes him like a fever.

There is only ons vho is the fulfillment of this pro-
pheoy. There is only one who kmew sorrow as it 1s desoribed
of the "Servont of the Lord", and that ome 1s Jesus of

Hazereth. He was the true man of sorrows, as Joseph Parker

desoribes His fulfillment: **

Ris was not an occasional sorrow, a spasmodic pain.
They were multipled in Him, they were His femiliar
acquaintences., He was despised and rejected of men,
spat upon, buffeted, turned away from the docor at

%  0f, Delitzach, Commentery on Isaiah, Vol. II. p&. 280.
** gf, Parker's, The Pecples Bible, Vol. XV. Dg. 228.
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midnite; he came unto His own and His own recelived
Him not. He was aoqueinted with grief, vwhich ve
can never be, nor wvhich anyone can ever be. Ve
have our little griefs, our tiny bubble woes, that
rise and burst upon the streem of dally existence.
But this man was acquainted with grief. Grim grief
nested in His heart. *'The foxes have holes, the
birds of the air have nests, but the Son of Man
had not where to lay His head.' He would be a
bold man who claimed this verse, 1f he vere other
than the Son of God. All men have their trouble,
all men heve thelr touch of grief, all men have their
portion of disappointment; but no man can take up’

these expressions in the fulneas of their meening, . ' . -

and say they are exhausted in human experience.
The sorrow of heart which the "Servent of the Lord"

endured wvas not the only affliction which was laild upon him,
In verses four and five we read of these affllioctions:

"Surely he hath borne our griefs, and carried our sorrowvs:
yet we did esteem him stricken, smitten of God, and afflilected,
But he wes wounded for our transsressions. he was bruised for
our iniquities: the chastisement of our peace was upon him:
end with hies stripes we are healed." That is e desoription
of the "Semnt"s" sufferings.

Note how great are these sufferings and see how heavy
is the load placed upon the "Servant"! Ve esteemed him
wgtricken, smitten of God end afflioted.” v 1;1_. _

/72~ , end ZJYJ) /) are ell passive verbs,
Tha. proph;t 1:803 these thre; te'rl;:s in the passive to show

the severity of the judgment, pain and suffering. These
three Hebrew verbs are passive participles. * This indicates

* of. Theologische Quartalsohrift, Jahrgang 20. Januer
1932, Nummer 1l. S.9f.
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the continuity of the punishment; it lasts for some time.
This "Servant" had ‘to emdure smittlngs, afrliotiona and pain.
not only tor an hour, not only for a day, but durlng the en-
tire tlme of His ministry, honaver, especially during the
last days of his sojourn emong men.' But the irony of all
this for the "Servent" 1s thet men would esteem him stricken
of God., They would imegine that all this punishment was
heaped upon the "Servant" by God because he had'desezvsd 1t.
But the prophet Isalah in this instence shows that the
"Servant" was not suffering for his own evils end trans-
gressions. ‘

Note, in the second place, why the "Servant" was suffer-
ing this pein end bearing this great burden; note the cause
of his suffering! The prophet says thet he bore our griefs
and cerried our sorrows, that he was wounded for our trans-
gressions, bruised for our iniquities. The words are very
cleer. The "Servent" was suffering not for his own iniqui-
ties, but for ours. Ye were the sole ceuse of hils pain and
burden. He was wounded "for" our trensgressions. Luther
trenslates the .9 _ with "um willen"; Gaaoniu;’traﬂalatea
it, "wegen"; and the St. Jemes version has "for", The mean- .
ing is, "on account of ™, Delltzsch * says, *__D with the
pessive enswers not to the Greek m_, but to _J_‘L/_/d_'_.
The meaning is that he was plerced and orushed on acgount of
them (1.e., our sins).” So 1t is our sin vwhich made him to

lenguish end suffer exaruclating torment.
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But note in the third place, that Isalah portrays
this suffering of the "Servant of Jehoveh" as viocarious.
"Surely he hath borne our griefs snd with his stripes we
are healed." ‘This bearing of sin 1s not merely a teking
up and putting eway. Its signlﬂbnnce is much deeper.
Delitzsoh says *; '

A’ Il/,; here refers to the besring of sins. It oom-
nes the ideas of tollere and ferre. With the
acousative of the sIn, 1t signifies to take the
guilt of sin upon oneself as one's very own and
to besr it, to bear the sin as a medlator in order
to oxplato it. The Septuagint translates this _)\ /]
by s ONGE by

are ur'xde-r-
- stood of oxpi'gﬁory bear not merely of putting
awey, 1} shown by Ezekilel 4. 4-8, where the prophet's

is represented in a symbolical:action. -
sense s at the "Servant of God" took on him-
selt the sufferings whioch we hed to bear because of
our sins and deserved to bear, and in order to de-
- 1iver us from them endured them in his own person.
This beering, then, 1s not an ordinary carrying, but
is vicarious bearing of sins for vhioch we should have been
punished. This vicarious bearing of sin has this result, -
that it heels our stripes, as Isalash says, "And by his
stripes we are healed."” 22 i y[ ‘4s used. It designates
healing, outward and inward peace, "g_e&" "Mw
vBefriedi Delitzsch says, "_E_Lgf_l/_ is defined as
a state of salvation (Heil)."* Who will deny the intendod

sense of the passege? Uho will deny whet Maeclaren says of

* Cf. nolitzach comentary on Isaieh, Vol. 1I. Dg. 288f.

" of. Beutzuh, Comnmentery on Isaiah, Vol. II. pg. 286.
Compare also, Theologische Quartalschrift, Jehrgeng 29.
Januar 1932, Nummer l. S. 1l.
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of the sense of this verse:*

They were ours. More 1s suggested then e sympethetie
identification with other's sorrows., This is an
actual bearing of the consequences of sins vhich
others had committed. He is not entangled in e wide-
spread ocalemity but is ‘the. only vietim. This certain-
ly stresses the 1dea of vicarious suffering. Besides,
the description of the persecutions is such that. real
Jlahyaioal violence end not merely symbolical violence

s suggested, - .

Any vho will deny that the "Servant of the Lord™ can,
according to this verse, be only one, nemely, the kessieh, .
the Christ of Nazereth? He it was who bore the heavy load.
He endured pain, for was He not wounded by the thorms,
Plerced by the neils, bruised by the soldiery? See the
apittle of -the soldiery in His fade; see the scourge plowing
long red seems in His flesh; see .the blooqy-snat beadiné
upon ‘His brow; hear the eory, "Forsaken"t "Yes, He was roi'-
seken of God, stricken by God. Joseph Parker desoribes this
condition of anguishi**

He was stricken of God., God would not have Hinm, -

He would not extract the nails, would not heal the

'wound, extract the spear, punish the murderers.
He turned away and in His turning made the heavens
black. The earth applauded the divine gomplacency
_ in rocking and earthquake and darkness sympatl_:etic.

It wvas Jesus of Nazareth who took upon glmae'.l.r our
sins. He acted as our substitute end brought healing and
peace with Him. God punished His own Son, not because of
gins whioh He had done, not because of evils which He had

committed, but because of our sins. It was upon us that

* of. Mul.ar'cn; iﬁzpoaiti.ohs of Hol.y' Seripture, Isalah,
« 100,
b gg. The Peoples Bible, Vol. XV. pg. 229.
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thls punishment should have come down. Ye should have been
thus shamefully treated. e had deserved this because of
our sins. But we poor mortels, vhose bodies are so frail
thet they oannot withstend even slokness, would have perished
under the heavy .j.oad. Therefore God in His everlasting meroy
and grece sent Bis Son Christ to ﬁear our sins for us end to
suffer the punishment whioch we had deserved, thus changing.
our lot from hellish torment to blessed selvation. Christ
wes this bearer of pesce. Thus the evangelist Matthew looks
uvpon Jesus in the eighth chapter, verse seventeen, of his
epistle. And he vho does not see in this chapter the Servent
Jesus 1s blind with unbelief. He who will not accept the
testimony of the prophet Isaleh is rejecting the testimony
of Cod.

VI. THE WORK OF THE "SERVANT™ TS VICARIOUS

There are twelve statements in this chapter, vhiloh are
worthy of special consideration, for they shed light  upon
the question as ‘to the ﬂ.ntarpretatioﬁ of the pessage. These
twelve stetements are:

1. He hath dborne our griefs, verse 4.

8. Carried our sorrows, verse 4.

3. Vounded for our transgressions, verse 5.

. 4, Brulsed for ouwr iniquities, verse 5.

5. The chastisement of our peace was upon him, verse &.

6. Vith his stripes we are healed, verse 8.

7. The Lord hath laid on Him the inigquity of us

all, verse 6, :
8. For the transgression of my people was he smitten,
verse 8. -
9. Made his soul an offering for sin, verse 10.
10. He shall bear their iniquities, verse ll.

11. He bears the sin of many, verse 12.
18. Mede intercession for the transgressors, verse 12.
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He hath borne our griefs (verse 4). We note the em=-

phatic position of . )’/ /7 /> "™e". It is our griefs that

this "Servant" bears. "Bear®, A& 7, properly means,

"to teke up, to 1ift, to raise." * Then it means "to beer,
to carry", as an infant in the arms, or es a tree its fl'l;lt._.
** Then 1t moans "to endure, suffer, permit." *** mpen .!.t
means "to bear the sin of eny one, to take upon ona"s self
the suffering vhioch is due to sin." **** 1§ eglso meana "to
bear chastiscment or punishment." ***** Tt {3 also used in the
sense of taklng away the sin of any one, expieting, or pro-
curing pardon." ¥¥*¥xk Th gvery ocase there is the ldea of
"lifting, sustaining, teklng up, end conveying awey, as by o
carrying a burden." It is not simply "removing™, but "remov- % E;\(’l
ing by lifting." e
The word rendered "griefs", l0.5{_7 , 1s Iiteralll-.‘y,

"sickness, disease". The meaning 1s then not properly that
the "Servant™ took upon himself our sins. Ra_thei' he took upon
himself our siclkmess. But this sicknsss was the resuvlt of sin,
The "Servant" took upon himself the sickness, the suffering
vhick we had deserved because of our sins, and freed us from
them, He, though innocent, bore them himself thus freeing us
of them. He haé not brought them upon himself. They were
ours. We dild not deserve that he do this, 'But the bearing

is vicarious and has a vicarious effect.

L7 —u;no , y I’ 0D« o
®*  Tg, 46, 3; Ezek. 17, 8. Anenkn Loy, 10, 17,
] :ﬂb.al. 3.

sk Eﬁeks 18.. 19.21.
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He_hath ocarried our sorrows. The word "esrry" properly
meens ‘to oarry.as a burden, The idea of carrying sin is not
implied in these words. @he-wqrd"aoirows", ZLAL L
properly means "pain, sorrow, grief". This probably re:t.'er; to

peins of the mind, vhile the word in the previous section re-

fers to pains of the body. These pains are ours. ¥e had de=-
served thom. But now the "Servant" tekes them upon himself,

He took upon himself all the slocknesses, sorrows, pains, and
triels of life, He twas afflicted with them., It wes dome for
us, We had deserved them. Thus we were freed of them, for he
took away the cause of this sickness, namely, sin. Could any-
one else do this? This 1s a vicarious work. ¥ho in this world
cen teke upon himself the sorrows end pein of someone else, thus
freeing him of those paina? There 1s only one who can do this,
Christ!

He was wounded for our ‘tranag;ess:l.ons. The word rendargd

"wvounded”, 35 gs /7.2, is a8 perticiple Po. from gigj /7 »

T 3

"to bore through, to perforate, to pleros, to wound.". The idea
15 that there would be some act of plerocing inflicted upon this
n"Servent". Why should he be plerced? For our transgressions,
i.e., not for his own, but for ours. The word rendered "for",
) _, 1s reaslly, "on account of". It was on account of the

sins of others that he wes pierced through. This suffering was

vicarioug.

He was bruised for our iniquities. The word rendered
*prulsed”, AD Z » properiy means "to be broken to pleces,
T

=
%o be orushed.” The "Servant" is to be broken down and orushed,
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but agaln, for our iniquities. It is not for his own sins
that he suffera, but for ours. Iniquities are sins, It
was our sins that were placed upon him, for vhich he had to
suffer. _

The chastisement of our peace was upon him, The word
"chastisement" properly denotes the correction, chestisement,
or punishment inrliofod by parents on their ohildren,-dosignod
to amend their faults. * The word properly does not of nec-
essity denote punishment, though 1t is often used in that
sense, It is properly that vhich corrects, be it by admonition,
counsel, punishment, or suffering. The meaning here is that
the "Servant" took upon himself the sufferings which would se-
cure the peace of those for whom he suffered. The word "peace™
meons peace with God, reconciliation with the Creator. The
phrase "upon him" means thet the burden by which the peace of
men was effected was lald upon him and that he bore it. The
idea of this phrase is, thet he, though sinless, took upon him-
self the chastisement, the punishment deserved ﬁy us, thus se-
curing our peace with God. This is a clear testimony for the
vicarious suffering of the Servant. What man can take suffer-
ing, sin, end torment of others upon himself, thus seouring
peece with God? Man cannot even secure peace for himself. It
is Christ who does this.

With his stripes we are healed. The word "stripes"
M. properly meens "weal, stripe, bruise, i.s.,
the m;;k or-irint of blows on the skin.," The idea is that

® prov, 22, 15; 23, 13.
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the "Servant" would be subjected to some treatment that would
cause such a weal or stripe. - The words, "we are healed";
literally, "1t 1s healed to us™, refer: to spiritual hoali.ng;
Through these bruises, stripes, end weales of the "Servant",
spirituel healing, i.e., healing from sins, was to come to ua;
This "Servent® is himself mot worthy of stripes., It is our °
sins that he tékes upon himself. They Sause! i these stripes.
Through this vicarious work of his we are healed from sin,
Who else osn this be but.the Messiah? No man can make amends
for another's sins, thus freeing that former one of his sins.
Man cannot even free himself of his own sins. He mmt pray to
Cod for daily forglveness. :

The Lord has lald on him the iniquity of us all. This
is the ection of the lLord Jehovah. The words rendered "laid
on him", _ (/] , meen properly, "to strike upon or sgainst,
to impinge on any one or any thing."” The meaning 1s that
Jehoveh caused sins to meet to rush upon the "Servant" so as
to overwhelm him in calamity. It was the iniquity of us all
that was rushed upon him, - The iniquity is sin; our sins are
meant. He suffered in our stead, for us, The "Servant" him-
gelf did not become a sinner, but he suffered es if a sinner.
This langusge stresses the idea of vicarious suffering. The
"Servant", innocent, suffers for guilty mankind, and geins
pardon for him. There is only one vwho could do this, Christ.
The meaning is here that the "Servant" was smitten on account
of the sins of God's people. This smiting is literally a blow,
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a stroke.  Agaln, Christ was emitten for sins which he dia
not commit, so that he might. free his people from their sins,
Christ, vho is God is the only one who .could do this.

Fe made his soul an offering for sin. "Soul®, _(/ :2 Z -
properly means, "breath, spirit, life". It sometimes denotes .
the soul, regerded as the seat of emotions. " Here 1% is
equivalent to "himself". Vhen he himself 1s made an offering
for sin. "0ffering for sin" properly means, blame guilt -
vhich one contracts by transgression, It is often rendered,
"{respess offering". The 1ded 1s here that the "Servant"
would be made an offering, & sacrifice for sin. By this the
guilt would be expieted and an atonement mede. He iz himself
innocent. His soul or life 1s given to meke explation for sin.
There could be no more explicit decleration of a viearious
suffering of the "Servant”. He is not suffering for his own,
sins, but for the sins of others., .And this his suffering is
to heel others. This is not the work of the mere martyr. On-
ly Ghrisjb oould do this.

He shell bear their iniquities. In this:statement l;ea

the cause of all the suffering of this righteous "Servant”.

He 1a_ﬁot suffering becéuse he himself has done any wrong,
but because he is bearing "thelr", i.e., our inlquities, "He
gtood between the stroke of justlce and the sinner, and re-
ciived the blow himself." He erdured the results or.conse-
quences of sin; we parteke of the consequences or the results
of his sufferings end death in our behelf. This is the great
central dootrine of justifigation, based upon the work of none

other than Christ, the Messiah.
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He bears the sin of many. Bearing of sin has been irea-
ted in enother section of this peper.* He the innocent "Ser-
vent" was to bear the sins of the guilty, freeing the guilty
of their sins through this his atonement.

Kade intercession for the tranusgressors. The meaning of
making intercession is that of "causing to meet, or to rush";
and then "to assail, as it were, with prayers, to suppliocate
for any one, to entreat". It does not simply refer to the
mere work or act of meking prayer or supplication, but rather
to the word of intercession at the throne of God. This 1s the
vServant's"” assigned task.' This 1s the olosing'pary of his
whole work in behalf of his people and of the world. This is
the work of Christ, the Messiah. He 1s the true lediator be-
tween God end man, for no one else could successfully accom-
plish this work. No one else would have the baéis. nemely, a
vicarious atonement, which would insurs success. Every phase
of vicarious work can belong only to-chrtat; The "Servant of
the Lord" could not f£ind his fulfillment in anyone else but
Him, for no one can meke ‘atonement for sins.

The “sgrvant of the Lord" 1is dpsortbed by Isalah as the
Sufferer Supreme. But note how unususl is the "Servant's”
enduring of the sufferings heeped upon himi "All we like
sheep have gone astray; we have turned every one %o his own
w;y; and the Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of us all.

He was oppressed, snd he was afflicted, yot he opened not

his mouth: he is brought as a lemb to the slaughter, and as

¥ of. ohapter one, V.
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sheep before her shearers is dumb, so he openeth not his
mouth,” *

See how the "Servant" patiently suffers for our sins
as our aubstitute! Te all, Z ,Z g'i':'z s l.e., all mankind,
hed gone astray. Ve all, without Tex;eption, acted as a floock
of sheep without a shepherd. Ve went astray, tandered to and
fro, wandered aimlessly, not mindful of the path upon which
we were trodding. Everyone was following his own chosen path,
his own Z Z Z e« And this was the way of sin, as Isaiah
implies in the next words., It was not the straight and narrow
peth leading to glory, but the wide and eﬁn way leading to
destruction. Our sins hed blinded us, so thst we could no
longer see our shepherd. Without his guldence we were wander-
ing to and fro. But then, behold the action of the Lord,
Jehovah: "He hath laid on him (1.e., the "Servant of Jehovah")
the iniquity of us all.” It 1s Jehovah who does this. He
takes His "Servant” and assigns to him the task of bearing
our sins upon himself, of making atonement for them. And
the "Servent" does this willingly and gladly. 1Isalah informs
us in the next verse that he was oppreossed snd afflicted, thus
showing that he accepted the task which his master had placed
upon him, accepted it without compleint end without murmer.

Having entered upon his work, we hear Isalah's desorip-
tion of his reastion to the work. In all his sufferings he
opened not hla' mouth, did not complein. He was oppressed.
and he was afflicted, and though he deserved it not, yet he
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opened not his mouth, Isaleh describes his patience submis-
siveness with the pleture -of a sheep led to the slaughter.
As such a sheep 414 not bleet out its objotion, so also aia
the "Servant" not ‘complain. And as the mother sheep is dumb
before its shearers, so was the "Servant” dumb before those
who inflicted the ummerciful punishments upon him. The mind
staggers at such patience and endure.mce of sorrows and tribu-
lation. ' '

411 men suffer. Some are subjected to grievous torments
of body and soul. Some are spared the pieroing pein of ex-
treme afflioction.. But no man suffers as this Servant. No
man bears all his pain without whimper. No man has undergone
misfortune without some ~thogght ‘of impatidnt compliaint. No
men has suffered without ever oﬁgning his niouth in bit*;'er oon-
plein, There is only one of whom-'it .can be seid that He bore
the griefs hesped upon -Him without revolt. There 1s only one
to whom the words of verse five and six may be applied literal-
1y, end that is the Tord Jesus Christ. It was He to whom
Jehovah said, Go my Son and rudeem the children who are doomed
to hell. -And he is the only one who could say, Yeas, Lord,
most willingly, I'll do what thou commandest. He alone could
say that; He alone oould do it; and He alone did it willingly
end patiently. Never aid he complein, never did He revolt
ageinat the Lord's plan of salvation. And vwhen in the Garden
of 'Gethamne Hle asked the lord to take this bitter oup from
Him, He, thank God, added the words, *Not my will but thine
be done.' Yes, willingly He took upon Himself the task
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ageigned to Him. }

And during His entire suffering, from Gethsemane to
Calvary, Hls mouth was never opened to complain against the
1nd;gn1tles heaped upon Him. The prophecy of Isaich was
verbelly fulfilled in Christ. He was taken captive in the
Garden, but offered no resistance. le was led before the:
Jewlsh rulers but endured their blasphemies. He was heaped
with scorn end disdain before Pllate, but opened not His
mouth, -He was alapped, and He waé bﬁﬂettea; He was scourged
and orowned with thornms; He waa spat upon and ridioculed; He
was plerced and He wes orugified; He was Jeered, ysa even for-
seken of God = but never did He ory out in revolting complaint.
Only when He ﬁaa adjured to testify to Hls delity before
Caiphas did He spesk. tmly~ vhen silence would have been
disowning fHis Kingship dlad He speak before Pillate. Who can
deny thet it 1s Christ, who is spoken of by Isaieh! The tes-
timony is so overwhelming that one is foreed to say with
Parker: YHe was oppreaéd end He was affliocted; He said,

My soui is sorrowful even unto death; we know thet He sweat

as it were great drops of blocod. Ye have r'ead that. Ve

compare the prophesy and the history, and they are one. *
VITI. THE "SERVANT'S" GRAVE

One of the glearest testimonies that the "Servent of
the lord" is Christ is given us in the words of Isalah, verse
nine: vand he made his grave with the wioked, and with the
rich in his death.™ Isalah vividly portrays the intended

PE. BOL
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aotion of the enemles of the "Servant" after they had succseded
in putting him to death. They would then try to give him a
grave with the wiocked. This is just whet the enemies of Jesus
did" do. ' They intended to deny him an honorable burisl and to
comnit him to the seme grave.with the wicked. When He dled,
Te died with the wicked, betveen the two malefactors, though
He Himself was not wicked, was: not to be numbered with them,
And the Jews would have buried Him with them, had not God
dacreed otherwise. Compare the account given in John 19,
S5l £f, The Jews asked that the legs of the malefactors:be
broken, intending to break Jesus® legs, having in mind' that
all throe should dile together and be buried together. Thus
Jesus would have been buried with the wiocked, had God not
intervened with the plans of the Jews.

Isalah continues by saying that the intended durial of
the "Servent" was altogether differsnt from the actual buriel,
for he was buried with the rich. The account 15 given in
Matt. 27, 57 ££. Joseph of Arimathee toock the body of Jesus
and placed it in his own grave, which he, being a man of
wealth, had prepared for himself. It was a new tomb; it was
the tomb of a rich man. Jesus' body.was treated as were .thosa
of the weslthy, being wound in.linens, and anointed with spices,
°  myrrh and aloes. The fulfillment of the prophecy cam find its
object in'only one person, namely Christ. '

Isaiah says of the "Sai-vant":, "He hed done no violence
neither was any deceit in his mouth." Thus Isalah testifies
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concerning the ebsolute sinlessness of this "Servant”. And
in this testimony we have an absolute proof that this is
Christ the Messlah, He alone is the sinless one. Of Him
alone 1t can be sald that He had done no- violence; of Him
alone it can be sald that His tongue never uttered words of .
blasphemy. No dweller of this earth, except Him, can appro-
priste these wordes to Nlimself, for ell men ere born in sin
end ere shapen in iniquity.

But now cones the mystery of 1t ell, a:mystery which
cannot be solved, unless we look upon Christ as the “Servant
of the Lord." The "Servent" is absolutely holy and sinless, -
without guile, without any deceit. And yet we reaé in the
elghth verse that "He was taken-from. prison and from Judgment:
end who shall declare his émation?- for he was cut off out
of the land of the living: for the transgiession of my
people was he stricken." He 1s taken away to the Judgment
hall to be tricd. The hands vhich lead him are not wont to
treat him kindly, but they hurry him, treating him roughly
and shamefully. And there at the hands of his captors he
receives the sentence, 'He is guilty of death, Cruoify hinm,
orucify him.' Thus he 1s ocut off out of the land of the
living, killed. :

But how oan all this be? He is the "Servant of God".
Je is sinless and holy. He is not guilty of death. and yet
God subjects him to such shameful treatment. Agein we ask,
howv cen this be? It 1s a mystery unfathomable, unless vwe
interpret it of Christ the Redeemer. That God should brulse
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this sinless onc 1s a divine wonder and riddle, only to be
solved by regarding the words of Isalah to be spoken of
Christ.* If we regard the "Servant" as Christ, then the
nystery unfolds and explaeins itself. He 1s the sinless one.
But He endures oiripes and scorn and punishments that He mey
teke awey. our sins, He who is rational and sene- will realize
the dlffioulty and interpret the prophecy as referring %o
Christ, for thus only is myastery changed to glorious and
comforting truth. '
X. THIS "SERVANT™ HAD TO BE GOD
HOLY'

In verse eleven of chapter fifty-three the prophet
Tseleh makes three statements, which require as their subjeot-
gome divine being, which will not permit a simple human born
in sin and dead by nature. Isaish seys, "Thou shalt make
his soul sn offering fcr sin.” The death which this "Servant"
vas to suffer hed to be a sacrifice according to these words.
Is the death of & humen a sacrifice for sin? No, suech a
sacrifice necessitates sinlocssness on the part of the donor.
The "Servant" himself had to be innocent, that he might give
up his soul or life to meke an explation for sin. He who
dled here did not dle &8s & mere martyr. But this death hed
the purpose of making explation for the sins of men. This
language cennot be used of any mertyr. Of whioh martyr can
it be sa81ld thet his life was made an offering for sin? %The
implication 1s that whoever the martyr 13:"-113 must be holy

exaender Maclaren makes this same -poin 8 sitions hyh

to the Soripture, Isalsh, pg. 108.
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and sinless. And Meyer * makes the seme point. The "Servant"
had to be man, but yet God. There are three inevitable fac-
tors in humen life. The first is suffering. One cannot tra-
verse a street without heering an infant's wall, or visit a
home on which there 1s no shadow, cast there by some misfor- :
tune. The second inevitable factor 1s sin. Behind all our
sufferings we feel that there is a seoret vhich explains and
eaccounts for them, the sense of sin. This sense of sin has
covered the world with altars, temples, and churches. The
third inevitable fcotor in humen life is death. The conscience
of man connects sin and death by an inevitable sequence. Now
this "Servant of Jehoveh"” had to be man, But he also had to
be an exception to this thres=-fold lot on man in one respect,
not in men's sufferings, nor in his deeth, but in his sin-
lessness and holiness. Plaoing such demands upon the "Servant
of the Lord" is seeling the truth that it is Christ. V¥ho else
is there who is both man and God, who as man lived among men,
but not in their sins, yea who was rather holy and sinless,
geapart from sin? It is Christ Jesus, and He only.
| RESURRECTION

The second requirement of Isaiah is given in the words:
"He shall see his seed.” "Seed" means "offspring, ohildren".
The meaning 1s spiritusl. The "Servent" is to see his
spiritusl seed. His sin offering is to bring forth a rich
harvest. Meny shall believe in him and he shall live to see
these hls ohildren, these his spirituel seed. Be is to live

Y 5F 7. 8. Heyer, "ihe Ohrlst In Isaleh", pg. 16l.
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to do this,.see them with his eyes. But how can the "Servent"

Go this, having died for sin, unless he rise agein? And how
can he rise aguein by his own power (for 1t says that "He
shall see his seed"™) if he be but a mere-man No, he must
be man and God. He must be God,.first to rise sgain, and
then to see spiritual seed, for humaen beings have no spiri-
tual seed. . The testimony is too olesr for argumentation.

The third requirement of Isaiah: "He shall prolong
his deys", will also not admit & mere human dbeing aes.its
subjeot, This implies that the "Servant"”, though having
died, was to live egain, was to live continually. He had to
rlse from the dead. And vhom does this description fit
except Christ? He rose from the dead on the third day;
He reigns here on earth with His almighty.power; He is
etercal in His existence; and His glory in heeven is from
everlasting to everlasting. 3

It 1s Christ who shall make his soul an offering for
sin, who shall see his seed, who shall proleng his days.

XI. GREAT VORK WHICH THE "SERVANT" CARRIED ON

Isaleh desoribes the aativity of the "Servent of the
Tord” in these words: "He shall ses the travail of his
soul, and shall be satisfied: by his knowladge éhall ny
righteous servant justify mean: for he shall baar thelr
iniquities.” His great work is that of meking many righteous.
The term "by his knowledge™ may be taken elther subjectively
or objectively. * .Subjeotively, the m.un_!.ng_is that this

Cr. ologlsohe Quartaiso s dehrgang « Januar .
Nummer 1. S.18.
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kmowledge vhich the "Servant" hes is such a one thet he, "
through this knowvledge or 1;1 it, will justify many people.
Objectively, the meaning 13 that the xnovledge which one
has of this "Servant", concerning him end his v_ioari.oua
sin-atoning work, brought through the Gospel will Justify
meny. This justification is salvation, "Heil", brought by
the "Servant®. He glves his own righteousnass, for he has
earned it for men by suffering, dying, end atoning for the
sins of menkind. This jJustification is full and complete.
It is universcl end for all. Who is this that justifieth
many other than the Messieh®? His sufferings alone can be
end are the efficlent cause of thes righteousness of His people.
He alone can be the eternsl high priest capable of bearing
our sins, He alone is the true high priest according to the

order of Melchisedek. ¥

This "Servent"” 1s not to be an ordinary individual,
for Isalah says of him: "Therefore will I divide him a por-
tion with the great and he shall divide the spoll with the
strong."” He is to have a portion with the great, literally,
nwith the many". These meny are the justified, spoken of in
verse eleven. He shall divide the spoil with the strong.
The expression, "with the strong", mey be taken objeotively,
the "with" not as a preposition, but as the sign of the acou-
sative., The meaning is, therefore, that the strong ones them-

*Fs. 110, 4.
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selves are his spoil. Vho these strong ones are is not
mentioned. Perhaps reference is made to the strongest of
all the earthly princes, the devil. * Through his bitter
fight with the devil, the "Servant", having overcome him,
hes -set free those who were held captive by the devil., Thus
he has gathered unto himself éll these . as his own, His they
are and over them he rules. Thet 1s his exaltation, that he
rules over all, over the greet,and the strong, over the en-
tire world and over his own vhom he has gathered.

The foundation of this his dominion is given by the
vord, Z J Q s "therefore". Becauss of his obedient
suffering and -de;th he 1s exalted. It is then besed on
saorifice, in the first place, The exaltation of the "Ser-
vent of the Lord"” is besed on hls humiliation.' To be exalted
he f£irst had to be humbled. Isalah has previously stated
that-he is holy end sinless. This holy one had to be humbled
first, before he could be exalted. He had to be numbered
with the trensgressors. In order to die he had to be numbered
with the sinners, not only in so far as he mi.ng_led _uth then,
but he had to be sin for men, a "representative slnpur';. in
order ;bhat he might establish his righteousness and spread
his kingdom. \

The exaltation of the "Servant of the Lord” is, in the
second place, based on his {ntercession. Isalsh says of him:
"And he made intercession for the tranogrusora. He rules
over those whom he has Justiﬂ.e&. He makes intercession for

eologische Quartalsonr ’ zang anuar >

mn:ner l. S.20,
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them at the throne of the elmighty. He intercedes for those
whom he has redeemed. And beceuse he intercedes for them
they remain hls, they remain true and faithful subjects.

But who is the."Servent of the lord" in this last -
instance? Does.the prophecy admit of’ any other persoan than
Ohrist Jesus. There is only one who humbled himself end be=
oame obedient to death. Netursl .man did not humble:himself
in death. No,.death 1s his rightful lot and not his humille-
tion. But for Ohrist it is his humiliation. No'man could 4
bring the saorifice vhich Christ brought. No men ocould effi- 9
caciously intercede:for his brother, for God alone can Justifry.
o othér man could £it into this prophecy but Christ. Delitzsch
says: * ' : el '

In prophecy itself we see the after effect of this

glgantic advence. Zecharish in 6, 13 no longer fore-

" tells the Messiah merely as king. He not only reigns

on His throne, but is a priest on His thronej

sovereignty and priesthoocd are peacefully united

in Him. This servant goes thru shame to glory,

through death to life; He oonquers by surrendering, .

He rules after He seems to be enslaved, lives after

he seems to have been killed, completes His work

after it seems to have been destroyed. This suffer-

ing of His-is not merely a confessor's or mertyr's

suffering, but a representative and atoning suffer-

ing, a saorifice for sin; their suffering, was not
such. y ; .

The statements of this fifty-third chapter of Isalah
minutely refar to Jesus. _'.t‘hne statements are not ox_ny

general references. They relate to His appesrance, His re-

" Jection, His 'n.mnner of deeth, His being pierced, His manner

of trial; His being teken from detention and by a judisial




37w

sentence condemned to death, the manner in vhish it was desig-
nated that He should be buried,.and that He was buried wisth
the rich, His Justifiocation, His universal rule, and His in-
tercession. These ocoincidences could not have oecourred if
Christ had been an imposter. There are many things whioch
would heve hindered such an attempt on the part of an impos-
ter. Too many thinga in the chapter are beyond the control
of the individual, but are solely under the hand of God's pro-
vidence, end ars not dependent on the actions of men. For
instance, how could an imposter order 1t thet he grow up as'a
root out of the dry ground; how could he order it so that he
would be desplsed and rejected of men from the outset; how'
could he have ordered it from the beginning that he should
be buried with the malefactors, be numbered with the trans-
gressors, and yet be rescued by a rich.man end placed in his
tomb? The 1mposs‘;bility'or such an attempt becomeé cleer at
once, An imposter would not have aimed at what.constituted
the fulfillment of this prophecy. .It is a feot that the Jews
expeoted a wonderful great temperal primce: FWould the'impos-
ter then have gone through all the humilistion desoribed in
this ehaptér? Would he have suffered poverty, the reproaches
of men, smitings, buffetings, the icourge. yes, even death?
Would he not have tried to fulfill the expectations of the Jews?

But there are many, who in spite of the clear testimony
of the chapter uaeu. still re:act Christ as the fulfillment.
Some of these say that the prophoey is forged. But that is
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impossible. It is certain beyond a doubt that it existed
seven hundred years before Christ. Such a contention 1a¢;kn j
proof and destroys the oredibility of ell the ancient writings.

Others hold that the prophecy is the result of the
"natural segacity" of the prophet. But this is an impossi-
bility. FNo natursl sagacity cen tell what will be the -charac-
ter of en individual man, or even vhether such & man is here /
referred to would exist at ell.

8t1ll others have the audao!.ty %o sey thet the Lord
Jesus Himself was a ocunning imposter. ‘However, such an.argu-
ment is in its very essence fool.!.ah._ It 1s contrary to the
humen nature of a man to suffer herdships rather then .glory.
The Jews expected a proud and powerful temporal prince,

Would he then not have come as the Jews expected him? .

All the arguments of the orities and scorfers =snd un-
believers lose themselves in their ridiculous and impossible
suggestions. But vho is the "Servent of the Lord™ then? We
present to the oritis, to the scoffer, the prophecy, remind-
ing him thet 1¢ is not conjeoture, but minute, full, olear,
relating to points whioch could not have been the result of
conjeoture and over which the individusl could have no control.
And then we show him the record of the 1life of Jesus, minutely
agourate in all the details of the fulfillment, end then we
ask the oritic to explein how this ocould happen. We demand an
enswer. ' To turn away from it' does not .answer the question. To
laugh only shows defeat, for "there is no argument in a sneer
or a j!.b_é". And if s;:com says 1t is not worth inquiry he is
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lying, for it pertains to the ‘great question of the iedmo
tion of menkind. But if the eritic cannot explaim it, then
he should admit that it ic such a prediction as ohly God
could give, and should then admit the truthfulness of
Christianity in veferring this prophecy to Christ. Neyer
says®s’ ' ;

If.'hen' the Men of Nazareth epproaches and olaims %o

have fulfilled this dark and bitter record; when

He opens His heart and shows its scars; vhen He

enumerates His unknown sufferings, eand asks if

there were ever grief like His; no one daros to

challenge His right to claim and amnex this empire

as His own. ¥ i e

And in view of the oleer testimony of the chapter it-
self neither dare anyons arise and deﬁ' that its subjeat is
Christ without denying the very essence of Christianity, with-

out branding himself as an outlaw of the Church of God.

* of. ¥, B. Meyer, "Christ in Isaieh", pg. 159.
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CHAPTER TWO

The student of the Bible, who is endeavoring to deter-
mine the subject of the seoction, Isaleh 52, 12 to 53, 12, will
not ‘fail to look into the New Testament for quotations from
the section of the 0ld Testament in question. If the section
refers to Christ, then 1t is indeed one of the most important
prophecles in Soripture. If the prophecy is so important,
then we may expeot that it will bde mentioned in the Kew Testa-
ment., It .wi.ll be mentioned that the Clirist of whom the evan-
gelists and apostles write is the identicel "Servsnt of the
Lord" who is mentioned by Isaiesh. :

Therefore, vhen considering the gquestion, Who is the
"Servent of Jehovah" spoken of by Isaish in chapter 53, it
is necessary to look through the books of the New Testement
for a possible answer or for & olue to the proper person.

And ke who is a Christian will accept the testimony of the
Now Testament writers and abide by it, knowing that they
composed only divine truths, their pens being gui.&ed by the
unerring voloe of the Holy Spirit, who has commanded them
by divine inspiration.

Nowhere cen we f£ind more decisive proof that Christ,
who eppeared at the time of the Second Temple, who was orue-
oified and who rose agsin, is the "Servsnt of the Lord" of
whom Isaleh speaks in his rifty-third chapter. The follow-
ing pesges will introduce a number of passages taken from the
various books and epistles of the New Testament to prove this.



A passege vhioh proves decisively thet Christ is the
fulfiliment of Isaieh fifty~three is lLuke 22, 37, where ve
read: ' "For I'say unto you, thet this that is written must

yet be asccomplished in me, And He wes reckoned with the trans-

gressors: for the things conceraning me have an end." Chriat
Himself 1s speaking. He says thet the prophecy spoken by
Isalah in 63, 12 13 to be aoccomplished in Him, that He is
the one who is to be "numbered with the transgressors.”
Surely Christ's own testimony of Himself is true! He who
does not accept Him as the fulfillment of Iselah's propheoy
is blasphemously detracting from His majesty and Codhead.
Por in that oese elther Christ did not have & olesr concep-
tion of Ysaiah's prophecy and was not aware of the faot that
Isalah referred to someone else, in which case Chrilst would
not be the omniscient unerring God; or He would deliberately
be falsifying the prophecy of Isaleh, in whioh case He would
not be the truthful God. If Christ is God, then He 1s the
"Servent of the Lord." &And he who believes in Christ must
of negessity accept Els deoision. This 1s a very declsive
passage.: * :

Again Jesus bore witness ooncerning himself that He
is the "Servant of the Lord", nemely, in Mark 9, 18: “And
He answered and told them, Elias verily cometh first, and
restoreth ell things; and how it is written of the Son of
Man, that He must suffer mahy things, and be set at naught?"
Ohrist here evidently refers to the fifty-third chapter of

ndbook to the

+ Augus end Green,
Bible. Be S506.
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Isalah., Agaim, if Christ is God, then His own testﬁmny con-
corning Himeelf must be true. Barnes * comments on this
verse:

‘Jesus told then thet it was written of the Som of .

man that He must¢ suffer meny things, and be set at

nought., This was written of #im perticularly in

the fifty-third chapter of Isaiah. To be set at

Tt i 0 Sank ottt despievn. o Sropness v

ever more strikingly fulfilled. 3

A third proof that Christ is the subjeot of Isalah's
prophecy in chapter fifty~three will be’ taken from four
passages found in the Gospel of St. John, These passages
will prove that the words of Is. 53, 10: "Then thou shalt
make his soul an offering for sia", or as the marginel note
tranglates it: ™Yhen His soul shall maks an offering for
sin", or as Hengstenberg ** translates it:  fYhen His soul
hath given restitution”, ere written concerning Christ, In
John 10, 11 we read: "I em the good.shepherd, the good
ahephar:i giveth His 11fe for His sheep.” John 10, 15 reads:
"And I lay down my 1ife for the sheep. John 10, 1'?‘. 18
reads: "Therefore doth my Father love me, because I lay down
my 1ife, that I might take it again., No men teketh 1% from
me, but I lay 1t down of myself. I have pover to lay it dom
end I have power to teke 1t agein.” . John 1_.5. 13 reads:
vGreater love hath no men than this, that & men lay down his
1ife for his friends.” The casual reader may ask, 'How will
these passcges prove vhat has been asserted?' Hengstenberg

—5F s ooimentery on Matthev and Hark, DE. BoB.

#* ohpdstology, Vol. II pg. 500,
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* points out that the word used of laying down the life is

s& Y X ny _, soul, the same as 1s used in 53, 10, "goul",

'Uf:DJ  The expression: "To put one's soul for scme-

one", .as dJohn uses i%, does not, independently and by itself,
ocour anyvhere else in the Hew Testament, 'axoept in these
Tour passages Just mentioned. Some poi!;t to John 13, 37. 38
@s an exception, where Peter says, "I 1'1111 lay dovn ny life
for Thy sake ( !ik Y Xy o being used). However, in this
instence Peter tekes the words out of the mouth of the Savior.
Others point to John S, 16 as an exzoeption, which reads:
"Hereby perceive we the love of God, because He laid down

fls life ( %k vXny , being used) for us." However, in
this case agein the word ;k uXay . is used In reference

to those declarations of the lord. No profane writers ever
used this expression. There is a conneotion between the
Uﬂ J_» in Isalah 63, 10 end the nr__, in
John. Both are spoken of the samc subject, nemely, Christ,
for Christ Himself seys the words. This 1s agein a clear
testinony that Chirist is the "Servent of the Lord”.

A fourth proof will mow be brought forth. The disoiples
themselves referred Iseiah 53 to the Lord, proving that Christ
Himgelf interpreted it of His sufferings and exaltation.

The evangelist Matthew undsrstends Isaiah 53 sz ref eTT-
ing to Christ. He says in 8, 17: *Thai 1% might be fulfilled

which was spoken by Esalas the prophet, saying, Himself took

T OhrIstology, Vol. IT pa;.'. 500




=

our infirmities and bare our sickness.” Jesus had Just healed
Peter's wife's mother of her fever; He had Just cast out
devils and healed the sick. Thereupon Matthew :pékes the
assertion that all this wes done in fulfillment of Isalah: 53, 4:
“._?.ure;ly He hath borne our griefs and carried our sorrowa."
Hastings says about this passage, * "In these passages the
"Servant" is identified wl.th. a’a;ua. This, of course, prt;wes
nothing with regard to the original meaning; for chriatian,
like Jewish, exegesis was capable of lndividualizing terms
that originally had a wider appnegﬂon. This 1s a statement
vhich could, only have l;een uttered by one who does not hold
the 1nspiraﬁon of the Bible. One ’\.vho belq.evea the Bible
to be inapired will approve of such a statement as that which
Matthew makes in this instance. Beaid;s. Hastings seems %o
have a corrupted concention of th; books of the Blble, look-
ing upon them as ontar!.ea. Moreover, his claim thet
these terma originally had .a nwider application” is without
foundation and cennot be proven. To the reader who acoepts
the inspiretion of the Bible thias passage proves conclusively
that Ohrist is the "Servent of the Lord."

The avangelist Matthew agein volces his egreement in
the matter when he desoribes the burial of Christ, 27, 57-60.
He desoribes how Christ was laid 1n nmr tomb or .Tosaph of

Arimathasea, a rioh man. 'I‘his aeoount or matthew ia.in
oomplete hermony with Isalah 55, 9: "He made Hi.a grave with
the rich in His death.” Thus the evangelist uilent].y nods

=gT. Dictlonary ST the BIb1e, Vol. I par. V. D8. BoV.
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his assent to the truthful olaim that Christ is the fulfrill-
ment of Isaish 53, 9.

Now we turn to the testimony of the evangelist Mark.
"In 15, 28 he writes: "And the Soripture was fulfilled, which
saith, And He was numbered with the transgressors.™ Christ
had just been orucified, and on either side there was a male-
faoctor, so that He wgs also looked upon as a malefactor, in
fact, es the worst of the oriminals, by virtue of His position
in their midst. It 18 in reference to this event that Mark
says that the Seriptures were now fulfilled; snd the Serip-
ture vhich he quotes is Isaieh 83, 12. Could a stranger
proof be adduced that Christ is the suffering "Servant" of
Isalah? Matthew Henry * expresses the same view:

The evangelist takes particulaer notice of the

§:i§3§1;:§a§£t§§§ E:régzgzgea1:h%:;r1::§t?§:aiah

63, 12), 1t was foretold that He should be num-

bered with the transgressors, because He was

made sin for us,."

The reference of Iselah is thus proved to be of Christ.

Let us oompare the testimony of the evangelist Luke.
In Aots 8, 28-35 we read the asccount of the eunich from
Ethiopla, who was reading from the prophet Isalah. 'The exact
portion which he was reading wes Isalah 83, 7-8, 7hen the
eunioch asked of Philip to wvhom these words referred, Philip
explained them as referring to Christ. In verse 35 of Luke's
exposition it is said: "Then Phillp opened his mouth, and

began at the same Soripture, end preached unto him Jesus."**

¥ 0f, Matthow Henry's Commentery, Vol. V. Mark 15, v. 28; III 4.
% of, Hangstenberg's account in his Christology, Vol. II.

pE. 330-332,
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Again, this 1s one of the olearest teatimoniea in proof of
the dssertion the .Isalah's "Servent of the Lord" found his
fulfillment in Jesus of Nazaréth., F. B. Meyer, * referring
to this passage 'in Acts, seys: "There is only one brow which
this orown of thorms will fit."
In Luke's gospeél we have another testimony. In chapter
tventy-four, verses 25-287 we read:
. Then he said unto them, O fools, and slow of heart

%o believe =1l that ths ﬁ%eta have spoken: Ought
not Christ to have s ed these things, and io 8n-

ter into his '%orz?mginning at Moses a
he DT ts, he expounded unto them in all the
soriptures the things concerning himself.

Ohrist had been va].king_witli the Emmaus disoiples, who
were sad end dejected, for thelr Master had dled. They aid
not reallze that it was Christ who was at their a'ide. He
chides ther for their little faith and explains that Christ
had %o suffer .all these things, for those the prophets had
foretold concerning him. These sufrerinss were necessary so
that Christ might pess to glory. Christ adds that the pro=-
phets had also stated this phase in their propheeoy, thet He
hed to pass to glory. In Isaish 53, 12 we re_ad such a pro-
phedy, ‘stating that Christ had to die that he might enter into
his glory: "Therefore will I divide him a portion with the
great, end he shall divide the spoil with the strong; be-
cause he ﬁath poured out his soul uito death,"” The testimony
is olear. Ohrist "j.i"'arera his sufferings end glory %o -Himself,
s‘ta;:i;g that they vere _foretold in the prophets; end upon

¥ Ghrist in IsaleR,.pg. 158,
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examination, we £ind the prophecy in Isalsh 83, 12,

Agaln, we find another testimony in this seme chepter,
in connection with one of Chriat's appearances to His dlsciples.
He says (verses 44 - 46):

These are the words which I spake unto you,.vhile I

was ‘yet with you, that ell things must be fulfilled,

which vere written in ‘the law of loses, and in the
prophets, ‘and "in :the psalms, ‘concérning me. * Then
opened he their understanding, that they mlght under-
stand’ the soriptures. ':And said unto them, Thus it

is written, end thus it dbehoved Christ to suffer, and

%o rise from.the dead the third day. *

Christ says ihatiﬁié-ﬂeéﬁh and faaufnaptipn were fore-
told by the prophets. We glange’into Isafah 53 and find the
prophecy there, Meny of the vufsbs,épeak_ér his suffering,
and one spesks of his resufreotjgn. "He: shall see his seed,
he shall prolong his days." These words then Christ refers
to Himself, assuring us that He 1s the fulfillment of the
vrophecy. _

And novw we shall examine the writings of the fourth
evangelist and compare his testimony. We £ina a.stﬁong
passago - in John 12, 37. 38: "But.though He had done so meny
- miracles before them, yet they baligvéd not on Him: thet the
saying of Eseies the prophet might be fulfilled, vhich he
spake, Lord, who hath believed our report? . and to vhom hath
the arm of the ILord been revealed?" This.is agaln one of the -
strongest proofs in ‘favor of the Messlenio lnterpretgtion of
Isaleh 53. The apostle finds in the unbeiier of the Jewa a

fulfillment of Isaiaﬁ'ss. 1. * How ocan anyons deny, this with-

% Of, Hengstenberg's OhFistology, Vol. II. Dg. 330.
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out denying the integrity and truﬁﬁrulnesa of Soripture?
The usuel formula in quoting a pahaage from the 0ld Testament
which is fulfilled in the New is used, nemely, f'v‘g_'
s No one can doudbt that John meant to be un-

derstood as ;frirming that the pesssage in Isalah hed & designed
applicability to thb-peraon and the times ut'the_nadeenur:

And no onec can deny the ar;irmntion'without don;iug Soripture
itself. :

And thn in desoribing the passion of Christ writes
thus that it 1is olearly evident that Christ is the uurger;ng
"Servent of Jehovah" whom Isaiah describes. fbr instanoce,
in John 19, 3 we read: "And they smote Him with their hends”.
Note that this is in direct harmony with Isaleh 63, S and 4.
Yes, He was stricken, smitten and afflicted.

But John, in one of his epistles, writes oonnerning the
vicarious satisfaction of Christ. In 1l Johm 3, & we read:
"And ye know thet he was manifested Fo teke away our sinsj;
end in him is no sin."” He refers to the vicarious work of
Christ. He was wlthput sin, holy, separate from sinners.

He came to teke avey our sins. Note that this was also the
vork of the "Servent of the Lord" whom Isalah describes.

The "Servant" was sinless, as Isalah says, "He had done no
violence, nelther was any deceit in his mouth." The "Servant"
omme to teke away our sins, as. it 1s said of him, "When thou
shalt meke his soul an offering for sin." The two characters
coincide. The work of the "Servant" is the seme as that work

which Christ performed. The two ere the same, therefore.
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John mekes two more referemces. In Rev. 5, 6 he says:

And T beheld, and, 10, in the midst of the throne

and of the four beasts, and in the midst of the

elders, stood & Lamb a8 it had been slain, having

seven horns and seven eyes, vhich are the seven

Spirits of God sent forth into ell the earth.

In Rev. 13, 8 he says:

And ell thet dvell upon the earth shall worship him,

whose nemes are not written, in the book of life of

the Lamb slein from the foundation of the vorld. °
Vie note that John spezks of & lamb that had been slain. If
we compare Is. 63, 7 we will find that Isalah too spesaks of
such a lamb that was slain:

He was oppressed, end he was afflicted, yet he opened

not his mouth: he is brought as a Lanﬁ to the

slaughter, end as a sheep. before her shearers is

dumb, so he openeth not his mouth.

Christ 1s oalled the Lemb by John end the "Servant®is called
the Lamb by Iselah. Again the two persons coincide, they are
the sanme. ' _ '

Thus do ell four evangelists affirm very emphatically
that this Jesus of Nazereth is the same one of whom Iselah
prophecied in his fifty-third ochepter.

However, not only do the evangelists affirm thus, but
the writers of the epistles ada their testimony as proof also.

The apostle Paul, for instance alludes to this several
tines in various epistles. In Rom. 10, 16 he says: "But they
have not all obeyed the Gospel. For Esailas saith, Lord, who
hath believed our report?" Paul adds weight to the testimony
of John given in chapter 12, verses 37 - 38. He likewise

asserts that the unbelief of the Jews is in direct fulfillment
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of Isalah 83, 1. * Thus he labels all those who do not be-
lieve thet Christ 1a the "Servent of Jehoveh"” as unbellevers.
Surely‘this 1s conclusive prdoﬂ Again in Rom. 4, 25 he fayss
"Who was delivered for our offences and was ralsed again for
our justification.” The eyes of the unﬁrejudiqed_raﬁdar will
see that these words are referred to Isalesh 53, 5.6. Again in
2 Cor. S5, 21 Paul says: "For He- t.mth'mde Him to be sin for
us who knew no sin; that we might be made the righteousnesa of
God in Him." These words are a clear reference to Isalah 83,
6. 9. And agaln in ) Qor. 15, 3 Paul affirms: “For I de-
livered unto you first of all thet which I also received,
How that Christ -dled for our sins according to the Soriptures.”
And the_soi;ipture to which he refera is Isaieh 53, 5. 8.%*
Paul was, according to theseHis passages, quite acoustomed to
referring the £ifty-third chepter of Isaieh to the vicarious
suffering Christ of Nazereth. . ;

The writer of the Epistle to the Hebrews used a termi-
nology wilch shows that he too was well acquainted with the
prophecy of Iselah 58, and which furthermore shows that _he
understood Christ to be the subjeot of this prophecy. In
chapter 9, verse 28 he writes: "So Christ was once offered
to bear the sins of many; eand unto them that look for Him
shell He appeer the second time without sin unto selvation.”
The vicarious satisfaction of Christ had been foretold by

Isalah,

¥ Gf. Hengstemberg's Christology, VOl. II. pg. 500 = 308.
% gf, Hengstenberg!s Christology, Vol. I. pg. 187 - 216.
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And novw, in conclusion we turn to the testimony of
Petor. The entire pasaage; 1 Pet. 8, 21 - 26 refers %o the .
vioarious satisfaction of Christ as 1s desoribed by Iseleh
in his fifty-third chapter. "Peter makes use of the prim- -
cipal passages of. Isaiah 53 and refers them to the vicarious
satisfaction of Christ.*" For instance, verse 22 resds: '
"¥ho @14 .mo sin, nolther was gulle found in His mouth.”
These are the same words as are found in Isaieh 53, 9: . "He
had done no violencs, neither was any decelt in his mouth." .
The wordas are almost identical., In verse 23 Peter says: .
"Who, when He was reviled, reviled not again; when He suffered,
ile threatened not; but committed Himself to Him that Judgeth
righteously." Again, see how closely these words. correspond
with Isaleh 53, 7: "He was oppressed, and He was afflicted,
yet He opened not His mouth: He 1s brought as a lamb to’ the
slaughter, end as a sheep before her shearers is dumb, so He
openeth not His mouth." Again in verse 24 Peter says: "Who
His own self bore our sins in His own body on the tree, that
we, being deed to sins, should live unto righteousness: by
whose stripes ye were healed.,” Here thers is clear allusion
_to Isalsh 53, 4. 12: "Surely, He hath borne our griefs, and
carried our sorrows, He bore the sins of many." The laat
phrase of the 24th verse is olearly taken from Isaleh B3, 5:
mAnd with His stripes we are healed.”™ iAnd then in verse 25
Peter says: "For ye were as sheep going astray.” Agaln this
1s & olear allusion to Isaieh B3, 8: "All we like sheep have

= angafenieig'a Eﬁ?!sto!ogy, Vol. 11. PE. 332,
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fone astray."” I'Augua and Creen * join In asserting that this
passage clearly alludes %o Isa:l.ah 53,
. -But i1t i1s slluded to in conneotion with the death of
the Redeemer as an atoning seorifice for sin, in
such a .manner as to show that it was regarded by the
Saored liriters as having reference to the Messiah.,
A oareful examination of the above mentioned passages
will oconvince anyone that the writers of the New Tes-
tament were accustomed to.regard the passapge (Isalah 53)
as having undoubted referenge to the Messiah, and that
this was so universally the Interpretation of the
pessage in their times, as to meke it proper stmp].y
to refer to it without formally quoting 1t, **
We now consider & passage in the Gospel of St. John

(1, 80): "Behold the.lemdb of God which teketh away the sins

\ 27

of the worlac, e a'é"u vas 700 fdesd 2'443{‘“ Zag,_{a-
%gﬂég 44 W“). At rirst glance we might vass this

passage by, considering it as non-important and lrrevelent
to the question before uas. However, Hengstenberg says aon=
cerning it: "There can be no doubt that this pqasase refers
to Isalah 53, for the sin-bearing lemb is spoken of in a
spiritusl .sense." ®%% This "lamb of God" 1s the same indi-
vidual of whom Isalah says (63, 7): "He 1s brought as & leamb
to the slaughter, and as a sheep before her shearers is dumb,
ao.He openeth not His mouth." Bengel says with reference to
this point: "The article looks back to the prophecy which
vas given- concerning him under thls figure, in Is. 53, 7."****
This "lemb", of vhom John speeks, is "of Cod", -/fm?

e Cyolopedia 00Kk €O Te, pg. OUS.
** of, Barnes Notes on Is;%uh. Vg%s IIéogg. 259. V.
k¥ of, Christology, Vol. y 13 - «
%% quoted by Hengstenberg, Christology, Vol. II. pe. 299 - 300.
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John means, lne vas sent by God; wves commissioned by ood; vas
‘under the guaerding and watohful eye of God. And is not this
the seme thought expressed by Isalsh. He says of Him, "For
He shall grow up before Him (1.e., before God) as a tender
plant." This lamb, being "of God™ was under God's care.
Again Isalah says, "And the lLord hath lald on Him the imiquity
of us all" (v. 6), or, "Yet it pleased the lord to bruise Him"
(ve 10). This "lamb of God" was of God, sent and commissioned
by Him., Therefore, God laid the sins of the world on Him. Is
not the "lamb of God" the same in both ceses! Says Bengel, as
regerds é; i » compare verse 10: ‘It pleased the lLord
painfully to orush Him,' and verse 8: 'Before Him' (God)." *
Of this "lemb of God" John says that "He taketh away the sins
of the world." That 1s His mission, that His work, and that
His acoomplishment. And lo, that is the same mission of the
"lamb", of the "Servaent" spoken of by Isalah. In 53, 4 we
raeed: "Surely He hath borne our griefs and carried our
sorrows;" again, 853, 5: "He was wounded for our trans-
gressions, He was bruised for our iniquities: the chastise-
ment of our peace was upon him; and with Hia ltri-pes we are
healed; or again, 63, 11: "By his knowledge shell my
righteous servent justify many; for He shall bear their
iniquities." The "lamb"of whom John spesks has the same
miassion to perform, as the "Servent" of whom Isaiah prophe-
oles. Says Bengel egain with refersnce to this: "“As regards

¢ o

o0_ gl oy compere verse 4, rendered by the Septuegint:

¥ Taken from a quotation by Hengstenberg, Christology,
vol. XI. pg. 299 - 300.
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compare verse 1ll." * A great number of commentators redog-
nize in this passage a direot reference to the "Servant of
the Lord™ in Isaieh 63. However, .the use of this pauaga;

should not be insisted upon, since some teke this ss & re-
: ference to the Paschal Lemb. :

Conslder the strength of the above evidence. Jesus
Himself .testifles and says that He 1t 1s of whom Isalsh
speaks. The four evengellsts affirm.the same thing, The
writers of the epistles testify likewise. Oonsider that all
this testimony bears.the divine seal of approval affixed by
the Holy G_t_mst Himself, It 1s not only'a dlsciple 'who affirms
this, 11:13 not only a historian who records these statemernts,
but it 1s the truthful God, in whose mouth there is mo gulle.
The testimory of the New Testament 1s so sure and certain
thet he who doubts 1t drands himself with the seering iron
of unbelief. Because of the strength of this New Testament
evidence Gesenius was compelled to say (Th. IIX. S. 191);

'l’l.ou::H:?r::;::g::aa;go’:g:&':gt{:gfl ::ﬂ:lzgtt%;

Sh] Thers LoCaE"ioubs thal the smsle spostotie. "

motion of the atoning death of Christ 1s chlefly
based upon this passege.” **

He who adcepts the Bible accepts Christ as the fulfill-

ment of the prophecy in Isalsh 63,

¥  7Taken from & quotation by Hemgstenberg, chriat;iisy.

Yol. Il. pg. 299 = 300.
** Quoted from Hengstenberg's Christology, Vol. II. pg. 332.
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CHAPTIR III
THE TESTIMONY OF JEWISH TRADITION

In early times, prior to the controversy between Chris-
tiens and Jews, when Jews still clung firmly to: the tradition
of thelr Fathers, when they had not yet become prejudiced or
blased in their Zxegesis, Messilanic interpretation wes quite
generally received. This is even admitted by interpreters who
later psrverted the interpretation, e.g., Abenezra, Jarchi,
Aberbenel, Moses Nachmandis. Hengstenberg * quotes Gesenius
as saying:

It vas only the later Jews who abandoned this inter-
pretation, = No doubt, in consequence of their con-
troverslies with the Christians, «

The passage, Isaiah fifty-three, 1s interpreted as

Messianic in the following writings: :
The Thargum of Jonathen refers this prophecy to Christ.

He paraphrases the first clause;

Behold my servant Messiah shall proaper; he shall be
high, =nd increase, and be exceeding strong. =~==«e=
Then for our sins he will pray, and our iniquities
will for his sske be forgiven, although we were
accounted stricken, smitten from before the Lord,
and affliocted; =-=~ But it is the Jord's good plea-
sure to try and to purify the remnant of his people,
80 as to oleanse their souls from sin: these shall

lcok on the kingdom of their Messieh., **

Hengatenberg (Christology, Vol. II, pg. 311) quotes from
an old commentary on the Pentateuoﬁ (ed, Ohracov. f. 83, 0. 3,
1.7), the Medrash Tenchuma, whioch says: Thls is the king
Messiah who is high and lifted up, and very exalted, more
mm; !gﬂ ﬂ,;mn;d

*% nuoted from Driver's and Neubauer
Chapter of Issieh", II. Thergum of Jonathen, pg. O.
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exalted than Abrahem, elevated above Moses, higher than the
ministering angels."” _ |

Hengestenberg * furthermore quotes a passage from the old
book Pesiokta, .cited in the treatise Abkath Rakhel **;

When God .oreated His world He stretched out His hand

under the throne of His glory, andi brought forth the

soul of the Messish. He sald to Him: °*Wil*t thou

heal and redeem my sons after six thousand years?'

He answered Him: 'I will.®* Then God said to Him:

(Wil't thou then also bear the punishment in order

to blot out their sina; as 1t is written: *'But He .

bore our diseases') (Chap. 53, 4)? And He answered

Him: °'I will Joyfully bear tham. This passage

acocepts Isalah 83 as referring to Christ, the Heseiah.

R. Moseh Had-darshan expresses himself on Gen. 28, 10
as follows: *** The great mountain means the Messish, and why
does he speak of him thus? Becauwse Hs 1s greater then the
patriarcha, es it 1s gsaid, 'Behold my servant shall prosper.'"
The same Rabbl expressing himself on Gen. 1, 11 "Forthwith the
Holy One began to moke e convenant ivith the Messiah: O Haasiah,
my righteousness, seid He, the iniquities of thoae uho are
hidden beside thee enter.intc a hard yoke., ew==== Art thou will-
ing to accept this? Sald the l!enaiah, Lord of the world I
accept 1t Joyfully, and will endure these chastisements, upon
condition that thou givest life sgein to those who die in my.
day, end to those who died from the first man until now, =-=-
The Holy One replied, I will do so: and forthwith the Messiah
acoepted the chastisement of lovo,.as it is written, 'He was

oppressed, and he was afflicted.*

w—ghrIstology, Vol. 1T, D&. DIE.
** . printed separatel in v il.u in 1597, and reprinted in
Hulsi "'l'heggsla gudaie 328 -'c f. Driver's and

Keubauer's, "The ri.rty-third Chapter®, pg. 1ll.
3% cf. nr!.var:s and Neubauer's, "The r!.fty-third Chapter
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» Hengstenberg *' quotes from the Talmud (Gemora, tract.
Sanhedrin, chap. XI.):

In the Talmad it is said of the Messlah: 'He sits be-
Tfore the gates of the oity of Rome among the sick
and leprous' (according to verse three). -To the
question: (Vhat is the name of the Messiah; it is
answered: 'He 1s celled . .\’ = "the leper"’,
and, in proof, verse 4 1 quoted according to the
erroneous interpretation of ___ (4] 7: by leprosus, )***
il g

In tpe work Rabboth (a commentary on the Pentateuch end
the five Megilloth, wh!.ph acoording. to the stetements of the
Jews, was: composed about the year of our Lord 300), the £ifth
verse of Isalah 63 is quoted and referred to the surrarinss. of
the Messiah, **%* |

The Medrash Ti1lim (en allegoricel commentery on the
Psalms, 1546) says on Psalm 2, 7:

The things of King Messiah and his mysteries are
announced in the Law, the Prophets, and the Hagloe
grapha. In the Prophets, e.g., in the passage Is. 52,
13, and 42, ]':i- in the Heglographa, e.g., Ps. 110 and
Dan, 7, 138, *Rkx% :

Hengstenberg ****** gites a quotation from the book

Cheeidim (a colleotion of morel tales, 1861, pg. 60)3

There was, among the Jews, & plous man, who in summer
made his bed. among fleas, snd in winter put his feet
into cold water; and when it froze, his feet froze
at the same time. ¥Yhen asked why he did so, he
answered, that he too must make some little oxptetion

since the Messiah bears the sin of Israel.(’
SOV G5 £av6 .

P8. s e or aim ntinl Puglo el, pg.601
- Quoted by Driver and Neubausr, pg. 34.35 from the origin-
al Puglo Pidei, pg. 333.
e Christology, pg. 312, Vol. II.
**% COf. Driver's and Naubauer's the Fifty-third Chapter
of’ Isalsh, pg. 7. 3 :
w=%&k of, Hongstenberg's Christology, Vol. II, pg. 313.
*pkdk of, Hengstenberg's Christology, Vol. II, pg. S12.
**‘**.Ohristology. Vol. II. PEe 313. !
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Hengstenberg * furthermore quotes from the comumentary .
of Rebbi Alschech on Iseleh 63 (found in Hulsii Theologla
Yudiecah, pg. 321):

Upon the teatimony of tredition, our old Rabbine have
unemimously admitted that King Messiah is here the
subject of 'discourse. 'For the ssme reason, we, in ' .
harmony with them conclude that King David i.e., the
Messleh, must be considered as the subject of this
Drophecy, - a view which 1s indeed quite obvious,"

The following quotationa_%_thioh refer Isaleh 53 to the
Vessleh are found in the cabbelistio book Zohar: ** '

BN L4 *

¥ Section O)éZ 2 g ¢ "They return and eannounce it
tc the Messlah, as they tell Him of the misery
of Israel in their captivity, end those wicked one's
emong th m who are not attentive to .know thelr lord,
He 1ifts up His volce and weeps for their wickedness:
end so it is written, 'He was wounded for their trans-
gression,! eto,==== There 1is in the gaerden of Eden a
palece called The Palace of the sons of siokness:
this palace the Messiah then enters and summons every:
sickness, every pain, and every chastisement of Israel}
they all ocome and resat upon Him, And were it not that
Ho had -thug lightcned them off .Israel and taken them
upon Himself, there had been no man able to -bear
Israel®s chestisements for transgression of the law:
And this is that vhioh is written, 'Surely our sick-
nesses he hath carried."

seotion J /7.7 D i"hen the.Holy One desires %o
eive hea 0 the world, he smites one Just man
emongst them, and for his.sake heals all the rest.
Thenst do we learn this?- From the saying, 'He was

vounded for our transgressions, bryised for o
iniquities,’ 2]3 A’ ‘_'_7:2 _22 jijg‘i-).
. T e T - -
In explaining Ruth 2, 14 the Talmud, the Midrash
Rebbah says***: :

He 18 speaking of the King Messlah: 'Gome hither,’
draw near to the throne; 'and eat of the bread,!’

YSErTstoYoey Vo o IT, . o170

**  qQuoted rrom‘-'m-iver' and Neubauer®'s "The Pifty-third
~ ehapter of Isalah,™ pg. 14 = 16, :
%% of, Driver's and Neubauer®s, The Fifty-third chapter
of Iﬂainh. pso 9. ;
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that is, the bread of the kindom, 'snd dip thy morsel
in the vineger,' this refers to the chastisements, as
it 1s sald, 'but he was wounded for our transgressions,
brulsed for our iniquities'.

In the Telmud, Siphre, * we read:

How much more, then will the King Messieh who endures
arfflictions end pains for the transgressors (as 1t is
written, 'He was wounded,® ete.) Justify all genera-
tions! . And this is vhot is meant vhen 1t 1s said,
*And the. Lord made the iniquities of us all meet
upon him,.°*

Yopheth Ben'All, one of the Qaraites, the name borne
by those Jews who rejeoted conditions of the Talmud,
says concérning Isaieh 52, 135<15:

As to myself, I em inclined to regard e&s alluding to the
Messiah, and as opening with e disoription of his
condition in exile, from the %time of his birth to his
accession to the throne. Concerning Issieh 53, 4. he
says: From the worde '‘He was wounded for our trans-
gressions; we learn that by the Messish bearing them
they (Isreel) would be delivered from the wrath which

rested upon them.?
R. Mosheh Ben Maimon in his "Letter to the South" in-
terprets Isaish 53, 1 as referring to the Messiah. He says:

Vhat is to be the time of Messish's advent, and where
will be the plece of His first appearance?.... Isaelah
speaks similarly of the time when He will appear,
without His father or mother or femily being known.
He came up as e sucker before Him, and as a root out

of the dry earth, eto,**
In the Midrash Koven the following quotation is to be

found:

The fifth mansion in Paradise is dbullt of onyx and
Jesper, snd set stones, and silver end goldececese
There dwell Messish son of David, and Elljeh, and .
Messiah son of Ephraimj.... and within it, Messieh
son of David who loveth Jerusalem. Elljah takes

¥ GT. Driver's and Neubausr'e "Fhe FIfty-IhITd Chapter of

Iseich” pg. 10, from the original in Raymund Mertini

1s TFidel « 674, J 5
L~ gg? nr!.'ver'é'ggd Neubauer’'s "The Fifty~Third Chapter of

Isalsh", pg. 374.
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Him by the head, lays Him down in his bosom, holds Him,
end says, 'Bear thou the sufferings and wounds vhere-
with the Almighty doth ohastise thee for Israel's sin;'
and so it is written, He was wounded for our transe
gressions, brulsed for our iniquities, until the time
when the end should come. *

In the Asereth Memroth, from the Teh Discourses of R.

M*nehem 'aAzaryah of Fano (oo, 1640), -II 7 of the part headed
r/ i/, 7/;3 // , the author testifies to the Messianic in-

terpretation of Isaish 53 vwhen he says:

The Messiah, in order to atone for them both (i.e.,.for

Adam and David), will mske His soul a trespass-offering,

es 1t is written next to this, in the Parashsh, Behold

my servant.  And vhat is written after it? He shell

see His seed, shall have long days, and the pleasure

of the Tord shall prosper in His hand,

Chapter 19 of the Sepher Ha-Gilgelim of R. Hayyim Visal

reads very NMessianlcally:

You nust- know alsg that the soul of celestlal splendour
no creatcd being in- thé'dford has ever yet been worthy to oblain;
the Xing !fessiah, however, will receive it; 1t is accordingly
said of Him, He shall be high and exalted, etc. or, as our
Rabbis say, 'He shall be higher: then Abrehem, exceedingly
above Adem’, ** : ) ; -

The author of the Yalqut Hedash *** ui;ders:t.anda Isalah
03 as Meszienic, for he writes::

hile Isreel were in their own land they freed them-

selvea from such sicknesses end other punishments by

means of offerings, but now the Messiah frees them

" from them, as 1t is written, He was wounded for our
transgressiona. 3

From the Order of Prayer for the Day of Atcnement, the
following quotation is oited, ‘to show that the anocient inter-
pretation of Iseleh 53 was Messianio:

= - By~ ‘ ;
Isaieh", pg. 394, - : :
** cf. nri\’regﬁs and Neubauer's, "The Fifty=-Third Chapter of

Isaieh™, pg. 596.
*#% of. Driver's and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of

Isaich", pg. 396,
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Kessish, our righteousness, hath turned from us; we
are in terror, a2nd there is none to justify us! Our
iniquities end the yoke of our transgressions Te will .
bear, for He was wounded for our transgressions: He
will ocerry our sins upon Ilis shoulder, that we may
find forglveness for our.iniquities, and by His stripes
Ve are healed. * Thils dlstinetly chows the Messianio
interpraetation. . .

Herz Homberg in the Korem, an exposition of the entire
014 Teastament, refers Isaiah 53 to the Messiah, He says:

The faot 1s, that 1t refers to the King Messiah, who
wlll come in the latter days, when 1% will bo the
Lord's good pleasure to redeem Israel among the
different nations of the earth.**

Levi Ben Gershem, in his commentary on the Pentateuch,
says the following in explaining Deut. 34, 10:

It follows necessarily from this verse that no prophet
whose office was restricted to Israel alone could ever
arise ogain 1like oses; but 1t 1s still quite possible
that a prophet like Moses might arise smong the Gentile
nations. In faot the Messlah 1s such a prophet, as 1%t
is stated in the Midrash on the verse, Behold my ser-
vant shall prosper, **¥ :

F. C. Cook in his commentary "'*"“"_ referring to Dr. A.
TWuensches book, Die Leiden des Messies, S. 49, quotes Syna=
gogleel Prayers used annuelly at the Passover, which show
thet the old interpretation of Isalah 53 was Messlanlo.

Make speed, my Beloved, until the end of the vision
dawn; hasten, and the shadows shall flee from hence.
High and lifted up end exelted shall He be, that is
despised., He shall desl prudently and shall reprove,
end sheall sprinkle many.

® Cct. DrIiv:r' an!sgﬁgu'ﬁauer‘g, "The FIfty-Third chapter
of Isalah", DR ~

= of. Drhar‘apgnd Neubauer!s, "The Fifty-Third Chapter
of Isalah", pg. 400.

wa* of. Driver's and Neubauer's, "The Pifty-Third Chapter
of Isalah", ps. 568. :

hEX Vol. V. p8. 870, 1.2,
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The atove quotations prove very definitely that the
ancient traditicn cmong the Jews was to refer the geétion of
Isaleh 53 to the Messiah, to the suffering llessish. But it
1s 1ittle to be wondered at thet this encient tredition aid
not remain end wes not generclly asccepted in later yecrs.
Ches. H. H. Uright * suggests the following sequence. He holds
thet vhen the Jews returned out of the land of exile %o the
land of promise, their hesrts were filled with Messilenic,
expectations. Dut this expcetation soon begen to dle awey.
Wright uses Jesus the son of Sirach (Ben Sira) to 1llustrete
this. Ben Sira ignored the Messianic hopes of the prophets,
The "Servent o Jehoveh" he identified with Elijah, asgert-
ing thet Elijeh's future work would be (1) "to pacify w;'ath
before fury end to turn the heert of father to son, and (2)
to restore the tribes of Israel”, thus assigning to Elijeh
the Messieh'e work. In this way Hessianic hope faded away.
But when sorrov end affliction egain came upon the Jews the
Vessianic hope was revived, The "Psalter of Solomon ** bear
this out. In this Pselter the Messieh and His kingdon ageln
become evident. But there ls never a reference to the suffer-
ing Messiah. Thus Chas. H. H. ¥Wright traces the dec;dnoe’ of
the Messianic interpretation among the Jews.

There oen be o doubt that the encient tradition emong
¥ In his article, "ihe Pre-ohrletien Jowish Interprevation

of Jseieh 62.53", (found in the Expositor, edited by V.

Nieo:.‘l. 'l'hird Eariea, Yol‘. VII’ ﬁso 5"3).
% Eirhteen psalms ext=nt only in Hellenistic Greek.
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the Jews favored the Mossianie interpretation of Isalah 83,
but that graduslly, through the eenturies, this interpretation
Was cast aslde, There are also seversl reasons why the Jows
should eventuzlly rejeot this passage as referring to the
Messlah,

Hengotenberg * susgests that this wes in fulrilinent of
the Serinturs passage 1 Cor. 1, 23, "But we preach Chriat oru-
cified, unto tho Jows & stumblingblock.™ And what unbiosed
mind will deny that the lator ao‘!;ionl of the Jews wes and 1s
in direct fulfillment of this passage? Thet stiffnooked and
proud race casred nothing for a Messiah who would redeem thelr
sould, They 4id not want a Messiah vho would suffer and dle
for thelr sins. They needed none to save themsselives, but
hoped to be szved by their own good works. Theyiwuld cares
for their spiritual troubles. It was thelr temporal troubles
vhich afflioted them. They were under bondages; Therefore.
they looked for some glorious liessieh who should free them,
A1)l passeges they consequently interpreted carnally, even
this passage. A quotetion from & commentary, composed inm
Arsbic by an unknown author on Isaiah, .‘l'ere'miah, and ths ¥Minor
Prophets** (1196) illustrates this earncl quest for a Hossish
whose @ork it would be %o free Isracl from temporsl oppression,

"But God was pleased to dcpress Israel “{n the letter end of

ci‘ Ohristology, Vol. II pg. 815, :
* gf. Nriver's end Heubaunr's, "'l'ha 7ifty=Third Chepter -

of Isaloh." pg. 65, -
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e ceptivity, in order thet thoy might repent before
thelr king appears, and therefore hes he mede them
sick; 0 thet thou wouldst tske his confession eag the
sacrifice of his soul, that so he might see the king,
brolong his deys, and that the ploesure of Cod might
prosper in his hand! From the travail of the captivity
he shell deliver his soul, he shell see vengeance on
his enemies and be satisfied with the plunder of their
possessions. As 2 rewerd for this I will divide for
him the spoil of Gog who are the many, and the cltles
of mighty natlons he shell divide es prey."”

Memporel salvation, ellevietion of temporel troubles was
their chiel concern. Smell wonder, then, that they discarded
Isaich 53, whioh speuks of sufforing ond humiliation, ac re-
ferring to the lessiuh.

Natur«lly, vhen Christ the Messieh cere in humiliietion
and suifercd, they refused to recognize Him, for they could
not reconcile the prophecy with the fulfillment. They had ta-
ken only those pusseges in the prophets which speck of Christ's
clory. Therefore, they expected Him tc come im grandeur and
splendor.: The Messleh who ceme, the son of Mery and Joseph,
was not @ person of dlstinctive glory. How cculd He be the
long expecoted Messish! An extract from the rifth chapter of
the Yars of the Lord by R. Ya'qob ber Reuben, the Rabbenite
(1170) * ghows that the Jews actually dicd chose only thase
yassages speaking of the lMessiah's glory.

fou bl By sl et e S Tt T

:ﬂtoggiglrng:hogpg:g; :Eoﬁim( 5?&1?3513’@322 Jngra%::uti-

ful (Ps. 48, S; Jer. 11, 16); and edd that ell this

testimony respecting Him.is true. And mow you go on to
essert mzdlyeghat the vords, 'so marred was his counte-
nence beyond men' etc. refer to Hinm likewise. But how

¥ of, Driver's end Neubauer's, the Fifty-Third Chapter of
Isaiah, pg. 57.
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can this be when you already admit and believe that

all the words of the prophets are unfailing end true?

You can be only perverting their words and corrupting

and falsifying thelr prophecies if you maintain that

vhen the Psalmist speaks of Him as "beautiful®, Isaieh
can come and testify that His countenance and form ars

‘marred', or that He i1s tdespised and forlorn of men;?

or agaein, that if Isaleh says that He has 'no form nor

comliness', Jeremieh ocan call him 'a flourlshing olive
tree, beautiful with well-formed frult.'

Does this quotation not show distinotly that they could
not bridge the gulf between prophecy and interpretation!
Voreover, as Hengstenberg * points out, "they felled to reckon
with the element of time in prophecy. They failed to realize
that this Messiah vho came in humility would also establish
Mis Kingdom of Glory, but only after His work had been done."

Consistently now the Jews began to refuse to refer
Isalah 55 to Christ. Tor instence, Don Yizhaq Aborbanel in
his commentary on Isaiah says the following:

“The opinion held by the learned among the Nazarenes

is that the propheoy refers to Jesus of Nazareth, who

wvas put to death at the end of the second Templesessess

This opinion, however, if properly examined, possesses

many weak pointa."

#*Yonathan ben Uzzlel refers this passage to the Messlah, but
not to the suffering Ma2ssiah, Notice how he twists the

vwords into en unnatursl meaning. Verses four and five chapter
53, which to every mormal reader say that the servant will

bear griefs, carry sorrows, be wounded, be brulsed, Yonathan

interprets as follows:

"Then for our sins he will pray, end our iniquities
will for his sake be forgiven, although we were

¥ Ohristolo Vol. il. D8. 518.
*¥Cf . Dr!.vggs and Neubsuer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of

Isaleh,” pg. 156.
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acoounted stricken, smitten from before the lord and
§§§1§§:§°501§3§e§°r3§léuguﬁi:.f’a:5°a§§iz;£§37:5 :::uh
enemy for our iniquities; and by his instruction peace
shell be increased upon us, and by devotion to His
vords, our sins will be forgiven us.," ¥

Hengstenberg, desoribving this method of Yonathan, says,
"He twists the meaning so that by exegetiocal aorobatics all
the words refer to Christ's glory and not %o His suffering,"**
But this view of Yonathen has been abjected to. Most Jews
do away with Christ and seek an altogether differeit person
for the subject of this prophecy., ***

The interpreters of this section may be divided inte
two main classes, 1. those who refer the .Z,ZZ:.LE.# to some
colleotive body, either the whole Jewish nation in contraat
to the Centiles, or the better portion of the Jewlsh people,
1.6., the plous among them;2. Those who refer the passage
to some single individual.

The most prevalent of the above oritical anti-
Messlanic interpretations 1s that whioch refers this section
to the entire Jewish nation as a whole. This interpretation
was advenced very early, since the reasons why the Jews
opposed Christ were voiced rather early. Hengstenberg****
quotes a descussion between Origen and certain learned Jews

on Isaieh 53. During the course of this controversy Origen

¥ 0f. Driver’s end Neubauer's, "Ihe Fif ty-Third Chapter of

Isalah,” pg. 5. 6.

**Christology, Vol. IX. pg. 317%.

***Hengstenberg (OChristology, Vol. II. pg 317,) points out
that the principel non-Messianic interpretations of this
passage are found in the Rabbinical Bibles, and also in

Rulkins (C., PE. 339).
e JealooR
Christology, Vol. II. pg. 31%7.
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received this answer from them: "That vhich here was pro-
phecled of one, referred to the vhole people, and was fule
filled by their dispersion.” This explanation which mekes
the entire Jewish people the subject of the prophecy vwas
endorsed by such leaders among the Jews as:

R. Abrahem Ibn ‘Ezra. In his commentary he says:

e proof o 8 proper meaning lies in the passages
immediately before (52,12, where *'you' signifies
Israel), and immediately afterwards (54, 1, where
'the barren one' designates the congregation of Israel);
similarly "my Servent' meens sach individual belonging
to Isrsel.cce..'My Servent' may mean Isrsel as a whole,
es in 41, 8."* .

R, David Qanihi. In his commentery he remerks: "This
Parasheh refers to the captivity of Israel, who are here
called 'my servant' es in 41, 8," **

Don Yizhaq Aberbanel. In his commentary, expounding
52, 13-15 he says:*** vIgrael is addressed as my scrvent,
because of the meny grevious years of exile which 1t en-
dured for the honor of God, without forsaking His ordinances
and His service, like a servant true to his master."

R. Lipmenn of Mthlhausen. In section 236 of the
Nizzehon, composed by him about 1430, he says,

»these and the following verses down to 52, 12 make

it plain to every one to whom God has glven eyes to see

and a heart to understend, that the Pareshah beginning

with the next verse must refer likewise to Israel's
redemption from captivity,n**e*

¥ or. Driver's and Neubauers, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of

Isaleh”, pg. 43. 44, ;

** ©f, Driver's end Neubauers, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of
Isaiah", pg. 48.

*%k of, Driver's and Neubeuers, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of
Isaleh™, pg 168.

“xikof . Driver's and Neubauers, "The Fifty-Third Chepter of

Isaiah”, pg 147.
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Others could be mentioned as atm,;gprtipg' this view, such
as R. Yoseph Qars; R. Jacob Ben Reubeﬁ. the Rabban-i.ta; R.
Yoseph Ben Nathen; R. Y'sha'yah Hen Meli, end meny more.

The unbissed reader of Isaiah 53 will ask, How can these
men refer this prophecy to thn. Jewish people? Hengatenberg*
expleins their method by 'saying that they hold that the
prophecy "desoribes the misery of the people In thelr exile,
the firmness with which they bear it for the ¢glory of God,
and resist every teﬁptation to forsake His lav and worship;
and the prosperity, power, and glory which shall be bestoved
upon them at the time of the redemption. In verses 1=10,
the Centiles are supposed to be introduced es speaking, and
meking a humble and penitent confession that hitherto they
had adoptod un erroncous opinion of the people of God',' aend
had unjustly despised them on account of their sufferings,
inasmuch as their glory nc.m shows, thaet it was not for the
punishment of 'thelr sins that these sufferings were infliocted
upon them." The refutation.of thfs 1nterpretat16n will be
teken up in chepter five. At tho present. time 1t will suf-
floe %o say that i1t is falso and self-centered. The arguments
which théy use are very shallow snd soaroeiy worthy of note.

For exsmple, R. David Qarnhi argues: ™I should like

how the poophat could have seid, 'Ho shell be lifted

up and lofty exceedingly?' If this alludes to the
flesh, Jesus was not 'lifted up' except vwhen he was
suspended upon the cross; if it refers to the Godhead,

then he was mighty and lifted up from the beginning
{so that it cculd not be said, he will be lifted up).

Moreover, the prophet says to them( ) 2), ver. 8,

but then he ought to have said to hi )for
is plural, being equivalent to « Agein

e seys, 'He shall see seed': 1f this refers to his

¥ Onristology, Vol. IT, pg. 517. 518,
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flesh, then he had no seed; if to his Godhead, as
the literal sense is inappropriate, thsy explain the
word seed as alluding to his disoiples, although his
disciples are novhere spoken of as either soms or
seed. He says, too, '"He shall lengthen daysj®' but
in the flesh he did not lengthen days, and if he
says of his Godhead that as a rewerd he will have
long life, are not the days of God from everlasting
to everlasting? lastly, he says, 'And he interceded
for the transgressors;' but if he is God himself, to
vhom could He intercede?*
These arguments as advanced by R. David Qamhi are typical
of all the enti-Messisnic Jewish arguments. However, they
ere easily refuted, amd will be rejected in chapter five.
Now, therefore, we proceed to the second class of in-
terpretation which mekes the godly portion of the Jewish ne-
tion the subjeot of the prophecy in Isalah §3. These inter-
~ preters hold a kind of vicarious satisfeotion on the part of
the plous for the ungodly. Now, though these oritics hold an
erroneous and bedly twisted doctrine of vicarious satisfaction,
they are in error when they ascribe to humens what alone should
be asoribed to God. Thus they brazenly presume a divine pre-
rogetive on the pert of the Jewish godly portion. Hengsten-
berg ** points out that some interpreters even divide the
plous sufferers into two olasses, those who in general mut_
endure much misery and many sufferings, and those who are
- publicly executed, as Rabbi Akiba and others.
A good spsoimen of this interpretation is found in the

Treatise of the Talmud termed Berakoth, Sa: ks

I Cf. Driver’'s and Neusauar'. "The PI!E,'-!EI!'! Oha Eier of

e 'Isah:'; Peiogy, Vol. II. pe. 319
L] Oie 1o (] (]
AL glr:ae? ;.'H. gfg!y.éht cltes 12 in his "Pre-Christian Jewish
Interpretetion of Issaieh 52 and 53" (found in the Ex-
positor, edited by V. Nicoll, Third Series, Yol. VII. Dg.

404) .
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Raba sald, or possibly, Rab Clilsdai« If a man sees
that ochastisements come upon him let him search his
actions. PFor 1t is sald, Let us search and try ouwr
ways, and turn egain to the Iord (Lam. 3, 40). A4nd

if he has sesrched end found nothing, then 1%t (the
chastisement) hangs upon negleot of the Law, for it

is sald, 'Blessed is the man that Thou chastenest,

0 Lord, and teachest out of they lLaw' Ps, 94, 12).
And if he has attended to (thet point) and not found
(anything wanting), 1t is evident that the ochastenings
ere from love, for it is seid, 'For whom the lord
loveth He reproveth' (Prov. 3, 18). "Raba said Raba
Sechorah sald Rel Huma sald:= Everyone whom the Holy
One, blessed be he! delights in, He bruilses him with
chastenings, for it is said, 'Yet it pleased the Lord
to bruise him, He hath put him to grief®' (Is., 53, 10).

A similear view 1s held by Rabbl Alshech, Bengstonﬁerg
oites this. * Rabbl Alshech refers Is. 52, 13-18 to the
Hessiah. 1In the following verses, however, he holds this
view: ]

Isaish, in the neme of all Israel, aspproves of what

God had sald, =nd comfesses that, by this declaration

of God regarding the suffering of the Measiah, they

have received light regerding the sufferings of the
godly in genseral. They perceive it to be erroneous
and resh to infer guilt from suffering; and henoce-
forth, when they see a righteous man suffering, they
will think of no other reason, than that he bears
their diseases, and that their ochastisements are for
their salvation. ;

According to this interpretation the "Servant of the
Lord" becomes a personification of righteousness. ** It is
not aifficult to see that the refutation of this argument
will center about this one point, can a man redeem his brother
by vicariously suffering torments emd torture; is Soripture
in error when it says that none of them can by any means re-
deem his brother nor give to God a ransom for them, for the

"'Gmm

S OLle . . . 3
%% Rabbi.Mosheh Kohen holds a similar view, OF. Driver's and
Neubauer's, "The Fifty~Third Chapter of Isalah", pg. 187,
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redenption of their souls is pree'ldua, and 1t ceaseth for-
ever?
The seocond major non-Messiunic interpretation advanced

L orities, alreedy by certein Jewlsh Rabbis, 1s that ore

whioh refers the "Servant of the Lord" to some other indi-
vidual besides Christ. In-go-far es ih!.s_ group refers the
sub ject of the prophecy to some other psrson besides Christ
there is uniformity. But as soon ‘as these seme Rebbls begin
‘%o mention who the individuel, other .then Christ, should be,
the uniformity ceeses, and groes confusion séts in. There
eére many individuals who are suggqated as subjeots of this

prophecy 1n Isaiah 53. Ve shall note the following:

]
Some say the i7077; 7_2 s is King Josiah. Dan’
Yizhag ‘Abarbanel fa a staunoh supporter of this view.
Says he; * "“The gecond method is tc refer the entire
prophecy to Josiah, king of Judah, wvho 'did thet which
was right in the eyes of the Lord,' end like vhom
*there had been no king before him' (2 Kings 22, 1;
23, 26)ssss Nor is there anything remarkable in this
prophecy coming in the midst of a series of promises
of the future redemption; for the prophecies in this
book are not all of them connected or related to one

another."
Aberbanel continues in his explanation, fitting verse

after verse into the life of Josish. The following is

typical of his method:

The prophet dilates upon his perfections, saying how
he was like a root out of the dry land, because his
fathers Amon and Manasseh were evil, end sinners be-
fore God exceedingly, so that when Josieh became king,
the land was all drought and darkness, filled with

¥ Of, hriver's and Eaubauer}s, 'm' ) ﬂﬂy—'ﬁﬂra Eﬁpiar of

Isalish" « 187,
** or. Drﬁeggs and Neubesuer's, "The Fifty-Third Chepter of

Isaish", DE, 191.
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1dols and strange worships; Josiah, however, ceme

forth as 'a 1ily emongst the thorns' and as a 'root

out of the dry lend,' but now, vhen the misfortune

comes home to him, and the terrors of death fell

upon him, he hes no form and no beauty, 1.e., "the

complexion of his face 1s changed, * “

Reading such exegesis, one 1a elmost made to believe
that hermeneutical rules are en invention of the twentieth
century., : s

Another interpretation refers to the subject of Isaiash
83 to the prophet Jeremish, who, it is true, endured many
hardships end triels, The Ga‘on, R. Sa'adysh ** holds this'
view. He understends the *he will apriﬁkle' of fl:s. 52, 14
in the sense of 'dropping word's, becawse Jeremish prophesied
about many peoples. He points out that the word 'sucker® is
an allusion to his youth. *He bore the sin of many' when he
stood before God 'to speak good for them.' The vwords 'I will
divide him a portion with the gi.-eat' have reference to the
provisions with which he was supplied every day. R. Abrahem
Ibu 'Ezra speaks of this interpretation as being ‘*attractive’.
*%% YShudeh Ben Balem says of Jeremiah, "And the desoription
given in it is quite consistent with suoh' an’ 1nfarpretatlon."
##*% Rabbl Seadies Haggaon, as well as R. Saadla Gaon and

R. Mosheh hek-Kohen (oa. 1200 A.D.) follow R. Abrahem Ibn 'Ezra.

¥ 0f. triver’'s end Neubauer's, "ihe Fifty-Third Chapter of

saleh « 191,
i %r? Ie;rivgg 'a a%d Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of

Isalah « 183, :
*x of. Drivgg's end Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of

i « 43.
o L i]}:;? g;:ivgg's‘gnd Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of

Isalah, pg. G651,
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A third view is to escribe these words in Isaiah 653
to Hezekiah. R. Yagob Yoseph Mord'khai Hayyim Passani
subsoribes wholeheertedly to this .view, Says hes * °

I have therefore beem led to ‘the éonviotion that the

the Parasheh may after all be referred intelligibly

and naturally to Hezekiah, TFor slthough, like ell

other prophecies, most of Iselah's slso point to the

latter days, when the Messiah will have appeered, still
there are particular ones which have reference to thet

Just monarch, and to the fall of Sauherid, which took

Plece in his deys and through his merits,

R. Sa'adyah Ibn Dansn seys: "And now I will make known what
has been communicated to me from hesven, how namely, the
Paresheh was originally uttered with reference to Eezehlah,
king of Judeh ané Israel."**

There is yet -a fourth view worthy of mention, coming
properly under this group, which mekes the prophet Iselch
himself the subject of his own prophecy. This view hes been
defended in modern times by Gesenius., *** This concludes the
enumerztion of the criticel theories concerning the-subjeot °
of the prophecy advanced by Isclah in chepter 53.°

We have listed the snoient Jewish tradition which treats
the passage as Messienic and have also pondered over the later
interpretations which sre anti-Messianic.  Does the tradition
of the anclent Jewish Church offer en argument in the face of
all the later opposition? Indeed it doesl The fact that the

Jews in more ancient times referred this prophecy to the

G, Triver's and Neubeuer's, *The FITty-Third Chapter of

Isalah”® « 407,
"ol _;ri';a?‘és and Neubsuer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of

I8 hn « 803, :
ek éf?ila?m.'oggsnius: Commentor uber den Jesalas, Vol. II

pﬁ- 1"0 ff.
*%4% Commentery on Iseieh, Vol. IX. pg. 2089.
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Messiah proves that such 1is the obvious reference. When their
minds were not yat blinded with hatred against Jesus of Na-a-
reth, when they were looking forward to the coming of a de-
liverer, they applicd the passage to mﬁ.. And though they
could not reconcile the misery end humiliation which Isaleh
portrayed with the exaltation and glorious nature of the "Ser-
vant" as desoribed elsevhere, yét they believed, -and d4id not
call this document into question. Barnes * 'adds thies thought:
Such wvas the fact in the Christian Church for .spventeen
hundred yeears. The unverying sense affixed to any
written document for seventeen hundred years.is likely
to bo the true sense. And espeoielly is this so, if.
the dooument in question has been in the hands of ‘the
learned end unlearned; the. high and the low; the ¥ich
and the poor; the bond and the free; and if they con-

cur in giving to it the seme interpretation,. sush an
interpretation sannot easily or readily be set aside.

* Commentary on Isaiah, VO].-; II. pg. 269,
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CHAPTER FO

~ THE TESTIMONY OF CHRISTIAN TRADITION _

When considering the subjeot of the aeotl.on.. Isalah £ifty-
three, 1t will be well to refer to the testimony of the Ohris-
tian Church, though this testimony is only secondary. It can-
not be used as proof therefére, end is only mentioned to show
the striking coinoidence, for the from earliest times the Church
~ interpreted the propheoy as referring to Christ, the Messiah,
: It is a strange fact that the intcrpretation of this
' prophecy has had the same history emong Christiens as emong
the Jews. The early Jewish tradition considers Christ to be
the "Servant of Jehovah". The same is the case among Chris-
tlans. All the early writers, with but few exceptions, held
that Christ the Nazarene ls referred to by Isalah. Hengsten-
berg notes a few of these rare exceptions. A certain Silesian,
called Seidel, an atheist, held thet Christ had never come nor
yet ever would. * He, therefore, and a certain Grotius, held
Jeremish to be the subject of Isalah 63. These are two of the
noted exceptions. Outside of these few, almost all Christians
interpreted Isaiah 53 of ch.ri.:t.

Ve shall note the following testimonies of several
Church Fathers,

Augustine (354-420) says:

Isalah has not only reproved the people for their iniquity
and instructed them 1:p righteousness, and foretold to the

¥ Hengstenbere's Ohristology, Vol. II. pe. 920. Ho quotes
from Jec. Martini. = 8, de tribus Eiohim, pg. 592.
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pecple calemities impending over them in the future;
but he has also a greater number of prediotions, than
the other prophets, conoérning Ohrist and the Church,
1.e., concerning the King, snd the Kingdom established
by Him; go that some interpreters would rather oasll

him an Evangelist than a Prophet.
. 'l'oliowing these words Augustine quotes Isalah 63 and
closes with these words:

Surely that may suffice! There are in those words
some things too which require explanation; but I think
that things which are so ole=r should cocmpel even ene-
mies, agrinst their will, to-understend them. * The .
testimony of Augustine is olear, and refers Isalah
§3 to Christ. ; : )

Theodore (386) also remarks on this fifty-third chapter
of Isalah., He says:

The Prophet represents to us, in this passage, the ‘
whole course of His (Christ's) humiliation unto death.
Most wonderful is the power of the Holy Spirit. For
that vhich was to take place aftor many generations,
He showed to the holy prophcts in such a manner that
they did not merely hear Him declare these things,
but saw them, ** SR ' ;

The ‘Church Father Clement (101) in writing his first
epistle to the Corinthians, also .refers to Isaish 83.

‘The testimony of the majesty of God, the Lord Jesus
Christ, who came not in the noise of an imposter nor
in arrogence, also not as a powerful ome, but being
humble, as the Foly Spirit has said concerning Himj
for He says: Lord, who hath believed our report,
and to whom is the erm of the Lord revealed, ***

Heretgpon Clement quotes the entire rirty-third ohapter J.
of Isaieh, thus showing that he, in agreement with other
_ Church Fathersy, understood the prophecy to refer to Christ.

¥ThIs quotatlon 18 taken Irom Hongstenberg's ONT1STOLOEY,
Vol. II. pg. 520, who quotes from Augustines De Civitate
Del, 1. 18; o. 29. Note thet Augustine mekes a similar

remerk in his De Consensu Evangelistarum, 1l.i.0.31.
** fThis quotation is taken from Hengstenberg's Christology,
Vol. II pg. 320, He quotes from Theodoret, opp.ed. Hal.

t. II. p. 3%58.




Barnabas (a contemporary of Paul) lﬁld the -seme opinion.
He saya:

For 1t is written ooncerning Him (Christ) both %o
Israel and to us, and thus it seys: He was bruised
for our iniquities, He was wounded for our sins, we
@re healed by Him stripes, As a sheep He is led to
the slaughter, and as a lamb before her shearers is
dumb, so He opened not His mouth. *

Barnabas guotes the fifth end’ seventh verses of Isaish £irty-
three and refers them to Christ.

To the testimony of these could.also be added the tes-
timony of Justin (160),Irenaeus (177-202), Gyril of Alexan-
dria (400) qnd Jerome (331-342) who follow the tradition of
the encient Church end refer this prophecy to Christ.

And down through the ages the Church has abided by
the true interpretation es given by these Church Fathérs.
Here end there some exegete left the well marked road, but
his voice was not the testimony of the Church. The interpre-
tation of Isaleh 53 was always of Christ., 4And at the time
of the Reformation in the sixteenth century, ve £ind the
Same view held. ILuther (1483) says:

And no doubt, there 1s not, in all the 0ld Testament

Soriptures, a clearer text or pmphui. both of the

suffering and the resurredtion of Christ, then in

this chapter. therefore it 1s but right that 1¢

should be cormitted to memory, that thereby we may

strengthen our faith, and defend 1%, chlefly against

the stirf-necked Jews, who deny thelr only promised 2
Christ, solely on account of the offence of His oross.

¥¥¥ Of.1, Clementis ad Gor. XVI. B-16) found In the Patrum

Apostolicorum Opera by Gebhardt, pg. 9.
Barnabae Epistule, V. ,23 found in the Patrum Apostoli-

corum Opera by Gebhardt, pg. 80.
** This quotation of Luther is teken from Hengstenberg's

Christology, Vol. IX. pg. 321.
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The entire ﬂttz-thlra chapter of Isaiah does not spesk

of any people, individual or nation, but only of Christ,

who 1s the Head. The exposition of this passage does
not allov several explenations, but only one. It must

be referred to Christ. *

Nor daid the various reformers, who differed on meny
polnts, as for instence, on the'Saermnt, on church polity,
on externals, differ on the interpretation of the prophecy
before us. They held to it, for it is a characteristic of
OChristianity. For example, Zwingli (1484-1531) says:

That which now follows is so clearly a testimony of

Christ, that I do not know wvhether, anyvhere in 3orip-

ture, there could be found anything more consistent,

or that anything could be more distinctly said. For

it is quite in vain that the obstinacy and gerveraity

of the Jews have tried it from all sides. ** .

The testimony of the ancient Christien Church is indeed
striking, for it shows that the Messianic interpretation has
been accepted almost unenimously. And though this 1s.mo
proof for this interpretation, yet it temds to add weight

to the Messianic view.

'f: Of. Luthers 'g:m, St, Ieuihcgtggu. W%;iﬂi:ﬂ;é 1E,
Quoted from Hengstenberg's Chr OgYs o II. D8» « =
from the Annot. ad. h.l. ‘Opp- ts I1X. m. 1644, fol. 8’8,.
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In apite of the olear tntex.'nnl. ‘teatimony of the fiftye
third chapter of Isalah, in spite of the toatimony of the New
Testement, in spite of the testimony of Jewish tradition, in_
spite of the testimony of the tradition of the Christian
Church, yes, in spite of this evidence, there are many who
refuse to look upon Christ as the fulfillment of this prophescy.
Jews end Gentiles nlike have attacked the Messianio interpre-
tation. Scholars have spent energy and time advancing argu-;
ments to dlsprove the Messlanioc interpretation. This propheocy
has been attacked most flercely, The prophaoy' has bgon_
epproached from almost every angia. By methods of im_luotion
and deduction eritics have succeeded in emassing a _gi'eat nulte
ber of arguments ageinst the interpretation held by the true
Christian Church., All argl':ments center around one central
ypoint of controversy, namely, that Christ is not the "Servant
of Jehoveh", Those vho attack this prophecy are usually
rationalistic, mndernistic, or athéistlo. and at times 11_\“
is very diffioult to determine Jimt which of the above classi-
fications £it the oritiocs,

I. JEVISH CRITIOISM |

The Jewish interpreters lead the field in adveuoing
arguments against the Messianle interpretation, Their minds
are so prejediced against cﬁrist, are so filled with hatred,
that for hundreds of years they have prepared arguments
against the ocurrent Christien interpretation. But they are
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all biased and prejudiced. Here are mome of their ob Jeotions.

l, "If he 1s God (end not men) to whom could he
intercede?"* =

2. "How could it be consldered ss a future fact that.
he should be exalted? Is not the Godhead always
exalted?n** _

S« "How oan he be first in a state of depression?"®**

4, "How aan it be sr14 that he will understand, since
the Godhead always understanday ¥+

5. "How does his recelving a reward egroe with his
mtm?n.**.* -

6. "If he is God, he could not be a servant,"***ss%

7. "How could it be sald of him, that he did no
violence, since God could not do iLPN***ssEx

8. "Hov oan God be termed despised, forlorn of men,
and strioken P rkkEs

9. "If he 1s smitten bz God; how can it be said that
he himself 1s QodPn¥*hikkisis

10, "If the Lord laid upon him the i.n!.quit! or,ua.ﬁl.
then he is inferior to God the agent."***i¥s*

1l. "If Cod bruised him, he is inferior to God,"
ol st ieste bbb ook o :

12. "If he were Godilit o uld imthga :::g. ml; pl::suro
of the Lord sha osper in his sime :
would then be God'grown hands,"Asssasdenise

13. ™"The Eternal could not undergo change or death."
7035 30 3 she s st o ol ofe slake

) Kt!;mohi.. cr. nriver's end Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third
Chapter of Isailzh,” pg. B56.
e Rira'acob b, Reub;n.mcr. n:;iveﬁ'a anga Neubauer's, "The
Fifty-Third Chapter of Isalah," pg. 88.
*%% B. g';oob b. Reuben. Cf. the 'aau refercnce as above.
*4%% Avarbanel, 0f. Driver's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of
""*I?;igh," pg.aifa the £ aye taken from
ote that se references are
Driver's end Neubauer's, "The Fifty=-Third Chapter
~of Isailah," Mordekhal, pg. 381,
‘kwwk® p, Jacob, b, Reuben, pg. 60.
WhaasE® Joseph b, Nathan, Dge 71
FHERRS 0N Lipmann, PE. 148,
xkhSka® R. Jacob b, Reuben, pg. . °
aleajuafe kool aie sie el o Ibn shaprut. PE. 93,
::::::::::::'Abarbauel. pe. 161, sl _
""""'"'*"“***"'**;P%gacg:&dgfﬁon to Driver's work, pg. 1.
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There vere other abstract arguments advanced by Jewish
oritics. E. B. Pusey lists some of theae ***4*kikwinsiis (ng.80)
It 1s held, that the Imosrnation 1s imposeible; or that 1% is
against the dootrine of the Atonement c'nr that Jesus, if the
Messioh, ought to heve removed temporal de~th; or to have re-
paired Adam's sin entirely; or that mankind ought to have been
8inless afterwvards; or that the Atonement is an encouragement
to sin. Concerning these arguments Dusey says, "They are
irrelevant to this prophecy, or praauppoaa the sane manlng
of its words. The ignorent oriticiams upon our Lord?’s teach-
ing, or flippanoy in which they sometimes indulge, are still
less relevant."

There are only four oriticisms of the Jews, as Pussey
pointa out, that would affect our falth, and which must be
refuted by us for that reason, These four arguments advanced
by various Jewish writers we shall now consider.

l. The first objection is baaod on the 'ord "srinr"

lﬁjﬂ . The contention is made that the Messiah mever

hed a pain. "even a hendaohé", up to the day of His death,
The torms used here, "grief" and "siokness" were not realized
in his Persorla, end so gannot.apply to.him.

m: At Tirst glance there may seem to be some truth
in this statement. The Messiah never endured any kind of
bodily ailment or sickness up till the time of His death.

That 1s not a miaquotation of facts. But the word rendored_
"grief" does not always mean bodily ailment, as the Jews ocon-
tended. It also means "mental {lls". In faot Isaish himself
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uses the word in that sense here in chaptor rifty-threec.
Strenge 1t 1s indeecd that the eyes of the Jews are hidden.
In the fourth verse we read, "He hath carried our sicknesses".
Now, we ask, o:n one actually bear the bodlly ailments of
another person? Impossible! The word then refers to mental
trouble. Again in the tenth verse we read, "Yot it pleased
the Lord to brulse him; he hath put him to grief.” (_24247_).
the terms here referring to "grief” in verse 3. The term is
used of mental 11ls also in .other parts of the Soripture, for
instence, in Jer, 6, 7, vhere we read: "As a fountain casteth
out her waters, so she cesteth out her wickednoss: violence
and spoll 1s heard in her; before me continually is grief and
wounds." (Compare also such passages as Hos. 5, 13; Jer. 10,
19; Eool. 5, 16; 4, 2; Is., 57, 10, Jor. 5, 3. The meaning
then is, that He took upon Himself grief, that is, mental
pains, for He hed to carry our sins; and the realization of
thls task made Him to suffer mentally. We recall that Christ

sweat bitter drops of hlood in the Garden of Gethsemane, for

He then felt the welrht of our sins. Mentally anguished, He
asked the Father to remove the cup from Him, if that be in
accordence with the will of the Father. Agein, Matthew, the
Evangelist, removes the shadow of doubt from this passage,

* for he distinetly interprets the words of Isailah as referring

to Christ in this inatence. We read in chapter 8, verse 17:

"That it might be fulfilled which was spoken by Esalaes the
prophet, saying, Himself took our infirmities, and bare our
sioknesses.” Delltzsoch remarks conoérning this: "The evan-




~00~
86list saw tho fulfillment of these words in the help vhich
Jesus. rondered to the bodily sick of all sorts.” *

2. The second objection of vital importence, advanced
by the Jews, rogerds the word ZJ o), remdored, "on him",
They hold that this word 1s a plural and not a singuler, and
being e plursl ana relating to the subject of this section,
it distinotly shows that the subject 1s a collective and not
an individual, Timohi says, "Moreover the prophot says "to
thenm" (__&Q_); but then (if related to Jesus) he ought
%o have asia, "to him", ﬂ_ ; for _I_Jgi is plural, being
equivelent to __Z/70) .* ** In his gremmer Kimohi says ***,
"'_J; occurs as the suffix of the 3rd psrson singuler, as in
Job 20, 23; 22, 2., Tor ___52_ and _I__ (_Q) oontains in 1t=-
8elf the sign of the plurel noun, and indlcates the masouline
singular also, For _%_4s the sign of the 3rd person nasc.
pll.lral. and the _j_ of the 3rd masc. sing.: and therefore
__/2 1s used both of meny znd of one." Thus Kimchi here con-
tradicts his first statement. Many modern oritios refer it
to "™my people”. Xwald grys, ****

It ocannot be denied that the very old /Do 1s mometimes

LR et 10 mondn, Tos /53 For L3 ey hin",as iF in 10

the of the sin r wers especially heard thru,
Ps. 11, 7; Job. 28, 2; Deut. 33, 2, twloe; Is. 44, 15,

*  (Of, Delitzsch Cormentary on Isaish, Vol. II pg. 262 ff.

*%# (f. Driver's and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chejter
of Isuish", pg. 56. o

*** This 1s quoted by Pussey, in Driver's work, pge: 1fi:
Pussey has quoted it from Pocooke, who guotes 1t from
Eimchi's Grammar, f. 266. I, Ven. 8vo.

Wk Nuoted from Pussey, (Of. Driver's work mentionad above,
Pe. 1ii1) who quotes from Ewasld, Lehrb. Paragraph 247,
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Ansver: That ) )} may refer to a collective is mot to
be’ denied. But it 1s plainly evident from the context that
here 1t refors to an individual and mot to a collective.
Pussey points this out in a most striking manner. Ho sayss*

The subject of this saotion 1s spoken of in the singu-
lar, sixty times in verbs and pronouns (and three times
. in this very verse), it 1s to be spoken of once in this
. one verse in the plursl; end that *the kings,' alleged
to be speaking in the plursl 'we,' ‘our,' fourteen
times previously, should in this one verse speak in
the singulur, *my people’, 1.e., the people of each
of them. Thia double anomaly is to take place im four
words, without any indiocction in the context. Those
who vere before spoken of in the singular are to be
Sspoken' of in the plural, and those spoken of in the
plural are to be spoken of in the singuler.

~ The testimony of the context speeks against taking this
J_J_g} in the sense of a collective. It is altogether natural
and in acoordsnce with good gremmar to refer 1t to en indivi-
dual. 4and in this sense it well refers to Christ the Messiah.
8. The third argument hinres upon ?sl_te word "death",
£ ‘470 . ‘Jewish oritlcs hold that the word should be
rendered "deaths", plural. Thus the subjeot of the prophecy

is not one but meny. Lipmann uses this argumentation: **
“Observe, he does not say "death,’ but 'deaths'; yet a single
man cannot die more then once."

Answer: This argument is a very weak one, Lot us take

a similer plural, _£°‘/ . This word is not translated
"lives", but "1ife", singular. There are many words which

* ©f. the introduction to Driver's and Neubauer's, "The
Fifty-Third Chapter of Isaiah", pg. 1i1ii. liv.
%% ¢f. Drivers work mentioned above, pg. 149.
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the Hebrew uses in the plural, but' which have a g.{nsnlar mean=-
ing. Why the language is thus oconstructed we do not know.
Every langusge has its om peculiarities, The plural is used
of a condition, as a period of life, or of a eondition of the
b‘“Y- Compare these words: Z ~J 27, age; __l__‘?Ji.Zo
—Z 1“1:1.- youth; M. maidenhood; fa

M. bridehood, Jer. 2, 2:; Z 'é% embalming,

Gen, 50, 3; £ 2/ 7 g » blindness. * There 1s absolutely

Ro reason why £ -#.J cannot mean 'state of death! Just as
A/ meens *state of life?. Besides, this agrees much

better with the meaning of _ _Z , ™in, at",
Besides all this we have the testimony of the early in-

terpreters, who render it as singuler. The Septusgint says,

"And I will give the wioked for his grave and the rich for

his death." Jonathan renders it, "the death of utter des=

. truction®, ** gasdyah says, "his death"***, Yepheth b. All

says, "Hov the Mesalah will resign himself to dlem****,

Joseph b, Nathan says, "in his death"™****¥,
T7ith all this positive evidence the argument of the

later Jewish oritics does not stand.
4. Ve now teke up the fourth weighty argument advenced

by most of the Jewish oritics, It has to do with the word

> Pusi tea th xamples from Ewald, LehrD. Parag.
Py e ] e:tioned in (' ), pe. 1"8

1863 a. Of, Driver's work me
introduction,

*x Cf. Driver's and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter
of Isalah,” pg. 6.

*¥%  of. Driver's work, pg. 18..

®&x%  of. Driver's work, pg. 27.

*kkEt Cf. Driver's work, pg. 73.
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rendered "seed", ') 2 Z « They hold that this word is never
uled metaphorically, but always of the physical descendants of
@ person. But Christ never had any physical descendants, so
He ocould not have been meant. If the disciples of His had been
meant, 1% should have been written "sons", for the word "seed"
1s not used in this way. Abarbanel aayu; .

'He shell see sced, shall lengthen da‘yl. Yet, accord-

. 1ng to vhat 1s related of his life, Jesus dled in

RSt e LS o Smder, o 1 Lo

such as these are never in the whole of Soripture so

named. :

Answer: The text does not séy "his seed” but "a seed".
Thisfthouezht then corresponds with that given in Ps. 28, 87.3
"All the ends of the vorld shall rTemember and turn unto the
Lord: and all the kindreds of the nations shall worship before
thee"; and with that given in Ps. 22, 30. 31: "A seed shall
serve him; it shell be accounted to the Lord for a gemeration.
They shell came, and shell dsolere his righteousness unfo a
Deople thet shell be born, that he hath done this.” 'S0, the
"seed" refers to the spiritual Kingdom of Christ. And in this
way the earliest Jewlsh interpreters understood "seed”, nemely
as®a seed”, Thus Yepheth b, All ** says: "I will pay him his
reward end he shall see seed.”

. Concerning the objeotidn that "seed" must n=cessarily
meen "physical offspring,” we must oritlcelly say that this

15 11ttle short of en ebsurdity, If disoiples, we are not

* Cf. Diriver's work e 161.
*% of. Driver's and ﬁeﬁ%auer' s, "The Firty-Third Chapter

of Isaleh," pg. 28.
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0ns, can be called sons, then likewise, not being physical
Seed, they may yet also be oalled seed. That "seed” dces mot
hecessarily mean "physical seed" is seen from the passage in
Gen. 3, 15. The seed of the serpent 1s there mentioned. The
meaning here is that the seed of the serpent is the devil
Vhom the seed of the women, namely Christ, orushed by His
resur;'eotion and death.

Thus We have seen that the four great arguments of the
Jews when closely sorutinized fall to the ground, givllng way
to truth. And perhaps one of the most striking things whioh
speak against all anti-Messianio interpretations is the faot
that there are so meny various interpretations, Those "ho do
not refer the pessage to Christ ere unable to agree among them-
Selves who it should be. They oast about in the sea of doubt,
@8 a ship deprived of its rudder, tﬁl they catch on some
rocky precipice. And clinging to it they are finally dashed
to pleces, for it is a dangerous rock upon which thay have
Tested. Those who do not find Christ in this propheoy in
truth rejeot His Truthfulness.

I, QTR GRITIOLSM

But the Jews are not alone in advanoing arguments against
the Messianic interpretation of Isalah chapter fifty-three.
Men from Christian circles have also come to front attacking
this propheoy. In the next peges we shall consider three ar-
guments advenced by them, which must be refuted.

l. It 1s esserted very emphaticelly that the Messiah
is nowhere el;:e designated a;s the "Servent of Cod." * Answer:
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This 1s a very bold statement, and cannot be substantisted.
In fact, there are several instances where "the Servant of
the Lord" is especially and distincly mentioned as the
Messieh, FPFor instance, in Zecharish 3, 8 we read: "Hear
Now, 0 Joshua the high priest, thou, and thy fellows that
8it before thee: for they are men wondered at: for, behold,
I will bring forth my servent the BRANCH." cChrist is the
~Z2J., the Branch. Most interpreters are unanimous in
referring this expression to Him. Hengstenberg shows that
8lso the Chaldee Paraphrast explains this 734 by JIgZiz'vJ,
"Messiam et revelabiterr,** T |

Again in Ezekiel 34, 23, 24 we read, "And I will set
up one shepherd over them, and He shall feed them, even my
servant David, He shall feed them, end He shall be their
shepherd. And I the Lord will be His God, and my servant
David a prince among them; I the Lord have spoken it." The
shepherd to whom the lLord refers as the "Servant" is none
other then the Christ the Yessieh.

Agalin, in Isaiah 42, 1 we find these words: "Behold
my servant whom I uphold, mine elect, in whom my soul de=~
lighteth."” It 1s generally admitted that the Servent of the
Lord" here describes Christ the Messiah, The New Teatament
substentiates the claim that the "Servant" here referred to
is the Messiah. In Matt, 3, 17 at the baptism of Christ,
the words, "This is my beloved son in vhom I am well pleased,
hear ye him", refer to Is. 42, 1. Again, Matt. 12, 17-21

®  Of. Hendwerk.
** Cf. Hengstenberg's Ohristology, Vol. II, Bg. 38%.
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quotes 42, 1-5, and refers these words to Christ, "And
oherged them that they should not make Him known", that
the words in Isalah 42, 1-3 may be fulfilled.

Again, in Iseiah 49, 3 we find that Christ 1s referred
to as the "Servent of the Lord": "Thou art my servant, O
Israel, in vhom I will be glorified."” Isaiah 49, 6 mekes
the seame olaim: "It 1s a 1ight thing that thou shouldest
be my servent to raise up the tribes of Jecob, and to restore
the preserved of Isrsel." That this latter passage refers
%o Christ is shown from Luke 2, 31,31, vhere Simeon designates
Christ as the (uIngioy of God, which He had prepared before
the face of ell people. This refers to the words in 49, 6:
That thou mayest be my selvetion unto the end of the earth.”
And agaln Simeon describes Christ as "the light to lighten
the Gentiles and the glory of my people Israel", Directly
referring to the words in 49, 6: "I will el glve thee
for e 1lght to the Gentiles."” Again, Acts 13, 46. 47 shows
that 49, 6 refers to Christ, end therefore that the "Servant
of the Lord" is Christ. The passage resds, " I have set
thee to be a light of the Gentiles, that thou shouldest be
for seslvation unto the ends of the earth."

On the basis of this evidence, the contention of' the
orities that the Messiah 1s novhere designated as the
"Servant of God" is false and contrery to fact,

2, A second argument 1s advanced by certaln oritics,
emong them Gesenius, which states that everything spoken of
in this ohapter is represented es past, and must refer to
some aotion before the time of the writing of this chapter.
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These oritics hold that it 1s not admissable both for grem=-
matical and philological reasons to Interpret everything
here spoken of =s future. Rather, the suffering, death, ete.,
of the "Sefvent" are here represented as pesst, since in Is,
63, 1-10 all the verbs. cre in the preterite. Only the glor-
ification appears in the future, and is expressed in the
future tense.

Ansver: This argument is rather an important one and
must be given ooreful consideration. In the first place, it
1s not true that all verbs in this section esre in ‘the past.
In some places the prophet uses the future even wvhen refere
ring to the sufforings. For instence, in verse 7 we find
/.7_-.‘.'7_1‘-'_; in verse 10 we find %° y;;z; in verse 12 we f£ind
.a_L_‘.'A._?;- In the second place, Is:hh sometimes: speaks of
the giﬁrifioation in the preterite, and not elways in the
future, as the ocritics contend. For instance in verse 8
we find _//Fq); in vers 12, A 4 J . In the third plece,
i1t 15 = rao;';hat the anoient tran;l;torn sometimes rendered
these preterites as. futures and not as pest. Thus in the
Septuegint we find in verse 14=c_mrrn"__g3_z_rg4- é{é{i&.* Ao-
cordingly, therefore, we find thet the arguments of the
orities fall when serutinized very closely, We find, then,
that the prophecy is of Christ. Isaleh, in vision, 1s
Placed in the midst of the scenes which he desoribes. He
looks on the sufferings of the "Servent”, He describes His
humiliation, suffering, egony, death as if they were then

ocouring. Though, therefore, the events which he.describes
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vere to osccur several hundred years afterwsrds, yet they
&re porirayed, as his other prophecies ere, as passing be-
fore hls eyes, and as events which he was permitted in
vision to see, '

3« A third argument edvenced by the critics is this.
It is asserted that the 1des of a suffering Messish 1a
foreign to the 0ld Testament end stends in contradiction
ever %o its prevalling views of the Messiah. We note that
this 1s not a new contention, for the Jews already advonded
the seme argument.** fThe basis for this view is that it
rests upon the expectation of Messish, who is not to suffer,
but vho is to be glorious, who is to come In glory, rule
in glory, and lead his people to glory. “ufferings are to
be forelgn to the Messiah,

Answer: In ansver to the above declaration, it must

be seld that it is e statdment whi_nh absolutely lacks proof

. and vhich cen eesily be dlsproven. Christ Himself declared

that His vhole suffering hed been foretold in the 0ld
Testement. In Luke 22, 37 we hear the words of Christ; “For
I say unto you, that this that. is written must yet be accomp-
lished in me, And he wes reckoned with the transgressors:
Tor the things concerning me have an end," And again in
¥Merk 9, 12 Christ said: "Ellas verily cometh rirst, end
restoreth all things; end how is 1t lvr!.ilatan of the Som of
man, that he must suffer meny thinga; and be set at naught.”

: Eensaﬁéngerg treats thls argument 1in his Ohristology,

v°1. I [ 587-325. 1
% --0r; Lip:qtﬁagg, Driver's end Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third

Chapter of Isaleh", pg. 148,
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Clesrer testimony could mot be glven, than the words of
Christ Himself,

Yoreover, when Christ finelly appeared, the more
enlightened of the Jews expected a suffering Messlah. Hohn
the Baptist thus spoke of Christ, for he sald, "Behold the
lamb of God which taketh away the sins of the vorld." 014
Simeon realized thot this Messiah had to suffer, for he
sald, "Behold, this child is set for the fall end rising of
many in Isreelj and for a sign which shall be spoken against,
Yea, a sword shall plerce through thy owvn soul also, that the
thoughts of many hearts may be revealed,"” (Tuke 2, 34.35).
The iden of a suffering end dying Messlah was not foreign,
for else these men, such zs Simeon, would not have known
that this child hed to suffer.

It 1s true that every single Messianlic prophecy doces
not show Christ's complete work. The prophet Isaiah is one
of the few who in his various propheoies presents a complete
ploture of the life and work of the lLord, But we meet
with various phases of the Messiah's work in various pas-
Sages. 1In the following pessages we meet w!.th the suffering
end dying Messlah; and these show thet such a Messiah was
spoken of in the 0ld Testament. In Isalah, chapters 492 end
50, in Naniel 9, in Zecharish 9, 9,10, in Zechrriah 11, 13,
13: "ind I sald unto them, If ye think good, give me my
Price; and if not forbesr. So they welghed for my price
thirty pleces of silver. 4nd the Lord said unto me, Cast
1t unto the potter: a goodly price that I was priced at
of them. 4nd took the thirty pieces of silver, end cast
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~them to the potter in the house of the Lord.” The lowly birth
of the Messiah is spoken of in Miosh 8, 1.2: "llo' ggthér thy-
self in troops, 0 daughter of troops: he hath laid siege
against us; they shall smite the Judge of Israel with a rod
upon the cheek. But thou, Bethlo:hm-Ephratah. though thou

be 1ittle among the thousands of Judeh, yet out of thee shall
He come: forth unto me that 1s to be ruler in I-raei;_whose :
goings forth have been from of old, from everlasting.” In
view of this evidence the above contention, that the 1dea of
@ suffering and expiating Messlah is foreign to the 0ld Test-

ament, cannot be held.

IIT. FOUR NON-MESGIANIC INTERPRETATIONS

It stands to reason that those who objeet to the Messianie

interpretation will find enother subject, other than the
¥essiah, for the prophecy. However, they camnot agres on
the subject. The “suégeat:lou are varied and numerous. But
only four explanations are worthy of consideration, first,
the one which makﬁs the whole Jewish people the subject;
second, that whioh refers it to the godly portion of the
Jevish people; third, that which refers it to the colleotive
body of the prophets; and fourth, that which refers it to
some individual other than the Messish Himself. The follow-
ing polﬁts may be advanced simultansously against all four
interpretations. _

In the first place, as Hemgstenberg points out, * they

¥ 0f. Hengstenberg, Christology, Vol. II. pg. 554.
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@estroy the dootrine of the irispiration of the Bible. Accorde
ing to these interpretations the contents of Isaieh 53 is mot
truth;, but mere fancy.. says Hengstenberg,. .

If these interpretations be true, .then the prophe ts

8re no longer godly men moved by the Holy Ghost (8

Pot. 1, 21).. Then their name eL s..by which

o7 Hinoets, o Seant Tacien' o8 an Specringror

Him, is made a lier and a cheat..

In the second place, Hengstenberg points out * that
"{f one of the four above interpreiat fons be correct, then
the subject 1s not a real person,.but en idesl one,. a personi-
fied collcotive.” However,. it is impossible to hold this
1deal subject through the entire prophecy. In several in-.
8tances in chapter rifty-three a a-!.ngle individual 1s required.
For instance, in verse 3 the subjeot 1s called _L'_x_l in
verses 10 and 12 the subjeot has a ml_g:'the greve and the
death which are mentioned in the singuler require a singular
subjeot. Moreover, if we compere this passage with those
Where the expression "Servant of the Lord" is rotoz;rod to
@ collective body, to Israel, we notice a distinot difference..
In the following passages the expreasion refers to Israel:
Is. 41, 8.9; 44, 1.2,21; 45, 4; 48, £20.21; 42, B4.25; 43,
10 - 14 1In these passages there ¢an be no doubt that the
reference 1s to collective Israel, for the names.Jagob and
Israel are added. Besides this, the prophet uses the plural

beside the singular, to show that the "Servant of the Lord"

¥0f. Hengatemberg, Ohristology, Vol. IT. De. 338,
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is en ideal person, a colleotive. But in the propheoy before
us, Isaish 53, the singular term is used so often, and oon-
ditions epplicsble only to an individusl are used so often,
that it is impossible to refer the passege to eny other than
the Messiah.

And in the third place, Hengstenberg points out a very
strong argument against all of the four ebove interpretations.*
He shows that the absolute sinlessness end righteousness of
the "Servent" was essentisl. And this is true, In 83, 9 we
read, "Because he had done nmo violence, neither was any deceit
in his mouth;" and in verse 11 we read, "He, the rightous one,
my servant, shell Jjustify many." Yes, he had to be holy, sine
less, free from deceit =nd guile. Now, place eny of the four
interpretations under the light of this condition, and they
fall. How Gan any one say that the Jewish péopla as a whole
were free from sin, vhen we know that they econtinually mure
mered against God, yes, even went soc far as to build for them-
selves a golden calf? They murmered under the yoke of
Egyptien bondege. They murmered when they were freed, ocom-
Plained that they hed to undergo so meny hardships. They
longed after the fleshpots of Egypt. They ocomplained when
God fed them with manna from heaven. They refused to hear
God. Again and again they had to be punished. Such a mur-
mering people could not be free from sin. Such a complain-
ing nation could not be holy, for else they would have done

what God had commanded them.

% Of. Hengotemberg, Christology, Vol. 1I. pg. 336.
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HOW oan eny hold tiat the better portion of the Jawish people
were free from sin, for all men are under the law? fbv eould
tllﬂ-p;npheta be the subject, vhen they too sinned, as we read
in their confessions. And finally, how oould eny individusl
be the "Servent" of the Iord, for all men are born in sin,
ére dead by nature? And if someone will sey that men ere free
from sin, then let him read eny of the passages of Holy Sorip-
ture, vhere the sinfulness of mankind is taught as being uni-
verael, e.g., Gen. 2; Gen. 33 Gem. 6, 5: 8, 813 Job 14, 4}
16, 14-16; Ps. 14; 51, 7; Prov. 20, 9,.

On the basis of these passages it is very clear that
men 1s sinful and evil. How then oen man be & substitute for.
his brother, since he is guilty of sins, as is the brother?
The doctrine of the substitution by men is foreign both %o
the 014 and to the New Testaments, This seems a truth so
self-pvident thaet no cne would dedate it. But lo, we find
men trying to prove that the idea of the substitution of mam
wes very gemerel in Soripture, Gesenius 1s one of these
eritiecs, who holds this position. He argues that the guilt of
the fathers is visited upon the ohildiren unto the third and
fourth generation, and this he calls substitution, * Gesenlius
"% quotes 8 Sam. 21, 1-14, and states that 1t seems that the
fﬂmir of Saul is punished for his deeds of sin. This again,
he holde is substitution., However, this 1s not substitution.
Hengstenberg explains this:

% Of. Gesenlus, Commentery on isaish, Vol. II, 189, Oom~-

D~ &
pare also Gesenius - "The Authenticlty of the Pentateuoh,”

Vol. IXI. DF. 446 fT, . ! . ,
** or, Gaa;niua. Commentary on Isalah, Vol. II, pg. 189.
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The evil spirit whioh £1lled Saul, pervaded his family
at the same time, It was probably in the interest of
his femily, and with their conourrence, that the wiocked
deed had been perpetrated. As Saul himself was already
overtaken by the divine judgment, the orime was punished
in the family, who were accomplices. *
And this indeed seems to be a very praper and correct inter-
prétation., Certeinly the idea of Gesenius, that this is sub-
stitution on the part of the family for Saul, is not correct,
for the Bible then would be contradicting itself.

"Gesenlus again refers to 2 Oem. 24. There we read how
the peaple are punished, seemingly for the ains of David, thelr
king. Gesenius has also selzed upon this text to prove his
contention that substitution on the pert of men was not foreign
to the 0ld Testement. ** Again Heongstenberg *** explains this
very well when he says:

The people do not suffer as substitutes for the sin,

vwhich David hed conmitted in numbering the people;

but the spirit of pride vhich had incited the king

to number the people, was widely spread among them,.

Thus the difficulty in this passage is explained away.

Gesenlus**** )ikewise refers to 2 Sam. 12, 15-18, where
1t seems that the child of David end Bathseba is punished
for the sin of its parents. However, the fzot that the ohild
died, does not mean that it died for the sins of its parents,

and was thus a subatitute. Hengstenberg says:**+**

w Cf. Hengstenberg, Christology, Yol. IX. pg. 336,

»a Of, Gesénius, ;me_ntary on Isalsh, Vol. IX, pg. 189.
Compare also Cesenius » "The Authenticity of. the
Pentateuch,” Vol, II. pg. 446 £f,

®¥¥  Oof. Hengstenberg, Christology, Vol. IX. pg. 336,

ik commentery on Isalah, Vol. IX, Pg. 189.

SRhn Christology, Vol. IX, D&. 336. -
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It 1s not the child vhich suffers; but David, whdise’
repentance was to be deepened by this visitation.

Others, who hold that substitution of ﬁnn is spoken of
in the Bible quote Josh. 7. .1, vwhere 1;‘. seems that the whole
&rmy suffers for what Achan has committed. However, again the
case 16 not correct, for the very fact that the whole army
suffered implies that the whole community was to a certein de~
&ree implicated 1in the orime. ' ;

Dan. 11, 35 1s referred to as teaching a substitution ﬁy
man, but this pasrege is not :conolusiu "proor. The pauag:o
reads, "And some of them of understanding shall fall, to try
them, end to purge, end to make them white, even to the time
of the end: beceuse it is yet for a time eppointed.” Hengsten=-

berg explains this very well:*

The _Z%,7 2 ('to try them') refers to the ,_Lg__‘ 22
(*some o em of understending?). ‘The sense 1s -
that some of them of understanding shell fall when

they try by themselves to purge themselves and to-
make themselves white, But there is no room f(_:r a

substitution theory,

Therafore, on the basis of these facts and proofs we oan
Bay that the 0ld Testament knew of no substitutionary theory
of man for men., Rather when the Bible says, "They are all un-
der sin", ** the substitution theory is denied. And if men,
being sinners, cannot be substitutes, then no men cen fit in-
to this prophecy as its subject, for the prophecy demands of .
its subjeot that it be both holy and eapable of being a sub-

stitute for the sins of men.
L I ] « 536 L » T+ :
Christology, Vol. II, DE s 14,4) Pa.14; B1,%)

** Rom. 3, 9§ Gen. 6,8; 8,21; Job
Prov. 20,9,




ST 98
In the fourth plade, we ask this question. Whioh of

those suggested by the four interpretations could really fule-
Ti11 the detells of this prophecy? léhlch of those, elther the
group o' Jews, prophets, or some individual, was ever cut off
from the land of the living, died, and then saw his seed again
and prolonged his days? Vhich of these csn say, 'I have done
all these things,'*

: There is no one to whom this prophecy can refer, must be
the conclusioan of i:im who openly hears the counter-arguments
thus fer prescnsed.

IV. THE INTERPRETATION WHICH MAKE3 THE

For the benefit of completeness we shall now list the
individuel interpretstions, studying the various phases of
each, and rejeoting them on the basis of impossibilities, The
first interpretation, one which, as stated in ohﬁpter three,
was already advanced by the Jewish oritios, is that whioch makes
the J‘ewigh veople as a whole the subjest of the _propl.l.egz. How
is this interpretation fit into the prophecy? Beecher explains

this very well:

It 1s Isrsel, whom Yahweh ohose, separated from the
peoples, led through a cover of mingled suffering
and vio%ory, set for a light to the netions, and
made to be, in very important senses, the world's
redeemer, It 1z Israel whose mission of good to man-
kind hes so lergely resulted from his sufferings,
from his belng scattered among the people, and sube
Jeoted to undeserved contempt and 11l treatment.

« 000 U n ) y ow mme
V. 2871, 1. 2.'(0) presents the same argument.
*% pxplained by Willls J. Beecher in "The Prophets and the
Prom’..ﬁ'.. PE- 286,
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Among those who refer the "Servant of the Iord" to the
Whole Jewish people we find the following:

Gesenius, vwho says, that the fsot that the New Testament
epplies this pessage to Chriot, dces not prove that it is ful-
filled in Christ. Reason: .1t was the custom at that time of
the New Testement to :Ect‘ar to these prophecies and use them
disregarding their local sense("Localsinnes"). Besides,
Isalah fifty-three is never used in the New Testament as a
viocarious atoning. * @Gesenius here makes a_tatements vhich
Sgunot be proven end are also false, But he then continuwes,
end gives his opinion as %o who the subject of the propheocy
1s, He says that the interpretation whioh mekes the Jewish
DPeople the subject of the prophecy has also been suggested,
end that to him it appéara that this one is the most logical.**
Others who hold that the entire ;Taw:lah people 1s the- subjeoct
of the propheoy are Rosenmusller ***, Hitzig **** Koester *#¥*
Schustor *x#¥ik, mglge ***t+¥%, Noederlein *****+x%, stephani
*dRkRER pighhorn WRkeskskes.  qhg interpretation of these
men 1s practically the same as that of the Jews, with but omne
slight difference, The Jews considered the sufferings as a
reference io their then existing exile, while these men con-

¥ Cf. Gesenius, Cormentar usber Jesieh, Vol, IZ. Dg, 108.163.

** Gegenius, Commentar ueber Jesaleh, Vol. II. Pge 163, -

*#% In the second edition of his commentery. ;

*4s% pondwerk. - : :

*&&2: Ne Servo Jehovee apud Jesalam. K1l. 1838, L

*Ex*Es Jesalae Oratic Prophetica cap. 88,13 - ssixa.eott.uu.

hhnase polotemeta Ad Carmen Fatidioum Jes. 58, 13 - 53,12,

WARASEAE Tn the proface and annotations, in the third. edition

-'---i-*-n"fafi::é:ﬂ‘mu die Entstehung u, iusbildung der
Idee von einem Messias," Nuernberg, 1787.
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8ider these sufferings as referring to the Babylonien ox:l.’l.e..
Otherwise their interpretations egiee. In verses one to ten
the Gentiles are supposed to be speasking. These Gentlle s
eonfess that they have hed a wrong oonception of the Jews,
They imagined that the Jewlsh nation was suffering for its
oWn ains, but now they (the Centiles) confess that it is their
sins which cause the Jews all this suffering. Thus according
to this the Jews suffer for the sins of the Gentlles as
substitutes. * George F. Moore ** has the following to say

concerning this interpretation:

There are afflictions for whioch self-examination dis-
Govers no explenation either in the way of trans-
gression or of negligence. TFor such a special cate-
gory wes mede, "chastisements of love,"” f*tthom the
lord loveth he correcteth®' (Prov. 3, 12). Every one.
*in vhom the Holy God takes pleasure, he orushes

with sufferings, as it 1s said, *The Lord took pleas-
ure (in him); he orushed him, made him 111°'" (Isa. 83,
10). Such evidences of God's peculier lowve must be -
acoepted in corresponding loves *If thou mekest his
life a smorifioce of restitution.' As a restitution-
seorifice is made with oconseciousnesa (of the reason),
80 chastisements (are to.be receiwved) with a conscious-
ness (of the reason, sc. God's love). Then only do
they have the consequences promised in the second

half of the verse, 'He shall see hils posterity and
prolong his days; and the purpcse of the lLord shall
succeed through his instrumentality’ (Isa. 63, 10b).

Again he says: ***

The Jews to whom there was only 6n¢ Book of Isaieh -
no Deutero-and Trito-and to whom all prophecy was a

s exposition o TS,
» Cf. Hongstenberg's explanation of this in his

Ohristology, Vol. IX. pg. 3288,
*F  of. George Foot Moore, "Judaism in the First Centuries

of the Ohriﬂt’.an m." Yol. II. P&s 85'0
%%  Of. PE. 387, : ;
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unitary and consistent revelation of Ood, hed no ink- -
ling of all this, end interpreted the latter part of
the Book of Isalah in edcordance with the former. ‘
Thus Iss. 42, 1, 'Behold my servant the Anointed
(Messiah), I will drew him haer, my Chosen in whom
my word delights; I will put my holy spirit upen him,
- @nd he shall revesl my Judgment to the nations.”

But this interpretation is presumption, and therefore
cannot stend. * 4nd now we shall attack this view from the
varlous angles whilch present themselvea.

In the first place we note that the parallel passages
do not edmit this interpretation. Beok remarks: **

Lven so far back as chapter Gé. 1, diffioculties are

met with, How is it possible that the people who,

in verse 19 of that chapter, are described as blind

end deef, should here appeer as being altogether

benetrated hy the Spirit, so as to beoome the
teachers of the Gentiles? Chapter 49 is a true

oross for the interpretera. Finally, the section,

chepter 1, Ritzig himself 1s obliged to explain as

referring to the Prophet; and thus this in ta=-
ticn forfeits the boast of most strictly holding -

faast the unity of this notion.

In the second place, the dontents of Tsaieh rirty-three
1tself overthrows the notion thet the subjeot 1z the Jewish r
people as a vhole, Hengstenberg notes the mention of four
things in the chepter vhich are very importent, nemely,
"Filrat, the Servant volunterily tekes upon Himself his suffer-~

'ing; comp. vv.10-12; socondly, he, who himself is sinless,
bears the sin of oth-rs (compare verses 4 to 6); thirdly, by

means of this his suffering, the Justification of meny is
effected (comparc verse 5); and fourthly he suffers guietly

¥ Gesenius holds thia view, Cf, Gomaﬁtery on Isaiah,
Vol. IT. pg. 165, 3 o
** ouoted from Hongstenberg, Christology, Vol. II. pg. 356.337.
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and patiently (compere verse 7)." But we shell note that not
even one of these four signs will fit the Jewish people as such.

The "Servent of the Lord" had to suffer yoluntarily, for
We read: "He hath poured out his soul unto death.” When did
the Jews ever suffer voluntarily? Oritics say that this suffer-
ing of the Jews refers to their exile to Babylon. If this is
true, then our case is still stronger, for if the Jews ever
opened their mouths, it was in bitter complaint against the
heavy yoke vhich was being placed upon them. They certainly
dia not bear their captivity w;untarliz.

The "Servant of the Lord" had to be sinleas. Can this
be saild of the Jewish people? If one reads the 0ld Testament
his enswer will be an emphatic *No’. Their captivity came
upon them beocause of their sins, Moses and the Prophets had
warned theni. that because of their sins they would have to
suffer grievous osptivity. Of. Lev. 26, 14 £f: "But if ye
will not hearken unto me, end will not do all these commend~
ments..... I will set my face against you, and ye shall be
slain ‘before your enemies: they that hate you shall reign
over you; and ye chell flee when none pursueth you." *

Isalsh himself reminds the people that because of their sins
they shall be punished. He says, "Your iniquities have sep-
arated between you and your God, and your sins have hid His
face from you, that He will not hear. For your hands are
defiled with blood, end your finger with iniquity; your 1lips

w ggmgartra elso the following passagess Deut. 28, 15 ff; 29,
2
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have spoken lies, your tongue' hath muttered perverseness. *

And agein he says; **

Thelr feet run to evil, and they make haste to shed
innocent blood; their thoughts are thouchts of iniquity;
wasting end destruotion are in their paths. The way
of peace they know not; and their is no Jjudgment in

. their going: they have made them orooked paths:
whosoever goeth therein shall not know peace.

And agein he saysg *o*

In transgressing end lying ageinst the Lord, ond de-
parting away from our God, spesking oppression end
revolt, convelving and uttering from the heart words

of falsehood,
And rgoin he stresses the sin of Israel: ****

Who gave Jacob for a spoil, and Israel to the robbers?
did not the Lord, He against whom we have sinned? for
they would mot walk in His ways, neither were they
obedient unto His law. ;

Again we find this mention of the sinfulness of the pec.iple o d L

Put me in remembrence: let us plead: together; declare
thou, that thou mayest be justified. Thy first father
hath sinned, and thy teachers have traensgressed gga:lust

me. =
Again God tells Israel that it 1s purely because of His grace
and mercy that He is redeeming them from the punishment which

they fell into because of their sing: **&%*%

For mine own sake, even for mine own scke, will I do 1t;
for how shall my neme be polluted? and I will _not eive

my glory unto another.
How then oan these same Jews, of whom the Bible spesks

as being full of sin, "polluted™, be the "Servant of the Lorad",

¥ Is, 09, 2.5, A% Is. 42, 24,
** T3 59, 7.8, wepes T 43 86.27.
. B9, 12 weeeen Tg. 48) 11,

*%* Is, 89, 13.
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Who must be sinless?

. But in the face of all this testimony some still hold
that the Jewish people are the subject of the prophecy *,
Hitzig builds up a sort of ntreasury of merits". The Jews
suffered for their sins, it is true, he says. But so great
Wwas their punishment, thet it far exceeded their sins, so
that a surplus was built up, by which the Gentiles were bene-
fited. But this viev of Hitzig is likewise contrary to Serip-
tures, for the prophet Isaieh shows that the punia'hnent lald
upon them because of their l_!i.na was "tempered with meroy",
end was not the due rewerd of their sins. He says:

For my neme's sake will I defer mine amnger, end for

my praise will I refrain for thee, that I cut thee |

not off. ** Except the Lord of hosts had left unto |

us a very small remnant, we should have been as |

Sodom, and we should have been like unto Gomorrah.*** g:

So, according to the eabove testimony it is clear that
the Jewish people.could not have been the subject of the pro-

pheoy, for the Jews were sinners snd the subjeot must be

sinless. .

We note furthermore that the "Servant of Jehovah" was
%o justify many by his vicarious satisfeotion. Could the
Jewish pecple do this? In order for suffering to be vicarious
absolute sinlessness and rléhteousmn must exist in thc' sube-

T A s e et eerr e e e

Jeot, But the Jews were sinners. 'How then: oould their suffer-
ings justify any, since, as sinners, their sufferings could
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not even justify themselves? &

And finally, the "Servant of the Lord" was to bear his
suffering with patience.” How little oen the Jewish people £it
into this pileture! They, above all other things, did not have
the quelity of patience. In faot, it was one of the main
Yasks of the prophets to oppose their continual murmerings.
Isalsh himself chides them because of this: **

'Wo® unto him that striveth with. his Maker! Let the
potsherd strive with the potsherds of the earth.

'Shall the clay say to him that fashioneth 1t? That

makest thou or thy work, He hath no hands? %oe unto

him that saith unto his father, What begettest thou?

or to the woman, What has thou brought forth?

Can these people be the subject of this prophecy, they
Who murmered that the Iord hed released them from the bondage
in Egypt, they who complained egainst Him ‘when He sent.mamna
from heaven? It is hardly possible.

A third argument egainst the interpretation that the

Jewish people 1s the subject of the prophecy is given by

Hengstenberg: ***

Agalinst the hypothesis that the people are the subjk ot
of the prophecy, there is the circumstance that it

carries elong with it the umnatural supposition that,

in chapter 53, 1-10, the heathen are introduced as !

< Bp.aking.
Giesebrecht holds this view, that the heathen are the

speakers, His reasons are these; first, "It 1s the heathen
who ere spoken of in 52, 13-15, and a change to Israel would

¥ Compare Lenge's Dibelwerk, Jesaja, 5. 60D, where the same

contentioa is brought forth,
** Ts, 45,'9 f. Cf. Lange’s Bibelwerk, Jesaja, S. 605.

*** cf, Christology, Vol. II. pg. 339.




FPRITZLAFF MENMORIAL LIERARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY

ST. LOUIS, MO.
-107-

be too sudden.” * sSmith enswers: "The heathen are not spoken
of in this sedtion; it still would not be too sudden of a change
to awitch to Israel here, for Isaish abounds in abrupt transi-
tions."
Glesebrecht's second reason is that:
The words in 53, 1 suit the heathen. They have alrea
recelived the news of the exaltation of the Servant, which
in 52, 16 was promised them. This is the _L_L‘M,
l.e., news we have just h.ard.d_ﬁZ:Q% s'a plu-
perfect of the subjunotive mood: o ¢o or who would
have believed this news we have just heard, and the arm
of Jehovah to vhom was it revealed}, 1.e., it was re-

vealed to nobody.
Glesebrecht cannot hold this point, for S P74

1s not a pluperfect subjunctive, but is a simple perfect. Ba-

sides, the "Servant" was not yet exalted.
Giosebreoht's third point i1s this, He elters the reading

of verse 8 from ZJ 2 7V 4.'2{/ ] ¢/, "for the transgression

T

of my people waes the stroke to him™ to ¥ Zt 2y //_.f?g..
"for their stroke was he smitten". But, we answer, thet this
Just shows the impossibility of taking the heathen as speeking
here. Note that the speakers own that the "Servant" bears
their sins. It is the-n said in the text that the "Servant"

was stricken for the sins of "my pnop.‘l.c'_'. Ergo, the speakers
must be the same as "my people"™ and cannot be the heathen.
Knobel** adds this point to the argument, saying that it would
be against Jewish national pride that the Jew should atone for

the sins of the. heathen.

W Geo. A. Smith quotes from Glesebreoht, PBeltraege sur Jesala
Kritikr, 1890, pg. 146 £f, The quotation in Smith: "The

Book of Isaish", Vol. II. pg. 349,
** August Knobel, "Der Prophet Jesaja," S. 362,
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: In finel argument egainst .the interpretation which takes
the "Servant of the Lord” as a reference to the people of
Israel, ve look et the passeges, Zech. 3, 8 - 10 and Jer. 23,
8 - 8. The prophot Zecharish apparently identifies the Branoh,
8 femiliar designation of the Messiah, with the Servant, where-
by the iniquity of the land is taken away. It is the Messieh
who bears the sins of the people and not the people themselves
Who bear their own sins. We must egree with John Davis, who
8ays that "the description of the suffering servant of chapter
83 aotuelly finds 1ts counterpart in. Christ." *

V. IHE INTERPRETATION WHIOH MAKES THE GODLY

POR OF THE J PROPLE THE
SUBJECT OF THE PROPHECY

Another 1nforpretation refers the "Servant of Jehovah"
to the plous portion of. Israel. One of the chief advocetes
of this interpretation is Paulus **., Ammon *** likewise de-
fends it, This view is built up on this idea, that the pious
Israelites suffered for the sins of the wioked of their nation.
The plous portion remained true to their Jehoveh, while the
ungodly forsook .the faith of their fathers. Exile came upon
the ungodly, but also upon t.ho godly, for they were bearing
the sins of the former. When therefore the ungodly saw that
thelr pious brethren -ure being punished as they, they drew
the inference 'that the .faith of the godly had been in vain.

But then when the captivity came to an end, the ungodly saw

b Davis, "A Diotlonery of .the Bible", pg. 607 f.
Cf. Memorabilien, Ba, 3, S. 115-198.
®** Christologle, S. 108 ff,
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their error. fThey reaslized then that the hopo of the godly
portion hed not been in vain, but that it was well founded.
They then realized that they, the ungodly, were the gsuse for
the punishment and exile of the godly. And humbly they then
acknovledged their fault and repented of their sins, * Others
Who support this view are von Goelln **, Thenius ***, Maurer
eénd Xnobel. The latter oritic Says, "Ganz unhaltbar ist dle
messlienische Auslegung.” He holds that the idea of a suffer-
ing end an atoning Messiah is forelign tc the 014 Testament end
8tends in ocontradiotion to the idea of His rule and power,
Knobel then continues: ;

The writer of Isaleh is dealing with the ungodly portion

s words) eroeiaharper aodta ralbistes Hanihaluont Tuitoe)

Now, these people are not the "Servant of Jehovah".

However, the greater psrt of the Jews did not belong

to this ungodly class. The greater part, the godly,
still clung to the worship of Jehovah. But this godly

portion is divided into two groups, those who continue
in the Jewish reliﬁgn as mere formallsts, and those

Vho ere sindere. -
He then asserts that in this instance the sincere portion

constituted the "Serwant of Jehovah",

In the first place, those who are righteous, those who
through faith heve put on the cloek of righteousness and holi-
ness, cannot render a vicarious setisfection for others.
These seme individuals, vho are nov righteous, have come to

their new estate through conversion, for they were according

» Compare Hengstenberg's desoription of this thcory, found
in his Christology, Vol. IX, pg. 323.

®*  piblische Theologle.

*%¥ yiener's Zeitschrift, II.l. :

*#kk Doy Prophet Jeselah, S. 366 - 369.
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%o their former stete begotton of sinful sced, as we read in
the Pselm, "Behold, I was shapen in iniquity; and in ain aia
My mother conceive me.” * Rven in this new state of righteous-
hess there is no totel escape from sin. Those who dwell in
this holiness sin daily, end must dally come to the meroy
8eat of God in prayer asking for forgiveness. Compare the
Words of the Pselmist: ** "Keep back they servant also from
Presumptuous sins; let them not have dominion over me: then
shall I be upright, end I shall be innocent from the great
transgression.” These who have thus been made righteous ean-
net make others righteous, for outside of the faot that the
Bible says, thet "none of them can by eny meens redeem his
brother nor give to God & ransom for them, for the redumpt lon
of their souls is preciouvs and it oeaseth forever," they simply
live by the pardoning grace of God. They sin, but God forgives,
These pinus Jews, we note, likewlse had to enter into the oap-

tivity. But this was just punishment for their sins, for they
too daily sinned much. Besides this, Hengstenberg points out
the following: *** wHow little an absolute righteousness
existed in the eleoct, aufﬂoiently appears from the faot,
that, in the second part, it forms a main object of the pro-
Phet to oppose their want of courage, their despair end dis-
trust of God." In shoﬂ, how could th-se rightecus ones offer

themselves as a viscarious satisfection, when they themselves

were sinners?

¥ Psalm 51, 6.
** Ps. 19, 13,
%8 or. chrlﬂtﬂlﬂs’. Vol. II. DP8. 339,

I
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We attack this interpretation on historical grounds. It
is Glaimed that the godly suffered more than. 1.5110 ungodly. ‘- There
is, however, no historical basis for this assertion, end further-
more, this assertion cannot be proven, for it is false. This
belng the case, that both the godly and the ungodly suffered
in 1ike degree it is very unlikely that the ungodly would look
upon the sufferings of the righteous as vicarious., The facts
of the omse speak against this supposition, and moreover, it
is against Jewish pride to do this,

And finally, such a division betwsen the godly and the
ungodly is simply a fabrication, a myth, for the text knows
nothing of it. The text does not place one portion, the
godly, ovor against another portion, the ungodly. We defy
anyone to demonstrate this too. The text places the entire
people, without making any distinotion betwsen them, and the
"Servant" into one picture. Isalah looks upon all Israel as
ungodly, as having sinned. Ve se.e this from verse six, "All
We 1like sheep heve gone astray; we have turned every one to
his own way; end the Lord hath laid on Him the iniquity of
us all," '

. Various arguments whioh were used against the interpreta-
tion given in the pr-icedlnt section elso apply here. And gon-
sidering the evidence, there e¢an be no doubt that the better
portion of the Jewish people, in spite of the righteousness,
cannot fulfill vhat is expected of him who 1s to be the "Sers

vent cf Jdehoveh,m

BB 1
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BODY OF THE PROPHETS THE SUBJZ0T OF THIS PROPHEQCY

Another interpretution is the one which refers the’ subjeot

%o the colleotive body of prophets. Hengstenberg points out

that this 1dea was first advenced by Rosenmusller *. De Witte
8180 took up this interpretation. ** Shenkel says: "The pro-
pPhetic order was the quiet, hidden blossom, which early storms
broke™ **k, tmbreit likewise falls into this group, holding

thet the "Servant of the Lord" is the colleative body of pro-
phets here represented as a saorificisl beast taking upon ite
solf the sins of the people. **** Hofmenn is another of the

eritios who holds this view, Hengstenberg quotes his opinion

from the "Schriftbewelg"®****

The people as a.people are salled to be the "Servant
of God"; but they do not fulfrlll their vocation as a
congregation of the falthful; and 1t is, therefore

the work of the prophets to restore that eonsrogat{on.

end hence also the fulfillment of its voocation,

This interpretation in its very nature is forced. It
appears that those oritics who favor -this view have been grop-
ing about in darkness unable to f£ind firm ground on whish to
anchor this prophee&. Having rejeoted the Measianio interpre-
tation they are blind. In their blindness they come upon this
deceptive harbor, enter it, but find that it does not offer

much shelter. The interpretction, to say the lsast, has very

w Cf. Hls treatise, 'E!!.ea @. Hoffnungen der Propheten
Jehovaa", in enbior's Neuestes theol., Journal, Vol. II.

S, 4, pp., 333 ¢. 7
L ﬂ'ongétzhbers refers to de morte Jes. Ohr. o_mhtorh,

p . .qq. L 3
**%*  Hengatenberg, Christology, Vol. II. Pg. 324 quotes from

"Studien u. Kritiken" 36.
sR%e  Of, Hens.t“bﬂrs' chriams’. Vol. II. PE. 324,

Ll Vol. II. X. S. 89 ff,
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little evidence. But we shall alsc view this attack sgainst
Christianity.

In the first place, the idea of substituting the prophe-
tic orider for the "Servant of Jehoveh™ is very strange, since
there are no analagous cases in favor of such a psrsonifica-
tion of the prophetic order.

In the second place, & prophetic order cannot be spoken
of at this time. Hengatenberg points out that rrophetism was
on the decline. Jeremiah himself, during the last days of -
the Jewish kingdom, stood alons ageinst the mass of false
prophets. And if we read the book, we receive the Mpréu!.on
that these false prophets were very many in number. How could
Isalah then be speaking of a great corporation of prophets,
vhen prophecy was on the decline?

In the third place, there is nothing in Isaiah 63 which
is especiaelly characteristic of prophets. On the contrary,
almost everything that is saild there 1s in direct opposition
to the vocation and destiny of the prophets. The central
thought of Isalah 83 1s yicarlous satisfaction. But was that
& part of the prophetiec office? By no means, In fzot Isalah
exclaims to the contrary: "Woe is me! for I em undonej be-
ccuse I &m & man of unclesn 1ips, snd I dwell in the midst of
the people of unclesn lips."” * The great question in our
minds is this, 'How oould there be in the mind of one expreass-
ing such humble feelings, 'an ides of viearious sctisfaotion
for otnera?’ But someone might suggest that the prophsts did

¥ s, 6, 8.
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ouffer wnusuelly, 414 undergo tortures of prison, Judgment,
end even desth; and in this respect their office agrees with
the stipulations laid down in Iseieh 83. In answer to this
contentlion Lenge * says: _

Cranting all this, there 1z yet one thing thet camnot

then tho. srenseressions’of the poople; that. they.

through their wounds and stripes should heal the
sin-sick world.

In the fourth place, such a hope on the part of the
prophets 1s in direct contradiction to the reason why the
hrophetic order was instituted. The »rophets werec, by divine
commend, to speck to the people concerning the word of God,
to bring His will to them. They were the preachers of the
day. Their office, though not a humble one, yet would not
11t them to heights of glory among men. But how does this
compare with the requirements of the "Servant™ in Isaizh 537
We read that he was to be very high, that he was to be exalted
and extnlled, that he was to have a portion with the great,
and that he was to divide the spoil with the strong, Could
the prophetic order realize these prophecies? It was againat
the very nat-ure of the prophetic order that they shoulad be
exalted end ocelebrate great triumphe. It seems that when
the oritios advanced this interpretation, they forgot that
the power and glory of the Jewish kingdom had been given to
the house of David and not to the prophe tis order.

‘There is a f£ifth argument whioch speaks aegainst the pro=

photic order as' the subject of the prophecy. We read in the

¥ Lenge, Bibelwerk, Jesaja, S. 608.




«1)8e- -
chapter, "By his knowledge shell my r;ghteoua servant Justify '
Manyesseosand he bare the sin of meny." These two words
stress the universsl application of his redemption. It is to
be for ell, for both Jew end Gentiles; his messege of salvation
1s to be cerried to the ends of the earth. * Thet wes the offi-
cial Auty of the "Servant of the Iord." Now, compare the minis-
try of the prophetic order. To whom were they sent? They were
aent primarlly to the Jews. They were to deal with God's chosen
people. 0nly in certein exceptional cases were they to go to
the Gentiles e&nd premch the revealed Word. The %wo oeses
differ. How then can the prophetic order be meant, vhem they
vere ‘not to go to the heathen, that being, however, one of the’
Autles of the "Servant."?

A sixth ergument hes beern voiced by Cook, when he asks
vhat colleotive body of prophets ever made their grave with
the wicked, as d1d the "Servent of the Lord."? The idea in
l1¢selr is absural

And finally, we ask the question, 'Yere the prophets
afflicted to eny greater degree than were the peaple'? Chap-
ter B3 shows that the "Servent" was to suffer more than any-
one else; that he, though i.nnoognt was to be efflicted beyond
the ordinary degree in which men are arfflicted. The prophets
were not affllioted over and beyond others. At times they
were oxalted, elevated to honorable positions, Jeremiah was
offered an honorsble position by Nebushodneszzar. Denlel, for

instence, beceme one of the rulers of the lend, How then:

¥or. Ie. &, v,
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Gould they bs deeplsed of the people bedauss of their sufferingsa?

How could the people then later imagine that the sufferings of
their prophcts had a vicarious charscter? And history tells us
that they did not. They rather heaped dlsgrace snd scorn upon
them, wagginz their hesds at them. Noreover, thelr sufferings
Sould not be vicarious, beocruse they too were natural men, born
in sin end shapen in iniquity. To say that the prophstic order
1s the subJject of the prophecy is a rznk denial of Christianity

end a blindnesz to the Truth.
VII. THE INTERFRETATION WHICH MAKES SOME INDI-

VIDUAL_THE SUBJECT OF THE PROPHECY

And now we come to that interpretntion which makes some
individvel, other then chrit.- the subjeot of Isalah fifty=-
thres. This interpretetion is not very popular, for it sug-
gests too many individuals as possibilities., For insténoa.
King Uzzish 1s suggested by Augusti.* We note that King
Hezekiah is suggested. He had aslready been advanced as a
Dossibility by the Jews. This theory is here advanced by

Konynenburg ** and Bahrdt ***, Stasudlein *¥*** gays that

i1t 1s the prophet Isaiah himself. Voltaire ****¥* glso held

this view., Besides these sugg.estions. we heve this one, that

the subJject of the prophecy 1s -some unknown prophet supposed

to have been killed by the Jews in ceptivity. Another inter-

w Augusti ueber den Koenig Usia, mebst elner Erlasuterung
von Jes, 53, in Henke's Magazin, III. S. 282.

**  wUntersuohung usber die Natur der sltestamentl. Veisag-
ungen vom Messias." A.d, Hollaend. Lingen 1795, S.27 £f.

m&*  in der kleinen Bibel. S. 435. Allgem. deutsche Bibel
LVII. S. 46. "Freymuethige Versuche usber versohiedene
in Thenl. u, biblische Kritik ein. Materien.™ Berlin

1788. S. 138 fr.
¥4k  in dessen Neuen Beltragen zur Erlaeuterung der bibl.
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-Pretation refers it to the royesl house of David, whioh
-Buffsred innocently vhen the ohiléren of the unhappy king

Zedekich were_killeﬂ ot the command of Nebuchadnezzar.

Hengstenberg * quotes Sohenkel, who ssys:

The chepter under oconsiderantion may, perhaps, belong
to the perlod of the real Isaish, whose language equals
that of the desoripntion of the Servent of God now under
consideration, in conciseness and harshness, and mey
have been originelly a Psalm of consoletion in suffer-
ings, vwhich was aomposed with a view to the hopeful
drogeny of some pilous man or prophet innocoently killed,
and vhich was rewritten and interpreted by the author
of the Yook, end embodied in 1t. 3

The high-hended m~thods of these interpreters are so

notlgenble as to be offensive. Such e theory is nothing short

of revolting to the mind vhich accepts the integrity of Soripture,

Ewald says conoérning the point at hand: **

Turther, the desoription of the "Servant cf God"” 1a
here altogether very strange, espeoially verse 8 f.,
inesmuch as notwithstending all the liveliness with
which the author of the book conceives of him, he is
novhere else so much and so obviously viewed as an
historical person, as a single individu=l of the past,
How little soever the author may e ve intended 1t, it
was very obvious that the leter generations imagined
thet they would here £ind the historical Messiah.

We are, therefore, of the opinion, that the author
here inserted a passage, which appeared to him to be
suitable, from an older book where reaelly a single
rnartyr was spoken aof. » It 18 not unlikely that the
modern controversy on chapter fifty-three will ever
cease as long as this truth 1s not acknowledged; a
truth which quite spontaneously suggested itself, and
impressed itself more cnd more atrongly upon my mind.

Propheten, S, 12 ff. theol. Biblioth. B. I, 8t, 4.0,

8. 320 £f, 9t. 6. S. 418 11,

Osuvres XLVI. S. 267 der Zwelbruecker Ausg.
Hengotenberg in his Christology, Vol. II. pg. 383 -
324 quotes from Ewald, Proph. IX. S. 407.
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We see the biased judgment, which 1s elso unfair end untruth-
ful, of this men. He theorizes end ocells his deduction "truth".
By vwhat right, may we ask. He states a hypothesis which has
g@erminated in his own rationalistic mind, and states, that un-
less we nocept his opinion, his theory, the controversy will
never end. 'het e unigue procefiure and ‘demand} -

A few strong arguments against this interpretrtion should
be noted. It mekes no difference to whom they refer the pro-
pheoy, be it Uzzlsh, Jeremiah, Isaish, Job, Mezekiah, Moses,
Oor anyone else, the arguments refer to all.

In the first place, when the prophecy is referred to one
of these men, or to eny individuel other than Christ, the en-
tire chanter 1s torn out of 1ts context, end this is not mr-. .
missible., Gesenis voints this out.* Neither this ohepter,
nor eny of the preceding, nor eny of the following speék about
eny of the individuels mentioned, ¥hy then lay aside all
neturel hermeneuticel rules, and force an unnatural meaning
into the text?

In the seocond plece, the history of the indlviduals speak
agninst the oese. Meny of them cannot be fiited into this pro-
vhecy by any method.

And in the third place, there are ‘meny passages which
will not fit either of the prophets or kings or indiduals
suggested. For instance, verse 2 will not fit: "For he
shell grow up before him as a tender plant, =nd as a root out

of a dry around: he hath no form nor oo:inuneu; and when we

¥ Cowmentary on Isalah, Vol. II. pg. 170,
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shall sec him, there 1z no beauty thet we should desire h!.m:"
Agein verse 3 is out of place: "Ho 15 despised end rejocted
of men; e man of sorrows, end amcquainted with grief: snd we
hid as it were our froes from him; he was desplsed, and we
enteemed him not." Verse 6 esveolslly will not fit: ™All we
1ilke sheep have gone astray; we hsve turned every one to his
own v}ny; and the Lord hath laid on him the iniguity of us all."
Verse 7, belng contrery to humen nature, will not fit: "He
Weoa oppressed, and he wes afflicted, 3t he opened not his
mouth: he is brought 2s a lamb to the slaughter, end as a
sheep before her sheerers is dumb, so he openeth not his mouth,”
And finally, verse ten is n strong passage ageinst the inter=
pretation, because it speaks of a viocarious satisfaction:
"Yet 1t plensed the Tord to bruise him; he hath put him to
grief; vhen thou shelt meke his soul an offering for sin, he
shall see hls seed, he shall prolong his days; and the plea-
sure of' the Lord shall prosper in his hand.”

No, this interpretation will not fit, nor will any of
the others whichi have been suggested. They are all contrary
to Truth, Al of them violate against the dootrire of
vicerious sztisfaction. ‘None of them can be the correct one.
There 1s only one person who will fit into thls propheoy,
only one vho f£ills it in every detall, even the minutest,
and this is the Savior, our Lord Jesus Christ, "who was con-
oceived of the toly Ghost, born of the virgin Muary, suffered
under Pontius Filate, was oruclified, dead end buried; Fe
descended into hell, the third day He arose from the dead;
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He ascended intn heaven, end sitteth at the right hand of

- God the Pather almighty.” He 15 the only one upon whom we

mey bestow the honored title "Servant of Jehoveh." He is
truly the "Rightecus Servant”, sent by God to take awgy our
sins, 2o Isalak foretells in thi:s,.h&s"firty-third chapter.
And with all the evidence in favor of this Messianlc inter-
pretantion, the lnternal testimony of the chapter itself, the
testimony of the New Tostement, the testimony of tho Ancient
Jewish tradition, the testimony of the Anclent Christian
troditicn, who can Jjustly deny 1t?
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ERBATA .

For 'Efficasious' read 'efficacious's.
Read: 'Thms reads one of the loftiest’..
The footnote on peg. 6 refaers to yg. 7
ané vies vorsca.

The footnote, Read 'Isalah’.

¥or 'fulfullment® read "filfillment’.
(L. & the same.)

For 'uninterupted' resd "wuninterrupted’'.
The blank space is not to be filled in.
For 'multipled' read 'multiplied’.
Footnote, Read: Of. Chapter one, p.l%.
Heads 'Isalah desoribes his patlient
subnissivenossesees

Read "complaint' instead of "complain'.
Rerd: 'be an exception to this three-
fold 1ot of nBNeess

Hend 'separate' instesd of 'seapsrt’'.
Footuote, Kead: 0. AnguBees The Oyclopedlb
Road Ystronger' instesd of 'stranger'.
Yead 'eunuch' instes¢ of 'eunioh.

(Also T.. 25). :

Footnote, Read; Ui, Hengstenberg'sSseee
Dead: Angun and Green sese '
Footnote, Head: The Cyclopedic..

n 0 .1.5.4’ Raﬂd__: Tonboner'Seees
Zead: 'In the Talmmd it 1s sald of thel.
Foctnote, 1l: Reesd: 'From the original
in Reimnd fartinlees
Read "unanimously' incstead o 'Unem-
inously's . :

Read: 'no created being in theo world'es

Kead: 'souls' instead of 'sould’.

Read "Abarbancl' instead of "Ahorbanel'.

tead: 'But this wview of Yonathan has

been objected to'.

Read "Qamhl' instead of 'Qanial’.

Pootnote, L.5, Reed: 'Isaish' inatead of

'Tﬂszfah'._ -

Reald 'eonfessesa' insteed of "comfesses's

Read: 'Another interpretation refers

the aubjecfb of Isaigh'sesan

Read: 'Ibn" instead of "Ibu‘,

Read: Y'khudsh' instead of Y8hudeh.

Read: 'Sensoharib® for 'Sauherib'.

Read 'Hezeiloh' for "Hesehiah®.

Footnote, ,E.S. Read, 'Commentar' for

'"Conmentor'.

Read 'Theodoret® for'Theodore‘’.

Tiead: Horeupon Cleignteeee

Footnote: insert a * into the parenthesis.
- : Read: Drl.ver s WorkKees




Pg. 89,

Fg. 91 .
Pg; 97;
Pg.l00,

Pg.lls )

ERRATA (contimmed)

Read: the Gontlles and the glory

of my people. Israsl, directiy...

Footrote, Read 'Hengstenbarz' ine

Stead of 'Hengstengerg'.

Reoad 'Bathsheba' instend of 'Bath-

seba's.

Footnote: Cormentar neber Jeselah..
e s of Isalah. ”

Read, ‘'miven in the preceding. ssetion’.

Read: 'will not £it either of the

rrophete or kings. or individusls.
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