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INTROTUCTION 

It is wlth a feeling of pious sincerity that one berins 

a study of the fifty-third chapter of Isaiah. A feeling of 

wonder and amazevient is born in the mind as one reads the 

ecsount of the "Servant of the Tord" ( TNT E fa S ). 

He shell be exalted and extolied end shell be very nigh. Many 

shall be astonished at him, for his visage is marred more than 

sny men. Ne shell sprinkle meny nations; kings will shut their 

mouths et Him. We grows uy as a tender plant end as a root 

ous of the dry ground. Se hes no beauty, but is rather a 

sicht causing men to turn their feces from him. Therefore, 

he is despised, rejected, ourdened with sorrows, stricken snd 

smitten of God. He is vounded and bruised for the sins of the 

orlds but this his suffering is efficesious, for by his 

stripes sinful mankind is healed. By his voluntary opvression 

ané by his patient endurence of mockery end scorn heaneé upon 

him durine his triel, men are benefited. He is put to death, 

innocently condemned end leié ewey in the tomb. He mekes His 

grave with the wicked but is with the rich in his death. Sut 

he remains not in the ersevee Hether, ho prolongs his day 

and now sees his seed. And now he is rewarded, for he has 4 

portion with the great and divides the spoil with the strone. 

He wes humiliated, for “He bore the sin of meny, 2nd made 

intereession for the trensrressors.” But he wes Likerise 

exalted, extolled, and made very high. ow-he makes con- 

¢tinuel intercession for the trenseressors of the Lord's holy 

Lawe
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Thus reads the history of this "Servant of Jehoveh"; 

thus reads thet Lloftiest exif (most) sublime of ell chapters in 

the Bible, namely, Teainh, chavtcr fifty-three. 

Rut of whom ddes the urephet speak these things? who 

_is this "Servent of déhovah" who thus suffers as man's sub- 

stitute to geln their forgiveness? 

This tera "Servant of Jehoveh” is used variously in the 

Seriptures. At times it designates Moses the lavgiver. The 

torm is employed thus throughout the book of Joshua. Compare 

also Teut. 54, S: "So Hoses the servant of -the Lord died there 

in the land of Moab, according to the word of the Lord". The: 

term is slso used as deseribing Joshua, the victorious captain 

Thus in Joshue 24, 29: "And 1% cere to pass after these things, 

thet Joshua the son of Nun, the servent of the-Tord, died, 

being an hunéred and ten yeers old". The term is frequently 

used of the patriarch Pavid. Compere Psalm 15, 1: “To the 

chicf fusieian, a Psalm of David, the servsnt of the Lord;" 

also Pselm 56, 1: "To the chief ‘“usicien, e@ Psalm of David 

the servent of the Tords;" also Jeremiah 33, 21: "Then mey 

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

should not heve a son to reign! We also frequently find the 

seme term applied to the patriarch Job. Compare Job 1, 8: 

“and the Lord said unto Saten, Hast thou considered my ser- 

vant Job, thet there is none like him in the earth?”; like- 

wise Job 2, 3 and 42, 8. And we even find this term applied 

to king Nebuchsdnezgzar. So in Jeremiah 27, 6: "And now heve 

I given all these lends into the hand of Nebuchadnezzar the
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kine of Bebylon, my servant". 

Will any of these men fit the description of the servant 

wnich Isaieh gives us‘in chapter fifty-three? Incidents in 

the lives of some of these individuscls do coincide with certain 

incidents in Isaieh's description of ‘the "Servant". loses was 

exalted and extolled and was very hich (comp. 52, 15); Joshua 

head a portion with the great (comps 55, 1235 Devid was e man 

at whom the kines shut their mouths (comp. 52,.15); Job was 

severcsly opprossed end afflicted (comp. 55, 7)5 end even Hebu- 

chadnezzer wes exelted and very high (comp. 52, 12). But of 

which of the above-mentioned cen it be seid thet “he hath 

borne our erief snd carried our sorrows"? Of what individuel 

cen it bo said that “he hed done no violence, neither was eny 
  

§ecceit in his mouth"? Cf which of them can it be seid that 

"he shall see his seed, he shell prolong his days"? Neither 

voses, nor Joshiels nor Davia, nor Job, nor Nebuchadnezzer is 

referred to by Iseleah in his fifty-third chepter. 

Tees Iseaich in any pert of his book intimate or suggest 

who this "servant of the Lord" might be? noes he apply the 

‘texm uniformally te any one Individual? No, he too uses the 

term to desienate various persons, grouns end classes. For 

instence, he applies the term to all Israel. Thus in 42, 16. 

19; “Hear, ye deaf; end look, ye blind, thet ye may see. Who 

is blind, but my servent? or deaf, as my messenger that I sent? 

who is blind es he thet is perfect, end blind es the Lord's 

servent?". At enother place Isaiah uses the term to designats
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only the faithful in Israel, "the Isreel according to the 

spirit". Thus 44, 1. 2: "Yet now heer 0 Jacob my servant; 

end Terael, whom I have chosen: thus saith the Lord that 

mate thee, ond formed thee frou the womb, thich will help 

thee; Fear not, 0 Jacob my servant; and thou, Jesurun, whom 

I have chosen". But in 49, 5 and 6 Isaieh refers to term to 

the Messiah: “And now, saith the Lord thet formed thee from 

the womb to bs his servent, to bring Jacob again to hin. 

fing he seid, It is a Light thing that thou shouldest be my 

servent to raise up the tribes of Jecob, end to restore the 

preserved of Israel". Thus Isiah uses the torm "Servent of 

Jehovah" in e three-fold manner, as designating all Isreel, 

only the pious, and finelly as descriptive of the Messiah. 

Who is meant in chapter fifty-three? Critics ve split 

into many cempse' Some hold thet Isaiah is speekine of all 

Iereels some, that he designetes only the pious in Israel; 

while certain ones hold that the prophet is speaking of sone 

individual. The Christian Church hes, however, from the very 

beginning held thet Isaich ls speaking of the Messiah. Ané 

thet this is the true interpretation is pointed out et length 

in the following chapters. ‘In one section of sixteen verses 

the evangelist of the Old Testament points a picture of the 

work of Christ. fis humiliation is stressed as well as His 

exaltation. . . 

And as we study this fifty-third chapter, as'we pause 

to gaze upon this picture of our Messieh, as we see the 

verious details in bold relief, ve cannot help but marvel at
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the beauty of it all. We gaze long and intently; our tongues 

are held; we canngs speak; we oan only marvel. And when 

finelly after long moments of devout silence we do onen our 

mouths to sneak, the only words which pass over our lips are, 

Hail Messich, innocent sufferer, Lemb of God, my ledeemer. 

TeLLltzsch marvelling et the beauty of this chenter expressed 

his thoughts thus, “The conception of the servant of Jehoveh 

is, es it were, a pyramid, whose bese is the people of Israel 

es e whole, whose center is Israel according to the spirit, and 

whose Boas is the person cf the Mediator of salvation who srises 

out of Israel”. 

Blessed beyond measure is he who secs his Savior in these 

verses of the fifty-third chapter of Isaleh. And thrice blessed 

is he who accents this Messieh as his Redeemer.



CHAPTER ONE 

THE STIMONY OF 18 FIPTY-THREE 

Chapter fifty-three of Isaiah begins, "Who hath belicved 

our report? end to whom is the arm of the Lord revealed? For 

he shall grow up before him as a tender plant". The first 

thing that the casual reader will ask is, ‘Who is the person 

of whom the prophet says, “He shall grow up"?*. The eunuch 

of Ethiopia reading this chapter asked of Philip, "Of whon 

speaketh the prophet this, of himself or of some other man"? * 

That is the great and weighty question which at this moment 

engeges our attention. Who is the “he" of whom Isaiah speaks, 

who is the "Servant of the Lord"? 

Being asked this question, the student will eat once read 

the entire chapter very cerefully, pondering upon every word, 

upon every phrase, to see if in the chapter itself some hint 

4s not dropped as to the subject of the writing. He will study 

the internal testimony of the chepter itself. This will engage 

our attention at this time. We shall study each verse, each 

phrase to see if perheps we cen determine who the "Servant of 

the Lord" is. 

The testimony of the chapter is very olear. This one 

who bears our griefs, who cerries our sorrows, who is wounded 

for our transgressions, who is bruised for our iniquities, 

upon whom is placed the chastisement of our peace, with whose 

stripes we are healed, upon whom the Lord has laid the iniquity 
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of us all, who was smitten for the transgression of God's 

people, who made his soul an offering for sin, who makes 

intercession for the transgressors; trat one who does ail 

this cen 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 men known to history, but one, oan carry this 
chapter in all its' verses and lines and particles. 
Here and there some other man may come in and par- 
tially appropriate a word, a hint, a suggestion; 
but has any man ever seized the whole 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 property. 
Yet there is one Man in history. who would fit the 
occasion. When we read the life of Jesus Christ, 
and then read this chepter in the light of thet 
life, every verse flames up into new meanings, 
every sentence a pinnacle heaven-pointing, every 
figure a flover grown in the eternal paradise. — 

After we have considered the verses of chapter fifty- 

three, then we too will be forced to nod assent to the view 

of Parker. The evidence is overwhelmingly in favor of the 

Messianic interpretation 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 mst 

be born, must originate. Verse two desoribes this His birth 

when it sayat "For he shall grow up before Him as a tender 

plant, end as a root out of ea dry ground". This growing up 

speaks of His origin end birth. It is:Hie entry into the 

world. He is to come as a “tender plant” and as a “root™. 

Acts 8, 34.
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Both these. terms refer back to Isaiah 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 il, 1 the "rod" and the "Branch" refer to 

Christ the Messiah. The terms are.Messlanic. Therefore, 

5S, 2 deing a parallel of 11, 1 the verse is also Messianic, 

and can refer only to Christ, the Messiah. 

The “Servant's" entry is desoribed very vividly, for he 

is spoken of as coming as a tender plant and as a roots He 

shall have no great and lerge beginnings. There shall be 

nothing fanta stio about his appearence. He shall come quietly, 

as the root of the tender plant creeps through the crust of the 

earth silently without much ado. Thus shall this "Servant" 

make his appearance: It shall be a humble and a lowly entrance. 

From Isaiah 11, 1 we learn thet the "rod", or the "stump", or 

the "root" is the humiliated house of David. “Out of the stem 

of Jesse", we read there. So, the "Servant" shall be of royal 

descent, but alas, shall not coms as a noble. This house of 

David had fallen upon evil days. This ancient family had de- 

cayed. From this fellen house comes he who. is the "Servant 

of the Lora", * foes such a picture coincide with the actual 

joyous entrance usually accorded to one of royal birth? Is 

this not rather an unusuel pleture? A prince is born, but lo, 

not in splendor, but as a root, 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 

   
Iaiah, D&-. 98-.
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subject. ho can this be? Many natural. men have had lowly 

births. And perhaps some of royal descent have come into 

this world without the. accustomed salute of joy. But nons 

of these have come from a decayed house of David. Then we 

look at the birth of Christ to see if He is not the fulfill- 

ment of this prophecy. We find thet He is of the house of . 

David, for He ia born of Mary and Joseph,. who were of the 

lineage of David. ‘He came in humility and poverty. His 

parents are mere peasents; His bed is a manger in a stable.. 

He comes quictly, unnoticed by all except the shepherds and 

the wise men from the east. He comes as a root out of the 

dry ground. And that was His lot during His entire life, 

nanoly, poverty and humility. Common fisherfolk were his 

disciples; the common people were’ His devoted admirers, 

thieves and malefactors were His companions in death, and. 

even now the lowly and the poor ere the constituents of His 

Ohurch. *. Cen there be found anywhere @ more striking ful- 

fillment of a propheoy than this? Delitzsch. expresses his 

opinions "Tue dry ground 4s the situation at the time of 

the enslaved and sunken people; He was subjected to the con- 

a@itions in which the people lived, given up as they were to 

the tyranny of the world-power" ** Comparing “the subject of 

the prophecy with the actual appearance of Christ, we too with 

unbiased minds, will have to admit, it is Christ, the Messiah. 

  

cf. F. B. Meyer, "Christ in Isaiah”, pe. 160. 
**or. Delitzsch, Commentery on Ieaiah, Vol. II. pe. 279.
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II. THE SERVANTS UNATTRACTIVE FORM 

The description of the "Servent of Jehovah" is unique 

in this, that 1t points out minute details which would ordi- 

narily be overlooked in the common man. In 52, 14 and 53, 2 

we read the following description: "His visage wes so marred 

more than any ran, and his form more than the sons of men: 

he hath no form nor comeliness; and when we shall see hin, 

there is no beauty thet we should desire him". We note the 

unusual tone of this picture. There is something extraordinary 

in this man, in this “Servant”. By his birth his form was 

marred more than the sons of men, His birth was in itself a 

marring of his beauty; it was a degradation, such a one with 

which no natural birth could compare. 

What man in his birth has seen more degradation than is 

possible to men? Whet man has through birth been humbled more 

than is naturel? None can come under this description, by 

virtue of the fact that no man cen be less than man. But see 

how this picture fits the life of Christ, the Messiah! He 

took upon Him the form of men. He took 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 ett 

the fact that He is God, humbled Hinselt (by jthie pirth, —~" 

humbled Himself more then any man could humble Himself. He 

fits the picture beautifully. In Him there was an entire 

absence of outward show. There was nothing in Him to please 
+} 

i 

* of. goseph Perker, “The Peoples Bible", Vol. XV. pe. 827. 4. “f 

mb yx 
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the spoiled tastes of sinful men. So unattrective was He, 

that the Jews 414 not want Him but refused to recognize Him, 

Such was His humiliation and’ marred countenance that Pilate 

hed to exclaim, “Art thou the man"? * Christ 4s the man who 

has this marred countenance, who is so void of beauty thet 

men shun Him. 

TIT. THE SERVANT’S RECEPTION BY MEN 

In the previous section it has been intimated that this 

"Servant's" reception by men would not be a gracious one. © 

nd in verse one and three of chapter fifty-three we note the 

striking prophecy. "Who hath believed our report? He is 

despised and rejected of men; we hid as it were our faces 

from him; he was despised, and we esteemed him not". This 

*Servont" was to be forsaken of men. The Hebrew originel 

says, _2%‘W/‘}' ZZ . Delitgsch says that this signifies 

one who lacks eminent men, ies, has to dispose of their 

aseistance and cooperation.** Men treated him shemefully. : 

They hid as it were their feces from him. The original 

| JI 2: oe YIP), means. (according to Delitzsch***) 

"as it were a veiling of the face before: him, 1.e., his 

appecrance excited intollersble horror, so thet men turned 

away from him or drew their garments over their faces". 

Instead of being received as a prince, this "Servent” was 

to be treated as a oriminal,.as a common outcast; he was 

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

Gre exender | Olaren, “Expositions ly Soripture’, 
Isaiah, pe. 94. 

%* Of.. Delitzach, Commentary on Isaiah, Vol. II. pg. 260. 

steer, Delitzsch, Commentery on Isaleh, Vol. II. pg 281.
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city; he was to be isolated. 

We cast about for someone who was thus spitefully treated 

and shamefully abused. 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 face".* But he cannot be the "Servant of the 

Tord", for he is neither a prince from the house of David, nor 

wes such suffering his lifelong lot. We must look yet farther. 

Then from above comes a heavenly voice, 'It is Jesus, whom 

they crucified'. He was truly despised and rejected of men; 

His claims were ridlouled; His words of wisdom were thrown 

beck on Himself; He was rejected by the Jews, by the rich, by 

the great and the leerned, by the mass of men of every gerade 

and renk. He was eminently the object of contempt and 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 efford to despise Him as lower then they. His love was 

repulsed. He was shunned; He was ridiculed. In His death it 

was still so. Then, in that His hour of extremest need, He 

was deserted by those whom He trusted most. The Jews were 

neiling Him to the cross. The disciples had forsaken Him. 

Peter had denied Him. Even God had for a time left Him with- 

out the almighty assistance of a loving Father. And even now 

it is still so; He is still rejected. Since then His name 

and person have been extensively the object of contempt. The 

action of the Jews to this present day, who shun Jesus, who 

  

¥ Job 50, 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 : 

with the Jews in rejecting this Messiah, in heaping shame and 

disgrace ‘upon Him. The fact that Christ was then rejected by 5 

the Jews, and the fact that He ie now rejected by the Jews i!” 
and unbelieving critics is still more proof that Christ is ed 

the fulfullment of this prophecy, "He was Gespised and rejec- 

ted of men, and we hid as it were our faces from Him".* 

‘TV. THE SERVANT’S SORROW OF HEART 
It 1s quite natural that one who is so treated, who is 

abused so shamefully, will’ also experience a sorrow of heart 

beyond comparison. So it was to be with this "Servant". Verse 

three tells us: "A man of sorrows, and acquainted with grief." 

The terms ere characteristic of the suffering "Servant". He 

is a man of sorrows, —— i) IND Vd. Delitazsch** points 

out that this term demands this meaning? thet he be a man of 

sorrows in all forms; a man characterized by this, thet his 

life be a continual patient endurance of sorrows. The subject 

of this prophecy was not to suffer sorrows as the natural man 

suffers them. He was not only to have his occasional sorrow, 

but he was to have continual sorrow, sorrow uninterupted 

through his entire life. sta 

Moreover, he was to be acquainted with grief, SIT 

~ Alexander Maclaren, sitions 0: 6 y Soriptures, 
Isaiah, pe. 95, as well as by many others, compare Delitzsch. 

** Cf. Delitzsch, Commentary on Isaiah, Vol. II. pg. 280.
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- Delitzsch * saye that the expression demands 
  

the meaning that the "Servant" be one who hes been reduced to 

the condition of knowing about sickness. The wrath evoked by 

sin, 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 constant lot. 

But is this such an unusual prophecy concerning the 

"Servant of the Lord"? Everyone has sorrows, Everyone is 

soquainted with grief. Death, the grim reaper, seldom fails 

to dim the faces of those strisken; sickness seldom fails to 

erievo the heart, At the mention of the terms sorrow or grief, 

every mature human mind flashes back to some event, some Donne 

which caused the tears to flow or which caused the tongue to 

keep silence. Sut can any individuel, any sorrowing individual, 

be placed into this picture? No, for no one has continual . 

sorroWs; no one has known interrupted grief; no one has had 

grief which consumes him like e fever. 

There is only one who is the fulfillment of this pro- 

pheoy. There is only one who knew sorrow as it is described 

of the "Servant of the Lord", and that one ie Jesus of 

Nazareth. He was the true man of sorrows, 48 Joseph Parker 

describes His fulfillment: ** 

His was not an occasional sorrow, a spasmodic pain. 

They were multipled in Him, they were His familiar 
acquaintences., He was despised and rejected of men, 

spet upon, buffeted, turned away from the door at 

  

* of. Delitzach, Commentary on Iseiah, Vol. II. pe. 2680. 

*“* Of, Parker's, The Peoples Bible, Vol. XV. pg. 228.
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midnite; he came unto His om and His own received 
Him not. He was acquainted with grief, which we 
can never be, nor which anyone can ever be. ve 
have our little eriefs, our tiny bubble woes, that 
rise and burst upon the stream of daily existence. 
But this man was acquainted with erief. Grim grief 
nested in His heart. ‘The foxes have holes, the 
birds of the air have nests, but the Son of Men 
had not where to lay His head.* He would be a 
bold man who claimed this verse, if he were other 
than the Son of God. All men have their trouble, 
all men heave thelr touch of grief, all men have their 
portion of disappointment; but no man can take up 
these expressions in the fulness of their meening, . ©.) ‘y ; 
and say they are exhausted in human experience. Bite aed 

V. THE "SERVANTS" SUFFERINGS yy 
The sorrow of heart which the "Servent of the Lord" 

endured was not the only affliction which was laid upon him. 

In verses four and five we read of these afflictions: 

*Surely he hath borne our eriefs, and carried our sorrows: 

yet we did esteem hin stricken, smitten of God, and afflicted. 

But he was wounded for our transgressions, he was bruised for 

our iniquities: the chastisement of our peace was upon hin; 

and with his stripes we are healed.” That is a description 

of the "Servant's" sufferings. 

Note how great are these sufferings and see how heavy 

4s the load placed upon the "Servant"! We esteemed him 

“stricken, smitten of God end afflicted.” —Lidl» 

7 I~) _,» and ZISj/ ere 211 passive verbs. 

te mophet eee these tires —— in the passive to shov 

the severity of the judgment, pain and suffering. These 

three Hebrew verbs are passive participles. * This indicates 

  

* of. Theologische Quartelsohrift, Jahrgeang 29. Januer 

1932. Nummer 1. S.9f.
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the continuity of the punishment; it lasts for some time. 

This "Servant" had to endure smittings, afflictions and paint 

not only for an hour, not only for a day, but during the en- 

tire time of His ministry, however, especially during the 

last days of his sojourn among men. But the frony of all 

this for the "Servant" is ‘thet men would esteem him stricken 

of God. They would imagine that all this punishment wes 

heaped upon the "Servant" by God because he hed ‘deserved it. 

But the prophet Isaiah in this instence shows that the 

"Servant" was not suffering for his own evils and trans- 

gressions. rege 

Note, in the second place, why the "Servant" was suffer- 

ing this pain and bearing this great burden; note the cause 

of his suffering! The prophet says that he bore our griefs 

and carried our sorrows, that he was wounded for our trans- 

gressions, bruised for our iniquities. The words ere very 

cleer. The "Servent" was suffering not for his own iniqui- 

ties, but for ours. We were the sole cause of his pain and 

burden. He was wounded "for" our trensgressions. Luther 

translates the _~7__ with “um willen"; Gesenius translates 

it, “wegen"; and the St. Jemes version has "for". The mean- . 

ing is, “on account of ™. Delitzsch * says, "__)_ with the 

passive answers not to the Greek wo. but to Pati 

The meaning is that he was pierced and crushed on account of 

them ({.e., our sins)." So it is our sin which made him to 

lenguish and suffer exoruciating torment. 

¥-OF, pelitascn, Commentary on Yeailah, Vol. Il. pe. 204.
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But note in the third place, that Iealeh portrays 

this suffering of the "Servant of Jehoveh" as vinetious, 

"Surely he hath borne our geriefs snd with his stripes we 

are healed.” ‘This bearing of sin is not merely a taking 

up and putting away. Its signif loance is much deeper. 

Delitzsoh says *: 

\ VI here refers to the bearing of sins. It com- 
nes the ideas of tollere and ferre. With the 

acousetive of the sin, it signifies to take the 
@uilt of sin upon oneself as one's very own ané 
to beer it, to bear the sin as a mediator in order 
to expiate it. The Septuagint translates this \' Y/ 

Oy. 4a Ber Aud oT lA b ,» once by Ze a : 
a 8 dali a ere eTe 

‘stood of expliatory bear » not merely of putting 
away, is shown by Ezekiel 4, 4-8, where the prophet's 

J) is represented in a symbolical: action. - 
e sense is at the “Servant of God" took on him- 

self the sufferings which we hed to bear because of 
our sins and deserved to bear, and in order to de- 

- liver us from them endured them in his ow person. 

This bearing, then, is not an ordinary carrying, but: 

{is vicarious bearing of sins for which we should have been 

punished. This vicarious besring of sin has this result, - 

that it heels our stripes, as Isaiah says, “And by his 

stripes we are healed." 4 iB! VW ‘fs used. It designates 

healing, outward and inwerd peace, "Hei", ""ohlbefinden", 

"pefriedigung". Delitzsch says, “__4/5 V_ ts defined as 

a state of salvation (Heil)."** who will deny the intendod 

sense of the passage? Who will deny whet Maclaren says of 

  

* Gf. Delitzsach, Commentary on Isaieh, Vol. IT. pe. 282f. 
** Gf, Delitzsch, Commentary on Isaiah, Yol. II. pe. 285. 

Compare also, Theologische Quartalschrift, Jahrgang 29. 

Januar 1952. Nummer 1. S. Li.



-16- 

of the sense of this verse:* 

They were ours. More is suggested than e sympethetic 
identification with other's sorrows. This is an ; 
actual bearing of the consequences of sins which 
others had committed. He is not entangled in a wide- . 
spread calamity but ic ‘the: only victim. This. certain- 
ly stresses the idea of vicarious suffering. Besides, 
the description of the persecutions is such that. real 
yhyeteal violence and not merely symbolical violence 

s suggested, : 

Any who will deny that the “Servant of the Lord” can, 

according to this verse, be only one, nemely, the Hessish, . 

the Christ of Nazereth? He it was who bore the heavy load. 

He endured pein, for was He not wounded by the thorns, 

plerced by the nails, bruised by the soldiery? See the 

spittle of the soldiery in His face; see the scourge plowing 

long red seems in His flesh; see the bloody sweat beading 

upon His brow; hear the cry, "Forsaken"? ‘Yes, He was for- 

seken of God, stricken by God. dosepli Parker describes this 

condition of anguish:** 

He was stricken of God, God would not have Hin. - 
He would not extract the nails, would not heal the 
wound, extract the speer, punish the murderers. 
He turned away and in His turning made the heavens 
bleck. The earth applauded the divine complacency 

_ in rooking and eerthquake and darkness sympathetic. 

It was Jesus of Nazareth who took upon Himself our — 

sins. He acted as our substitute and brought healing end 

pesce with Him. God punished His own Son, not because of 

sins which He had done, not because of evils which He had 

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

  

* of. Maclaren, Expositions of Holy Seripture, Isaiah, 

Ge 106. : 

me of. fhe Peoples Bibie, Vol. XV. p&- 229.
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this punistrient should have come dom. ‘Ye should heve been 

thus shamefully treated. We had deserved this because of 

our sins. But we poor nortals, whose bodies are so frail 

that they cannot withstend even sickness, would have perished 

under the heavy load. Therefore God in His everlasting merey 

and grece sent Eis Son Christ to beer our sins for us end to 

suffer the punishment which we had deserved, thus changing. 

our lot from hellish torment to blessed selvation. Christ 

Was this bearer of peace. Thus the evengelist Matthew looks 

upon Jesus in the eighth chepter, verse seventeen, of his 

epistle. And he who.does not see in this chepter the Servent 

Jesus is blind with unbelief, He who will not accept the 

testimony of the prophet Isaieh is rejecting the testimony 

of dod. 

VI. THE WORK OF "SERVANT" IS VICLARIOUS 

There are twelve statements in this chapter, which are 

worthy of special consideration, for they shed light upon 

the question as ‘to the interpretation of the passege. These 

twelve statements are: 

1. He hath borne our eriefs, verse 4. 
8. Carried our sorrows, verse 4. 
3. Younded for our transgressions, verse 5. 

_ 4 Bruised for our iniquities, verse 5. 
5. The chastisement of our peace was upon him, verse 5. 

6. With his stripes we are heeled, verse 5. 
7. The Lord hath lela en Him the iniquity 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 shell bear their iniquities, verse 11. 
11. He bears the sin of many, verse 12. a 
18. Mede intercession for the transgressors, verse 12.
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He hath borne our eriefs (verse 4). We note the en- 

Phatic position of ___,/"///_) , "he". It is our eriefs that 
this "Servant" bears. "Bear", LW /_, properly means, 

"to take up, to lift, to raise." * Then it means “to beer, 

to carry", as an infant in the arms, or es a tree its fruit. 

** Then it means "to endure, suffer, permit." *** then it 

means "to bear ‘the sin of any one, to take upon one's self 

the suffering which is due to sin." **** Tt elso meana "to 

bear chastisoment or punishment." ***** Tt is also used in the 

sense of taking away the sin of any one, expieting, or pro- 

curing pardon." ****** tn every case there is the idea of 

"lLitting., sustaining, teking up, and conveying away, es by + gts 

carrying a burden." It 1s not simply "removing", but "remov- y g (1 

ing by lifting." aa: 

The word rendered "griefs", eeeig/7ay is literally, 

"sickness, disease". The meaning is then not properly that 

the "Servant" took upon himself our sins. Rather he tock upon 

himself our siclmess. But this sickness was the result of sin. 

The "Servent" took upon ‘himself the sickness, the suffering 

which we had deserved because of our eins, and freed us from 

them. He, thovgh innocent, bore them himself thus freeing us 

of them. He had not brought them upon himself. They were 

ours. ‘We did not deserve that he do this. ‘But the bearing 

is vicarious and has a vicarious effect. 

"Gen. 7, LY? Ode e 

** Ig, 46, 3; Ezek. 17, 8 aneeet Tey, 10, 19. 
“eh 6 Job. 21, 3. 
weet Beek, 18, 19.21. 
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Fe heth carried our sorrows. The word "esrry” properly 

means ‘to carry.as a burden. The idea of carrying sin is not 

implied in these wrds. The word"sorrows", iV JD 

properly means “pain, sorrow, grief". This probably verera to 

pains of the mind, whtle the word in the previous section re- 

fers to pains of the body. These pains sre ours. ‘te had de- 

served them. But now the "Servant" tekes them upon himself. 

He took upon himself all the sicknesses, sorrows, pains, end 

triele of life. He was afflicted with them. It was done for 

us. ‘Ye had deserved them. ‘Thus we were freed of them, for he 

took avsy the cause of this sickness, namcly, sin. Could any- 

one else do this? This is a vicarious work. Who in this world 

cen teke upon himself the sorrows end pain of someone else, thus 

freeing him of those pains? There is only one who oan do this, 

Christ’ 

He_ was wounded for our transgressions. The word rendered 

"younded", 3) 3) 7ZZ2., is a participle Po. from os) JL. 
T 3 

"to bore through, to perforate, to pierce, to wound.”. The idea 

4s thet there would be some act of piercing inflicted upon this 

"Servant". Why should he be pierced? For our transgressions, 

i.e., not for his own, but for ours. The word rendered "for", 

  .) _, is really, "on account of". It was on account of the 

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

vicerious e 

He was bruised for our iniquities. The word rendered 

"pruised", _,\.J.7.. properly means “to be broken to pieces, 
T T 

to be crushed." ‘The "Servant" is to be broken down and crushed,
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but again, for our iniquities. It is not for his own sins 

  

that he suffers, but for ours. Iniquities are sins. It 

was our sins that were placed upon him, for which he had to 

suffer. 

The chastisement of our peace was upon him. The word 

"chastisement" properly denotes the correction, chastisement, 

or punishment inflicted by parents on their children, designed 

to amend their faults. * The word properly does not of nes- 

essity denote punishment, though it is often used in that 

sense, It is properly thet which corrects, be it by aducntciont 

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 laid 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 by us, thus se- 

curing our peace with God. This is a clear testimony for the 

vicarious suffering of the Servant. What men cen take suffer- 

ing, sin, and torment of others upon himself, thus seouring 

peece with God? Men cannot even secure peace for himself. It 

is Christ who does this. 

With his stripes we are healed. The word “stripes” 

_ZLIZL. properly means "weel, stripe, bruise, i.6., 

the — qalontne of blows on the skin." The idea is thet 

  

® proy, 22, 15; 25, 15.
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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, "it is healed to us", refer: to spiritual healing. 

Through these bruises, stripes, and weales of the "Servant", 

spirituel healing, 1.6., healing from sins, was to come to aa 

This "Servent" is himself not worthy of stripes. It is our ° 

sins that he takes upon himself. They Sause! hin! these stripes. 

Through this vicarlous work of his we are healed from sin. 

Who else cen 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 mst pray to 

God for daily forgiveness: : 

The Lord has laid on him the iniquity of us all. This 

is the ection of the Lord Jehovah. The words rendered "laid 

on him", _ (2), mean properly, "to strike upon or against, 

to impinge on eny one or any thing.” The meaning is thet 

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" hin- 

self did not become a sinner, but he suffered as if a sinner. 

This language stresses the idea of vicarious suffering. The 

"Servant", innocent, suffers for guilty mankind, and geins 

pardon for him. There is only one who could do this, Chri st. 

Yor the trensgression of my people he was emi tten. 
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. Again, Christ was emitten for sins which he dd 

not commit, so that he might. free his people from their sins. 

Christ, who is God is the only one who could do this. 

Fe made his soul en offering for sin. “Soul”, _(/ 2 l 7 

properly means, "breath,. spirit, life". It sometimes denotes . 

the soul, regarded as the seat of emotions. ‘Here i¢ is 

equivalent to "himself". ‘hen he himself is made an offering 

for sin. "Offering for sin" properly means, blame guilt: . 

which one contracts by trensgression. It is often rendered, 

"trespass offering". The idea is here that the "Servant" 

would be made an offering, a sacrifice for sin. By this the 

guilt would be explated and an atonement made. He is himself 

4nnocent. His soul or life is given to make expiation for sin. 

There could be no more explicit declereation of a vicarious: 

suffering of the "Servant". He is not suffering for his ow, 

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 Christ could do this. 

He shell bear their iniquities. In this:statement lies 

the cause of all the suffering of this righteous “Servent". 

He is not suffering because he himself has done any wrong, 

but because he is bearing “their", f.e., our iniquities. “He 

stood between the stroke of justice and the sinner, and re- 

ovived the blow himself." He endured the results or conse- . 

quences of sin; we partake of the consequences or the results 

of his sufferings end death in our behelf. This is the great 

central dootrine of justification, based upon the work of none 

other then Christ, the Messiah. 

reg
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He bears the sin of many. Bearing of sin has been srea- 

ted in another section of this paper.* He the innocent "Ser- 

vant" was to bear the sins of the guilty, freeing the guilty 

of their sins through this his atonement. 

Made intercession for the transgressors. The meaning of 

making intercession is that of “sausing to meet, or to rush''s 

and then "to eassail, as it were, with prayers, to supplicate 

for any one, to entreat". It does not simply refer to the 

mere work or act of making prayer or supplication, but rather 

to the word of intercession at the throne of God. This is the 

"Servant's" essigned task. This is the closing part of his 

whole work in behalf of his people and of the world. This is 

the vork of Christ, the Messiah. He is the true Mediator be- 

tween God and man, for no one else could successfully accom- 

plish this work. No one else would have the basis, nanely, a 

vicarious atonement, which would insure success. Every phase 

of vicarious work can belong only to christ. The "Servant of 

the Lord" could not find his fulfillment in anyone else but 

Him, for no one can make ‘atonement for eins. 

The "Servant of the Lord" is dasorived by Isaiah as the 

Sufferer Supreme. But note how unusual is the "Servant's” 

enduring of the sufferings heaped upon hint! "All we like 

sheep have gone astray; we have turned every one to his own 

way; and the Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of us all. 

He was oppressed, and he was efflicted,. yst he opened not 

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

  

¥ Gf. chapter 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 substitute! te all, / Af 5829 » i.@., all mankind, 

had gone astray. ie all, without vexeaption, acted as a flock 

of sheep without a shepherd. We went astray, wendered to and 

fro, wandered aimlessly, not mindful of the path upon which 

we were trodding. Everyone was following his ow chosen path, 

his own e And this was the way of sin, es Isaiah 

implies in the ‘next words. It was not the straight and narrow 

peth leading to glory, but the wide and even way leading to 

destruction. Our sins hed blinded us, so that we could no 

longer see our shepherd. Without his guidance we were wanéer- 

ing to and fro. But then, behold the action of the Lord, 

Jehovah: “He hath laid on him ({i.e., the "Servant of Jehovah") 

the iniquity of us all." It is 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 "Servant" does this willingly and gladly. Isaiah informs 

us in the next verse thet he was oppressed and afflicted, thus 

showing that he aecepted the task which his master had placed 

upon him, accepted it without compleint and without murmer. 

Having entered upon his work, we hear Isaiah's descrip- 

tion of his reaction to the work. In ail his sufferings he 

opened not his mouth, did not complain. He was oppressed. 

and he was afflicted, and though he deserved it not, yet he 

  

cf. isa » Gele
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opened not his mouth. Isaiah describes his patience submis-~ 

siveness with the picture of a sheep led to the slaughter. 

As auch a sheep did not bleet out its objection, so also aid 

the "Servant" not ‘complain. And as the mother sheep is dumb 

before its shearers, so was the "Servant" dumb before those 

who inflicted the unmerciful punishments upon him. The mind 

staggers at such patience and cnauranae of sorrows and tribu- 

lation. | ; 

All men suffer. Some are subjeoted to erievous torments 

of body and soul. Some are spared the piercing pein of ex- 

treme effliction.. But no man suffers es this Servant. No 

men bears ell his pain without whimper. No man has undergone 

misfortune without some ‘thought ‘of impatidnt complieint. No 

men has suffered without ever opening his mouth in bitter con- 

plain, There is only one of whom-it can be said that He bore 

the griefs heaped upon Him without revolt. There is only one 

to whom the words of verse five and six may be applied literal- 

ly, end that is the Lord Jesue Ohrist. 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, Yea, Lord, 

most willingly, I'11 do what thou commandest. He alone could 

say that; He alone could do its and He alone didé it willingly 

and patiently. Never did he complein, never did He revolt 

ageinst the Lord's plan of salvation. And when in the Garden 

of Gethsemane He asked the Lord to take this bitter coup from 

Him, He, thank God, added the vords, ‘Not my will but thine 

be done.* Yes, willingly He took upon Himself the task
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assigned to Hin. : : 

and during His entire suffering, from Gethsemane to 

Calvary, His mouth was never opened to complain against the 

indignities heaped upon Him. The prophecy of Isaleh was 

verbally fulfilled in Christ. He was taken captive in the 

Garden, but offered no resistance. He was lef before the: 

Jewish rulers but endured their blasphemies. He was heaped 

with scorn and disdain before Pilate, but opened not His 

mouth. He was slapped, and He wes puftetted; He was scovrged 

and crowned with thorns; He waa spat upon and ridiculed; He 

was pierced and He was crueified; He was jeered, yea even for- 

seken of God «- but never did He ory out in revolting complaint. 

Only when He was adjured to testify to His deity before 

Caiphas did He speak. only when silence vould have been 

disowning His Kingship did He speak before Pilate. Who can 

deny thet it is Christ, who is spoken of by Isaieh! The tes- 

timony is so overwhelming that one is: forced to say with 

Parker: “He was oppressed and He was afflicted; He said, 

My soul 4s sorrowful even unto death; we know thet He sweat 

as it were great drops of blood. We have read thet. We 

compare the prophesy and the history, and they are one. * 

VIII. ‘TH "SERVANTS" GRAVE 
One of the clearest testimonies that the "Servant of 

the Lord" fe Christ is given us in the words of Isaiah, verse 

nine: “and he made his grave with the wicked, and with the 

rich in his death." Iealah vividly, portrays the intended 

pe. BSL 
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action of the enemies of the "Servant" after they had succeeded 

in putting him to death. They would then try to give him a 

grave with the wicked. This is just whet the enemies of Jesus 

did’ do. They intended to deny him an honorable burial and to 

commit him to the seme grave.with the wicked. when He died, 

He died with the wicked, between the two malefactors, though 
He Himself. was not wicked, was: not to be numbered with them. 

4nd the Jewa would have buried Him with then, had not God 

decreed otherwise. Compare the account given in John 19, 

Sl ff. The Jews asked that the legs of the malefactors:be 

broken, intending to break Jesus* legs, having in nind that 

all three should die together and be buried together. ‘Thus 

Jesus would have been buried with the wicked, head God not 

intervened with the plans of the Jews. 

Isaiah continues by saying that the intended burial of 

the "Servent" was altogether different from the actual buriel, 

for he was buried with the rich. The account is given in 
Matt. 27, 57 ff. Joseph of Arimathee teok the body of Jesus 

and placed it in his om grave, which he, being a man of 

wealth, had prepared for himself. Jt was a new tomb; it was 

the tomb of a rich man. Jesus’ body.iwas treated as were ‘those 

of the wealthy, being wound in. linens, and enointed with spices, 

‘myrrh and aloes. The fulfillment of the prophecy oan find its 

object in only one person, namely: Ohrist. = 

Ieaieh says of the "Servant"? "He hed done no violence 

neither was any deceit in his mouth." Thus Isaiah 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 Messiah. He alone-is the sinless one. Of Him 

alone it can be said that He had done no violence; of Him 

alone it can be said that His tongue never uttered words of . 

blasphemy. No dweller of this earth, except Him, can appro- 

priste these words to Himself, for ell men ere born in sin 

and are shapen in iniquity. | 

But now comes the mystery of it all, a:mystery which 

cannot be solved, unless we look upon Christ:as ‘the "Servant 

of the Lord." The "Servant" 1s absolutely holy and sinless, - 

without guile, without any deceit. And yet we read in the 

eighth verse that “He was taken. from prison and from judgment: 

and who shall declare his generation? for he was cut off out 

of the land of the living: for the transgression of my - 

people was he stricken." He is taken-away to the judgment 

hall to be tried. The hands which lead him are not wont to 

treat him kindly, but they hurry him, treating hin roughly 

and shamefully. And there at the hands of his captors he 

receives the sentence, "He is guilty of death, Cruoify hin, 

crucify him.’ Thus he is cut off out of the land of the 

living, killed. 

But how oan all this be? He is the “Servant of God". 

He is sinless and holy. He is not guilty of death. and yet 

God subjects him to suoh shameful treatment. Again we ask, 

how can this be? It is a mystery unfathomable, unless ve 

interpret it of Christ the Redeemer. That God should bruise
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this sinless onc 1s a divine wonder and riddle, only to be 

solved by regarding the words of Isaiah to be spoken of 

Christ.* If we regard the "Servant" as Christ, then the 

mystery unfolds end expleins itself. He is the sinless dite’ 

But He endures stripes and scorn and punishments that He mey 

take avey.our sins. He who is rational and sane: will realize 

the difficulty and interpret the prophesy as referring to 

Christ, for thus only is'mystery changed to glorious and 

comforting truth. 

X. HES “SERYANT" aD TO BE Gop 
HOLY’ 

In verse eleven of chapter fifty-three the prophet 

Tseieh makes three statements, which require as their ‘subject ° 

some divine being, which will not permit a simple human born 

in sin and dead by nature. Isaiah seys, "Thou shalt make 

his soul an offering for sin." The death vhich this "Servant" 

was to suffer hed to be a sacrifice according to these words. 

Is the death of a humen e sacrifice for sin? No, such a 

sacrifice necessitates sinlessness on the part of the donor. 

The "Servant" himself had to be £nnocent, that he might give 

up his soul or life to make an expiation for sin. He who 

died here did not die as a mere martyr. But this death hed 

the purpose of making explation for the sins of men. This 

language cannot be used of any martyr. Of which martyr can 

1t be said that his life was made an offering for sin? The 

inplication is thet whoever the martyr is she must be holy 

S-[ISganiey Waclaren WAKES WIS wane pOINe in his Expositions 
to the Soripture, Isaiah, pe. 109.
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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 human life. ‘The first is suffering. One cannot tra- 

verse a street without hearing an infant's wail, or visit a 

home on which there is no shadow, cast there by some misfor- 

tune. The second inevitable factor is sin. Behind al} our 

sufferings we feel that there is a seoret which explains and 

accounts for them, the sense of sin. This sense of sin has 

covered the world with altars, temples, and churches. The 

third inevitable fector in human life is death. The conscience 

of man connects sin and death by en inevitable sequence. Now 

this "Servant of Jehovah" had to be man. But he also had to 

be an exception to this three-fold lot on man in one respect, 

not in men's sufferings, nor in his deeth, but in his sin- 

lessness and holiness. Placing such demands upon the "Servant 

of the Lord" is sealing the truth thet it is Christ. ‘Who 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, 

seapart 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, children". 

The meaning is spirituel. The "Servant" is to see his 

spiritual seed. His sin offering is to bring forth a rich 

harvest. Many shall believe in him and he shall live to see 

these his children, these his spiritual seed. He 4s to live 
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to do this,.see them with his eyes. But how oan the "Servant" 

do this, having died for sin, unless he rise agein? And how 

cen he rise agein by his own power (for it 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 again, and 

then.to see: spiritual seed, for human beings have no spiri- 

tual seed. The testimony is too clear for argumentation. 

The third requirement of Isaiah; “He shall prolong 

his days", will also not admit a mere human being as its 

subject. This implies that the "Servant", though having 

died, was to live again, was to live continually. He had to 

rise from the dead. And whom 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 

eternal in His existence; and His glory in heaven is from 

everlasting to everlasting. ; 

It is 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 "SERVANE" CARRIED ON 

Isaieh describes the activity of the "Servant of the 

Lord" in these words: “He shall see the travail of his 

soul, and shall be satisfied: by his knowledge shall ny 

righteous servant justify man: for he shall beer their 

iniquities." His great work is that of meking many stenteonn: 

The term "by his knowledge” may be taken either subjectively 

or objectively. * Subjeotively, the meaning is that this 

  

e oLogische Quarta 

putkas 1. S.18.
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knowledge which the "Servant" has is such a one thet he, - 

through this knowledge or in it, will justify many people. 

Objectively, the meaning is that the knowledge which one 

has of this "Servant", concerning him end his vicarious 

sin-atoning work, brought through the Gospel will justify 

meny. This juetification is salvation, "Heil", brought by 
the "Servant". He gives his own righteousness, for he has 

earned it for men by suffering, dying, and atoning for the 

sins of menkind. This justification is full and complete. 

It is universal end for all. Who is this that justifieth 

many other than the Messieh? His sufferings alone can be 

and are the efficient cause of the righteousness of His people. 

He alone can be the eternal high priest capable of bearing 

our sins. He alone is the true high priest according to the 

order of Melchisedek. * 

  

This “Servent" is not to be an ordinary individual, 

for Isaiah says of him: “Therefore will I divide him a por- 

tion with the great end he shall divide the spoil with the 

strong." He is to have a portion with the great, literally, 

"with 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", may be taken objectively, 

the “with" not as a preposition, but as the sign of the acou- 

sative. The meaning is, therefore, that the strong ones thenm- 

  

¥ Ps. 110, 4.



-35~< 

selves are his spoil. ‘sho these atrong ones sre 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 hin, 

has-set free those who were held captive by the devil. ‘Thus 

he has gathered unto himself ell these.as his own. His they 

are end over them he rules. Theat 1s his exaltation, that he 

rules over all, over the great,and the strong, over the en- 

tire world and over his own whom he has gathered. 

The foundation of this his dominion 1s given by the 

word, ] WP) » "therefore". Because of his obedient 

suffering and ‘death he is exalted. It is then based on 

sacrifice, in the first place. The exaltation of the "Ser- 

vant of the Lord” is based on his humiliation. To be exalted 

he first had to be humbled. Isaieh has previously stated 

that.he is holy end sinless. This holy one hed 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 fer as he mingled with then, 

but he had to be sin for men, a "representative einner", in 

order that he might establish his righteousness and spread 

his kingdom. 
The exaltation of the "Servant of the Lord” is, in the 

gecond place, based on his intercession. Ieaieh says of him: 

wand he made intercession for the transgressors." He rules 

over those whom he hes guetiried. He makes intercession for 

eoLogische Quartalscnrift, gang 29, Januar s 

Nummer 1. 5.20.
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them at the throne of the elmighty. He intercedes for those 

whom he has redeemed. And because he interoedes for then 

they remain his, they remain true and faithful subjects. 

But who is the. "Servant of the Lora" in this last - 

instance?  Does.the prophecy admit of’ any other person than 

Christ Jesus. There is only one who humbled himself and be- 

oame obedient to death. Netural’man did not humble: himself 

in death. No,.death is his rightful lot and not his humilia- 

tion. But for Christ it is his humiliation. No-man coulda vi 

bring the sacrifice which Christ brought. No man oould effi- ib 

caciously intercede for his brother, for God alone oan justify. 

No other man could fit into this propheoy but Christ. Delitzsch 

says: * “ai 

In prophecy itself we see the efter effect of this 
gigantic advance. Zecharish in 6, 13 no longer fore- 

' tells the Messiah merely es king. He not only reigns 
on His throne, but is a priest on His throne; 
sovereignty and priesthood are peacefully united 
in Him. This servant goes thru shame to glory, 
through death to life; He conquers 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 martyr's 
suffering, but a representative and atoning suffer- 
ing, a sacrifice for sin; their suffering, was not 
such. c ; : : 

The statements of this fiftyethird chepter of Isaiah 

minutely refer to Jesus. These statements are not only 

generel references. They relate to His appearance, His re- 

’ jection, His manner of death, His being pierced, His manner 

of trial; His being taken from detention and by a judicial 
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sentence condemned to death, the manner in which it was desig- 

nated that He should be buried,.and that He was buried with 

the rich, His Justification, His universal rule, and His in- 

tercession. These coincidences could not have occurred if 

Christ had been en imposter. There are many things which 

would have hindered such an attempt on the pert of an impos- 

ter. Too ‘many things in the chapter are beyond the control 

of the individual, but are solely under the hand of God*'s pro- 

vidence, end are not dependent on the actions of men. for 

instance, how could an imposter order it thet he grow up esa 

root out of the dry. ground; how could he order it so that he 

vould be despised and rejeoted 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 & rich.man snd placed in his 

tomb? The impossibility of such an attempt betones Clear at 

once. An imposter would not have aimed at what constituted 

the fulfiliment of this prophesy. .It is a fact that the Jews 
expected a wonderful great temporsl prince, Yould the: impos- 

ter then have gone through all the humiliation desoribed in 

this chapter? Would he have suffered poverty, the reproaches 

of men, amitings, buffetings, the scourge, 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 ohepter itself, atili ‘Teject Christ as the fulfiliment. 

Some of these sey that the prophesy 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 Leoks 

proof and destroys the credibility of all the ancient writings. 

Others hold thet the prophecy is the result of the 

"natural sagacity" of the prophet. But this is an impossi- 

bility. No natural sagacity cen tell what will be the -cherac- 

ter of en individual man, or even whether such a man is here vi 

referred to would exist at all. 

Still others heve the eusabity’s to sey thet the Lord 

Jesus Himself was a aunning imposter. However, such an .ergu- 

ment is in its very essence foolish. It is contrary to the 

human nature of a man to suffer herdshins. rather then glory. 

The Jews expected a proud and powerful temporal prince. 

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

All the arguments of the critias and scoffere end un= 

believers lose themselves in their ridiculous and impossible 

suggestions. But who is the "Servant of the Lord" then? We 

present to the critic, to the scoffer, the prophecy, remind- 

ing him that {t is not conjecture, but minute, full, clear, 

releting to points which could not have been the result of 

conjecture and over which the individusl could have no control. 

4nd then we show him the record of the life of Jesus, minutely 

acourate in all the details of the fulfillment, and then we 

ask the critic to explain how this could happen. We demand an 

answer. ‘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 jibe". And if someone says it is not worth inquiry he is
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iying, for it pertains to the ‘great question of the redemp- 

tion of mankind. But if the eritic cannot explain it, then 

ne should admit that it fe such a prediction as only God 

could give, and should then admit the truthfulness of 

Christianity in referring this prophecy to Christ. Meyer 

says”;* Ee! 

When the Men of Nazareth epproaches and claims to 
have fulfilled. this derk and bitter record; when 
He opens His heart and shows its scars; when He 
enumerates His unknown sufferings, end asks if 
there were ever grief like Hiss no one dares to 
challenge His right to claim and annex this empire 
as His own. 4 ae 

And in view of the dlear testimony of the chapter it- 

self neither dare anyone arise and deny ‘that its subject is 

Christ without denying the very essence of Christianity, with- 

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

  

* of. F. Be Meyer, "Christ in Ieaieh", Pee 159.
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CHAPTER TWO 

The student of the Bible, who is endeavoring to deter- 

mine the subject of the section, Isaleh 52, 12 to 53, 12, will 

not ‘fail to look into the New Testament for quotations from 

the section cf the 014 Testament in question. If the section 

refers to Christ, then it is indeed one of the most important 

prophecies in Seripture. If the prophecy is so important, 

then we may expect that it will be mentioned in the New Testa- 

ment. It will be mentioned thet the Christ of whom the even- 

gelists and apostles write is the identical "Servent of the 

Lora" who is mentioned by Isaiah. ; 

Therefore, when considering the question, Who is the 

"Servant of Jehovah" spoken of by Isaieh in chapter 53, it 

is necessary to look through the books of the New Testement 

for a possible enswer or for a olue to the proper person. 

And he who is a Christian will accept the testimony of the 

New Testament writers and abide by it, knowing that they 

composed only divine truths, their pens being guided by the 

unerring voice of the Holy Spirit, who has commanded them 

by divine inspiration. 

Nowhere can we find more decisive proof that Christ, 

who eppeared at the time of the Second Temple, who vas oru- 

oified and who rose again, is the "Servent of the Lord" of 

whom Isaiah speaks in his fifty-third chapter. The follov- 

ing pages will introduce a number of passages taken from the 

various books and epistles of the New Testement to prove this.
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4 passege which proves decisively thet Christ is the 

fulfillment of Isaieh fifty-three is Luke 22, 37, where wo 

read: "For I'say unto you, that this thet is written must 

yet be accomplished in me, And He was reckoned with the trans-~ 

Eressors:: for the things concerning me have an end.“ Christ 

Himself 1s speaking. We says thet the prophecy spoken by 

Isaiah in 53, 12. is to be accomplished in Him, that Ha 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 Isaiah's prophecy 

is vblasphemously detracting: from His majesty and Codhead. 

Yor in that oase elther Christ did not have a clear concep- 

tion of Isaiah's prophecy and was not aware of the fact that 

Isaiah referred to someone else, in which case Christ would 

not be the omniscient unerring God; or He would deliberately 

be falsifying the prophecy of Isaieh, in which case He would 

not be the truthful God. If Christ is God, then He is the 

"Servent of the Lord." And he who believes in Christ must 

of necessity accept His decision. This is a very decisive 

passage. * c 

ignts Jesus bore witness concerning 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 

Men, that He must suffer many things, and be set at naught?" 

Christ here evidently refers to the fifty-third chapter of 

      « ugUus rt Seon, 

Bible, DE. 506. 
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Isaiah, Again, if Christ is God, then His own testimony con- 
corning Himself must be true. Sernes * comments on thie 

verse; 

‘Jesus told them thet it was written of the Son of . 
man thet He must suffer many things, and be set at 
nought. This was written of Him perticularly.in 
the fifty-third chapter of Isaiah. To be set at 

ter te Seat out and Aecpinsd: No geochesy cas 
ever more strikingly fulfilled. ae 

A third proof thet Christ is the subject of Isaiah'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. 55, 10: "Then thou shalt 

make his soul an offering for sin", or as the marginel note 

translates it: “When Wis soul shall make an offering for 

sin", or as Hengstenberg ** translates it:  ‘vhen His soul 

hath given restitution", ere written concerning Christ. In 

John 10, 11 we read; "I em the good.shepherd, the good 

shepherd giveth His life for His sheep." John 10, 15 reads: 

"and I lay dom my life for the sheep. John 10, 17. 18 

reads: "Therefore doth my Father love ma, because I lay dom 

my life, that I might take it again. No man teketh it from 

mo, but J Jay it down of myself. I have power to lay it dom 
end I have power to teke it again.” .John 15, 15 reads: 

"Greater love hath no men than this, that a man lay Gown his 

life for his friends." The sasual reader may ask, ‘How will 

these passages prove what has been assorted?’ Hengstenberg 

OF His commentary on Matthew and Merk, pe. Hob~ 
** Christology, Vol. II pg. 300.



  

-45- 
* points out that the word used of laying down the lire is 

n » Soul, the same as is used in 53, 10, "soul", 

WIJ e The expression: "To put one's soul for scme- 

  

one", as John uses it, does not, independently and by itself, 

occur anywhere else in the Hew Testament, ‘except in these 

four passages just mentioned. Some point to John 15, 57. 38 

&s an exception, where Peter says, "I will lay down my life 

for Thy sake ( Ws uXYunvyi_» being used). However, in this 

instence Peter takes the words out of the mouth of the Savior. 

Others point to John 3, 16 as an exception, which reads; 

"Hereby perceive we the love of God, because He leid doun 

His life ( WV vx yy._.» velng used) for us.” However, in 

this case again the word vs uxX uy. is used in reference 

to those declarations of the Lord. No profane writers ever 

used this expression. There is a conneotion between the 

v2 J» in Isaieh 53, 10 and the my _, in 

John. Both are spoken of the seme subject, nemely, Christ, 

for Christ Himself says the words. This is again a clear 

testimony that Christ is the "Servdnt of the Lord”. 

&-fourth proof will now be brought forth. The disciples 

themselves referred Isaiah 535 to the Lord, proving that Christ 

Himself interpreted it of His sufferings and exaltation. 

The evangelist Hatthew understends Isaiah 63 aa referr- 
ing to Christ. He says in 8, 17: “That it might be fulfilled 

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

Christology, Vol. iT De. S00.  
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our infirmities and bare our sickness." Jesus had just healed 

Peter's wife's mother of her fever; He had just cast out 

devils end healed the sick. Thereupon Matthey makes the 

assertion that all thia wes done in fulfillment of Isaiah: 55, 4: 

“surely He hath borne our eriefs and carried our sorrows." 

Hastings says about this passage, * "In these passages the 

"Servent* is identified with Jesus. This, of course, proves 

nothing with regard to the original meaning; for Christian, 

like Jewish, exegesis was capable of individualizing terms 

that originally had a wider application.” This is a statement 

which could, only have been uttered by one who does not hold 

the inspiration of the Bible. One who believes the Bible 

to be inspired will approve of such a atabenens as that which 

Matthew makes in this instance. Resides, Hastings seems to 

have a corrupted concention of the books of the Bible, look- 

ing upon them as nenentactant Moreover, his claim that 

these terms originally hed a ‘wider application" is without 

foundation and cannot be proven. To the reader who accepts 

the inspiretion of the Bible this passage proves conclusively 

that Christ is the "Servant of the Lord." 

The evangelist Metthew agein voices his agreement in 

the matter when he describes the burial of Ohrist, 27, 57-60. 

He describes how Christ was laid : in new tomb of Joseph of 

Arimathaea, a rich man. This qaccunt ‘of Matthew is.in 

conplete hermony with Isaiah 55, 9: "He made His @rave with 

the rich in His: death." Thus the evangelist silently nods 
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his assent to the truthful claim that Christ is the fulfill- 

ment of Isaiah 55, 9. 

Now we turn to the testimony of the evangelist Mark. 

‘In 15, 28 he writes: “And the Scripture was fulfilled, which 

saith, And He was numbered with the transgressors." Christ 

had just been crucified, and on either side there was a male- 

factor, so that He was also looked upon as a malefector, in 

fact, es the worst of the criminals, by virtue of His position 

in their midst. It is in reference to this event that Mark 

says that the Soriptures were now fulfilled; and the Serip- 

ture which he quotes is Isaiah 55, 12. Could a stranger 

proof be adduced that Christ is the suffering "Servant" of 

Isaiah? Matthew Henry * expresses the seme view: 

The evangelist takes particular notice of the 

fonous preaiotion of Chriet’s aufferings (Iealeh 
63, 12), it was foretold that He should be num- 
bered with the transgressors, because He was 
made sin for us." 

fhe reference of Iseiah is thus proved to be of Christ. 

Let us compare the testimony of the evangelist Luke. 

In Acts 8, 28-35 we read the account of the eunich from 

Ethiopia, who was reading from the prophet Isaiah. ‘The exact 

portion which he was reading was Iseiah 55, 7-8 then the 

eunioh asked of Philip to whom these words referred, Philip 

explained them as referring to Christ. In verse 55 of Luke's 

exposition it is said: "Then Philip opened his mouth, and 

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

¥ Gr. Hatthew Henry's Oommontery, Vol. V. Merk 15, v. £63 III 4. 
*% Cf, Hangstenberg's account in his Christology, Vol. II. 

pe. 350-332.
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Again, this 1s one of the olearest testimonies in proof of 

the assertion the Isaiah's "Servant of the Lord" founda his 
fulfillment in Jesus of Nazaréths F. B. Meyer, * referring 

‘to this passage in Acts, seys: “There is only one brow which 

this crown of thorns will f1it.* 

In Luke's gospel we have another testimony. In chapter 

tuenty-four, verses 25-27 we read: ; 

. Then he said unto them, 0 fools, and slow of heart — 
to believe s11 that the beeen se have spoken: Ought 
not Chriat to have sufrere ese things, and 2 ene 
ter into his flory? And beginning at Moses a 
he pr: s, he expounded unto them in all the 

saripiines ta things concerning himself. 

Ohrist had been Walking with the Bmnaus disciples, who 

ware sad and dejected, for their Master had died. They did 

not realize thet it was Christ who was at their eide. He 

chides them for their little faith and explains that Christ 
had to suffer .all these things, for those: the prophets hed 

foretold concerning him. These sufferings were necessary so 

that Christ might pass to glory. Christ adds that the pro- 

phets had also stated this phase in their prophecy, thet He 

hed to pass to glory. In Isaiah 53, 12 we read such a pro- 

pheoy, stating that Christ had to die that he might enter into 

his glory: "Therefore will I divide him e portion with the 

great, and he shall ‘divide the spoil with the strong; be- 

@ause ‘he hath poured out his soul unto death." The testimony 

is olear. christ “peters his sufferings and glory to Himself, 

stating that they were foretold in the prophets; and upon 

¥Ghrict in tealeh, pe. 160... a  
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examination, we find the prophecy in Isaieh 53, 12. : 

Again, we find another testimony in this seme chapter, 

in connection with one of Christ's appearances to His disciples. 

We says (verses 44 - 46) 3 ; 

These are the words which I spake unto you,.while I 
Was yet with you, that: 611 things must be fulfilled, 
which were written in ‘the lay. of ‘Moses, and in. the 
prophets, and ‘in the psalms, ‘concérning me. Then 
opened he their understanding, that they might under- 
stand’ the soriptures. *:And said ‘unto them, Thus it 
is written, and thus it behoved Christ to suffer, and 
to rise from:.the dead the third day. © 

Christ says that his ‘death end resurrection were fore- 

told by the prophets. We glance’ into Isaiah 63 and find the 

prophecy there, Wany of the verses. speek of his suffering, 

and one speaks of his resurrection. "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 

prophecy. . : 

And now we shell examine the ‘writings of the fourth 

evangelist end compere his testimony. We find a strong 

passago in John 12, $7... 38: "But. though He had done so many 

- miracles before them, yet they believed not on Him: . that the 

saying of Esaias the prophet might be fulfilled, which he 

spake, Lord, who hath believed our report? . and to whom hath 

the arm of: the Lord been revealed?" This.is again one of the - 

strongest proofs in ‘favor ‘of the Messienic interpretation or 

Isaiah 53. ‘The apostle finds in the. unbelief of the Jews a 

fulfillment of Isaiah 53, 1. * How can anyone deny this with- 

  

Gt. Hengetenbere's Ghristology, Vol. II. pa. 390.  
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out denying the integrity and truthfulness of Seripture? 

The usual formula in quoting a passage from the Old Testament 

which is fulfilled in the New ie used, namely, Nips ". 

uh » No one oan doubt that John meant to be 2 

dersteod as affirming that the passage in Isaiah: hed a designed 

applicability to the. person and the times ofthe Redeener. 

And no one can deny. the affirmation’ without denying Soripture 

itself. : , 

And John in desoribing the passion of Christ writes 

thus thet it is clearly evident that Christ is the suffering 

"Servant of Jehovah" whom Isaieh describes. For instance, 

in John 19, 3 we read: "and they smote Him with their hands”. 

Note that this is in direct harmony with Isaiah 65, S and 4. 

Yes, He was stricken, smitten and afflicted. 

But John, in one of his epistles, writes connernite the 

vicarious satisfaction of Christ. In 1.dohn 3, 5 we read: 

"and ye know that he was. manifested to teke. away our sins; 

end in him is no sin." He refers to the vicarious work of 

Christ. He was without sin, holy, separate from sinners. 

He came to teke avey our sins. Note that this was also the 

work of the "Servant of the Lord" whom Isaiah describes. 

The “Servant" was sinless, as Isaiah says, "He had done no 

violence, neither was any deceit in his mouth." The "Servant" 

came to take away our sins, as. it is said of him, "When thou 

shalt make his soul an offering for sin." The two characters 

coinciée, The work of the "Servant" is the seme as that work 

which Christ performed, “fhe two ere the same, therefore.
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John makes two more references. In Rev. 5, °6 he says: 

4nd I beheld, and,.10, in the midst of the throne 
and of the four beasts, and in the midst of the . 
elders, stood 'a Lamb as it had been slain, having 
seven horns and seven eyes, which are the seven 
Spirits of God sent forth into. ell the earth. 

In Rev. 135, 8 he says: ; 

'.Ané ell thet dwell upon the earth shall worship hin, 
whose names are not written, in the book of life of 
the Lemb siein from the foundation of the world. ~ 

We note that John speaks of a lamb that had been slain. If 

We compare Is. 55, 7:we will find that Isaiah too speaks of 

such a lamb that was slein: 

He wes oppressed, and he was afflicted, yet he opened 
not his mouth: he is brought as a b to the 
slaughter, and as a sheep. before her shearers is 
dumb, so he openeth not his mouth. 

Christ is called the Lamb by John and the "Servant"is called 
the Lamb by Isaiah. Again the two persons coincide, they are 

the seme, 

Thus do all four evengelists affirm very emphatically 

that this Jesus of Nazareth is the same one of whom Iseleh 

prophecied in his fifty-third chapter. 

However, not only do the evangelists affirm thus, but 

the writers of the epistles add their testimony as proof also. 

The apostle Paul, for instance alludes to this several 

times in various epistles. In Rom. 10, 16 he says: "But they 

have not all obeyed the Gospel. Yor Esaias 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 Isaiah 53, 1. * ‘Thus he labels all those who do not be- 

lieve thet Christ 1s the "Servent of Jehovah” as unbelievers. 
Surely‘this is conclusive proof t Again in Rom. 4, 25 he says: 

"Who was delivered for our offences and was raised again for 

our justification.” Tho eyes of the unprejudiced reader will 

see thet these words are referred to Isaiah 53, 5.6. Again in 

2 Cor. 5, 81 Paul says: “Yor He: hath made Him to be sin for 

us who knew no sin; that we might be made the righteousness of 

God in Him." These words area clear reference to Isaich 53, 

6. 9. And again in 1 Cor.'15, 3 Paul affirms: “For I de- 

Livered unto you first of all thet which I also received, 

how that Chriat died for our sina according to the Soriptures." 

And the seripture to which he refers is Isaiah 53, 5. 6.** 

Paul was, according to theseHis passages, quite accustomed to 

referring the fifty-third chapter of Ieaiah to the vicsrious 

suffering Christ of Nazereth. . : 

The vriter of the Epistle to the Hebrews used a termi- 

nology which shows that he too was well acquainted with the 

prophecy of Isaiah 53, and which furthermore shows that he 

understood Christ to be the subject of this prophecy. In 

chapter 9, verse 28 he writes: "So Christ was once offered 

to bear the sins of many; and unto them that look for Him 

shall He appeer the second tins without sin unto salvation." 

The vicarious satisfaction of Christ had been foretold by 

Isaiah. 

  

¥ Grr Hengstonberg's Christology, Vol. If. pe. 500 ~ 308. 
' *8 Gf, Hengstenbere's Christology, Vol. I. pg. 187 = 216.
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And now, in conclusion wae turn to the testinony of 

Peter. The entire pasaage;: 1’ Pet. 2, 21 < 25 refers to the | 
vioartous: satisfaction of Christ as is described by Isaieh 

in his fifty-third chapter. "peter makes use of the prin- - 

Gipal passages of. Isaiah 53 and refers them to the vicarious: 

satisfaction of Christ.*" For instence, verse 22 reads: - 

"Who @id.no sin, neither wes guile found in His mouth.” 

These are the same words as are found in Isaieh 53, 9: . "He 

had done no violence, neither vas any deceit in his mouth." . 

The words are almost’ identical. In verse 23 Peter says: - 

"who, when He was reviled, reviled not again; when He suffered, 

ie threatened not; but comultted Himself. to dim that. judgeth 

righteously." Again, see how closely these words. correspond 

with Isaieh 53, 7: "He was oppressed, and He was afflicted, 

yet He opened not His mouth: He is 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: “tho 

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 there is clear allusion 

_to Isaiah 53, 4. 12: "Surely, He hath borne our eriefs, and 

carried our sorrows. He: bore the sins of many." The leat 

phrase of the 24th verse is olearly taken from Isaieh 53, 5: 

"and with His stripes we are healed." And then in verse 25 

Peter says: “For ye were as sheep going astray." Again this 

is a clear allusion to Isaieh 535, 6: wall wa like sheep have 

¥ Hongstenbera’s Christology, Vol. ile DG. Sda6 
 



  

gone astrey." _ Augus and Green * join in asserting that this 

passage clearly alludes to ‘Isaiah 55. 

. But it is alluded to in conneotion with the death of 
the Redeemer as an atoning sacrifice for sin, in’ 
such .a.manner as to show that it was regarded by the 
Sacred Writers as having reference to the Messiah. — 
A careful exemination of the above mentioned passages 
will convinee anyone that the writers of the New Tes- 
tament were accustomed to.regard the passage (Isaiah 55) 
as heaving undoubted reference to the Messiah, and that 
this was so universally the interpretation of the 
passage in their times, as to make it proper simply 
to refer to it without formally quoting 1t. ** 

We now consider a passage in the Gospel of St. John 

(1, 29): “Behold the.lemb of God which taketh away the sins 
ve \ af 

Z 
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   eo    

   of the world", 0 

LU Die LaLa). +e first glence we might pass this 

  

passage by, considering it as non-important and irrevelent. 

to the question before us. However, Hengstenberg says aon~ 

cerning it: “There can be no doubt that this passege refers 

to Isaish 53, for the sin-bearing lemb is spoken of in a 

spiritual wenas.” *s% This "lamb of God" is the same indi- 

vidual of whom Isaiah says (63, 7): “He is brought as ea lamb 

to the sleughter, and as a sheep before her shearers is dumb, 

so He openeth not His mouth.” Bengel says with reference to 

this point: "fhe article looks back to the prophecy which 

was piven! concerning him under this figure, in Is. 55, 7, WEEE 

qhis "lem", of whom John speaks, is "of Goa", _Zég/__ 

  

e fopedia ook to the le, pe: ; 
“* cf. Deriee Notes on eee. Were a ye: 259. V. 

“tk of, Christology, Vol. II ps - ‘ 
**t* Quoted by Tanestenberg, christology, Vol. II. pg. 299 = 300.
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John means, He was sent by Goa, was commissioned by God, was 

‘under the guarding and watchful eye of God. And is not this 

the seme thought expressed by Isaiah. 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 Isaiah says, "And the Lora hath laid on Him the iniquity 

of us all" (v. 6), or, "Yet it pleased the Lord to bruise Him" 

(v. 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 cases$ Says Bengel, as 

regerds J« o/ » compare verse 10: ‘It pleased the Lord 

painfully to crush Him,* and verse 2: ‘Before Him’ (God)." * 

Of this "lamb of God" John says that "He taketh away the sins 

of the world." That is His mission, that His work, and that 
  

His accomplishment. And lo, that is the same mission of the 

"lamb", of the “Servant” spoken of by Isaiah. In 55, 4 we 

reed: “Surely He hath borne our eriefs and carried our 

sorrows;" again, 55, 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 His stripes we are 

healed; or again, 53, 11: “By his knowledge shall my 

righteous servant justify many; for He shell bear their 

iniquities." The “lamb"of whom John speaks has the seme 

mission to perform, as the "Servent" of whom Isaiah prophe- 

cles. Says Bengel agein with reference to thia: “As regards 
vt 

Sle wr compare verse 4, rendered by the Septuagint: 

  

* Taken from a quotation by Hengstenberg, Christology, 

Vol. II. De. 209 - 300.
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compere verse 11." * A great number of commentators recog- 

nize in this passage a direot reference to the "Servant of 

the Lora" in Isaleh 5S. However, the use of this passage, 

should not te insisted upon, since some take thid as a re~ 

ference to the Paschal Lamb. | 

Consider the strength of the above evidence. Jesus 

Himself testifies and says that He it 1s of whom Isaiah 

apesks. The four evengelists affirm:the same thing. ‘The 

writers of the epistles testify likewise. Consider that all 

this testimony bears the divine seal of approval affixed by 

the Holy Ghost Himself.’ It is not only'a disciple ‘who affirms 

this, it ts not only a historien who records these statements, 

but it is the truthful God, in whose mouth there is no guile. 

The testimony of the New Testament is so sure and certain 

thet he who doubts it brands himself with the seering iron 

of unbelief. Because of the strength of this New Testament 

evidence Gesenius was compelled to say (Th. III. S. 191): 

‘Most Hebrew readers who were so familier with the 
ideas of sacrifice and substitution, could not by 
any means understand the ‘passage in any other way; 
and there is no doubt that the whole apostolic 
motion of the atoning death of Christ is chiefly 
based upon this passage." ** 

‘He who accepts the Bible accepts Christ as the fulfilil- 

ment of the propheey in Isaiah 55. 

  W Taken from a quotation by Hengstenberg, Christology, 
Vol. IIT. pe. 299 = 300. 

** Quoted from Hengstenbere’s Christology, Vol. II. pe. 358..
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CHAPTER IIT 

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 their Fathers, when they had not yet become prejudiced or 

biased in their Exegesis, Messianic interpretation wes quite 

generally received. This is even admitted by interpreters who 

later perverted the interpretation, e.g., Abenezra, Jarchi, 

Aberbanel, Moses Nachmandis. Hengstenberg * quotes Gesenius 

as saying: 

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

The passage, Isaish fifty-three, is interpreted as 

Messianic in the following writings: 

The Thargum of donathen refers this prophecy to Christ. 

He paraphrases the first clause; 

Behold my servant Messiah shall prosper; he shall be 
high, «nd increase, and be exceeding strong. -<-<<-== 
Then for.our sins he will pray, and our iniquities 
will for his sake be forgiven, although we were 

accounted stricken, smitten from before the Lord, 
and afflioted. «--- But it is the Lord's good plea- 
sure to try and to purify the remnant of his people, 
so as to cleanse their souls from sin: these shall 
cok on the kingdom of their Messiah. ** 

Hengatenberg (Christology, Vol. II, pe. Sil) quotes from 

an old commentary on the Pentateuch (ed. Chracov. f. 55, o. 5, 

1.7), the Medrash Tenchuma, which says: This is the king 

Messiah who is high and Lifted up, and very exalted, more 

  

WHengetonbere = Obristology, Vol. Ii. pa. oll. 
+e usted fone Drivers ani Heubauer's —*The Fifty-Third 

Ghapter of Issieh", II. Thargum of Jonathan, pg. 5.
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exalted than Abraham, elevated above Moses, higher than the 

ministering angels." f 

-Hengstenberg * furthermore quotes a passege from the o14 

book Pesickta, cited in the treatise Abkath Rakhel **; 

When God oreated His world He stretched out His hand 
under the throne of His glory, and brought forth the 
soul of the Messiah. He said to Him: ‘Wil*t thou 
heal and redeem my sons after six thousand years?’ 
He answered Him: "I will.* Then God said to Him: 
(W11't thou then also bear the punishment in order 
to blot out thelr sins, as it is written: ‘But He . 
bore our diseases’) (Chap. 53, 4)? And He answered 
Him: *Z will joyfully bear them.* This passege 
accepts Isaiah 83 as referring to Christ, the Heseieh. 

R. Moseh Had-darshan expresses himself on Gen. 28, 10 

es follows: *** "The great mountain means the Messiah, and why 

does he speak of him thus? Becawe Hs is greater then the 

patriarchs, as it is said, ‘Behold my servant shall prosper.'” 

The same Rabbi expressing himself on Gen. 1, 1: “Forthwith the 

Holy One began to make a convenant with the Messiah: 0 Messiah, 

my righteousness, seid He, the iniquities of those who, are 

hidden beside thee enter intc a hard yoke. e@<<- Art thou will- 

ing to accept this? Said the Messieh, Lord of the world I 

accept it joyfully, and will endure these chastisements, upon 

condition that thou glvest life again 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; end forthwith the Messieh 

accepted the chestisement of lovo,.as it is written, ‘He was 

oppressed, and he was acre ete 

  

* int t in Wyutse ia 1597, and reprinted in « . printed separa el e 
Hulet a separate Judaied” 388 «cfr, Driver's and 
Keubauer's, "The pirtycthize c Chapter", pe. ll. 

“ee Gf. Driver's and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-third Chapter
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x Hengstenberg ** quotes from the Talmud (Gemora, tract. 

Sanhedrin, chap. XI.): 

In the Talmad it is said of the Messiah: 'He sits be- 
fore thc gates of the city of Rome among the sick 
and leprous' (according to verse three), .To the 
question: (What is the name of the Messiah; it is 
answered: 'He is called. .\* . "the leper"!, 
and, in proof, verse 4 is quoted according to the 
erroneous interpretation of _////_/: by leprosus. )*** eetoldabnial : 
In the work Rabboth (a commentary on the Pentateuoh and 

the five Megilloth, which according. to the stetements of the 

Jews, was: composed about the year of our Lora 300), the fifth 

verse of Isaiah 53 is quoted and referred to the sufferings of 

the Messiah. **** 

The Medrash Tillim (an allegorical commentary on the 

Psalms, 1546) says on Psalm 2, 7: 

The things of King Messiah and his myatcries are 
announced in the Law, the Prophets, and the Hagilo« 
gerapha. In the Prophets, e.g., in the passage Is. 52, 
13, and 42, dj in the Hagiographa, e.g., Ps. 110 and 
Dan. 7, 18, ***** 

Hengatenberg +keRet Ottes 2 quotation from the book 

Chasidim (a colleoction of moral tales, 1561, pg, 60): 

There was, among the Jews, a pious man, who in summer 
made his bed. among fleas, and: in winter put his feet 
into cold water: and when it froze, his feet froze 
at the same time. ‘when asked why he did so, he 
answered, that he too must make sone little explation 

LL since the Messiah bears the sin of Israel .{ 
oS MIYU* IIL haa). 

DE. 9 @ or aim ntini Pugio el, pe-.601 
* Quoted by Driver and Neubauer, pg. 34.35 from the origin- 

ce, eels Niet ae stolo, . S12, Vol. It. 
eee 86 Of. Drivests ee Naubauer’s the Fifty-third Chapter 

of Ieaish, pe. 7. ; : 
“*e% Cf, Hengstenberg's Christology, Vol. II, pg. Sls. 
eeek Of, Hengatenberg's Christology, Yol. II, pag. 312. 
s*eee%¥Ohristology, Vol. Iz, pe. 313. t
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Hengstenberg * furthermore quotes from the commentary . 

of Rebbi Alschech on Isaieh 55 (found in Huleii Theologia 

Yudieah, pg. S21): : : 

Upon the testimony of tradition, our old Rabbins heve 
unemimously admitted thet King Messiah is here the 
subject of discourse. For the seme reason, we, in’. 
harmony with them conclude that King Navid 1.e., the 
Messiah, must be considered as the subject of this 
propheay, « a view which | is indeed quite obvious. 

The following quotations which refer Iseieh 83 to the 
Messieh are found in the cabbalistio book Zohar: ** 

“ae Section Vf Ee f : "They return and announce it 
to the Messiah. as they tell Him of the misery 
of Israel in their captivity, end those wicked one's 
emong thm who are not attentive to know their Lord, 
Ne lifts up His voice and weeps for their wickedness: 
and so it is written, "He was wounded for thelr trans- 
ereasion,* etc.---- There is in the garden of Eden a 
palece called The Palace of the sons of sickness: 
this.palace the Messiah then enters and summons every. 
sickness, every pein, and every Ghastisement of Israel; 
they all come and rest upon Him. And-.were it not that 
Be had -thus lightened 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 which is written, ‘Surely our sick- 
nesses he hath carried." 

Section oO wi / 5) :mhen the Holy One desires to 
give hea o the world, he smites one just man 
emongst them, and for his.sake heals all the rest. 
Whenst do we learn thia?. From the saying, ‘He was: 
wounded for our transgressions, bruised for o 
iniauities,' 78 D2 LY dt 72)» 

T Saree omens 
: Tr 

In explaining Ruth 2, 14 the Talmud, the Midrash 

Rabbah says***: 

He is speaking of the King Messiah: ‘Gome hither,‘ 
draw near to the throne; *and:-eat of the bread,* 

    

“Christology Vol. 1%, pe. clo; : 
** Quoted from Driver's and Neubauer's "The Fifty-third 

chapter of Isaiah," pg. 14 = 16. 
“¢* Qf, Driver's and Neubauer's, Tue -Fifty-third chapter 

of Isaiah, pg 9. -  
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that is, the bread of the kindom, ‘and aip thy morsel 
in the vinegar,’ this refers to the chastisements, as 
it is said, "but he was wounded for our transgressions, 
bruised for our iniquities'. 

In the Telmud, Siphre, * we read: 

How much more, then willl the King Messieh who endures 
afflictions and pains for the transgressors (as it is 
written, "He was wounded,’ ets.) justify all genera- 
tions?! . And this is what is meant when it is said, 
*And the. Lord made the iniquities of us all meet’ 
upon him.? 

Yepheth Ben'ali, one of the Geraites, the name borne 
by those Jews who rejected conditions of the Talmud, 
says concérning Iseieh 52, 15-15: 

As to myself, I am inclined to regard es 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 Isalah 53, 4. he 
says: From the words ‘He was wounded for our trans- 
eressions; we learn that by the Messiah 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 Isaiah 53, 1 as referring to the Messiah. He says: 

What is to be the time of Messiah's advent, ani where 
will be the place of His first appearance?.... Jeaiah 
speaks similarly of the time when He will appear, 
without His father or mother or femily being known. 
He came up as a sucker before Him, and as a root out 
of the dry earth, etc.** 

In the Midrash Koven the following quotation is to be 

found: 

The fifth mansion in Paradise is built of onyx and 
Jesper, and set stones, and silver and goldecccere 
There dwell Messieh son of David, and Elijeh, and . 
Messiah son of Ephraim;.... and within it, Messieh 
son of David who loveth Jerusalem. Elijah takes 

eS Ore Driver's and N feubauer’s "The Firty Thir 4 Chapter or 

Isaiah” pg. 10, fromthe original in Raymund Mertini 
is Tidet « 674. : : 

ae of Driver's and Neubaver's "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 

Isaiah", pg. 574.
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Him by the head, laya Him down in his bosom, holde Hin, 
end says, ‘Bear thou the sufferings and wounds where- 
with the Almighty doth chastise thee for Israel's sin;' 
and so it is written, He was wounded for our trans- 
gressions, bruised for our iniquities, until the tine 
when the end should come, * 

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

M'nehem ‘azaryah of Fano (Ga. 1640),-II 7 of the part headed 

LLU? the author testifies to the Messianic in- 

terpretation of Isaieh 55 when he says: 

The Messiah, in order to atone for them both (1.6.,.for 
Adam. and David), will make His soul a trespass-offering, 
es it is written next to this, in the Parashsh, Behold 
my servent. And what is written after it? He shall 
see His seed, shall heve long days, and the pleasure 
of the Lord shell prosper in His hand. 

Chapter 19 of the Sepher Ha-Gilgalim of R. Hayyim Vital 

reads very Messianlcally: 

You must: know also thst tho soul of celestial splendour 
no create’ being in: the#¥ord haa ever yet been worthy to obtain; 
the King Messiah, 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: thon. Abrehaem, exceedingly 
above Adem’, ** ; . . 

The author of the Yalqut Hedash *** understands Isaiah 

53 as Meszientc, for he writes: - 

While“Israel were in their.ow land they freed then- 
selves from such sicknesses end other punishments by 
means of offerings, ‘but now the Messiah frees them: 

‘ from them, as it is written, He was wounded for our 
transgressions. ; 

From the Order of Prayer for the Day of Atcnement, the 

following quotation is cited; ‘to show that the ancient inter- 

pretation of Isaiah 53 was Messienio: 

     
    evubauer'’s, @ y- ; er ©: 

  

Cf. wer 8a) ws : 

Isaiah", . 594, a ; 
«« of. priver’s and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-third Chapter of 

Isaieh", pe. 595. : 
*** of. Driver's and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 

Isaieh", pe. 596. 
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Kessish, our righteousness, hath turned from us; we 
are in terror, and there is none to justify us! Our 
iniquities end the yoke of our transgressions Me will. 
bear, for He was wounded for our transgressions: He 
will carry our sins upon Iiis shoulder, that we may 
find forgiveness for our .iniquities, and by His stripes 
we are healed. * This distinotly shows the Messianic 
interpretation. : 

Nerz Homberg in the Korem, an exposition of the entire 

Old Testament, refers Isaiah 53 to the Messiah. He says: 

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

Levi Sen Gersham, 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 again like Moses; but it is still quite possible 
thet a prophet like Moses might arise among the Gentile 
nations. In fast the Messiah is such a prophet, as it 
is stated in the Midrash on the verse, Behold my ser- 
vent shall prosper. *** 

Fe C. Gook in his commentary e7te referring to Dr. A. 

Wuensches book, Die Leiden des Messias, S. 49, quotes Syna- 

gogical Prayers useé annually at the Pessover, which show 

thet the old interpretation of Isaiah 53 was Messianic. 

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

¥ Cf. Driver's and Noubaucr's, "the ¥ Tty-third Chapter 

of Isaiah" 399. ‘ 
se 6 ct. Drivers ond Heubauerts, "The Fifty-Third Chapter 

of Isaiah", pe. 400. 
*#* of. Driver's and Neubauer’s, “The Fifty-Third chepter 

of Isaiah", pe. 568. : 
weeX YO], Ve DE 270. 1.2.
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The above quotations prove very definitely that the 

ancient traditicn among the Jeuvs was to refer the section of 

Isaiah 53 to the Messiah, to the. suffering Messiah. But it 

is little to be wondered at thet this enolent tredition aid 

not remain end wes not generally accepted in later years. 

Chas. H. H. tright * suggests the following sequence. He holds 

thet when the Jews returned out of the land of exile to the 

land of promise, their hearts were filled with Messianic, — 

expectations. But this expectation soon begen to die away. 

Wright uses Jesus the son of Sirach (Ben Sira) to illustrete 

this. Ben Sira ignored the Messianic hopes of the prophets. 

The "Servant of Jehovah" he identified with Elijah, assert- 

ing thet Elijeh's future work would be (1) "to pacify wrath 

before fury end to turn the heert of father to son, and (2) 

to restore the tribes of Israel", thus assigning to Elijah 

the Messiah's work. In this way Messianic hope faded away. 

But when sorrow and affliction again came upon the Jews the 

Messianic hope was revived. Tha "Pealter of Solomon ** bear 

this out. In this Pselter the Messieh and His kingdom agein 

become evident. But there is never a reference to the suffer- 

ing Messieh. Thus Chas. H. Ha Wright traces the decadence or 

the Messianic interpretation among the Jews. 

There oan be no doubt that the ancient tradition among 

of Isaiah 62.53", be reas the Expositor, edited by by n 
Nicoll, Third Series, Yol. VII, pe. 375). 

** wichteen psalms extent only in Hellenistic Greek.
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the Jews favored the Mossianic interpretation of Isaiah 55, 

but that graduslly, through the centuries, this interpretation 

Was cast aside. There are also severel reasons why tho Jovs 

should eventuclly rejeot this passage as referring to the 

Messiah. 

Hengotenberg * suggests that this wes in fultilinent of 

the Serinture passage 1 Cor. 1, 23, "But we preach Christ oru- 

cified, unto tho Jews a stumblingblock." And what unbissed 

mind will deny that the lator action of the Jews was and is 

in direct fulfillment of this passage? Thet stiffnecked and 

proud rece cared nothing for a Hessiah who vould redeem their 

sould. They dia not want a Messiah who would suffer and dle 

for their sins. They needed none to save themseives, but 

hoped to be sxved by their ow good works. They. ‘would cere 

for their spiritual troubles. It was their temporal troubles 

which afflicted them. They vere under bondage, Therefore. 

they looked for some glorious Messieh who should free them, 

All passages they consequently interpreted carnally, even 

this passage. A quotation from a commentary, composed in ° 

Arable by an unknowm author on Isaieh, Jeremieh, and the Minor 

Prophets** (1196) illustrates this carnal quest for a Mossieh 

whose vork it would be to free Israel from temporel oppression. 

"But God was pleased to depress Israel “tn the letter end of 

  

ae Of. Driver's end Foubeuer'9, “the Fifty-Third Chepter - 
of Isaiah." pe. 65. -
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he ceptivity, in order that they might repent before 
their king appears, and therefore hes he mede then 
sick; 0 thet thou wouldst teke his confession es the 
sacrifice of his soul, that so he might see the king, 
prolong his days, and that the pleesure 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 
hin the spoil of Gog who are the many, and the olties 
of mighty natlons he shell divide cs prey." 

  
féemporel salvation, sllevietion cf temporel troubles was 

their chicf concern. Small wonder, then, that they discarded 

_ Isaiah 55, which speeks of suffering «nd humiliation, as re- 

ferring tc the Fessiah. 

Naturelly, when Christ the Messieh cene in hunilietion 

end suffercd, they refused to recognize Hin, for they could 

not reconcile the prophecy with the fulfillment. They had ta- 

ken only those passages in the prophets which speek of Christ's 

clory. Therefore, they expected Him tc come in grandeur and 

Ssplendor.: The Mescleh who ceme, the son of Mary and Joseph, 

was not @ person of distinctive glory. How cculd He be the 

long expected Messieh! an extract from the fifth chapter of 

the Wars of the Lord by R. Ya'qob ber Reuben, the Rabbenite 
  

(1170) * shows that the Jews actually did chose only thae 

passages speaking of the Messiah's glory. 

You begin by saying thet the roysl Psalmist was address- 

ing Hin wien ie apoke the words, ‘Thou art fairer than 

the children of men’ eto. (Ps. 45, 3); you say also 

that Jeremiah speaks of Him similarly es fair or beauti- 

ful (Ps. 48, 3; Jer. 11, 16); and add that ell this 

testimony respecting Him.is true. And now you go On to 

essert madly thet the words, *so marred was his counte- 

nance beyond man’ etc. refer to Hin Likewise. But how 

  

cf, Driver's end Neubauer's, the Fifty-Thiré Chapter of 

Ieaieh, pg. 57.
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can this be when you already admit and believe that 
all the words of the prophets are unfailing and true? 
You can be only perverting their words and corrupting 
and falsifying thelr prophecies if you maintain that 
when the Psalmist speaks of Him as "beautiful", Isaieh 
can come and testify that His countenance and form are 
‘marred’, or that He is ‘despised and forlorn of men;? 
or again, that if Isaiah says that He has ‘no form nor 
comliness', Jeremieh can call him ‘a flourishing olive 
tree, beautiful with well-formed fruit.' 

Does this quotation not show distinctly that they could 

not bridge the gulf between prophecy and interpretation! 

Woreover, as Hengstenberg * points out, "they failed to reckon 

with the element of time in prophecy. They failed to realize 

that this Messiah who came in humility would also establish 

His Kingdom of Glory, but only after His work had been done." 

Consistently now the Jews began to refuse to refer 

Isaiah 55 to Christ. Yor instance, Don Yizhagq Aborbanel in 

his comnucntary on Isaieh says the following: 

“The opinion held by the learned among the Nazerenes 
4s that the prophecy refers to Jesus of Nazareth, who 
was put to death at the end of the second Temple..ccece 
This opinion, however, if properly. exemined, possesses 
many weak points." 

*Yonathan ben Uzziel refers this passage to the Messiah, but 

not to the suffering Massiah. Notice how he twists the 

Words into an unnatural meaning. Verses four and five chapter 

53, which to every normal reader say that the servant will 

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

interprets as follows: 

"Then for our sins he will pray, and our iniquities 

will for his sake be forgiven, although we were 

* CGhristolo VOL. ite Dee 510. 

**Cr, Drivests and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 

Isaleh,” pe. 156. 
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accounted stricken, smitten from before the Lord and Ses Seca folie" cot dur"sitevand aniizorieas thee 
enemy for our iniquities; and by his instruction peace 
shell be increased upon us, and by devotion to His 
words, our sins will be forgiven us." * 

Hengstenberg, desoribing this method of Yonathan, says, 

"He twists. the meaning so that by exegetical acrobatics all 

the words refer to Christ's glory and not to His suffering,"** 

But this view of Yonathan has been abjected to. Most Jews 

do away with Christ end seek an altogether different person 

for the subject of this prophecy. *** 

The interpreters of this seotion may be divided into 

two main classes, 1. those who refer the iil 724 to some 

collective body, either the whole Jewish nation in contrast 

to the Gentiles, or. the better portion of the Jewish people, 

1.6., the pious among themj2. Those who refer the passage 

to some single individual. 

The most prevalent of the above oritical anti- 

Messianic interpretations 1s that which refers this section 

to the entire Jewish nation as a whole. This interpretation 

Was advanced very eerly, since the reasons why the Jevs 

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 

©Or. Driver's and Neubauer*’s, "The Fir ty-Third Chapter oF 
Isaiah," pg. 5. 6. 

**onristology, Vol. II. pg. 317. 
***Hengstenberg (Christology, Vol. II. pg 217,) points out 

that the prinoipel non-Messianic interpretations of this 
passage are found in the Rabbinical Bibles, and also in 
Hulkins (C., p&. 339). 

kek 

Christology, Vol. II. pg. 317.
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received this answer from them: "That which here was pro- 

phecied of one, referred to the whole people, and was ful- 

filled by their dispersion." This explanation which makes 

the entire Jewlsh people the subject of the prophecy was 

endorsed by such leaders among the Jews as: 

R. Abrahom Ton ‘Ezra. In his commentary he says: 
@ 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 each individual belonging 
to Isreel..e.e..'My Servant’ may mean Israel as a whole, 
es in 41, 8."* : 

R. David Qanihi. In his commentary he remarks: "This 

Perasheh refers to the captivity of Israel, who are here 

called ‘my servant’ as in 41, 8." ** 

Non Yizhaq Aberbanel. In his commentary, expounding 

52, 15-15 he says:"** "Israel is addressed as my scervent, 

because of the meny grevious years of exile which it en- 

dured for the honor of God, without forsaking His ordinances 

and His service, like a servent true to his master." 

R. Lipmenn of MUhlhausen, In section 256 of the 

Nizzahon, composed by him about 14350, he says, 

"Te plain. ee eer erat cornea aieealeyenrte see 

end a heert to understand, that the Parashah beginning 
with the next verse must refer likewise to Israel's 

redemption from captivity. "**** 

  

or. Driver's and Neubauers, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 
Isaieh", pg. 45. 44, : 

«* Of, Driver's and Neubauers, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 
Isaiah", pg. 48. 

*** OF, Driver's and Neubauers, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 
Isaiah", pg 168. 

*“<kkOr, Driver's and Neubauers, “The Fifty-Third Chapter of 
Isaiah", pg 147. 3
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Others could be mentioned as supporting this view, such 
as R. Yoseph Qara; R. Jacob Ben Reuben, the Rabbenite; R. 

Yoseph Ben Nathan; 2. ¥"sha' yah Ben Mali, end many, more. 

The unbiased reader of Isalah 53 will ask, How Gan these 

men refer this prophecy to the Jewish people? Hengstenberg* 

explains their method by saying that they hold that the 

prophecy “describes the misery of the people in their exile, 

the firmness with which they bear it for the glory of God, 

and resist every temptation to forsake His law 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 Gentiles are supposed to be introduced as speaking, and 

making a humble and penitent confession that hitherto they 

had edopted on erroneous opinion of the people of Goa, and 

had unjustly despised them on account of their sufferings, 

inasmuch as their glory now shows, thet it was not for the 

punishment of their sins that these sufferinzs were inflicted 

upon then." The refutation. of this interpretation will be 

teken up in chapter five. At the present: time {t+ will suf- 

fice to say that it is falso and self-centered. The arguments 

which they use are very shallow end sosroely worthy of note. 

For exemple, R. David Qarnhi argues: "I should like 

“flow the prophet could have eaid, ‘He shall be lifted” 
up and lofty exceedingly?* If this alluded to the 
flesh, Jesus was not "lifted up’ except when he was 
suspended upon the cross 4t refers to the Godhead, if 
then he was mighty and littea up from the beginning 
(so that it cculd not be said, he will be lifted up). 
Moreover, the prophet says to then( 1.23), ver. 8, 
but then he ought to have said to hi )for 

is plural, being equivalent to . Again 
© seys, *He shall see seed’: if this refers to his 

  * Christology, Vol. Il, pg. S17» S18.
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flesh, then he had no seed; if to his Godhead, as 
the literal sense is inappropriate, they explain the 
word seed as alluding to his disolples, although his 
disoiples are nowhere spoken of as either sons or 
seed. He says, too, ‘le shall lengthen days3* 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;3’ but if he is God himself, to 
whom could He intercede?* 

These arguments as advanced by R. David ‘Qamhi are typical 

of all the enti-Messianic Jewish arguments. Towavers they 

ere easily refuted, and wlll be rejected in chapter five. 

Now, therefore, we proceed to the second class of in- 

terpretation which makes the godly portion of the Jewish na- 

tion the subject of the prophecy in Isaieh 535. These inter- 

preters hold a kind of vicarious satisfaction on the part of 

the pious 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 humans what alone should 

be ascribed to God. Thus they brazenly presume a divine pre- 

rogetive on the part of the Jewish godly portion. Hengsten- 

berg ** points out thet some interpreters even divide the 

pious sufferers into two classes, those who in general must 

endure much misery and many sufferings, and those who are 

' publicly executed, as Rabbi Akiba and others. 

A good specimen of this interpretation is found in the 

Treatise of the Talmud termed Berakoth, Sa: aun 

¥ OT. Driver's and Neubauer's, "the rirty-Third chapver of 

“ Janioh, Pes oor Tol. II- pes 510 e ris Oo Ole ide e e 

aa, Ghea. H. He Weight oi tes 1 in his "Pre-Christian Jewish 

Interpretetion of Issaieh 52 and 535" (found in the Exe 

positor, edited by v. Nicoll, Third Series, Vol. VII. p&- 

404).
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Raba said, or possibly, Rab Cliisdas- If a man sees 
that chastisements come upon him let him search his 
actions. Yor it is said, Let us search and try our 
ways, and turn again to the Lord (Lam. 3, 40). And 
if he has searched and found nothing, then 4t°(the 
chastisement) hangs upon negleat of the Law, for it: 
is sald, "Blessed is the man that Thou chastenest, 
0 Lord, and teachest out of they Law' Ps. 94, 12). 
And if he has attended to (that point) end not found 
(anything wanting), it’ is evident that the chastenings 
ere from love, for it is seld, *¥or whom the Lord 
loveth He reproveth’ (Prov. 3, 12). "Raba said Raba 
Sechoreah said Rel Huma said:= Everyone whom the Holy 
One, blessed be he’ delights in, He bruises him with 
chastenings, for it Is said, "Yet it pleased the Lord 
to bruise him, He hath put him to erief® (Is. 53, 10). 

A simller view is held by Rabbi Alshech. Hengstenberg 

Cites this. * Rabbi Alshech refers Is. 52, 15-15 to the 

Messiah. In the following verses, however, he holds this 

views ] 

Isaiah, in the neme ofall Tarael, approves of what 
God had said, end comfesses that, by this declaration 
of God regarding the suffering of the Messiah, they 
have received light regarding the sufferings of the 
godly in general. ‘They perceive it to be erroneous 
end resh to infer guilt from suffering; and hence- 
forth, when they see a righteous man suffering, they 
will think of no other reason, than that he bears 
their diseases, and that their chastisements are for 
their salvation. ; 

According to this interpretation the "Servant of the 

Lora" becomes a personification of righteousness. ** It is 

not difficult to see that the refutation of this argument 

will center about this one point, can a man redeem his brother 

by vicariously suffering torments end 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 then, for the 

  

chr Lstolo Vole Ti. e 310. : 

=e Rabbi. Moskeh Kohen nolie a similer view. CF. Driver's and 

Neubaver's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of Isaiah", pe. 127.
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redemption of their souls 1s precious, and it ceascth for- 

ever? : 

The second major non-lMessienic interpretation advanced 

2 oritios, already by certein Jewish Rabbis, is that one 
which refers the "Servant of ‘the Lord" to sone other indi 

vidual besides Christ. In-so-fer e& this group refers the 

  

sub ject of the prophesy to some other Person besides Christ 

there is uniformity. But as soon ‘as these seme Rabbis begin 

‘to mention who the individual, other than Christ, should be, 
the uniformity ceases, and gross confusion séts in. There 

ere many individuals who are suggested as subjects of this 

prophecy in Isaiah 55. We shall note the following: 
€ 

Some say the /7//7; 7_2Y¥ 46 King Josiah. Den’ 
Yizhag ‘Abarbanel is a staunch supporter of this view. 
Says he; * "The second method is to refer the entire 
prophecy to Josiah, king of Judah, who ‘did that which 
Wes right in the eyes of the Lord,’ end like whom 
*there had been no king before him’ (2 Kings 22, 1: 
25, 25).ec.e Nor is there anything remarkable in this 
prophesy coming in the midst of a series of promises 
of the future redemption; for the prophecies in this 
Reok are not all of them connected or related to one | 
another." 

Aberbanel continues in his explanation, fitting verse 

after verse into the life of Josiah. The following is 

typical of his method: 

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

¥ Gf. Driver's and Neubauer's, "aithie Firty-third Chapter of 
Ieateh" « 187. 

* Of. Driver's and Neubaver's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 
Isaiah", PEs 191.
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idols and strange worships; Josiah, however, cane — 
forth as ‘a lily amongst the thorns" and as a ‘root 
out of the dry lend," but now, when the misfortune 
comes home to him, and the terrors of death’ fell 
upon him, he hes no form and no beauty, 1.6., "the 
Complexion of his fece is changed. * 

Reading such exegesis, one is elmost made to believe 

that hermeneutical rules are an invention of the ‘tventieth 

century, i ies 
Another interpretation refers to the subject of Isaiah 

S3 to the prophet Jeremiah, who, it is true, endured many 

hardships end triels. The Gafon, R. Sa’adyeah ** ‘holds this’ 

view. He understends the the will sprinkle? of Is. 52, 14 

in the sense of "dropping word's, becawe Jeremiah 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 words "I will 

divide him a portion with the great’ have reference to the 

provisions with which he was supplied every dey. R. Abraham 

Ibu ‘Ezra speaks of this interpretation as being ‘attractive’. 

*** Y8hudeh Ben Balam says of Jeremiah, “And the desoription 

given in it is quite consistent with such an’ interpretation." 

"**% Rabbi Seadies Haggaon, as well as R. Saadie Gaon and 

R. Mosheh hek-Kohen (oa. 1200 A.D.) follow R. Abraham Ibn ‘Ezra. 

"Gf. Driver's end Noubauer’s, “the Firty-third Chapter of 
Isaiah - 191. 

oo Df. Dr weete and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 
Tealah - 183. : 

“ee Of. Driver's and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 
i nh « e 

eens or. ariveriacena Neubauer’s, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 
Isaiah, pe. 551. 
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A third view 4s to ascribe these words in Isaiah 53 

to Hezekiah. R. Yaqob Yoseph Mord*kheai Hayyim Passant 

subsoribes wholeheartedly to this view. Saya hes * © 

I have therefore heen led to the conviction that the 
the Perashsh may after all be referred intelligibly. 
and naturally to Hezekiah. Yor elthough, like ell 
other prophecies, most of Isaiah's also point to the 
latter days, when the Messiah will have appeered, still 
there are particuler ones which have reference to thet 
dust monarch, an@ to the fall of Sauherib, which took 
Place in his days and throvgh his merits. 

R. Sa*adyeah Ibn Danen says: “And now I will make knom what 

has been communicated to me from heaven, how namely, the 

Parasheh was originally uttered with reference to Hezehieh, 

king of Judah and Israel ."** 

There is yet a fourth view worthy of mention, coming 

properly under this group, which makes the prophet Iseiah 

himself the subject of his om prophecy. This view hes been 

defended in modern tines by Gesenius. *** This concludes the 

enumerection of the critical theories concerning the-subject © 

of the prophecy advanced by Ieeieh in chapter 53. - 

We have iisted the anofent Jewish tradition which treats 

the passage as Messianic and have also pondered over the later 

interpretations which are anti-Messianic.. Does the tradition 

of the ancient Jewish Church offer an argument in the face ‘of 

all the later opposition? ‘Indeed it does? The fact that the 

Jews in more ancient times referred this prophecy to the 

Gr. Driver's and Neubauer’s, mine Pirty-tnird Chapter oF 

ven e 2 

2 nearpedaeeea s Neudauer’s, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 

k wt . acs. : f : 

ae Gre ee: Greeaius! Commentor uber den Jesaies, Vol. IT 

&e 170 ff. 

adil Ccanan sees on Iseish, Vol. IT. pg. 259. 
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Messiah proves that such is the obvious reference. When their 

minds were not yot blinded with hatred against Jesus of Na-a- 

reth, when they were looking forward to the coming of a de- 

liverer, they applied the passage to Tim. and though they 

could not reconcile the misery and humiliation which Iealeh 

portrayed with the exaltation and glorious nature of the "Ser- 

vant" as described elsewhere, yet they believed, -and did not 

call this document into question. Barnes * adda this thought: 

Such was the fact in the Christian Church for ‘seventeen 
hundred years. The unvarying. sense affixed to any - 
written document for seventeen hundred years .is likely 
to be the true sense. And especially is this so, if. 
the document in question has been in the hands of the 
learned and unlearned; the. high and the lows; the stich 
and the poor; the bond and the free; and if they con- 
cur in giving to it the seme interpretation,. such en 
interpretation cannot easily or readily be set aside. 

  
* Gommentary on Isaiah, Vol. II. pee 259. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

‘SHE TROTIMONY OF CHRISTIAN TRADITION 
When considering the subject of the section, Ieaieh fifty- 

three, it will be well to refer to the testimony of the Chris- 

tian Church, though this testimony is only secondary. It can- 

not be used as proof therefore, end is only mentioned to show 

the striking coincidence, for the from earliest times the Church 

' interpreted the prophecy as referring to Christ, the Messiah. 

It is a strange fact that the intcrpretation of this 

prophecy has had the same history emong Christians as among 

the Jews. The early Jewish tradition considers Christ to be 

the "Servent of Jehovah". The same is the case among Chris- 

tians. All the early writers, with but few exceptions, held 

that Christ the Nazarene is referred to by Isaiah. Hengsten- 

berg notes a few of these rare exceptions. A certain Silesian, 

Galled Seidel, an atheist, held thet Christ had never come nor 

yet ever would. * He, therefore, and a certein Grotius, held 

Jeremiah to be the subject of Isaiah 55. These are two of the 

noted excentions. Outside of these few, almost ell Christians 

interpreted Isaiah 53 of christ. 

We shall note the following testimonies of several 

Church Fathers. 

Augustine (354-420) says: 

Isaiah has not only reproved the people for their iniquity 

and instructed them in righteousness, and foretold to the 

  

® Hengstenberg'’s Christology, Vol. II. pg 320. "He quotes. 

from Jac. Martini. 3, de tribus Elohim, pe. 592.  
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people calamities impending over them in the future; 
but he has also a greater number of predictions, than 
the other prophets, concérning Christ and the Church, 
i.e., concerning the King, and the Kingdom established 
by Him; so that some interpreters would rather call 
him an Evangelist than a Prophet. 

‘Following these words Augustine quotes Isaiah 53 and 

Closes with these words: 

Surely that may sufficet ‘There are in those words 
some things too which require explanation; but I think 
thet things which are so olesr should compel even ene 
mies, ag:inst their will, to: understand them. * The- 
testimony of Augustine is olear, and refers Isaiah 
S3 to Christ. -. : ’ 

Theodore (386) also remarks on this fifty-third chapter 

of Isaiah. 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 which was to take place after many generations, 
He showed to the holy prophcts in such a manner that 
they did not merely hear Him declere these things, 
but saw them. ** es , 

The ‘Church Father Clement (101) in writing his first 

epistle to the Corinthians, also refers to Isaieh 53. 

‘The testimony of the majesty of God, the Lord Jesus 
Christ, who came not in the noise of an imposter nor 
in arrogence, elso not as a powerful one, but being 
humble, as the Holy Spirit has said concerning Him; 
for He says: Lord, who hath believed our report, 
end to whom is the arm of the Lord revealed. *** 

Heretgpon Clement quotes the entire fifty-third chapter 

of Isaich, thus showing that he, in agreement with other 

. Ghurch Fathers, understood the prophecy to refer to Christ. 

w-“"thls quotation 18 taken from Hengstenberg’s Christology, 

Vol. II. pg. S20, who quotes from Augustines De Civitate 

Dei, 1. 18; c. 29. Note that Augustine makes a similer 
remark in his De Consensu Evangelisterum, 1.1.¢.51. 

** his quotation is taken from Hengstenbdere’s Christology, 
Vol. II Dee 320. He quotes from Theodoret, opp.ed. Hal. 

t. II. p. 558. 

 



Barnabas (a contemporary of Paul) held the ‘seme opinion. 

He saya: 

For it is written concerning Him (Christ) both to 
Israel end to us, and thus it says: He was bruised 
for our iniquities, He was wounded for our sins, we 
ere healed by His 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 quotes the fifth and’ seventh verses of Iseich fifty- 

three and refers them to Christ. 

To the testimony of these could.also be added the tes- 

timony of Justin (160) , Irenaeus (177-202) , Oyril of Alexan- 

Gria (400) and Jerome (331-342) who follow the tradition of 

the ancient Church and refer this prophecy to Christ. 

And down through the ages the Church has abided by 

the true interpretation as given by these Church Fathérs.- 

Here end there some exegete left the well marked road, but 

his voice wes not the testimony of the Church. The interpre- 

tation of Isaiah 53 was always of Christ. And at the time 

of the Reformation in the sixteenth century, we find the 

seme view held. Iuther (1483) says: 

And no doubt, there is not, in all the 014 Testament 
Soriptures, a clearer text or propheays both of the 
suffering and the resurredtion of Christ, than in 
this chapter. Wherefore it is but right that it 
should be conmitted to memory, that thereby we may 
strengthen our faith, and defend it, chiefly against 
the stiff-necked Jews, who deny their only promised 
Christ, solely on account of the offence of His cross.** 

Apostolicorum Opera by Gebhardt, pe 9. 
Barnabae Epistule, v.23 found in the Patrum Apostoli- 
corum Opera by Gebhardt, pe. 50. 

** This quotation of Luther is taken from Hengstenberg's 
Christology, Vol. II. pe. S2l. 

 



-76- : 
The entire se eeere chapter of Isaiah does not speak: 
of any people, individual or nation, but only of Christ, 
Who is the Head. The exposition of this passage does 

; not allow several explanations, but only one. It must 
be referred to Christ. * 

Nor did the various reformers, who differed on mony 

  

points, as for instance, on the Sacraments, on churoh polity, 

on externals, differ on the interpretation of the prophecy 

before us. They held to it, for it is a characteristic of 

Christianity. for example, Zwingli (1484-1531) says: 

That which now follows is so clearly a testimony of 
Christ, that I do not know whether, anywhere in Sarip- 
ture, there could be found anything more consistent, 
or that anything could be more distinctly said. Yor 
it is quite in vain that the obstinacy and perversity 
of the Jews have tried it from all sides. ** . 

The testimony of the ancient Christian Church 4s indeed 

striking, for it shows thet the Messianic interpretation has 

been accepted almost unanimously. And though this is.no 

proof for this interpretation, yet it tends to add weight 

to the Messianic view. 

  

3 cf. Luthers Works, St. Louis edition, Vol. VI. 641, 1.8. 

** Quoted from Hengstenberg's Christology, Vol. II. pg» 23l. = 
from the Annot. ad. h.l. (opp. ts If. Ture 1544, fol. 292). 
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OHAPTER FIVE 

In aplte of the clear internal, ‘testimony of the fifty- 

third chapter of Isaiah, in spite of the testimony of the New 

Testament, 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 prophesy. 

Jews end Gentiles alike have attacked the Messianic interpre- 

tation. Scholars have spent energy end tine advancing ergu- 

ments to disprove the Messianic interpretation. This prophecy 

has been attacked most fiercely. The prophecy has been 

approached from almost every engle. By methods of induction 

and deduction critics have succeeded in emassing a great nunie 

ver of arguments against the interpretation held by the true 

Christian Church, All eceuments center around one central 

point of controversy, namely, that Christ is not the "Servant 

Of Jehovah". ‘hose vho attack this propheoy are usually 

rationalistio, modernistio, or atheistic, and at times it ~ 

is very difficult to determine just which of the above classi- 

fications fit the critics. 

I. JEWISH GRITIOTsM | 
The Jewish interpreters lead the field in advenoing 

arguments against the Messianic interpretation. Their minds 

are so prejediced against Christ, are so filled with hatred, 

that for hundreds of years they. have prepered arguments 

against the current Christian interpretation. But they are 

T
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all biased and prejudiced. Here are some of their ob jeotions. 

1. "If he 1s God (and not man) to whom could he 
intercede?"* a 

2. "How could it be considered as a future fact that. 
he should be exalted? Is not the Godhead always 
exalteden** : 

Se “How can he be first in a state of depression?”*** 
4, “How aan it be srid that he will understand, since 

the Godhead always understands? ™**** 
5. "How does his receiving a reward egrce with his 

Nature 7ek kak / 

6. "If he is God, he could not be a servant."****** 
7. “How could it be said of him, that he did no 

violence, since God could not do 16 90*t*#se" 
8. “How can God be termed despised, forlorn of men, 

and stricken ?t***ttess 
9. "If he is smitten by God, how oan it be sald that 

he himself 1s Godor**t##ssene 
10. “If the Lord laid upon him the iniquity of us ell, 

then he 4s inferior to God the agent. °****** 
il. "If Cod bruised him, he is inferior to God," 

Be Ototetsol teak ; 
12. "If he were oon ae @ uld pose sates we pisseure 

of the Lord sha osper in his 3 
would then be God's own hands. "sssssehentes 

15. “The Eternal covld not undergo change or death." 
Meats Be ke ste ae eae aa eae 

  * Kimohi, Of. Driver's end Neubauer’s, "The Firty-Third 
Chapter of Isaiah," pe. 56. : 

+ Re aacod Reuben. Gt. beiveres amin Neubauer’s, "The 
Fifty-Third Chapter of Yeaia de. . 

*2* in: Jacob de Benbenc cf. the * same reference as above. 
**** abarbanel, Of. Driver's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter of 

wawne tone t eae the z are taken from ote tha se references 
Driver’s and Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter 
‘of Isaiah." Mordekhai , PEe 31. 

Seeeee R. Jacob. b. Reuben, Dee 60. 

*k*4eeH Jogeph bo Nathan, De. Th. 
SXRERSES Tinmann, pee 145. 
+keekGhHK RP Jacob b. Reuben, pE-~ SV. 

AME Ne ae He ac aye shea sheaf Lopez, Pe& 348. 

SMe Hehe aie ae sesh ee Ibn Shaprut, DE- 93. 

aetenanennney@barbanel , pe. 161. saa 
se e: e 4 

senenennesnen Gr. the aneredue tion to Driver's work, pg 1. 
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There were other abstract arguments advanced by Jewish - 

critios. E. B. Pusey lists some of these *****sexeeaeen (pe 90) 

It is held, that the Incsrnation is impossible; or that it is 

against the dootrine of the Atonement; or that Jesus, if the 
Messiah, ought to have removed temporal de:th; or to have re- 
paired Adem's sin entirely; or that mankind ought to heve been 

sinless afterwards; or that the Atonement is an encouragement 

to sin. Concerning these arguients Pusey says, “They are 

{irrelevant to this propheoy, or presuppose the sane meaning 

of its words. The ignorant oritiolsns upon our Lord's teach-= 

ing, or flippanoy in which they sometimes indulge, are still 

less relevant." 

There are only four criticisms of the Jews, as Pussey 

points out, that would affect our faith, and which must be 

refuted by us for that reason. These four arguments advanced 

by various Jewish writers we shell now consider. 

1. The first objection is based on the word ngrief®, 

sees 7 The contention 1s made. that the Messiah never 

hed a pain, "even a headache", up to the day of His death. 

The terms used here, "grief" and "sickness" were not realized 

in his pereOne and so cannot. apply to. him. 

Ansver: At first 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 is not a misquotation of facts.. But the word rendered 

"erief" does not always mean bodily ailment, as the Jews con- 

tended. It also means "mental ills". In faot Isaiah himself
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uses the word in that sense here in ohaptor fifty-three. 

Strange it 1s indeed that the eyes of the Jews are hidden. 
In the fourth verse we read, "He hath carried our sicknesses". 

Now, we ask, cnn one actuelly bear the bodily aliments of 

&nother person? Impossible! The word then refers to mental 

  

trouble. Again in the tenth verse wo read, "Yot it pleased 

the Lord to bruise him; he hath put him to E@lot.” ( M77 ), 

the terms here referring to “grief” in verse 3. The term is 

| used of mental 111s also in other perts of the Soripture, for 

instence, in Jer, 6, 7, where we read: "As a fountain casteth 

out her waters, so she casteth out her wickednoss: violence 

and spoil is heard in her; before me continually is grief and 

wounds." (Compare also such passages as Hos. 5, 15; Jer. 10, 

19; ool. 5, 16; 4, 2; Is. 57, 10, Jor. GS, 3. The meaning 

then is, that He took upon Himself erief, that is, mental 

pains, for He hei to carry our sins; and the realization of 

this task made Him to suffer mentally. We recall that Christ 

sveat bitter drops of blood in the Garden of Gethsemane, for 

He then felt the weicht of our sins. Mentally anguished, He 

asked the Father to remove the coup from Him, if that be in 

accordence with the will of the Fathers Agein, Matthew, the 

Evangelist, removes the shadow of doubt from this passage, 

\ for he distinctly interprets the words of Ieaieh as referring 

to Christ in this instence. Ye read in chapter 8, verse 17: 

"That it might be fulfilled which wan spoken by Esaies the 

prophet, saying, Himself took our infirmities, and bare our 

eicknesses." felitzsoch remarks concérning this: "The evan-  
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Gelist sav the fulfillment of these words in the help which 

Jesus rendered to the bodily sick of all sorts.” * 

&. The second objection of vital importence, advanced 

by the Jews, regards the word __).).a), rendered, "on him". 
They hold that this word is a plural and not a singular, and 

being e plural ond relating to the subject of this seotion, 

it distinctly show: that the subject 1s a collective and not 

on individuel. rinchi says, "Moreover ‘the prophet says "to 

them" (JJ); bus then (if releted to Jesus) he ought 

to have asid, "to him", . dy. 3; for ~/125. fs plural, being 

equivelent to 4/7.) _." ** In his grammer Kimchi says ***, 

wD occurs as the suffix of the 3rd person singuler, as in 

‘Job 20, 235 22, 2. Yor _ #_ end jee (_22.) contains in it- 

self the sign cf the plural noun, and indicates the masculine 

Singular also. for _# 4s the sign of the Srd person -masc. 

plural, and the LL of the Srd masc. sing.: and therefore 

—/2 12 used both of many end of one.” Thus Kimchi here con- 
tradicts his first statement. Many modern oritios refer it 

to "my people", Ewald scys, **** 

It cannot be denied that the very old 13.) 18 gemetines 
used by some poets in the sense of a singular, in very 
little words, as for J, "to him", as if in it 
the of the sin r were especially heard thru, 
Ps. ll, 73 Job. 22, 23 Deut. 335, 2, twioe; Is. 44, 15. 

  ® Of. Delitzsch Commentary on Isaiah, Vol. II pg. 282 ff. 
** Of. Driver's end Neubauer's, "The Fifty-Third Chapter © 

of Tasiah", pe. 55. Ste ei 
“** This is quoted by Pussey, in Driver's work, pgs Lit; 

Pussey has quoted {t from Pocooke, who quotes it from 
Kimehi's Grammar, f. 266. I, Ven. Svo. 

**#** Quoted from Pussey, (Cf. Driver's work mentioned above, 
’ pee 1111) who quotes from Ewald, Lehrb. Paragraph 247,
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Ansver: That 133 may refer to a collective is not to 

be'denied. But it is plainly evident from the context that 

here it refers to an individual and not to a collective. 

Pussey points this out in a most striking manner. He says:* 

The subject of this saction is spoken of in the singu- 
lar, sixty times in verbs and pronouns (and three times 

. In this vary verse), 1t is to be spoken of once in this 
. One verse in the plural; end that ‘the kings,’ alleged 

to be speaking in the plural ‘we,’ ‘our,’ fourteen 
times previously, should in this one verse speak in 
the singular, ‘my people’, i.e., the people of each 
of then. This double anomaly is to take plece in four 
words, without any indicetion in the context. ‘Those 
who were before spoken of in the singular are to be 
Spoken of in the plural, and those spoken of in the 
plural are to be spoken of in the singuler. 

The testimony of the context speaks against taking this 

123 in the sense of a collective. It is altogether natural 

and in accordence with good gremmar to refer it to an indivi- 

dual. and in this sense it well refers to Christ the Messiah. 

S. The third argument hinzes upon the word "death", 

%* 9). ‘Jewish oritios hold that the vord should be 

rendered “deaths”, plural. ‘Thus the subject of the prophecy 

  

is not one but many. Lipmann uses this argumentation: ** 

"Observe, he does not say "death,’ but ‘deaths'; yet a single 

man cannot die more than once." 

Answer: This argument is a very weak one. Let us take 

a similar plural, 4? ‘Z e This word is not translated 

"lives", but "life", singular. There are many words which 

  

* Of. the introduction to Driver's and Neubauer’s, "The 
Fifty-Third Chapter of Isaiah", pe. 1iii. liv. 

** cf. Drivers work mentioned above, pg. 149.  
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the Hebrew uses in the plural, but which have a singuler mean- 

ing. Why the language is thus constructed we do not know. 

Every language has its om peculiarities, The plural is used 
of @ condition, as ea period of life, or of a condition of the 

body. Compare these wrds: Z°7 PI, age; 4 2Sf, 

ee youth; —2IZ 2, maidenhood} 

TSS, bridehood, Jer. 2, 23 Z* £17 embalming, 

Gen. 50, 3; — 2/12), blindness. * There is absolutely 

mo reason why 29.3 cennot mean ‘state of death’ Just as 

—2%*'7_meons *state of life’. Besides, this agrees muoh 

better with the meaning of 4» "in, at". 
Besides all this we have the testimony of the early in- 

terpreters, who render it as singular. The Septuagint says, 

"and I will give the wicked for his grave and the rich for 

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

  

- truction", ** sasadyah says, "his death"***, Yepheth b. Ali 

Says, "How the Messiah will resign himself to die"****, 

Joseph b. Nathan says, "in his death"*****, 

With all this positive evidence the argument of the 

later Jewish critics does not stand. 

4. We now take up the fourth weighty ergument advanced 

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

Pusse uotes these @ e ae 
153 on ar. Driver's work mentioned ata (’ ), pe. lv, 
introduct fon. 

ae Cf. Driver's and Mecha nenis 3) "The Fifty-Third Chapter 
of Isaiah," pg. 6. 

eee Ors Driver's work, pg. 18. 
cone e Driver's work, pg 287. 
seeee Gf Driver's work, pe. 75. 
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f rendered "eeed", ./ 7]. They hold that this word is never 

F used metaphorically, but always of the physical descendants of 

E & person. But Christ never had any physical descendants, so 

  

He could not have been meant. If the disoiples of His had been 

meant, it should have beon written "sons", for the word "seed" 

is not used in this way. Abarbanel says; * ays 4. 
"He shell see sced, shall lengthen days." Yet, accord- 

e* _ ing to what 1s related of his life, Jesus died in 
t youth, end had neither son nor daughter. Or, if ‘seed' 
[ be explained of those who followed his doctrine, then 

such as these are never in the whole of Scripture so 
named. ; pet, : 

: Answer: The text does not say "his seed" but "a seed". 

This thought then corresponds with that given in Ps. 28, 873 

"All the ends of the world shall remember and turn unto the 

Lord: and all the kindreds of the nations shell worship before 

thee"; and with that given in Ps. 22, 30. Sl: "A seed shall 

serve him; {t shall be accounted to the Lord for a generation. 

t
o
e
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They shall come, and shell deolere his righteousness unto @ 

M
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people that shall be born, that he hath done this.” So, the 

"seed" refers to the spiritual Kingdom of Christ. And in this 

way the earliest Jewish interpreters understool "seed", nemely 

as"a seed", Thus Yepheth b. Ali ** says! "Yl will pay him his 

reward end he shall see seed." 

Concerning the objection that "seed" must m cessarily 

mean "physical offspring," we must oriticelly sey thet this 

is little short of an absurdity. If disciples, we ere not 

* Gf. Driver's work . 161. - 
** of, Driver's end heubauer' 8, "The Firty-Third Chapter 

of Ieaieh," DE. 28. 
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“80ns, can be called sons, then likewise, not being physical 

seed, they may yet also be called seed. That "seed" dees not 

necessarily mean “physical seed" is seen from the passage in 

Gen. 5, 15. The seed of the serpent ts there mentioned. The 

meaning here is that the seed of the serpent is the devil 

Whom the seed of the women, namely Christ, crushed by His 

Yesurreotion and death. . 

Thus We have seen that the four great arguments cf the 

Jews when closely scrutinized fall to the ground, giving way 

to truth. And perhaps one of the most striking things which 

Speak against all anti-Messianio interpretations is the fact 

that there are so many various interpretations. Those ‘who do 

not refer the passage to Christ are unable to agree among them- 

Selves who it should be. They cast about in the sea of doubt, 

@8 a ship deprived of its rudder, $122 they catch on some 

rocky precipice. And clinging to it they are finally dashed 

to pleces, for it is a dangerous rock upon which they have 

rested. Those who do not find christ in this propheoy in 
truth reject His Truthfulness. 

IX. OTHER ORI TOTS 
But the Jews are not alone in advanoing arguments against 

the Messianic interpretation of Isaiah chapter fifty-three. 

Men from Christian ciroles have aleo come to front attacking 

this prophecy. In the next peges we shall consider three ar- 

guments advanced by them, which must be refuted. 

1. It is asserted very emphatically that the Messiah 

is nowhere else designated as the “Servent of God." * Answer:  
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This is a very bold statement, and cannot be substantiated. 

In fact, there are several instances where "the Servant of 

the Lord" fs especially and distinoly mentioned as the 

Messiah. For instance, in Zecharieh 3, S we read: "Hear 

now, 0 Joshua the high priest, thou, and thy fellows that 

sit before thee: for they are men wondered at: for, behold, 

I will bring forth my servent the BRANCH." Christ is the 

—Z2J3., the Branch. Most interpreters are unanimous in 

referring this expression to Him. Hengetenberg shows that 

also the Chaldee Parephrast explains this 737 by wg ZV 5» 

“Messiam et revelabiter"”.** fe 

Again in Ezekiel 34, 23, 24 we read, "And I will set 

up one shepherd over them, and He shall feed them, even ny 

servant David, He shall feed them, and He shell 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 Lord refers as the "Servant" is none 

other then the Christ the Messiah. 

Agein, in Isaiah 42, 1 we find these words: "Behold 

my servant whom I uphold, mine elect, in whom my soul de- 

lighteth." It is generally admitted that the Servent of the 

Lord" here describes Christ the Messiah. The New Testament 

substentiates the claim that the "Servant" here referred to 

is the Messiah. In Matt. 3, 17 at the beptiem of Christ, 

the words, "This is my beloved son in whom I em well pleased, 

hear ye him", refer to Is. 42, 1. Again, Natt. 12, 17-21 

  ¥~~6f. Hendwerk. 
** cf. Hengstenberg’s Christology, Vol. II, Bg. 527.  
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quotes 42, 1-5, and refers these words to Christ, "And 

oherged them that they should not make Him know", that 
the words in Isaiah 42, 1-3 may be fulfilled. 

Again, in Isaieh 49, 5 we find that Christ is referred 

to as the "Servant of the Lord": "Thou art my servent, 0 

Israel, in whom I will be Glorified." Isaiah 49, 6 makes 

the same claim: "It is a Light thing that thou shouldest 

be my servent to raise up the tribes of Jecob, and to restore 

the preserved of Israel." That this latter passage refers 

to Christ 1s shown from Luke 2, 31.31, where Simeon designates 

Christ as the GuiInpioy of God, which He hed prepered before 

the face of all people. This refers to the words in 49, 6: 

That thou mayest be my salvation unto the end of the earth.” 

And again 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 els give thee 

for a light to the Gentiles." Again, Acts 15, 46. 47 shows 

that 49, 6 refers to Christ, and therefore that the "Servant 

of the Lord" is Christ. The passage reads, " I have set 

thee to be a light of the Gentiles, that thou shouldest be 

for salvation unto the ends of the earth." 

On the basis of this evidence, the contention of the 

critics that the Messiah is nowhere designated es the 

"Servant of God" is false and contrary to fact. 

2. A second argument is advanced by certain critics, 

among them Gesentus, which stetes that everything spoken of 

in this chapter is represented es past, and must refer to 

some action before the time of the writing of this chapter.  
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These critics hold that it 1s not admissable both for gram~ 

matical ond philological reasons to interpret everything 

here spoken of es future. Rather, the suffering, death, etc., 

of the "Servent" are here represented as past, since in Is. 

55, 1-10 all the verbs. cre in the preterite. Only the glor- 

ification appears in the future, and is expressed in the 

future tense. 

Ausver: This argument is rather an important one and 

must be given: onreful consideration. In the first place, it 

is not true that all verbs in this section are in the past. 

Tn some places the prophet uses the future even when refere 

ring to the sufforings. Yor instance, in verse 7 we find 

M31 ° 3 in verse 10 we find Z* YZ in verse 12 we find 

J5:. In the second plece, Isateh sometimes: speaks of 

the elorificetion in the preterite, and not always in the 

future, as the crities contend. For instance in verse 8 

we find // s in vers 12, x UY / - lm the third place, 

it is a fact ‘that the anoient translators sometimes rendered 

these preterites es, futures and not as pest. Thus in the 

Septuegint we find in verse 14: <xornonm- Adoguoes.* Ac= 

cordingly, therefore, we find thet the arguments of the 

Critics fall when scrutinized very closely. tie find, then, 

that the prophecy is of Christ. Isaiah, in vision, is - 

Placed in the midst of the scenes which he desoribes. He 

looks on the sufferings of the "Servent". He describes His 

humiliation, suffering, agony, death as if they were: then pin
 i
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occuring. Though, therefore, the events which. he. desoribes 
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were to occur several hundred years afterwards, yot they 

are portrayed, os his other prophecies are, as passing be- 

fore his eyes, and as events which he was permitted in — 

vision to see. : 

Se <A third argument advanced by the critios is this. 

It is asserted that the idea of a suffering Messiah is 

foreign to the 01d Testament and stends in contradiction 

even to its prevailing views of the Messiah. We note that 

this is not a new contention, for the Jews. already advonded 

the seme argument.** The basis for this view is thet it 

rests upon the expectation of Messiah, who is not to suffer, 

but who is to be glorious, who is to come in glory, rule 

in glory, and lead his people to glory. “ufferings are to 

be foreign to the Messiah. 

Answer: In anaver to the above declaration, it must 

be seid that it is a statément which absolutely lecks proof 

and which can easily be disproven. Christ Himself declared 

that His vhole suffering hed been foretold in the Old 

Testament. 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 was reokoned with the transgressors: 

for the things concerning me have an end." And again in 

Merk 9, 12 Christ said: "Elias verily cometh first, and 

restoreth all things; and how is it written of the Son of 

man, that he must suffer many things, and be set at naught." 

Hengatengerge treats this argument in his Ohristology, 

Vol. II 2 oL7-S28, . 
** cf. Lipmenn, Driver's end Neubauer’s, "The Fifty-Third 

Chapter of Isaiah", pe. 148. 
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Clearer testimony could not be given, than the words of 

Christ Himself. 

Moreover, when Christ finelly appeared, the more 

enlightened of the Jews expected a suffering Messiah. ffohn 

the Baptist thus spoke of Christ, for he said, "Behold the. 

lamb of God which taketh away the sins of the vorld." 014 

Simeon realized that this Messieh had to suffer, for he 

said, "Behold, this child is set for the fall end rising of 

many in Isreel; and for a sign which shall be spoken against. 

Yea, e sword shall plerce through thy own soul also, that the 

thoughts of many hearts may be revealed," (Luke 2, 34.35). 

The idea of a suffering and dying Messiah was not foreign, 

for else these men, such as Simeon, would not have known 

that this child had to suffer. 

It is true that every single Messianic prophecy does 

not show Christ's complete work. The prophet Isaiah is one 

of the few who in his various propheoies presents a complete 

picture of the life and work of the Lord. But we meet 

with various phases of the Messiah's work in various pas- 

sages. In the following pessages we meet with the suffering 

and dying Messiah; and these show thet such a Messieh was 

spoken of in the 01d Testament. In Isaiah, chapters 49 end 

50, in Neniel 9, in Zechariah 9, 9,10, in Zechariah ll, 12, 

15: "And I said unto them, If ye think good, give me my 

Price; and if not forbeer. So they weighed for my price 

thirty pieces of silver. And the Lord said unto me, Cast 

it unto the potter: a goodly price that I was priced et 

of them. And took the thirty pieces of silver, snd cast
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them to the potter in the house of the Lord.” ‘he lowly birth 
of the Messiah is spoken of in Micah 5, 1.23 “Now gather thy- 

self in troops, 0 daughter of troops: he hath laid siege 

egainst us; they shell smite the judge of Israel with a rod 

upon the cheek. But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou 
be little among the thousands of Judah, yet out of thee shall 

He come forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel; whose 

Geings forth have been from of old, from everlasting." In 

view of this evidenos the above contention, that the idea of 

@ suffering and expliating Messiah is foreign to the Old Test- 

ament, cannot be held. 

III. FOUR NON-HESSIANIC RETATIO 

It stands to reason! that those who object to the Messianic 

interpretation will find another subject, other than the 

Nessiah, for the prophecy. However, they cannot agree on 

the subject. The suggestions are varied and numerous. But 

only four explanations are worthy of consideration, first, 

the one which makes the whole Jewish people the subjeot; 
second, that which refers it to the godly portion of the 

Jewish people; third, that which refers it to the collective 

body of the prophets; and fourth, that which refers it to 

some individual other than the Messiah Himself. The follov- 

ing points may be advanced simultaneously against all four 

interpretations. 

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

* cr. Hengstenberg, Christology, Vol. Il. pr. S54. 
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destroy the doctrine of the inspiration of the Bible. Aocord« 
ing to these interpretations the contents of Isateh 53 is not 
truth, ‘but mere fancy... Says Hengstenberg,.. 

If these interpretations be true, .then the prophets 
&r6 no longer godly men moved by the Holy Ghost (2 Pet.-1, 21).. Then their name _\‘ »..by which -1asd Stnonte,‘sho"trec te ine ien 60 an Prechieg oe" 
Him, 1s made a lier and a cheat.. 

In the second place, Hengstenberg points out * that 

"4f one of the four above interpretations be correct, then 
the subject is not a real person,. but en ideal one,.a personi- 

fled collective." However,.it is impossible to hold this 

ideal subject through the entire prophecy.. In several in- 

stances in chapter fifty-three a single individual is required. 
For instance, in verse 3 the subject is called Xs in 

verses 10 and 12 the subject has a souls: the grave and the 
Seath which are mentioned in the singuler require a singular 

Bub ject. Moreover, if we compare this passage with those 

Where the expression "Servant of the Lord” is referred to 

& collective body, to Israel, we notice a distinot difference. 

Tn the following passages the expression refers to Israel: 

Is. 41, 8.9; 44, 1.2.21; 45, 43 48, 20.21; 42, 24.263 45, 

10 - 14, In these passages there can be no doubt thet the 

reference is to collective Israel, for the names. Jacob and 

Israel are added. Besides this, the prophet uses the plural 
beside the singular, to show that the “Servant of the Lord” 

"Gr. Hengstenberg, Ohristology, Vol. Il. pa. SS.
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is an ideal person, a collective. But in the prophecy before 

us, Isaiah 53, the singular term is used so often, and con- 

ditions spplicable only to an individual are used so often, 

that 1t is impossible to refer the passage to any other than 

the Messiah. 

And in the third place, Hengstenberg pointe out a very 

strong argument against all of the four above interpretations.* 

He shows that the absolute sinlessness and righteousness of 

the "Servant" was essential. And this is true, In 53, 9 we 

  

read, “Because he had done no violence, neither was any deceit 

in his mouth;" and in verse 11 we read, "He, the rightous one, 

my servant, shall justify many." Yes, he had to be holy, sin- 

less, free from deceit :nd guile. Now, place any of the four 

interpretations under the light of this condition, and they 

fall. How Gan any one say that the Jewish people as a whole 

were free from sin, when we know that they continually mur- 

mered against God, yes, even went so far as to build for then- 

selves a golden calf? They murmered under the yoke of 

Egyptien bondage. ‘They murmered when they were freed, com- 

Plained that they had to undergo so many hardships. They 

longed efter the fleshpots of Egypt. ‘They complained when 

God fed them with manna from heaven. They refused to hear 

God. Agein and again they had to be punished. Such a mur- 

mering people could not be free from sin, Such a complein- 

ing nation could not be holy, for else they would have done 

what God had commanded then. 

  * Of. Hongstenberg, Christology, Vol. II. p&- 556. 
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How can eny hold trat the better portion of the Jewish people 

were free from sin, for all men are under the law? How could 

the - prophets be the subject, when they too sinned, as we read 

in thelr confessions. And finally, how could any individual 

be the “Servant" of the Iord, for ail mon are born tn sin, 

are dead by nature? And if someone will sey that men are free 

from. sin, then let him read eny of the pessages of Holy Serip- 

ture, where the sinfulness of mankind is taught as being uni- 

versel, e.g., Cen. 2; Gen. 33 Gen. 6, 5: 8, 223 dob 14, 4} 
15, 14-16; Ps. 14; 51, 73 Prov. 80, 90. 

On the basis of these passages it is very clear that 

  

men is sinful end evil. How then can man be a substitute for. 

his brother, since he is guilty of sins, as is the brother? 

The doctrine of the substitution by men is foreign both to 

the Old and to the New Testaments. This seems a truth so © 

self-evident that no one would debate it. But lo, we find 

men trying to prove that the idea of the substitution of man 

was very generel in Scripture. Gesenius is one of these 

critics, who holds this position. He argues that the guilt of 

the fathers is visited upon the children unto the third end 

fourth generation, and this he calle substitution. * Gesenius 

** quotes 8 Sam. 21, 1-14, and states that it seems that the 

family of Saul is punished for his deeds of sin. This again, 

he holds is substitution, However, this 1s not substitution. 

Hengstenberg explains this; 

   

    cf. Geseni ‘Commentary ©: Vol. II, 

Sarevelac Gesenius ~ wre anthentisity of the Tee teeeush,® 

Vol. TI. pee 446 ff 
** of, Gesenius, Commentery on Isaieh, Vol. II, Des 169. 
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The evil spirit which filled Saul, pervaded his fenily 
at the same time, It was probably in the interest of 
his femily, and with their concurrence, that the wicked 
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 proper and correct inter- 

pretation. Certainly 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. 

‘Gesenius again refers to 2 Gem. 24. There we read how 

the people are punished, seemingly for the sins of David, their 

king. Gesenius has also seized upon this text to prove his 

contention that substitution on the pert of man was not foreign 

to the 014 Testament. ** Again Hongstenbderg *** explains this 

very well when he says: 

The people do not suffer as substitutes for the sin, 
which David had committed in numbering the people; 
but the spirit of pride which had inelted the king 
to number the people, was widely spread among then. 

Thus the difficulty in this passage {s explained away. 

Gesenius**** likewise refers to 2 Sam. 12, 15-18, where 

it seems that the child of David and Bathseba is punished 

for the sin of its parents. However, the fect thet the child 

died, does not mean that it died for the sins of its parents, 

end was thus a substitute. Hengstenberg seys:***** 

  "Gt. Hengstenbera, Christology, Vol. If. pa. 556 ° stenber, 8 es e e eo ° 
ae of. Gesenius, Ssaani sary on Ieaiah,. Vol. IZ, pa. 189. 

Compare alao Gésenlus « "The Authenticity of. the 
Pentateuch,” Vol. II. pee 446 fF. 

e** = §€66of, _Hengstenberg, Christology, Vol. II. pgs 336. 
“kee Commentary on Isefah, Vol. If, Pee 169. 
seenk Christology, Vol. iI, Bee 336. ;   
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It is not the child which suffers, but David, whose 
repentance was to be deepened by this visitation. 

Others, who hold that substitution of man is spoken of 

in the Bible quote Josh. 7, 1, where it seems that the whole 

arny suffers for what Achan has committed. However, again the 
ase is not correct, for the very fact that the whole army 

suffered implies that the whole community was to a certein de- 

Gree implicsted in the orime. 

Dan. 11, 35 is referred to as teaching a substitution by 

man, but this paeeage is not ‘oonelusive yroon. The pesaage 

reads, "And some of them of understanding shall fall, to try 

them, and to purge, end to make them white, even to the time 
of the end: beceuse {t 13 yet for a time eppointed." Hergsten- 

berg explains this very well:* 
1. 

The Z/7—2 (*to try them’) refers to the 7 f2¥2 
("some 6 em of understending’). -The sense 18: 
thet some of them of understanding shell fall when 
they try by themselves to purge themselves and to- 
make themselves white. Sut there is no room for a 
substitution theory. : ; 

Therefore, on the bests of these facts and proofs we can 

sey that the 014 Testament knew of no substitutionary theory 

of man for men. Rether when the Bible says, "They are all un- 

der sin", ** the substitution theory is denied. And if men, 

veing sinners, ‘cannot be substitutes, then no man can fit in- 

to this prophecy as its subject, for the prophecy denands of. 

its subject that it be both holy and eapeble of being a: sub- 

stitute for the sins of men. — - 

. . : 

a Ghristolo Vol. ITI e 006 : 5 : 

** Rom. 3, 9; Gen. 6,05 "are; Job 14,4; Pa.14; 51,7} 
Prove 20,9. 5; 
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In the fourth plage, wo ask this question. which of 
those suggested by the four interpretations could really ful-~ 
fill the details of this prophecy? vhioh of those, either the 

Group of Jews, prophets, or sane individual, was ever cut off 

from the lend of the living, died, and then saw his seed agein 

and prolonged his days? Which of these can say, *I have done 

all these things. ** 

: There is no one to whom this prophecy can refer, must be 

the conelusion of hin who openly hears the counter-arguments 

thus fer presented. 

IV. THE INTERPRETATION WHICH MAKES THE 

  

For the benerit of completeness we shall. now list the 

individual interpretations, studying the various phases of 

each, and rejecting them on the basis of impossibilities. The 

first interpretation, one. which, as atated in shapter three, 

was already advanced by the Jewish oritios, is that which makes 

the Jewish people as a whole the subjest of the prophesy. Row 

is this interpretation fit into the prophecy? Beecher explains 

this very well: 

It 1s Israel, whom Yahweh ohose, separated from the 
peoples, led through a cover of mingled suffering — 
and viotory, set for a light to the netions, and 
made to be, in very important senses, the world's 
Trefeemer. It is Israel whose mission of good to man~ 
kind has so lergely resulted from his sufferings, 
from his being soattered.among the people, and sub- 
jected to undeserved contempt ani 111 treatment. 

    e Goo ee 7 8 y ow 

Ve 271, tr. 2.’ (a) presents the same argunent. 
** Explained by Willis J. Beecher in "The Prophets and the 

Promise", pe. 285.  
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Among those who refer the “Servant of the Lord" to the 

Whole Jewish people we find the following: 

Gesenius, who says, that the fect that the New Testament 

epplies this passage to Christ, does not prove that it is ful< 
filled in Christ. Reason: .1t was the oustom at that tine of 

the New Testoment to refer to these prophecies and use them 

@isregarding their local sense("Zocalsinnes"). Besides, 

Isaiah fifty-three is never used in the New Testament eas a 

Vicarious atoning. * Gesenius here makes statements which 

Cennot be proven and are also false. But he then continuss, 

end gives his opinion as to who the subject of the prophesy 

is. He says that the interpretation which makes the Jewish 

people the subject of the prophecy has also been sugeested, 

end that to him it eater that this one is the most logical.** 

Others who hold that the entire Jewish people is the: subject 

of the prophecy are Rosenmueller ***, Hitzig ****, Koester *****, — 

Schuster ***#**, Telge t##*#*s, Noederlein. ********, Stephan’ 

eReRRIKK, Eichhorn **#*#*##*"*, The interpretation of these 

men is practically the same as that of the Jews, with but one 

slight difference, The Jews considered the sufferings as a 

reference to their then existing exile, while these men con- 

  
* Cf. Gesenius, Commenter ueber Jesieh. Vol. II. p& 168.165 

* Gesenius, Commentar uebor Jesaiah, Vol. II. pe. 165. - 
*** Yn the second edition of his commentary. ; 
+ase lendwork. : a ‘ 

***** De Servo Jehovae apud Jesaliam. Kil. 1638. a 
*4"*e% Josalae Oratic Prophetioa Gap. 62,135 - 55,12.Gott.1794. 
#+ene48 Yolotemata Ad Carmen Fatidioun Jes, 52, i 
“#teS*S% Ty tho preface and annotations, in the thir 

: teh . 
anennnsae ngodonie n usber die Entstehung u. ausbildung der 

Idee von einen Messias,” Nuernderg, 1767. 

a. edition 

   



-101< 
Sider these sufferings as referring to the Babylonian éxttc. 

Otherwise their interpretations egree. ‘In verses one to ten 
the Gentiles are supposed to be speaking. These Gentlies 

Confess that they have had a wrong, conception of the Jews. 

They imaginea that the Jewish nation was sufferitig for tts 

own sins, but now they (the Gentiles) confess that it is their 

Sins which cause the Jews all this suffering. Thus according 

to this the Jewa suffer for the sins of the Gentiles as 

substitutes. * George F. Moore ** hes the following to say 

concerning this interpretation: 

There are afflictions for which self-examination dis- 
covers no explanation either in the way of trans- 
eression or of negligence. For such a special cate- 
g0ry wes made, “chastisements of love." ‘thom the | 
Lord loveth he corresteth’ (Prov. 3, 12). Every one. 
"in whom the Holy God takes pleasure, he orushes 
with sufferings, as it is said, *fThe Lord took pleas- . 
ure (in him); he crushed him, made him 411°" (Jaa. 53, 
10). Such evidences of God's peculler love must be - 
accepted in corresponding love: ‘If thou makest his 
life a ssorifice of restitution.’ As a restitution- 
seorifice is made vith conselousness (of the reason), 
890 chastisements (are to.ba received) with a conscious- 
ness (of the reason, sa, God's love). Then only do 
they have the consequences promised in the second 
half of the verse, ‘He shall see his posterity and 
prolong his days; and the purpese of the Lord shall 
succeed through his instrumentality’ (Ise. 55, 10b). 

Again he says: *** 

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

  @ exposition o ts. 
* Cf. Hengstenberg's explanation of this in his 

Ohristology, Vol. If. pa. S28.. 
** af. George Foot Moore, "Judaism in the First Centuries 

of the Christian Era," Vol. II. Pes 256. 

Teka cf. Pe 327. ig 5
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unitary and consistent revelation of God, had no ink- - 
ling of all this, and interpreted the latter part of 
the Book of Isaiah in accordance. with the former. 
Thus Isa. 42, 1, "Behold my servant the Anointed 
(Messiah), I wiil drew him hear, my Chosen in whom 
my word delights; I will put my holy spirit upon hin, 

- nd he shall revesl my judgment to the nations.” 

But this interpretation is presumption, and therefore 

Sannot stend. “ And now we shall attack this view from the 

various angles wnich present themselves. 

In the first place we note that the parallel passages 

do not admit this interpretetion. Beok remarks: ** 

Even so far back as chapter 42, 1, difficulties 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 
penetrated by the Spirit, so as to become the 
teachers of the Gentiles? Chapter 49 is a true 
Oross for the interpreters. Finally, the section, 
chepter 1, Hitzig¢g himself is obliged to explain as 
referring, to the Prophet; and thus this inte ta= 
tion forfeits the boast of most strictly holding — - 
fast the unity of this notion. 

In the second place, the contents of Ieaish fifty-three 

itself overthrovs the notion that the subjeot is the Jewish 

people as a vhole. Hengstenberg notes the mention of four 

things in the chepter which are very importent, nemely, 

"First, the Servant volunterily tekes upon Himself his suffer- 

“Ang; comp. vv.10-12; secondly, he, who himsclf 4s sinless, 

bears the sin of oth=rs (compare verses 4 to 6); thirdly, by 

means of this his suffering, the justification of many is 

effected (compare verse 5); and fourthly he suffers guietly 

  * Gesenius holds thia view, Of. Comnentexy on Isaiah, 
Vol. IT. a) 165. 3 

**® guoted ae Hengstenberg, Christology, Vol. IIe Dé 556.357.
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and patiently (compare verse 7)." But we shall note that not 

even one of these four signs will fit the Jewish people as such. 

The “Servent of the Lord" had to suffer voluntarily, for 

We read: "He hath poured out his soul unto death.” When did 

the Jews ever suffer voluntarily? Critios 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 which was being placed upon them. They certainly 

aid not bear their captivity voluntarily. 

The “Servant of the Lord" had to be sinless. Can this 

be said of the Jewish people? If one reads the 01d Testament 

his answer will be en emphatic "No’. Their captivity came 

upon them beoause of their sins. Moses end the Prophets had 

warned them, that because of their sins they would have to 

suffer grievous captivity. Cf. Lev. 26, 14 ff: “But if ye 

will not hearken unto me, end will not do all these commend~ 

Ments.seee 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 ehell. flee when none pursueth you." * 

Isaicsh 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 lips 

  

  * Gompere @iso the following passages: Deut. 28, 15 ff; 29, 
Eo    
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have spoken lies, your tongue hath muttered perverseness. * 

And agein he says: ** 

Their feet run to evil, and they make haste to shed. 
innocent blood; their thoughts are thoughts of iniquity; 
Wasting and destruction are in their paths. The way 
of peace they know not; and their is no judgment in 

_ their going: they have made them crooked peths; 
whosoever goeth therein shell not know peace. 

And agein he says; *** 

In transgressing and lying ageinst the Lord, ond de- 
parting away from our God, speaking oppression end 
revolt, conveiving and uttering from the heart words 
of falsehood. 

And egcin 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 not walk in His ways, neither were they 
obedient unto His law. 3 

Again we find this mention of the sinfulness of the people saree 

Put me in remembrance: let us plead:together; declare 
thou, that thou mayest be justified. Thy first father 
hath sinned, and thy teachers have transgressed against 
me. P 

Again God tells Isracl that 1t is purely because of His grace 

and mercy that He is redeeming them from the punishment which 

they fell into because of their sins: ****** 

For mine ow aake, even for mine own sake, will I do it; 
for how shall my neme be polluted? ond I will not give 
my glory unto another. 

How then can these same Jews, of whom the Bible speeks 

as being full of sin, "polluted", be the "Servant of the Lord", 

  * "a" Tp, 24. 
ox Is: op: 78. wanes a. a3 26.27. 
*** Ts, 59 » 135. eeeee2 Ts, 48, 1l.
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who must be sinless? 

_ But in the face of all this testimony some stil1 hold 
that the Jewish people are the subject of the prophecy *. 

Hitzig builds up a sort of "treasury of merits". The Jews 

suffered for their sins, it 1s true, he says. But so great 

Was their punishment, thet it far exceeded their sins, 80 

that a surplus was built up, by which the Gentiles were bene- 

Tited, But this view of Hitzig 1s likewise contrary to Sorip- 
tures, for the prophet Isaiah shows that the punishment leid 
upon them because of their sins was "tempered with mercy”, 

end was not the due reward of their sins. He says: 

For my neme's sake will I defer. mine enger, 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 remnent, we should have been as 
Sodom, and we should have been like unto Gomorrah.*** 

  

So, according to the above testimony it is clear that 

the Jewish people could not have been the subject of the pro- 

pheoy, for the Jews were sinners end the subject must be 

sinless. 

We note furthermore that the "Servant of Jehovah" was 

to justify many by his vicarious satisfcction. Could the 

Jewish people do this? In order for suffering to be vicarious 

absolute sinlessness and righteousness must exist in’ the sub- 

ject. But the Jews were sinners. How then: could their suffer- 

ings justify any, since, as sinners, their sufferings could 
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not even justify themselves? s 

And finally, the "Servant of the Lord" was to bear his 

suffering with patience.’ How little can the Jewish people fit 
into this picture! They, above all other things, did not have 

the quality of patience, In fact, it was one of the main 

tasks of the prophets to oppose their continual murmerings. 
Isaiah himself chides them because of this: ** 

‘Woe unto him that striveth with his Maker! Let the 
potsherd strive with the potsherds of the earth. 
‘Shall the clay say to him thet fashioneth it? hat 
makest thou or thy work, He hath no hands? woe unto 
him that saith unto his father, Whet 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 Lord hed released them from the bondage 

in Egypt, they who complained against Him when He sent. manna 

from heaven? It is hardly possible. 

A third argument against the interpretation that the 

Jewish people is the subject of the prophecy is given by 

Hengstenberg: *** 

Against the hypothesis that the people are the subs ot 
of the prophecy, there is the circumstance that it 
carries along with it the unnatural supposition that, 
in chapter 53, 1-10, the heathen are introduced as 

- speaking. 

Giesebrecht holds this view, that the heathen are the 

speakers, His reasons are these: first, "It is the heathen 

who are spoken of in 52, 13-15, and a change to Ierael would 

* Compare Lange's Bibelwerk, Jesaja, S. 600, where the same 
contention is brought forth. 

"* Is, 45,'9 f. Cf. Lange's Bibelwerk, Jesaja, S. 605. 
ee Cf. Christology, Vol. II. PE. 3359.
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be too sudden." * smith enswers: "The heathen ere not spoken 

of in this sedtion; it st111 would not be too sudden of a change 

to switch to Israel here, for Isaieh abounds in abrupt transi- 

tions." 

Glesebrecht's second reason is that: 

The words in 53, 1 suit the heathen. They have alrea 
Teceived the news of the exaltation of the Servant, which in 52, 15 was promised them. This 1s the Leeds 
i.e., news we have just nerd: ete sa plu- 
perfect of the subjunctive. mood: iO ¢O or who would 
have believed this news we have just heard, and the arm 
of Jehovah to whom was it revealed’, i.e., it was re- 
vealed to nobody. : 

Giesebrecht cannot hold this point, for L272 WZ 

is not a pluperfect subjunctive, but is a simple perfect. Bé- 

sides, the "Servant" was not yet exalted. 

Giesebrecht's third point is this. He elters the reading 

of verse 8 from j29) AWA LD SUD), "for the transgression 
T st ——_ ve 5 

of my people wes the stroke to him" to Yi? Z2YYW 32, 

"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 then said in the text that the "Servant" 

was stricken for the sins of "ny people". 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. 

¥ Geo. A. mith quotes from Glesebrecht, "Beitraege aaa esate 
Kritik", 1890, pe. 146 ff, The quotation in Smith: 
Book of Isaiah", Vol. II. pe. 349. 

** August Knobel, "Der Prophet Jesaja,” S. 362.
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. In final argument against -the interpretation which takes 

the "Servant of the Lord" as a reference to the people of 

Israel, we look et the passages, Zeoh. 3, 8 - 10 and Jer. 23, 

5-8. The prophet Zechariah apparently identifies the Branch, 

& familiar designation of the Messiah, with the Servant, where- 

by the iniquity of the lend is taken away. It is the Messteh 

who bears the sins of the people and not the people themselves 

who bear their own sins. We must agree with John Davis, who 

Says that "the description of the suffering servant of chapter 

53 actually finds its counterpart in. Christ." * 

V. JHE INTERPRETATION RHICH MAKES THE GODLY 

POR OF THE J PEOPLE THE 

SUBJEO? OF THE PROPHECY 

Another interpretation yofers the "Servant of Jehovah" 

to the pious portion of. Israel. One of the chief advocetes 

of this interpretation is Paulus **. Ammon *** iikewise de- 

fends it. This view is built up on this idea, that the pious 

Israelites suffered for the sins of the wicked of their nation. 

The pious portion remained true to their Jehovah, while the 

ungodly forsook ‘the faith of their fathers. Exile Game upon 

the ungodly, but also upon the godly, for they were bearing 

the sins of the former. when therefore the ungodly saw that 

their pious brethren were being punished as they, they drew . 

the inference that the faith of the godly hed been in vain. 

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

  * “Davis, "A Dictionary of the Bible", pe. 697 97 f. 
“* cf. Memorabilien, Bd. 5, 3. 178-192. 
*** Christologie, S. 108 ff. 
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their error, They realized 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 cause for 

the- punishment and exile of the godly. And humbly they then 

acknowledged their fault and repented of their sins. * Others 

Who support this view are von Coelln **, Thenius **2. Maurer 

and Knobel. ‘he latter oritic says, "Ganz unhaltber ist die 

messianische Auslegung.". He holds that the idea of a suffer- 

ing and an atoning Messiah is foreign tc the 01d Testament and 

Stends in contradiction to the idea of His rule and power. 

Knobel then. continues; 

The writer of Isaleh is dealing with the ungodly portion 
of the Jews and is directing his words against then. 
His words grow sharper end more bitter, as he continues. 
Now, these people ere not the "Servant of Jehovah". 
However, the greater part of the Jews did not belong 
to this ungodly class. The greater part, the godly, 
still clung to the worship of Jehovah. Sut this godly 
portion is divided into two groups, those who continue 
in the Jewish religion as. mere. formalists, and those 
who ere sincere. * ; 

He then asserts that in this instance the sincere portion 

constituted the "Servant of Jehovah". 

In the first place, those who are righteous, those who 

through faith have put on the cloek of righteousness and holi- 

ness, cannot render a vicarious seatisfection for others, 

        
These same individuals 5 who are now righteous, have come to 

their new estate through conversion, for they were according 

  * Compare Hengstenberge's description of this theory, found 
in his Christology, Vol. II, pg. S25. 

“x =€©6 Hiblische Theologie. 
*** Wiener's Zeitschrift, IT.l. : 
“kk Dey Prophet Jesaiah, S. 366 = S69..
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to their rormor state begotten of sinful seed, as we read in 
the Pselm, "Behold, I was shapen in-iniquity; end in sin 444 

my mother conceive me." * Even in this new state of righteous- 

ness there is no totel escape from sin. Those who dwell in 
this holiness sin daily, end must daily come to the mercy 

Seat of God in prayer asking for forgiveness. Compare the 

words of the Psalmist: ** "Keep back they servant also from 

presumptuous sins; let them not have dominion over me: then 

Shall I be upright, and I shall be innocent from the great 

transgression." These who heve thus been made righteous can- 

not make others righteous, for outside of the fact that the 

Bible says, thet "none of them oan by any meens redeem his 

brother nor give to God a ransom for them, for the redumpt ion 

of their souls is preciovs and it ceaseth forever," they simply 

live by the pardoning grace of God. They sin, but God forgives. 

These plouvs Jews, we note, likewlse had to enter into the cap- 

tivity. But this was just punishment for their sins, for they 

too daily sinned much. Besides this, Hengstenberg points out 

the following: *** “How little an absolute righteousness 

existed in the elect, sufficiently appears from the fact, 

that, in the second part, it forms a main object of the pro- 

phet to oppose their went of courage, their despair and dis- 

trust of God." In short, how could th:se righteous ones offer 

themselves as a vicnsrious satisfection, when they themselves 

were sinners? 

* Psalm 51, 5. 
“* Pe, 19, 13. 
“oe cr. Christology, Voi. II, P&- 339. 
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We attack this interpretation on historical grounds. It 

is claimed thet the godly suffered more than. the ungodly. - There 
is, however, no historical basis for this assertion, and further- 

more, this assertion cannot be proven, for it is false. This 

being the case, thet. both the. godly and the ungodly suffered 

in like degree it 1s very unlikely that the ungodly would look 

upon the sufferings of the righteous es vicarious. The facts 

of the case speak against this supposition, and moreover, it 

is against Jewish pride to do this. 

And finally, such a division between 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, over against another portion, the ungodly. Ye defy 

anyone to demonstrate this too. The text places the entire 

people, without making any distinction between them, and the 

"Servant" into one picture. Yseieh looks upon all Israel as 

ungodly, as having sinned. We aan this from verse six, "All 

we like sheep have gone astray; we have turned every one to 
his own way; end the Lord hath laid on Him the iniquity of 

us_ali,* 
_ Various arguments which were used against the interpreta- 

tion given in the precedint section also apply here. And con- 

sidering the evidence, there ean be no doubt that the better 

portion of the Jewish people, in spite of the righteousness, 

cannot fulfili vhat is expected of him who is to be the "Ser-~ 

vent cf dehoveh." 
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Vie QHB INTERPRETATION WHICH WAKES THE OOLLEOTIVE 

BODY OF THE PROPHETS THE SUBJZOT OF THIS PROPHECY 
Another interpretation is-the one which refers the subject 

to the collective body of prophets. Hengstenberg points out 

that this idea was first advanced by Rosenmueller *. De Witte 

also took up this interpretation. ** Shenkel says: “The pro- 

phetic order was the quiet, hidden blossom, which early storms 

broke" ***, Umbreit likewise falls into this group, holding 

that the "Servant of the Lord” is the collcative body of pro- 

phets here represented as a sacrificial beast taking upon it~ 

self the sins of the people. **** Hofmann is another of the 

Critios who holds this view. Hengstenberg quotes his opinion 

from the "Schriftbeweis"*****, 

The people as a people are salled to be the "Servant 
of Gods but they do not fulfill their vocation as a 
Gongregation of the faithful; and it is, therefore 
the work of the prophets to restore that congregation, 
eané hence also the fulfiiiment of its vocation. 

This interpretation ‘in Lite very nature is forced. It 

appears that those critics who favor this view have been grop- 

fing about in derkness unable to find firm ground on which to 

anchor this prophecy. Having rejected the Messianic 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 least, has very 

* Gf. His treatise, "Leiden u. Ho?fnungen der Propheten 
Jehovas", in Gebler's Neuestes theol. Journal, Vol. II. 

BS. 4, pp» 393 f. pee ae 
se engstenbere refers to de morte Jes. Chr. expiatoria, 

Ds Sage f - 
*** Hengatenberg, Christology, Vel. IX. pg. 524 quotes from 

"Studien u. Kritiken" 56. 
eae Cr. Hengstenberg, Christology, Vol. II. pe. 324. 
***** Vol. II. I. S. 89 ff. 
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Little evidence. But we shall also view this attack against 

Christlanity. 

In the first plece, the idea of substituting the prophe- 

tic orfer 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, a prophetic order cannot be spoken 

of at this time. Hengstenberg points out that prophetiem was 

on the decline. Jeremiah himself, during the last days of - 

the Jewish kingdom, stood alons ageinst the mass of false 

prophets. And {f we read the book, we receive the impression 

that these false prophets were very many in number. How could 

Isaiah then be speaking of a great corporation of prophets, 

when prophecy was on the decline? 

In the third place, there is nothing in Isaiah 65 which 

is especially characteristic of prophets. On the contrary, 

almost everything that is said there is in direct opposition 

to the vocetion and destiny of ths proplets. The central 

thought of Isaiah 53 1s vioarfous satisfaction. But was that 

a part of the prophetic office? By no means. In fcot Isealieh 

exclaims to the contrary: "Woe is met for I em undone; be- 

cause I am a man of unclean lips, end I dwell in the midst of 

the people of unclean lips.” * The great question in our 

minds is this, ‘How could there be in the mind of one express- 

ing euch humble feelings, an idea of vicarious setisfaction 

for othera?*® But someone might suggest thet the prophets did 

— 

¥3s. 6, 6.



“6 } 
suffer unusuelly, 414 undergo tortures of prison, Judgment, 

end even death; and in this respect their office agrees with 

the stinuletions laid dom in Isaieh 53. In answer to this 

contention Lenge * says: / 

Granting all this, there is yet one thing thet cannot 

Se Snel Cotntghecetae ad ae pean cca aege 
through their wounds and stripes should heal the 
sin-sick world. 

In the fourth place, such a hove on the vart of the 

prophets is in direct contradiction to the reason why the 

prophetic order was instituted. -The yrophets were, 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 

dsy. Their office, though not a humble one, yet would not 

Lift them to heights of glory among men. But how does this 

compare with the requirements of the "Servant" in Isaish 53? 

We read that he was to be very high, that he was to be exalted 

end extolled, that he was to have a portion with the great, 

end thet he was to divide the spoil with the strong. Could 

the prophetic order realize these prophecies? It was against 

the very nature of the prophetic order that they should be 

exalted end celebrite great triumphs. It seems thet when 

the critics 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 proplx tie order. 
There is a fifth argument which syeaks against the pro= 

photio order as‘ the subject of the prophecy. We read in the 

  WTenge, Bibelwerk, Jesaje, S. 608,  
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chapter, "By his knowledge shell my righteous servant justify 

MANYeoee,eand he bare the sin of many." These two words 

stress the universal application of his redemption. It is to 

be for ell, for both Jew end Gentiles; his messege of salvation 

is to be cerried to the ends of the earth. * Thet was the offi- 

cial duty of the "Servant of the Lord." Now, compare the minis- 

try of the prophetic oréer. To whom were they sent? They were 

sent primarily to the Jews. They were to deal with God's chosen 

people. Only in certain exceptional cases vere they to go to 

the Gentiles end preach the revealed Word. The two cases 

differ. How then oan the vrophetic order be meant, vhen they 

were ‘not to go to the heathen, that being, however, one of the 

duties of the "Servant."? 

A sixth argument hes been volced by Cook, when he asks 

what colleotiva body of prophets ever made their grave with 

the wicked, as did the “Servant of the Lord."? The idea in 

itself is absurd! 

And finally, we ask the question, ‘vere the prophets 

afflicted to any greater degree than were the people’? Chap- 

ter 53 shows that the "Servant" was to suffer more then any- 

ons else; thet he, though innocent was to be afflicted beyond 

the ordinary degree in which men are afflicted. The nrovhets 

were not afflicted over and beyond others. At times they 

were exalted, elevated to honorable positions. Jeremiah was 

offerei an honorable position by Nebuchodnezzar. Peniel, for 

instance, beceme one of the rulers of the lend. How then: 

cane — 

¥Or. is. a, v. 
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Gould they bs despised of the people beoause of their sufferings? 

How could the people then later imagine that the sufferings of 

their prophcts had a vicarfous character? And history tells us 

that they did not. They rather heaped disgrace snd scorn upon 

them, waggine their heeds at them. ‘Moreover, their sufferings 

Could not be vicarious, beonvse they too were natural men, born 

in sin and shapen in iniquity. To say that the proph: tic order 

is the subject of the prophecy is 4 renk denial of Christianity 

and a blindness to the Truth. 

VII. THE INTERPRETATION wHICH MAKES SOME INDI- 
DUAT, Ss 7 OF THE Y 

And now we come to that interpretation which mekes some ; 

individvel, other than christ, the subjeot of Isaiah fifty- 

three. This interpretation is not very popular, for it sug- 

@ests too many individuals as possibilities. For instance, 

King Uzzieh is suggested by Augusti.* We note that King 

Hezekiah is suggested. He had elready been advanced as a 

Dossibility by the Jews. This theory is here advanced by 

Konynenburg ** and Bahrdt oF Staeudlein **** says that 

it is the prophet Iseiah himself. Voltaire ***** also held 

this view. Besides these suggestions, we have this one, that 

the subject of the prophecy is some unknown prophet supposed 

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

  * Augusti ueber den Koenig Usia, nebst einer Erlacuterung 
von Jes, 53, in Henke's Magazin, III. S. 282. 

** «Untersuchung ueber die Natur der altestamentl. Weisag- 
ungen vom Messias.” A.d, Hollaend. Lingen 1795. 5.97 ff. 

"** in der kleinen Bibel. S. 435. Allgem. deutsehe Bibel 
LVIT. S. 46. "Freymuethige Versuche ueber verschiedene 
fin Theol. u. biblisehe Kritik ein. Materfen." Berlin 
1786. S. 156 ff. ; 

**4* 4n dessen Neuen Beitragen zur Erlaeuterung der bibl.
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‘pretation refers it to the royal house of Navid, which 

Buffored innocently when the ohildren of the unhappy king 

Zedekiah were killed at the conmand of Nebuchadnegzer. 

Yengstenberg * quotes Schenkel, who seys: 

The chenter under considerntion may, perhaps, belong 
to the period of the real Isaish, whose language equals 
that of the descrintion of the Servent of God now under 
consideration, in conciseness and harshness, and may 
have been originelly a Pselm of consolation in suffer- 
ings, which was composed with a view to the horeful 
progeny of some pious man or prophet innosently killed, 
end which was revritten and interpreted by the author 
of the book, end embodied in it. 

The hich-handed methods of these interpreters are so 

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

of revolting to the mind which accepts the integrity of Scripture, 

Ewald says concérning the point at hand: ** 

Further, the desoription of the "Servant cf God" is 
here altogether very strange, especially verse 8 f., 
inasmuch 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 individual of the past. 
How Little soever the author may Inve intended it, 1% 
was very obvious that the leter generations imagined 
thet they would here find the historical Messiah. 
We are, therefore, of the opinion, that the author 
here inserted a passage, which appeered to him to be 
suitable, from an older book where really a single 
nartyr was spoken of. ~ It is not unlikely that the 
modern controversy on chapter fifty-three will ever 
cease as long as this truth is not acknovledged; a 
truth which quite spontaneously suggested itself, md 
inpressed itself more end more strongly upon my mind. 

    Propheten. 5. 12 ff. theol. Biblioth. B. l. st. 4.5. 
S. 320 ff. St. 6. S. 412 ff. 
Oeuvres XLVI. S. 267 der Zweibruecker Ausg. 
Hengstenberg in his Christology, Vol. II. pg. 325 « 
324 quotes from Ewald, Proph. II. S. 407.
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We see the biased judgment, whieh is also unfair end untruth- 

ful, of this men. He theorizes end calls his deduction "truth". 

By what richt, may we ask. He states a hypothesis which has 

germinated in his own rationalistic mind, end states, that un- 

less we accept his opinion, his theory, the controversy will 

mever end. ‘het e uniaue procedure and demand! 

A few strong arguments against this interpretrtion should 

be noted. It makes no difference to whom they refer the pro- 

Pheoy, be it Uzziah, Jeremiah, Isaiah, Job, WMezekieh, Moses, 

or anyone else, the arguments refer to all. 

In the first place, when the prophecy is referred to one 

of these men, or to any individuel other than Christ, the en- 

tire chanter is torn out of its context, end this is not nana 

missible, Geseniis voints this out.* Neither this ohepter, 

nor eny of the preceding, nor eny of the following speak about 

eny of the individuals mentioned. ‘hy then lay aside all 

natural hermeneutical rules, and force an unnatural meaning 

into the text? 

In the second place, the history of the individuals speak 

ageinst the cese. Meany of them cannot be fitted into this pro- 

phecy by any method. 

And 4n the third place, there are many passages which 

will not fit either of the prophets or kings or indiduale 

suggested. For instance, verse 2 will not fit: "“¥For he 

shell grow up before him as a tender plant, end as a root out 

of a dry ground: he hath no form nor comeliness; and when we 

  ¥ Coumentary on’ Isaiah, Vol. Ile DE. 170, 
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shall sec him, there is no beauty thet wo should desire hin." 

Again verse 3 is out of place: "He 1s despised ond rejected 

of men; @ man of sorrows, and acquainted with grief: and we 

hid as it were our feces from him; he was despised, and we 

esteened him not." Vorse 6 especially will not fit: "All we 

like sheep have gone astray; we heve turned every one to his 

own way; and the Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of us all." 

Verse 7, being contrery to human nature, will not fit: "He 

wes oppressed, and he was afflicted, yt he opened not his 

mouth: he is brought as 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 a strong passege ageinst the intere 

pretation, because it sneaks of a vicarious satisfaction: 

"Yet it pleased the Lord to bruise him; he hath put him to. 

erief; vhen thou shalt make his soul an offering for sin, he 

shall. see his 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 which have been suggested. They are all contrary 

to Truth, Al of them violate against the doctrine of 

vicerious setisfaction. -None of them can be the correct one. 

There is only one person who will fit into this prophecy, 

only one who fille it in every detail, even the minutest, 

and this 4s the Savior, our Lord Jesus Christ, "who was con- 

ocived of the Holy Ghost, born of the virgin Mary, suffered 

under Pontius Pilate, was orucified, dead and buried; He 

descended into holl, the third day He arose from the dead; 
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He ascended into heaven, end sitteth at the right hané of 

- God the Father almighty." He is the only one upon whom we- 

mey bestow the honored title “Servant of Jehovch." Ho is 

truly the "Righteous Servant”, sent by Goa to take away our 

sins, es Tsaiah foretells in this hie firty-thira chapter. 

And with all the evidence in favor of this Messianic inter- 

pretation, the internal testimony of the chapter itself, the 

testimony of the Nev Testament, the testimony of tho Ancient 

Jewish tradition, the testimony of the Ancient Christian 

tradition, who can justly deny it? 
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ERRATA 

For 'Efficasious’ read ‘efficacious’. 
Read: *Ihus reads one of the loftiest'.. 
The footnote on pee 6 refers to pee 7 
ana vice vorsa. 
The footnote, Read "Isaish’. 
¥or 'fulfullment' read "ZiZillment’. 
(EL. & the same.) 
¥or ‘uninterupted’ read ‘uninterrapted'. 
The blank space is not to be filled in. 
Hor "miltipled' read 'multiplied®. 
Footnote, Read: Of. Chapter one, p.17. 
Head; ‘Isaiah deseribes his patient 
submnissivenosa ecees 
Read ‘complaint’ instead of ‘complain’. 
Read: "be an exception to this three=- 
fold lot oz MaDecee 

Hecd ‘separate* instead of "seapart’. 
Footnote, Read: CZ. ANEUBsee The Cyclopedb 
Road ‘stronger' instead of ‘stranger’. 
Read ‘eunuch! insteac of *aunione 
(Also Ei. 25). 
Footnote, Reads Cie Hengetenberg' Beecee 
Read: Angus and Green ecco 
Footnote, Head: Tho Gyclopedidee 

° hed, Read: oubaoner'sceces 

Read: ‘In the Talmmd it is said of thel. 
Foctnote, Ll: Reed: ‘From the original 
in Raimund Hartinices 

Read "unanimously ' instead oz 'Unem- 
inouely'. 
Read: no created being in the. world's 
Read: ‘souls’ instead of ‘sould’. 
Read "Abarbancl' ingtead of ‘Aborbanel '. 
Read: "But this view of Yonathan has 
been objected to'. 
Read "Qamhi' instead of ‘Ganini’. 
Footnote, L.5, Read: ‘Isaiah' instead of 
'Tesetah". : ; 
Read "‘confasses" instead -of “‘comfesses". 
Read: "Another interpretation refers 
the subject of Isai feheesce 

Read: ‘Ibn* instead of "Ibu*'. 
Read; Y"budsh" instead of Y8hudeh. 
Read: “Senacharib® for 'Sauherib'. 
Read "Hezexioh® for ‘Hesehiah*. 
Pootnote, Le .5, Read, ‘Commentar' for 
"Commentor’. 
Read ‘theodoret* for ‘Theodore ". 
Head: Hereupon Clengntes 
Footnote; insert a * into the parenthesis. 

¢ Read: Driver fs wWorkeese
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Pe. 89, 

Fee 91, 

Pee 97, 

Pe.100, 

Pgelil, 
Pge1l8, 

Le” 
Le: 

ERRATA (continued) 

Read: the Gentiles and the glory. 
of my poople.Iorael, directiysce 
Footnote, Read ‘Hengstenberg’ ine 
Stead of *Hongstengerg'. 
Read 'Bathshebs' instead of "Eath- 
seba*.. 

Footnote: Cormentar ueber Jeseiah.. 
" s of Isaiah. : 

Read, ‘given: in the preceding. section’. 
Read: ‘will not f£1¢ either of the 
prophets or kings.or individuels.
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