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INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT

ON THE

PRINCIPLES AND OBJECT

THE COMMENTARY.

TRE object of the following pages. in
to evolve some portion of the meaning
of the Word of God. In regard to the
literal meaning of the gacred text, I have
given that which, after a matured atudy
spread over more than thirty years, I
believe to be the true, or, in some cases,
the more probable only. In so doing, I
have purposely avoided all show of learn-
ing or embarrassing discussion, which
belong to the dictionary or grammar
rather than to a commentary on Holy
Scripture. Where it seemed to me nec-
essary, on some unestablished point, to
set down in some messure, the grounds
of the rendering of any word or phrase,
I have indicated it very briefly in the
fower margin*. I hoped,in this way, to
make it intelligible to those acquainted
with the sacred language, without inter-
rupting the development of the meaning
of the text, which presupposes a knowl-

edge of the verbal meaning. 8till less

have I thought the discussion of different
renderings of ancient Versions suited to
& commentary of this sort. Assoon as

4 Ap ime went on, and the use and abuse of He-
brew increased, I increased the remarks on the
Hebrew in the lower margin, as [ hoped might

one is satisfied that any given rendering
of an ancient vergion does not correctly
represent the Hebrew original, the ques-
tion how the translators came so to ren-
der it, by what misreading or mishear-
ing, or guess, or paraphrase, belonga to
a history of that Version, not to the ex-
planation of the sacred original. Still
more distracting is a discussion of the
various expositions of modern commen-
tators, or an enumeration of names, often
of no weight, who adhere to one or the
other rendering, or perhaps originated
some crotchet of their own, These
things, which 8o often fill modern com-
mentaries, have s show of learning, but
embarrass rather than aid a reader of
Holy Scripture. Ihavemyselfexamined
carefully every commentator, likely or
unlikely to contribute any thing to the
undemtanding of the sacred text; and,
if I have been able fo gain little from
modern German commentaries, {except
such as Tholuck, Hengstenberg, Keil,
Delitzsch, and Hivernick) it is not that
T have not sifted them to the best of the

be useful to those who had some knowledge of
Hebrow, without distracting those who had not.
1877,




vi INTRODUCTORY REMARKS ON THE COMMENTARY,

shility which God gave me. - Even Luther
said of his adherents, that they were like
Holomon’s fleet ; some brought back gold
and silver; but the younger, peacocks
and apes. On the other hand, it has
been pleasurable to give (at times some-
what condensed) the expositions of Po-
cocke, extracted from the folio, in which,
for the most part, they lie entornbed
amid the heaps of other explanations
which his learning brought together.
Else it has been my desire to use what
learning of this sort I have, in these
many years, acquired, to save a student
from useless balancing of renderings,
which I helieve that no one, not under a
prejudice, would adopt.

If, in the main, I have adhered o the
English Version, it has been from the
conviction that our translators were in
the right. They had most of the helps
for understanding Hebrew, whic¢h we
have, the same traditional knowledge
from the ancient Versions, Jewish com-
mentators or lexicographers or gram-
marians, (with the exception of the Jew-
ish-Arabic school only,) as well as the
study of the Hebrew Scriptures them-
gelves; and they used thoge zids with
more mature and even judgment than
has mostly been employed in the subse-
quent perlod. Hebrew criticism hag
now escaped®, for the most part, from
the arbitrariness, which detected a vari-
ous reading in any variation of a single
old Version, or in the error of some
g#mall fraction of MS8S,, which disfigured
the commentaries of Lowth, Newcome,
and Blayney. But the comparison of
the cognate dialects opened for the time
an unlimited licence of innovation.
Every principle of interpretation, every

8 Fwald re-opened a apstern of bonndlesa lHoeence
which has been copied by his followers; anby, in-
stead of drawing from some mistake or paraphrase
of an ancient version, puch draw from their own
{magination, Tt comes to this, “Had I been the
prophet, I would have written so and 8o, As the
pious and driginal Clandius pictures the eommon-
twlore on the Goapels in his day,

rale of language, was violated. The
Bible was misinterpreted with a wild
recklesaness, to which no other book was
ever subjected. A subordinate meaning
of some half-understood Arabic word
was always at hand to remove whatever
any one misliked. Now, the manifold-
ness of this reign of misrule hag subsided.
But interpretations as arbitrary as any
which have perished still hold theirsway,
or from time to time emerge, and any
revisal of the authorized Version of the
0.T., until the precarious uze of the dia-
lects should be far more settled, would
give uz chaff for wheat, introducing an
indefinite amount of error into the Word
of God. Insome places, in the following
pages, I have put down what I thought
an improvement of the Eng. Version;

- in others, I have marked, by the word,

or, a rendering which I thought equally
or more probable than that which our
Translators adopted. Where T have gaid
nothing, it has hot been that T have been
unaware of any other translation (for I
have proved all), but that I thought the
received Version most in accordance
with the Hebrew, or at least the most
probable. For the most part, I have
pointed out simple things, which any one
would see, who could read the Hebrew
text, but which cannot mostly be pre-
served in a translation without a cum-
brousness which would destroy its beauty
snd impressiveness.

The literal meaning of the words lies,
of course, a4 the basis of any further de-
velopement of the whole meaning of
each passage of Holy Scripture. Yetany
thounghtful reader muat have been strizck
by observing, how independent that
meaning is of single words. The general

“Thera orossed my mind a random thought:
Had I been Christ, s0 had I taught.”

It ig very piteons, that a mind, with such rare gram-
matioal gifta, which, at 19, laid the foundation of
seientific study of Hebrew grammar, should, by
over-confidence.in #elf, have become so misled
and misleading. 1877,



INTRODUCTORY REMARKS ON THE COMMENTARY, vii

meaning remaing the same, even amid
much variation of single words. Thia is
apparent in the passages which the
Apaatles quote from the LXX, where it
is not an exact translation of the He-
brew. The variation arising from any
singls word does not mostly extend be-
yond iteeld. . -

This is eaid, that I may not seem to
have neglected the letter of Holy Serip-
ture, because I have not set down what
is now commonly found in books, which
profess to give an explanation of that
Ietter. My wish has been to give the
results rather than the process by which
they were arrived at; to exhibit the
building, not the scaffolding. My ideal
has been to explain or develop each
word - and aentence of Holy Beripture,
and, when it should be required, the
connection of verses, to leave nothing
unexplained, as far a8 I could explain
it; and if any verse should give occasion
to enter upon any subject, historical,
moral, doctrinal, or devotional, to ex-
plain this, as far as the place required
or suggested. Then, if any thoughtful
writers with whom I am acquainted, and
to whom most English readers have
little or no access, have expanded the
meaning of any text in a way which T
thought wounld be useful to an English
reader, I kave translated them, placing
them mostly at the end of the comment
on esch verse, so that the mind might
reat upon them, and yet not be sensible
of a break or a jar, in passing on to
other thoughts in the following verse,

The nature of the subjects thus to be
oxpanded must, of course, vary with the
different books of Holy Scripture. The
prophets are partly teachers of righteons-
nesi and rebukers of unrighteousness;
partly they declared things then to come,
a nearer and a more distant future, God’s
judgments on unrighteousness, whether
of His own sinful people or of the na-
tiona who unrighteonusly executed God's
righteous judgments upon them, and

the everlasting righteousness which He
willed ‘to bring in through the Coming
of Christ. Of these, the nearer future, by
its fulfillment of their words, accredited
to those who then wonld hear, the more
distant; to us, (with the exception of -
thosé more lasting visitations, as on
Nineveh and Babylon and God’s former
people, whose destructions or dispersion
have lived on to the present day) the
then more distant future, the propheciea
a3 to Christ, which are before us in the
Goapels, or of the Church among all na-
tions, whose fulfillment, iz around us, ac-
credit the earlier. The fulfillments of
these prophecies, as they come before
ue in the several prophets, it lies within
the design of the present work, God
giving ua strength, to vindicate againat
the unbelief, rife in the present day.
Where this can be done without disturb-
ing the interpretation of the Scripture
itaelf, the anawers may often be tacitly
supplied for those who need them, in the
course of that interpretation. Where a
fuller discussion may be necessary, it
will probably be placed in the Introdue-
tion to the several books,

To thia employment, which I have
had for many years at heart, but from
which the various distresses of our times,
and the duties which they have involved,
havs continually withheld me, I hope to
consecrate the residue of the years and
of the strength which God may give me.
“ Vit summa brevigapem vetat inchoare
longam.” The wonderful volume of the
twelve prophets, “brief in words, mighty
in meaning,” and, if God continue my
life, the Evangelical Prophet, are what I
have specially reserved for myself The
New Testament except the Apocalypse,
and most of the rest of the 014 Testa-
ment, have been undertaken by friends
whoge names will be published, when
the arrangement shall finally be com-
pleted®. The Commentary on the Minor

¢ It ig uselesn to say, how these hopes, as to my-
self, or others have failed, God removed somse, by
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Prophets is in the course of being printed ;
the Commentary on 8. Matthew is nearly
ready for the press. Other portions are
begun. But the object of all, who have
been engaged in this work, is one and
the same, to develop, as' God ghall en-
able ug, the meaning of Holy Scripture
out of Holy Scripture itself; tosearchin
that deep mine and—not bring meanings
inte it, but—(Christ being our helper,
for “the well is deep,”) to bring such
portions, a8 they may, of its meaning
out of it; to exhibit to our peopls, truth
side by side with the fountain, from
which it is drawn; to enable them to
see something more of its riches, than a
passer-by or a careless reader sees upon
its surface.

To this end, it iz our purpose to use
those more thoughtful writers of all
times, who have professedly, or, as far as
we know, incidentally developed the
meaning of portions or texis of the sacred
volume, men who understood Holy Scrip-
ture through that same Spirit by Whom
it was written, to whom prayer, medita-
tion, and a sanctified life laid open its
meaning. For He, Who firat gave to
man the worda of eternal life, still hides
their meaning from those who are wise
and prudent in their own eyes, and giveth
wisdom to thesimple. *Lord, to whom
ghall we go? Thou hast the words of
denath, as my friend C. Marriott, that beautiful
mind and ripe scholar, James Riddell of Balliol,
and when he, at last, bad accomplished his 18 yenrs'
Iabor of love for the memory of the Apostolic
Righop Wilson, the revered John EKeble. Bome
thought the plan on too large a seale for them. I
myself have only to thank God for enabling me to
do the Httle I could do, praying Him to aceept any-

thing which He gave,snd to forgive anything amiss
for Jesus® sake. 1877.

Curisr CHURCH,
EasTER, 1860,
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eternal life.” *The reading of the Scrip-
ture i8 the opening of Heaven. “In
the words of God, we learn the Heart of
GOd." -

“0 Eternal Truth, and True Love. and
loving Light, our God and our AY, en-
lighten cur darkness by the brightness
of Thy light; irradiate our minds by the
splendor of holiness, that in Thy Light
we may see light, that we, in turn, may
enlighten others, and kindle them with
the love of Thee. Open Thou our eyes,
that we may see wondrous things out of
Thy law, Who makest eloguent the minds
and tongues of the slow of speech. To
Thee, to Thy glory, to the good of Thy
Church and people, may we labor, write,
live. Thou hast said, I.ord, to Thine
Apostles and Prophets, their followers
and interpreters, ‘Ye are the salt of the
edrth; ye are the light of the world.
Thon hast eaid it, and, by saying it, hast
done it. Grant to us, then, Lord, that
we 100, like themn, may be preachers of
heaven, sowers for eternity, that they

il who read, may, by the knowledge of Thy

Scriptures, through the graveness and
the weight of Thy promises and threats,
despise the ensnaring entanglements of
earth, and be kindled with the love of
heavenly goods, and the effectual earnest
longing for a blessed eternity. This be
dur one desire, this our prayer, to this
may all our reading and writing and all
our toil tend, that Thy Holy Name may
be hallowed, Thy Holy Will be done, as
in heaven, s¢ in earth, Thy Holy king-
dom of grace, glory, and endless bliss,
where Thou wilt be all things in all, may
come to us. Amen.’



INTRODUCTION

TO

THE MINOR PROPHETS,

AND CHIEFLY %0

HOSEA.

.

THE TWELVE PROPHFTS, at the head ot
whom Hogen has been placed, were called of
ald * “the lesser, or minor prophets,” by reason
of the smaller compass of their propheciee,
not as though their prophecies were less
important than those of the four greater
prophets. Hosen, at least, must have exer-
mseg' the prophetic office longer than any
besides; he must have spoken as much and
a8 in the Name of God. A prophecy
of Micah and words of Joel are ndo(gm
Isaish; Jeremiah employs verses of Obadi
to denounce anew the punishment of Edom;
8 mPh of Joel is expanded by Ezekiel,
Tﬁe ‘“twelve” were the organs of 1mportant
prephecy, as to their own people, or foreign
nations, or a8 to Him Whom they looked
for, our Lord. Now, since the first five were
earlier than Isaish, and next, in order of
time, to the Prophetic Pealras of David, Solo-
mon, Asaph the sons of Koreh, the reve-
lations made to these lesser Prophets even
ante-date those given through the fomr

ter. The general outguring of the
piris on all flesh and the Day of the Lord
were first spoken of by Joel. Our resurrec-
tion in Christ on the 3d day; the inward
which Christ should bestow on His

urch in its perpetual union with Him; the
‘entire victory over death and the grave; and

»8. Aug. de Civ. D, xviii. 28, “The het Isaiah
is not in the books of the 12 prophets who are
therefore called minor, bevause their discourses
are briefl in compariaon with those who are called
‘greater’ because they composed considerabie

wigh tradition ran, “our fathers made
them one book, that they might not perish, for

thae final conversion of Judah and Terael, were
first prophesied by Hoses. When 8, James
wished to shew that the conversion of the
Gentiles had been foretold by s prophet, he
uoted 8. passage of Amoe, “The twelve,” as
ey eo they closed the cycle of those
whom employed to leave written prophe-
cies, Yet Gos, ho willed that of zll the
earlier gnrophetx, who prophesied from the
time of Bamuel to Elisha, no ‘&rophecy should
remain, except the few words in the books
of Kings, willed also, that little, in compari-
son, should be preserved, of what these later
prophets spake in His Name. Their writings
altogether are not-equal in com to those
of the one prophet, 1saiah. And eo, like the
twelve Apostles, they were enrclled in one
Smphet.ic band ; their writings, both in the
ewish? and Christian® Church, have been
counted as one book ; and, like the Apostles,
they were called “the twelve®.”

'‘he earliest of this band followed very
closely upon the ministry of Elijah and
Elisha. Elisha, in his parting words®, fore-
told to Joash the three vietories where!by he
recovered from Syria the cities of Israel
which Hazael had taken from his father Je-
hoahaz. In the next reigu, viz, that of Jero-
boam II., there arose the first of that bril-
liant constellation of prophets, whose light

their littleness.” Bava Bathra (¢ L f. 14 col. 2) in
Carpzov Inte, fil. p. 72, Josophus must sc have
counted them, since he counted all the books of
the 0. T., besides the five books of Moses snd the
Paslms and books of Bolomon, a8 13. & Ap. 1. 8 see
Cosin, Hist. of the Canon §25. ~ *Bee Uosin. § 47. sqq.

4 8ea Carpzov iii. 270, and Cosin,

*¢ K. xilt. 4, sqq. 25.

9




10 ' INTRODUCTION TO

gleamed over the fall of Ierael and Judsh,
shone in their eaptivity, and set at last, with
the prediction of him, who should precede
the rising of the Sun of Righteousness.

In the reign of Jeroboam II, Hosea, Amos,
Jonah, prophesied in the kingdom of Israel.
Joel was probably called at the same time to
Egphesy in Judah, and Obadiah to deliver

is prophecy as to Edom; Igaiah, a few years

later: Micah, we know, began his office in the

following reign of Jotham, and then prophe-

gied, ther with Isaiah, to and in the reign
of I‘iebgﬁﬁinh. . .
The order, then, of “the twelve” was
robably, for the most part, an order of time.
g?e know that the greater prophets are
placed in that order, as also the three last of
the twelve, Haggai, Zechariah, and Malachi.
Of the five first, Hosea, Amos and Jonah
were nearly contemporary; Joel was prior to
Amos’; and of the four remaining, Micah
and Naham were later than Jonah, whom
they succeed in order; Nabum refers to
Jonah; Zephaniash quotes Habskkuk. It
may be from an old Jewish tradition, that 8,
Jerome says®, “know that those prophets,
whose time is not prefixed in the title, prophe-
sied under the same kings, as those other
prophets, who are piaced before them, and
who have titles.”
Hosea,h : e&hfi first of the_:zelve,lmust hﬁe
esied during a period, us long as the
ng ife of man. For he Pnlg hesied
(the title tells us% while Uzziah king of Judah
and Jeroboem II, king of Israel, were both
reigning, as also during the reigns of Fotham
Ahgz, and Hezekiah, But Uszziak surviv
Jeroboam, 26 years. Jotham uwnd Abez
reigned, each, 16 years. Thus we have al-
y 53 years complete, without counting
the years of Jerchoam, during which Hozea
prophesied at the beginning of his office, or
those of Hezekiah which elapsed before its
close. But since the prophecy of Hosen is
directed almost exclusively to Israel, it is not
probable that the name of Jeroboam would
alone have been selected for mention, unless
Hosea had prophesied for some time duri
his reign. El‘he house of Jehn, which s
after thedeath of Jerchoarm, was yet® standing,
and in its full strength, when Hosen first
prophesied. Iis might apparently is con-
trasted with the comparative weakness of
Judah!, On the other hand, the office of
Hiosea probsbly closed before the end of the
4th year of Ilezekish® TFor in that year,
B. C. 721, the judgment denounced by Hosea
upon Samaria was fulfilled, and. all his
prophecy looks on to this event as yet to

fflee Introu. to Josl. £ Preef. fn duod. ProPh.
ich. L.

2Ch. 1. 4,5

*2 Hge xvlii. 0. 12 Chron. xxiv. 15.

= 8o 8. Ambrose and others understand the words
“n widow of about fourseore and four yenrs;

w8,
Luke il 37.) and |t seems the most ugural. (If.

come: the 18th chapter closes with the
prophecy of the utter destruction of Samaria ;
and of the horrible cruelties which wonl&
befall her helpless anes. The last chapter
algne winds up the long seriea of denuncia-
tions by n’.&'led.lcuon of the fature conversgion of
Isrnel, is chapter, however, is too closely
connected with the preceding, to admit of its
being a consolation after the eaptivity had
begun. If then we suppose that Hosea
prophesied during 2 years only of the rei

of Hezekiah, and 10 of those in whichm
reigna of Jeroboam I1. and Usmish coincided,
his ministry will have lasted 70 years. A
long and heavy service for & soul full of love
like his, mitigated ‘only by his hope of the
Coming of Christ, the final conversion of his
peaple, end the victory over the grave! But
the length is nothing incredible, since, abont
this time, Jehoiada “!did in Igrael both
towards Crod and towards His House;” until
he “wag 180 years” The shortest duration
of Hoses's office must have been some 65
ﬂea.rs. Bat if God called him quite young to

is office, he need but have lived about 95
years, whereas Anna the Prophetess served
God in the temple with fagting and pra{er
night and day, after & widowhood probably
of 84 years™; and 8. John the Evangelist
lived probably until 104 years; and B. Poly-
sy a martyr, when he was about
104 years old, having served Christ for 86
years®, and having, when 95, sailed from
Agia to Jtaly. Almost in our own days, we
have heard of 100 centenarians, deputedsf)y a
religious order who ate no animal food, to
bear witness thai their rule of life was not
unhealthy. Not thien the length of Hosea's
fife, but his endurance, was superhuman, So
long did God will that His prophets shonld
toils so little fruit were they content to leave
behind them. For these few chapters rlone
remain of a labour heyond the ordinary life
of man, But they were content to have God
for their exceeding great reward.

The timei{during which Hosea prophesied,
was the darkest period in the history of the
kingdom of Ierael. Jeroboam IL, was almost
the !&:):g who ruled in it by the appoint-
ment of . The promise of God to Jehu?
in reward of hig partisl obedience, that his
“rehildren of the fourth generation should
8it on the throme of Israel” expired with
Jeroboam’s son, who ne.igned butfor 8 months*t
after an anarchy of 11 years, The rest of
Hosea's life was passed amid the decline of
the kingdom of 1. Politically all was
anarchy or misrale; kings made their way to
the throne through the murder of their pre-

according to Jewish law and prwticq, she was
married at 12, her widow’ ood, after <7 years"
began when she was 19, and w'hen she waa per-
mitted to see our Lord, she was 103 .

‘Eﬁ Eecel. 8myrn. in Bus. H, E. iv. 15,

2 Kgex.30, PZE, xv.8 98ee Ib.10,14, 25,90,



HOREA. 11

decessors, and made way for their successors
through their own?. Shallum slew Zecha-
riah; Menahem elew Shallum; Pekah slew
the son of Menaher; Hoshea slew Pekah,
The whele kingdom of Tgrael was a military
despotism, and, as in the Roman empire,
those in command came to the throne.
Baasha, Ziwri, Omri, Jehu, Menahem, Pe-
kah, held military office before they became

kings".
ﬁ‘:ch usurper seems to have strengthened
himself by a foreign alliance. At jesst, we
find a in league with Benhadad, king
of Byrin®; Ahab ma.rryiu% Jezebel, daughter
of a king of Tyre and Zidon*; Menahem
giving Pel king of Assyria tribute, that he
.lﬂiﬁ};ﬁ“ confirm the kingdom in his hand®;"
P confederate with Rezin¥. These al
liances brought with them the corruptions of
the Phenician and Syrian idolatry, wherein
murder and lust became actz of religion.
Jehu also probably sent tribute to'the{‘i.ng
of Asgyria, to secure to himself the throne
which God had given him. The fact appears
in the cuneiform inscriptions®; it falls in
with the character of Jehu and his half-be-
lief, using all means, kuman or divine, io
egtablish his own end. In one and the same
:sgit., he destroyed the Baal-worshippers, as
erents of Ahab, retained the calf-womhip,
courted the mscetic Jonadab son of Rechab,
spoke of the death of Jehoram as the fulfil-
ment of prophecy, and eought help from the
king of fsayriar
ese irreligions had the more deadly
sway, because they were countenanced b
the corrupt worship, which Jeroboam I, h
set rl;}}:las the state religion, over aiamet the
worship at Jerusalem.  To sllow the people
to go up to Jerusalem, as the centre of the
worship of God, would have risked thelr

rNadab was with the army besieging Gibbethon,
when Baashs glew him (1 Kgs xv, 27.); Zimri was
“onptain of haif the ¢ ots of Elah son of Baasha™
g[h. xvi. 9.&' “all Istael made Omri, the capiain of
he host, ing over Istgel in the camp™ (Ib. 16.).
Jehy seams to have been chief amongm coptaing
ga ix, 5). Menahem “went up from Tirzah”
the Tesidence of the kings of Israel until Omri
built' 8amariay Ib, xvl. 14, Pelah was'a capiain
of Remaliah (Ib. 25.). :

*“1Kgs xv.19. t1 Kgsxvl.8l. »2Kgsxv,19,

v1s, vii. 1, 9, 16, 2 Chron. xxviil. &, 6.

*Sir H. Rawlinson and Dr. Hincks zaparately
deayphered the name “Jahua (7)) son of
Khumri," as one of those whose fribute is recorded
ol the Black obelisk [probably of Shalmanubay,]
now in the British Museum. Ia the same inscrip-
tion Beth-Khumri i.e. house or city of Omri
(p for ) occurs for Samaris. Jebu may be z0

namsd from his capital, or from sggpoead or
olaimed descent from Omri. See Layard Nin. and
Bab. p, 613, Rawlins, Herod. i. 465. Dr. Hineks
Dublin Univ, Mag. 1853, p. 426. Seripture ascribes
to Jehu persopal might (M131), but in his days
Ierae] Jost to Hazael all the counity beyond Jordsn.
The attack of Hazael may have been the cause or
the effect of his recking help of Assyris.

] Kga xf. 40, xii, 2, .

7 Two living bulls, Apis and Mnevis, were wor-

owning the line of David as the km? of
his, Jero-

God’s appointment. To prevent t

boam set up a great system of rival worghip,
Himself a refugee in Egypt*, he had thers
geen nature (i. e. what are (goti’a workings in
nature) worshiped under tue form of the
calf?, " He adopted it, in the words in which
Aaron had besn overborne to sanction it, g8
the worship of the One True God under a
visible form: “These be thy O Israel,
which l;x,ro ht t,]tihee up ]:tlmt o ﬂuﬁ %n.nd ﬂf
155 ith great human subtlety, he
MESSEOM of Tareel's love for idol-worship, and
thelr reverence for their ancestors, and words
which even Aaron had used, sought to
nﬁplace, b{r this symbol of God’s working.
18 actual presence over the mercy-seat,
Around this he gathered as much of the
Moeaic ritual as he could, The Priests and
Levites remzining faithful to God* he made
others ]ifiests, not of the line of Aaron®
Then, while he gratified the love of idolatry,
he decked it out with all the rest of the wor-
ship which God had appointed for Himself,
He retained the feasts which God had a;
pointed, the three t festivals®, their sol-
emn assemblies®, the new moons and sab-
baths*; and these last feasts were obeerved
even by thoee, to whose covetousness-the rest
on the festival was &= hindrance’, Every
kind of sacrifice was retained, the daily gacri-
fice®, the burnt-offering ®, the me&l-oéring‘,
the drink-offering), thank-offerings, peace-
offerings®, free-will offerings®, sin-offerings’.
They had hymns and instrumental music®,
They paid the tfithes of the third year®;
probably they gave the firet fruita®y they
priests? and prophetsd and temples™; the
temple at Bethel was the king's chapel, the
temple of thé state®,. The worship was main-~
tained by the civil authority®. But all this

shiped az symbaols of Osiris and the sun at Mem-
phis and Heliepolis, Diod, 8ic. 1. 21, Sirabo xvii,

s Ex, xxxii. 4. 1 Kge xii. 28. a3 Chron. xi. 13-15.

b1 Kge xil. 31, “ Homade priesta outof the lowest
of the gaop]e&“ {lit. “ the end of the pauple") should
be rendered “from the whole of the people™ Q:dia-
eriminately] * which were not of the sons of Levi”

* Hosea ii. 11 1x. 5. Amos V. 21. Jerohoam trans.
ferred, apparently, the feast of tabernacles from
the 16th of the seventh month (Lev. xxill, 4.) to
the 15th of the eighth month (1 xii, 32, 33.)

1Ameav. 2l  *Hoseall 10  TAmos vl 5.
kib. lv.4. blh. v, 22. Hosea ix. 4 Amos v, 22
1 Hosea ix. 4.

i k Hosea v. 6, vi. 8, perhaps iv. 8,
i;imlréos iv. 5, and of thiz clase genemllp, Hoaea
viil. 13,

= Amos v. 23, vill. 3, . 2 Amos iv. 4,

* These were brought to Elisha (2 Kgs iv, 42?) from
Baal-8halisha in the mountainous country.of Eph-
raim, where “the land of Shallsha™ wad, {t Sam.
ix. 4.) by one probubly who eould not own 'the calf-

riests. The propheis acted as priesis in the king-

om of Isrsel. 1 gu xviil. 36, 2 iv.23.} Hence
the mentjon of “sltars of the Lord™ in Ierael also,
1 Kge xviil. 30. xix. 20,

71 Kgs xil. 33, Homeg iv. 6,0, v. | vL. 0. x. B

¢ Hosew iy, &. ix. 7, 8.

+1 Kgs xii. 21, 52, "Hosen viit. 14

" Ames vil. 13, +Hosen v, 11. xil}. 3,




12 INTRODUCTION TO

outward shew was rotten at the core, God
had forbidden man so to worship Him, nor
was it He Who was worshiped at Bethel
and Dan, though Jercboam probably meant
it. Poople, when they alter God’s truth, alter
more than they think for, Such is the lot of
all heresy. Jercboam probably meant that
God should be worshiped under a symbol,
and he brought in a worship, which was not,
in truth, a worship of God at all. The calf
was the symbol, not of the personal God, bat
of ever-renewed life, His continued vivifying
of all which lives, and renewing of what de-
cays. And so what was worshiped was not
God, but much what men now call “nature.”
The calf was a symbol of “naturey much as
men ey, “nature does this or that;"” *natire
makes man #0 end so;” “natnre useth sim-
plicity of means;” “nature provides,” &c.;
as if “nature were a sort of semi-deity,” or
creation were ite own Creator. As men now
profess to own God, and do own Him in the
abetract, but talk of “nature,” till they forget
Him, or becpuse they forget Him, so Jero-
boam, who was a shrewd, practical, irreligious
man, sli into a worship of nature, while
he thought, doubtless, he waa doing honor
to the Crestor, and professing a belief in
Him,
But they were those same workings in crea-
tion, which were worshiped by the neigh-
baring heathen, in Baal end Ashtaroth ; only
there the name of the Creator was altogether
dropped. Yet it was but a step from one 10
the other, The calf was the immediate and
often the sole object of worshis». They “sac-
rificed to the ealves";” “kissed the calves™”
in token of womhiﬂ; swore by them as living
gds". They had literally “*changed their
lory {i. e. God] into the eimilitude of =
bull which eateth bay.” Calf-worship paved
the way for those coarser and more cruel
worships of na under the names of Baal
and taroth, with all their abominations
of consecrated child-sacrifices, and degrading
or horrible sensuality. The worship of the
calves led to sin, e heathen festival was
one of unbridled licentiousness, The account
of the calf-festival in the wilderness agrees
too well with the heathen descriptions. The
very least which can be inferred from the
words “ Aaron had made them nzked to their
shame before their enemies?,” is an extreme
relaxedness, on the borders of further sin.

»] Mgs xil. 32 *Hosea xli}, 3. = Amoa vild. 4.
z Pg, evl. 20, o i} *Rom. L.
b, iy 11 v, 3, 4, vil. 4, ix, 10, Amos IL T,

Hi . 8. (] 2x18.xi12

slb. v, 2. vii. 1.
‘BT, vii 1, 1Ib, xii. 7., Amos il 9, 10. iv. L-v. 1L
JHoges xii. 7. Amog vHi, 5,
oses x. 4. Amos. il. 8, 7. v. 1,12, vi. 3,12,
= Hoses

H
YAmon {i. 7, viil. 6, v, 2.

And now in Hosea's time, these idolatries
bad yielded their full bitter fruits. The
course of ini&auity had been run. The stream

me darker and darker in ita down-

ward flow. Creature worship (as 8. Paul
points out*), was the nt of every sort of
abomination ; and religion having become
creature-worship, what God gave as the
check to sin became its incentive. Every
commendment of God was broken, and that,
habitually. All was falsehood ®, adultery®,
bipodshe({di ; deceit to God? produ
faithlessmess fo man; excess® and luxury®
were supplied by secret® or open Tobbery ®,
oppression |, false dealing’, perversion of jus-
tice ¥, grinding of the poor!, Blood was shed
like water, antil one etream met anocther®,
and oversiread the lapd with ope defiling
deluge. Adultery was consecrated as an act
of religion®, Those who were first in rank
were first in excess. People and king vied
in debauchery % and the sottish king joined
and enco the freethinkers and bias-
Fhemem of his court?. The idolatrous priests
oved and shared in the gins of the people;
nay, they geem to have set themselves to
intercept those on either side of Jordan, whe
would go to womhip at Jerusalem, layin;
wait to murder them® Corruption hng
spread throughout the whole land *; even the
places once sacred through God's revelations
or other mercies to their forefathers, Bethel ¢,
Qilgal®, Gilead *, Mizpah *, Shechem *, were

ial scenes of corruption or of sin. Every
hely memox(-{y was effaced by present corrup-
tion. Could things be worse? There was
one aggravation more, Remonstrance was
useless ¥ ; the knowledge of God was wilfully
rejected *; the people hated rebuke*; the
more they were called, the more they refused®;
they forbade their ﬁlrophets to prophesy°;
and their false prophets hated God greaet% o
All aitempte to heal all this
shewed its incurableness®.

ZBuch was the condition of the people
among whom Hogea had to prophesy for some
70 years. They themeelves were not sensi-
ble of their decayf, moral or political: The
set themselves, in despite of the Prophet’s
warning, to Eml,;lup their strength g;'a.id
of the two heathen nations, Egypt or As-
syria. In Assyria they chiefly frusteds, and
Assyria, he had to denounce {o them, should
carry them captive®; stragglers at least,

digease only

t8ea on iv. 14 * Hosea vil, B, rlb. ¥l 5.
4Ih. iv, &, 9. rib.v. 1, vi. 0. sTh. v. 1,
+Hosgea iv. 15. x. 5, 8. 16. xfi. 4, Amos ii, 14. v. &5,

vil. 10, 13,

wHogea iv. 16, ix. 15. xii. 11, *Hosesa vi. 8. xij. 1L

ny. L 280¢ on vi. 9. ?Ib.iv.4.  slb. 6,
8 . 4Hosea ix. 7, 9.
*Thb. vii. 1. f1b. vii. 9.
11‘ ll;ivl. 12. vifl, 9,10, xiv, 3. and with Egype, vii,
. xii. 1.

t Hoses x. 6, x. 9. (denying it of Egypt.)






