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The setting was Jerusalem. The time was Nisan 10 (or our March §Oth) of 3%
A.D. Jesus was aPProacning the city while being showered with a chorus of
“hosannas” from the frenzied Jewish onlookers (hosanna meaning, “save
now”). Tneg threw Palm branches down before Him, as he aPProacned
ridinga donkeg. Tneg sang the Propnetic Messianic song from Psalm 118,
which anticipa’ced the Messianic King entering Jerusalem. This was the dag!

What clag? The day Propncsied of in Daniel 9:25 — the culminating clag of
Daniel’s 69-week “countdown to the Messiah,” the Prol:)necg given bg the
angel Gabriel to Daniel half a millennium earlier. This was “the clag” sPoken
of in Psalm 118:24-26 and anticipate& in detail in Zechariah 9:9.

This culminating dag — known to Christians as the Triumpnal Entry — was

suPPosed to be a dag of greatjog, and so far, it had been. But somcthing
was about to cnange. Jesus Christ, as He was being hailed as a Messianic
King entering Jerusalem on that dag, suddcnlg began to weep. Let’s read

Luke’s recording of this event. ..

“And when he was come near, he beheld the citg, and wePt over it,

Saying, if thou hadst known, even thou, at least in this tng dag, the tnings
which bclong unto thg Pcacel but now tneg are hid from thine eyes.

For the dags shall come upon tnee} that thine enemies shall cast a trench
about tnee, and compass thee round, and keep thee inon every sicﬂe,

And shall lay thee even with the ground) and tng children within thee; and
tncg shall not leave in thee one stone upon anotner; because thou knewest
not the time of thg visitation.” ~Luke 19:41-44



S0, we see that Jesus wept over the city. This is the Triumphal Entry, the
big dag, but He wept over it. Notice in the above passage, His Phrase “this
thy dag.” What dag? Again, the dag that Daniel Prcdictedl The termination
of the Prophetic countdown to the Messiah! That “dag” spcciﬂcang
mentioned in Psalm 118 (“this is the day which the Lord hath made”)! He
made His aPPointment and showed up right on time. He cxPected them to
be reacﬂgl He cxPected them to understand that He was the Messiah
arriving right on schedule — to the exact year — that Gabriel had Prcdicte&

to Daniel SO mang 3cars beFore.

Note: To learn more about this, consult the ComPanion studg entitled,

Jesus essentia“g was saging to Israel as a nation, “you had your chance,
and you blew it.” He wept because theg blew it, dcspite that He had gone to
such lengths to tell them ahead of time. Because of that, He then said “the
things which belong unto thg Peace” are hidden from them. He announced
corporate blindness upon the Jewish People speciﬁcang because theg did
not recognize this dag! In other words, as a nation, the Jews would continue

to not recognize Christ as their Messiah.

The Apostle Paul later tells us that the national blindness on Israel will last
until the “fullness of the Gentiles be come in” (Romans 11:25). so cventua”y,
thcg will recognize Him and acknowlcdgc Him (Zechariah 12:10). We find that
this will haPPen at the end of the future 70th Week of the Prophctic timeline
given to Daniel, a Pcriod Christians call the Tribulation and Jews may refer
to as the Time of Jacob’s Trouble (Zechariah 8-14; Revelation 7-19, et al.).
We are told that the remnant Jews acknowlcdging Jesus as their Messiah

and Petitioning His return is actua”g a Prccondition for His Second Coming:



“I will g0 and return to my Place, till thcy acknowledgc their offence, and
seek my face: in their affliction theg will seek me earlg.”
—~Hosea 5:15

The Hebrew word translated “earlg” in that passage actua”y means

“diligentlg” or “carncstlg” (shachar - Strong’s #H7836).

So, the corporate blindness Jesus Proclaimed on the Jews is temporary.
But the real Point here is that Jesus actua“g held them accountable to
know the Prophecg given to them! He was the culminating Messianic Savior
that the Old Testament looked toward! He was the One for whom the
Patriarchs and the Prol:)hets spoke of and Iongecﬂ to see! But the nation of

Israel was unreadg to receive Him when He arrived.

Continuing, Jesus then states that for this reason, Jerusalem would soon

be clestrogcd “because thou knewest not the time of thg visitation”:

Notice Jesus’ usage of the Phrase “thou knewest not the time of thg
visitation.” In other words, He was te”ing them that He came as their
Mcssiah) but tragica“y) theg did not recognize the timing of the Daniel 9:25
Prophecg and did not receive Him! If theg had known the Prophecg, theg
should have expectcci Him at that very time. but thcy ended up crucingng
their Messiah instead -just as Daniel 9 also Prcdicted (“And after
threescore and two weeks shall Messiah be cut of” —Dan. 9:26). This is the
verse that follows Daniel 9:25. It says that after “threescore and two weeks”



— in other words, after the entire 7 + 62 = 69 weeks oggears — the Messiah
would be cut off, or in other words, killed (karath - Strong’s #H3772).

Because of this, Jesus, weeping over the hcartbreal(ing rebellion of His
covenant nation, foretold the future destruction of Jerusalem and the
TemPlc. It took Place thirt9~sevcn years later in JOAD., when the Romans

dcstroyed Jerusalem and the Temple — Fulﬁ“ing Jesus’ exact words.

The destruction of Jerusalem and the TemPlc in 70 A.D. is a well-
documented fact of historg, being the climax of the war that began when
the Jews revolted against the Romans in 66 A.D. In this studg, we will take
an in~del:>th look at some amazing sPeci{:{cs concerning this destruction that
have been handed down to us through archaeologg and ancient histories —

spcciﬁcs that demonstrate the astonishing Precision of Jesus’ Prediction.

But before delving into that, we need to first spcnd some time examining the
Gospel of Luke as a reliable and Prophe’cic source. If we are to recognize
the words of Jesus — which Luke records — as beinggcnuine Prophccg, we
need solid reasons to support the assertion that it was actua”9 written
Prior to the fulfillments of the events it sPcaks of. If on the other hand, it
was written long after the events it foretells — a common claim 139 the critics
—then it obviously could not be rcgarded as Prophetic. Let’s spcnd some

time examining the evidence...



if we are going to take the Prophecies of Jesus — recorded in Luke — as
genuine Prophecg written in advance of the fulfillments described, we need
to take some time to examine several Points of evidence. We do not want to
believe in angthing without the foundation of evidence and reason — nor do
we as Christians expect others to believe us if we are unwi”ing to
demonstrate thejusthcication. So, let’s take a look at two spcciﬁ'c Points -
the reliabilitg and the dating of Luke. We need to show sound reasons to
trust in the relia]:)ility and the carlg dating of Luke. Let’s bcgin. ..

The first Point we need to make is that Luke actua”g states that his GOSPCI
s historica”g accurate and should be taken as a strict record of exactlg
what happene& accorcling to the eyewitnesses, which, if we show its car19

authorship, were still alive at the time.

“Forasmuch as many have taken in hand to set forth in order a declaration
of those things which are most surc|9 believed among us,

Even as they delivered them unto us, which from the bcgirming were
eyewitnesses, and ministers of the word;

It seemed good to me also, having had Pcmcect undcrstanding of all things
from the very first, to write unto thee in order, most excellent Theophilus,
That thou mightcst know the certainty of those things, wherein thou hast
been instructed.” ~Luke 1:1-4

S0, we can see that Luke stronglg affirms the accuracy and reliabilitg of his

record. Let’s see if the evidence agrees or &isagrces with this...



Starting about 150 years ago, European scholars bcgan rejecting the
historical records of the Gosl:)el of Luke. These academics declared that
there was no evidence to suPPort the existence of several locations and
leaders mentioned in Luke’s writings, and therefore, theg rcjectecﬂ the
entirety of his account. However, in more recent years, the evidence has
revealed the direct opposite to be true. Archacological finds cluring the last
century have revealed that Luke was an cxtremelg accurate historian, and

the two books he authored were authoritative records of history!

Sirwilliam Ramsay was one of the greatest archaeologists of all time. He
studied under the famous German historical schools in the mid-19th century,
which were tcaching that the New Testament was ajust a rcligious tract
written in the mid-200’s A.D., and not a historical document recorded in
the 1st century. Ramsay was so convinced of this teaching that he entered
the field of archacology and actua“g went to Asia Minor to sPechCicallg find
the Physical evidence to refute the historical accuracy of Luke’s Biblical

record .

But after years of field s’cudg, Ramsay Completelg reversed his entire view
of the Bible and 1°t century historg. Knightcd in 1906 to mark his
distinguishc& service to the world of scholarship, Ramsay also gaincd three
honorary Fe”owships from Oxford co”cges, nine honorarg doctorates from
British, Europcan, and North American universities, and became an
honorary member of almost every association devoted to archaeology and

historical research.

Ramsay, who was a Professor at Oxford University, states:



“| began with a mind unfavorable to it [the Writings of Luke, sPccigicang
regcrring to Acts], forthe ingeriuitg and aPParent completencss of the
Tubingen thcorg had at one time quite convinced me. It did not then in my
line of life to investigate the subject minutelg; but more recentlg I found
mysclic often brought into contact with the Book of Acts as an authoritg for
the topography, antiquities, and society of Asia Minor. It was gradua“y
borne in upon me that in various details the narrative showed marvelous
truth.”

Ramsay further states. ..

«_..Luke is a historian of the first rank; not merelg are his statements of fact
trustworthg; he is Possessed of the true historic sense; he fixes his mind on
the idea and Plan that rules in the evolution of historg; and Prol:)ortions the
scale of his treatment to the importancc of each incident. He seizes the
imPortant and critical events and shows their true nature at greater lcngth,
while he touches Iightlg or omits entirelg much that was valueless for his
purpose. In shor’c, this author should be Placed along with the very greatest

of historians.”

Over and over, Biblical references that can be checked and proven to be
historica”g accurate in every detail — and we will examine some examl:)les
from the writings of Luke shortlg. After hundreds oggcars of critical
scruting, both the Old and New Testaments of the Bible have proven their
authenticitg and accuracy at every turn. Ramsag, in his assessment of

Luke’s writings, wrote:



“You may press the words of Luke in a degree bcgond any other
historian’s, and thcg stand the keenest scrutiny and the hardest

treatment...”

To&ag, over a hundred years after that statement origina“g was written,
the exact same thing can be said with even more certainty of the writings

of Luke based on further discoveries.

Luke’s accuracy is demonstrated bg the fact that he names kcy historical
Figures in the correct time sequence. He also uses the correct, and often
obscure, government titles in various geographical areas, including the
Greek term “Politarchas” of Thessalonica, the Proconsul of CgPrus) and
the “first man of the island” in Malta. Let’s examine several of these

examples from Luke’s Writings in Luke and Acts. ..

e | ysanias, tetrarch of Abilene:

In Luke’s announcement of Jesus’ Public ministry (Luke 3:0), he
mentions, “Lysanius tetrarch of Abilene.” scholars ques’cioned Luke’s
credibilitg since the onlg Lysanius known for centuries was a leader of
Chalcis who ruled from 40-36 B.C. However, an inscril:)tion dated to
the time of Tiberius (14-37 A.D.) was found, which records a tcmplc
dedication naming Lysanius as the “tetrarch of Abila” (Abilcnc, near
Damascus). This matched Luke’s account and stunned the liberal

scholarship of the dag.

° Ga”iO, proconsul of Achaea:
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In the Book of Acts, also written bg Lukc, Paul was brougnt before
Gallio, the Proconsul of Achaea. Again, arcnaeologg confirms this
account. At Delpni) an inscription from Emperor Claudius was
discovered that says, “Lucius Junios Gallio, my friend, and the

Proconsul of Achaia...”

Historians have dated this inscription to 52 A.D., which supports the

time of Paul’s visit there in or around S51AD.

Erastus, treasurer of Corinth:

Later in Acts, Erastus, a coworker of Paul, is aPPointcd treasurer of
Corinth. In 1928, arcnaeologists excavated a Corinthian theatre and
discovered an inscriPtion that reads, “Erastus in return for his
accﬂilsnip laid the pavement at his own exPense.” The pavement was
laid in 50 A.D., and the term "aedile" refers to the title of “treasurer.”

Publius, chief man of the island of Malta:

In another passage (Acts 28:7), Luke gives Publius, the leader on the
island of Malta, the title, “chief (or first) man of the island.” scholars
for a long time questioncd this strange title and deemed it
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unhistorical. But inscriptions have been discovered on the island that
indeed give Publius this title.

e The Greek term “politarch”:

Luke uses the Greek term “Politarch” (mcanirig, “rulers of the

city/ citizens”) to refer to the leaders in Thessalonica. Although it
sounds inconsequential, this was another suPPose& hit against
Luke’s credibilitg for centuries, because no other Greek literature
used this leadcrship term. However, numerous iriscril:)tions have now
been discovered that bear the term “Politarch,” including five finds

that sPecii:icang refer to the ancient Ieadcrship in Thessalonica.

One cxample is an inscription from an old Roman arch that was Par't
of the old Vardar Gate that was torn down in 1876. The inscril:)tion was
given to the British Consulate and eventua”g Prcsented to the British

Museum.

In 1960, Carl Schuler Published alist of 32 inscriPtions bearing this
term. APProximatelg 19 out of the 52 came from Thessalonica, and at
least three of them dated back to the 1t centuxy.

e Jconium, acityin Phrugia:
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As a final examplc, Luke (in Acts 14:5-6) implies that Iconium was not
acityin the district of Lycaonia. Who cares? Well, this was also a
major rub against the crcdibilitg of Luke for centuries. Scholars,
going all the way back to writings from historians like Cicero,
maintained that Iconium was in Lycaonia, not Phrggia. Therefore,
scholars declared that the entire Book of Acts was unreliable. Let’s

take alook at this passage in Acts...

“And when there was an assault made both of the Gentilcs, and also
of the Jews with their rulers, to use them clespitcgu”g, and to stone
them (the context here is Iconium)

Theg were ware of it and fled (from Iconium) unto Lystra and Derbe,
cities of Lycaonia, and unto the regjon that lieth round about.”

~Acts 14:5-6

This passage was in historical dispute for many years because it says
Lystra and Derbe were cities in the district of Lycaonia, implging that
Iconium (from which Paul hadjus’c come) was not. This conflicted with
later Roman writers such as Cicero (106-43 B.C.), who said Iconium
was in Lycaonia. In the words of William Ramsay, this made as much

sense as saginggour lcaving |_ondon to goto England.

When examining this further, Ramsay became convinced that there
was an lconium ncarby elsewhere, outside of the district of Lycaonia,
in Phrggia — which made Pergect sense in the context of the passage
Luke wrote. What convinced Ramsay of this was ancient litcrary

texts. He cites the go”owing several sources:
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- In394B.C,, Xenophon identified Iconium as a city of Phrggia.
- InH5AD, Pling says lconium was a Phrygian city.

- In163 A.D., several Christians, includingJustin Martyr, were put
on trial in Rome for their Christian faith. One man at the trial -
a slave named Hierax — was asked who his parents were. Hierax
replie&, “My earthlg Parcnts are dcad; and I have been brought

here (a slave) torn away from Iconium of Phrggia.”

- Firmillian, Bishop of Caesarea, is said to have attended a

council at Iconium in Phrggia in 232 A.D.

So, these cxamples demonstrate that the evidence we now have has
completelg destrogc& the school of thought that emerged several hundred
years ago, which considered Luke (and other Biblical Writings) to be
shoddg and unhistorical records. But let’s gjive one further examplc that
showcases the remarkable Prccision of Luke. Consider the go”owing details
contained injus’c a single chapter of Luke’s writings (Acts ChaPter 17) that

have been confirmed by historians and archaeologists:

e The proper location (Amphipolis and APo“onia) of where travelers
would sPend successive nights on thisjourneg (Acts 17:1).

e The presence of a synagogue in Thessalonica (Acts 17:1).

o The proper title, “Politarchs,” used of the officials there (Acts 17:6).
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The correct imPlica’cion that sea travel is the most convenient way of
reaching Athens with gavoring east winds of summer sailing (Acts

17:14).
The abundant presence of images in Athens (Acts 17:16).
The reference to a synagogue in Athens (Acts 17:17).

The dcpiction of the Athenian life of Philosophical debate in the
Agora (Acts 17:17).

The correct use of the Greek Athenian slang word for Paul,

a sPermologos (Acts 17:18), as well as the court (areios pagos, or the
“AreoPagus”). Spermalogos was used as a slur to describe someone
who Picks up scraps of leaming and then Parades them around

without understanding them himself.

The proper characterization of the Athenians — being consumed with

hearing and te”ing about new Philosophies (Acts 17:21).
An altar to an “unknown god” (Acts 17:23).

The proper reaction of Greek Philosophers who denied bodilg
resurrection (Acts 17:32).

Arcopagites as the correct title for a member of the court (Acts
17:34).
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Remember, all of these accurate details are found injust one chapter of

Luke’s writings. This stronglg reveals that the writer (Luke) had intimate
knowledge of the Pcople, customs, and Places he wrote about, which is an
indicator that his books were written at the car19 dates that conservative
scholars suggest. It would be hard to imagjne a writer so Prcciselg rccording
the names, Places, customs, terms, etc. of a regjon if he was writing the

documcnt a hundred years or more aFter thc Fact.

Wagnc Jackson summarizes what we now know regarcling the historical

and gcographical accuracg Og LU‘(C)S T'CCOFCI:

“In Acts, Luke mentions thirty%:wo countries, Figt3~gour cities, and
nine Mediterranean islands. He also mentions ninctg-ﬂcive persons,
sixty-two of which are not named elsewhere in the New Testament.
And his references, where checkable, are always correct. This is
trulg remarkable, in view of the fact that the Political/tcrritorial

situation of his dag was in a state of almost constant changc.”

Before moving on, let’s take a look at the oPinions of several other

well-known historians and scholars. ..
AN. Sherwin-White was a Prominent ancient historian who was a fellow of

St. John’s Co“cge at the Universitg of Oxford. When rcviewing the
research and writings of Luke, Sherwin-white declared...
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“For Acts the confirmation of historicitg s overwhelming. . Ang attempt to

reject its basic historicitg must now appear absurd.”

FF.F. Bruce, one of the most respectcd New Testament Biblical scholars

ever, wrote...

“A man whose accuracy can be demonstrated in matters where we are able
totestitis Iikelg to be accurate even where the means for testing him are
not available. Accuracy is a habit of mind, and we know from haPPH
expcrience that some Peoplc are habitua”g accuratejust as others can be
dcpended upon to be inaccurate. Luke’s record entitles him to be regarded

as a writer of habitual accuracy.”

Noted historian and scholar Edward Musgrave Blaiklock states:

“For accuracy of detail, and for evocation of atmosphcre, Luke stands, in
Fact, with Thucgdides (one of the great ancient historians). The Acts of the
APostles is not shod&y Product of Pious imagining, but a trustworthg
record... it was the spadcwork of archaeologg which first revealed the
truth.”

Dr. Nelson Glueck was the Prcsident of Hebrew Union Co”ege and a
renowned archaeologist whose reliance upon the historical accuracy of
ScriPture led to the discoverg of 1,500 ancient sites. Regarding the Bible
and archaeologg as a whole) he stated the {:o”owing:
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“It may be stated categorica“g that no archacological discoverg has ever
controverted (meaning contradicted or refuted) a Biblical reference.
Scores of archaeological Fincﬂings have been made which confirm in clear
outline or exact detail, historical statements in the Bible. And, bg the same
token, proper evaluation of biblical clescription has often led to amazing

discoveries.”

So, it seems reasonable and rational to conclude — in agreement with the
scholars we ciuoted — that Luke has an extremelg high level of credibilitg as
a meticulous historian and an accurate recorder of facts. These
observations hclp to validate the rcliabilitg of his books. Let’s now take
some time to examine the evidence for the other Point we need to studg in
order to validate Luke as genuinc Prophecg — Luke’s earlg date of
authorship.

We will now examine some of the evidence that we draw upon to formulate
our best guess as to when the Book of Luke was actua“g written. Our

purpose here is to try and see if the evidence suPPorts a pre-70 A.D.

authorship, which would then validate Jesus’ words as genuine Prophecg

written before the events took Place. Let’s bcgin...

The first Point we need to review is that Luke is recognized as being the
writer of not onlg the Gospel of Luke, but also the Book of Acts (or the
Acts of the Apostles) — his second book. Ear|9 2nd centurg writings such as

those of Irenaeus confirm this.
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Acts 1] states:

“The former treatise have | madc, O Theophilusj of all that Jesus began
both to do and tcach,” ~Acts 1:]

So, here in the first verse of the Book of Acts, we can see that Luke refers
to his former book, which we know of as the Gospel of Luke. The main
Point we will establish in this section is that if the authorshilp of Acts
Ipreda’ces 70 A.D., then the authorship of Luke dcginitelu does, as it must
Ipreda’ce Acts.

The next Point we need to recognizc is that Luke’s second book — the
Book of Acts — ends with the apostle Paul still alive.

Acts 28:50 tells us...

“And Paul dwelt two whole years in his own hired house, and received all
that came in unto him,” ~Acts 28:30

S0, we see that the Book of Acts ends with Paul as a Prisoner bcing kcpt in
a house in Rome, obviouslg alive and not yet martgred. Thisisa hugclg
imPortant Point to our Perceptions of the dating of both of Luke’s books.
How so? We”, if we know that Paul was martgred before JOAD., and Acts
ends with Paul still being alive, then that would indicate that both Acts and
Luke both had to have been written before Paul was martyrcd — before 70
A.D.
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In other wor&s, because Acts documents the historical chronologﬂ of the
earlg church and Pauls missionargjournegs, we can conﬁdentlg determine
its aPProximate date of authorship bg what is not written. Although the
example wcjust mentioned — the martyrdom of the aPostle Paul — is one of
the most imPortant events we would expect to be recorded — and 9et don’t
find recordecﬂ, it is not the onlg one. In Fact) there are a total of at least 5
monumental church events that took Place in the decade Prior to7/O0A.D. -
all of which are consPicuouslg omitted from Acts. Let’s examine these 5
events that have no mention in Acts, along with their commonlg accePted
dates. ..

° thc martgrdom OF James the brother oF Jesus and lcacﬂer oF the

church at Jerusalem around 62 A.D.

o the Pcrsecution of Christians under the Roman emperor Nero, and
the martgrdom of the al:)ostlc Peter — both in or around 64 A.D.

e the revolt and war of the Jews against Rome, beginning in66 A.D.

o the martgrdom of the al:)ostlc Paul between 62-64 A.D.
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e the final destruction of Jerusalem and the Tcmple, which occurred in
OA.D.

One would exl:)ect that if Acts was written after any of these events, the
author surclg would have included them, as the purpose of Acts was to be a
historical account of the early church. These were some of the most
signiﬁcant events of the earlg church in the 1t century. The fact that none
of these are mentioned indicates that theg hadr’t yet happened at the time
Acts was written. In other words, it seems obvious enough that Acts

Prcdates a” oxc thcse events.

if Acts Prcdates these events, and Luke was written before Acts, then Luke
unquestionablg Predates them. Our best guess is that Acts was written no

later than the ear19~60’5 A.D., and Luke was written sometime before that.

But let’s examine several other Points of agreement, showing the earlg
authorship of Luke...

e Inthe Book of Acts, the Temple and the citg of Jerusalem both
continue to Plag central roles in Israel. This indicates that Acts was
written before the fall of Jerusalem and the Temple in 70 A.D.,

agreeing with what wejust discussed.
] Additiona”g, we see that the aPostle Paul quotcs from Luke’s gosPel

ini Timothg 5:18, showing us that Luke’s gospel was comPlctccl during
Paul’s lifetime. Let’s take a look at this passage ini Timothg. ..
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“For the scril:)ture saith, thou shalt not muzzle the ox that treadeth
out the corn. And, The labourer is worthy of his reward.”
-1 Timothg 5:18

The first quote, regarding an ox and grain, is from Deuteronomy 25:4.
But interestingly, the second quote is from Jesus. These words of
Jesus are recorded in Luke 10:7, and are similar to Matthew 10:10.
Also, we should note that Paul refers to both quotations as
“Scripture,” meaning Paul is Placing Luke’s writings in the same

category as the Old Testament — inspired Scripturc.

But our real Point here is that this quotation obviously indicates that
the Gospel of Luke had to have already been written bg the time Paul
wrote | Timothy. 1 Timothg IS thought to have been written no later
than 64 A.D., again conFirminga Pre~7O A.D. authorship of Luke.

So, all of this evidence shows that Luke was written no later than the ear|9~
60’s A.D. We can clearlg then show that Luke’s recor&ing of Jesus’
Prophecg concerning the destruction of Jerusalem is established as
genuine Prophecg, as it was recorded Prior to the fulfillment of the events
that took Place in 70 A.D. Let’s now begin our examination of this
Prophecg bg Jesus...
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In our introduction to this studg, we reviewed the context of Jesus’
incredible ProPnecg recorded in Luke Cnapter 19. We noted how this was
the clag of the Triumpnal Entry — the culminating cﬂag of the Daniel 9:25
Prophecg, in which Jesus arrivedjust on time, Presenting Himself as the
Messianic King entering Jerusalem. Tragica”g tnougn, the Jews — obviously
unaware that He was arriving exactlg on time as the fulfillment of Daniel’s
Prophetic “countdown to the Messiah” — ultimately resl:)onded 139
cruciiying their Redeemer.

Althougn the day of the TriumPnal Entry was filled with the multitude
Jogiu”g welcoming Him and crying “hosannas,” He knew thatjust days later
tneg would be part of the mob ge”ing “cruciicg him!” Knowing this, as He
approached the cit , He began to weep. Jesus went on to sorrowfull
Pifdict that Jerusalgem would be destrfged due to the fact that the Jgews
had failed to recognize the specii:ic time that Daniel had Predicted — and
would end up rejecting their |ong~awaited Messiah! Let’s review this
Prophecg in Luke19...

“For tne dags sna” come upon tnee tnat tnine enemies sna” cast a trencn

about tnee and compass thee round and keep thee in on every sde

And shall lau thee even with the ground and thu children within thee and
tneu shall not leave in thee one stone upon another, because thou knewest
not the time of thg visitation.” —Luke 19:43-44

So, we can see that Jesus clearly describes a future siege of Jerusalem bﬂ
its enemies where theg would be surrounded and then destroged

lnterestinglg, Jesus Predicts that the destruction would be so tnorougn,
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that the invacﬂing army would not leave one stone left on toP of another —
all because the Jews did not recognize one of the climax events that the
Old Testament Pointed towards — the first appearance of Israel’s Messiah
Prcciselg at the time Prophesicd.

On another occasion, where Jesus and His disciplcs were walking near the
TemPlc buil&ings, Jesus in Matthew 24, also spoke of the future

dcstruction, declaring that the stones of the Temple would be coml:)letelg
demolished:

“And Jesus went out, and deParted from the temple: and his Aisciplcs came
to him for to shew him the buildings of the temple.
And Jesus said unto them, See ye not all these things? verilg I say unto you,

There shall not be left here one stone upon another, that shall not be
thrown down.” ~-Matthew 24:1-2

This passage is included in what is commonlg called the Olivet Discourse, in
which Jesus answers several questions Posed 139 His disciPles regarding

future events. A Para”el passage to this one in Matthew is also found in
Mark.

“And as he went out of the temgle, one of his clisciplcs saith unto him,
Master, see what manner of stones and what buildings are here!

And Jesus answering said unto him, Seest thou these great buildings? there

shall not be left one stone upon another, that shall not be thrown down.”
~Mark 1%:1-2

A similar (though magbc not identical) passage is also found in Luke 21,

which we will examine later on. But from these two passages, we can see
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Jesus made it clear that not onlg would the citg of Jerusalem be besiegecl
and dcstroged bg her enemies, but also the very stones of the Temple

WOUld }Z)C thrown C[OWﬂ one bg one.

This ProPhesicd destruction would be fulfilled in the catastrophic fall of
Jerusalem in A.D. 70 —one of the most well-recorded events in all of
ancient history —forever changing the face of Judaism and the subsequcnt
historg of the Jews in the Holg Land. ltwas a catastrophc with almost
unpara“cled consequences for the Jewish PCOPIC - cultura“g, socia”g, and

religiouslg.

From the religious Perspective, we will see that this destructive event acted
as the final harbinger for the fulfillment of the Old Covenant and the
comple’ce shift over to the New Covenant. What do we mean bﬂ this?

The existence of the TemPlc rel:)rcsented the Old Covenant, but in
accordance with Jesus’ Prophecg, it would soon be dcstroyed as the Old
Covenant Fu”g transitioned over to the New. Hebrews 9:8-9 refers to the
Phgsical Temple as being associated with the Old Covenant age that was
Passing away. Hebrews 8 goes on to describe how Christ fulfilled the
sgmbols of the Temple rituals, and that through His ultimate sacrifice, the

New Covenant with man was established.

So, with this New Testament cxPlanation, we can be sure of the reasons for
the final destruction of the Tcmplc in 70 A.D. -just 57 years after Jesus’
crucifixion in 35 A.D. The Old Covenant had Passed, and a New (and

bettcr) Covenant had commcnced.

After 70 A.D., the Jews could no longer Practice Mosaic Judaism, even if
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thcg wanted to. The Temple rituals rcquired could no longer be PerFormcd
in the absence of the Tcmple. Since the Torah requires the ritual shedcling
of sacrificial blood in the Tcmplc in order to remit the sins of the nation, the
events of 70 A.D. necessitated a restructuring of Temple Judaism into

Talmudic synagogue Judaism, Predicated essentia”g on “good works.”

So, the Jewish PCOPIC were displaced once again and dispersed among the
nations. The events of 70 A.D. submergcd the Jewish homeland for the
next nineteen centuries under Foreign domination. It helpecﬂ foster the sPIit
between church and synagogue, and it set the stage for ramPant Prophctic
sPcculation about the End Times that continues to the present dag. Few
ePisocles in history have had that sort of impact.

But with that backdrop in mind, let’s now begin to look into the speciﬁcs of

this destructive event. ..

57 years after Jesus declared the city’s destruction, the Roman Legjons,
led bg Titus \/esPasian) laid a slege upon Jerusalem which resulted in the
city and TemPIc being destrogecl — all recorded in astonishing detail }39 the
Jewish historian Flavius Josephus, who was present at Jerusalem while this

siege was taking Place...

On the 10t of August, in 70 A.D. - the 9th of Avin Jewish reckoning - the
very dag when the King of Babglon burned the Tcmplc in 586 B.C., the
TemPlc was burned again. (Joscphus records it as the 10th of Av, but
Jewish tradition holds that it was the 9t — a solemn dag in Judaism referred
to as Tisha B’Av — a clag of recurring trage&g throughout Jewish historg.
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Titus — the general who hadjust become a Princc — took the city and put it
to the torch, burning and dcstroging both the citg and the Temple. The
fulfillment of Jesus’ Prophecg of their destruction in 70 A.D. is one of the
most We“-recognizeci and well-recorded events of ancient historg. Let’s
now focus our attention of some of the individual Prophetic statements

made bﬂ Jesus in this passage...

1. The Prophecu:

“thine enemies shall cast a trench about thee, and compass thee

round, and keeP thee inon every side...”

The Fulfillment:

During the siege of Jerusalem, the Roman Iegions surrounded the city

and build a vast trench around it, keeping the Jews traPPed within the

city. Max Dimont writes the Fo”owing. .

“Titus completelg sealed off Jerusalem from the rest of the world with

awall of earth as high as the stone wall around Jerusalem itself.

Angonc not a Roman soldier caught anywherc in this vast dru moat
was crucified on the toP of the earthen wall in sight of the Jews inside
thc citg. It was not uncommon 1Cor as many as Five hundred People a

dag to be so executed.”
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Joscphus Provides us with the record of this, describing the trench
created by the Romans 139 “raising the banks” around the city. It was
139 doing this that Titus was able to defeat the city, as he then
advanced his siege machines onto the raised banks and was able to

SUCCCSS‘FU”!j breach tI"IC Wa”S.

Joscphus also describes in Paingul detail how the Romans crucified
many Jews who were caught trging to escape these raised banks that
had encompassed the city. The crucifixions were Pcr{:ormcd all
around the city on the raised banks in full view of its inhabitants in
order to maximize their terror. Josel:)hus records that it was not
uncommon for the Romans to catch and Cruchcg 500 Jews per dag,
until there were so many surrounding the city that thcy ran out of

WOOCl .

Some commentators have noted the Irony of thisju&gment, as it was

the crucifixion of their own Messiah that lead to it.

. The Prophecu:

“And shall lag thee even with the ground, and thg children within
thee...”

The Fulfillment:

Jesus’ statement that Jerusalem and its inhabitants would be laid
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even with the ground came to pass in tragica“g Prccise fashion.
Joscphus records the utter demolition of Jerusalem being Coml:)letelg
razed to the ground and thc buildings and wa”s absolutely leveled. He

also describes the extreme massacre of the inhabitants.

“Now as soon as the army had no more people to slau or to plunder,

because there remained none to be the objects of their Furg, (gﬂ'

thcu would not have spared any, had there remained any other work

to be &one,) Caesar gave orders that theu should now demolish the

entire city and temple, but should leave as many of the towers
standing as were of the greatest eminency; that is, Phasaelus, and
HiPPicus, and Mariamne; and so much of the wall as enclosed the city
on the west side. This wall was sparcd, in order to afford a camp for
such as were to lie in garrison, as were the towers also sPared, in
order to demonstrate to Posteritg what kind of city it was, and how
well Forthcied, which the Roman valor had subdued; but for all the rest
of the Wa”, it was so thoroughlu laid even with the ground bu those
that dug it up to the goundation, that there was left nothing to make
those that came thither believe it had ever been inhabited.”

The only man-made structures to be left in Jerusalem were to be a
Portion of the western wall and the three fortresses located in the
UPPcr City. This was Titus’ intention at first. But within a short time,
even that Portion of the western wall and the three fortresses in the
west were so thoroughlg destrogcd that not a trace of them remained
(unless the so-called “Tower of David” near the Prcsent~dag Jatfa
Gate, as scholars guess, is a part of the foundation of HiPPicus or
Phasaelus). At the conclusion of the war, the Tenth Legjon left

Jerusalem a mass of ruins. Stones from those ruins were Fina”g used
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in the Fo”owing century to build a new Roman city on its ruins, called
Aclia CaPitolina. But 139 late 70 A.D., there was nothing left standing
of the Temple or the buildings of Jerusalem.

Joscphus affirms that the walls of the citg and even the outskirts or
suburbs were bumed to the grouncl and dcstroged...

«...the Romans set fire to the extreme Parts of the citg, and burnt

them down, and entirely demolished its walls.”

Joscphus Provides accounts oF Iater events apcer the war was over to
show how this comple’ce destruction was accomPIishccl. Much of the

dcstruction came aFter the war had ceased.

For six months after the war, Josephus tells us that the Tenth Legion
“dug uP” the ruins of the houses, buildings and walls looking for
Plunder. Thcg sgstematicang excavated beneath the foundations of
the ruined buildings and houses (thcg had many of the Jewish
caPtives do the work for them). Thcg also had the whole area turned
upside down Iool(ing for gold and other Precious metals that became
molten when the fires were raging, This caused the Precious metals to
melt and How into the lower crevices of the stones. Even the
foundation stones contained melted gold from the great fires that
devoured Jerusalem. This Plundcring of every former building or wall
in the municipalitg of Jerusalem resulted in the troops overturning (or
having the remaining Jewish captives overturn for them) cssentia”g
every stone within the city, Coml:)letelg lcve”ing it to the grouncl,just

as Jesus Prophesied.
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This continual digging up of the city occurred over a Period of several
months after the war. After an absence of about four months, Titus
returned to Jerusalem from Antioch and once again viewed the ruined

city. Josephus records what Titus saw...

«...and as he (Titus) came (back) to Jerusalem in his progress, and
comPaer the melancholg condition he saw it then in, with the ancient
glorg of the city, and called to mind the greatness of its present ruins,
as well as its ancient splendor, he could not but Pitﬂ the destruction
of the city, so far was he from boasting that so great and goocﬂg a
city as that was had been 139 him taken bg Force; nay, he Frequentlg
cursed those that had been the authors of their revolt, and had
brought such a Punishment upon the citg; insomuch that it oPenlg
aPPeared that he did not desire that such a calamity as this
Punishment of theirs amounted to should be a demonstration of his
courage. Yet was there no small quantitg of the riches that had been
in that city still found among its ruins, a great deal of which the
Romans dug up; but the grcatest Part was discovered by those who
were caPtivcs) and so theg carried it away; | mean the gold and the
silver, and the rest of that most Prccious furniture which the Jews
ha&, and which the owners had treasured up under ground, against

the uncertain fortunes of war.”

Joscphus also records the desolation and leve“ing of the entire
countrgsi&e surrounding the city, so much so that a former inhabitant

Would not even be ablc to locate wherc it once stood:

“And now the Romans, although theg were greatlg distressed in
getting togcthcr their materials, raised their banks in one and twenty
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dags, after thcy had cut down all the trees that were in the countrg
that adjoined to the city, and that for ninety turlongs round about (or
10 miles), as I have aireaciy related. And trulg the very view itself of the
countrg was a melancholg ttiing; for those Piaces which were before
adorned with trees and Pieasant gardens were now become a
desolate countiy every way, and its trees were all cut down: nor could
any torcigner that had tormcrig seen Judea and the most beautiful
suburbs of the city) and now saw it as a cﬂcsert, but lament and mourn

sadlg atso great a ctiange: tor tl"lC war hacﬂ iaid a” tl"lC signs ot beauty

quite waste: nor it any one that had known the piace betore, had

come on a sudden to it now, would he have known it again; but tnougti

he were at the city itselt, yet would he have inquired forit
notwithstanding.”

So, we can see that Joscptius records how the Romans utterlg leveled
the citg and surrounding countrgside to the Point where even if
someone extremclg familiar with the citg had come upon the

dcstruction, theg would not know where it once stood.

Joscptius also Vividig describes the massacre that took Piace when

the Romans tina”g breeched the walls of the citg. ..

“But when (ttie Romans) went in numbers into the lanes of the citg,
with their swords drawn, ttieg slew those whom tneg overtook, without
mercy, and set fire to the houses wither the Jews Heci, and burnt
every soul in them, and laid waste a great many of the rest; and when
thcg were come to the houses to Pluncier them, theg found in them
entire families of dead men, and the upper rooms full of dead

corpses, that is of such as died 139 the famine;”
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50, we see in tragjc fulfillment, the Prol:)hecg of Jesus that described
the Jerusalem and its inhabitants being laid even with the ground,
even with its children “within.” Some have even Pointe& out the
gruesome realitg of cannibalism that took Placc cluring the siege,
bringing to mind an even darker Potential fulfillment of Jesus’ words

“and thy children within thee ”

. The Prophecy:

“and they shall not leave in thee one stone upon another..
The Fulfillment:

After 70 A.D., People would have seen utter desolation in all
directions. Every stone of every building and wall in Jerusalem was
dislodged fromits original Position and thrown down to the ground.
Although Jesus spccigied that this referred to the Templc stones in
the passage in Matthew, we cannot overlook the Possibilitg that the
reference in Luke referred to the entire city. As we saw in the
Prcvious Point, Joscphus does record the comPIete Ievc“ing of the
city) aside from the encampment of the Romans

, or the Fortress of Antonia, which some have
suggested is the true identitg of today’s “Wailing wall.” But since we
have alreadg touched on the destruction of the citg as a wholc, let’s

Focus now on thc Temple itsehc.

Joscphus records that after the Romans had entered the citg) while
the Fighting was still ongoing, a torch thrown by a soldier through a
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window started a fire inside the TemPlc, leading toit bcing comple’celg
burned

Joscphus’ account (as well as ScriPturC) tells us that the Temple was
not onlg furnished with golcl and silver, but that it was also the
treasury of 1srael. 1t has been suggested that the melting of these
extensive gold and silver holdings may have forced the Romans to
have every stone removed individua”g in order to recover all the gold
that had oozed in between the stones making up the walls of the
buildings.

Thus, the speciﬁc words of Jesus (“...and theg shall not leave in thee
one stone upon another...”) were fulfilled in the events of JOA.D.
Although the Romans’ motivation for removing each stone is not
known for sure, the claim that no stone was left on toP of anotheris

an archaeological gact.

Bible scholar Ray Stedman believed that the melted gold was the
reason the Romans tore aPart every stone, Fulﬁ”ing the Prophecg of

Jesus. He wrote the Fo“owing. ..

“During the long slege a terrible famine raged in the city and the
bodies of the inhabitants were litcra”g stacked like cordwood in the
streets. Mothers ate their children to preserve their own strength.
The toll of Jewish sugering was horrible but theg would not
surrender the citg. Again and again, theg attempted to trick the
Romans through guilc and Perﬁdg. When at last the walls were
breached Titus tried to preserve the Temple 139 gving orders to his
soldiers not to destrog or burn it. But the anger of the soldiers
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against the Jews was so intense that, maddened bg the resistance
theg encountered, theg disobegecl the order of their general and set
fire to the Temple. There were great cluantities of gold and silver
there, which had been Placed in the TemPIe for sagekeeping. This
melted and ran down between the rocks and into the cracks of the
stones. When the soldiers caPture& the TemPle area, in their greed to
obtain this gold and silver theg took long bars and Pried apart the
massive stones. Thus, quite litera”g, not one stone was left standing
upon another. The Temple itself was tota”g destrogecﬂ, though the
wall suPPorting the area upon which the TemPle was built was left
Partia”g intactand a Portion of it remains to this dag, called the
Western Wall.”

Note: Mang have claimed that since the Western Wa”J (also referred
to as the Wailing wall) in Jerusalem is still standing, Jesus’ Prophecg
was not fulfilled. However, the Wailing wall was not part of the
TemPle. It was a gjant retaining wall for the courtgard on which the
TemPle builcﬂings sat.

Another view (alluded to earlier) is that the Western Wall is not
actua“g the location where the TemPle buildings sat. Instead, it was
the Western Wall of the Fortress of Antonia, which was a Roman
fortress within Jerusalem that Josephus records Titus Purposely left

standing as a monument to the utter destruction of the citg.
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Regardless, the eyewitness historical record left to us bg Josel:)hus,
as well as modern archeological observation, agrees with Jesus’
Prophecg that described utter destruction.

This claim of not one stone of the Temple being left stancling upon
another is verified for us bg the Following archeological sources

(among many others):

e Inhis book, “The /—\rchaeologg of the Jerusalem Area,” Harold Mare,

former President of the Near East Archaeological Society, notes:

“We do not have any remains of the Herodian temple itself

because of the devastating Roman destruction in A.D. 70.”

e Another scholar says:

“Strictlg speaking, the TemPle proper is not a matter of
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archaeological consideration since onlg one stone from it and

Parts of another can be Positivelg identified.”

So, we can see that Jesus’ Prophccy of this event about Fortg years
before it happcncd, was fulfilled with remarkable Precision. Jesus’
spcciﬁc mention of one stone not being left upon anotheris a Pergect
example of a fulfilled Prophecg that we can still see todag, a“owing us

to Fu”g aPPreciatc Jesus’ accuracy.
After looking at these three segments of Jesus’ Prol:)hecg of Jerusalem’s

destruction, we should aPPrcciate the exactness of its fulfillment, as

recorded in great detail 139 the ancient historian Josephus.
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The Prol:)hecies we have examined so far demonstrate stunning accuracy.
But there are other Prol:)hecies in the Bible that are also linked to the
destruction of Jerusalem and the TcmPlc in 70 A.D. Being that this was
such a monumental event in the Scril:)tural scheme of things, we should not
be surPrised to find out that basica”g every aspect of it had been foretold
in Precise detail. Let’s now explore some of the other passages that foretell
the events in 70 A.D.

God had also given a Prophe’tic vision of the destruction in 70 A.D. to the
Prophet Daniel, which had been spoken through the angel Gabriel in Daniel
9. As this Prophecg had Prcdicted (Daniel 9:26), the Temple was
dcstroyed aﬁt_er the Mcssiah hacﬂ already come and been cut oxq: (or I(i”ed) .

“And after threescore and two weeks shall Messiah be cut og, but not for
himself: and the People of the Princc that shall come shall destrog the city
and the sanctuarg; and the end thereof shall be with a Hood, and unto the
end of the war desolations are determined.”

-Daniel 9:26

Verse 26, makes it clear that the Messiah would be cut off, and then
Fo”owing that event, Jerusalem and the Temple would be dcstroged.
Around Fortg years after the Messiah Jesus Christ’s dcath, there was a
Prince who came — and with his army destroged the city (Jerusalem) and
the sanctuary (the Temple). As we have seen, this Prince was Titus

Vespasian, whose father Vespasian hacljust succeeded Nero as the Roman
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Empcror. Titus besieged and destroged Jerusalem and the Second Templc
in 70 A.D., gulgi”ing many Bible Prophecies that Preciselg anticipatcci this

event.

Let’s focus on another Prophccg of Jesus regarding this same event in 70
A.D. In another recording of the Olivet Discourse found in Luke 21, Jesus
resPonds to the comments some made regarding the adornment of the

stones of the Tcmplc. ..

“And as some spake of the templc, how it was adorned with goodlg stones
and gipcs, he said,

As for these things which ye behold, the dags will come, in the which there
shall not be left one stone upon anothcr, that shall not be thrown down.”
~Luke 21:5-6

You may recall the similar Olivet Discourse passages we examined earlier,
found in Matthew 24 and Mark 1%. Luke’s account howevcr, goes on to
describe in detail the destruction of Jerusalem that would haPPen in 70
A.D. Jesus’ Prophecg recorded here in Luke 21 also came with a warning —
namelg, to flee Jerusalem and run for the mountains when the city was

Facing imminent siege (Luke 21:220-24). Let’s examine this Prophccg. ..

“And when ye shall see Jerusalem comPasseA with armies, then know that

the desolation thereof is nigh.
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Then let them which are in Judaea flee to the mountains; and let them which
are in the midst of it depart out; and let not them that are in the countries
enter thereinto.

For these be the cﬂags of vengeance, that all things which are written may be
fulfilled.

But woe unto them that are with child, and to them that give suck, in those
dagsl for there shall be great distress in the land, and wrath upon this
Peoplc.

And theg shall fall by the edgc of the sworcl, and shall be led away caPtive
into all nations: and Jerusalem shall be trodden down of the Gentiles, until
the times of the Gentiles be fulfilled.”

-Luke 21:20-24

So, we can see that Jesus urgecl the People of Jerusalem to flee to the
mountains when theg saw the enemy army aPProaching and surrounding
the citg, as it would be a time of terrible Persecution for 1srael. It would also
be an extremclg difficult time for pregnant women and nursing mothers for
obvious reasons. Jesus Predictcd that many would fall bg the sword or be
taken as Prisoncrs — another Prophetic detail that we will discuss in more

dcpth shortlg.

Un{:ortunatelg, the Jews in Jerusalem ignored Jesus’ warning. But
according to the church historian Eusebius (260-340 A.D.), the earlg
Christian Jews living in Jerusalem at the time of the Roman siege rcsPonded
to Jesus’ Warning and fled to the mountainous area known as Pella. 159
doing this, theg were able to avoid the destruction of the city and the
massacre of the inhabitants that went along with it. lntercstinglg, this is
another indicator that Luke was written Prior to 70 A.D.
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The defeat of the Jewish revolt ultimatclg led to the Jewish diaspora, as
many of the Jewish rebels were scattered or sold into slaverg. Recall Jesus’
Prophecg in this passage, in which He warned that many would fall bg the
sword or be taken Prisoner. In chi”ing fulfillment of that warning, Joscphus
records that over a million People were killed cluring the slege, with a
sizeable Por'tion of these being due to illnesses brought about bg hunger.
And in addition to that, around 97,000 Jews were caPturcd and enslaved,

with others Hccing to areas around the Mediterranean.

For the next 1,900 years, the Jews would have no authoritg in the land God
gave to Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. This brings to mind the final Prophecg
that Jesus spoke in the passage wejust examined. In Verse 24, Jesus
Prophesied that Jerusalem would continue to be tramplcd underfoot bg
the Gentiles until the times of the Gentiles were fulfilled.

The “Times of the Gentiles” is a technical term in Scripturc that is imPortant
to understand. It refers to the extensive Pcriod of historg when the Gentiles
are the dominant World powers and the People omc lsrael (ancl espcciaug
Jerusalem) are sukject to those powers. This Pcriod of the Times of the
Gentiles began around 606 or 605 B.C. when Nebuchadnezzar made
Jerusalem a subordinate city to the emerging babglonian emPire. It was at

this time that the king of Babglon first took Jewish caPtives into exile.
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Through the Prophetic dream that God gave Nebuchadnezzar (which
Daniel interpreted — Daniel 2:1-30) we are given insight into this age of
historg. We recognize that this time Period will last up until the Second
Coming of Christ at the end of Daniel’s 70th Week — also often referred to
as the Tribulation. At this time, Christ will establish His Millennial Kingdom
on Earth in which the nation of Israel will be the central and Preeminent
nation. This term Times of the Gentiles is mentioned onlg once in Scripture
~ here in Luke 21:24 — so it is aPProPriate to make reference to it here and
recognize the true panorama of Prophecg that Jesus makes known in this

Passa gC.

So far, since Nebuchadnezzar, the nation of Israel has never had lasting
and independent control of Jerusalem — and theg still don’t. Look no
further than the existence of the Muslim holg sites located in Jerusalem —
the Dome of the Rock and the ALAqsa Mosque — and the fact that Jews
are banned from the suPPosed area of the TemPle Mount. I:urthermore,
because Palestinians also claim Jerusalem, the legitimacg of Israeli rule over
Jerusalem lacks international recognition (most countries view Jerusalem’s
status as something that must be resolved through a negotiated agreement
between Israel and the Palestinians), with most countries locating their
embassies in Tel Aviv rather than in Jerusalem, even though the government
is in Jerusalem. These arejust some of the reasons that show that the
control of Jerusalem is at best, contested at the moment. We can see that
this Prophecy of the Gentile control of Jerusalem is an ongoing Prophecy
that has been observable throughout the last 2,500 years of historg.

So, after examining Jesus’ Prophecg in Luke 21:20-24, we can aPPreciate

even further Precise detail regarding the eventual destruction of Jerusalem.
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As we conclude this studg, let’s recognize the “big Picture” as it Pertains to
the events of 70 A.D. Prophesicd bg Jesus. The destruction of the city and
the Temple was a major turning Point in God’s agenda for Israel and all of
humanitg. The Old Covenant rituals were in the rear-view and an entirelg
new thing —the outPouring of the Holg Spirit upon all Pcople — was now
center-stage. The events of 70 A.D. — the final harbinger of the transition
of the Old Covenant over to the New — caused dramatic shifts even in
Judaism. Let’s recognize some of the changes that bcgan to take Place
within the Jewish rcligious community who still would not recognize Jesus
Christ as their awaited Messiah.

Before Titus Vespasian’s &eparture, the Pharisaic sage and rabbi,
Yohanan ben Zakkai, obtained his Permission to establish a Judaic school
at Yavne (Jamnia). Zakkai was smugglcd away from Jerusalem in a coffin }39

his students. Later this school became a mz?jor center of Talmudic studg.

It was after 70 A.D. that the unscathed Jewish community in Babglon began
its rise to Prominence in the Jewish world, gving eventual rise to the

Babglonian Talmudic tradition.

Because of the rabbis’ dominance after 70 A.D., this era is called
the Rabbinic Period.
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The rabbis filled the void of Jewish Ieadership in the aftermath of the Great
Revolt, and theg created a new kind of Judaism through their literature and
teachings.

The vocation of rabbi was thought to be founded !:)3 Rabbi Gamaliel,

a Pharisee, who was the first to be oﬁciciany given the title rabbi, meaning
“teacher.” In any case, scholars agree that the rabbis rePlaced the High
Priest and the Priesthood’s role in Jewish society after 70 A.D.

The destruction of the Second Temple in 70 A.D. marked a turning Point in
Jewish historg. In the absence of the Temple, the synagogue became the
center of Jewish life . When the Temple was destroged, Judaism
resPonded 139 Fixating on the commandments of the Torah and embracing
an ovcremphasized commitment to the Oral Law — the interpretations of
the rabbis (made up of the Talmud and the Mishna). Sgnagogues rCPlaced
the Temple as a central meeting Placej and the rabbis replaced high Priests
as Jewish community leaders. Egectivelg, without a Temple and
Priesthood, and without a signiﬁcant presence in the land Promised, Mosaic

Judaism was dead and Talmudic Judaism began.

As we mentioned in the bcginning of this studg, the events of 70 A.D.

removed all abilitg for the Jews to Practice Mosaic Judaism as commanded
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in the Old Testament Law. This should have served as a Wai<c~uP call for a
nation who had been anticipating the arrival of their iong-awaitcci Messiah
and Savior. The One who came riciing into Jerusalem on the terminal ciag of
the Daniel 9:25 countdown was rejectcd bg the nation of Israel and put to
death. But this rcjcction was all part of the Pian. Througii His crucifixion,
Jesus fulfilled a multitude of Old Testament Prophecies that spoke of One

who would be the Savior not onig of the Jews, but of all nations.

Tiirough His sacrificial death on the cross, this Messiah Jesus Christ, would
usher in a new age of Covenant — this time, based on the outpouring of the
Prophesied Holg SPirit, which would write God’s laws on the hearts of
those who received it. With the destruction of Jerusalem and the TemPic
(emblematic of the Old Covenant), the former times had iu”g Passeci and
God’s Plan and attention had Fu”y transitioned over to the institution of the
church - God’s Plan to reach all of humanitg througii the gosl:)el.
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