
Exposing so-called Messianic Prophecies 
 

Many Christians are convinced that the so-called “messianic prophecies” in the bible are 

absolute proof that Christ is / was the promised messiah. 

 

But what these misguided individuals don’t realize is that most of these “prophecies” 

aren’t prophecies at all, and the ones that are (or allege to be) usually have nothing to do 

with a coming messiah. 

 

Let’s have a look at some of these supposed prophecies, to see whether or not they stand 

up to close scrutiny. 

 

============================== 

 

The seed of the woman and the serpent 

 

The very first alleged Messianic prophecy in the bible is found in Genesis 3:15, where 

“god,” while cursing the serpent for tempting Adam and Eve to sin in the Garden of Eden, 

said: 

 

“And I will put enmity between thee and the woman, and between thy seed and her seed; it 

shall bruise thy head, and thou shalt bruise his heel.” 

 

According to Christian theology, the “seed of the woman” is supposed to be Christ, and 

Christ’s death on the cross is supposed to be the serpent’s bruise to his heel, in comparison 

with the deadly wound that Christ allegedly dealt the serpent in the process--the bruise to 

his head. 

 

First of all, this whole story is nothing but mythology--a complete fairy tale, just like the 

rest of the bible. 

 

The whole story of creation (or should I say STORIES of creation, since there are two 

different accounts) is littered with major contradictions. 

 

So how can this part of the story be any more literal. 

 

A talking snake, a flaming sword that keeps Adam and Eve out of the garden, a woman 

being formed from a man’s rib, man being formed from a lump of dirt, etc., etc. 

 

None of this has any basis in reality. 

 

But please notice how the passage in question mentions NOTHING of a coming messiah, 

the plan of salvation, a divine being coming from heaven and incarnating in a human 

body, dying on a cross, etc. 

 



There is NOTHING to connect this passage with Christ or anything in the New Testament. 

 

It’s so vague that it could be applied to ANYTHING or ANYONE. 

 

The woman’s “seed” is supposed to be Christ, but what about the serpent’s “seed”? 

 

Are we to believe that this serpent literally had offspring that Christ later defeated? 

 

If the woman’s seed is to be taken literally, meaning her offspring many generations away, 

then why should we--or how could we--take the serpent’s seed as figurative? 

 

Sorry, but there’s just nothing here to hang a hook on. 

 

And please note that there is NO passage in the New Testament that claims Genesis 3:15 is 

a Messianic prophecy. 

 

===================================== 

 

Born in Bethlehem 

 

In Micah 5:2, we find a supposed prophecy of where Christ would be born: 

 

“But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou be little among the thousands of Judah, yet 

out of thee shall he come forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel; whose goings forth 

have been from of old, from everlasting.” 

 

Matthew 2:3-6 assures us that Christ fulfilled this prophecy: 

 

“…King Herod…was disturbed, and all Jerusalem with him.  When he had called together 

all the people’s chief priests and teachers of the law, he asked them where the Messiah 

was to be born.  ‘In Bethlehem in Judea,’ they replied, ‘for this is what the prophet has 

written’:  ‘But you, Bethlehem, in the land of Judah, are by no means least among the 

rulers of Judah;  for out of you will come a ruler who will shepherd my people Israel.’” 

 

Please notice, first of all, how Matthew totally misquoted the Micah passage. 

 

Micah said “Bethlehem Ephratah,” whereas Matthew erroneously said “Bethlehem in 

Judea.” 

 

What’s the difference? 

 

Bethlehem in Judea is a town, whereas Bethlehem Ephratah was a tribe, or clan--the clan 

of Bethlehem, which was founded by the son of Caleb’s second wife, Ephrathah (see 1 

Chronicles 2:18, 50-52;  4:4). 

 

What Matthew was doing was pulling this passage out of context, and giving the 



impression that Christ fulfilled a prophecy--something he and other gospel authors did 

quote often. 

 

But to prove that’s he case here, all we need do is look at what Micah 5:6 says, just a few 

verses later, to get the right context: 

 

“He will deliver us from the Assyrian when he invades our land and marches into our 

borders.” 

 

Did Jesus do this? 

 

Of course not! 

 

So how can this be a prophecy about Jesus? 

 

This passage is talking about a military leader who was supposed to defeat the Assyrians. 

 

=============================== 

 

A virgin shall conceive 

 

Isaiah 7:14 is supposed to be a prophecy of Christ’s virgin birth. 

 

It states: 

 

“Therefore the Lord himself will give you a sign:  The virgin will conceive and give birth 

to a son, and will call him Immanuel.” 

 

Matthew claims that Christ fulfilled this prophecy as well. 

 

He wrote: 

 

“All this took place to fulfill what the Lord had said through the prophet:  ‘The virgin will 

conceive and give birth to a son, and they will call him Immanuel’ (which means ‘God 

with us’).” - Matthew 1:22, 23. 

 

It all sounds so convincing…that is, until you put it under the microscope. 

 

For, as it turns out, the word for “virgin” in this verse is a mistranslation in Christian 

bibles, based on Matthew’s interpretation of this verse being a prophecy of Christ. 

 

The Hebrew word here for virgin is “alma,” which should be translated “young woman,” 

or maiden. 

 

If the word virgin was intended here by Isaiah, he would have used the word “betulah” 

instead. 



 

Furthermore, this passage isn’t even a Messianic prophecy. 

 

A careful study of Isaiah chapters 7 and 8 reveals that the sign of this child that was to be 

born was fulfilled in Isaiah’s own son, Maher-Shalal-Hash-Baz. 

 

Notice, particularly, what we read in Isaiah 8:3, 4, 8: 

 

“Then I went to the prophetess, and she conceived and gave birth to a son.  And the Lord 

said to me, ‘Name him Maher-Shalal-Hash-Baz.’  Before the boy knows how to say ‘My 

father’ or ‘My mother,’ the wealth of Damascus and the plunder of Samaria will be carried 

off by the king of Assyria….[A]nd sweep on into Judah, swirling over it, passing through 

it and reaching up to the neck.  Its outspread wings will cover the breadth of your land, O 

Immanuel.” 

 

Who is Immanuel? 

 

Not Christ, that’s for sure! 

 

In fact, Christ is never called Immanuel anywhere in the New Testament. 

 

Anyway, the prophecy of Isaiah 7:14 was fulfilled when the king of Assyria conquered 

Damascus, the capital of Aram, around 732 B.C., which had nothing to do with Christ. 

 

The birth of “Immanuel” (or Isaiah’s son, Maher-Shalal-Hash-Baz) was intended as a sign 

for Ahaz, the king of Judah--again, long before the time of Christ. 

 

In this same context, notice what Isaiah 7:16 has to say: 

 

“For before the child shall know good or evil, he refuses evil, to choose the good;  and the 

land shall be forsaken which thou art afraid of because of the two kings.” 

 

How exactly did Christ fulfill the second part of this verse? 

 

This obviously and undeniably applies, once again, to Isaiah’s son, and not to a future 

Messiah. 

 

===================================== 

 

Slaughter of the innocents 

 

Matthew (in Matthew 2:17, 18) quotes Jeremiah 31:15, claiming that it was a prophecy of 

King Herod’s alleged slaughter of the children in and around Bethlehem, after the birth of 

Jesus. 

 

But this passage refers to the Babylonian captivity, as is clear by reading the next two 



verses (Jeremiah 31:16, 17), and thus has nothing to do with Herod’s massacre. 

 

Here’s how Jeremiah 31:15 reads: 

 

“This is what the Lord says:  ‘A voice is heard in Ramah, mourning and great weeping, 

Rachel weeping for her children and refusing to be comforted, because her children are no 

more.’” 

 

Does this passage even sound like a prophecy, let alone one of the coming Messiah? 

 

Here again we have Matthew taking an Old Testament passage out of context, waving his 

magic wand, and presto!…another “messianic prophecy.” 

 

===================================== 

 

Called out of Egypt 

 

Was it prophesied that Jesus, having been taken to Egypt as a baby to allegedly avoid 

being killed by Herod, would be called out of Egypt by god after Herod died? 

 

In Matthew 2:15, Matthew claims that this is indeed so--that the flight of Jesus’ family out 

of Egypt was a fulfillment of an Old Testament prophecy. 

 

He wrote: 

 

“And [the “holy family”] was there [in Egypt] until the death of Herod:  that it might be 

fulfilled which was spoken of the Lord by the prophet, saying, ‘Out of Egypt have I called 

my son.’” 

 

But when one reads the supposed “prophecy” Matthew was quoting from, it becomes quite 

apparent that it wasn’t a prophecy at all, let alone a prophecy about Jesus. 

 

Here’s the full verse, in its proper context: 

 

“When Israel was a child, then I loved him, and called my son out of Egypt.” - Hosea 11:1. 

 

This verse is simply a reference to the supposed ancient Hebrew exodus from Egypt, and 

has nothing whatsoever to do with Jesus. 

 

Matthew tried to hide this fact by quoting only the last part of the verse (“Out of Egypt I 

have called my son”). 

 

He also didn’t mention which “prophet” he was quoting from for a good reason--he didn’t 

want his readers to actually look the passage up to see that he was pulling another Old 

Testament statement completely out of context. 

 



========================== 

 

The opening of Christ’s ministry 

 

In Isaiah 61:1, 2, we read: 

 

“The Spirit of the Lord God is upon me; because the Lord hath anointed me to preach 

good tidings unto the meek;  he hath sent me to bind up the brokenhearted, to proclaim 

liberty to the captives, and the opening of the prison to them that are bound;  To proclaim 

the acceptable year of the Lord, and the day of vengeance of our God;  to comfort all that 

mourn.” 

 

In Luke 4:16-21, Christ stated that this was a prophecy that he was the fulfillment of: 

 

“He went to Nazareth, where he had been brought up, and on the Sabbath day he went into 

the synagogue, as was his custom.  He stood up to read, and the scroll of the prophet Isaiah 

was handed to him.  Unrolling it, he found the place where it is written:  ‘The Spirit of the 

Lord is on me, because he has anointed me to proclaim good news to the poor.  He has 

sent me to proclaim freedom for the prisoners and recovery of sight for the blind, to set the 

oppressed free, to proclaim the year of the Lord’s favor.’  Then he rolled up the scroll, 

gave it back to the attendant and sat down.  The eyes of everyone in the synagogue were 

fastened on him.  He began by saying to them, ‘Today this scripture is fulfilled in your 

hearing.’” 

 

Isn’t it interesting that Christ didn’t quote, or isn’t portrayed as quoting, the last part of the 

Isaiah passage we just looked at, which states:  “To proclaim the acceptable year of the 

Lord, and the day of vengeance of our God…”? 

 

This was not quoted, obviously, because it didn’t fit in with the context of Christ saying 

that it applied to himself at that time. 

 

But please notice what this Isaiah passage later goes on to say, in verse 6: 

 

“…You will feed on the wealth of nations, and in their riches you will boast.” 

 

This is Jewish supremacism to the max! 

 

Did Christ fulfill this as well? 

 

========================== 

 

Betrayed for 30 pieces of silver 

 

In Matthew 27:9, Mathew says this about the betrayal of Jesus by Judas: 

 

“Then was fulfilled that which was spoken by Jeremiah the prophet, saying, ‘And they 



took the thirty pieces of silver, the price of him that was valued, whom they of the children 

of Israel did value.’” 

 

Matthew claimed that this was a prophecy of Jeremiah, but it’s actually found in Zechariah 

11:12, 13. 

 

Christians have attempted to resolve this error by pointing to similar verses in Jeremiah, 

where the speaker is told to go to a potter’s house (18:1-3) and commanded to buy a field 

(32:6-10). 

 

However, the payment for the field is 15 shekels in Jeremiah’s story, not 30, and 

Jeremiah’s purchase of the field is actually good, and not a sign of despair, since God tells 

him to buy. 

 

Anyway, since Matthew couldn’t cite the correct Old Testament passage he was supposed 

to be quoting from, it shouldn’t surprise us to discover that he would quote it out of 

context as well. 

 

Indeed, we have already seen other examples of this. 

 

And so it is here, where he again makes a passage into a messianic prophecy that has 

nothing to do with a future event, let alone a future coming messiah. 

 

The context of this passage is Yahweh talking to Zechariah about two shepherds;  that’s it! 

 

This Zechariah passage reads as follows: 

 

“I told them, ‘If you think it best, give me my pay;  but if not, keep it.’  So they paid me 

thirty pieces of silver.  And the Lord said to me, ‘Throw it to the potter’--the handsome 

price at which they valued me!  So I took the thirty pieces of silver and threw them to the 

potter at the house of the Lord.” 

 

Related to this alleged prophecy is Psalm 41:9, which states: 

 

“Even my close friend, whom I trusted, he who shared my bread, has lifted up his heel 

against me.” 

 

John depicts Jesus himself as stating that this “prophecy” was fulfilled in the betrayal by 

Judas: 

 

“I am not referring to all of you;  I know those I have chosen.  But this is to fulfill the 

scripture:  ‘He who shares my bread has lifted up his heel against me.’” - John 13:18. 

 

As has been the case with so many other so-called messianic prophecies we have look at, 

the Psalm passage in question here says nothing to indicate this it’s a prophecy, let alone 

one about the coming messiah. 



 

As it turns out, David’s own son, Absalom, turned against him and prepared to make war 

on his kingdom, as we see in 2 Samuel 15-19. 

 

Also, David’s trusted counselor, Ahithophel, also betrayed him and joined the enemy, as 

we see in Psalm 55:11-15. 

 

It’s not hard to see that the counselor was a close friend who had undoubtedly shared 

bread with David at the king’s table 

 

So obviously he was referring to one of these, and was not making reference to an alleged 

coming Messiah. 

 

============================ 

 

On the foal of an ass 

 

The gospels (for example, Matthew 21:4 and John 12:14, 15) claim that Jesus fulfilled the 

prophecy of Zechariah 9:9, which states: 

 

“Rejoice heartily, O daughter Zion, shout for joy, O daughter Jerusalem! See, your king 

shall come to you; a just savior is he, Meek, and riding on an ass, on a colt, the foal of an 

ass.” 

 

But the next several verses (Zechariah 9:10-13) show that the person referred to in verse 9 

is a military king that was to rule “from sea to sea.” 

 

Since Jesus had neither an army nor a kingdom, he could not have fulfilled this prophecy. 

 

Not to mention, he said that his kingdom was not of this world. 

 

Christian apologists would argue that Christ will later rule with his army of angels, which 

is nothing more than face-saving. 

 

The way this passage is cited makes it clear that it’s supposed to pertain to his first coming 

as the Messiah, and not to his alleged second coming as king. 

 

But nevertheless, there’s an even bigger problem here. 

 

Matthew made a particularly colossal blunder in regards to his use of this Zechariah 

passage. 

 

Mark, Luke, and John all state that Christ rode on ONE donkey. 

 

Yet Matthew tells us that he rode on TWO. 

 



Here’s what he wrote: 

 

“As they approached Jerusalem and came to Bethphage on the Mount of Olives, Jesus sent 

two disciples, saying to them, ‘Go to the village ahead of you, and at once you will find a 

donkey tied there, with her colt by her.  Untie them and bring them to me.  If anyone says 

anything to you, say that the Lord needs them, and he will send them right away.’  This 

took place to fulfill what was spoken through the prophet:  ‘Say to Daughter Zion, ‘See, 

your king comes to you, gentle and riding on a donkey, and on a colt, the foal of a 

donkey.’  The disciples went and did as Jesus had instructed them.  They brought the 

donkey and the colt and placed their cloaks on them for Jesus to sit on.” - Matthew 21:1-7. 

 

How is this even possible--to ride on two donkeys at once? 

 

In any case, the reason Matthew said this is because he totally misunderstood the alleged 

Old Testament “prophecy” he quoted that he claimed foretold this event. 

 

Once again, here’s how Zechariah 9:9 reads, in part: 

 

“…mounted on a donkey, and on a colt, the foal of a donkey.” 

 

Anyone familiar with Old Testament Hebrew would know that the word translated “and” 

in this verse does not indicate another animal, but is used in the sense of “even,” for the 

purpose of adding further emphasis. 

 

Thus this passage should really read as follows: 

 

“…mounted on a donkey, even on a colt, the foal of a donkey.” 

 

The Old Testament often uses such parallel phrases, again, for the purpose of adding 

emphasis, known as Hebrew parallelism. 

 

Matthew was evidently not familiar with this usage, which demonstrates conclusively that 

he created events in Jesus’ life to fulfill Old Testament prophecies, even if it meant 

creating a totally absurd scenario. 

 

=========================== 

 

They pulled out my beard 

 

The following passage is often cited as a prophecy of some of the sufferings that Christ 

endured at the time of his trial and crucifixion. 

 

“I offered my back to those who beat me, my cheeks to those who pulled out my beard; I 

did not hide my face from mocking and spitting.” - Isaiah 50:6. 

 

The obvious problem here is that we are never told, in any of the 4 gospels, that Christ had 



his beard plucked out. 

 

So how could he have fulfilled this alleged prophecy, or how could we know if he did? 

 

========================= 

 

Isaiah 53 

 

This chapter contains what most Christians believe to be the most compelling prophecy of 

Christ’s sufferings on the cross. 

 

Let’s look at some of the highlights of this chapter: 

 

“Who has believed our message and to whom has the arm of the Lord been revealed?  He 

grew up before him like a tender shoot, and like a root out of dry ground.  He had no 

beauty or majesty to attract us to him, nothing in his appearance that we should desire 

him.  He was despised and rejected by mankind, a man of suffering, and familiar with 

pain.  Like one from whom people hide their faces, he was despised, and we held him in 

low esteem.  Surely he took up our pain and bore our suffering, yet we considered him 

punished by God, stricken by him, and afflicted.  But he was pierced [bruised] for our 

transgressions, he was crushed for our iniquities;  the punishment that brought us peace 

was on him, and by his wounds we are healed.  We all, like sheep, have gone astray, each 

of us has turned to our own way;  and the Lord has laid on him the iniquity of us all.  He 

was oppressed and afflicted, yet he did not open his mouth;  he was led like a lamb to the 

slaughter, and as a sheep before its shearers is silent, so he did not open his mouth.  By 

oppression and judgment he was taken away.  Yet who of his generation protested?  For he 

was cut off from the land of the living;  for the transgression of my people he was 

punished.  He was assigned a grave with the wicked, and with the rich in his death, though 

he had done no violence, nor was any deceit in his mouth.” - Isaiah 53:1-9. 

 

Please note, first of all, that there is absolutely nothing in this passage to indicate that we 

are dealing with a prophecy, let alone a messianic one. 

 

In fact, this individual and the events surrounding him are discussed in the past tense here, 

not in the future tense. 

 

But let’s just suppose, for the sake of argument, that this was clearly delineated as a 

messianic prophecy. 

 

What would this prove? 

 

Since the gospel accounts are so full of contradictions, clearly indicating that each author 

made the story up as they went along, isn’t it a fair assumption to say that the crucifixion 

story could easily have been made up to fit this prophecy? 

 

Since we have no record of the trial and execution of Christ mentioned anywhere outside 



the New Testament, how can we know if it really played out as described? 

 

Of course, considering all the contradictions in the various gospel accounts, how can we 

know what did and didn’t happen at all? 

 

But, at any rate, let’s look at some serious problems within Isaiah 53, which further cause 

it to fail the messianic prophecy test. 

 

This passage states that: 

 

“He had no beauty or majesty to attract us to him, nothing in his appearance that we 

should desire him.” 

 

How can we know if Christ fulfilled this alleged prophecy, when the gospels say 

absolutely nothing about Christ’s appearance. 

 

This passage also states: 

 

“…he did not open his mouth;  he was led like a lamb to the slaughter, and as a sheep 

before its shearers is silent, so he did not open his mouth.” 

 

This might be true in some gospel accounts of Christ’s trial, such as Mark’s, but it 

certainly isn’t true of John’s account. 

 

Let’s first look at what Mark wrote in Mark 15:4, 5: 

 

“And Pilate asked him again, saying, Answerest thou nothing? behold how many things 

they witness against thee.  But Jesus yet answered nothing; so that Pilate marveled.” 

 

But now let’s look at what John wrote. 

 

According to John, here’s what Jesus told the High Priest: 

 

“‘I have spoken openly to the world,’ Jesus replied.  ‘I always taught in synagogues or at 

the temple, where all the Jews come together. I said nothing in secret.  Why question me?  

Ask those who heard me.  Surely they know what I said.’…‘If I said something 

wrong…testify as to what is wrong.  But if I spoke the truth, why did you strike me?’” - 

John 18:20, 21, 23. 

 

And here’s what Christ told Pilate, according to John: 

 

“‘Is that your own idea,’ Jesus asked, ‘or did others talk to you about me?…My kingdom 

is not of this world.  If it were, my servants would fight to prevent my arrest by the Jewish 

leaders.  But now my kingdom is from another place….You would have no power over me 

if it were not given to you from above.  Therefore the one who handed me over to you is 

guilty of a greater sin.’” - John 18:34, 36;  19:11. 



 

So, as you can see, according to John, Jesus was anything but “silent before his accusers.” 

 

Later, in Isaiah 53:18, we read: 

 

“They divide my clothes among them and cast lots for my garment.” 

 

This is supposedly a prophecy of the soldiers gambling for Christ’s expensive robe while 

he hung on the cross. 

 

We find something similar in Psalm 22:18: 

 

“They part my garments among them, and cast lots upon my vesture.” 

 

This looks like plagiarism. 

 

But in any case, Matthew assures us, in Matthew 27:35, that the gamble for Christ’s robe 

was done in fulfillment of prophecy (although notice how he says it was spoken by the 

PROPHET, singular, when it’s recorded both in Isaiah and the Psalms). 

 

Here’s what Matthew wrote: 

 

“And they crucified him, and parted his garments, casting lots: that it might be fulfilled 

which was spoken by the prophet, They parted my garments among them, and upon my 

vesture did they cast lots.” 

 

But again, is this not yet another example of making up events that allegedly occurred in 

Christ’s life, and then claiming that those events fulfilled prophecy? 

 

How do we know that any of this happened? 

 

Oh yeah, that’s right…we need to have “faith.” 

 

Faith in a book filled with contradictions and inconsistencies? 

 

Yeah, whatever! 

 

======================== 

 

“They pierced my hands and my feet” 

 

In Psalm 22:16 states: 

 

“Dogs surround me, a pack of villains encircles me;  they pierce my hands and my feet.” 

 

Christians insist that this is a prophecy of Christ’s crucifixion--the act of driving the nails 



through his hands and feet. 

 

However, this is not the case. 

 

First of all, this verse has two alternate readings, and so its proper translation is in 

question. 

 

One of the readings utilized the Hebrew word kaari (like a lion), and the other used the 

word kaaru (they pierced). 

 

Thus, “They pierced my hands and my feet” is more likely to be translated as “Like a lion, 

they are at my hands and feet.” 

  

A very powerful argument in favor of this being the correct translation is the fact that no 

early Christian writer, including the evangelists and Paul, until the time of Justin, around 

the middle of the second century, ever made any explicit reference to the word “piercing” 

in Psalm 22:16, applying it to Christ’s crucifixion. 

 

Why? 

 

This is so commonly quoted as a messianic prophecy today. 

 

Why didn’t any of the New Testament writers do so? 

 

But here’s another problem with the Psalm 22 “prophecy”: 

 

In verse 6, we read: 

 

“But I am a worm and not a man, scorned by everyone, despised by the people.” 

 

This is s part of the same “prophecy,” with Jesus supposedly talking here. 

 

Do you really think “the son of god” would have said this about himself? 

 

======================== 

 

No broken bones 

 

John 19:33 says that, during Jesus’ crucifixion, the soldiers didn’t break his legs because 

he was already dead. 

 

John 19:36 claims that this fulfilled a prophecy from Psalm 34:20, which states: 

 

“He keeps all his bones, not one of them is broken.” 

 

But this isn’t a prophecy--it’s merely referring to righteous people in general. 



 

This becomes clear when this verse is read in the context of the one before it: 

 

“A righteous man may have many troubles, but the Lord delivers him from them all;  He 

keeps all his bones, not one of them is broken.” 

 

Another one bites the dust! 

 

====================================== 

 

False assurances 

 

The New Testament is replete with passages that assure is that Christ is the promised 

messiah, because of his fulfillment of Old Testament prophecies. 

 

Let’s take a look at some examples of such passages: 

 

 In John 1:45, we read: 

 

“Philip findeth Nathanael, and saith unto him, We have found him, of whom Moses in the 

law, and the prophets, did write, Jesus of Nazareth, the son of Joseph.” 

 

 In John 11:27, Martha told Jesus: 

 

“Yea, Lord: I believe that thou art the Christ, the Son of God, which should come into the 

world.” 

 

 In Luke 24:12-27, Christ is depicted as explaining to his disciples that he was the 

“prophesied” Messiah, supposedly citing Old Testament passages to prove his point: 

 

“Then arose Peter, and ran unto the sepulchre; and stooping down, he beheld the linen 

clothes laid by themselves, and departed, wondering in himself at that which was come to 

pass.  And, behold, two of them went that same day to a village called Emmaus, which 

was from Jerusalem about threescore furlongs.  And they talked together of all these things 

which had happened.  And it came to pass, that, while they communed together and 

reasoned, Jesus himself drew near, and went with them.  But their eyes were holden that 

they should not know him.  And he said unto them, What manner of communications are 

these that ye have one to another, as ye walk, and are sad?  And the one of them, whose 

name was Cleopas, answering said unto him, Art thou only a stranger in Jerusalem, and 

hast not known the things which are come to pass there in these days?  And he said unto 

them, What things? And they said unto him, Concerning Jesus of Nazareth, which was a 

prophet mighty in deed and word before God and all the people:  And how the chief 

priests and our rulers delivered him to be condemned to death, and have crucified him.  

But we trusted that it had been he which should have redeemed Israel: and beside all this, 

to day is the third day since these things were done.  Yea, and certain women also of our 



company made us astonished, which were early at the sepulchre;  And when they found 

not his body, they came, saying, that they had also seen a vision of angels, which said that 

he was alive.  And certain of them which were with us went to the sepulchre, and found it 

even so as the women had said: but him they saw not.  Then he said unto them, O fools, 

and slow of heart to believe all that the prophets have spoken:  Ought not Christ to have 

suffered these things, and to enter into his glory?  And beginning at Moses and all the 

prophets, he expounded unto them in all the scriptures the things concerning himself.” 

 

Paul wrote in I Corinthians 15:3, 4: 

 

“For I delivered unto you first of all that which I also received, how that Christ died for 

our sins according to the scriptures;  [a]nd that he was buried, and that he rose again the 

third day according to the scriptures.” 

 

The constant repeat of this theme--that Christ is the messiah according to Old Testament 

prophecies--has created the illusion that Christ really was foretold in the Old Testament. 

 

But as we have seen, NONE of these “prophecies” stand up to close scrutiny. 

 

But for the bible believer, just to see that so many in the New Testament, including Christ, 

repeated this prophecy fulfillment theme so often, is enough for them to buy into the lie. 

 


