Prophecies of the Messiah

Dr. Michael Gleghorn argues that the Bible contains genuine
prophecies about a coming Messiah that were accurately
fulfilled in the life, ministry, death and resurrection of
Jesus.

The Place of His Birth

Biblical prophecy is a fascinating subject. It not only
includes predictions of events that are still in the future.
It also includes predictions of events that were future at the
time the prophecy was given, but which have now been fulfilled
and are part of the past. This latter category includes all
the prophecies about a coming Messiah that Christians believe
were accurately fulfilled in the life, ministry, death, and
resurrection of Jesus. If the Bible really does contain such
prophecies, then we would seem to have evidence that'’s at
least consistent with the divine inspiration of the Bible. One
can see how an all-knowing God could accurately foretell the
future, but it’s not clear how a finite human being could do
so. Thus, if there are accurately fulfilled prophecies in the
Bible, then we have yet another reason to believe that the
biblical worldview is true.

Let’'s begin with a prophecy about the Messiah’s
birthplace. “Messiah” is a Hebrew term that simply means
“anointed one.” When translated into Greek, the language of
the New Testament, the term becomes “Christ.” Christians
believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Messiah promised in the
Hebrew Scriptures (see Mark 14:61-62).

In Micah 5:2 we read, “But you, Bethlehem Ephrathah, though
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you are small among the clans of Judah, out of you will come
for me one who will be ruler over Israel, whose origins are
from of old, from ancient times.” This prophecy was given in
the eighth century B.C., more than seven hundred years before
the birth of Jesus!

Notice, first, that it refers to a future ruler who will come
from the town of Bethlehem. When King Herod, shortly after
Jesus’ birth, asked the Jewish religious leaders where the
Christ (or Messiah) was to be born, they told him that he was
to be born in Bethlehem and cited this verse from Micah as
support (Matt. 2:1-6). Both Matthew and Luke confirm that
Jesus was born in Bethlehem (Matt. 2:1 and Luke 2:4-7). So He
clearly meets this necessary qualification for being the
promised Messiah.

But that’'s not all. Micah also says that the origins of this
ruler are “from of old, from ancient times.” How should we
understand this? One commentator notes, “The terms ‘old’

and ‘ancient times’ . . . may denote ‘great antiquity’ as well
as ‘eternity’ in the strictest sense.”{1} Dr. Allen Ross
states, “At the least this means that Messiah was pre-

existent; at the most it means He 1is eternal.”{2} Micah'’s
prophecy thus suggests that the Messiah will be a
supernatural, perhaps even divine, person. And this
astonishing conclusion is precisely what Jesus claimed for
Himself!{3}

The Time of His Appearing

Let’s now consider a fascinating prophecy that, in the opinion
of many scholars, tells us when the Messiah would make His
appearance. It’s found in Daniel 9.

Daniel was one of the Jewish captives who had been brought to
Babylon by King Nebuchadnezzar. The prophecy in Daniel 9 was
given in the sixth century B.C. While much can be said about



this passage, we must focus on a few important points.

To begin, verse 24 gives us the time parameters during which
the prophecy will unfold. It reads, “Seventy ‘sevens’ are
decreed for your people and your holy city to finish
transgression, to put an end to sin,” and so on. Although we
can’t go into all the details, the ‘seventy ‘sevens'” concern
seventy distinct seven-year periods of time, or a total of 490
years.

Next, verse 25 tells us that from the issuing of a decree to
rebuild Jerusalem until the coming of the Messiah, there will
be a total of sixty-nine “sevens,” or 483 years. There are two
views we must consider. The first holds that this decree was
issued by the Persian ruler Artaxerxes to Ezra the priest in
457 B.C.{4} Adding 483 years to this date brings us to A.D.
27, the year many scholars believe Jesus began His public
ministry! The second view holds that the reference is to a
later decree of Artaxerxes, issued on March 5, 444 B.C.{5}
Adding 483 years to this date takes us to A.D. 38. But
according to this view, the years in question should be
calculated according to a lunar calendar, consisting of twelve
thirty-day months.{6} If each of the 483 years consists of
only 360 days, then we arrive at March 30, 33 A.D. Dr. Allen
Ross says “that is the Monday of the Passion week, the day of
the Triumphal entry of Jesus into Jerusalem.”{7} The views
thus differ on the date of Jesus’ death, but each can
comfortably fit the evidence.{8}

Finally, verse 26 says that after the period of sixty-nine
“sevens” the Messiah will be “cut off” and have nothing.
According to one scholar, “The word translated ‘cut off’ 1is
used of executing . . . a criminal.”{9} All of this fits quite
well with the crucifixion of Jesus. Indeed, the accuracy of
this prophecy, written over five hundred years before Jesus’
birth, bears eloquent testimony to the divine inspiration and
truth of the Bible.



The Nature of His Ministry

In Deuteronomy 18:15 Moses told the Israelites, “The LORD your
God will raise up for you a prophet like me from among your
own brothers. You must listen to him.” This verse promised a
succession of prophets who would speak God’s words to the
people. Ultimately, however, it refers to Jesus Christ. One
commentator notes that the Messianic interpretation of this
passage is mentioned not only in the New Testament, but also
among the Essenes, Jews, Gnostics, and others.{10} Peter
explicitly applied this passage to Jesus in one of his sermons
(Acts 3:22-23).

But not only was the Messiah to be a great prophet, it was
also foretold that he would be a priest and king as well. The
prophet Zechariah was told to make a royal crown and
symbolically set it on the head of Joshua, the high priest.
The Lord then said, “Here is the man whose name is the Branch

he will . . . sit and rule on his throne. And . . . be a
priest on his throne. And there will be harmony between the
two” (Zechariah 6:12-13). ‘The title “Branch” 1is a messianic
title.”{11} So the scene symbolizes the future Messiah, here
referred to as “the Branch,” uniting the offices of king and
priest in one person.

But why is it important that the Messiah be a priest? As a
prophet he speaks God’'s word to the people. As a king he rules
from his throne. But why must he also be a priest? “Because
priests dealt with sin,” says Michael Brown, a Christian
scholar who is ethnically Jewish. “Priests bore the iniquities
of the people on their shoulders.”{12} And this, of course, 1is
precisely what Jesus did for us: “He . . . bore our sins in
his body on the tree” (1 Pet. 2:24).

Dr. Brown points to a tradition in the Talmud that says that
on the Day of Atonement there were three signs that the animal
sacrifices offered by the high priest had been accepted by
God. According to this tradition, in the forty years prior to



the temple’s destruction in A.D. 70, all three signs turned up
negative every single time.{13} Dr. Brown comments, “Jesus
probably was crucified in A.D. 30, and the temple was
destroyed in A.D. 70."”{14} So during this forty-year period
God signaled that he no longer accepted these sacrifices. Why?
Because final atonement had been made by Jesus!{15}

The Significance of His Death

Without any doubt, one of the most astonishing prophecies
about the promised Messiah is found in Isaiah 52-53. The
verses were written about seven hundred years before the birth
of Jesus. They largely concern the death of the Lord’s
“Suffering Servant.” According to many scholars, a careful
comparison of this passage with the Gospels’ portrayal of
Jesus’ suffering and death reveals too many similarities to be
merely coincidental.

In some of the most-cited verses from this intriguing passage
we read: “He was pierced for our transgressions, he was
crushed for our iniquities; the punishment that brought us
peace was upon him, and by his wounds we are healed. We all,
like sheep, have gone astray, each of us has turned to his own
way; and the Lord has laid on him the iniquity of us all”
(Isa. 53:5-6). Here we have a vivid depiction of
substitutionary atonement. The Lord lays upon His servant “the
iniquity of us all” and punishes him “for our transgressions.”
In other words, God’s servant dies as a substitute in our
place. This 1is precisely what Jesus claimed for himself,
saying, “the Son of Man did not come to be served, but to
serve, and to give his life as a ransom for many” (Mark
10:45).

The parallels between Isaiah’s “Suffering Servant” and Jesus
are certainly impressive. But some scholars have suggested
that Isaiah’s “servant” is actually the nation of Israel and
not the Messiah. Dr. Michael Brown dismisses this notion



however, insisting that ‘nowhere in the . . . foundational,
authoritative Jewish writings do we find the interpretation
that this passage refers to the nation of Israel. References
to the servant as a people actually end with Isaiah
48:20."{16} What's more, he says, “Many . . . Jewish
interpreters . . . had no problem seeing this passage as
referring to the Messiah . . . By the sixteenth century, Rabbi
Moshe Alshech said, ‘Our rabbis with one voice accept and
affirm . . . that the prophet is speaking of the Messiah, and
we shall . . . also adhere to the same view.'”{17}

For his part, Dr. Brown 1is so convinced that this passage
prophetically depicts the suffering and death of Jesus that he
feels “as if God would have to apologize to the human race and
to the Jewish people for putting this passage into the
scriptures” if Jesus is not the one in view!{18} Although this
1s a strong statement, it’s not unjustified. For Isaiah 53 not
only foretells the death of God’s servant for the sins of the
people, it also implies his resurrection!

The Mystery of His Resurrection

In the opinion of many scholars, Isaiah 53 not only foretells
the death of God’s servant; it also implies his resurrection
from the dead!

It’s important to notice that Isaiah 53 makes it absolutely
clear that the Messiah is put to death. It says that “he was
cut off from the land of the living” (v. 8), and that ‘he
poured out his life unto death” (v. 12). On the other hand,
however, it also says that ‘he will see his offspring and
prolong his days” (v. 10), and that after his suffering “he
will see the light of life and be satisfied” (v. 11). So the
text teaches both that the Messiah will die and that he will
live again. And although the passage doesn’t explicitly teach
the Messiah’s resurrection, it's certainly consistent with it.
This is really staggering in 1light of the compelling



historical evidence for the death and resurrection of

Jesus!'{19}

Let’s now pause to consider what we’ve learned in this brief
article. Micah 5:2 teaches that the Messiah would come out of
Bethlehem, the birthplace of Jesus. Also, by teaching the
preexistence, or even eternality, of the Messiah, the prophecy
suggests that he’ll be a supernatural, possibly even divine,
figure. In Daniel 9:24-27 we saw that the Messiah would appear
to Israel sometime around A.D. 27 — 33, precisely the time of
Jesus’ public ministry! Deuteronomy and Zechariah teach that
the Messiah would minister as prophet, priest, and king. As a
prophet, Jesus spoke God’s word to the people. As a priest, he
offered himself as a perfect sacrifice for our sins. And while
he didn’t reign as king during his first advent, he was called
“the king of the Jews” (Matt. 27:11, 37). And Christians
believe that he’s in some sense reigning now from heaven and
that he’ll one day reign on earth as well (Luke 1:32-33).
Finally, Isaiah 53 teaches that the Messiah would die for our
sins—and then somehow live again. This is consistent with the
New Testament’s record of Jesus’ substitutionary death and
bodily resurrection.

Of course, we’'ve not been able to consider all the prophecies.
But hopefully enough has been said to conclude with Dr. Brown
that if Jesus isn’t the Messiah, “there will never be a
Messiah. It’s too late for anyone else. It’'s him or no
one.”{20} Well, you’'ve now heard the evidence; the verdict is
up to you.
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“Will I Go To Hell For My
Doubts?”

I have been a Christian my whole life. I have been struggling
with faith lately. I am mostly intellectually convinced in
Christianity, however I have a lingering doubt based on a few
intellectual things. One is the battle between old earth and
[young] earth [creation] and the other is the age of the book
of Daniel—-which online resources I have read seem to prove
that it was written after the fact. (I have seen the Christian
responses and they do not deal with all of the facts.) Anyway,
none of these doubts would bother me except that Hebrews 11:1
and James 1:8 imply that any doubt might be cause for
exclusion of me from heaven. I can’t even sleep at night
because I am so afraid of going to hell. Is there any hope for
me?

I would suggest that Hebrews 11:1 and James 1:8 do not imply
that at all. In fact, doubt isn’t even mentioned. Hebrews is
about the nature of faith, and James simply says that the
double-minded person—one who continually wavers back and forth
between trusting and not trusting—is inherently unstable in
his thinking.

See, the Lord understands that we see through a glass darkly,
as Paul puts it in 1 Corinthians. He understands that we are
trying to make sense of a fallen world through a fallen
intellect, and we don’t have all the puzzle pieces. He gives
much more grace than you know, I think. The issue is not about
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having doubts, which usually just means we haven’t figured
things out. God’s indictment is on those who refuse to trust.
They are not the same thing. The Lord Jesus said to love God
with our minds, and wrestling through the hard, meaty issues
of apparent contradictions and complications is one way we do
that. The very act of pursuing truth to attack our doubts and
questions is a kind of worship!

Let me encourage you that there are answers, even if you
haven’t found them. For instance, Probe’s position on the age
of the earth question has brought great peace to my husband,
Dr. Ray Bohlin’s spirit; he’s been diligently studying this
issue for 30+ years. He has looked at the evidence for a young
earth and universe, and an old earth and universe, and found
compelling evidence for both. They clearly cannot both be
true. So he says he 1is an agnostic on the age issue. He
doesn’t know. And can live with that, especially since: 1) the
issue is not WHEN but WHO created, and 2) the Bible doesn’t
tell us, which means it doesn’t matter enough to get caught up
in it. How long ago God created the heavens and the earth has
nothing to do with whether Christianity is true or not.

I just read my answer to him to get his approval, and he added
that he would be VERY careful about trusting online resources
on the book of Daniel. Why should you believe them? The nature
of the web is that anyone can publish anything, whether they
have any expertise or not. Are they qualified? Biased?
Especially sources like Wikipedia, which are going to reflect
the anti-Christian bias of the culture, since the entries come
from people whose thinking is pickled in the brine of
secularism. I invite you to read another answer to email at
Probe.org about the book of Daniel.

I would also spend some time shoring up your understanding of
your security in Christ if you have placed your trust in Him.
If you became a Christian years ago, you became a new
creature, a forever child of God. You cannot lose your
relationship with your heavenly Father, no matter how many
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doubts plague you, any more than you can become unborn from
your mother. Our founder, Jimmy Williams, wrote an article
“How Can I Know I'm Going to Heaven?”  here:
www.probe.org/how-can-i-know-im-going-to-heaven/

Hope you find this helpful.
Sue Bohlin

© 2007 Probe Ministries

“Why 1s the Appendix to the
Book of Daniel Omitted from
Most Bible Versions?”

One of my Sunday School classmates mentioned that his Bible
had an appendix to Daniel, which included three additional
chapters (13 to 15). Do you know the reason why these are
excluded from most Bible versions?

The Hebrew and Aramaic texts of Daniel have been very well
preserved. The Septuagint, the Greek translation of the 0ld
Testament written in the third century B.C., includes these
other chapters but they are not in the Hebrew or Aramaic
texts: the Prayer of Azariah, Song of the Three Young Men,
Susanna, Bel and the Dragon. These books were never accepted
as inspired by the Jews and were never in their 0ld Testament.
As well, the Dead Sea Scrolls do not contain these chapters.
These were probably later additions which probably came from

Egypt.

Pat Zukeran
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“Are the Prophecies 1in the
Book of Daniel a Pack of
Lies?”

In researching the book of Daniel on the internet, I found a
Web site written by a man named Bernard D. Muller in which he
mythologizes Daniel and Revelation. I was just flabbergasted
that he would pretty much say Daniel’s prophecies are a pack
of lies. He says the book was actually written after all those
things came to pass and that’s how it seems so accurate. He
completely discombobulated the 70 weeks’ prophecy. Take a look
at the web page and let me know what you think.

Thanks for the concern and the link to Muller’s page. His
criticisms of Daniel are not new. Porphyry had similar things
to say in the third century. It’s funny that the biggest
reason for such criticism 1is that Daniel was just too
accurate. Muller is trying to be an “objective” historian.
Therefore, the presupposition that God knows the past,
present, and future and is willing to reveal parts of it to
humanity is outlandish to him.

It ought to be noted that Muller’s criticisms of historic
Jewish and Christian views on Daniel are quite one-sided. This
is based on his biases and presuppositions, not on common
sense and honest hermeneutics.

The authorship and time period of Daniel is clearly a subject
of debate for Muller. There really isn’t a problem with the
6th century dating of Daniel. Charles Ryrie has addressed some
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of the same points Muller sees as problems. Daniel would have
known some of the Persian language, being from that period.
And some Greek would have been common since there were Greek
mercenaries employed in both Assyria and Babylonia. Daniel’s
Aramaic is consistent with what would have been common in the
6th century Near East. If the book had been written in the 2nd
century B.C. then there would have obviously been much more
Greek used than what is found. The Nabonidus Chronicle has
shed some light on the existence of both Belshazzar and Darius
the Mede. Daniel’s inclusion in the Dead Sea Scrolls dates it
at least before the Maccabees (seeing as how there were copies
found at Qumran). So again, the 6th century date is not as
problematic as Muller would have you believe.

I'm not sure how much of his treatise you want me to comment
on, but I'll just go through a bit of it, to help you. To
address each point he makes would be a long drawn-out
endeavor. Early on, it is obvious that Muller wants to
deconstruct Daniel, making himself the most authoritative
reader of the text. That's fine, but then he has no business
making statements about what the writer (or writers, in his
opinion) was aiming to do (such as “dropping the name Cyrus”).
It is presumptuous, to say the least, that whoever 1is
responsible for the book of Daniel is out to pull the wool
over the reader’s eyes by pretending to be someone he isn’t.
Also, Muller points out over and over that something has no
validity if it is not backed up with secular sources. Has it
never occurred to him that something could still be truthful,
in spite of its exclusion from other sources? Besides, there
are no exterior sources that contradict the traditional
reading of Daniel. The only true problems that arise are the
biases of the respective reader. If one doesn’t want to
believe something, one doesn’t have to have legitimate
criticisms. Muller’s painstaking analysis of Daniel can be
deceiving. Lots of work and details do not a scholarly
treatise make! There is a vacancy of even the attempt to be
objective. There is also a biting sentiment of sarcasm and



bitterness prevalent.

The historical redaction found in Muller’s work is related to
the same type of criticisms of Mosaic authorship of the
Pentateuch (Graf-Wellhausen theory). They are not attempts to
explain the origin of an ancient book. Yet they do overflow
with naturalistic presuppositions. Yes, even smart people can
have biases! I pray that God may keep us all humble enough to
be aware of our own biases and yet to find Truth where He
resides (at the right hand of the Father).

Forgive me for not being able to speak to all that Muller lays
out on his Web page. I hope that this will at least comfort
you and give you a groundwork to begin with. God rewards those
who seek Him.

Proverbs 2:3-5
Kris Samons
Probe Ministries



