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Daniel Lecture # 1 page 11 9/11/78

C. Now the Interpretation, vv. 37=45.

l. There we have first the meaning of the statue. and
2. The parts of the statue.

This I would like for vyou to consider for next time.
Think of the possible interpretations of the dynamic series of
events. What do they mean? What does it mean the stone was cut
without hands? What suggestions would you make?z?

What does it mean that the statue was entirely demolished?

What do you think it means that the stone grew to fill
the whole earth?

I would like you to write out first what you think those
mean. Then if vou have time and inclination you could consult
indicate what source you have gone to for ideas. First I would
like to have what occurs to you. I don't want vou to necessarily
give me the final answer. I want you to consider the different
possibilities and find what they are. Mention which of them seems
to you most likely.

(Question: to repeat the third question)

Under # 2 those three: what you find in xx.the picture
of the kxpexpxximxkhmckskakumkxmxxkhexinkprprekakimnx dream or
the interpretatinn what you give related to any one of those
three,

Please turn that in by Friday noon.
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of that time of various particular types of people, various lan®
guages. 1t might represent something about planning or general
pdans for the advancement of Nebuchadnezzar's kingdom. There would
be absolutely no way for knowing what the statue meant, except as
you have the interpretationgiven. When you have the interpretation
givn to us, we can immediately begin, after we know it represents
a series of events, startdag with the head and moving down to the
foot--then we could if we were inclined to make guesses as to what
each part meant. For instance, he said of Nebuchadnezzar: You are
this head of gold.

Does that mean that Nebuchadnezzar being the head has
better eyesight? than anybody else in his kingdom because the
statue had eyes of gold? Does it mean he had better experience
than anybody else in the kingdom? Does it mean he had a better
mind than any ruler who would ever come? Does it mean he could
hear better? There are all kinds of quesses vou colifd=make about
the parts of the statue. But that would be purely guess work. We
have nnreason to say it 1is divine teaching.

We move down a little further in the statue and we find
the breast and arms are made of bronze. The 0ld English says "brass"
and that was unfortunate; it simply stands for copper or any alloy
of copper. It could mean brass which we think of as rather shiney
-= a not particularly strong thing, but the common alloy of copper
in ancient timeswas bronze which was very strong, was widely used
for weapons (Question?)

Student: breast and arms of silver?

Yes, we are not to the bronze, that will apply to the
next part. But the breast and arms were of silver. As you look
at the breast and arms you have three parts. You have two arms
and I suppose the hands would be included. We can't say whether
the hands were included or whether the hands belong to the next
part down. What do the fingers mean? What does it mean that there
is a central body and two arms. Are there going to be three parts
to the next kingdom? There are all kinds of guesses we could make
but we have no basis for them unless we are specifically told some-
thing about them in Scripture.

Then the third part which is of bronze (that you for
calling my attention to that) for bronze is a better translation
unless youwant to say copper -- bragss is stronger than silver.
Perhaps silver is a little better conductor of electricity than
bronze., I don't think any of those facts tell us about the mean=-
ing of the statue,

We notice the third part includes the belly and thighs.
That would mean it would reach from about the middle of the trunk
down about xke to the knees. Does that mean that the third king-
dom wa is going to be originally one and then divided into two
parts? We have no basis in the account to lead us to think so.

Then we have the legs which are of iron. It is quite
generally thought the legs stand for the Roman Empire. Some say
the fact there are two legs indicates the eastern and western
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I have not noticed here anything that would indicate which. There
are five parts. The fourth and fifth have a similarity in that

one is entirely x®w iron, the other 1is vartly iron. Are they the
same kingdom, or are they two distinct kingdoms? I don't think
you can decide that from ch. 2, unless somebody calls my attention
to some point I have not noticed vet. But I do think this point
can be definitely decided when we get to ch. 7. 30 for the present
I think we should say we do not know whether there are four kgdms.,
or five, There are definitely five parts,

1. The starting point - Nebuchadnezzar, v. 36=-35. We have
a remarkable series of statements that Daniel makes to Nebuchadnezzar
in vv. 36-37, Daniel says, This is the interpretation: Thou O king
art a king of kings. The God of heaven has given thee a kingdom or
power strenath and cglorye. And wherever the children of men dwell,
The beasts of the field and fowls of the heaven has he given into
thine hand and has made thee ruler over them all." Does that mean
Nebuchadnezzar had a power none of us have to order the birdsg of
heaven in which direction thevy are to fly? To change their migra=-
tory progress as we may choose? It sounds to me like flattery!
God has given the fowls of heaven into hishands and made him ruler
over them alle I sure the birds that fly over Babylon, that there
was very little Nebuchadnezzar could do about them unless they flew
rather low. The beasts of the field he could not possibly control.

"Thou art the head of gold." Are Daniel's words to Nebuchad=
nezzar inerrant? I believe very definitely in the inerrancy of
Scripture that whatever God has given us in Scripture about any

- subject we can stand upon and accept and believe it is true. But

I think you have to be very careful. When Daniel gives Nebuchade-
nezzar the interpretation God has given Daniel we can accept every
thing he says as being absclutely true. But whenhe flatters Nebu-
chadnezzar a little bit and begins to tell him what this means,

I question how far we should go in saving that 1s a true description
of Nebuchadnezzar's power. "Wherever the children of men dwell,”
Were there no Indians in the U.S. at that time? Were there no
civilizations in Mexico or in Peru at that time? Were there no
peoples in China at that timel We have evidence there were great
many people in these arcas, some of themlivingin rather high
civilizations and some of them never having heard of Nebuchad-
nezzar. Probably. I say probably because there was commercial
traffic between Babylon and Egypt and China at this time,

But these introductory words, the statement that is part
of this interpretation is "thou art this head of jold.," The head
of gold stands for you, but the flattering words he gives to
Nebuchadnezzar, it is absclutely true that is what Daniel said
to him. But whether Daniel's words represent exact truth would
ke carrying inerrancy beyond what it means.

2. What is meant by this head of gold? Is this Nebuchad=-
nezzar? Is he this head of gold? You can turn to these pieces of
paper I have given you here and you have a few facts here, I am
not given you these to memorize. There may be someof it you will
think important to remember. There are facts in it that are useful
in connection with today's lecture and witn many subsequent lectures
during the course, Keep it and have it with you when youwant to refer
to it.
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But it means an empire. It means a power like Nebuchadnezzar had
where a group of different naticns were all under his control
and direction, and that 1t could be extended to that % even if
your rule is not a one-man rule., You could have a senate ofzax
or a group of leaders who controlled rather than an individual.

3. Is there a procression in themetals? Verse 39 savse,
After thee shall arise another kingdom inferior to you, and another
third kingdom of bromze that shall bear ruls over all the sarth
and another kingdom, a fourth strong as iron." This suggests the
fourtih kingdom 1s going to be the strongest of alll Se if there
is a progression, you'd think it would be a progression of
strength, rather than of weakness, That would £it with histeory
because Nebuchadnezzar ruled over an area(see map). He conquered
Jerusalem about half wag through his reign. Cnce he made a cam=
paign down into Egypt, but he Palestine and Svria. He held Meso-
potaria. The Mades were not wnder his contrel, nor the Persiens
south of the Medes. He did not contreol Asia dMinor. There was much
territory there he <id not control.

The Persians that followed hime-~ Cyrus first got control
over all the Medes, then he conquered Asia Minor, then he came
back and conquered Babylon taking over the region Nebuchadnezzar
had. Eventually his armies went clear to India conquering part
of India. So the empire that followed was three times as large an
area as Nebuchadnezzar's and at least twice as large in population.

Then when Alexander the Great came from Greece, this area
here had not been under the Persians at all. They conquered the whole
Persian empire so their area was much larger., But the area of
Europe here the Romans had added still more territory to it! So
if you are speaking of areas, these empires increase in size rather
than diminish in sizel

If you speak of population, they increase in size rather
than diminish in size. So some have sald there is a decrease. The
second kingdom is inferior to you and there is another third kinge
dom which shall bear rule over all the earth, and the fourth king=
dom. There must be a decrease! But there is no decrease in area,
or in population. The decrease must be that Nebuchadnezzar was an
absolute despot, and the next gets ma weaker, and the next gets
weaker, etc. That idea has been advanced in recent years but there
is no basis for that because Nebuchadnezzar was mnot an absolute
despot even if it sounds so in his relations with them in this
chapter. Nebuchadnezzar was very much bound by th2 laws of Babylon.
In fact there has been found in Babylon a great monument put up
in the central square by Hammurabi, more than 1000 years before
Nebuchadnezzar, in which he shows a picture of the Sun-=god giving
him the laws at the top and it tells all about the Sun=god giving
these laws and ordering him to put them up in the main square
so that any citizen can come and read them and know exactly what
his rights are.

Now today if you want to know what your rights are you
pay 100 dolaars to your lawyer and try to find out, and your
lawyer may differ from you. But in Babylon individuals had definite

rights—-not x near as much as individuals have in this country



Wiy sainoa/Bio ugrqiaeidew mmm//:dny



wiy sainjoa/610 ugrqgiaeioew mmm//dny



wny-sainyoa/6i0 gl giaeioew mmm//:dny



Wy sainyoa7/610 ugrgiiarioew MM/ dny



http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Lectures.htm

Daniel Lecture # 3 Sept, 25, 1978

The assignment had two parts: look at Daniel 7 and see
which vv, are part of the vision, and which are part of the in-
terpretaticn. Also, which: are {lgurative and which literal.

Most of vou did very well, There were two or three from whom I
expactad good papers wio I came to thne conclusion thay alther
werenot listening at the end of the hour or that thoay were nmuch
mores execesis than they thought they ware, necause they simply
gave me a comparrison of ch, 2 and ch, 7 as teo the agencra’ cource
of events, 'nt the assignment at ail. That would not detract from
the mark but did not add anything to it bYecause they did rot deal
with the two things that T asked for: which parts of the vision
are ficurative and which are literal.

I got the imoression that one or two did not ~learly under=
stanc what we mezn Ly ficurative {or suymbalic), Te_Dan, 2 we nad
a vision Mebuchadnezzar had. Daniel describes the visinn. In vv.
31.35, and every single thirg in that vision was figurative. A
symbol,., If you heard that vision you could not have krown what
much of it mcant, They are symbolse Uniess you had se=en the sane
figures used some other time, vov have no way to approach it.

Or unless you have an idea what it is supposed to describe and
then you can make a comparrison. It is strictly figurative, Per-
haps "strictiy" 1z a2 little bit tecc sirong, but michty little.
The only thing I noticed that is at all literal 1is the statement
at tre ¥x erd "and fill the whole earth." Whatcver it was filied
the whole earth, That, of course, is a rather lilteral statement,
But It could be pert of the dreaem vwhich he had.

Up to that there is a ctatue. As ve noticed there arce many
things in the statue. We don't just know how many there were., We
don't knew hew rany ¥Yirngers were visikle. We have no reason ¢

think the two arms and chest had a specific reference to a seconcd
kingdor or anvthing of the kiImsx kind. We have nc definite evidence
as to specific meaning of the first three metals, We are tol~
the faurth one indicates strengtn. There are nany things which
are just fiqures and mayhe just part of the gerneral plcture,

As to which parts have a meaning and what they mearn, ws have
no basis whatever to gc on unless we had the Interpretation.

(Cuestion: « « « « I8 it the whole earth that wa know, or
the whole earth that they know?)

Of course this was just a dream. In tha dream ALd he see 3
Adii¢ alobe: Did he sea2 the stone flowing around and covaring the
whole globe? Or did he sea the stone enlarqe so as to covar everve
thing he could see? We don't know. When we get o the interpretation
we have a literal interpretation, and there we have to aslk the
questinn veou just ralsed. What does the intarpretation m2an in that
regard? That is a question I don't want to take time with hers nocw.
It%s the sort of questicn 1'd rather have you glve nms in writing
and 1'11 sa@e whether it fits in with the course of our discussion
or wh=ther I should discuss it with your personally. I wish you
would give it to me in writing.

That is all figurative, all symbol, The interpretatior is all
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3. Does the Statement in v. 43 simply mean an unintegrated
mixture of »peoples?

de I¥ s0, it will fit the whole history of each of these
empires. The Babylonlans not only conauered many nations hut they
mixed them together and carried people out from one section to
another and from that to a third, etc. oo they were 2ll1 mixed,
The statement of v. 43 cbout the feet beingmixed with iron and
clay « « « they shall mingle themselves wi%tn the seed of men
but they shall not cleave one tomx ancther, The mixture of iron
and clay is clearly a statement it is brittle, But this verse
seems to go beyond that,

The most simple suggestion i1s that it is an unintegrated
mixture of peoples. BEut 1i¥ k& so 1t woul ! Bit the Bab lonian
empire; it would fit the Perslan empirce which conquered manY
kingdoms and mixed thuawm together to some extent. It would it
the Hellenistic empire which conguered the whole Parsisn empire

group of COreeks or Macedonians controlling the whole,

It would certainly fit the Roman empire, 8o it doos nct
seen to be anything distinctive, All it neans is an unintzoratad
mixture of peoples, oxcept that perhaps the mixture becane
greater between &4UJ anud 600 A.DJthan before, At that tims
Germanic tribes were marching back and forth across the koman
empire totally destroyving and cettling down here and thorc,

But khexbigx@mrmemixx there had been Germanic peoples entering
the Raaxmxempixex Roman cmpire in the provious six centuries
-= entering in small croups and being assimilated, So it might
£it that period a little better but it might fit any periosd,

e The possibllity remains that v, 43 points to somcsthing
that is not obvious. (Recading KIV of v. 43}, Some have tried to
makeout that it show:z interwinarriage I1n ruling fanmilies, wWell,
there was that in all the kingdoms. So that would not woe &
distinctive feature, Thare was that is jucc abwut every poriad.
It's a peculliar statenente It way simply mean an unintegrated
mixture of people that became more pronnuncaed betwann 460 and
€00 than cver hefore,

Or it may include some element that is not clear, If
any of ycu have any gooo suggestlons ac to what it aight be
I wish vou would write them out and give tnem to me, I confess
that at present I'm not sure that it doos represent somcthing
more than that, but the pecullar languac= suggests that to me
very strongly. What it is I do not know.

4. The zxx Marked Similarity of this {(the 5th part) of
the feet and toes wikkxghe to the condltion of the Roman enpire
between A.D, 400 and 60C sheould be noted, At that time vou had
the western haly of the Roman empire being crossed by various
barnarian tribes, conquering, pillaging, destroyling, settling
down for a period at one time and moving to another. You have a
condition of intermixture of peoples far greater than ever before.
You have weakness along with strength. You have the violence of tb
con%pering tribes., You have a certain amount of strengtn remaining
in the Roman empire, but not much,
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what you did have came from some of these Germanic tribes who

gave what real strongth there was to the Roman empire during this
bikme time, but its name and its reputation carried a great deal

of welght, It's a period of great intermingling of peoples There
is a marked sihilarity of those two centuries to that descriptions

S Verse 34 says the stone strikes the statue upon its
fect of iron ahd clavye

In | symbolic pilcture therz are apt to be many elements
that are just part of the picture and do not convey a meaning; like
the two arms and possibly the ten fingerse. We don't know whether
the fingers were shown or not or whether Nebuchadnezzar noticed
them or note. WQ donit know whether the arms were longer than usual
or shorter than usual. There were the normal features that a
statue would have 80 that to know which hava arnganing you need

_ . _ __an interpretation. Unless you have something pictured that is very

vary Hnau unu ual. Like you have here different metals, The metals
‘themdelvVesinly hoE-have i Ngd & apecificrmeaning, but the fact that
vou ﬂava gferent metal certainly is an unusual thing which has
Jﬁéaﬁ$ngs 18- &l civange fron one enpirevho-anatheres -

TTisLeL I e o Btdﬁe strikes the statiue and it speci€ically:says upon
its feet of iron and clay. Since the statue represents a pro-
gression 'of; ﬂ%eﬁ&ﬂi wvhen:ftsspacifically says: theistone: strikes

the statue on 'the feet of iron and clay that Suggests very strongly
?ﬁﬁaﬁﬁtﬁéﬁéﬁhﬁﬁiBésdribad‘ﬁﬁltuﬁ’hmtting of the statue by the stone
and demolisheq it, is something that would take place in the Fifth
‘period- of the statuey rathivrithan in onaofisthe first :fours That
would seem to me to be quite cbvious.

But there are those who do not like that idea at alle I noticed
iniong’ eémm:am the statémeny 7is made: The striking of the
feet 1s Bymbolical and does not necessarlly have any particular
referénce-to EHE FHUEEN RKingdoms The: lmage dis struek on the feet
because such a blow will cause i1t to totter and fall. Wherc else
“Hould oné . strike a Blow that-would cauge the entire image to
£al112z"

”'“Tﬁaﬁ”iﬁ'a Case where o man has a < ertatn interpretation that -
he walt$ td ‘BEand Por Snd/ d% Hé Eriss toi twltBt gverything in line
with it or explain away anything that does not fit with it. This
particular commentary I am not critisizing it greatly on this
accounts It is a little worse than a gooﬂﬁm&ﬁVewemméntariea in
this direction but not a great deal. lMostipsopla approwch it with
a definite idea in mind and they try to Fitsaveryehiag in whiih
with thelr idea or explain away what does not seem to fit. It is
spacifically sald the stone strikes the image upon its feet that
are of iron and ElayylWhy Hother tortall where it struck? Why not
just say it strucL the image and destooyed it? There would seem
likely to be some reason for waying where it struck, but more than
that hitting it on the feet is a very unusual and strange thing!
If one of you were standing here and if for some reason 1 wanted
to domoiish yvou, I can't imagine 1I'd pick up a stone and try to
hit you upon the feetl I think that would be the last place I
would think of aiming 1t. IFf there was a statue here I wanted to
%ﬂOCk overy I might hit 1t in the head, in the chest, perhaps even

n the legs but I can't inmegine I would try ts Wit it in &

\g o try to knowk it overd ) e el

httVBWWW. macraelib.ibri.org/Lectures.htm
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30 if this is what the picture means, we have the
question: Does the picture of the image when the iron and
the clay In scme way covered the whole period since 400 A.D.
1s that possible? That long period. Or is it possible that
there is an unmentioned a interval somewhere in the picture?
Is an unmentioned interval a possibility? That 1s a question
that cannot be answered from Daniel 2, and if we find no
parallel to that thing we would certainly say it is not
worthy of consideraticne.

30 as we gc on we will want to see whether there are
parallels to this idea.

Now I'm just ready to start III Prophegy of Daniel 7,
I had three pages already wwexkkkmxfaxxik written for it, but it
is already 10 of,

Maybe I can barely refer to the assignment today which
asks you to find paralle3dsto the eight parts. You noticed in it
the answer to the question whether there are 4 kingdoms or 5,

I am sure. You noticed definite parallels to some of these
parts and to others they were quite different. So we will look
into those next time, The assignment is already posted.
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That God has to gradually convert the world, is purely
theoretical! But his view has been widely presented. I don't
know if you can say widely, but it has been coming into
greater prominence in these last few months than I have known
at any skhex time in my life.

I do not wish at this point to rule it out. I want us to
carefully consider the evidence and see whether it fits wth
it. But we notice the second possibility: that the second

adeent of Christ is the stone, which we saw seems to fit

the picture best but the difficulty is the disappearance

of the Roman Empire.

“At the end of the hour I mentioned the guestion: Is an
unmentioned interval a possibility? And at the end of the
hour I was given a question which I appreciate being given
to me. Any of you who have questions or suggestions, I would
certainly appreciate your writing them out and giving them
to me., We will consider them, and I will either speak to you
personally about them, or they will be covered in the course
of the lecture at a later time,

This very intelligent question said, Why could not the
distinctive characteristic feature of the Roman Empire be
seenk in the Roman Catholic Church as a continuation of the
Roman Empire, and have no memkiemmd unmentioned interval?
That impressed me as a very interesting suggestéon. I'm not
sure I would say it exactly that way, but it does seem to
me that we can recognize the perppective of prophecy. That
as the prophet looks to the future-- you might say it's as
if you were up on a high hill and you look out at the
distant landscape. As you look you seea range of mountains.
Then you see another range behind them, You can't see whether there
is a vallgy between, a valley that is perhaps half a mile wide
or perhaps 10 miles wide. Often you cannot tell,

So the possibility of an unmentioned interval is some=-
thing that must be kept in mind as a possibility. But the
other possibility which I appreciate having mentioned to me
here is I think also a possibility worthy of consideration,
That is when you look at these Kingdoms that Daniel tells
us about, you have the Babylonian empire coming to a certain
point and then being taken over by the Persian and that would
be the end of the Babylonian empire. The Persians took it over
and k they held it for 200 years and when they were in a very
great strength, Alexander the great came from the west with
his very skillful army and within a dozen years he conquered
that tremendous empire, and the Persian empire came to an end
and what we call the Hellenistic empire succeeded it.

Alexander's successors with their type of government, they
were divided into several groups but with a distinctive type
of government much different from the Persian, they continued

" until each of the parts was taken over by the Roman empire and

put to an end as the Roman empire took it over and by the time
of Christ the Roman empire had taken over all of Alexander's
empire and it lasted another four centuries, after the time of
Christ.
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Bat that's all we have-- these two verses, Then v. 19 says,
"Then I would know the truth of the fourth beast." Then we
have several vv. up to ve. 22 in which Daniel recapitulates
fill == still in this vision and tells us again what he has
already told us but he adds further detail.

So we have part of the vision retold with added detail.
Very different from che 2 where Daniel tells Nebuchadnezzar
what his vision is and then tells him what it means.

5« Symbolism and plain language are not so sharply
separated in che. 2. In ch. 2 everything in the vision is a
symbol, everything in the interpretation, or practically
everything, is given in clear language. But here they are not
so sharply separated as is brought out by the fact in all
these skakemgrksxwaxhaxe symbols we have a literal statement
"he saw the (a) son of man coming in the clouds of heaven."

We have literal statemehts mixed in kx with the symbols here

We have literal statements here like that mixed in with symbols
here which we did not have in ch. 2.

B. Though the symbolism is entirely different there s
are four obvious paxakiexX parallels with ch. 2. I think .'d
better not mention th se specifically. I think you all know them
from a previous assignment. I'd better not mention them because
I'm always tellingother faculty members we should not run over
time. I want myself not to go so late you do not have ample
time to make the change from one class to another. So we will
stop at this point.
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At a later time in ch. 8 he tells of his prayer and of God's
answer to prayer

Ch. 10 begins, In the third year of Cyrus, king of Persia, a
thing was revealed unto Daniel . . . \

So all four of these chs. start with a new time at which
Daniel either received a new message from God, or made a praver
as a result of which he received a message from God. There were
several who made a division which put ch. 9 - 11 together as one
unit. Wwell, the beginning of ch. 10 is a clear break, and just
as clear break at the beginning of ch.9 and and of ch. 8. But I
was sorrvy to see anyone make the division that way.

At ch. 10 we have how Daniel prays and the Lord says he will
sand him an ,answer and he sends him an angel who says, Now I will
tell you the truth. Behold there shall stand up vet three kings
of Persia; and the fourth shall be far richer than they . . ."

He goes right on with God's message to him through ch. 11 and
at least part of ch. 12, So if you want to say that 10=-12 is one
unit as compared to the three previous units, that is a good
division aven though it makes your last one much longer.

In ch. 12 I believe there should be a break, that there are
a few vv. that are separate from the rest, For that you really
have to study the ch. carefully to find out where that would be.

- We are not to that as yet.

However, I was quite disappointed to find a few=-not a great
many-- who began a division with ch. 11:1. Of course you are not
much worse than the archbishop is who made the ch. division there
but after all he was probably riding a horseback so there he had
an excuse for not seeing it very clearly.

But you notice how different it is, Ch, 10== In the third
year of Cyrus, king of Persia, a thing was revealed unto Daniel,
Ch, ll-- Also I, in the first year of Darius, the Mede, even I
stood to confirm and to strengthen him," That's not an introduction
to a vision. That's a continuation of what's been said by the
messenger bafore who is now introducing his message.

So if you want to make a break at 11:2 having the prayer and
the coming of the messenger, and then a break between that and
what the messenger said, that is alright, as I believe a very
large portion of the class made a ch. division there, at 1l:2.

But to make one at 1l1l:1, as I say, the archbishop had an escuse
for it. I 4 won'd mark him down of course.-But,z was sorry to see
any of the others of you do it. I won't mark you down for it _
either, but I certainly will if you put it in the keax test. Be-
cause there is a very marked difference there. '

Now we want to look at all of these chs., But we want to go
further in our examination of ch. 7 for today so we will turn back
to it now. In ch.7 we noted it was at least 45 years after Dan. 2.
We don't know exactly how long because we don't know how long
Belshazzar was associated with his father as co-king.
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And raise themselves up on one side. And other say that's

a description of the way a bear walks with one side sort of
liftedu up! Well, I haven't see enocugh bears walking to make
a judgment, between those interpretations.

At any rate that was true of the second kingdom, dods
this here give a picture of that or not? I don't think we can
say for certain. At least it'sa possibility.

Then it says: It had 3 ribs in its mouth between its teeth.
And they said, Arise, devour much felsh. This is a good picture
of what Cyrus did because Cyrus rose in his kingdom and gained
supremacy over all the beasts, and then he led his army westward
and conquered the region north of Babylonia and all of Asia Minor
and then he led it back and down again and conquered Babylon and
then again he went east and conquered further going right to the
very borders of India,

So this "rise and devour much flesh"™ is a picture of the
conquests of Cyrus going way beyond the territory held by the
Babylonians. But it says there were 3 ribs in its mouth, between
its 8eeth. Many commentators will tell you what these three
ribs represent.

I have a footnote here: That is Lydia, Babylonia, Egypt,
etc., And the important word in that note is ETC. He conquered
many areas, and I don't think we have a right to pick three
and say these are the most important. We can't because he con-
quered so many areas including several of very great importance.

I think we can say here of the three ribs that a vivid picture
of the fact he was conquering nations and absorbingdg them and
the number three here 1s not just the conquest of the Babylonian
empire; it was the conquest of « But the attempt to
precisely say what these three refer to, we have no clear evidence
in history to pick out three and I think it m just means he
conquered a number, a lot.

So I don't think there is any special significance here to
the number three.

Then we look at what we are told about the fourth kingdom.
We read in v.6, "After his I beheld, and lo another, like a leopard,
which nhad upon its back four wings of a fowl; the beast had 'also
four heads, and dominion was given to it."™ I don't think the
number four in four wings of a fowl has any particular sigrifigamnze
importance. But I do think you'd never expect a leopard to have
wings, and tc say it has four wings stresses £ the fact of great
mobility. The kingdom of Alexander, and the conquests which he
made so rapidly, can hardly be paralleled in history until you
get to Napoleon and Hitler and the blitskrig that =mimgkx =ach of
these men carried out.

Cyrus was a tremendous conqueror and conquered mAY many areas.
It was hard to parallel, but it was a steady constant conquest over
a series of vyears. But Alexander in a short reign of only 12 years
conquered the greatest empire the world has ever seen to that time.
It was marked by its tremendous rapidity.
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You can easily gather that information from the next few verses.
How did he become king? (2) What relation did he have to the
king of the south? What does it tell about his relaticn to the
king of the soutnh? (3) What do these verses (21-35) tell about
God's people and about this king's relation to them? Gather
that Sa information from vv. 21=35, What particular statements
£fall under each of these heads? We will discuss that next time.
We will be discussing these verses which relate to the history
of the Seleucus and the Ptolemies and I have mimeographed a
general statement of the history that I would like you each to
take a copy of. : '

Question: Repeat the third question.

What does he say about God's people and this man's
relation to them?

Here are these sheets that give the principal facts
about the Ptolemies and the Seleucids. I'd like each of you
to have a copy. It is not for you to memorize, at all. You
will have these facts before you as we discuss the next
things next time. I'1l1l put them here where everybody can
take a copy. -
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But he did not succeed very long. And the next ruler is so im-
portant from a Biblical viewpoint that I'm giving him ancther
head.

De. Antiochus Epiphanes( Antiochus IV called himself
Epiphanes. He is given 15 vv, here, and in the history of Judaisnm
he is one of the most important rulers. Why is he important to
Isracl? Because he 18 not simply a man who won conquests, though
he did. He is not sinmply a man who caused trouble for the Jews,
and made persecution which he did. But toward the latter part of
his reign set himself on a definite policy of completely destroying
the Jewish religion. And force the Jews to become paganS.

wnen he tried at first to be nice and give all sorts of favors
to the ones who would turn pagan, and many did. But when some stood
stronqgly against he proceeded to extremely harsh measures, and the
religionof the OT, humanly speaking, would have been conpletely
wipedout except that a priest who resisted his efforts to force
the people to sacrifice in every little town, came to the town
where this man worked, he and his sons fled into the wilderness
and he an:d his sons became such good guerilla fighters they canme
to be called the "hammers" or the Marcabees, Through them nthors
joined and eventually they gained their freedom, from him.

2e His carcer, In order to understand somethingl of this
Ep}g}g thRat occurred at this time, it 18 necessarvy to kXnow some=-

thino about man Antiochus IV,
Antiochus IV as you know from your chart was the second son of
Antiochus III. The oldest son was Seleucus who succeeded Antiochus,

~When Antiochus IV was a hostage in Rome, and we don't know how many

years he lived there. If he lived there long enough to become very
familiar with Roman customs and situations and dweikmy méthods of
doina things.

And then he was released from his being hostage in Rome and
SeleucuslIII's oldest son, who became Antiochus === who became
Demetrius, down at the very bottom of your sheet, he was made a
hostage in Rome, and Antiochus was released.

Antiochus then went to Greece and lived therc. e lived there
in Athens and became an important official in the Athenian govern-
ment. I've even heard him calied the mayor. I don't know what
the title or position was, but he was pretty successful there. He
had no right to become king because his oldest brother had a son
who was a hostage in Rome and should succeedk him properly.

But when Seleucus, his older brother was killed, Antiochus
immediately got in touch with some people in Asia Minor who had
considerable funds and got them to fund him to try to become
king., He came with a small force into Asia Minor and he managed
to get supportwith all kinds of promises and he became kimid king
after hig brother's death and killed Hellodorus, and also killed
the infant son in zkms whose name Hellodorus was reigning.

So v. ‘21 says, In his estate shall stand up a vile person to
whom they shall not give the honor of the kingdom, but he shall
come in peacably and obtain the kingdom by flatteries. So he secured
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