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PREFACE

For some time I have been interested in those little
notlced prophetic books of the 01ld Testament that sprang
out of the arid soil of the restored Jewish community. To
be sure, they do not scale the helghts attalned by some of
thelr predecessors; they belong to a day of little things.
It is, however, thls very sensitiveness to thelr surround-
ings, which were so different from anything that had gone
before, that glves to Haggal, Zecharlah, and Malachl a
sﬁecial interest. They reveal by contrast to the greater
prophets of the past the nature and extent of the in-
fluence of environment on the prophetic movement.

Origlinally thls thesls was to have dealt with the
contributlons of these post-exillc prophets to the Jewish
religion. To do thls 1t was necessary to determilne
whether the last slix chapters of the book of Zechariah, a
sectlon longer than both Haggal and Malachi, belonged in
the period under study. I expected to spend a week or
two reinforcing my agreement with the general trend of
critical opinlion, which denlies that Zech. 9-14 belongs to
the time of Haggal, Zech. 1-8, and Malachl. Now, after
months instead of weeks of investigation, I am recording
the processes and conclusions of that study.

The compllcations encountered, which drew out the

length of time necessary for the task, meke it presumptu-

ous to hope that this study will settle forever this crit-



ical problem. Every effort, however, has been made to
bring together and evaluate the best opinions on the prob-
lem. To this has been added my own observatlons and judg-
ments based upon independent 1nvestigation. With this
evidence at hand certain conclusions are proposed as to
the date and authorshlp of Zech. 9=14. No matter who
wrote these chapters or when, they retain thelr value as
inspired of God; however, the conclusions here arrived at
or others deduced from the evidence here presented are
necessary for any study of the development of the prophet-
ic movement.

I wish to express my sincere gratitude to all who
have made these years of preparation at the Semlnary pos-
sible. It has been a privilege of which I pray to be
worthy. I am especlally grateful to President John R.
Sampey and Dr. Kyle M. Yates, professors in my major sub-
ject, for their wise interpretation of God's word, thelr
gracious help and useful counsel. To Dr. J. McKee Adams
and Dr. J. B. Weatherspoon I would express my sincere ap-
preclation for the instruction and insplration provided in
my minor courses. I am greatly indebted to Dr. Leo Cris-
mon, assoclate librarlan, not only for capable guidance in
the use of the facllities of the Seminary library but also
for securling for me from other libraries a number of works
not otherwise available.

Duke K. McCall
September, 1941
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INTRODUCTION

The book of Zechariah has received comparatively
little popular attention. The scholars, in their turn,
have tended to pass it by. Except for the plercing rays
of Messlanic prophecy which shine through the fog of con-
fusion about the book, it might have been shrouded in the

same oblivion as the Song of Solomon. These Messlanic

passages, by thelr detailed description of events in the
life of the Messigh, have kept the flame of interest
flickering.

1. Zechariah, the son of Berechiah

The book of Zechariah provides very little informa-
tlon about 1its author. It does not contain the sort of
blographical material found in Isalah and Jeremish. His
name, Zechariah, was borne by no Hgggjghan twenty-nine
different characters of the 0ld Testament. Its popularity
was due, no doubt, to lts meaning, "Jehovah remembers."
This Zecharlah is distinguished from the others by his
genealogy. He was the son of Berechiah and the grandson
of the great priest Iddo. In Ezra 5:1;6:14 he is simply
called the son of Iddo after the analogy of other 0l1ld
Testament paisages where men are called the sons of their

grandfathers. He was, therefore, a priest as well as a

prophet. He begaﬁ his ministry under the impetus that

1. ©See Gen. 24:47; 29:15; I Kings 19:16, etc.



comes from being a member of a family of note. Neh. 12:16
lists him as the head of the house of Iddo in the time of
the high-priesthood of Jolakim. He was probably born in
Babylon and came back from captivity in the caravans of
535 B.C. as a small child? He was thus a young man when
he began writing his prophecies in 520 B.C. Jewish tradi-
tiog ascribes to him a long prophetic ministry.

Zechariah was a contemporary of Haggal, Zerubbabel,
and Joshua. The book of Ezrz assigns Zechariah a place
alongside of Haggal 1n instigating the rebuilding of the
temple. This 1s borne out by the dates given in the first
eight chapters. His first oracle 1s dated in November 520
B.C.? just two months after Haggai's first word to Zerub-
babel and Joshua concerning the temple? "The purpose of
his prophecies is also the same as in Haggal," according
to Orelli. "They are meant to encourage that work, and to
inspire confidence in the future of the nation and of
God's kingdom.Z Many conjectures have been made about

8
Zechariah, but they rest upon insecure foundations.

2., Smith, G.A., "Zechariah," The Expositor's Bible, XIV
p. 265

3+ Wright, C.H.H., Zecharish and His Prophecles, p. xvi

4, 5:1; 6:14

5. 1:1

6. Hag. 1:1

7. Orelli, C. von, The Twelve Minor Prophets, p. 302

8. Jewlsh tradition mekes him a member of the Great Syna-
gogue., Early Christlan writers (4 and 5 A.D.) give
plainly legendary storiles of his work in Babylon prior
to the restoration. (cf. Wright, op. cit., pp. xviiff)
The versions give him a part in the authorship of sev-
eral of the Psalms, 1.e. the Greek version has his
name in the titles of 137 and 145-149; the 01ld Latin
in that of 111; The Vulgate iIn 111, 145f; the Syriac
in 125f. and 145-148.




2. The Book of Zecharlah

The book of Zechariah 1s the longest prophetlc book
springing from the post-exillc period. It occupiles the
eleventh place in the Book of the Twelve, not only in the

English Bible but also in the Hebrew Bible and 1in the
ancilent versions. Barnes says of it, "The book of Zecha-
riah might also be described as a compendium of 0ld Testa-
ment Religlon, or at least of Prophetical Religion.g

The book falls naturally into three divislons. The
first, chaps. 1l-8, contains prophecies intimately connect-
ed with the time of the re-building of the temple. The
second, chaps. 7,8, gives the prophet's reply to a ques-
tion about the necessity of fasting. The third, chaps. 9-
14, 1s an apocalyptlc section dealing with the future of

the chosen people.
3. A Brief Survey of Zecharlan Criticism

Tradition had its way with the integrity of the book
of Zecharilah until, strange to say, the Cambridge theolo-
glan, Joseph Mede, (1632) attacked the genuineness of
chaps. 9=11 in the name of conservatism. Moved by the
feeling that he should defend the trustworthiness of
Matthew, who quoting Zech. 11:12,13, ascribed it to Jere-

10
mish, he argued that these three chapters were really pre-

9. Barnes, W.E., "Zechariah," Cambridge Bible for Schools

and Colleﬁes, XXXI, p. xxiil
10. . 9,




exilic and the work of Jeremiah. Other Engllsh exegetes
immedlately rushed through the hole in the dike. Hammond
(1653), Kidder (1700), and Whiston (1722) supported Mede's
position wlith slight variations of their own. A vigorous
attack was i1mmediately launched agalnst thls criticism. So
effective was the opposition of such men as Carpoz (1728)
that the integrity of the book went unquestioned for the
next half century. The problem was transplanted to Ger-
many by Flugge (1784), who offered independent proof that
Jeremiah wrote chaps. 9-14.

Archbishop Newcome (1785) inaugurated a new era by
distingulshing between 9-11 and 12-14. These, he held,
were separate fragments from different perlods and by
different authors. The first three chapters were written
by a contemporary of Isaiah just prior to the fall of Sa-
maria. The last three chapters were composed after the
death of Joslah and before the fall of Jerusalem. This,
it will be noted, volds the origlinal reason for consider-
ing the section pre-exilic by making it impossible for
Jeremiah to write 9:12,13., Bauer (1786-90) and Doederlein
(1787) followed Newcome's lead. The trend of criticism
was set for almost a century. Only a few volces were
raised in protest. Some, as Bechhaus (1796), Blayney
(1797), and Jahn (1802), defended the unity of the book.

Corrodi (1792) blazed a new path with the suggestion
that chap. 9 belonged to the time of Alexander the Great

and chap. 14 to the time of Antlochus Epiphanes. Elchhorn



(1824) finally decided to follow him in this post-Zecharian
dating of these sections. Fifteen years later ﬁz galned
another disciple in Vatke (1835), but the main argument was
still between Zecharian authorshlip and a pre-exllic date.
Bertholdt (1814) put forward the conjecture that

Zecharliah the son of Jeberechiah, a contemporary of Isaiai}
was the author of chaps. 9-11l. Forberg (1824), Theiner
(1828), and Rosenmﬁller (1828) supported the pre-exilic po-
sition. Hitzig (1830) at first held that all of 9-14 was
written during the reign of Uzziah; later (1838) he granted
that 12-14 was probably subsequent to 9-11. Ewald (1840)
thought that 12-14 might belong to the first years of the

exille, but in Prophets of the 0ld Testament he returned to

the usually accepted view that a date prior to 586 B.C. was
preferred. Other scholars who advocated the pre-exilic po-
sition were Maurer (1840), Maler (1842), Bleek (1852), von
Ortenberg (1859), Bunsen (1860), and Samuel Davidson (1862).
This was the prevailing view of this period and was held by
many eminent scholars who dld not write upon the subject at
any length and so are not listed above.

These years dild not find the unity of Zechariah with-
out defenders. Such men as Koster (1818), De Wette (1833),
Hengstenberg (1836), McCaul (1837), Havernick (1839),
Moore (1856), Kohler (1862), and Perowne (1863) defended
the unity of the book. But these were not the only ones

11. Isa. 8:2



to challenge the popular opinion. Contenders for a post-
Zecharian date reappeared, Stahelin (1847), Geiger (1855),
and Bottcher (1864). These latter men were so thoroughly
rebuffed that no one took up thelr position for another
twenty years.

The controversy continued to rage between those who
held to the Integrity of the book and those who held to a
pre-exilic date. Among the former were numbered Kell
(1873), Chambers (1874), Lenge (1876), Pusey (1877),
Wright (1878), Dods (1879), Delitzsch (1880), and Lowe
(1882). Agseinst them were arrayed Pressel (1870), Duhm
(1875), Reuss (1876), von Orelli (1882), Montet (1882),
and Riehm (1884).

Stade (1881-2) re-opened the whole problem with his
incisive study. He concluded that 9-14 was a unity com-
posed between 306 and 278 B.C. He cut such a wilde swath
that the whole trend of critical opinlon has since swung
in behind him. Cheyne (1889) decided that the last six
chapters of the book were from the same hand and from the
post-exilic period. Briggs (1886), Kuenen (1889), Driver
(1891), Kautzsch (1897), and others found that 9-11 con-
tained many pre-exilic fragments which had been worked
over by a post-exilic redactor. Cornill (1891) thought
that 280 B.C. provided the best setting for 9-14. Graetz
(1891), though still holding to the pre-exilic origin of
9-13, dated chap. 14 at the time when Artaxerxes III

(Ochus) assaulted Jerusalem as a slde 1ssue to his cam-



paign against Egypt. Staerk (1891) and Rubinkam (1892)
conslidered all of 9-14 to be post-exilic, with part if
not all of the sectlion stemming from the Maccabean perilod.
Wellhausen (1892) and Marti (1892) argued for the unity
of 9-14 and placed all six chapters in the Maccabean peri-
od. Kuiper (1894) held that 9-14 was a unity from some
time after the battle of Issus but before 332 B.C., the
time of the conquest of Egypt by Alexander the Great.
Eckardt (1893) concluded upon purely linguistic grounds
that 9-14 was a unity but post-Zecharian. Wildeboer and
Cornill (1895) adhered to Stade!s conclusion.

Kirkpatrick (1892) modified the post-exilic theory
to make 9-14 the product of two authors within sixty or
seventy years after the first return from exile. Stearns
and Elliot (1889) held to the unity of the book, but
without contributing any special reason for so dolng.
Grutzmacher (1892) made a last stand for a pre-exilic
date. G.L. Robinson (1895) contended that 9-14 belonged
to the same years as 1-8, 1.e. 518-516 B.C. His work is
the last elaborate effort to defend the unity of the
book.

Nowack (1897) found four independent oracles of
post-exilic origin. G.A. Smith (1900) agreed with Stade
as to the unity of 9-14 and 1ts late date. J.R. Sampey
(1908) was unconvinced by the arguments agalnst the
unity of the book. Bennett (1907), Dummelow (1909), and
Eiselen (1909) accepted the post-Zecharlan hypothesis.



Mitchell (1912) decided for composite authorship for the
section and a date after 333 B.C. Gray (1913), though
disturbed by some pre-exllic evidence, decided for a post-
Zecharian date. Barnes (1917) broke from the beaten path
to argue for a fifth century author, not Zechariah, for
all six chapters. His limited discussion produced little
comment .

For the past two decades there has been a growlng
tendency to 1gnore the problem as settled by the post-
Zecharian hypothesis. Creelman (1917), Bewer (1922), and
T.H. Robinson (1923) followed the trend. Sellin (1923)
harked back to the difficultles encountered by Kuenen,
Driver, and others and proposed that the early elements
in the prophecles be explalned by ascribing them to an
spocalyptic writer of the third century who wrote in the
character of a pre-exilic prophet. Farley (1925), though
uncertain about the exact date, concluded for a post-
exilic date. J.M.P., Smith (1925) and Burkitt (1928)
found a number of oracles from the Grecisn period in 9-14.
H.W. Robinson (1937) decided for a date after Malachi and
before Alexander the Great. Most recent scholars confine
their dlscussion of the writings of Zecharliah to chaps. 1l-
8 but give no reason for omitting chaps. 9-14. So gener-
ally accepted has the post-Zecharlan date for these last
slx chapters become that nothing needs to be sald to ex-

plain thelr position.
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From this survey of the criticism of the book of
Zecharliah certain trends appear. The first effort to as-
cribe chaps. 9=-11 to Jeremiah collapsed as soon as the
spotlight of scholarship was focused upon it. On the
grounds of the historical evidence within the last six
chapters of the book, 9-11 was separated from 12-14, and
both parts were glven pre-exllic dates. There was never
much dispositlon to consider 9-14 a unity as long as a pre-
exllic date prevalled. As soon as Stade introduced a care-
ful study of the relation of 9-14 to other prophetic works,
the pre-exilic position was almost universally abandoned.
The unity of 9-14 was then generally acknowledged by the
great welght of scholarshlp which busied itself in rein-
forcling Stade's position. There has slnce then been no
real agreement about the presence of divislons in these
chapters. Small fragments have been denied to the author
of 9=-14, and a few critlics have made the entire section no
more than a collection. Modern critical opinion is almost
unanimous in its acceptance of the separation of chaps. 9=
14 from 1-8. While the exact date for 9-14 1s far from
settled, the post-exilic period 1s at present the hunting
ground. For over a half century all of the detailed
studies of the problem have concerned themselves with an
effort to fit these chapters lnto a late post-exilic date.
It 1s now proposed, with recent developments of criticism
in mind, to re-examlne the whole problem, giving special
attention to the possibility of an early fifth century

date and Zecharlan authorship.



CHAPTER I

AN EXAMINATION OF THE HISTORICAL EVIDENCE

FOR A PRE-EXILIC DATE



CHAPTER I

AN EXAMINATION OF THE HISTORICAL EVIDENCE
FOR A PRE-EXILIC DATE

A tabulation of the wilde variety of oplinions as to
the significance of the historical evidence found in the
last six chapters of Zecharliah 1is in itself sufficlent to
produce cautlion. Some suggested dates are as follows:

a. Chaps. 9«14 fit the perliod of Jeremlah. b. Chaps 9-1l1
are prior to the fall of Samarla while chaps. 12-14 are
just prior to the fall of Jerusalem. c¢. Chaps. 9-14 fit
the years 520-516 B.C. d. Chaps. 9-14 belong late in the
life of Zechariah. e. Chaps. 9=14 belong in the fifth
century B.C. but are post-Zecharian. f. Chaps. 9-14 come
from the Greclan perlod. g. Chaps. 9-14 are from the
Maccabean period. Out of this confusion De Wetti con-
cludes that thils latter part of the book of Zecharlah
does not harmonize with the historical conditions of any
one period. Other criticg resort to the hypothesis of
pre-exillc materlal worked over by a post-exillec redactor
as a means of accounting fog‘the conflicting evidence.

: 3
It is well to hold in mind the warning of Bleek, who

gives the best statement of the princliples to be used in

1. De Wette, W.M.L., A Critical and Historical Introduc-
tion to the Canonical Scriptures ol the 0ld Testament,
Il, p. 479

2. So Kuenen, Baudisin, Steurnagel, Cheyne, Delitzsch

3. Bleek, Friedrick, An Introduction to the 0ld Testament,
pp. 36,37
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reading historlcal evidence, that in some cases the histor-
1cal situation of a prophet 1s merely a matter of inference.
Deficient knowledge of the detalls of the history of Israel
often renders an exact and definite identification of the
period of writing impossible. However, the exlle cut so
completely across Israel!s history that the least that may
be expected of the historical alluslions 1s a definite de-
cision as to whether these chapters are pre-exillc or post-
exillic. That will be taken as the main dividing line for
the historical evidence. The appearance of Greek in-
fluences in the time of Alexander the Great offers still
another dividing 1line for this discussion. On the basis of
the hilstorical allusions of these chapters, 1t should be
posslble to arrive at a concluslion as to whether they orig-
inated before or after Alexander the Great invaded the
eastern world.

A guiding principle to be observed is that the manner
of reference to an event 1s more important than the fact
that the event 1ls mentloned. For example, of more impor-
tance than a reference to the exile 1is the question as to
whether the exlle is assumed as past or predicted as fu-
ture. The possibility of prophetic predictions is accept-
ed throughout thils work.

Most scholars who hold to a pre-exilic date for Zech.

4., Davidson, A.B., 01d Testament Prophecy, p. 2565
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5
9-14 divide it into two sectlions. Chaps. 9-11;13:7-9 are
placed shortly before the fall of Samarla (722 B.C.).
Chaps. 12:1-13:6;14 are placed between the death of Josiah
and the fall of Jerusalem (610-586 B.C.). For the sake of

convenlence, this division will be followed.
1. Evidence of a Pre-exilic Date for Zech. 9-11l; 13:7=0

Mede first located these chapters in the pre-exilic
perlod on the basis of the ascription of Zech. 11:12,13 to
Jeremliah by Matthew. Followling out thils suggestion of a
pre-exilic date, Archblishop Newcome examined the histori-
cal alluslons, arriving at the concluslion that this sec-
tion was composed by a contemporary of Isalah just prior
to the fall of Samaria (722 B.C.). The validity of his
arguments was generally accepted; so, almost exclusively
upon historical grounds, this period has been accepted as
the time of the origin of chaps. 9-11 plus 15:7-9? The

reasons glven for thls position are as follows:

(1) The Existence of Both the Northern and Southern

Kingdoms

Terms are used which imply that both kingdoms still

5. Ewald, Bleek, Orelll, Farrar, et al. However, Mede
and Flugge placed the whole in the time of Jeremiah
while Rosenmuller, Pressel and formerly Hitzlg locat-
ed the whole in the time of Uzziah. .

6. Since Ewald first suggested it, Zeitschrift fur die
Kunde des Morganlandes, 1:3 (1é5777“tﬁ§§§“ﬁ€?§6§“ﬁﬁVe
usually been taken as the conclusion of chap. 11.
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exist, e.g. Ephralm and Jerusalem (9:10), Judah and
Ephraim (9:13), house of Judah and house of Joseph (10:6),
"the brotherhood between Judah end Israel™ (11:14). This
forms a decided contrgst to the absence of any reference
to Israel in chaps. 12-14, where only Judah and Jerusalem
appear? Therefore, the author of 9-11 lived prlor to the
destructlion of Israel.

The force of thlis argument is destroyed by the pres-
ence in Zech. 8:13 of a similar combination of the names
of the two kingdoms, "0 house of Judah and house of
Israel." This post-exllic passage, according to Delitzschf
1s not called in question by any critic. At one stroke,
therefore, 1t becomes apparent that either such expres-
sions were falrly common in the time of the author of Zech.
l1-8, or, in direct proportion to the scarcity of such ref-
erences, here 1s a strong argument for a connection be-
tween Zech. 1-8 and these following chapters. It 1s plain
that the references to Israel and Judah in chaps. 9-1l1 can
not be used per se as evidence for a pre-exillic date.

Ewalg interprets the breaking of the brotherhood be-
tween Judah end Israel as a reference to the outbreask of.
war between Pekah and Ahaz. It may be questioned, however,

whether there was ever a time after the rupture under Reho-

boam and before the exile when the relation of Judah and

7. 12:2,5,10; 13:1

8. Keil and Delitzsch, Commentary on the Minor Prophets,
IT, p. 221

9. Ewald, G.H.A., Prophets of the 0ld Testament, I, p. 306
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10
Israel might be described as a "brotherhood." Robinson
holds that the origln of the expression il ﬂl\' 1s best
explained in a time subsequent to the fulfillment of
Ezekiel's prophecy concerning the "two sticks%% Pusé?
thinks that the poliltical and religious schism was healed
by the captivity. If these contentions be accepted, the

captivity marks the terminus a quo of this prophecy. The

other alternatives for those who hold a pre-exilic date
are elther to follow Rosenmﬁlléi in interpreting the ref-
erence as a backward look to the time under Rehoboam when
the brotherhood was first broken or to find here a pre-
diction of a breach somewhere in the Messianic futuré% So
far as the pre-exlilic date 1s concerned, these last two
interpretations are permissive but not positive arguments
for that position.

It may be mentioned that two manuscripts of the Sep-
tuagint read "Jerusalem" instead of "Israel" in Zech. 11:
14. Wellhausen, Nowack, and Driver accept thls change in
the text. If thils change is allowed, the verse no longer
links Judah and Israel; so it 1s no longer a part of this

evidence for a pre-exilic date. In no matter what direc-

tion one turns, the efforts to date these chapters of

10. Robinson, G.L., "The Prophecies of Zechariah With
Speclal Reference to the Origin and Date of Chapters
9=14," The American Journal of Semitic Languages and
Literature, 12:22 (1895)

11. Egzek. 37:15ff.

l2. Pusey, E.B., The Minor Prophets, p. 324

13. Rosenmuller, E.F.C., Prophetae Minores, IV, p. 322
14, So Delitzsch, Wright, Hengstenberg, et al.
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Zechariah by a specific identification of this verse with
a pre-exilic event 1s thwarted.

It would have been natural for a post-exlilic prophet
thus to link Judah and Israel. The cessation of the bresak
between the two kingdoms was expected by the prophets be-
fore the captivit;? That thelr expectatlons came to pass
at the conclusion of the exile and that the names "Judah"

and "Israel" were both applicable to the post-exilic com-
munity is Indicated by the following:

a. Of the 42,360 people led back from captivity
by Zerrubabel, some twelve thousand were without pedigree.
Among these must have been a number from the Ten Tribes
whose genealogles had been neglected and who could not be
assigned to any special portion of the Holy Lané? This
conjecture is further substantiasted by the fact that

17
twelve men presided over the returning company.

b. In I Chronicles 9:2,3 five trilbes, i.e. Levi,

Judah, Benjamlin, Ephraim, and Manasseh, are recorded as
having representatives in the restored community. This
alone would have made & reference to both kingdoms accu-

rate.

¢. The edict of Cyrus was 1ssued in the name of

15. Isa. 9:13; Ho. 2:2; Ezek. 37:15ff,

16. Wright, C.H.H., Zechariah and His Prophecles, pp. 279-
281

17. Neh. 7:7; Ezra 2:2
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"Jehovah, the God of heaven" to "Whosoever there is among
you of all his people" that they should go up to Jerusalem
to build a house for "the God of Israel%ﬁ This edict was
published throughout the kingdom of Cyrus, including the

19
cities of the Medes, where Israelite captives had been
20
taken by Sargon. Communicatlion between Judah and Babylon
21

was always possible. There 1ls, therefore, no reason for
limiting those who returned to the company of Zerubabbel,
Ezra, and Nehemlah. The way was open, and such an invita-
tion to return as that of Zech. 2:10 could have been

heeded by any captive at any time.

d. It was in keeping with the custom of the
returned people to think of themselves as representing
all twelve of the tribes. Thls 1s apparent from the of-
ferings recorded in Ezra. At the dedication of the temple
in the time of Haggal and Zecharlah, the people offered
"...for a sin offering for all Israel, twelve he-goats,
according to the number of the tribes of Israsel" (Ezra 6:
17). In the time of Ezra it is recorded that "the chil-
dren of the captlvity, that were come out of exile, of-
fered burnt of ferings unto the God of Israel, twelve bul-

22
locks for all Israel."

18. Ezra 1:3

19. Cf. Ezra 6:2 and II Kings 17:6
20. Pusey og. cit., pp. 324, 325
21. Zech.’G. ’ ’

22. Ezra 8:35
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e. There were members of the Ten Tribes who
were never carrled away from thelr homes, Welig calls at=
tention to the oft forgotten fact that Sargon carried away
only 27,280 people from a region which a short time before
contained more than forty thousand heads of houses able to
pay a capital levy of fifty shekels. Some of those who
were left behind may be included in the description of the
group which partook of the passover of 535 B.C.

And the children of Israel that were come agsain
out of the captlivity, and all such as had sepa-
rated themselves unto them from the filthiness

of the natlons of the land, to seek Jehovah, the
God of Israel, did eat.24

25
The second part of this verse 1s interpreted by Pusey as

referring to the Israelites in Palestine who had been de-
filed by the religions imported after the captivit??

It 1s evident, therefore, that the name "Israel" sur-
vived not only the fall of Samaria but also the exile of
Judah. It contlnued as a name for the Ten Tribes, and, in
Eziz and Nehemigg as well as elsewhere, it was sometimes
used of the whole body of people who composed the restored
community. In like manner the name "Jew" later became an
appelation for the entire nation and was accepted as a

29
designation of honor. Hence, Wright contends that the

23%. Welch, A.C., Jeremiah, pp. 7,8

24, Ezra 6:21

25. Op. cit., p. 325

26. TII Kings 17:24-41

27. Ezra 2:2,70; 3:1; 4:3,16,21; 7:28; 8:29
28, Neh. 1:6; 7:7; 8:17; 9:1,2

29. Op. cit., p. 246
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idea of the "lost tribes" 1s a myth of later ages.

In both parts of the book of Zechariah "Israel" 1is
used as the name of the whole natioﬁ? It 1s also used to
designate only the Northern Kingdom. Because of this
double use of the name "Israel," the only means of empha-
sizing that the whole nation was referred to was to use
both "Israel" and 'Judah." That 1s what the author of Zech.
9«11 has done. That he would have used such a designation

after the exlle 1is not only possible but probable.

(2) The Political Horizon of Zech, 9-11; 13:7=9

It is claimed by those who hold to the pre-exilic
origin of these chapters that the political horizon is
that of the eighth century B.C. Their reasons are:

a. The judgments announced upon Syrla, Philis-
31
tia, and Phoenecla are said to reflect the pre-exilic pe-

riod. The proof of this statement takes three different

forms.

(a) It is urged that the judgments pro-

32
nounced here are parallel to those of Amos 1l:1-2;6. To

this Lowe objects, "Now, the only similarity between
these two passages is, that in both Damascus, Tyre, Gaza,

33
Ashdod, Ashkelon, and Ekron are threatened." Differences

30. 2:2,4; 9:1
3l. 9:1-8

32. Bleek, OE. cit., p. 165
33. Lowe, W.H., e Hebrew Student's Commentary on Zech-
ariah, p. 82
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between the two passages to which attentlion 1s called are
as follows: Amos Includes nations not mentioned in Zech-
ariah. Amos makes a distinctlon between Judah and Israel;
in Zech. 9:1 thelr Interests are combined. The style of
the two passages 1s not similar. Also, a different atti-
tude toward the future of the Philistines 1s displayeg%

It 1s not necessary to cleim a complete absence of
connectlon between the passages. It may be allowed that
the author of Zecharish was famlllar with the book of
Amos. In any case, 1t is certain that a relation between
the two passages would have to be one of dependence on the
part of Zechariash. Those who hold to a pre-exilic date
find that due to Zech. 10:9,10 the invasion of Tiglath-

plleser III 1s the termlinus a quo of this passage in Zech-

ariah, whille the book of Amos was written about twenty-
five years prior to that event. Only by agreeing with
Haugg that both Amos and Zechariah are Maccabean can these
passages be made to refer to the same situation. His hy-
pothesls concerning the date of Amos 1is entirely impossi-
ble. Elsewhere it will be shown that the author of Zech.
9=14 1is in the hablt of reaching into the past to take
portions from the writings of hls prophetic predecessors.

These he adapts to his own needs whenever possible, and

that is probably what has occurred here.

34, Cf. Amos 1:8 and Zech. 9:7
35, Haupt, Paul, "A Peaceful Colony," Journal of Biblical

Literature, 35:290ff. (1916)




22
36

(b) Farrar and others hold that the refer-
ences to Syria, Phoenecla, and Philistla are made in such
a manner as to indlcate that these klingdoms still retained
thelr prosperity and power at the time these judgments
were pronounced. These kingdoms were brought under subjec-
tion by Tiglath-plleser and his successorgT They never re-
gained their independence on down through the time of
Darius. 7Yet, with all of western Asia and Egypt included
in the empire of Darius, Haggal speaks of "nations," "king-\
doms," and "thrones?g It is a mistake to think of ancient
kingdoms as belng under the direct rule of the emperor.
Mitcheig points out that the little states In and about
Palestine were not lost In the shadows of the great powers
which controlled them, but they remasined objects of indi-
viduel interest to the Hebrew prophets. Ezekiel prophesied
against Tyre and Sidoﬁ? Jeremiah prophesied agalnst Hamath
and Damascus long after they had become tributaries of
Assyr1:% Zephanlah pronounced woes upon the Philistine:?
No one would hold that these prophecies had to be written

before these kingdoms lost thelr independence. In fact,

36. Farrar, F.W., The Minor Prophets, p. 209
37. Goodspeed, G.S,, A History of the Babylonlans and

Assyrians, pp. 233-235
38, Haggal §:$,22
39. Mitchell, H.G., "Zechariah," International Critical

Commentar§, XXV, p. 246
400 Ze . H -25

41. Jer. 49:23=27
42, Zeph. 2:4-7
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43
Cheyne goes to the other extreme and declares that the at-
titude manifested here toward the Philistines and the woes
pronounced upon Ashdod "seem to require" a post-exilic
date.

Knowledge of the period during the life of Zecharlah
1s too limited to locate definitely an instance which might
have caused the tradlitlional hatreds of these peoples to
flame again, but such an occasion 1is not unlikely. De Wetzi
avolds seeking such an occasion by explalining these names
as enigmatical alluslons to the great world powers of Zech-
ariah's own day. Others, including Kohler, Wright, and
Kirkpatrick, hold that Zecharlah was commissioned to an-
nounce judgments against the cities of Syria, Phoenecla,
and Phllistia because all of these clties lay within the
territory granted by Divine promise to the chlldren of
Israei? This is the best explanation so far suggested. It
would explain some of the differences between this passage
and the simllar passage in Amos. The territory of the
Edomites, Moabiteg, and Ammonites was not included 1n the
limits assigned to Israel by the laﬁ? Further, the judg-
ments pronounced in Zechariah were not only the result of
the hostllity of these peoples to the Israelites, but were

47
also the result of their own relation to God. This ex-

43, Cheyne, T.K., "The Origin of the Book of Zechariah,"
The Jewish Quarterly Review, 1:78 (1889)

440 O . c1to po 430n

45, EETIE 5:183 Ex. 23:31; Num. 34:1-12; T Kings 4:24; 8:65
46. Deut. 2:4,5,9,19

47, Zech., 9:2,7




24

planation 1s also supported by the correspondence of the
area involved with the extent of the Messlanic kingdom an-
nounced in Zech., 9:13? The objection of Delitzsig to this
line of thinking, on the ground that Hadrach was not with-
in the boundaries of the land promised Israsel, is not very
forceful. It is only necessary to recall that "Hadrach"
has been taken as the name of the Messiah, the name of
some Syrian king, the name of some god, the name of a cilty
near Damascus, and as a mysterlous eplthet for the whole
territory of the kingdom of David to see that the uncer-
tainty of 1dentificetion vitlates hils argument. However,
even if Delitzsch were correct 1n taking the names of
these nations as a sort of synecdoche by which the kingdom
of the world is meant, a post-exilic date would still be

as probable as a pre-exllic date.

(¢c) Ewald, Grutzmacher, and others be-
lieve that the judgment prophesied here came to pass in
the second invaslon of Tiglath-pileser. Thls argument
rests on the presence of the name "Hadrach" and the cor-
respondence with Zech, 9:1-8 of the monuments which give
the line of march of the invading force. Nelther of
these can be pressed. No other eighth century writer

uses "Hadrach"; so its presence here has no early paral-

48, Kirkpatrick, A.F., The Doctrine of the Prophets,
p. 450
49. Kell and Delitzsch, op. clt., pp. 321-326
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lel to draw its dating in that direction. The agreement
of the monuments with the order in which these cities are
clted is no more exact than the obvious tactiecs for any
invaslion of this area would explain. Moreover, this posi-
tion leaves unexplalned the partlal captivity indicated in
Zech. 10:8=12, which must, for any pre-exilic date to be
satisfactory, refer to the invasion of Tiglath-pileser. In
these latter verses the lnvaslon 1s past while in Zech. 9:
1-8 the invasion is future; so they cannot both refer to

the incursion of Tiglath-plleser.

b. The use of the names "Assyria" and "Egypt"
1s considered evidence of a pre-exilic date. Because
Assyria had ceased to exlist and Egypt was no longer so
great a world power after the exlle, 1t is presumed that
these would not then be named as the chlef smong Israel's
enemies, It should, however, be borne in mind that Egypt
was Israel's hereditary enemy. G.A. Smigg points out that
the name "Egypt" survived even to the Maccabean period and
was used then as a name for the kingdom of the Ptolemies.
Also, at almost any time after the exile, Egypt occupled
an important place in the thinking of those concerned with
world events. Cambyses led an expedition against Egypt in
526 B.C., and Darius led a similar expedition in 517 B.C.

The Jews were perhaps involved in the Egyptien revolt

50. Op. cit., p. 451
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agalnst Artaxerxes in 462-456 B.C. That a post-exilic
prophet should not be concerned about Egypt would have
been stranger than the appearance of a prophecy agalnst
Egypt among his writings.

The effect of the Assyrlan oppression upon Israel wsas
80 great that the name "Assyria" was ever afterward used
of any power which threatened Israel from the nortg% In
Lam. 5:6, which 1s unquestionably post-exilic, the name
"Assyrians" is used when "Babylonians" is meant. The same
is true in II Kings 23:29 where Pharoah Necho is said to
have gone against "the king of Assyria" though Nebuchad-
nezzar, a Babylonlan, i1s Intended. Of more importance,
Ezra 6:22 speaks of the "king of Assyria" when the "king
of Persia' is meant. Mitche?i and others claim that
"Assyria" was used of the kingdom of the Seleucids. (Cer-
tainly Zechariah should not be forbidden the use of a term
in common use in his day to represent kingdoms of either
the past, the present, or the future.

No positive conclusion for a pre-exilic date can be
drawn from these references. Neither the fact of their
use nor the manner of their use 1s such as to warrant an
early date. Their presence in the writings of a post-

exllic prophet would occasion no surprise.

61. Eiselen, F.C., The Prophetic Books of the 0ld Testa-
ment, II, p. 572

62. Op. cit., p. 294
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(3) The Three Shepherds of Zech. 11:8

The identiflcation of the three shepherds of Zech.
11:8 as certaln individuals who lived prior to the exile
has been used to prove that this section is pre-exilic. It
is not, however, to be thought that there is any unlity
among the scholars in this ldentification. The following
identificatlons have been suggested: Moses, Aaron, and
Miriam (Jerome); Galba, Otho, and Vitellius (Calmet); Eli
and his two sons (Burger); Samuel and his two sons (Burger);
David, Adonijah, and Joab (Grotius); the three world powers
of Daniel - Babylonia, Persia, and Macedonla (Keill) or
Assyrla, Babylonia, and Persia (Stade); the three offices =-
prophet, priest, and king (Delitzsch) or priest, judge, and
lawyer (Pusey); Jehoshaz, Jeholakim, and Zedeklah (Kimchi);
Jeholakim, Jeholakin, and Zedekiah (Barnes); Antiochus
Epiphenes, Eupator, and Demetrius (Wright); Lysimachus,
Jason, and Menelaus (Marti); Pharlsees, Sadducees, and
Essenes (Lightfoot); Antiochus III, Seleucus IV, and
Hellodorus (Mitchell). This diversity of interpretation
creates an attitude of skeptlcism toward any use of this
verse as an evidence of date. A conclusive identification
of these shepherds must be demonstrated before this argu-
ment can bear any weight.

Among those who hold’to a pre-exilic date, Hitzig's
interpretation has received the most attentlon and support.

What may be sald concerning 1t will demonstrate the gen-
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eral difficulties that are encountered in the other iden-
tifications of these shephérds.

Hitzig identified the three shepherds as three kings
of the Northern Kingdom, Zechariah, Shallum, and Menahem.
However, this interpretation 1s only possible 1f the limi-
tation "in one month" is removed. According to II Kings
15:8-22, Zechariah reigned slix months; Shallum ruled one
month; and Menahem ruled ten years. Hitzlg attacks the
difficulty by making the time limit refer to the rule
rather than the destruction of the shepherds. The phrase
takes on the meaning, "I removed the three shepherds which
were in one month." He pictures one month which saw the
end and the span and the beglnning of three different
relgns. Delitzsgﬁ says that this rendering of the phrase
by Hitzig 1s ungrammatical. Wrigﬁg allows this reading in
spite of the omission of the relative pronoun from the He-
brew phrase, but he ‘insists that the expression [ 1’
0’42, used of Shallum's reign in II Kings 15:13, indi-
cates that he alone ruled a full month, literally, "a
month of days." ©Nevertheless, whether these kings ruled
in any one month or not, they were not cut off in one
month. The verse reads, "And I cut off the three shep-

herds in one month; ..." There 1s no ground for Hitzig's

contention that the translation should be "und ich

53. Hitzig, F., Die Zwolf Kleinen Propheten, p. 145
54, Op. cit., p. 363n
55. _B—TOE. cit., p. 319
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schaffte weg" instead of "und ich vertilgte."

Two other approaches to the problem of the time limi-
tation have been offered. Mitcheig conjectures that the
expression "in one month" is a gloss. This habit of edit-
ing the Scriptures to sult one's interpretation 1s to be
deplored. He has no reason for dropping this phrase other
than difficulty in understanding it. A better solution of
the problem is to accept the term "month" as symbolic.
Thls symbolic use of numbers was the practice of Danlel,
and may be elther borrowed or anticipated here, according
to the view accepted of the date of Danlel. Symbolle
designations are found in Ezeklel 4:4-6. It should be
noted that these other examples of the symbolic use of
numbers by the prophets occur in the period of the exlle
or after. In desperation the majority of critics have
acceptéd "one month" as used in Zech. 11l:8 to mean an in-
definlite short period of time. Unfortunately, when that
doof 1s opened, most of the ldentificatlons listed above
become possibilitiles.

The difficulty of a positive assertion as to the
1dentity of these shepherds is not all that is involved.
There 1s always the question as to whether the passage
has a historical, contemporary, or prophetlic reference.

57
For example, Kirkpatrick, holding to a post-Zecharlan

56. Op. cit., p. 306
87, Oo—CTr.’ p. 449
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date for the passage, allows an identiflcatlion of these
shepherds out of the earller history of the Northern King-
dom. On the other hand, Wrighg? holding to Zecharian
suthorship of the verse, ldentifies these shepherds out of
the later history of the Maccabean period. No matter
which direction the efforts at iInterpretation of thlis pas-

sage turn, the question of date is as obscure as ever.

(4) The Sins of the People

It is contended that Zech. 10:2 and 13:2-6 indicate
that 1dolatry and false prophecy were the prevalling sins
of the prophet's dagi consequently, these prophecles must
be dated iIn the pre-exillic period when such slns were
rampang? That this 1s true 1s denied upon two grounds:

a. While it is granted that one would naturally
turn to the pre-exilic period as the source of a reference
to 1ldolatry and false prophecy, it 1s denied that the
author here treats these as the prevalent sins of his dag%

Cornill says, "The consultation of the og’9 Hyna
. T b
(teraphim) and diviners 1s depicted in X.2 as an earlier

custom and as the cause of the Exlle which, too, lles in

58. Op. cit., pp. 312-321

59. Zech. 13:2-6 1s linked to this discussion to prevent
unnecessary repetition as the arguments concerning
both passages are almost identilcal.

60. So Ewald, Bleek, Gritzmacher, et. al.

61l. So Wright, Pusey, Robinson, Kirkpatrick
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the past ..?g Concerning the verb o) 3, "to break up,"
used in 10:2, Delitzsgﬁ says that it 1s applied to the
pulling up of pegs, to the taking down of tents, and so
involves the i1dea of wandering into exlle. That 1s the
connection in which 1t is found here. Wriggg calls atten-
tion to the transition from the preceding imperfects to
the perfect tense. This, too, would turn the reference of
the verse to the past. It does not seem to be a prophetic
perfect. However, i1f it were a prophetic perfect, the
sins spoken of would not belong to the prophet!s own day.
If the reference 1s to the past, as Cornlll, Delitzsch,
and Wright hold, not the slns of hlis own people but the
cause of the exile 1s before the prophet as he writes.
Apparently the prophet 1s using the fate of the people in
the past as an Incentive to right conduct among his own
people.

Concerning 13:2-6, the tendency among most scholars
is to make it point to the future. Reading the passage
itself would lead to that concluslon.

And it shall come to pass in that day, saith

Jehovah of hosts, that I will cut off the names

of the 1dols out of the land, and they shall no

more be remembered; and also I willl cause the

prophets and the unclean spirit to pass out of

the land.

Not the present but "in that day" is the point of inter-

62, Cornilll, C., Introduction to the Canonical Books of
the 0ld Testament, p. 367

63. Op. Cit., P. 346
64. _LTEOR. cIt., p. 269
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est upon which the eyes of the prophet are focused. This
passage may be connected with the prediction of Hosea 2:17
as a simple reaffirmation of that earlier prophec?? "It
is by no means necessary to suppose," as Wright points
out, "that those particular sins were common smong the
people 1n the days of the prophets?g

b. It is not impossible that 1ldolatry and false
prophecy could have been mentioned as sins in the period
shortly after the exilg? There 1s considerable evidence
for the presence of 1idolatry in the post-sxilic perilod.
The stress which Malachl lays on the danger of marrying
"the daughters of a foreign god" 1s doubtlessly due to the
resulting 1dolatry. In like manner, Nehemlah cautions
against foreign marriages because, "Did not Solomon, king
of Israel, sin by these things?" The author of Kings at-
tributes the worship of other gods by Solomon tduﬁis for-
elgn wiveg? The chlldren of these mixed marrlages often
could not speak the Jewlsh languagg? At best, thelr in-
struction in the Jewish religion must have been very im-
perfect. That idolatry was among the sins of the post-
exillc community 1s further substantiated by the sins
condemmed in Malachl 3:5. Posltive proof of the presence

70
of idolatry 1s found as late as the Maccabean period.

65. Driver, op. cit., p. 269

66. Op. cit., D. 3

67. o rkpatrick, Wright, Pusey, et al.

68, I Kings 11:1-8

69. Ezra 9:2ff; Neh., 13:23

70, II Meacc. 12:40; Josephus, Antiquities, VIII, 11, 5
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The condemnatlon of false prophecy could belong to
almost any time in Israel'!s history. EwaZé believes that
prophecy was degenerate 1n the time of Jeremiah, and so he
refers 13:2 to that time. SellZﬁ and CorniZi follow his
line of reasoning and date the passage in the closing
hours when the flame of all 0l1ld Testament prophecy was
dying out. However, this passage is not speaking of true
prophetic inspiratioK% The prophets mentioned here are
connected with idols and unclean spirits. Compare I Kings
22:21-23 where Ahab 1s misled by prophets in whose mouth
is a "lying spirit." The prophets of this passage "wear a
hairy mantle to deceive." That can only have reference to
their attempt to look like a true prophet. These verses
should be taken as a predlction concerning the cessation
of false prophecy. That a post-exilic prophet might have
been concerned about the presence of quack competltors 1is
obvious. The work of Nehemiah was hindered by the prophet
Shemiah and the prophetess Noadiah and "the rest of the
prophets?ﬁ Thls provides oonclusivé evidence of the use
of the word "prophet" with the meaning "false prophet" in
the century subsequent to the exile. Here, then, 1s a

strong argument for placing the author of Zech., 13:2-6 in

the general period of Nehemlah, for he also uses the word

71. Op. ¢ilt., III, p. 50

72. Sellln, E., Introduction to the 014 Testament, p. 192
73. Cornill, C.H., The Prophets of Israel, p. 168

74. Delltzsch, op. cit., D. 393

75. Neh., 6:10-14
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"prophet" in that way. From the book of Nehemliah some-
thing is also learned of the prominent place certaln false
prophets held after the exlle. False prophets themselves
are found in the time of the New Testament and are pre-
dicted as yet future from the time of ChrisZ?

The sins spoken of in Zech. 10:2 and 13:2-6 are not
pictured as the prevalent faults of the author's contem-
poraries. However, if they were, there 1s some reason for
thinking that these passages are best suited to the post-
exilic period.

Summing up this investigation into the historical evi-
dence for the date of Zech. 9-11l; 13:7-9, the result 1s
negative so far as a pre-exilic date is concerned. Every
historical allusion capable of a pre-exilic ldentification
is at least equally capable of a post-exilic identifica-

tion.
2. Evidence of a Pre-exilic Date For Zech. 12:1-13:6;14

There has never been as strong a case made out for
the pre-exilic origin of these chapters as for the three
preceding chapters. Again, however, the historical evi-
dence has furnished the chief support for those who advo-
cate a date after the death of Joslah and before the fall
of Jerusalem for these prophecies. The grounds for such a

posltion are as follows:

76, Mt. 7:15; 24:11; Acts 5:36,37; 13:6; I Jn. 4:1
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(1) Imminence of the Chaldean Siege and Capture of

Jerusalem

It 1s contended that chaps. 12 and 14 are predictions
of the Chaldean slege and capture of Jerusalem. Chapter
twelve gives a description of an impending siege of
Jerusalem that will issue in the diszomfiture of her ene-
mies. In chap. 14 the nations capture Jerusalem, and half
of the people are taken captive. These two chapters are
considered by some critizz to be predictions of the de-
structlon of Jerusalem in 586 B.C. which were 1ssued
shortly before that disaster. The pre-exilic prophets did
point to the fall of Jerusalem long before 1t occurred.
The heart of the questlon here 1s whether these prophecies
fit into the pre-exllic style and atmosphere. Two obser-

vations may be made:

a. The author of Zecharliah does not designate

the enemles who are to attack Jerusalem as was the habilt
78
of the earlier prophets. Driver feels that this 1s very

significant. The eighth century prophets often specified

79

Assyrila as the nation which would take the people captive.
80

Babylon 1s also designated by name. Jeremlah even pointed

out Nebuchadnezzar as the king whom Judah would have to

77. So. Bleek, Ewald, Hitzig, Orelll, et al.

78. Op. elt., p. 261
79. Tsa. V:lé; Mi. 4:10; Hos. 9:3; etc.
80, Isa., 39:6; Jer. 32:5; etc.
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81
serve. In Zech. 12 and 14, instead of a deflnite power,
"all nations of the earth" are gathered against Jerusalem.
Seemingly the author has been influenced by the eschatol-
ogical traits introduced by Ezekie?? Elselen contends,
The predictions in chapters 12 and 14 are more
in accord with...late postexilic writings, than
with any announcements of the fall of Jerusalem
found in Jeremiah or other preexllic writings. 83
Drivgi is justified in his observation that the prophet
does not have in mind any real enemies but that here 1s an
ideal or imaginative element which belongs late in the de-
velopment of Hebrew prophecy. The attack upon Jerusalem
i1s for 1lts purging and to afford an opportunity for the
vindication of Jehovah'!s love for hls chosen people upon
their enemies. No particular sins are set forth as the
cause of the Judgment as was the custom of the earlier

prophets.

b. It 1s exceedingly difficult to imagine a
contemporary of Jeremlah, for such this suthor would be
according to the usual pre-exilic date, delivering such a
message of promise as thls. Consider some of the state-
ments of Jeremiah concerning the prophets of his day who
were lulling the people with a false sense of security.

And they have healed the hurt of the daughter

of my people slightly, saying, Peace, peace;
when there is no peace.8%

8l. Jer. 25:9; 27:6ff; 28:14 82. Ezek. 38; 39
83. Op. cilt., p. 577 84. Op. cit., p. 233
85. Ter—Brii ’
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The prophet that prophesieth of peace, when

the word of the prophet shall come to pass,

then shall the prophet be knggn, that

Jehovah hath truly sent him.
Jeremlah means to say that a prophet who promlses any-
thing but disaster to the people of hls day i1s a false
prophet. The picture of the ultimate disaster which
would befall the enemles of Jerusalem given in Zech. 12
and 14 would have qualified him as a false prophet in the
eyes of Jeremlah. Even so staunch an advocate of the
pre-exilic date as Ewald comments, "the most distinctive
feature of thls prophet 1s hls uncommonly elevated and
confldent hope of the deliverance of Jerusalem and Yuda
...?Z In order to explain the confllcting messages of
Zechariah and Jeremiah, Ewald guesses that the former
‘lived in the country like Micah and the latter lived in
the city lilke Isalah. There are two fatal objections to
this. First, not the opinion of the prophet but the word
of God 1s supposedly given by both men. God would hardly
give contradictory inspliration to two men no matter how
far apart they might live. Second, the word of Jeremiah
and not the word of Zecharliah came to pass; so, according
to Jer. 28:9, the latter spoke without a Divine commis-

sion. It 1s, therefore, easier to conclude that this

author did not live in the time of Jeremiah.

86. Jer. 28:9
87. Ewald, G.H.A., op. cit., III, p. 50
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(2) The House of David

The mention of the house of David (12:7,8,10; 13:1)
is taken as an indicatlion that the kingdom of Judah was
stlll in existence at the time this passage was composed.
The house of David 1s spoken of as an object of Jehovah's
concern in the present and in the future. What does such
a reference signify? Pusgg calls attention to the fact
that 1t 1is hls house, not any earthly ruler in it which is
mentioned. From Ezra 8:2 and I Chron. 3:17-24 1t is evi-
dent that as late as the time of the Chronicler (circa 300
B.C.) the descendants of David were still reckoned as a
distinct familg? That the Messlanic connec;ions with the
house of David should have kept it in the forefront of the
prophetic consciousness 1s to be expected. Ezek., 34:23,24;
37:24,25 and other passages written after the exile had be-
gun envision a day when "my servant David shall be king."
A reference to the house of David would have been in keep-
ing with the prophetic spirit at any time before or after
the exile.

The context of the reference to the house of David in
12:7 1s 1mportant.

Jehovah also shall save the tents of Judah first,

that the glory of the house of David and the

glory of the inhabitants of Jerusalem be not mag-

nified above Judah.

The place given to Judah as egual to the house of David

88. Op. cit., p. 331 89. Elselen, op. cit., p. 577
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and the inhabitants of Jerusalem 1s a conception which
would hardly have found such an expression as this before
the exilg? Thils would seem to belong to a day when the
prestige of the house of David had been tarnished by the
low estate to which it had sunk. Some reference to a king
would surely be expected in these chapters i1f they were
written before the exlle. To all indications, the house

of David was not ruling at the time these verses were

written.

(3) The "Earthquake in the Days of Uzziah" (14:5)

and the "Mourning of Hadadrimmon in the Valley
of Megiddon" (12:11)

Wellhsusen thought that the reference to the "earth-
quake in the days of Uzziah" was a stronger argument for an
Assyrian date than anything noted in chaps. 9-11l, and
Rosenmuller so far accepted the force of these references
as to place all six chapters (9-14) in the reign of
Uzziah. There has been little tendency, however, to fol=-
low this course. Bleek may be taken as representative of
most exponents of the pre-exilic date when he comments on
14:5, "It there refers to the terror at the fearful earth-
quake ... In a way 1n which the prophet would not have ex-
pressed it, i1f 1t had not been some long period of time

91 92
since it took place." Rabbil David Kimchi interprets "like

90, Wright, op. clt., pp. xxxi, 367 91l. Op. cilt., p. 172
02, M'Caul, TTST o Rabbi David Kimchi's Gomuismtary on the
Prophecles of Zecharlah, p. 180
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as ye fled" to mean "as your fathers fled from before the
earthquake." ©Naturally, the mention of an earthquake in
the days of Uzzlah 1s of little importance so far as the
date of a passage 1s concerned if it 1s spoken of as an
event in the distant past. In order to make the author of
these chapters a contemporary of Jeremiash, 1t 1s necessary
to think of this verse as a historical reference, This
point 1s made here because of 1ts bearing on the dlscussion
of 12:11 and not because any modern scholar now consliders
that these chapters belong in the time of Uzziah. The evi-
dence of 12:11 makes that impossible.

It is rather generally accepted that the death of
Josiah (610 B.C.) is intended as the cause of the "mourning
of Hadadrimmon in the valley of Megiddon." The only impor-
tant difference of opinion is that held by J.A. Montgomerg?
With the help of several emendatlons, he finds here a ref-
erence to the wailing for "the only begotten of Ramman," a
god worshiped in the manner of the Adonis cult. This read-
ing removes the verse from any discussion of date, but it
is a strained interpretation. It 1s better to take
Hadadrimmon as the name of a place rather than the name of
a god. It then becomes a more exact designation of the
place where King Josiah fell in the valley of Meggldo

94
during the battle with Pharoah Necho. It should be kept in

93. "Tarak," Journal of Biblical Literature, 33:78ff. (1914)
94. Orelli, C. von, Old Testament- Prophecy, p. 349n
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mind that the death of Joslsh was such a national calamity
as to be long remembered by the people.

And all Judah and Jerusalem mourned for Josiah.,

And Jeremiah lamented for Joslah: and all of

the singing men and singing women spake of

Josiah iIn thelr lamentatlions unto this day.gs
If the Chronicler could so write of the death of Josish in
his day, 1t is difficult to find any time in the prophetic
period after 610 B.C. when the reference in 12:11 could
not have been written. If the author of these chapters in
Zecharlah could have had ln hand an account or could have
been acqualnted with a tradition of an earthquake in the
days of Uzzlah, one hundred and fifty years before his
time, why could he not have been a post-exilic writer with
written sources or traditlion to acquaint him with the cir-
cumstances of such an Important event as the death of
Josiah? Even today the account of the good king's death
is the property of all 0ld Testament students.

Both of the above verses do no more than establish s

terminus a quo for these chapters. There 1s nothing 1n

elther of them which would serve in any wise to 1ndicate
a speciflc period for their writing.

(4) The Dimensions Ascribed to Judah

The dimensions ascribed to Judeh in Zech.14:10 are
held to be descriptive of the pre-exllic bounds of the

land. There is some question as to whether this verse

96. II. Chron. 35:24b, 25a
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was ever intended to indicate the limits of the land at
the time of writing. It 1s a part of an eschatological
description of the future 1limits of the land.

And all the land shall be made like the

Arabah, from Geba to Rimmon south of Jerusa-

lem; and she shall be lifted up, and shall

dwell in her place, from Benjamin's gate un-

to the place of the first gate, unto the

corner gate, and from the tower of Hananel

unto the kings wine presses.

These landmarks may have been taken from the prophett!s
own day or from the past or may have been a combination
descriptive of no day that has yet come.

Even the long held posltion that Geba of Benjamin was
the northern extremity and Rimmon the southern extremity
of Judah at the time this was wriltten has lost its force
as a means of proving a pre-exlllic date. Graetz accepts
this verse as defining the extent of Judah in the time of
the writer, but he finds that these limits correspond not
to conditions before the exlle but to the limits in the
time of Nehemiaﬁ? He concludes, "The boundaries assigned
to Judah in thls prophecy, therefore, clearly point to
the post-exilic period?z That this argument has been
used to prove both an early and a late date appears
strange until Schurer's statement concerning the limits

of the post-exilic community is read.

97. Graetz, H., "Zech. 14," Jewish Quarterly Review, 3:
211 (1891)
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The extent of the Jewish commonwealth, ...,

was probably limited to Judea proper, that

is, the province lylng south of Samaris,

which in 1ts range corresponded nearly with

the kingdom of Judah of earlier days.

Obviously, if the limlts were about the same before and
after the exile, no date can be proved by a description
which corresponds equally as well to the land at both
perlods.

This investigation into the purported historical evi-
dence for a pre-exilic date for Zech. 9-14 has demonstrat-
ed that no argument has been advanced which is not capable
of an equally acceptable explanation In the post-exilic
period. On the other hand, under close examination some

of these arguments are seen to shift their welght to the

later perlod.

98. Schurer, E., A History of the Jewish People in the
Time of Christ, Dlvislon 1, Vol. I, p. 189
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CHAFPTER II

AN EXAMINATION OF THE HISTORICAL EVIDENCE
FOR A POST-EXILIC DATE

While not so many separate arguments have been
pressed for the post-exilic origin of Zech. 9-14 as for
the pre-exllic date, a few weilghty ones have tipped the
scales so that "the prevalling trend of recent criticism
has been to assign 'Zech.! ix-xiv to post-exilic times.%
There has been, however, little agreement among advocates
of the post-exlllic date as to the exact time of composi-
tion of these chapters. With that in mind, the general
arguments which point to a post-exilic date will be ex-
amined first. Then the indications of a more specific

date will be investigated, keeping in mind that these are

also arguments for a time subsequent to the exile.
l. Evidence That the Exlle 1s Past

The exile cut through not only the history but all of
Israelite 1life. It had been a catastrophe toward which
the prophets pointed with warnings for many centuriles.
When 1t finally came to pass, 1t served not only to refine

the nation, but the memory of it became a lash 1in the

1, Smith, G.A., "Zecharieh," The Expositor's Bible, XIV,
p. 454
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hands of the prophets which they could use to keep the
people in line with the Divine purpose. Some indications
that the exile had occurred when Zech. 9-14 was written

are as follows:

(1) References to an Exile That Had Occurred

Certaln verses are found which indicate that there
had elready been an exile. It 1s most natural to look
for the explanation of these references in the Babylonian
exile. Each of these references rust be examined to de-
termine its exact force.

In 9:8 Jehovah promises that "no oppressor shall pass
through them any more." Lowe interprets this verse to
mean, "... the nation would not be again reduced to the
position of slaves, as they were by the Babylonlans and
Persians.§ That thils interpretation is justifled 1is indi-
cated by the fact that "all the tribes of Israel" are be-
Ing discussed. There were many invasions of both kingdoms.
There were, however, no successful conquests of both king-
doms at the same time, nor any time when both kingdoms
were in exlle together that would fit a pre-exllic date
for this verse. The language of this verse and 1its con-

text clearly indicate that both kingdoms had fallen prey

to the nations. Only after the Assyrian conquest of

2. Lowe, W.H., The Hebrew Student's Commentary on Zech-
ariah, p. 84
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Semaria (722 B.C.) and the Chaldean conquest of Jerusalem
(686 B.C.) could the prophet have looked back over the
history of his people and, in one glance, have seen both
kingdoms in the power of an oppressor.

From 9:11,12 1t appears that not only has the captiv-
ity taken place, but the captives are expectantly awaiting
release. Such an expression as "prisoners of hope" would
have been void of meaning before the exile. Cornili finds
in these verses a promise of double recompense for the
suffering of the exlle. These verses do reflect the same
feeling that prompted Deutero-Isaiaﬁ to write of Jerusalem,

+s+ she hath received of Jehovah's hand double for all
her sins."

Concerning both the house of Judah and the house of
Israel, 10:6 announces,

I will bring them back; for I have mercy upon

them; and they shall be as though I had not

cast them off: for I am Jehovah their God, and

I willl hear them.

Coupling this verse with 10:8-10 produces the certain con-
clusion that both kingdoms have already gone into captiv-
1ty. The effort to limit the extent of thls captivity to
that under Tiglath-plleser in 732 B.C. because of the men-
tion here of Gillead and Lebanon is neutralized by the fact
that the captives are to return not only from Assyria but

also from Egypt. From Jer. 42-43 the flight of some of

3. Cornill, C., Introduction to the Canonical Books of
the 014 Testament, p. 366
4, Isa., 40:¢




48

the citizens of Jerusalem into Egypt after the Chaldean
invasion of 586 B.C. 1s indicated. There were consider-
able Israelite colonies in Egypt after the fall of Samaris,
as 1s proved by the Assuan papyri. But there 1is no reason
for thinking that the partial captivity of 732 B.C. drove
any exiles into Egypt. The return of exlles from Egypt
does not fit into the years prior to the fall of Samarils,
nor can the reference here be made to point to the success
of Sargon. If thls section had been wrltten shortly after
the fall of Samaria, it 1s unlikely that both Judah and
Israel would have been spoken of in the manner found in ©9-
1l. Taken In thelr context, these references are best ex-
plained as indicating that the captivity of both kingdoms
1s past. That would mean that these chapters were written

after 535 B.C.

(2) The Condition of Jerusalem as Indicated in Zech.

14:10,11

5
According to Barnes, the clearest confirmations of a

post-exlilic date are found In the conditions of Jerusalem
as described in Zech. 9-14. The city had risen from the
very low depths described in Zech. 1,2, but stlll she had
not reached the prosperlty she enjoyed before the exlle.
The descriptlion of the city gilven in 14:10 1is very sug-

gestive:

5. Barnes, W.E., "Zechariah," Cambridge Bible for Schools
and Colleges, XXXI, p. xviil
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All the land shall be made like the Arabah,

from Geba to Rimmon south of Jerusalem; and

she shall be lifted up, and shall dwell in

her place, from Benjamin's gate unto the

place of the first gate, unto the corner

gate, and from the tower of Hananel unto

the king's wine presses.

It is proposed that these places be identified as follows:
"The gate of Benjamin" 1s the same as "the gate of
6 7
Ephraim" spoken of in Neh. 12:39. Kohler and others hold
that "the first gate" is "the outermost gate" mentioned by
Nehemiah. Nehemlah also spoke of "the corner gate" and
8
"the tower of Hananel." "The king's wine presses" proba-
9
bly lay in the royal garden of Neh. 3:15. Pusey agrees
with these ldentificatlons upon grounds of his own and
concludes that the clty of Zech. 9«14 corresponded with
the city of Nehemlah.

From 14:11 it is learned that Jerusalem had been
dwelling under a "curse" from which immediate release was
expected. This was the attitude of all of those living in
Jerusalem shortly after the close of the exile. Though a
~more glorious future for the clity was always expected, it
is not likely that Jerusalem would have been described be-

fore the exile as dwelling under a "curse."

(3) Cause of Judgment Upon the Heathen Natilons

6. Wright, C.H.H., Zecharlsh and His Prophecies, p. 494
7. Cited by Wright, Ibid., p. 495

8. ©Neh., 3:1; 12:39

9. Pusey, E.B., The Minor Prophets, II, p. 327
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When judgment 1s pronounced upon the heathen nations
by the author of Zech. 9=14, no explanation or particular
accusation of sin is givei? This is not in accord with
the custom of the earlier prophets, who were careful to
state the cause of judgmen%% Post-exilic writers had no
need to provide this explanation because all of the accu-
satlons of the past had been added up until heathen inig-
uity culminated in the destruction and desecration of
Jerusalem. Consequently, 1t was recognized by all to whom
the post-exilic prophets spoke that the heathen nations
deserved the severest retributioi? This 1s the attitude
which characterized the author of the last six chapters of

the book of Zecharilah.

(4) Evidence That 1s Incompatible With a Pre-exilic

date

a. Certain passages in Zech. 9«14 would have
been misleading to people faclng such a catastrophe as
occurred iIn 722 B.C. or 586 B.é? Victory and not defeat
is announced. Syria, Philistla, Phoenecla, Javan, and

"1l nations" are to be subdued before the power of

10. See Zech., 9:1-7

11, See Amos 1:3-2:16

l12. Eiselen, F.C., The Prophetlic Books of the 0ld Testa-
ment, II, p. 572

13. RobInson, G.L., "The Prophecies of Zechariah With
Special Reference to the Orilgin and Date of Chapters
9-14," The American Journal of Semdtic Languages and
Literature, 12:16 (18995)
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Jehovah. The message of the prophets before the exile was
primarily one of doom and punishment for sin. The only
hope they offered was on the basis of repentence. This
message 1s to a purged people to whom temporal prosperity
is held out (7:17; 10:1) in similar fashion to the prom-
ises of Hag 2:19; Zech 8:19., The wealth of the heathen
nations is promised them (14:2,14) after the fashion of
Hag. 2:8. Viewed from a pre-exlilic standpoint, such un-

conditional promises would have been out of place.

b. The sins of the people no longer occupy the
center of this prophet's attention. He 1s looking at the
glorious future. While Hosea commanded the people to "re-
joice not}é this writer can see reasons for saying, "Re-
jolce greatly, O daughter of Zion%ﬁ In another time
Jeremlah's "eyes ran down wilth tears night and day" as he
looked upon the desperate future of his people, but this
prophet has no tears to shed. Indeed, the message of the
second part of the book of Zecharish 1s most incongruous
with the period before God had accomplished his judgment

upon the sins of the people.
2. Evidence of a Post-Zecharian Date

By the term "post-Zecharian" is intended any period
so late as to be beyond the posslble lifetime of Zecharish

14. Cf. Zech. 9:1-7,13; 12:3=9; 14:12-15
15. Hos. 9:1 16, Zech., 9:9
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the son of Berechiah. The two post-Zecharian periods
favored by most scholars who belleve that these chapters
originated subsequent to the life of Zechariah are the
Greciiz and the Maccabeai? Kirkpatrick and Barnes prefer
e time shortly after the 1life of Zechariah the son of
Berechish.

The Maccabean period may be ruled out iIn the begin-
ning on the ground that had these chapters been written so
late as 167 B.C. they could not possibly have become a
part of the prophetic canon. The prophetic casnon was cer-
tainly closed by the end of the third century B.C. This
does not, however, exclude the Interpretation of certain
passages as references to Maccabean events. For exsmple,
Puség holds to Zecharilen authorship of these six cheapters,
but he finds them to be predictions of Maccabean strug-
gles. Again, one might accept Duhm?g l1dentification of
the three bad shepherds of 11:8 as Jason, Menelaus, and
Lysimachus while refusing to agree with him that the
author was thelr contemporary. Consequently, 1t is not
necessary to deal with the many Maccabean interpretations
of this part of the book of Zedhariaﬁ% That 1s true be-

cause, 1f the element of prediction is allowed at all,

17. So Eichhorn, Vatke, Stade, Mitchell, Driver, et al.
18, So Marti, Wellhausen, Rubinkam, et al.

19. Op. cit., p. 330
20. f%&ﬁf:7§.: The Twelve Prophets, p. 243
21. The comments on the Greclan date are in substance

the same as would be used here.
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there 1s no more difficulty in allowing the predictor to
stand at 500 B.C. than at 200 B.C. if he 1s to foretell an
event which occurred after 167 B.C.

The following are the arguments advanced for a

Grecian date (336-1€7 B.C.) for Zech. 9=14:

(1) The Reference to Assyria and Egypt in Zech 1O:

10,11

The presence of these names has already been dis-
cussed In their bearing on the evidence for a pre-exilic
date. Here that positlon is reversed for these names are
taken by exponents of a Grecian date as enigmatical desig-
nations of the Ptolemies and the Seleucids. "Egypt"
stands for the kingdom of the Ptolemles and "Assyria"
stands for the kingdom of the Seleucids. It was this con-
slderation which induced Stagg to give as the time of com-
position of these chapters a date between 306-278 B.C.
G.A. Smigi agrees 1ln this conclusion. While it may be
granted that the kingdoms of the Ptolemles and the
Seleucids were sometimes designated by these names, 1t 1s
not so certain that that 1s the intention here. The par-

allel passages used by Stade in hls argument are not con-

vinecing, for it remains to be proved that Isa. 27:12,13;

22, Stade, B., "Deuterozacharja, Eine krit. Studie,"
Zeltschrift fur dle alttestamentliche Wilssenschaft,
2.293TI 305 (18827)

250 E. Cito, p. 461
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Ps. 83:9; Mi., 5:4,5 are of Grecian origin. The objections

to Stade's conclusion have a negative and a positive side.

a. These names would have received a natural
and easy explanation i1f written under Persian domination.
There can be no doubt that "Assyria" was used to mean
Persia, e.g. see Ezra 6:22 where the king of Persis 1s
called the "king of Assyria." McCurdy discusses the use
of ancient names for prevelling conditions and explailns
the Biblical use of archalc terms by the fact that "the
Bible interests itself primarily not in places, but 1in
their 1nhabitants?% Whatever 1s the explanation, meny ex-
amples have already been given in the previous discussion
of these two names, Assyria and Egypt, to show that post-
exllic writers often used old names to 1ndicate contempo-
rary peoples. There are definite Biblical examples of
"pAssyria" referring to Persia but none that it ever meant
the kingdom of the Seleuclds. So, at the very least,
"Assyria" here does not have to mean the Seleucid empire.

In the Persian period the name "Egypt" could have had
its natural meaning. Egypt was still a formlidable kingdom
and the object of several important Persian invasions.
Therefore, it 1s apparent that a Greek date for the use of

these terms 1s not necessary, and a Perslan date 1s pre-

ferred.

24, McCurdy, J.F., History, Prophecy, and the Monuments,
I, p. 188
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b. The context 1s a positive argument against
Stade's conclusion. In 10:10 Assyria and Egypt are the
places from which the captives are to be gathered. It 1s
only by a difficult twlst of the imaginatlon that the al-
lusion can be taken as referring to anything but the cap-
tivities of 722 B.C. and 586 B.C. Thus it 1s really
anclent Assyria and anclent Egypt that the prophet had in
mind. It 1s not reasonable to suppose that the prophet
would use the same names with different meanings in the
next verse. That would be the case if "Assyria" and
"Egypt" in 10:11 are enigmatical designations of the king-
doms of the Seleucids and Ptolemies. The conclusion is
forced that both verses 10 and 1l have a backward refer-

ence which gives to these names thelr natural meaning.

¢. The manner of reference to these kingdoms
argues for an earlier date. Robinson says, "On the other
hand, the prominence with which Egypt 1s referred to in
14:19 points rather to Persian than Greek times?g The
mention of the "pride" of Assyria and the "scepter" of
Egypt in 10:11 does not point to a time subsequent to 308
B.C. when these countries were no longer a unit under
Alexander the Great. It points the other way to a time be-
fore these countriles were conquered by him.

The fact that "Assyria" and "Egypt" could have been

used of other kingdoms contains no indication of any spe-

25. Op. cit., p. 64
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cific date. However, thelr presence in the context in
which they are found in Zech. 9«14 1s best suited to a
time shortly after the exlle. That the author shoﬁld
have linked them with anticipations of further restoration
from exile definitely moves this prophecy out of the Greek

perlod and returns 1t to the Persian period.

(2) Relative Prominence of the House of David and the

House of Levi

26
Sellin discovers in Zech. 12:12-14 an evaluation of

the house of Levl as equal to the house of David. From
this he concludes that this section of the book was writ-
ten in the Greek perliod when the priests were in the as-
cendance. Kirkpatriiz used this relation of the two
houses as evidence of a post-exilic but not a Greclan date.
Wrigﬁg reverses the position of Sellin, and by emphasizing
the prominence given the house of David arrives at a Zech-
arian date. In essence Wright'!s position i1s that after
the rise of the Maccabees the house of David fell into po-
litical insignificence; therefore, the author would not
have spoken so much of the famlly of David had he lived in
this later time.

One reading these verses cannot escape the impression

that whatever prominence is glven to one house 1s also

26. Sellin, E., Introduction to the 0ld Testement, p. 192
27. Kirkpatrick, A.F., The Doctrine ol the Prophets, pP. 453

280 OEo Ci.to, pp- 571-3’77(
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given to the othef. A time in which an equal place was
given to both houses in the popular thinking would provide
the most probable period of origin for this passage. There
1s one such period in the history of Israel.

The house of David fell Into obscurity after the
death of Zerubbabel, but during the life of no other ruler
was prophetic attention and hope more concentrated upon
the house of David than during his 1if§? At the same time
the efforts to rebuild the temple gave to the priesthood a
prominence which 1t did not always enjoy. A clear parallel
to this passage and a strong indication of a simllar atti-
tude 1s found in Zech., 6:9-15. Whille recognizing that the
latter verses are often emended to make them describe the
crowning of Zerubbabel, In thelr receilved state it is the
priest, Joshua, who 1s crowned. Delitzsgg understands the
phrase "the counsel of peace shall be between them both"
to be a reference to the king and the priest. Thus equal
dignity 1s given to the two offices. The apparent connec-
tion between Zech., 6:9-15 and 12:12-14 in attitude and
ideas 1s one of the strongest links between the first and
second parts of the book of Zechariah.

Zecharlah was a prlest of the family of Iddg% It was

only natural for him to exalt the priesthood. He also

290 Cfo Hago 2:20"23

30, Kell and Delitzsch, Commentary on the Minor Prophets,
1I, p. 300

3l. Zech. 1l:1; Ezra 5:1
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gave to Zerubbabel, the head of the house of David, the
same prominence that Haggal accorded him. For example, in
the vision of the golden chandelizg there are two olive
trees which are the source of the perpetual supply of oil.
These ollve trees are intended to represent the office of
the priest and of the king? Thus the two offlces are set
side by side just as they are in Zech. 12:12-14.

Instead of necessitating a Greclan date, these verses
which give equal prominence to the house of David and the

house of Levi are best suited to the time of Zerubbsebel.
Further, they find their closest parallels in the first

chapters of the book of Zechariah.

(3) The Participation of Judah in the Siege of

Jerusalem

The usual course of discussion of Zech. 12:2, which
1s the key verse here, revolves around efforts to emend
its readinZ% Because he finds no help from the different
versions as to a satisfactory change in the readlng of
thls verse, Mitche?? drops the whole difficult clause as a
gloss based on 9:14. The use of this verse as evidence of
any date must take account of thls uncertainty about the

genuineness of the text as it stands. However, the tex-

33. So Delitzsch, Orelli, Kimchl, Barnes, G.A. Smilth,

et al.
34, So Wellhausen, Kuenen, Stade, Driver, Barnes, et al.
35. Mitchell, H.G., "Zechariah," International CritIcal

Commentary, XXV, po 327
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tual criticism of the verse thus far 1s all of an a priori
nature.

Accepting the obvious meaning of the verse as it now
reads, Kirkpatricg points out that its origin in the fifth
century 1is as easy to understand as at any other time.

G.A. Smith asks a pertlinent guestion about a Greclan or
Maccabean origin for thls description of the attack upon
Jerusalem, "But at what period did either of them ({[the
Greeks or Maccabeeé) induce Judah to take part against
hergz As his questlion impllies, there 1s no indication of
of such an occasion in the Greek period and no possibility
of such iIn the Maccabean period. The only time in the
history of the Jewlsh people when there was any evidence

of collaboration between Judah and the enemies of Jerusalem
was during the Chaldean slege of the city. Ewald couples
this verse with 14:14 to make them both pre-exilic proph-
ecles of an attack at that time upon the city of Jerusalem
by the inhabitants of Judah. That Judah did fulfill such a
prophecy is open to question. However, 1f Judah did attack
Jerusalem, such an event may have suggested this plcture of
what shall occur "in that day" when God will not abandon
the city as he did at the time of the Chaldean slege but
will "defend the inhabitants of Jerusalem." It is not log-
1cal to suppose that a passage which prophesles an attack
and a routing of the attackers should be fulfilled by an

event which saw the attackers completely victorlous. If

36. 0p. cit., p. 461 37. Op. cit., p. 479
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this verse does mean that Judah 1s to attack Jerusalem,
which 1s doubtful, it is a prophecy along with 14:14 of
something that has not yet come to pass. The eschatolog-
ical nature of this entire section must be constantly re-

membered.,

(4) The Mention of the Greeks in Zech. 9:13

Without questlion this is the most important histor-
ical reference in the second part of the book of Zech-
ariah. Nowack says,

Entscheldend fur dle Bestimmung der Zeit, in

der dilese Capltelreihe entstanden 1st, und -

zwar in dieser uns vorliegenden Gestalt, 1ist

9:13, wo dle |7’ *21 als die Hauptgginde

des Volkes Jahves bezelchnet werden.

This verse has been one of the chief supports of the advo-
cates of both the pre-exilic and the post-Zecharian date.
Recently, however, it has been abandoned by exponents of
the pre-exlilic date for reasons which will be mentioned
briefly later. Without thls allusion the question of a
Grec;an date would perhaps never have been ralsed. It
must be examined in detall. The verse 1s translated as
follows:

For I have bent Judah for me, I have filled

the bow with Ephraim; and I will stir up thy

sons, 0 Zion, agalnst thy sons, 0 Greece,

and will make thee as the sword of a mighty
mm.

38, Die Kleinen Propheten, p. 350
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a. The textual criticism of this verse takes
two directions. First, it 1s held that the text is cor-
rupt. Steinzg substitutes for "against thy sons, O Greece"
the Targum reading, "against the sons of the people."
Graeﬁg conjectures the reading "Samaria" instead of
"Greece." Neither of these has sufficient support, and the
latter 1s beyond question for Semaria is a part of Ephraim
which 1is to be joined with Judah in the battle. Second,

"against thy sons, O Greece" is held to be an interpola-
41 4
tion. The grounds upon which Kirkpatricﬁ rejects this

phrase are strong. The definiteness of this reference to
Greece 1s not characteristic of the rest of the passage.
The context of the verse 1s characterized by generality,
and nowhere else is the enemy addressed in this fashion.
The balance of the clauses is disturbed by these words.
They form an interruption 1n'the series of metaphors used:
Judah is the bow; Ephraim is' the arrow; Zion is the sword.
Without this phrase the reading would be,

For I bend me Judah for a bow,

Lay Ephraim on 1t for an arrow,

Wield thy sons, O Zion, for a spear,
And make thee as a hero'!s sword.43

The differences of reading given by the Septuagint and the

39. Die Zwolf Kleiner Propheten, p. 350, cited by Robin-

son, op. cit., p. 31
40. Monats, P 281, cited by Robinson, loc. cit.
41, So Duhm, Kuenen, Driver, et al.

42. Op. cit., pp. 476,477
43, Toc. cIt: ’
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Targum are indications of uncertainty about this verse.
For these reasons 1t 1s not difficult to follow Kirk-
patrick in thinking that a Maccabean scribe added "against
thy sons, O Greece" as the object of the attack. Mitcheii,
Sellii? and Duﬁg reject the phrase for metrical reasons in
spite of the fact that its presence would add much to
proving thelr theory about the date of these chapters.
Every line of criticism which can be summoned to examine
the authenticity of a passage unites in thils rejection,
with which this writer concurs. However, since there is a
possibility of disagreement on this conclusion, the verse

will be discussed as 1t now reads.

b. An examinatlion of all post-exilic Biblical
references to the Greeks willl provide a background for an
examination of some of the contentions about this passage.
Genesls 10:2 includes the Greeks (sons of Javan) among the
seven sons of Japheth. This verse 1s probably not post-
exilic, but even those who assign it to a post-exllic re-
dactor do not date 1t later than 500 B.C. Isalah 66:19,
which 1is probably exilic, includes the Greeks among those
who are to hear of the glory of Jehovah, but they are
spoken of as a distant people. In Ezek., 27:13, certalnly

44, Op. cit., pp. 263,254
45. Ep_—ffg. ¢It., p. 191 =
46. Z.A.T.W., p. 190 (1911), cited by Barnes, op. cit.,

p. xvi
47, So Wellhausen, Kuenen, Cornill, Kautzsch
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exilic, the Greeks are pictured as among the commercilal
nations who include slaves in their commerce. Joel 3:6,
which may be post-exilic, speaks of Greece as a market for
Israelite slaves. In Daniel are found references to "the
king of Greece?g "the prince of Greeqe%g and "the realm of
Greece?9 Here "Greece" stands for the Macedonians who
overthrew the Persian power rather than for the Seleucld
empire. This is the contention of Barne§} which he holds
in splte of the fact that he advocates a Maccabean date
for Danlel.

From this study 1t appears that the Greeks were known
at least as early as the time of the exile. They are not,
however, pictured as having any important direct contact
with Israel. Barnes concludes, "In short it must be said
that there is nothing in the rest of the 0.T. to warrant
us in giving to Javan in Zech. 1x.13 the sense of the Syro-
Grecian power?ﬁ The examples in Daniel demonstrate the
possibility of, thls name meaning in Blblical use the

Macedonian Greeks.

¢. The efforts to use Zech. 9:13 to prove a pre-
exilic date for this section on the basis of 1its relation
to the mention of the Greeks in Joel 3:6,7 have been given

480 Dan, 8:21
49. Dan. 10:20
50. Dan. 1l1l:2
51. Loc. cit.
52, Toc. cit.
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up. This has been done, first, because it has become cus-
tomary for modern scholars to assign Joel to a post-exilic
datg? While this dating of Joel has strong evidence to
support 1t, the wide dilvergence of opinion, which Eiselgﬁ
ascribes to "the absence of decisive data on which con-
clusions may be based," should be borne in mind. In the
second place, the parallels between Joel and Zechariah are
not as close as was formerly held. The "sons of Zion" in
Zechariah are not Israsellte prisoners who have been sold
to the Greeks, as Hitzig contended. They are Judah and
Ephraim, who are to lnaugurate the Messianic age by theilr
victor?? Unlike Joel, Zechariah is not speaking of dis-
tant slave traders whom God will punish but ogva people

who are to be formidable antagonlsts of Israel.

d. The relation of "thy sons, O Greece" in Zech.
9:13 to "the kingdom of the Greeks" in I Macc. 8:18 has
been perfunctorily assumed to be that of exact parallels.
Barngg holds that the two expressions reflect an entirely
different historical background. "The kingdom of Greece"
can hardly mean énything other than the kingdom of Alex-

ander the Great or 1lts successor, the Seleucid power. The

53. So Kuenen, A.B. Davidson, Driver, W.R. Smith, G.A.
Smith, W.R. Harper, et al.

54, Op. cit., pp. 486,"457

65. ﬁgfng, F., Die Zwolf Kleinen Propheten, p. 138

56. Driver, S.R., Introduction to the Lifterature of the
0l1ld Testament, p. 349

57. Smlth, G.A., Op. cit., p. 461

58. Op. elt., pp. xvi, xviil
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expression "thy sons, O Greece" suggests a time when Javan
was "only an ethnological term for a disunited and widely
dispersed race." Thus, while the former can go back no
further than the last half of the fourth century B.C., the
latter could have been used by Moses in Gen. 10:2 ten cen-
turies earlier.

This is borre out by the context in which "thy sons, O
Greece" 1s found. The whole passage 1s characterized by
generallzations. That thls was a definlte reference in a
passage of generalizatlons 1s one of the main grounds for
calling the phrase a gloss (Supra), but it 1s now suggest-
ed that the whole may be homogeneous. In that case, taking
"thy sons, O Greece" as a vague sort of reference, a date
earller than the Greclan period i1s demanded. A dllema re-
sults from this suggestion. Either the phrase is a defi-
nite expression with possible late parallels such as
I Macc. 8:18 but then completely out of harmony with 1its
context, or it 1s a general expression in contrast to
I Macec., 8:18 and so from a date prior to the Greclian peri-
od. In the former case the phrase is probably a gloss
with no bearing on the date of these chapters; in the lat-

ter, 1t 1s a strong argument for an early date.

e. Concerning the contention that thls passage
prophesied or reflected the invasion of Alexander the
Great, the following observations are in point. If 9:13

was written before the invasion, the prophecy lacked
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Divine inspiration for it was not fulfilled. Here defeat
for the Greeks 1s announced, and nothing that happened to
the invasion of Palestine by Alexander can be called a de-
feat. These verses can hardly have been written after
that invasion as a description of 1t because of the same
absence of harmony with the facts. Also, the description
of Tyre in 9:3,4 produces the impression that that city
had not been captureg? Alexander captured Tyre in 332 B.C.
which would force the dating of these chapters prior to
the Greek period.

60
f. Concerning the position of Stade and those

who follow him 1In assigning the second part of Zechariah
to a date between 306-278 B.C., these objections may be
urged. According to his position, the Greeks (i.e.
Seleucids) in 9:13 are the enemies of Israel. However, in
9:1-10 deliverance 1s plctured as coming from the north.
That 1s the direction from which the Seleucids would have
come while the Ptolemles, who alone would have been greet-
ed with favor at thils period, would have come from the
soutg% Therefore, Stade must be wrong eilther in his ef-
fort to show that 9:1-10 describes an invasion by Seleucus

I or his son, Antiochus I, or he 1s wrong in his conten-

tion that the Greeks of 9:13 are the Seleucids. The

59. Mitchell, op. cit., p. 252
80, Op. oit.) po—oozth, 305
6l. See Box, G.H., Judalsm in the Greek Period, p. 16

-~
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Seleucids were the enemies of Israel between 306 - 278 B.C.,
but there is insufficient reason for holding that 9:13 is
an outgrowth of that enmity.

g. The prominence of the Greeks in the time of
Zechariah the son of Berechish would have made a reference
by the prophet to them plausible. It has been assumed that
such a reference was not possible in his day, and so the
presence of "thy sons, O Greece" has been assumed to demand
8 Greclan date for these slx chapters. A study of the his-
tory of the Greeks In the general perilod of Zechariah and
of Greclan influence on the Hebrew people as early as that
time wlll substantiate the contentlon that Zechariah could
have written such a verse as 9:13.

The Greeks were prominent on the stage of Persian his-
tory from 521 - 480 B.g? Darius Hystaspes (521-486) found
it necessary to reconquer his kingdom when he ascended the
Persian throne. By 517 B.C. he had moved into Egypt, but
his efforts to win the loyalty of the Egyptlians by honoring
their gods were cut short because of disturbances among the
Greeks. In 516 B.C. the Greeks of the Hellespont,
Bosphorous, and the 1sland of Samos were subdued and made
to submit to Persian authority. Shortly afterward (515 or
512 B.C.), Darius led an army of 800,000 men across the

Bosphorous into Europe in pursuit of the Scythlans. They

62. See Hall, H.R., The Anclent History of the Near East,
pp. 568-586
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merely retreated leading him so far from his home bases
that, like Napoleon in Russia, the elements defeated him.
This fallure encouraged the Ionlan Greeks to revolt.
Sardis, the foremost stronghold of the Persign empire in
Asia Minor, was burned by the Athenians in 499 B.C. In
493 B.C. Darius dispatched an army under the son of
Gobryas against the Greeks, but, while the islands of the
Aegean were recovered, the Greeks were not conquered. For
the next three years plans and preparations were made for
an expedition to crush Greece. In 490 B.C. Miltiades de-
feated the Persians at Marathon with a loss of one hundred
and ninety-two Greeks as compared with the Persian loss of
64,000 men. Again the whole 1nterest of the Perslan em-
pire was centered on preparatlions for an expedition agalnst
this rising people; however, Darius dled before plans could
be perfected. Xerxes I immedlately took up this war as the
most important thing facing the Perslan empire. The over-
whelming Greek victories on sea at Salamls and on land at
Platea were the result (480 B.C.). Thus the lords of the
sons of Israel suffered ignominlious defeat at the hands of
the sons of Greece.

To deny to Zecharlah any knowledge of these important
events 1s to insist that he was a provincial prophet unlike
the world statesmen who had preceded him and whose works he
knew and admired. Greece was a world power by the end of
the reign of Darius. Its mllltary supremacy over the Per-

sians was common knowledge after 480 B.C. What would be



69

more natural than that a prophet, in speaking of the vic-
tory of his people over the powers of the world as a prel-
ude to establishing the Messianic age, should pick as the
representative of those world powers the people who had
just demonstrated thelr military supremacy? In fact, Rob-
1nsgg is so impressed by this suggestion that he insists
that the Greeks were too well known after 480 B.C. to have
been referred to 1In any such indefinite fashlon as is
found in Zech. 9:13. He goes so far as to conclude that
this verse is a positive indication of a date in the peri-
od from 518-516 B.C. before the Greeks had become so prom-
inent on the horizon of world history. At least, the pos-
81bility of an early date for such a reference is assured.
Greek influence was present in Hebrew life prlor to
the rise of Alexander the Great. Robert H. Pfeiffgi has
made a careful study of the relatlon of the Hebrews and
the Greeks before the time of Alexander. He 1s puzzled as
to how any one of the Hebrew authors "writing about the
middle of the 5th century, obtalned his infomation for
the history of the Mediterranean in the 7th century."
Though unable to understand completely how it came about,
he discovers considerable Greek influence upon the fifth
century Hebrews ln the realm of language, llterature, and

65
philosophy. He concludes, "Even the preceding rapid and

630 o ® cit. p. 68

64, "Hebrews and Greeks before Alexander," Journal of
Biblical Literature, 56:91-101 (1937)

65. Ibld., p. 100
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inadequate survey may convey some slight plcture of the
close interrelatlons between Palestine and the Aegean
world?g
67

H.R. Hall finds that Greek iInfluence was spreading
through the eastern world in the time of Nabonidus (558=
535 B.C.). The widespread use of Greek mercenaries 1is
evidenced by the report that they were the only ones 1n
Egypt to offer any real resistance to Cambyses (526 B.C.??

There 1s no reason Zech. 9:13 could not have been
written prior to Alexander the Great. On the other hand,
there are some evidences which would demand an early date
for this verse 1if the phrase "thy sons, O Greece" is not a
gloss. A reference to Greece in the time of Zechariah the
son of Berechish would have been in keeping with the polit-
ical horizon of his day.

By way of summary of all of the historical evidence,
a negatlive answer must be given to the proposals of elther
a very early or a very late date for Zech. 9-14. All of
the reasons given for inslisting upon a pre-exilic date van-
ish upon close examination. Not only 1s there an absence
of positive indications of this early date, but overwhelm-
ing arguments for a post-exllic date abound. Upon the his-
torical evidence alone, this writer 1s convinced that all

thought of a pre-exlilic date must be abandoned. In this

66. Ibid., p. 101

67. 0Op. cit., Dp. 561-562
c8. Thiz-, 543
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conclusion the judgment of all recent criticism concurs.

The above decision with regard to the 1mpossibility
of a pre-exilic date affects the questlon of the unity of
these six chapters. Mitchell points to thls in the follow-
Ing statement,

The defenders of the pre-exlllc origin of chs.

9-14, as has been explalned, have usually felt

themselves compelled to accept the theory of

plural authorship. On the other hand, those

who refer them to the postexllic period, being

relleved from such necessity, incline with

Stade to attribute the whole, or at least all

but 9:1-10, to a single author.69
Thus the historlical evidence which demands that 9-11; 13:
7-9 be separated from 12:1-13:6; 14 is removed by insist-
ence upon a post-exllic date for the whole section.

With reference to the exact time within the post-
exllic period, the historical evidence points to the fifth
century B.C. Every line of evidence which permits a Gre-
clan date fits just as easily into the period around 500
B.C. The points which have been discussed line up as fol-
lows: The reference to Assyria and Egypt in 10:10,11
maekes a date shortly after the exile preferable. The
equal prominence given the house of David and the House of
Levi is a strong argument for a date contemporary with the
author of Zech. l=8. Judah's participation in the slege of
Jerusalem, as supposedly described in 12:2, and the mention
of the Greeks 1In 9:13 are of negatlve force because of un-

certainty about the text. However, if the present reading

of 9:13 1s accepted, a date prior to 480 B.C. 1s indicated.

69. Op. clt., p. 257 N
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CHAPTER III

THE PROBLEM VIEWED FROM THE STANDPOINT OF
LANGUAGE AND STYLE

Language and style have furnished some of the most
telling arguments for composite authorship of the book of
Zechariah. The approach to this has been twofold. Some
eritics, notably Eckard% and Stade? have given Zech., 9-14
a post-Zechariesn date on the basis of the late development
of language and style dlsplayed. Others have been content

to conclude from differences in style, tone, and vocabu-

lary that the book was written by more than one author.

l. Lingulstlc and Stylistic Evidence for the Date of
Chaps. 9=14

3
Despite Eiselen's recognition "as a general principle

that style and diction by themselves are unsafe criteris
for determining the date of a writing," he continues to

use them in his arguments. He 1s representative of most
of the critics. The absence of sufficient early litera-

ture from Hebrew pens with which to make comparisons has

l. Eckardt, R., "Der Sprachgebrauch von Zach. 9-14,"
Zeitschrift fur die altestamentlische Wissenschaft,

2. Stade, B., "Deuterozacharja, Eine krit. Studie,"
Zeitschrift fur die altestamentlische Wissenschaft,
1:1-96 (18Bl), 2: 151-172,275-3090 (1882)

3. Eiselen, F. C., Thprrophetic Books of the 0l1d Testa-
ment, II, p. 564
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made the use of lingulstic and stylistic arguments for the
date of a work extremely precarious. Though admitting the
faillure of thelr efforts to construct a clear picture of
the development of the Hebrew language, scholars almost al-
ways include in thelr critical dlscussions a statement that
the language ls elther early or late. One's fingers should
always be crossed before 1indulging in any such dogmatic as-
sertions.

The presence of early features in the language of
Zech. 9=14 1is so unlversally recognized that there is no .
value in trying to pick them out. The problem is whether
there are late features which could not have been used be-
fore a certaln time. In other words, once a feature got
into the language 1t might recur at any time, but, knowing
when 1t came into use, ho passage containing it could have
been written prior to that time. It is for this reason |
that attention 1s now concentrated on the contentions of
Eckardt and Stade that the language and style of these

chapters cannot be earllier than the Greclan period.

(1) Aramaisms in Zech. 9-14

The presence of several words whose roots are often
found in later Aramaic, Syriac, and Arablc are used to
prove a late date for the writing of these chapters. This,
however, may be dismissed in the light of the revelations
of the Assuan papyrl and the Aramalc dockets on Assyrian

and Babylonlan contract tablets, some of which are dated as
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early as the time of Sennacherib. Barnes is justified in
saying, "But the occurrence of Aramaic words is no trust-
worthy indication of a very late date.ﬁ This becomes
obvious when an Aramaism of Zechariah is found in an admit-
tedly early writing, e.g. ) P 2 of 14:3 occurs in Jer. 20:
5; Ezek. 22:25; ?‘J (/ of 14:2 is found in Isa. 13:6; Jer.
3:2; b 9 9 of 12:2 occurs as a verb in Nahum 2:4 while the
form ﬂ} Y 9 J1is found in Isa., 51:17,22. Beside these De
Wettg discovers an Arameism In Zech. 7:14 which would make
anything sald of the Aramaisms in chaps. 9-14 applicable to
chaps. 1-8.

Alleged Aremaisms are excluded from the evidence en-
tirely by some scholars., Delitzsch ignores them with the
statement about the book of Zecharlah, "The diction, is on
the whole, free from Chaldaisms, and formed upon the model
of good early writers.g Wrighz refuses to lay any stress
on the few Aramaisms which are clalmed because he is not
certaln that they are genuine. R.D. Wilson finds only
"four or five roots or words in the 0ld Testament Hebrew

8
that may possibly have been derived from the Aramaic." Not

one of these occurs 1In Zech. 9-14. Barnes sweeps away any

4, Barnes, W.E., "Zechariah," Cambridge Bible for Schools

and Colleges, XXXI, p. xix
5. De Wette, W.M.S., A Critical and Historical Introduction

to the Canonical Scriptures of the 0ld Testament, 11, p.
44'n

6. Keil and Delitzsch, Commentary on the Minor Prophets, II
p. 233

7. Wright, C.H.H., Zecharigh and His Propheclies, p. xi
8. A Sclentific Investigatlion o e Testament, p. 143
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Aramaisms which may be genuine with the remark, "And es-

peclally it must be remembered that occasional Aramalsms

prove nothing, for they may be due to scribes and not to
9

authors."

(2) Scriptio Plena as a Proof of a Late Date

Eckardt places great welght upon the presence of the
full form or scriptio plena 7 ) T as evidence of the

late suthorshlip of thls section. He says that the

scriptio defectiva, J) 7, was used "bis zum Ende des 4.
10
Jarhundert. Hiersuf tritt die scriptio plena ein." There

are, however, four exceptions to this rule. Eccleslastes,
one of the latest books of the 0ld Testament, uses ’7)‘%1
while three examples of '7’ ) T are found in the eighth
century B.é% These exceptions mitigate the force of
Eckardt's argument.

Robinson turns the point of this argument by showing
that it 1s a peculiar habit of the author of both parts of

the book to alternate the scriptlo plens and the scriptio

defectiva. From this he concludes, "In our judgment the

orthography of the Book of Zecharieh is one of the strong-
13
est evidences that it was all written by one hand." The

1°8 OE' Cito, Pe XX

10. Op. e¢it., p. 90

11, cc. :1’

12, Ho. 3:5; Am. 6:5; 9:11

13. Robinson, G.L., "The Prophecies of Zechariah With
Speciel Reference to the Origin and Date of Chapters

9-14," The American Journal of Semdtic Languages and
Literature, 12:88 (1895)
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welght of the argument may be judged by studylng the fol-
lowing examples. In chaps. 1-8: 27 JU 1IN in 1:2,4,5
1s 0D’ JTIN1in 1:6;8:14. JTAW ) 2 15 2:11;5:7 s
JITIV? 1n 1:1157:7. O°N) Y in3:31s Q°NY il in
3:4. J199) YT ins:81s JITD Y s, JIINY I
in 5:9;6:5 1s JI? N ¥ ° in 6:1. JT) P O Y 1n 6:11 is
IV T 1n 6:14. NY 12§ 1n 8:10 1s NY? in 2:7,
7)Y in 1:7;2:16 1s 7)Y in 8:20. QW )2 anda "IW°
are both found in 8:20,21.

In chaps. 9-14: W 22 ) T in 9:5 1s W’ 1 /1 in 10:
5,11. )29 1 1n 11:10 1s 19 il 1n 11:14. T W )2
O2W )Y 2 in12:84s B35WIYV 2 2w 127, JINOwy
and JIN D W .§ are both found in 12:14.

If the scriptlo plena snd the scriptlo defectlva may

be used to prove anything by their presence in the book of
Zecharlah, 1t 1s that the book was written by one author.
There i1s absolutely no basls for the contention that a date
subsequent to the fourth century 1s demanded. To deny that
thils vascillating orthograpuy is of any use as evidence be-
cause the use or neglect of the vowel letters "may be mis-
takes of copyists," as Mitchell claims, is at least an ad-

mission that here 1s no argument for a late date.

(3) The Ending !,I

14
Eckardt considers , | to be an evidence of late

14, Op. cit., p. 82
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development. In Zech. 9-14 he finds the following exam-
ples which are used to indicate that these chapters belong
in the Greclan period or later: I ! Y , d in 9:12;

, IN9P ?1in14:6; and three words in 12:4, | | 1T 1,
]l N AJ W and I | ) ’,9 . According to Robinsoi? these
last three arlse out of the twenty-eighth chapter of
Deuteronomy, the terminus ad gquem for which 1s fixed by
Driver "as the 18th year of King Josiah (B.C. 621)%S The
other two have early post-exilic parallels in Zech. 6:14

( ’ ‘7.))}) and in Hag. 2:17 (,’9 TW 2 and

"i” > ) ). The use of the ending by admittedly early
writings destroys the value of the five examples 1in the
second part of Zechariash. However they may be explalned

in the other instances will also apply to thelr appear-

ance here.

(4) The Absence of the Article

There are nine instances 1in which the article 1s
omitted. Eckaréz contends that there 1s no explanation
other than that the passage 1s late. There are, however,
some explanations which may be suggested. Robinson holds
that, "In four of these cases the absence of the article,

if not intentional, may be due to the Massoretlc vocaliza-

15. Op. clt., p. 54

16. Driver, S.R., Introduction to the Literature of the
0ld Testament, p. 86

17. Op. cit., p. 98
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18
tion, ..." In some instances the absence of the article
19
may be explained by the poetic character of the passage.

Individual instences of omlssion of the article may
find some such explanation as the following: fJ7 N in 9:1
may be used in a collective sense to mean "mankind" in
which case the article would have been preferred, but it
may also be a corruptlion of D-) N, Syrie, as Klostermaﬁg
conjectures, In which case as a proper name the article
would have been unnecessar?l.. In 9:16 Stade changes IN/ J
to read ’N/ D, thus supplying the article; however,
even as 1t now stends no article 1s necessary for 1t 1s
rendered definite by the following genitivg? Though

> 0 )1° 1s an adjective gentis usually with the article,

its force in 9:7 as a proper name, due to the fact that it
is singular, may account for the absence of the articlgz?

The rules in regard to the omlssion of the article when the
object that is compared 1s already defined by means of an
attribute may be applied to ) )T T D in 10:3‘% Concerning
two other examples proposed by Eckardt, ) } l I7 ) )) 2
in 11:2 and /)(IJ N ] D) VW 1in 14:10, Kautzsch-Gesenius,

Grammar uses them as examples of the regular omission of the

18, Op. cit., p. 54

19. Kautzsch, E., Gesenius' Hebrew Grammar, p. 405

20, Cited by Mitchell, H.G., "Zecharlah," International
Critical Commentary, XXV, p. 263

21. Kautzsch, op. cit., p. 401
22. Tbid., p. "

23, 7IbId., p. 402
24, 7Tbid., p. 407
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articl?a? The absence of the article in 14:5 U L ~,J:
may be due to a regard for hiatus before N, ) , ,72(.3
No claim 1s here made to an indisputable explanation

for every example of omission of the article in Zech. 9-14.
The effort has been to show that these chapters display no
surprising or excessive instances of this late development
in the Hebrew language. There are insufficient examples of
the absence of the article in these six chapters to neces-
sitate a late orilgin for these prophecies. A few instances

here may be but anticlipations of what became more common a

little later.

(5) The Setting Forth of the Finite Verb by Means of

the Infinitive Absolute

27
The contention of Eckardt that the use of the infini-

tive gbsolute found 1n these last chapters of the book of
Zecharish, e.g. 12701 ..0190) 1n 12:10, is a proof of
a late date 1s not justified. The infinitive absolute 1s
employed to set forth the finite verb 1n just such a fash-
ton in zech. 3:4, W2 81 V... °J1 1Y /7 ; zecn. 7:5,
1N90) Uﬂ*} ~?); also four inf. abs. in Hag. 1:
6, vee )W ... S)ON...NTT)... O JI YT
v Jﬁ . These and other examples of the pre-Greclan use

of the infinitive absolute in this manner are found in

256, 1Ibld., p. 409
26. Loc. clt,
27. Op. cit., p. 98



8l

28
Kautzsch-Gesenius, Grammar.

(6) Clumsy Diction and Repetition

The charges made against the style of Zech. 9-14 may
be readlly accepted. The implication of this clumsy dic-
tion and repetition 1s, however, not so clear as Eckardt
indicates when he calls it, "eiln unverkennbares Merkmal
spaterer Zeit?% The difficulty 1s that the same charges
may be made against the first eight chapters. Delitzsch
says, "The prophetic addresses are to some extent rich in
repetition, especielly ch. vii and viii, ..;.59 0f the
visions in the first part of the book G.A. Smith says,
"Here the style is involved and.redundant?% Rosenmiller
considers the style of the first eight chapters to be
"prosaic, feeble, poor?g Pusey says of the two parts of
the book, "In both there 1s & certain fullness of lan-
guage, produced by dwelling on the same thought or word?g
The point i1s that on the basls of such evidence as this
not only chaps. 9#14 but also chaps. 1-8 will have to be

glven a late date. This argument proves too much.

(7) The Preponderance of the Form ") JN over’ I N

in 9-14

28, O
29. O

it., p. 345
ey Pe 99

30. C ey Do 223

3l. "Zecharieh," The Expositor's Bible, p. 261

32, Cited by Eiselen, F.C., The Prophetic Books of the
0l1d Testament, II, p. 563

33, Pusey, E.B., The Minor Prophets, II, p. 327

C
C

i
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Robinson quotes Giesebrecht's law thus, "the later
the writing the greater the preponderance in favor of
21N :f% Eckardt seeks to soften the force of this evi-
dence unfavorable to his date by saying,

Des Rathsels Losung wird also die sein, dass

der gelehrte Verfasser von Zach. 9-14 sich

mit Bedacht den seltneren Wendung bedient hat,

ﬂi:ig%%g dieselbe wuchtiger und felerlicher
However, the fact remains that in 9-14 ‘)] N is found but
twice (10:6 and 13:9) while 2 ) JN is found five times
(11:6,16; 12:2; 13:5 twice). In a study of the books gen-
erally accepted as of latest origin Robinsgg discovers
that "J,V occurs one hundred and nine times as compared
to the three times > JD]N 1s found. On the other hand,
the two examples of 2]JN found in 9-14 are to be expected
for it occurs one hundred and fifty-five times in Ezekiel,
Heggal, Zech. 1-8, and Malachi. Consequently, while the
presence of 2 J N 1s of no value in determining the date
of these chapters, the presence of J,D].\‘ produces a
pfejudice in favor of an early date for Zech. 9-12?

The conclusion from this study of the linguistic evi-
dences as to the date of Zech. 9-14 1s in agreement with
such sound Hebrew scholars as Barnes, Delitzsch, Ewald, and

others, who say that the language is early rather than

late. Kuenen so far recognized the force of the linguistic

34. Op. clt., p. 53

35. Op. cit., p. 97

36' 6 - cIE.’ p. 54

37. Gray, G.B., A Critical Introduction to the 0ld Testa-
ment, p. 230
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evidence as being for an early rather than the late date
to which he ascribed these chapters that he conjectured an
early prophecy reworked by a late apocalyptist. Kautzsch
says of Kuenen's position, "According to him ancient frag-
ments survive in chaps. ix-xi and xiii. 7-9, originating
mainly in the eighth century (about 745 f£f.), arranged by
a post-exilic redactor...?ﬁ If the evidence of an early
date 1s so strong as to necessltate any such scheme as
that while the supposed late evidence has been shown to be

without force, one 1s led to the conviction that Zech. 9=

14 must have been written prlior to the Greclan perilod.

2. Lingulstic and Stylistic Relations Between Chaps. 1-8
and 9-14

All scholars who hold to the composite authorship of
the book of Zechariah use the difference in language and
style of the sectlions as proof of thelr contention. There
is no denying the fact that variations occur. They are ap-
parent even to the reader of a translation of the book.
Whether they are as serlous as they have been judged is the
matter now to be declded. An examination also needs to be
made of those pecullarities which seem to tie the two sec-
tions together. Already the custom in both sections of al-
ternating the scriptio plena and the scriptio defectiva has

38. Kautzsch, E., The Literature of the 0ld Testament, p.
137
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been pointed out. The clumsy diction and the wearisome
repetition of words and phrases which characterize the

whole book heve also been noted.

(1) Diction and Phraseology

a. Certain words are employed in a different
sense in chaps. 1l=-8 from the meaning given them in 9-14.
If this can be substantlated, it 1s the most effective
single argument for dual authorship suggested by Eckardg?
The following are some of the proposed examples:

In 1-8 [ N ) 1s used as a technical term for prophetic
inspirastion; in 9-14 1t 1s never so used. The three excep-
tions, 9:8; 9:14; 12:4, which Robinsﬁg proposes are not ten-
able on exegetical grounds. This variation in the use of
I ,\' ) must be allowed.

It is contended that Y? Nl ~4 ) always means "the
whole earth" in 1-8 and only "the land of Palestine" in 9-
14. That 1s entirely a matter of interpretation. Perowﬁg
interprets it in 5:3 as a reference to "the land of Judsh."
At the same time, numerous commentatoﬁg interpret the phrase
in 14:2 as meaning "the whole earth." This exactly reverses
the position and mekes it a link between the two sections,

though a weak one.

39. Op. cilt., pp. 104,105

40. oo eTE . cit., p. 82

41, Perowne, T.T., "Zechariah," Cambridge Bible For Schools
and Colleges, XXXI, in loco (1880) )

42, So Driver, Mitchell, Barnes, et al.
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The translation of ﬁ7é JA 1n 6:10 as "exiles" and
the translation of it in 14:2 as "exile" 1s purely a matter
of opinion. Barnes, Driver, Perowne, and others translate
it in both 6:10 and 14:2 with the same word, "captivity."
Like the author of these verses, the above scholars find
that the context can be satisfied by one word; surely no
one will claim that they did not write all of the work
which bears thelr name.

It is cleimed that in 6:13 ] ) f] means "glory" while
in 10:3 it means "splendor." Peculiarly enough, Brown,
Driver, and Briggs, Lexicﬁg gives Zech, 6:13 and 10:3 as 1il-
lustrations of "majesty" as the meaning of ) || .

With but few exceptlons the whole list of words with
supposedly different meanings in the two parts of Zechariah
might be treated in the same fashion as above. The exe-
gesis of the examples involved 1s of such a subjectlive na-
ture that extreme cautlon must be used before arriving at a
"conclusion on this evidence.

The point here 1s not that there are no instances in
which Zechariah uses the same word in different senses. It
would have been strange 1f he did not do so. In fact, such
a use of words can be demonstrated as a common characteris-
tic of both parts of the book of Zecharish, e.g. c7.],3 in
5:9 1s "wing" and in 8:20 1s “skirt"; [T} 9 1s "wind" in

43. Hebrew and English Lexicon of the 0ld Testement, in
loco
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5:9 and 6:5 but "spirit" in 4:6; 6:8; 7:12 etc.; JINU (]
which is "sin" in 13:1 is "plague" in 14:19; Z17) P mean-
ing "midst" in 14:1 is "battle" in 14:3. 1Indeed, if any-
thing can be deduced from this line of evlidence, it 1is
that there 1s a close relation between 1-8 and 9-14.

b. The meaning of certaln words used iIn l-8 1is
expressed by synonyms in 9-12% Some of the examples
given are as follows: "Remnant" in 8:6,11,12 isJI°INU/ ,
but in 14:2 it 1s Y JI°. "Youth" in 2:8 1s ? ) J i], but
in 9:17 1t 1s [J°7) )11 . "staff" in 8:4 1s J] J YWV .Z,
but in 11:7,10,14 it is f‘. PY. "Inlquity" in 3:5,9 is
, )V, but in 13:1 1t is J7.\l(,0n . "Possess" is é 171 in
2:16; 8:12, but in 9:4 1t is W2 7} ) (] . "Desolate" in 7:
14 1s I W , but in 11:2,3 1t 1s 7T W .

The first thing that needs to be noted in evaluating
this evidence 1s that the author of 9-14 1s not always
ignorant of the synonym used in 1-8. He employs each of
the synonyms for "remnant" in 14:2 and in 11:9 respectively.
The same is true of the synonyms for "youth" in 9:17, 11:16,
13:5.

The use of synonyms 1s characteristic of both sections
of the book of Zechariah. This may be urged as an argument
for unity of authorship. Within the first elght chapters
the following are found: "Line" in 1:16 is/]| }?‘but in 2:5

44, Eckardt, op. cit., p. 106
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N7% $1N. "Temple" in 1:16; 3:7; 4:9; 7:3; 8:9 1s J > 1
but in 6:12,15,14; 8:9, 50 °il . "Stand" in 3:4 is 74y
but in 6:5,;1/X vV ., From the last six chapters the follow-
ing examples may be taken: "Plague" in 14:12,15 is 19441
but in 14:19, JINWY 1. "Tent" in 12:7 13):7 N , but in
14:15 1t 1s [ J /1 & . "Flock" in 10:3 1s ) 7Y but in 9:
16; 10:2, ’,\’; « "Door" in 11:1 is J7 ; T, but in 14:10
it 1s YHYW.

While this evidence belongs on the side of unity of
authorshlp of the book of Zecharlah, its weakness must be
pointed out. The use of synonyms may be found in the work
of almost any capable writer. Under no circumstances can
it be used as evidence of composlte authorship of the book
of Zecharlah.

c. It 1s customary to compare the vocabulary of
any sections concerning which there 1s a question as to
unity of suthorship. Bleek, Eckardt, Mitchell, Cheyne, and
others throw out the caution that by a careful selection of
words the whole 0ld Testament may be shown to be the product
of one author. Looking at the other side of the problem,
Pusey says, "The use of different words in unlike subjects

45
i1s a necessary consequence of that unlikeness." It is as

45. 0p. cit., p. 326
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easy to overpress the argument on one side as the othe:?
47 48 49

Mitchell, Driver, and Eckardt give long lists of words
and phrases found in one part of the bodk of Zecharlah and
not found 1n the other. The most important are as follows:
"The word of Jehovah came unto me" 1s an introductory for-
mula found eight times In 1-8 and not at all in 9-14,
"(Thus) salth Jehovah" 1s found twenty-three times in 1l-8
and only once (9:4) throughout 9-14. "Saying" is found
twenty-nine times in the first part and 1s absent from the
last part of the book. "Then shall ye know" is not found
in 9-14, though it appears four times in 1l-8. "In that
day" occurs eighteen times in 9-14 and only three times in
1-8. There are a number of others which are not so impres-
sive.

Though he 1s convinced that 1l-8 and 9-14 are not by
the same author, Eckardt says, "Eine Musterung des
Vocabelschatzes ergilebt allerdings vielfache Uebereinstim-

50
mung." He then allows the following word list as favoring

46, Prof. Stanley Leathes, cited by Pusey, loc. cit.,
glves a graphic demonstration of the danger oI deduc-
ing difference in authorshlp due to varlations in vo-
cabulary. He compares three poems of Milton, L'Allegro,
Il Penseroso, and Lucidas. The first is a poem of 450
words, the second of 578 words, and the third of 725
words. There are only about 125 words common to the
first two, only about 140 common to the last two, only
about sixty-one common to all three. It would be easy
to argue from this that Milton did not write all three
poems, which he did.

47. Op. cit., p. 236
48, Diiver. &.R., "zechariah," The New Century Bible, XXII,
pp. 228,229

49. Op. cit., pp. 104,105
50. ThiT- . 104
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the unity of the book: Y J L (3:3,4; 14:4); oW (2:14;
4:10; 10:7); 7’5([)/7 (5:8; 11:12,13); ([ J (1:16; 12:1;
3:2; 11:6); SIJJ (2:12; 14:5); ] 9 O (7:5; 12:10); S5
(2:13; 14:1); ) D W (8:10; 11:12); TP W (5:4; 8:17; 10:2;
13:3); [7 /1 ) (1:12; 10:6); Q1T J(1:17; 10:2); )20 ]
(3:14; 9:7);—)";1‘39[7 (3:4; 13:2). For "south" both parts
have 14 J in 7:7; 14:4 and /.& > J1 in 6:6; 9:14. Of es-
peclal importance are _1(1}3 » passive, 1In 2:8; 9:5; 12:6
and | P_Z with ; and the infinitive in 6:7; 12:9 and also
the very important 1) J1V.¥ in 7:14; 9:8.

Robinsgg makes the following additions to the 1list:
593 (3:2; 11:6); 5) NYW “53) 28775y (a1
12:6; cf, 4:3; 3:1); ") /7 (2:103 11:17); ))X "J‘]]
(2:14; 9:9); / T (4:7; 12:10); ) Y U (8:16;5 14:10); bY// 4
(6:13; 9:10); [7.%7 7,V (9:16; 2:165 13:5); ] O 2 (4:9; 12:
1); ) A D (5:3; 9:16; 10:2,7,8); JI N & (6:10; 7:12;5 11:10;
14:17). Attention is also called to the use of the expres-

52
sion "one toward another" in its different forms and to the
63
use of 71/ N for the indefinite article.

54 , _
Lowe marks the fact that the Septuagint has « ¥ ol -

e ThHAX in 9:8 as a translation of /71}4 o This makes a
striking parallel with the use of A in the privative sense
as found in 7:4.

51. Op. cit., p. 87

52, 3:10; 7:9,10; 8:10,16,17; 11:6,9; 14:3

53. ©6:7; 12:7

54. Lowe, W.H., The Hebrew Student's Commentary on Zech-
arish, p. 82
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After studying the diction of 1-8 and 9-14, Perowne
arrives at the conclusion that the varlations found are
only such as the varliations in subject matter warrant.
There are some serious differences, but there are also cer-
taln strong affinities between the language of the two sec-
tions. The diction of the book, therefore, would allow but

certalnly does not demand two or more authors.

(2) Contrast of Prose and Poetry

56
For the most part, chaps. l=8 are prose. Duhm finds

only one poetic fragment in these chapters. Mitchell says
of the author of 1-8, "Now and then, however, especially
when he 1s delivering an express message from Yahweh, he
falls into a rythmical movement?z He finds a number of in-
stances of districhs, tristrichs and tetrastichs. It 1s
only fair to add, however, that Mitchell concludes, "Final-
ly, there are not enough of these passages of all kinds and
qualities to give him [fthe author of l-Q} a claim to be
called a poet?g Unanlimous concurrence might be obtalned
for thils conclusion.

Concerning chaps. 9-14 there is less unanimity of

opinion. That these chapters are more poetic than the

first eight 1s accepted by all, but just what parts of this

55. Op. clte., pP. 54
56. ﬁ%ﬁﬁ:—ﬁ.: The Twelve Prophets, p. 178

57. Op. cilt., p. 99
88, ThITo p. 100
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last section are poetic 1s open to debate. Since Mitchell
uses the change from prose in 1-8 to poetry in 9-14 as an
argument for composite authorship, his judgment concerning
the poetic sections of these last chapters will be sugges-
tive. As 1t now stands, the ninth chapter 1s but "little
better" in poetic form than the first eight. Mitchell pro-
poses to remedy this "by supplying a few words that have
evidently been lost and omitting more that have just as
evidentally been added?g One cannot but wonder at the pos-
sibility of transforming some sectlons of 1l-8 1nto poetry
by such a drastic procedure. Mitchell finds that chapter
ten is made up of four line stanzas with the words measured
by the three-tone rule. "The next section (1ll:4-17 and 13:
7-9) consist mainly of a prose narrative...?g There 1s
general agreement with this judgment. Of chapters twelve
and fourteen he says, "... although they are on the whole
more rythmical than the first eight, there 1s no sustained
movement, like that in chs. 9 and 10,...?%

Barngg gives the followlng table of metrical passages
in Zech. 9-13 which are found by Martl and Duhm, two of the

most ardent discovers of metre in the prophetic books.

59. Ibid., p. 234
60. Tbid., p. 235
6l1. Toc. cit.

62. 0Op. cit., p. xlviii
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Marti Duhm
9:1-7 Four double stanzas Elght single stanzas
Six lines each Three lines each
9:11 New stanzas begin 0ld stanzas continue
Four lines each Three lines each
11:4-16 Prose 1ll1:4-14 Three line stanczas
12:1-13:2 Stanzas (irregular) Prose
Three lines each
13:%7 One stanza Two stanzas
Six lines Three lines each
13:8,9 Stanzas Prose

Six lines each

The divergence in the opinions of these two excellent
scholars 1s due to the fact that both find it necessary to
emend the text in order to produce even the above instances
of metrical form. No wonder Barnes concludes from his
study of the work of Martl and Duhm,

It looks as though, granted that there are met-

rical verses to be found, these are embedded in

prose passages. ... The divergences of these

two scholars are sufficient of themselves to

discredit the attempt to find strict prosodial

forms here.
To this judgment about chaps. 9-13 may be added Mitchell's
comment on chap. 14, "...it willl puzzle most readers to
find traces of poetical form, except at the beginnling and

64

end of the passage, and here it seems to be unintentional."

It beglins to appear that the problem here is not that

of a prose section as contrasted with a poetic section.

63. Op. cit., p. 1 64. Op. clt., p. 235
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Rather it 1s a comparison of two sections, one predomi-
nantly prose and the other predominantly poetry. The
problem 1s not so clear-cut as it has often carelessly
been assumed to be.
65

It may be that Mitchell has unconsciously put his
finger on the cause of the difference between the two
parts of the book when he finds a connectlon between the
poetic passages of 1=-8 and the kind of message the
prophet is delivering. In recognition of this same thing
Wright explalns,

seswe cannot consider it strange that the de-

scription of that vision of the night season

(in 1-8) lacks 'the elevated and imaginative

style! of the later prophecies, where the

writer, though predicting facts and 1ideas

communicated by Divine 1inspiration, was yet
free to give scope to his own individuality.

66

In other words, both the subject matter and the manner of
inspiration of the first eight chapters was not so condu-
clve to the poetic style as was true of the last six chap-
ters.

An examination of chaps. 1=8 1n the light of the
foregolng suggestion will determine the truth or falsity
of that 1dea. The poetic form 1s found in 1:16 where the
prophet 1s not limited to the recitation of the content of
his visiogT The night vision of 1:7-6:8 takes its form

from the material it handles. It was doubtlessly a real

65. Op. cit., p. 99
66. O .: p. xxix

g. c
67. tchell, loc. cit.
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psychic experience, related subsequently as modified by
the prophet's interpretatiog? It bears the same relation
to the style of Zechariah's public prophetlic addresses as
the style of Ezeklel!s visions bears to the other parts of
his work. T.H. Robinsgg attributes the presence of so
much prose in Ezeklel to the effort of the prophet to
present hls ecstatic experiences in detall. The same
thing 1s probably true of Zech. l=8. Perowgg observes
that when 1-8 becomes prophecy proper, as distinet from
narration or description, the style at once approaches
that of 9-14, e.g. 2:4-13. Notlice that the narration of
chap. 11 is in prose. Of the prophecy in the last part of
the sixth chapter MitcheZi says that 6:12f, 1s the best
example of poetlc composition from the hand of Zechariah.
The absence of the poetlc form from chaps. 7,8 can be
explained by the fact that that message was in the nature
of a private conversation given as a reply to the delega-
tion from Bethel. A parallel is found in Jer. 42. 1It,
too, is an answer to a delegation, and 1s a prose passage
in a book that 1is largely in poetiec form. The nature of
the message does apparently affect the style of the
prophet. The dlfference in the content of the first and

last sections of the book 1s, therefore, sufficilent ex-

68. Lofthouse, W.F., "Israel After the Exile," Clarendon
Bible, IV, p. 154 I

69. Prophecy and the Prophets, p. 145

70. Op. clt., p. o4

1. _P__—M. ¢It., p. 100
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planation of the variation in the use of prose and poetry.
Wriggi suggests that the poetry of 1-8 be compared to
the poetry of 9-14 and the prose of 9«14 be compared to
the prose of 1-8, This obvlious suggestlion has been over-
looked evidently because of the conception that 1-8 was
all prose and 9-14 all poetry. A reading of chaps. 4,7,11
reveals that there 1s no more difference between the prose
of chap. 4 and chap. 11 than there 1s between chap. 4 and
chap. 7. No one has denled chaps. 7,8 to Zecharlah on the
basis of the difference between these chapters and the
first six. As to the poetry, 3:7 is a varlation on a six-
toned model which 1s exactly reproduced in 13:7-9. 1In
discussing 13:7=-9 MitcheZi allows that this is an argument

favorable to Zecharlan authorship.

The mixture of prose and poetry in both parts of the
book weakens the force of thls argument for dual author-
ship. By supplying an explanation for the choice of the
prophet between prose and poetry in his various discourses,
the weight of thils argument against Zecharian authorship

of 9-14 1s removed.

(3) Divergence in Tone

Thiat there 1s a difference 1In tone between chaps. 1-8
and 9-14 must be recognlzed. In passing from one section

to the other a change in atmosphere and circumstances 1s

72. Op. cit., p. xxix 73. Op. cit., p. 235
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encountered. That does not, however, indicate that a
separate author is demanded for the two sections because
the same sort of change in tone may be observed within
chaps. l-gf A change 1In tone 1s not so 1important as the
things which produce such a sense of change. Many things
contribute to the variation in tone between 1-8 and 9-14.

75
a. G.A. Smith thinks that one of the main dif-

ferences 1s that 1In the second part of the book the peace
and love of peace reflected in the first part is absent.
That the atmosphere of peace has disappeared in 9-14 1is
quite obvious, but 1:12 looked anxiously for a day when
that peace would be broken. As for the love of peace,
G.A. Smith remembers, in a footnote, that Zech. 9:10-12
indicates the expectation that out of the confusion and
war prophesied in chaps. 9-14 would come the reign of the
king who should "speak peace unto the nations." The dif-
ference in tone in this instance 1s the result of the
fulfillment in the second part of the expectations of the

first part.

b. The absence of vislons in the second part
of the book not only contributes to the difference in
tone but has been urged as an argument against Zecharian

authorship. It should be remembered that the "visions"

74, Cf. 1:1-6; 1:7-6:15; 7:1-8:23
75. Op. cit., p. 449
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76
of 1-8 are in reality but phases of one night vision.
Zechariah was not a prophet who received his message pri-
marily through visions. The simple explanation for the
lack of visions in chaps. 9-14 is that the prophet had
none. That proves nothing unless it can be shown that the
temperament of the man who wrote the first eight chapters
would have demanded that he have visions for his message
in the last part of the boo;? There are some who conslider
the vision of 1-8 to be a literary device rather than a
psychic experiencZ? If that were true, the allegory of
11:4-17 would furnish a close parallel. It 1is, however,
more pertinent to note that though Zechariah wrote chaps.
7,8 they contain no visions. Obviously, no such principle

may be lald down as to demand that a prophet who once uses

a vislon should never use anything else.

¢c. The absence of immedlate connection with

contemporary events, as indicated by the fallure to date
' 79
the second part of the book, has been noted by Mitchell.

Dates are frequently attached to visions such as are found
80
in 1-8. With the one exception found in Isa. 14:28, ora-
81
cles such as are found in 9-14 have no dates. By 1its very

76. Wright, op. cit., p. xxxii

77. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 233,234
78. So. G.A. SmEtH, op. cit., p. 274

79. Op. cit., p. 233
80. 3%. Isa.’6:1; Ezek. 1:1=-3; 8:1; 40:1; Dan. 7:1
8l. Robinson, op. cit., p. 80
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nature and purpose this latter section of Zechariah 1s

pointing to future events rather than contemporary matters.

d. Certain features of the first part, such as
angels, disappear from the second part of the book.
Delitzsgﬁ points out that the angels of the vision of 1-6
are wanting in chaps. 7,8. The author of 9«14 1s not un-
acqualnted with angels. The angel of Jehovah 1s mentioned

83
in 12:8, and "holy ones" in 14:5 1s a reference to angels.

e. The second part of the book is apocalyptic
while the first 1s not. Kirkpatrigﬁ has correctly located
the source of most of the difficulty encountered in study-
ing chaps. 9=14 in this very fact. The apocalyptic nature
of the section 1s the key to its problems. The author of
these chapters 1s looking far out into the future to a
time when the prophecies of Amos, Hosea, Jeremiah, and
Ezeklel concerning the restoration and reunlion of Israel
and Judsh under the Messianic king will take place.

It is not possible to produce an unquestioned example
of a prophet who used both the apocalyptic and prophetic
forms. This i1s due to the fact that the a priori conclu-
sion has been reached that where both forms exist two
authors must be found. Were thls not true, Isalah would

85
be an example of such a prophet. However, 1t can no more

82. Op. cit., p. 222

83. Wright, op. cit., p. 479
840 0 * 01to, p.

85. C?. Isa. 2427
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be proved that a prophet could not use both of these forms
than it can be proved that he could not use both prose and
poetry.

Such a breaking down of the elements which produce
the difference in tone between 1l-8 and 9-14 Indicates that
the real facts do not demand dual authorship for Zechariah.
In every case the same convictions and attitudes are found

in both parts of the book.

(4) Pecullarities of Expression Common to Both Parts

of the Book

a. The author of both parts of the book has the

habit of expanding one fundamental thought into the unusual
86 87
number of filve parallel clauses. Robinson finds three in-

stances of this in 1-8 and two in 9-14 (1:17; 3:8,9; 6:13;
9:5,7; 12:4). Zech. 6:13 may be glven as an example:

And he shall bulld the temple of the Lord;

And he shall bear the glory;

And he shall sit and rule upon his throne;

And he shall be a priest upon his throne;

And the counsel of peace shall be between them both;
That thls should have occurred filve times as a result of
omissions, additions, and Massoretic errors is a little

88

difficult to understand, in spite of Mitchell's contention.
This 1s one of the affinities between the two sectlons

which prove some sort of close relation between the two

86. Pusey, op. clt., p. 327
87, Op. it Be’
88, p. cit., p. 243
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parts of the book.

b. In both the first eight and the last six

chapters there is a tendency to dwell upon each idea ex-
89
pressed. In the first sectlon these examples are found:

Twice the prophet announced the promise of Jehovah to
90
Zion, "I will dwell in the midst of thee." Twice 1t is

announced that the temple of Jehovah will be bullt by the

91
Branch. Twlce the natlons are pictured as seeking
92
Jehovah to pray to him. The scene iIn the streets of

03
Jerusalem "in that day" 1s twice presented. In the second

section the followlng are found: Twice the prophet de-
94
clares, "And I fed the flock." The parents of the false

prophet are twice referred to as the "father and mother

) 95
who bore him." Twice the prophet predicts, "And ye shall
86
flee." Three times he uses the phrase "to keep the feast
97

of tabernacles."
These are links between the two parts of the book of
Zechariah. Though they are unable to bear much weight by

themselves, they are worth noting as a part of the total

picture.

89. Roblinson, op. clt., p. 85
90. 2:14,15 ’

91, 6:12,13

92. 8:21,22

93. 8:4,5
94, 1l1:7
95. 13:3
96. 14:5

97. 14:16,18,19
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(6) The Preference For and Frequent Use of Vocatives

The use of vocatives 1s characteristic of both parts
of the boo§? The following vocatives are found: "Zion"
in 2:11; 9:13; "great mountain" in 4:7; "daughter of Zion"
in 2:14; 9:9; "0 all flesh" in 2:17; "Joshua" in 3:8; "O
sword" in 3:7; "daughter of Jerusalem" in 9:9; "prisoner
of hope" in 9:12; "O poor of the flock" in 11:7; "O
Lebanon" in 11:1; "O fir tree and oaks of Bashan" in 11:2.
It will be noted that these are about equally divided be-
tween the first and last parts of the book. Some of the
passages in which these examples occur may be so inter-
preted as to reduce the number of clear cases of apostrophe,

but that this is a characteristic of the author of both

sections remalins evident.

(6) The Fondness For the Object Accusative in Nar-

rower as Well as Brosder Sense

This has been recognized as a characterlstic of 1-8,
"But the same 1is true of chs. 9-14; indeed there are

99
exactly eight instances in Part I. and seven in Part II."

They are as follows: 7} [)...7; P in 1:2,15; ... x J/)
9174 MNIP in 1:14; 8:2; JIXPIW T, .. VAW 1n 374
an J.)ﬁ-}‘))...,.)’ /1 in 5:11; VoOuwy... VOW in 7:9;
8:16; IP>... WP’ 1n11:13; PN N ... STV O

98, Robinson, op. cit., p. 87 99. Ibid., p. 83
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1n 13:6; 119N ﬁ,,.‘?,l] in 14:12,18; A /l.AA /] in 14:

16,18,19.

(7) The Use of JIN With Suffixes Rather Than the

Use of Verbal Suffixes

The frequent use of the nota accusative, JIN, with
1l
suffixes 1s observed by Eckardt as being characteristic

of zech. 1-8. However, by his own count, J| Nl with suf-
fixes occurs in these chapters ten times and verbal suf-
fixes occur seventeen times. 1In the last slx chapters
the proportion 1s six to twenty-two. Eckardt mentions
this as evidence of an early date. Here 1t 1is presented
as an argument for unity of authorship for the book. If
JI N with suffixes 1s an unusual characteristic of the
author of 1-8, i1t 1s of all the more lmportance as evi-
dence of unity of authorship when found to be character-

istic also of 9-14.
3. The Integrity of Chaps. 9-14

The only division of these chapters large enough for
eny use of linguistic evidence 1s the separation of 9-11;
13:7=92 from 12:1-13:6; 1l4. Further, this is the only

101
division of Zech. 9-14 that has recelved much support.

100. Op. cit., pp. 97,106
101. O. eeﬁ, Ewald: Orelll, Farrar, Hitzlg, et al.
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(1) Evidence For the Division

a. In the first chapters "in that day" occurs
only twlce. In the second part 1t 1s found fourteen
102
times. However, Eckardt shows that this 1s explained by

difference in subject matter,

b. Certain words have different meanings in the
two sections. J1) 7N meaning "glory" in 11:3 1is
"mantle" in 13:4. Cornigi has shown these to be two dif-
ferent words similar only in spelling. °)) ;’«9’13
"stronghold" in 9:3 and "siege" in 12:2. Eckaigi points
out that in 9:3 it 1s intended to be a pun for 7)) Y .

ﬁ 217 1s "powigg in 9:4 and "wealth" in 14:14. For these
meanings Gesenius lists two different words with the same

form. Thus these differences disappear upon examination.

¢c. Certain ideas are expressed by different
words in the two sections, e.g. "pride" in 11:3 is ,)IVA/,
but in 12:7 1t 1s JIIN D J1; "collect" in 10:8,10 is vap,
but in 12:3; 14:2,14 it 18070 N . This may be granted,

but what writer does not know and use a few synonyms?

102. Op. ecit., p. 100
103. Cgtea By’Robinson, op. c¢it., p. 76
104. Op. cit., p. 100
105. ebrew and English Lexicon, in loeco
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(2) Evidence For the Unity

a. The following are some of the important
similarities between the two parts as pointed out by
Eckarégf 73,\' 1g used with the meaning "destroy" in 9:
4,15; 11:1,9,16 and also in 12:6. 7.)" , "remember,"
has a religious significance in 10:9 and 13:2. a2 is
found in the passive in 9:5 and 12:6. Additional marks
of unity are JI ) 2 in 9:6,10; 13:2; /& 1} 1n 9:10;
10:3,4,5; 14:2; /] D] in 9:4; 10:11; 12:4; 13:6,7; INW

in 9:7; 11:9; 12:14; 7 J1 9 in 11:1; 13:1.

b. The style of both parts 1s the same. There
is no decisive difference in tone. Both sections are
apocalyptic and move in the realm of the future. They
both pick up the expressions of thelr prophetic predeces-
sors and focus them upon that which is yet to come to pass.

Stade, Eckardt, and Kulper have done valuable work in
demonstrating that the language of 9«14 1s strongly in
favor of the unity of these chapters. It is necessary to
suppose two authors with the same modes cf expression in
order to divide these six chapters.

By way of conclusion, it may be said that the evidence
from language and style is not a8ll in agreement except as
to the unity of chaps. 9=-14. With Wright, who holds to the
unity of the entire book, it may be said, "It must be ad-

106. Op. cit., p. 101
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mitted that the style of the second portion of the book 1s
107
in many respects different from that of the first part."
With G.A. Smith, who holds to the dual authorship of the
book, one must concede, "It must be admitted that in lan-
guage and in style the two parts of the book of Zecharish
108
have features in common." Delitzsch gives a fair evalua-
tion of the differences,
This diversity in the prophetic modes of
presentation was occasioned by the occurrence
of peculiar facts and 1deas, with the corre-
sponding expressions and words; but it can
not be proved that there is any constant di-
versity in the way in which the same thing or 109
the same 1dea 1s described in the two parts ...
The affinitles between the two sectlons are like strands
in a rope, weak in themselves but strong together. They
argue that there 1s some very definite relation between
two parts, though they do not absolutely demand unity of

authorship.

107. Op. cit., p. xxviii
108. ‘P“‘I‘EOE. cIt., p. 458
Op. cit

109. . cit., p. 222
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CHAPTER IV

RELATION OF ZECHARIAH 9-14 TO OTHER PROPHETIC WORKS

1
In the maln, it was Stade's deft wlelding of the evi-

dence of the relation of Zech. 9-14 to other portions of
the 0l1ld Testament which changed the current of Zecharian
criticism. Since his momentous work, the trend has been
to ascribe these six chapters to a post-exilic date. This
is done by determining the place of these oracles in the
line of prophetic utterances. Then the dating of other

books 1s useful in solving the problem of date here.
1. Dependance of Zech. 9=14 Upon Other Prophetic Works

It is disputed by no one that there are some definite
parallels between this second part of the book of Zecha-
rich and other prophetic books. Some critics, as Montet?
find only a few instances in which the connection 1s gen-
uine. Other parallels are ascribed to "fortuitous and ac-
cidental resemblance." At a minimum these three parallels
are allowed: Zech. 9:9,10 with Ps. 72:8; Zech. 10:11 with
Isa. 11:15; Zech., 13:3,9 with Hos. 2:19,25. The depend-

ence of Zechariash upon these three passages 1s unimportant

1. Stade, B., "Deuterozacharja, Eilne krit. Studle,"

Zeitschrift fur die altestamentlische Wissenschaft,
=300 (1882)

2. Cited by Robinson, G L., "nne Prophecies of Zechariah
with Speclal Reference to the Origin and Date of Chap-
ters 9-14," The American Journal of Semitic Languages
and Literature, 12:40 (1890)
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for they all belong to the eighth century end so are
earlier than any of the proposed dates for Zech. 9-14.
Stade 1s not so miserly in the list of parallels he dis-
cusses., He finds so many examples that even those criticg
who agree with his general conclusions are moved to pro-
test that he "has damaged his case by overstatement and
exaggeration." His picture of the author of what he calls
Deutero-Zecharish is that of a sc¢ribe who gathered up a
lot of unfulfllled prophecies and redelivered them because
of their near fulfillment in his own day (306-278 B.C.).
From compilations by Stade, Kuiper, and Staerk a long
list of passages where Zecharish 1s dependent upon other
prophets 1s listed by Mitchell% He endorses some fifty
cases of dependance by Zechariash on earlier prophets in-
cluding the following: Isaish, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, Hosesa,
Joel, Amos, Micah, and also Deuteronomy, Job, and Psalms.
However, as to the polnt of dependence, Bleek, Davidson,
Grutzmacher, and others would take issue with his state-
ment, for they hold that not Zechariash but the other
authors have done the copying. Which of these views 1s
correct 1s the question that must now be discussed. Only
undisputed instances of parallelism and only cases where

the date of the other passage involved would cast light on
the date of Zech. 9=14 wlll be studied.

3. So Eiselen, Mitchell, Kirkpatrick, Kuenen
4, Mitchell, H.G., "Zechariah," International Critical
Commentary, XXV, pp. 237,238
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(1) Relation of Zech. 9=14 to Jeremiah

5
Mitchell finds almost two dozen parallels between the

second part of Zecharish and Jeremlah. Some of these
polnts of contact are as follows:

a. Jeremish 25:34-38 and Zech. 11:1-3 both pro-
nounce judgment upon the shepherds. Bleeg considers the
passage in Zechariah to be the original because in his in-
terpretation it is a literal description of the iInvasion
of Tiglath-plleser while Jeremlah glves only an allegorical
presentation of the same thing. Thls, however, 1s an exact
reversal of the facts. It 1s the passage in Zecharish
which 1s allegorical in nature. Thils is evident from the
fact that Zech. 11:1-3 1s obviously an introduction to the
allegory of ver. 4-177 To teke Zech. 11:1-3 as literal
would make the invading Assyrlians confine their main inter-
est to cutting down trees. Wrighg 1s positive that the in-
vaslon of Tiglath-pileser cammot be meant. The entire
eleventh chapter of Zecharish is probably an allegorical
picture based upon Jehovah's dealings with his people in
connection with the exile. The difference in the point of

view of Jeremiah and Zecharish 1s that, while the former 1is

5. OE. cit., pp. 237,238

6. Bleek, F., An Introduction to the 0ld Testament, II,
p. 167

7. So Hengstenberg, Hitzlg, Ewald, Robinson, et al.

8. Wright, C.H.H., Zechariah and Hls Prophecies, p. 302
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concerned with the event, the latter 1s concerned with the
lesson taught by the event that had already taken place in
the life of the people. Jeremlah looks ahead to the event
with foreboding; Zecharlah casts a look back to it for
help in charting the future of his people.

b. Restoration 1s promised Israel in Jer. 23:1f.
and Zech. 10:3=12., In both passagesit 1s promised that the
evil shepherds will be punished and that Israel will be
gathered, but with a difference. In Zech. 10:6,8 Isrsel
has already gone into captivity and those who are still in
exlle are exhorted to return home. The Messlanlc picture
of Jer. 23:5 1s not so developed or advanced as that of
Zech. 9:9,19? Thus while the two passages have much in

common, Jeremish belongs to an earlier age than Zecharish.

¢. The phrase "the pride of Jordan" occurs in
Jer. 12:5; 49:19; 50:44 and in Zech. 11:3. It 1s found
nowhere outside of these four passages. Presuming that
one of the prophets has borrowed the phrase from the
other, 1t 1s less likely that Jeremiah should have copied
three times the one instance of its use in Zechariah than
that Zechariah should have been the borrower.

d. Other expressions in Zecharish seem to be

10
dependent on Jeremiah. The expression "upon the little

9. Robinson, Op. cit., p. 46 10. 1Ibld., pp. 46,47
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ones" in Zech. 13:7 seems to come from Jer. 48:4, The

phrase "all the femilies" used frequently in Zech. 12-14

is found in Jer. 1:15; 2:4; 10:25; 25:9; 31:1; 33:24.
The observatlons glven above produce the conclusion

that Zecharieh 1s subsequent to Jeremish.

(2) Relation of Zech. 9=14 to Ezekiel

Both the first and second parts of the book of Zecha-
riah are related in some way to Ezekiel (593-571 B.C.).
11
Using the lines marked out by Stade, the followlng paral-

lels are easlly demonstrated.

a. Prophecies directed agalnst the shepherds
are found in Ezek. 34 and in Zech. 11l:4-17; 13:7-9. (a)
In Ezek. 34:2,3,8,10 the shepherds are described as they
"that do feed themselves" when they ought to be feeding
the flock. While the needs of the sheep are ignored, the
fatlings of the flock provide a sumptuous repast for the
shepherds. In Zech. 11:4,5 the shepherds are described as
serving themselves and becoming rich at the expense of the
flock upon which they waste no sympathy. (b) Jehovah says
in Ezek., 34:11-14, "I myself, even I will search for my
sheep, ... and I will feed them upon the mountains of
Israel,...." In Zech. 11:7 Jehoveh says, "So I fed the
flock of slaughter." (c) Ezek. 34:25 promises a covenant

11. OEO cito, I, Pp. 70-75
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saying, "I will make with them a covenant of peace, and
will cause evil beasts to cease out of the land." Accord-
ing to Zech. 11:10 this covenant is broken. (d) The re-
sult of Jehovah'!s dealing with the flock 1s twice affirmed
by Ezekiel to be, "and they shall know that I am the Lord."
In Zech, 11:11 the result of the precedling action described
by the prophet is summed up, "and thus the poor of the
flock that gave heed unto me knew that it was the word of
the Lord." (e) Both prophets, according to Ezek. 34:1,14
and Zech. 11:4,15, are commissioned to deliver their mes-
sage concerning the shepherds by a "thus saith the Lord."
The question of dependence 1is answered by the follow-
Ing considerations: (a) The most important thought is fre-
quently repeated in Ezekiel, e.g. the plcture of the shep-
herds feeding themselves is found in ver. 3,8,10; the de-
scription of the flock as diseased, sick, broken, and
driven away 1s found in ver. 4,16; the scattered condition
of the flock is pictured in ver. 5,6,8,12,21. It is not
probable that the borrower should so dwell upon 1ideas that
he had borrowed. (b) Certain sllusions in Zechariah depend
upon Ezekiel, e.g. the covenant broken in Zech. 11:10 1s
the same as that promised in Ezek. 34:25; "in that day" of
Zech. 11:11 is easily explained by "the cloudy and dark
day" of Ezek. 34:12. (c) The allegory of Zech. 11:4-17
needs some basls that would suggest to 1its readers an ex-
planation of the figures used. The lessons which the

prophet seeks to teach would otherwise slways be a part of
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an unsolved riddle. This need is answered, at least in
part, if Ezekiel is prior to Zecharish. (d) There is evi-
dence that Ezek. 34 has influenced various portlons of
Zecharish, e.g. the expression of ver. 8, "because there
was no shepherd" occurs in Zech. 10:2; the "he-goats" of
ver. 17 are found in Zech. 10:3; the declaration of ver.
23, "I will set up one shepherd over them" seems to be the
basis of Zech. 14:9, "there shall be one Lord and his

name one." Thus a short, compact passage in Ezeklel is
shown to have scattered reflections in Zecharish, a fact

which points to the earlier date of Ezekiel.

b. Another iInstance of certaln borrowing by one
of the prophets 1s evident iIn the denunciations agalnst
Tyre and Sidon found in Ezek. 28 and in Zech. 9. The fol-
lowing parallels are obvious: (a) Tyre is spoken of as
wise iIn Ezek. 28:3,7,12 and in Zech. 9:2. (b) The abun-
dance of gold and great sea power are referred to in Ezek.
28:4. and Zech. 9:4. (c) Future destruction by fire is
prophesied along with casting out by Jehoveh in Ezek. 28:
16-18 and Zech. 9:4. (d) Ezek. 28:24 says, "there shall
be no more a prickling brier unto the house of Israel, nor
a hurting thorn of any that are round about them." Zech.
9:8 promises, "And I will encamp about my house against
the army that none pass through or return; and no oppres-
sor shall pass through them anymore." (e) Ezek. 28:25,26
promises the gatherihg of all the people from the lands
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into which they shall be scattered; Zechariah describes
the preparation of the land for the return of the nation
and the coming of the king. Apparently one of these writ-
ers knew the prophecy of the other. Point (e) indicates
that Zechariah was the later writer. Further, one 1is pre-
disposed to consider the longer and more detailed account
of Ezekiel to be the original. This is strengthened when
Staég demonstrates that Zech. 9:1-8 1s also based in part
upon Amos 1l:6-10. It 1s probable that the one who has

demonstrated propensities for borrowing is the borrower in

this instence.

¢c. Certaln passages in Zech. 9-14 are related

to Ezek. 37,38. The maln thoughts of these two chapters
in Ezekiel are as follows: (a) Ephraim and Judah will re-
turn from exile and be reunited as a nation. (b) After
being gathered up, they will dwell safely together in the
land of Israel. (c¢) They will have but one king. (4)
Jehovah will wonderfully deliver them from their enemiles.
(e) This action will serve to magnify Jehovah in the eyes
of the nations.

These same thoughts are found scattered throughout
the second part of Zechariah. (a) Either Ephraim and
Judah are already restored or in the act of belng restored

(9:10,13; 10:6,7). (b) The people are represented as

120 OE. 01to, pp‘ 46"’48
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dwelling securely in at least a part of thelr possession
(9:10f.; 14:11). (c) In the future the two kingdoms are

to be united under one king (14:9). (d) They are to be
attacked by a hostile nation but delivered by Jehovah's in-
tervention (12:2-4; 14:2,3). (e) Jehovah 1s honored in
that everything is made holy (14:20,21).

Psychologically, it 1s easier to understand how a man
might read a unified account and then reflect it piecemeal
than to understand how he would be able to gather so many
fragments up into a unified account. For thils reason it is
probable that Zechariah reflects Ezek, 37,38.

Meny other passages might be discussed. The ones sl-
ready used indicate the drift of the wind and samething of
the strength of this relation between Ezeklel and Zechﬁriah.

(3) Relation of Zech. 9-14 To Isa. 40-66.

Since most scholars now place the date of Isa. 40-€6
Just prior to the conquest of Babylon by Cyrus, any evi-
dence of dependence upon these chapters by the author of
Zech., 9=14 will demand a post-exilic date for the latter.
It 1s generally admitted that these two prophecies are
closely relateé? Robinson calls attention to the follow-

14
ing:

a. The promise of Zech. 9:11, "I have sent

13. So Mitchell, Ewald, Hegstenberg, Stade, et al.
140 OEo cito’ ppo 47'49
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forth thy prisoners out of the pit wherein is no water,"

15
reminds one of four similar utterances in Isalah:

(a) and they are hid in prison houses:

(b) saying to them that are bound, Go
forth;

(c) the captive exile shall speedily be
loosened; and he shall not dle in the
pit.

(d) to proclaim liberty to the captives
and the opening of the prison to them
that are bound.

b. The expression of Zech., 9:12 is rare, "I

will render double unto thee," but it occurs twice in
16
Isaiah:

(a) Instead of your shame ye shall have
double; ...therefore in their land
they shall possess double:

(b) Speak ye comfortably to Jerusalem;
ssey, that she hath recelved of
Jehovah'!s hand double for all of her
sins.

The dependence of Zecharlah on Isalah 1s so apparent here

that Dillmen says of Zech. 9:12 that it 1s "eine spatere
17

Ueberarbeitung." The passage in Zechariah is more than a

revision, but the use of Isaiash 1s plain.

¢. Jehoveh 1s simlilarly described by both Zech-
arish and Deutero-Isaiah. The two followlng exsmples are
found In Zech. 12:1 and Isa. 51:13:
Thus saith Jehovah, who stretcheth forth the

heavens, and layeth the foundation of the earth,
and formeth the splrit of man within him:

15. 1Isa. 42:22; 49:9; 51:14; 61:1
16, Isa. 61:7; 40:2
17. Cited by Robinson, op. clt., p. 48
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Jehovah thy Msker, that stretched forth the
heavens, and laid the foundations of the earth;

d. Zech. 12:2 speaks of Jerusalem as "a cup of
trembling." This expression is characteristic of Isa. 40-
66. In Isa. 51:17 the prophet declares, "thou has drunken
the dregs of the cup of trembling," and adds in ver. 22

"even the dregs of the cup of trembling."

e. Of the promise in Zech. 9:9, "Behold thy
king cometh," Stade says, "Er hat ihn geformt noch Jes. 62:
11%§ There 1is certalnly a close parallel here to the verse
in Isaish which says, "Behold thy salvation cometh." Stade
also finds in the'same discussion that the attributes of
the Messianic King of Zech. 9:9, "just" and "saved," are

those of Jehovah in Isa. 45:21; Jer. 17:25; 22:4.

f. The eschatological pictures of both prophets
are similar., Zech. 14:16 sees a time when,

it shall come to pass, that everyone that is left
of all the nations that came up against Jerusalem
shall go up from year to year to worship the king,
Jehovah of hosts, and to keep the feast of taber-
nacles.

This verse seems to echo Isa. 55:5 and 56:6,7.

and a nation that knew not thee shall run unto
thee, because of Jehovah thy God, and for the
Holy One of Israel; for he hath glorified thee.

Also the foreigners that Join themselves to
Jehovah, to minister unto him, ... everyone that
keepeth the sabbath from profaning 1t, and holdeth

18. Op. eit., I, p. 53
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fast my covenant; ... for my house shall be
called a house of prayer for all peoples.

In Zech. 14:12 and Isa. 66:24 the forelgners who do not
come up to Jerusalem to keep the religious observances of
the sanctuary are cursed.

Both prophets plcture a transition to holiness. 1Isa.
61:6; 62:12 looks for a time when the people shall be as
holy as the priest and when they shall be called the
"ministers of God." Zech. 14:20,21 describes a time when
even the common cooklng vessels shall be c¢alled holy. Even
here there 1s evidence of a later origin for Zechariah in
his somewhat broader cathollcity and more extended univer-
salis;?

In conclusion, not all of the possible examples of
parallel passages between Zech. 9-14 and the writings of
Jeremlah, Ezeklel, and Deutero-Isalah have been discussed.
Some have been omitted because there was no indication as
to which of the parallel passages was prior. In other
cases the evidence of parallellsm was indistinct.

Parallels with other books were not included in thils
discussion because they had no decisive volce with which
to speak on the date of Zech. 9-14. The obvious parsasllels
with Joel were omltted because this writer holds to an
early date (circa 830-810 B.C.) for the book of Joel.
Since there 1s no evidence that these chapters in Zechariah

19. Robinson, op. cit., p. 49
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were wrlitten prior to that, any relation with Joel must
have been one of dependence on the part of Zecharliah. For
the same reason, the parallels with the eighth century
prophets were not 1ncludéd. However, if the testimony of
Mitchell, Stade, and others can be used as sufficlent evi-
dence for the presence of parallels with these books, the
fact that the author of Zech. 9-14 sometimes borrows from
hls predecessors is established, and a predisposition to
conslder him the borrower in other cases 1s created.

From the nature of these parallels betwesn Zech. 9-14
and the work of Jeremlah, Ezeklel, and Deutero-Isaish, the
dependence upon the latter by the former and the subse=-
quent date of Zechariah l1s established. A post-exillec
date for these slix chapters of Zechariah 1s demanded. This
conclusion is the result not of any declslve single example
of dependence on these prophets, but the cumulatlve evi-
dence 1s irresistable. Too much may be claimed in one in-
stance and too little in another, but always from each case
there 1ls the same impresslon that Zechariah 1s the borrower.
This does not deprive him of all originality, as Stade does,
but simply means that he was well acqualnted wlth the
prophets of the past and felt no hesltation in adapting
thelr thoughts and even thelr phrases to his own use. To
that extent it may be said that Stade has overpressed his
conclusion, but hils careful and complete study of every
possible example of parallelism between Zech. 9=14 and the

other prophetic works 1is not without value. He 1s complete-
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1y justified in hils concluslon,
Ferner aber hat die bisherige Untersuchung uns
bereilts den vollgultigen Bewels gellefert, dass
wir in Za. c. 9-14 ein nachexilisches Pgaduct,
ein Buch junger als Joel vor uns haben.

2. Mutual Dependence of Zech. 1l-8 and 9-14 On the Same

Prophetic Works

One of the most important arguments in favor of the
unity of authorship of the book of Zecharish is that in
both pgrts there are numerous allusions to the same earlier
propheti% It has Just been demonstrated that the depend-
ence is on the slide of Zech. 9-14 and not of the pre-exilic
and exllic prophets with whom parallels are found. The
references in Zech. 1:4-6; 7:7-15 to "the former prophets"
would arouse the expectation that the first eight chapters
of the book would show some acqualntence with these earlier
prophets. It 1s generally agreed that this is the case.
The questlion here 1s whether both sections of Zecharlah

show the same kind of dependence upon the same prophets.

(1) Dependent Passages Within Chaps. 1-8

Zech. 1:4, "Return from your evil ways, and from your
evil doings"; cf. Jer. 25:5. Zech. 1:6, "Like as Jehovah
of Hosts thought to do unto us, ... so hath he dealt with

us"; cf., Lam. 2:17. Zech. 1:12 refers to the seventy years

20. Op. cit., p. 96 2l. Wright, op. cit., p. xxxV
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of Jer. 25:11 (also cf. Zech. 7:3). Zech. 1:15 condemns
the zeal of the natlons as in Isa. 10; 47:6. Zech. 1:16

is the same 1in substance as Isa. 47:256 and is similar to
Jer. 31:39. Zech. 1:17, "Jehovah shall yet comfort Zion";
cf. Isa., 51:3. Zech., 2:4 is an expansion of Jer. 31:38,39;
Isa. 49:19. Zech. 2:5 may have been suvggested by Isa. 4:5;
Hag. 1:8; 2:7. Zech. 2:6b, though it may be a glosi? seems
to be based on Ezek. 2:3. Zech. 2:6, "flee from the land
of the north," 1s based on Isa. 48:20, "flee from the land
of the Chaldeans." Zech. 2:8, "the apple of his eye," has
affinities with Ps. 17:8. Zech. 2:9, 11 and 4:9, "ye shall
know that Jehovah of hosts sent me," was probably borrowed
from Ezek. 6:7,10, etc. Zech. 2:11, "many nations," may be
a reflection of Mi. 4:2; Isa. 2:3,12. Zech. 2:12, "And
Jehovah ... shall yet choose Jerusalem," may be an adapta-
tion of Isa. 14:1. Zech. 2:13, "Be silent, all flesh, be-
fore Jehovah; for he 1s waked up out of his holy habita-
tion," 1s very similar to Hab. 2:20. Zech. 3:2, "is not
this a brand plucked out of the fire?) parallels Amos 4:11.
Zech. 3:8; 6:12, "the Branch," rest on Isa. 4:2; Jer. 23:
5,15. Zech, 3:10, "under the vine and under the fig-tree,"
i1s taken from Mi, 4:4. Zech. 4:6 expresses a thought re-
lated to Hag. 2:5. Zech. 6:8 expresses the idea of wrath
assuaged by punishment found in Ezek. 5:13 etc. Zech. 6:
13 may refer to Ps. 110. Zech. 7:9 refers to such state-

22. Mitchell, op. cit., p. 101
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ments of the former prophets as are found in Amos 5:24; Ho.
6:6; Isa, 1:16f; Mi. 6:8; Jer, 7:5ff. Zech. 7:11 may refer
by "stopped thelr ears" to Isa. 6:10 and by "turned a stub-
born shouldeig to Ho, 4:16. Zech., 8:3 1s reminiscent of
Isa, 1:16; Jer., 31:20. Zech. 8:4 reflects Isa. 65:20; 8:6
reflects Jer. 32:17,27; 8:7 is reminiscent of Isa. 43:6;
8:8 of Ho. 2:19; Isa. 48:1, Zech., 8:14, "As I thought to

do evil unto you, ... and did not repent," may be compared

to Mi. 4:1,2; Isa. 2:3.

(2) Dependent Passages Within Chaps. 9-11

In Zech. 9:1 "the word" 1s used in a sense parallel to
Isa, 9:8. Zech. 9:3f. refers to I Kings 10:27 and contalns
not only the same subject but the same measure and the same
number of lines as Am. 9:9,10. The same clear relatlion is
evident between 9:5-7 and Am. 1:6-8. Zech. 9:5,6, concern=-
ing the citles of Phllistia, 1s akin to Zeph. 2:4,5. Zech.
9:9 has behind 1t an elaborate development with a basis in
Jer. 23:5; Zeph. 13:4ff,;; Isa. 61:10; 62:11 etc. Zech. 9:10
is clearly based on Mi. 5:10. Zech. 9:11, "because of the
blood of thy covenant I have set free thy prisoners from
the pit wherein is no water," 1s modeled after Isa. 51:14.
Zech. 9:16 represents Jehovah as a shepherd as 1s done
often smong the prophets but most elaborately in Ezek. 34:
10,17. Zech. 10:6 1is reminiscent of Jer. 23:6; Isa. 1ll:

23. R.V., margin
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12ff. Zech, 10:9 expresses the same thought as Jer. 23:8;
Ho. 11:1; Isa. 11l:11; Mi, 7:14ff., etc. "The pride of
Jordan" used in Zech., 11:3 1s found three times in Jeremiah
(12:5; 49:19; 50:44). Zech. 11:4, "the flock of slaughter,"
resembles Jer, 12:3. Zech. 11:5 1s a combination of Ezek.
34:3; Jer, 50:7; Ho. 12:8, The whole allegory of 11:4-17

seems to be dependent upon Ezek. 34.

(3) Dependent Passages Within Chaps. 12-14

Zech. 12:1 1s closely related to Isa. 12:2; 42:5; 51:

13. Zech. 12:2, "a cup of reeling," resembles Jer. 25:20;
51:7. Zech. 12:6 1s reminiscent of Ob. 18. Zech, 12:8
contains the thought of Isa. 31:4ff.; 63:11ff. Zech. 12:
10, the reformation wrought by the Spirit, 1s like Ezek.
36:26 and Jer., 6:26. Zech. 13:1 1s quite like Ezek. 36:
25, Zech, 13:2 is a quotation from Ho. 2:17. Zech. 13:8,9,
two parts of the people cut off while a third 1s left in
the land, 1s an evident reflection of Ezek. 5:2,12, Zech.
13:9, "and they shall say, Jehoveh is my God," resembles
Hos. 2:23. Zech. 14:1, "a day of Jehovah," is similar to
Isa., 2:22; Ezek. 30:3., There are many parallels between
Zech. 14 and Ezek., 38: Cf. 14:2, Ezek, 38:16; 14:3, Ezek.
38:19; 14:12, Ezek., 38:22; 14:13, Ezek, 38:21., Zech., 14:7
expresses the 1dea of Isa. 30:26; 60:19f. Zech, 14:8,
"1iving waters," i1s like Ezek. 47:1-12; Joel 3:18. Zech.
14:10 resembles Mi., 4:1; Isa. 2:2; Jer, 31:38,40. Zech.
14:16-19, the natlons going up to Jerusalem, has many par-
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allels, but Isa. 60:12, 66:23 are most closely related to
it. Zech. 14:20f., the spread of holiness, 1s like Ezek.
48:12. Zech. 14:21, "no more a Canaanite in the house of
Jehovah of Hosts," resembles Ezek. 49:9.

It may readlly be admitted that it cannot be proved
that the author of the book of Zechariah always had before
him the verse or passage of the other prophet or prophets
he parallels. In some of the instances cited above 1t 1s
entlrely posslible that the simllarity is due to the common
historical, religious, lingulstic, and psychological back-
ground. For that reason a number of examples have been
presented so that, though the number of actual cases of
dependence might be reduced, the total weight of the evi-
dence would demonstrate Zechariah's hablt of incorporating
parts of previous prophecies in his book. The number of
examples might have been multiplied, but only those were
selected which were accepted as parallels by two or more
scholarg?

It 1s thus proved that the author of Zech. 1l=8 and of
9-14 were 1In the habit of using thelr predecessors. A
careful study of the relations that have been demonstrated
will show that the author of 1-8 and the amthor of 9-14
display a marked preference for quotations from the same
ones of thelr predecessors. Thils 1s another argument

added to the cumulative proof that the author of Zech. 9-14

24, Stade, Wright, Pusey, Kulper, Staerk, Mitchell, et al.



125

was the same as the author of Zech. 1l-8, If one is un-
willing to go that far, at least he must begin to speak,
as does Barnes, of "Zechariah the Disciple" as the author

of Zech. 9=14.

3. The Tradlitional Place of Zech., 9=14 In the Roll of
the Prophets

Not only all of the tradition of the Christian church
but all of the tradition of the Synagogue 1s united in in-
cluding Zech. 9=14 in the book written by Zecharlah the
son of Berechiah. The value of this tradition, however,
is unfortunately vitiated by the fact that many generally
accepted results of modern criticism went unnoticed
through the centurles. There are certain arguments which
get thelr force from the place of Zech. 9-14 with relation

to other prophetic works.

(1) The Closing of the Prophetic Canon

The positlon of these last six chapters in the book
of Zecharlah 1s of great importance 1f one accepts the
earlier date for the closing of the canon. Belleving that
the prophetic canon was closed in the days of Ezra and
Nehemiah, Delitzsch writes,

ees the iIntegrity of the whole 1s placed be-

yond the reach of doubt by the testimony of

tradition, which is to be regarded as of all

the greater value in the case of Zechariah,

inasmuch as the collectlon of the prophetic
writings, if not of the whole of the 0ld
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Testament canon, was completed wlthin even

éz:ihfggn a generation after the prophet's
The date of the closing of the prophetic canon is, however,
still an open question; so the full welght of this argument
must await a definite decislon on that point.

In the meantime, it may be noted that those who added
9-14 to Zech. 1l-8 were dealing,at least in the latter in-
stance, with a work of relative recency. If the witness of
the position of a prophecy ever has any bearing upon 1its
date, the position of these six chapters would point to a
time between Zech. 1l=-8 and Malachi. Thils argument actually
gains force by the presumptlion that 9-14 was added to
chaps. 1-8 by a redactor. In that case the redactor must
have lived prior to the closing of the canon and so have

been closer to the origin of the pieces with which he was

dealing than were those who accepted his judgment.

(2) The Name of the Author

The presence of 9-14 in a book bearing the name of
zZechariah has given rise to the conjecture, first suggested
by Bertholdt, that the author of these chapters was really
Zechariah the son of Jeberechiag? Since this Zzechariah was
a contemporary of Isalsh, 1t is necessary on this supposi-

tion to consider that these chapters were wrltten in the

256. Keill and Delitzsch, Commentary On the Minor Prophets,
II, pp. 222,223
26, Isa. 8:2
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eighth century. The presence of these chapters in the
book of Zechariah the son of Berechlah is due, then, to
the mistaken conclusion of some editor that these men
whose names were so similar were really the same. Realiz-
ing that the witness elsewhere was so strong for a post-
exilic date, Sellig proposed a variation of Bertholdt'!s
suggestion. He invented a post-exllic apocalyptist who
adopted Zechariah ben Jeberechlah as his nom de plume.

These are only guesses resulting from the relatlon of 9-14

to Zech. 1l-8.

(3) Relation To Malachi

The introductory formula "burden of the word of
Jehovah" forms a strange link between Zech. 9-14 and
Malachi. 1In all of the 01d Testament 1t 1s found only in
Zech. 9:1; 12:1; Mal. 1l:1. G.A. Smigﬁ holds that this ex-
pression was originally a part of the text in Zech. 9:1 and
was mistakenly read as a title by some editor. Later it
was supposedly attached to the other two prophecles. When
combined with the conjecture that the book of Malachl was
originally an anonymous work, this provides an attractilve
theory. Zech. 9«11 and 12-14 and Malachi thus were anony-

mous independent oracles tacked on to the end of the Book

of the Twelve. When the name Malachl was taken from the

27. Sellin, E., Introduction To the 0ld Testament, p. 193
28. "Zecharish," The Expositor’'s Bible, X1V, p. 462
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text of that section and placed at its head as the name
of 1ts author, Zech., 9-14 was accidentally boxed in and
gradually came to be added to the book of Zechariah.

It has never been proposed that Zech. 9-11 and 12-14
and Malachl were written by the same author. Consequent-
"ly, the presence of this introductory formula in these
three places must be due either to the hand of an editor
or to copying on the part of the author of Malachi. Once
the editorlal hand is Introduced this connection between
9-14 and Malachl 1s destroyed. It becomes the superficlal
product of some redactor?!s caprice. Many guesses may be
made as to why he should have employed the same introduc-
tion in these three places, For example, 1t might be sug-
gested that the introduction originally appearing in Zech-
ariah was added to Malachl just to designate the beglinning
of that anonymous plece. On the other hand, such a sug-
gestion as that of G.A. Smith is within the range of possi-
bllity. The 1mplicatlons here are not at all clear, though
it may be granted that the conjectures of those who would
use thils as an argument for composite authorship of the
book of Zecharlah are more easilz accepted than the others.

Barngg points to this relation to Malachl as an indi-
catlon that Zech. 9-14 belonged in the same general period
as that book, 1.e. the time of Nehemiah., This argument 1s
effective 1f 1t be granted that an editor earlier than the

29. Op. cit., p. xx
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final redactor of the Book of the Twelve linked Zech. 9-14
and Malachl as three anonymous oracles. Thus the supposl-
tions which provide for composite authorship of the book
of Zechariah also points to a fifth century date for chaps.
9-14, However, this argument from the relation to Malachi,.
which originally seemed to the writer to demand a separate
origin for Zech. 9-14 from that of chaps. 1-8, rests so
completely on guesses as to have but little independent
welght., If on other grounds the separation of 9-14 from
1-8 is demanded, here 1s a key to the history of these
chapters; otherwlse, 1t 1s easiest to suppose that Malachl
simply used an introductory formula first found in Zech-

arish.

4. Ascription of Zech. 11:12,13 to Jeremiash By Matthew
27:9,10

The difficulties connected with Mt. 27:9,10 have
never been satisfactorily solved. The reading "Jeremiah"
is critically unassailablg? At the same time, the cita-
tion is obviously from Zech. 11:12,13. The relation of
these verses to Jeremiah has been variously explaineg%

Hengstenberg held that Zecharish simply repeated and en-
larged the prophecies of Jeremliah (particularly chaps. 18,

30. Delitzsch, op. cit., p. 375
31l. See Brown: F., “TEe’New Testament Witness to the Author-

ship of 01d Testament Books,'" Journal of the Societ
of Biblical Literature and Exegesls, 2:101,102 (IBgz)
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19). Origen proposed some lost writings of Jeremiah as
the source of Matthew'!s quotation. Calovius suggested an
orally transmitted prophecy uttered by Jeremlah as the
source, Lightfoot and others held that as Jeremlsh headed
the collection of the prophets, the whole collection was
called by hls name. Wright, Morrison and others hold that
Matthew simply made a mistake. Mede and Flugge were moved
to reason that Jeremlah and not Zecharlah was the author
of this section.

No modern scholar holds that Jeremiah wrote Zech. 9-
1l. Even if the pre-exillc date is accepted for these
three chapters, they belong in the eighth century and not
to the time of Jeremish. The historical evidence here is
conclusive. On the other hand, every indication 1s that
this sectlon of Zechariah 1s post-exilic. Therefore, the
ascription of Zech. 11:12,13 to Jeremish by Matthew cannot
be taken to prove that these verses were by his hang?

By way of conclusion, the dependence of Zech. 9-14
upon exllic prophecles makes it Impossible to consider
these chapters as being from any period prior to the exlle.
It 1s a characteristic of the author of Zech. 1-8 as well

as of the author of 9-14 to borrow from his predecessors.

32. Jude 14,15 professes to quote Enoch, the seventh from
Adam. In reality, however, the quotation 1s from the
pseudepigraphical Book of Enoch (1:9). It was a book
of Jewish origin sabout 2 B.C. At least 1t was not
written by Enoch, the seventh from Adam. Thus the
N.T. witness to the authorship of a passage cannot be
taken as conclusive.
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Further, in both cases a preference for the works of the
same prophets is in evidence. To this 1s added the testi-
mony of the position of the book that Zech. 9-14 1s prior
to Malachli. There 1s here more evidence for an early
post-exilic date than for unity of authorship, though the
latter 1s strongly indicated.
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CHAPTER V
THE PROBLEM VIEWED FROM THE STANDPOINT OF RELIGIOUS IDEAS

The religious ideas of Zech. 9-14 have an limportant
bearing upon both the date and authorship of these six
chapters. By comparing the ideas of this second section
of Zecharlash with the religlous 1deas of the first eight
chapters 1t may be possible to determine whether there is
any connection between the two parts. At the same time,
the degree of development of the ideas expressed will of-
fer some indication of the time of writing.

1. Affinitlies Between the Rellgious Ideas of Zech. 1l-8
and 9-14

While a man's style may change with his message and
his message change with circumstances, there are always
certaln deep underlylng convictlons and habits of thought
which will be uniform in anything a given individual
writes. In a comparatively short work such as the book
of Zechariah certain ldeas may be expressed and never
mentioned or alluded to again. The problem, therefore,
is not whether different ideas are expressed in different
parts of a book but whether contradictory convictions are
proclaimed. It is a waste of time to seek either super-
ficlal likenesses or contradictions between these two
sections of the book of Zechariah. Only a discusslion of

the fundamental ideas behind the prophet's utterances
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will give decislive results.

Driver states the posltion of one school of thought
about this book when he claims, "Zecharish ... evinces
different interests, and moves in a different circle of
ideas from those which prevail 1In chs. ix-xiv.% Robinson
counters with the assertion, "The fundamental ideas of
both parts are the same.§ In neither case, however, has
any effective investigation been recorded to determine the
relative truth of these claims. Driver relies upon the
external clrcumstances reflected in the messages of the
two parts of the book. Only when he touches upon the Mes-
silanic 1ldea does he get at an underlying part of the
prophett's conviection. On the other hand, one might say of
the arguments advanced by Robinson what Cheyne says of
Kuiper, "By such a method it would be easy to prove that
the whole of the 0ld Testament had but one author.é In
the main Robinson’: arguments are: a. An unusually deep
spiritual tone 1s found throughout the book. b. Hope dom-
inates all of the prophecles. ¢. God 1s held to be sover-
eign over all the earth. d. Jehovah 1s interested in

Judah and Jerusalem. Could not these same things be said

1. Driver, S.R., "Zechariah," The New Century Bible,
XXII, p. 228

2. Robinson, G.L., "The Prophecies of Zechariah With
Special Reference to the Origin and Date of Chapters
9=-14," The American Journal of Semitic Languages and
Literature, p. 84

3. Cheyne, T.K., "The Origin of the Book of Zechariah,"
The Jewlsh Quarterly Review, 1:77 (1889)

4, Robinson, G.L., The Twelve Minor Prophets, pp. 200-202
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of every book in the 01d Testament? A study of the funda-
mental i1deas of the author or authors of these chapters

needs to be mads.

(1) The Combination of the Spirltual, Ethical, and

Ritual

There 1s an unusual mixture of the spiritual, ethical,
and ritual elements running through these entire fourteen
chapters. The author of both parts of the book seems -to
have no difficulty in harmonizing all of these elements in
his religion.

The purpose of the entire book 1s sounded in the call
to true repentance in Zech. 1:1-7. Thils repentance 1s to
be a return to Jehovah characterized by a turning from
"evil doings." As a result of this ethical reformation
the presence of Jehovah 1s promlised them. Thils promise 1s
expanded in the first, second, third, fifth, and elghth
visions. The spiritual force of Jehovah's presence 1s
epitomized in the message to Zerubbabel that he is to suc-
ceed, "Not by might, nor by power, but by my Spirit, saith
Jehovah of hosts.§ While in chaps. 7,8 the ritual require-
ment of fasting 1s gbolished and ethical 1deals raised in-
stead, the importance placed upon the cult by Zecharlah
can hardly be overestimated. The fourth vision, which con-

cerns the cleansing of Joshua, the high priest, and the

5. Zech. 4:6
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crown placed on his head, glves the author's attitude
toward the formal side of his relligion.

This same intermingling of spiritual, ethical and
ritual elements is found iIn chaps. 9-14. The deep spirit-

ual tone 1is evinced iIn the consecration of the remmant of
6 7
the Philistines, in the blessings promised Ephraim, in the
8

baptism of grace upon Jerusalem, in the living waters go-
9

ing forth from Jerusalem, and in the dedication of every-
thing as holy unto the Loré? The ethical note 1s sounded
in the reference to the bad shepherdgf in the provision of
a fountain for cleansing from sii? and in the purging of
the restored peopli? The prophet's attitude toward the

ritual 1s shown in the place given the house of Levi as
equal in importesnce to the house of Davié? the importance
placed on the feast of tabernaclei? the concept of holi-
nesi? and the continuance of sacrifices to the time of the
ond.

This attitude toward the ritual was not characteristilc
of the pre-exilic prophets, nor was thls combination of

these three things ever common among the prophets.

6. Zech. 9:7

7. Zech. 10:12

8. Zech. 12:10

9. Zech, 14:8

10. Zech, 14:20,21
l1l1. Zech. 11:4f.
12. Zech. 13:1

13. Zech, 13:8,9
14. Zech. 12:12,13
15. Zech. 14:16f.
16, Zech. 14:20,21
17. Zech. 14:21
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(2) 1Idea of God

In both sections the prophet speaks as one who knows
well him from whom his message has come. In the first
part he speaks because at that time "came the word of
Jehovaeh unto Zecharish." In the second part he delivers
"the burden of the word of Jehovah." This God whose mes-
sage he delivers is called "Jehovah Zebaoth." The Septua-
gint is probably correct in translating "Zebeaoth" by
MocyToKpa& T, L, Ruler of all things. Barnes
says,

The compound name Jehovah Zebaoth, "Jehovah-

Hosts," 1s used by the Prophet to teach the

truth that all the attributes and powers which

the heathen ascribe to "Heigen" belong to

Jehovah the God of Israel.

Not only the name of God but many passages throughout the
book of Zecharish describe the universal sovereignty of
Jehoveh, e.g. 1:14-17; 2:9,12; 4:10; 6:5; 9:1,8,14; 10:3,
5,9,12; 12:2-4,8; 13:7; 14:8,9.

As Robinson pointed out, the special interest of
Jehovah iIn the Jewlsh people 1s emphaslzed in all parts of
the book, e.ge. 1:17-21; 2:12; 8:3; 9:8,15; 10:3ff.; 11l:4ff.;
12:4ff,.; 13:1; 14:16ff. This interest in the people 1s the

source of smother characteristic of the God of all sections

of Zecharlah, supernatural intervention in the affairs

18. Barnes, W.E., "Zecharlah," Cambridge Bible for Schools
and Colleges, XXXI, p. 103
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of his people. This 1s one of the most obvious links be-
tween 1-8 and 9-14. In both sections the restoratlon,

the protection, and the victory of Israel over her enemles
is plctured as the dlrect result of the active participa-
tion of God in her affairs, e.g. 1:14-17, 18=21; 2:5; 4:6;
6:1-8; 9:1ff,; 10:1ff.; 11:4ff,.; 12:8; 14:3. In no case
1s an Intermediate cause interposed between Jehovah and
the result, but always he acts directly.

It is characteristic of all of the prophets that they
ascribe righteousness to Jehovah. That is found here in
1:15 where Jehovah refuses to allow more punishment for
sin then was deserved and in 11:4ff, where concern for the
character of the rulers of his people 1s expressed. In
nelther section, however, does God's righteousness end in
inevitable punishment. Passages in both sectlons of the
book clearly plcture Jehovah as a forgiving God, e.g. 1:
1-6; 3:1ff.; 5:6ff.; 13:1; 14:16.

A uniform plcture of God is presented throughout the
book of Zecharish. It 1is not just that the same attri-
butes can be found in both parts of the book but that
emphaslis 1s placed on the same attributes. That thils 1s
true has been shown by pointing out the emphasized charac-
teristics of Jehovah and then listing the passages where
these aspects are mentioned. Attention 1s called to the
fact that the number of passages from the first and second
parts of the book is about equal, at least in the same
ratio as eight chapters to six. This 1s not an artificlal
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result but was noticed by this writer only after he had

already compiled the references.

(3) Attitude Toward the Heathen Nations

Israel lay at the crossroads of the ancient world.
It is no wonder that every one of her prophets had a defi-
nite attitude and a set policy toward the heathen nations.
It is to be expected that a prophet who had just returned
from exile to the devastated land of his fathers would be
hostile to forelgn peoples. That 1s the attitude of the
author of both sections of the book of Zecharish. Not
only 1s he unfriendly, but he plctures God as being like-
wise angry with them. Though the fact that Judah deserved
to be punished is recognized, the nations are condemned
for theilr harshness (1:15), and Babylon is singled out for
threats (2:8)., The woman called Wickedness is to be
transported from the land of Judah to Babylon (65:56-11).
This same feelling of hostility to the nations is also
demonstrated in 9:1-8,13; 14:12. That there is no good
word for Persisas in spite of the benignity of her policy
toward the prophet's people 1s significant of the place
all contemporary people had in his feeling.

Just here 1s one of the strongest links that bind
all fourteen of these chapters together. The incorpora-

tion of the heathen nations into the kingdom of God 1s
one of the most remarkable things about the book of
Zecharish. It 1s an idea reiterated throughout the book
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in a form much developed over earlier expressions. The
ideal is found as early as the Song of Moses in Deut. 32.
Cheyni? however, claims that in Zecharlah this great event
of the day of the Lord 1s associated with the Messianic
advent in a way peculiar to post-Isalan prophets. Only
scattered shadows of the ideal are found before the exilg?
Zecharish, in spite of his attitude toward the foreign
people of his own day and 1in splte of the hostlle attitude
of the nations to his people, looks for a future day of
Jehovah when all causes of division between the nations
and the Jews will disasppear. In 2:15 the anticipation is
expressed that "many nations shall join themselves to
Jehovah." That these heathen peoples will worship Jehovah
in the manner of the Jews 1s the expectation of 8:20-23;
9:7; 14:16-19.
21

Jemes Interprets the conversion of the heathen nations
as a sort of selfish nationalism that delights to look to
the day when Judah's proud oppressors will become humble
supplicants. A more charitable explanation 1s that 1t 1s
not so much Judah that is to be exalted as 1t is the God
of Judah. The gods of the heathen nations having failled
them while Judah's God has prevailed, all of the natlons

come voluntarlily seeking admission into the company of the

19. Op. cit., pP. 79

20, To—B7+ Jool 2:28; Amos 9:12; Isa. 2:2-4; 11:10-16;
Mi. 4:1,2; Zeph. 3:9

21, James, F., Personalities of the 0ld Testament, p. 409
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chosen people. These are to be made welcome because it
was the purpose of God all along to bring them to himself.
That this 1deal, so seldom attalned by the prophets, is
found in both the opening and closing chapters of both
sections of the book of Zecharilaeh clinches the conclusion
that the authort's attitude toward the nations points to
the unity of the book.

(4) Eschatology

"It is important to remember that Zecharish is the
prophet of Judah's restoration?ﬁ His message was delliv-
ered to a disappointed and discouraged people. They had
come back with the promises of a trliumphant return given
by Deutero-Isaish ringing in their ears. For fifteen
years they had awalted the blessings but had met with only
hardshlp and suffering. Sitting in the shadow of the fire-
scarred wreck of the temple, the people looked out over
fields and vineyards destroyed by mildew, hall, blasting,
and droutﬁ? To suggest, as do Koster, Marti, Torrey, snd
others, that there had been no return as yet and that
these people were of the remnant left in the land does not
relieve the picture a bit. These people, and they were

returned exiles, were discouraged because of the non-

fulfillment of the prophecles concerning the glories of

22. Barnes, op. cit., p. xxvl
55, Cf. Tag. 10—
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the restored community. In this setting it 1s not at all
surprising that God should have ralsed up a prophet who
would project the glory on into the future to a time when
the people would meet God's prerequisites for his blessing.
Zechariah was that prophet. He encourages hope and actlon
in the present by holding out a victorious future.

In the first part of the book the following promlses
are found: Exlsting troubles willl be removed 1f repent-
ance is found among the populacg% Outward prosperity 1is
assured Jerusalem; she will be completely restored and

thronged by happy c¢rowds with Divine protection as her
25

wall. Those who have not as yet returned from captivity

26
will be restored. Peace will characterize the new day;
27
old men and young children will fill the broad streets.

28
Joy will reign as fasting 1s turned to feasting. Auton-

omy will be restored to the natlion under the rule of "the
29
Shoot." The heathen nations will acknowledge the sover-
30
elgnty of Jehovah by coming to Jerusaslem to worship him.

A new temple is to become the center of all religious
31
life.

Parallels to these promises are found in the second
part of the book; however, the form becomes more apoca-

32
lyptic. Prosperity is offered the people for the asking.

24, 1l:1-6 26, 1l:16; 2:4,16; 8:3,8

26, 2:6f.; 8:7,8 27. 3:10; 1:17; 6:13; 8:4f.
28. 8:19 29. 6:12,13

30, 8:22 31, 1:16,17; 3:7; 6:15; 7:2

32. 10:1
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"Jehovah is with them" is the defeated cry of Judeh's
enemieg? The remaining exiles are to be restoreg% Zion's
king will be autonimous not only in his own kingdom but
will have dominion "to the ends of the earth," and his
rule will issue in peac§? A future triumph of the nations
over Judah 1s predlicted, an 1dea not found in 1-8, but
that the final victory belongs to the people of God is as
certain as was ever expressed in the first sectiog? The
remnant of the nations will come to Jerusalem "to worship
the King, Jehovah of Hosts?z The temple 1s to have a
prominent place in the life of the worlg?

The greatest difference of any sort to be found be-
tween l1l-8 and 9=-14 1s in the length of the prophetlc per-
spective. It 1s evident that the first part of the book
looks for the promised blessings in the immediate future.
The stage 1s set for some lmmedlate action by Jehovah, and
8:3 looks upon thils actlon as already begun. In this
Zechariah was in agreement with his contemporary Haggag?
and probably like him expected the blessings in connection
with the completion of the temple. The general disappoint-
ment when these things did not occur is reflected in Hag.
2:10-19 where the prophet in his discussion of hollness

explains why the blessings have been delayed. In some-

33. 10:5 34. 9:12; 10:6,7
35, 9:9f.; 10:1-12; 12:8; 14:16-1¢ 36. 12:1ff.; 14:1ff.
37. 1l4:16 38, 9:8; 14:20,21

39. Hag. 2:6
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thing of the same fashion, the last six chapters of Zech-
ariah push the accomplishment of the day of the Lord into
the more distant future. However, the main features of

the eschatology of both sections are the same.

(5) Messianic Expectation

There are two general types of Messianilic prophecles,
those prophecies which deal with the person, the king, and
those which deal with the circumstance of the people, the
kingdo;? The latter are found in the writings of most of
the prophets. They all agree that the coming of the king-
dom will usher in a glorious future when God shall dwell
with his people. This is to be attalned only by the work-
ing of God in history. An investigation into Zechariah's
teachings concerning the Messlanic kingdom would produce
little frult as the views expressed in both sectlons of
the book have the common features which belong to all such
prophecles. Thelir presence does nothing to bind the two
parts together. The only noteworthy contribution to the
general conceptlion of the Messlianic kingdom is the broad
outlook of Zechariah, which, according to Goodspeeé} is
characteristic of post-exllic Messiaenism.

The book of Zecharlah does contaln several specific

prophecies concerning the person of the Messlah. Their

40. Davidson, A.B., 0ld Testament Prophecy, p. 311
41, Goodspeed, G.S., Israel's Messlanlc Hope, p. 89
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presence throughout the book does little to hold the
parts together; however, their presence in one part and
absence from another would have argued strongly for more
than one author. Driver, Mitchell, G.A. Smith, and
others contend that one of the strongest arguments for
dual authorship for the book is found in the contradic-
tory nature of the Messianic prophecles presented in 1-8
and 9-14; therefore, these passages must be carefully ex-
amined.

The Messiah of the first eight chapters 1s designated
as "the Shoot%ﬁ At this period in Israel's history
"Shoot" was as definitely Messianic as []2 W .F for as
late as the time of Deutero-Isalah the latter term was ap-
plied to Cyruﬁ? That these references in the third and
sixth chapters of Zecharlah are Messianic is denied by
none, but Marti, Kent, Haupt, Sellin, and a number of
others insist that the author intended to refer to Zerub-
babel when he spoke of "the Shoot." Since Zerubbabel is
obviously not the Messlah of 9-14, this 1s advanced as a
decisive contradiction between the religious l1deas of the
authors of the two parts of the book.

That Zerubbabel was the Messliah of 1-8 hinges upon
the interpretation given the prophetic passage in 6:9-15.

The key verses are translated as follows:

42, 3:8; 6:12
43, Isa. 45:1
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Yea, take of them silver and gold, and meke
crowns, and set them upon the head of Joshua
the son of Jehozadak, the high priest; and
speak unto him, saying, Thus speaketh
Jehovah of hosts, saying, Behold, the man
whose name 1s the Shoot:
Nowhere 1s Zerubbabel mentioned, but by altering the text
the verses are made to say that he was the one who was
crowned and was "the man whose name is the Shoot." Haupt
states this view,
Both in Zech. 6:13 and Ps. 110:4 Kohen, priest,
seems to have been substituted for mal, king,
or mosul, ruler just as in Zechariah's predic-
tion of the coronation of Zerubbabel the name
of the Davidlc scion has been reglaced by the
neme of the high priest Joshua.4
Hitzlg, Stade, Ewald, and others modify this view to make
both Joshua and Zerubbabel the ones who are crowned. One
of these two changes in the text must be taken 1f Zerub-
babel 1is to be considered the Messiah of l-8.
Zecharliash certainly expected great things of Zerub-
45
babel, but that he believed Zerubbabel to be the Messiah
cennot be proved. He did redirect the hope of Israel to
the house of David in the person of Zerubbabel, glving to
that ruler an importance far beyond hils personal and in-
46
dividual consequence, but only as the type of one to come.
That a conjectured change in the text should be the

only basls for this argument in itself vitiates the force

44, Haupt, Paul, "The Coronation of Zerubbabel," Journal
of Biblical Literature, 37:210 (1918)

45, Gio 4:61?7

46, KXirkpatrick, A.F., The Doctrine of the Prophets,
p. 434
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of the evidence. Further, there is no reason for this
change. It was the original intention of the author of
Zech. 6:9-15 to describe a typical crowning of Joshui?
Jeremiah had already taught that the Messlah was to have
the priestly right of access to Goé? It 1s concelvable
that this actlion in Zechariah 1s a reflection of that
teaching. At least Jer, 23:5; 33:15 may be the source of
Zechariah's use of "Shoot" in the way found in his first
eight chepters. The Messiah of Zech. 1-8 1s a priest-king

whose coming will provide means for removing the iniquity
49
of the land.

The Messianic teaching of 9-14 may be discussed under
two heads for there are two distinet lines rummning through
these chapters. First, the verses which emphasize the
kingly qualities will be studlied and then those which de-
plet a Messiah-shepherd.

a. Zech. 9:9,10, which portrays a Messianlc
King, 1s one of the great Messlanlc passages of the 0ld
Testament.

Rejolce greatly, O daughter of Zion; shout, O
daughter of Jerusslem: behold, thy king cometh
unto thee; he is just, and having salvation;
lowly, and riding upon an ass, even upon a

colt the foal of an ass. And I willl cut off
the charilot from Ephraim and the horse from
Jerusalem; and the battle bow shall be cut off;

47. Kirkpatrick, op. cit., pp. 439-441
48. Jer. 30:21 ’
49. 3:9
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and he shall speak peace unto the nations:

and his dominion shall be from sea to sea,

and from the River to the ends of the earth.

Briggg finds this to be an early passage. Orelii be-
lieves 1t to be the first passage in which the future
human representative of the divine kingly dignity 1is de-
scribed In hils personal characteristics. In his earlier
editions Ewagg found this to be a picture drawn by an in-
ferlor contemporary of Isalsh and based upon the work of
that prophet though with strong affinities to Ps. 72.
Drivzi objects holding that the portralt of the Messlanic
king seems to be original in Isalah; consequently, he
doubts that thls prophecy can be prior to the prophecy of
Isalah as the pre-exlilic date for 9-11 would demand.
Mitche?i finds that 9:9 has behind it a long course of de-
velopment. The place of this verse in the development of
Messlanic prophecy may be determined by studying the vari-

ous characteristics of the Messianic¢ king it presents.

(a) He is just ( P 77)Y ). This fits in
with the ethlcal character of Jehovah taught throughout
the book. Thils conception of Jehovah and hils servant
would fit anywhere from the earliest of the prophets to

50. Briggs, C.A., Messianic Prophecy, pp. 184,185

51. Orelll, C. von, 0ld Testament Proghecz, p. 244

52, Ewald, G.H.A., Prophets of the O estament, I, p.
30 (1875)

53. Drlver, S.R., Introduction to the Literature of the
0ld Testament, p. 549

54, MWMitchell, H.G., "Zechariah," International Critical
Commentary, XXV, p. 237
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the very close of the 0ld Testament.

(b) He is saved (YY) J). Great contro-
versy has raged over the translation of thls niphal parti-

55
ciple. Bauer sought to make it reflexive, "saving him-
56 s
self." Kimchi gives it the passive sence "saved." This

57 58
opposes the active volce found in some versions. Bewer

paraphrases it to read "vindicated and victorious." Driver,
Mitchell, Barnes, and others adopt the passive reading but
suggest that the real meaning is not so much "saved" as

"yictorious through the help of Jehovah." It is on this
59
basis that the Messlah 1s able to deliver others. This is
60
a new feature not found among the pre-exilic prophets.

61
(¢) He is lowly ( 23y ). Pusey would

give this the sense of "afflicted" with a parallel in Isa.
62 )
53. Driver prefers to emend "J} to )1, following

the Septuagint, and connect the 1dea with Hab. 3:14; Zeph.
3:12 to denote piousness as opposed to wicked worldliness.

63
Following Mitchell, the best translation is "humble."

55. Cited by Hengstenberg, EW., Christology of the 0ld
Testament, III, p. 397

56, W'Caul, Alex., Rabbi David Kimchi's Commentary on
the Prophecies of zZechariah, p. 87

57. Septuagint, Targum, Peshltta, Vulgate

58. Bewer, J.A., The Literature of the 01ld Testament, p.420

59. Cf. ver. 11,12

60. Robinson, op. cit., p. 34

6l1. Pusey, E.B., The Minor Prophets, p. 403

62. N.C.B., p. 241

63. Op. cit., p. 274
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64
Roblinson cltes Rahlfs to show that this 1ldea had 1ts birth
65
in the time of the exlle. Barnes says that thls descrip-
tion certainly fits no Maccabean chief and therefore dates

the passage in the fifth century B.C.

(d) He comes riding upon an ass. The near-
est parallel to this characterization of the Messiah 1is the
"Prince of Peace" in Isa. 9:6. This 1s not the sort of
representation of the Messiah that would have originated in
the Maccabean perliod when a warrior was the ldeal of the

people.

(e) His dominion is described as extending
from "sea to sea and from the River to the ends of the
earth." That the Messiah would possess universal dominion
is an undercurrent of the lMesslanlc passages of all ages.

In conclusion, while some of the aspects of this Mes-
slanic picture are old, the idea of justice, peace, and
universal dominlion are here unified in a manner not found
in any pre-exilllc propheg? The inclusion in the Messlanic
picture of the ldea of meelmess and suffering in the man-
ner of Deutero-Isalah is particularly important. Albert

Knudson discusses the three stages of development in Mes-

slanic prophecy as follows,

64. Loc, cit.
65. Op. cit., pP. XXX
66. KOKgatrick. op. clt., p. 450
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Each of these grew to some extent out of the

conditions of the time In which 1t origilnated.

The 1deal King was an expression of the

strength and confidence of the natlon in 1ts

youth; the Suffering Servant was the counter-

part of the afflicted people of the exlle; and

the Son of Man coming in the clouds of heaven

fits in with the transcendental and apocalyp-

tic type of thought current ggward the close

of the 01ld Testament perlod.
This prophecy of Zecharlah fits in between the second and
third stages discussed by Knudson. The influence of the
exile upon this prophecy is evident, but, though 1t 1is
found in an apocalyptic section, it does not have the
extreme apocalyptic coloring of the very late Messianic

68

prophecies. To Sellin's contention that thls prophecy 1s
pre-exilic in form and post-exllic in content must be add-
ed the conviction that it 1s not later than the close of

the fifth century B.C.

b. The Messlah-Shepherd 1s portrayed in Zech.
11:12,13; 13:7-9; 12:10-13:1. Though Montet, Grutzmacher,
and Steiner objected to any Messlanic interpretation of
these passages, they are so interpreted in the New Testa-
ment, i.e. Zech, 11:12,13 in Mt. 27:9,10; Zech. 12:10 in
Jn., 19:37; Zech., 13:7 in Mt. 26:31. It is of no decisive
Importance whether these verses were of consclous Mes-
slanic import to the prophet or not. The real question is

whether God gave his revelation to men in ordered develop-

67. The Religlous Teachings of the 0ld Testament, p. 377
68. Sellin, E., Introductlion to the 0ld Testament, p. 192
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ment. In other words, these are Messlanic prophecles and
may be fitted into the development of Messianic prophecy.
If not, God did not give his revelation in ordered se-
quence; so nothing may be learned of the date of any
prophecy from the rellglous ideas expressed.
69 70 71

Davidson, Delltzsch and Dods are posltive 1in their
assertion that the aspect of suffering in the Messilanic
hope was of post-exilic development. That is the charac-
terlistic which binds these three prophecies together. In
the first the Shepherd is rejected.

And I sald unto them If ye think good, give me

my hire; and i1f not, forbear. So they weighed

for my hire thirty pleces of silver. And Jeho-

vah said unto me, Cast 1t unto the potter, the

goodly price that I was prized at by them. And

I took the thirty pleces of sllver, and cast

them unto the potter, in the house of Jehovah.7%
The closest parallel to thls passage is found in Isa. 53:3,

He was desplsed and rejected of men; a man of
sorrows, and acquainted with grief ...

In the second prophecy the shepherd is smitten by the sword
of Jehovah,

Awake, 0 sword, agalnst my shepherd, and
agalnst the man that 1s my fellow, salth Jeho-
vah of hosts: smite the shepherd, and the
sheep shall be scattered; agd I will turn my
hand upon the l1little ones.

69. Op. cit., p. 2568 v

70. Delitzsch, F., Messianic Prophecies, p. 215

71. Dods, Marcus, "Zechariah,” Hand-Books For Bible
Classes, p. 65

72. 7Zech, I1:12,13

73. Zech. 13:7
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Here the Messiah 1s a martyr prince rather than the martyr
servant of Isalah 53; though in both cases the lMessiah
suffers for the sins of the people under the Divine in-
74

fliction of judgment. This difference between Zech., 13:7
and Isalah 1s easily understood 1f the author of 1-8 wrote
this passage for it will be remembered that royal preroga-
tives are always prominent in the Messlanlc prophecles of
the first part of the book of Zecharilah.

The third prophecy plctures the shepherd as thrust
through by his own people.

And I will pour upon the house of David, and

upon the 1nhablitants of Jerusalem, the spirit

of grace and of suppllicatlion; and they shall

look unto me whom they have plerced; and they

shall mourn for him, as one mourneth for his

only son, and shall be in bitterness for him,

as ong that 1s in bitterness for his first-

born.’®
The parallel with Isalah 53 1s agalin obvious.

e«s.we did esteem him stricken, smltten of God,

and afflicted. Bu; he was wounded for our

transgressions ... 6
In an ultimate sense God dild strike him down, as 13:7 in-
dicates, but from another point of view 1t was the sin of
the people which plerced him. Turning to the crucifixion
of Jesus, the apparent discrepancies between Zech. 13:7
and 12:10 are removed. A Roman sword plerced his slde,

but the sovereign God permitted it, and the sin of the

74. Briggs OE. clt., p. 463
75. Zech. 12: ’
760 Isa. 53:4,5
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peoprle demanded it that a fountaln for cleansing from sin
might be opened.

The idea of vicarious suffering developed during the
exlle into the great expressions of Deutero-Isalsh. The
author of Zech. 9-14 was not far behind, copyling much from
his great predecessor but with significant additions of
his own.

From thls study of the Messianlc 1deas of Zech. 9-14
two things are apparent. First, thls prophecy 1s defi-
nitely post-exilic and yet not much later than the time of
the exlle. Second, the main features of the Messianlic
picture in Zech. 1-8 are preserved here. There are dif-
ferences in the form but not in the content of the Mes-
sianic prophecles found in these two parts of the book.
Both sections concelve of the Messlah as an individual.
They both expect the restoration of Zion's king in the
person of the Messiah. As a result of the work of the
Messlsh, both expect provision to be made for cleansing
from sin. There are no distinctive features found only in
the book of Zechariah which would demand that the book be
a unity, but neither are there any contradictory convic-
tions which would make a division of the book necessary.
Wright summarizes hls study of thls part of the problem of
the unity of the book of Zecharieh, "The attempts made to

discover essential differences in the picture given of the

Messianic age in the first and second portions must be
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™
viewed as fallures."

2. The Unity of Zech. 9-14

A pre-exilic date for the last six chapters of Zech-
ariah demands that there be a different author for 9-11;
13:7-9 and for 12:1-13:6; 1l4. Since it has been shown
that that early date 1s untenable, it 1s necessary to ex-
amine the supposed difference in religious ideas found in
these two sectilons. Kuengﬁ states them as follows: In
the first three chapters there 1s no heathen attack on
Jerusalem, no complaint agalnst the false prophets, and no
expectation of the conversion of the heathen. In the last
three chapters there 1s no mentlon of Ephralm, no refer-
ence to a return from the exlle, no announcement of a pun-
ishment on the false shepherds, and no Messianlc prophecy.
Attention 1s called to the fact that the argument rests
not upon the presence of contradictory ldeas but the
absence from one part of things found in the other., Surely
a prophet does not have to say the same thing every time
he writes. There 1is no contention here that the author
wrote all six of these chapters the same day; he may have
written these two sections several years apart.

A closer examination of the absence of certain ideas

from the two parts of this prophecy may help. In chaps.

77. Wright, C.H.H., Zechariah and His Prophecles, p. xxxix
78. Cited by Smith, G.A., "Zecharlah," The Expositor's
Bible, XIV, p. 458
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9-11 there 1s no attack upon Jerusalem in the same manner
as described in chaps. 12,14, Well, the presence of these
two accounts has made Graezg ascribe chap. 12 to a dif-
ferent suthor from chap. 14; another account would have
probably produced three authors. Ths hostility between
Jerusalem and the heathen nations is vividly described in
9:1-8,13, Also, the passing reference to the false
prophets in 13:2f. has the same tone as the condemnation
of idolatry and of diviners in 10:2, It is a mistake to
say that the conversion of the heathen 1s not mentioned in
the first three chapters for in 9:7 1t 1s sald of the
Philistine, "he also shall be a remnant for our God."

The absence in the second part of ideas of the first
mey be harmonized in this way. Ephraim is not mentioned,
but it 1s coupled with Judah in the first part to indicate
that all twelve tribes are being discussed. All twelve
tribes are discussed in the second part, e.g. the meaning
of "Israel" in 12:1. There 1s no mention of the exile,
but these chapters describe events which are to occur long
after and have no connection with the exlle. The absence

of any reference to the shg;herds is produced only by fol-

80
lowing Ewald in removing 13:7-2 to the end of chap. 1l.
That may be allowed, but the fact that 13:7-9 could acci-

dentally slip from the end of chap. 11 to 1ts present

79. Graetz, H., "The Last Chapter of Zechariah," Jewish
Quarterly Review, 3:208-219

80. Op. cit., I, DP. 305
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position indicates that these two sections have had a long
history of assoclation. Further, Kirkpatrigi finds that
this conclusion to chap. 11 produces the best explanation
of the mourning in chap. 12. As for the absence of any
Messlanic prophecy in these last three chapters, it has
already been demonstrated that the same Messianic expecta-
tion runs through all fourteen chapters of the book of
Zechariah.

The maln theme of these last six chapters of the book
1s the ultimate blessed state of the Jewish natlon. The
reunlted nation is purged of all evil within it. Its
enemies are destroyed or converted, and Jehovah becomes
‘the active protector of his people. Thils fact has pro-
duced Cheyne's oft quoted conviction that "with, perhaps,
one or two exceptions, chaps. 1x-xl and xll-xiv are so
closely welded together that analysis 1is impossible?% In-
deed, while many suggestive thoughts pass across the proph-
et'!'s horizon, he uses them all as a part of his effort to

portray the triumph of Israel as the inevitable outcome of

the dealings of God with the world.
3. Analysls of the Book of Zecharilah

An analysis of the book of Zechariah along the lines
83
marked out by Delitzsch will indicate the continulty of

8l. Op. cit., p. 461 82. Op. cit., p. 81
850 OE. C o: ppo 218"220 ’
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1deas which runs through all fourteen chapters. The nightg4

vision of Zechariah is a sequel to the prediction of Haggal
concerning the overthrow of the heathen powers and the de-

velopment of the Messianic kingdom. The first phase of
85
Zechariah's vision indicates that the exlsting peace will

soon give way to action on the part of God in the deliver-
86

ance of his people. The second phase points to the break-

ing of all the heathen powers, i.e. the nations of all four
87 88
points of the compass. The third phase shows the expansion
89
of the kingdom of God without limit. 1In the fourth part

the restored community of Israel is cleansed from sin and
90
restored to God's favor. The fifth phase of the vision

indicates that the Spirit of God 1s the sole means of re-
91
establishing the nation. The sixth phase envisions the re-
92
moval of sinners from the land while the seventh concerns

the removal of "the spirit of wickedness." Finally, the
elghth phase of the visigg returns to the opening theme,
the execution of Judgment on the heathen nations. There
follows a symbolical agt which points to the completion of
the kingdom of God by the Priest-King.

The seventh and eighth chapters are rightly placed as

to time of delivery, but the discussion of fasting con-

84. Hago 2:20"25 850 1:7"17

86. 1:18=-21 87. Barnes, op. cit., p. 132
88. 2:1-13 89. 3:1-10 ’

90, 4:l-14 91. 6:1=4

92. b6:56-11 93. 6:1=-8

94, 6:9-15
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tained in them is not directly related to either what pre-
cedes or follows. However, the same promises for Israel's
future and the same attltude toward the heathen natlons
found in the rest of the book are evident here. Perhaps,
as Delitzsgg suggests, these chapters connect the other
two parts by lmpressing upon the people the condition upon
which the glorlous promises for the future depend.

In 9:1-8 the theme of judgment upon the nations is
repeated as a prelude to the establishment of the Messlanic
kingdog? The promise of purification and restoration of
the people is repeated in chapter ten. The allegory of
chap. 11 deplcts the attitude of the Lord toward the recal-
cltrant covenant nation. A new beginning 1s made in chap.
12 where a future attack of the heathen upon Jerusalem is
repulsed. Then the conversion of the nation to the Messiah,
whom it had previously rejected and put to deatgf 1s fol-
lowed by the purification of Jerusalei? The heathen attack
is predicted agaln in chap. 14 with the additional feature
of the conversion of these forelgners to Jehovah issuing
from their defeat. The climax of the whole book 1s reached

when Jerusalem becomes the rellgious center of the world.

Then the humblest things within the city are sanctified to

99
the Lord. "Thus all parts of the book hang closely to-
100
gether ..."
95. Op. clt., p. 221 96, 9:9-17
o7, TBITO-T4’ 98. 13:1-6

99. 14:16-22 100, Delitzsch, loc. cit.
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By way of conclusion, the religious ideas of 9-14
display a development in keeping with the general period
of 1-8. These slx chapters could not have been written be-
fore the exile, nor do they move in the spirlt of the
Greclan or Maccabean periods. The main features of the re-
ligious ideas of 1-8 are preserved in 9-14. They are not
expressed in the same way, and apparently not under the
same circumstances. Of more significance, however, the
same 1deas are emphasized throughout the book. Without the
support of any other evidence, the religlous ideas would
lead one to think that the two parts of the book, and there
are only two, were written 1n the same general period by

men who were closely assoclated if not by one man.
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CONCLUSION

The aim of the writer of this theslis has been to in-
vestigate the possibllity of an early post-exllic date and
Zechariasn authorship for Zech. 9-14. An effort has been
made to evaluate all of the evidence offered for the vari-
ous critical positions held with regard to these six chap-
ters., Hlstorical background, language and style, the re-
lation of Zech. 9«14 to other prophetlc works, and the re-
ligious 1deas of these chapters have been studied. Such
conclusions as seem warranted from this study are now of-
fered.

It seemed pertinent to determine whether Zech. 9-14
could be treated as a unity. A minute discussion of every
possible gloss, editorial revislion, transposition of
verses, and otherwlse questioned passages would have pro-
duced a thesis as long as thls one. Therefore, what 1is
now said concerns only major divisions of the section,
especilally chaps. 9-11 and chaps. 12-14., The historical
evidence permits the unity of chaps. 9-14. Language and
style are more positive and may be almost sald to demand
the unity of thls section. The same relation to other
prophetic works 1s displayed throughout these chapters.
Finally, the religlous 1deas are uniform and argue strong-

ly for the acceptance of Zech. 9-14 as one prophecy made
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up of several oracles in something of the fashlon of the
book of Micah. Whether these six chapters were written at
the same time or not, they are, wlith some minor excep-
tions, the work of one author.

The apocalyptic nature of Zech. 9-14 makes 1t lmpos-
sible to point to the exact occasion of these prophecies.
However, by process of elimination, the historical evi-
dence discernable within these chapters indicates that
they are certainly post-exllic and pre-Grecian. There 1s
nothing to prevent an early post-exlilic date and some evi-
dence to make that the preferred period for the origin of
this part of the book of Zecharlah. The development of
the language and style and the development of the reli-
gious 1deas point to an early post-exilic date. The rela-
tion of these passages to other prophetic works demands a
post-exilic date, probably prior to the book of Malachi.
Consequently, Zech. 9-14 must be accepted as belonging to
the same general period as Haggal, Zech. l1l-8, and Malachi.

Conclusions concerning the authorship of Zech. 9-14
are not so easy. The date of these chapters would allow
them to fall within the possible lifetime of Zechariah the
son of Berechliah. Theilr presence in his book creates a
predisposition to ascribe them to him. The two parts of
the book that bears his name have many characteristics in

common. Further, the same ideas, hopes, and expectations
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prevall throughout the entire book. In the judgment of
thls writer these arguments are sufficlent proof that
Zechariah the son of Berechish wrote Zech. 9=14, It may
be allowed that a disciple of the great Zechariah could
have produced this section. That would explaln certain
differences between the two parts, but these differences
are not insuperable obstacles to Zecharian authorship.

The book of Zechariah, then, is a carefully edited col-
lectlion of the work of that prophet for the purpose of
assuring the people of theilr final triumph over the forces

of evil through Divine intervention.
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