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More Archaeological evidence

1.  An interesting discovery in Babylon has revealed the ruins of a college, a library, and ciriculem in the training of young princes in the art of interpreting dreams and visions.    One record states:  impiety ot their gods results in being cast into the fiery furnace;  disobedience to the king, results in being thrown into the den of lions.

2.  Records show Nubuchadnezzars custom of constucting huge images to be worshipped not only in Babylon, but also in Ur of the Chaldees, and the tradition of casting men into the fiery furnace who would not worship.

3.  Excavators at Babylon found this furnace, with an inscription: “This is the place of burning where men who blaspheme the gods of Chaldea die by fire.”

4.  Daniel chpt. 5 - the handwritting on the wall and  Belshazzars doom, as he would be killed by the Medes and the Persians when they conquerred Babylon. Daniel states he was the last king of Babylon.  A clay tablet was discovered which stated Nabonidus was the last King of Babylon, and that he was allowed to live by the Persians outside the Babylonian empire.  This was the first real evidence to indicate Daniel was a fraud - until they found hundred of clay tablets that stated, “Belshazzar, regent of Babylon ruled in King Nabonidus sted as he resigned to a palace remote from Babylon.  This clearly supported the fact as Daniel recorded it - Belshazzar was king when Babylon fell!  This also supports the reason Belshazzer told Daniel he would make him third ruler of the Kingdom!  Nabonidus, Belshazzer, and 3rd, Daniel!

5.  Ch. 6 - the lions den.  The lions den in Babylon was uncovered with an inscription, “the place of execution where men who angered the king die, torn by wild beasts.”

6.  The greek words in Daniel has been used against him, but an abbundance of documents tell of greek mercenaries who fought with Nebuchadnezzar and against him, and 6th century language included these words.

7.  The decree of Cyrus setting Israel free has been found , and is now in the British Museum in London.  I tells how Babylon surrendered to Cyrus without a fight and how Darius, who was Cyrus’ vice regent, took Babylon in the name of Cyrus, where he released the captives to return to their original cities and practice their own beliefs.  (on the Behistun Rock of King Darius)

8.  From the Greek and Roman historians, we learn that from Persian times Susa, or Shushan, was the capital of the province of Susiana; and Elam was restricted to the territory east of the Eulaeus River. Nevertheless we now know from cuneiform records that Shushan was part of the territory of Elam back in Chaldean times and before. It is very striking that Daniel 8:2 refers to "Susa in the province of Elam"--an item of information scarcely accessible to a second-century B.C. author.
9. The Babylonian chronicles are a collection of tablets discovered as early as 1887, and are held in the British Museum. In them, Nebuchadnezzar's 605 BC presence in Judah is documented and clarified 

ADVANCE \d 4
10. When the Babylonian chroniciles where finally published in 1956, they gave us detailed political and military information of the first magnitude for the first ten years of Nebuchadnezzar's reign. These tablets were prepared by L./w. King in 1919; he then died, and they were neglected for four decades. 

ADVANCE \d 4
11. The victory of Nebuchadnezzar over the Egyptians at Carchamish in May or June of 605 is also documented by excavations. They found evidences of battle, vast quantities of arrowheads, layers of ash, and a shield of a Greek mercenary fighting for the Egyptians. 

Daniel Chapter 3: Fire, Faith, and Freedom  
(Daniel 3:1-30)

Introduction

We have all heard this story more times than we can remember.  I myself have taught this at least 10 times in sermons throughout my  17 years of preaching.  It is a story that truly builds ones faith in the midst of adversity.

Today, let us forget all our preconceived ideas of this story and move into this chapter as if it is virgin territory, with no worn down path to follow - allowing the Holy Spirit to enlighten its meaning historically and Spiritually  - like fresh powder on a snow covered peak, we will blaze a trail of discovery this day.

Archeological support of the Statue and the Furnace:

First, where is the ‘plain of Dura’?


Some commentaries
 say this could be any area enclosed by a wall.    In  classical sources,  there are three possible locations:

1.  the mouth of the Chaboras river where it feeds into the Euphrates

2.  Beyond the Tigris river by appollonia

3.  in a plain, about 6 miles south east of Babylon.  This is now thought to be the site by most conservative scholars. As mentioned  above.

In the World Bible Handbook , by R. Boyd, which contains an extensive bibliography, we find that the firey furnace in Babylon was found in a plain close to Babylon’s Tel (12miles south east - it is actually 6 miles, and they have recently uncovered a large square of bricks (14 x  14, and 6 meters high) that would accommodate such a statue at this site! 
) . - and there was found a furnace with the inscription “This is the place of burning where men who blaspheme the gods of Chaldea die by fire”.

Secondly, is there any support of people being punished by burning in a furnace?

We also found a tablet in the ‘library’ unearthed in Babylon dating 6th century, and on this tablet  was recorded the laws, including:

a.  Impiety to any gods - - - -  cast into the fiery furnace.

b.  Untoward act relative to a king - - cast alive into the den of lions.

Further, it has been found throughout that area, including the  (south east of Babylon) Ur of Chaldies that Nebuchadnezzer set up images and required the people to worship.

Some feel Nebuchadnezzar was attempting to make the Jews polytheistic - and those who would not bow he would kill (thus the furnace).  We know the enemy has attempted to do away with God’s people throughout history, so there could be some validity to this view.

However, Bultema feels he was just celebrating some victory and assumed everyone could worship different Gods.  The victory could very well be the destruction of Jerusalem’s Temple!

I have come to the conclusion that this was a result of his dream - Nebuchadnezzar attempted to answer Daniels interpretation  with an image that was all gold, standing up and proclaiming that his kingdom will not end or be taken over by ‘lesser’ powers. 

This image would have taken some time to build - the Greek manuscript(mainly the Theodotion translation, not the Septuagent)  of Daniel places  this event in the 18th  or 19th year of Nebuchadnezzar, right about the time of the destruction of  Jerusalem. (II Kings 25:8-10, Jeremiah 52:12.

If this is the case, it could very well be an indicator that Nebuchadnezzar was waiting to see if the God of Daniel would protect Jerusalem and His temple, and if He didn’t, he would worship his god instead!

This view I have not found in any commentary - but I think it makes the most sense, given that Nebuchadnezzar seems to be an honorable ruler up until this time.    

Daniel Chapter three - the critics fail again!

There has been debate whether the image was a oblisqe, some sort of ‘god’, or a human form on a pedestal - a sort of representation of Neb’s empire.  It seems clear that this image was most likely  Nebo, Nebuchadnezzar’s patron god - Prostration before Nebo would amount to a pledge of allegiance to his viceroy, (Akkadian -Nabu- kudurri- usur,) i.e., Nebuchadnezzar.

1.  Critics say the ratio for a man is 6-1 and the statue is 10-1, which is easily explained if you consider a pedestal.

2.  Regarding the gold, it was commen practice to make images out of wood, stone, or some other metal and then overlay it with gold.  

3.  How about all those dignitaries? Let address them:

Bultema did not have the archeological evidence we have today, so he was on the right track in addressing this, but we have more support today.

(1). "the satraps" (ahasdarpenayya, from Old Pers. khshatrapawan, "realm protector"), who apparently were in charge of fairly large satrapies;

(2)  "prefects" (signayya, from segan, presumably borrowed from Akkad. saknu, "one who is appointed"), possibly military commanders (as KD suggests) but more likely lieutenant governors of some sort; 

(3)   "governors" (pahawata, pl. of pehah, derived from Akkad. bel pihati, "lord of an administrative district"), indicating leaders of smaller territories like the postexilic province of Judea, which (cf. Mal. 1:8) was administered by a pehah; 

(4)   "advisers" (adargazerayya, plural of adargazar, probably derived from Pers. andarzaghar, "counsel-giver");

(5)    "treasurers" (gedaberayya, from ganzabara, inferrable from the Pahlevi ganzavar, "treasurer" or "treasure-bearer"); 

(6)   "judges" (detaberayya, from Old Pers. databara, lit., "law-bearer");

(7)    "magistrates" (a conjectural rendering of tiptaye, which may have been derived from an Old Pers. adipati, lit., "overchief"); and 

(8)   "provincial officials" (siltone, from selit, "to have dominion over"), a general term for a governmental executive.

    Observe that five of these titles are apparently of Iranian/Persian in origin, even though the scene for this episode is early in the reign of Nebuchadnezzar (the Median tongue might conceivably have contributed some loan words even back around 600 B.C.). 

We may conclude, therefore, that Daniel 3, in its final form at least, must have been composed after the rise of the Persian Empire (in 539); and the terms used must have replaced those that were actually employed in Aramaic around the turn of the century. This agrees perfectly with the supposition that Daniel finished this book for publication around 532 B.C., when the new Persian titles would have been current in the metropolis of Babylon.

It must be noted that that the Persian capital of Susa was well established from 1700 bc, and that it’s glory rivaled that of Babylon.  The great ‘stela’ or code of Hammurabi containing the codified laws predating 1700bc.  It was not until Henry Rawlinson risked his life to copy the trilingual inscription of the Persian king - Darius, from a monument called the Hehistun rock, rising more than 1700 feet from the surrounding plain that we were able to translate the words in daniel and properly ascribe meaning to this text, therefore I submit that these terms could well have been in use in Babylon during this time, even prior to the conquering of Babylon by Darius!

    At the same time it should be pointed out that by the second century B.C. (the Maccabean period), some of these Persian loan words had become obsolete and could no longer be correctly translated, at least by the Alexandrian Jews (see Introduction, pp. 20-22, for a discussion of this). This can only mean that chapter 3 of Daniel must have been composed long enough before the second century for these words to have been forgotten--which might well have happened after a composition date in the 530s (cf. Wiseman, Problems in Daniel, p. 43).
4.  What about the musical instuments:

As discussed prior to this class, Greek mercenaries were part of  the Babylonian and Egyptian armies.  There is even one manuscript that talks about  instruments they brought with them.  Also, in vs. 4 we are told there were people from ‘every nation and language’ at this event.

It was also commen for the Babylonians to gather all the scientific knowledge and books, along with the music of different cultures. Psalms 137

The library they had also contained museum type artifacts, described in the writtings of Belteshazars sister! (more on this later)

As stated, the Babylonians at this time came up with our system of time (60 seconds in a minute, 60 minutes in an hour, 24 hours in a day, and things like the circumfirance of a circle being 360 degrees.

They also observed the skies and recorded 350 years of observations from 750bc to 400bc!  These were as accurate as observations astronomers were making well into the 18th century!

Nebuchadnezzar ‘collected’ old tablets and even archeological artifacts! Nebuchadnezzars successar Nabonidus who riegned for only a few years, had ruined shrines and temples to be excavated and old inscriptions deciphered and translated. At Ur, he restored the staged tower, uncovered and verified at the Tell Muqayyar.

Back to Belshazzar’s sister:  Princess Bel-Shalti-Nannar - to be exact.  Woolley discovered in an annex to the temple in Ur, where she had been priestess,  a regular museum with object which had been found in the Mesopotamian area.  It was found that she had carefully  catelogued her pieces  on a clay cylinder.

Back to the instruments - they prided themselves in being ‘metropolitan’ and would therefore embrace instuments and their names from the Greek culture  or any culture.

It is known that their were already trade route from Egypt to Greece, with Babylon along the way as they went through Mesopotania.

Bultema adds that it is even possible that the Greeks borrowed the terms from the Chaldeans.

The final argument I will present is this:  recently  TC Mitchell and R. Joyce have produced supportive evidence that these instruments were in existance in the 6th century BC.

a.  horn - cornet - possibly a horn from an animal like a shofar

b.  flute - probably made of reeds and resembling a fife.  We have also found ‘clay whistles’ with holes, that would sound like a flute.

c.  harp - some sort of stringed instrument

d.  zither, trigon or sackbut - possibly a triangle shaped board with strings attatached

e.  lyre - a type of harp with 21 strings

f.  pipes or dulcimer - a type of wind instument that would have a mouthpiece and sound like a bagpipe.

Daniel Chapter Three

Vs. 1-7

60 cubits by 6 -  the sixes of the antichrist begin 66…
Few doubt that Daniel intended to indicate a relationship between the statue of Nebuchadnezzar’s dream in chapter 2 and the king’s image in chapter 3.
 Much is omitted in the chapter 3 account, such as when the events took place in Nebuchadnezzar’s reign. But the precise timing of the events of chapters 1-4 does not contribute to the argument or the message of the Book of Daniel. 

Indeed, we may have something to lose by knowing more. For instance we are not told what the image of chapter 3 represents. Is it an image of the king or of some deity? Why are we not informed? A high regard of Scripture assumes this information is withheld because it is not important. Little would be gained by knowing any more about the king’s image. Yet we may lose by knowing more.

Israel was commanded to serve God alone, and thus all idols were forbidden (Deuteronomy 5:7-10; 6:14-15). When the Israelites defeated their enemies and took the images of their gods, they were to destroy them. They were not to keep them even for the value of their metals (Deuteronomy 7:25-26). God specifically forbade the Israelites to avoid satisfying their curiosity about how the idols were used:

“When the Lord your God cuts off before you the nations which you are going in to dispossess, and you dispossess them and dwell in their land, beware that you are not ensnared to follow them, after they are destroyed before you, and that you do not inquire after their gods, saying, ‘How do these nations serve their gods, that I also may do likewise?’ You shall not behave thus toward the Lord your God, for every abominable act which the Lord hates they have done for their gods; for they even burn their sons and daughters in the fire to their gods” (Deuteronomy 12:29-31).

Daniel Chapter 4 – Pride cometh before a fall…

The kings vision of a tree…

· The portrayal of man in his pride as a lofty tree is a familiar OT symbol: "The LORD Almighty has a day in store for all the proud and lofty ... (and they will be humbled), for all the cedars of Lebanon, tall and lofty, and all the oaks of Bashan" (Isa 2:12-13; cf. Isa 10:34). In 587 B.C., just a few years before Nebuchadnezzar had this dream, Ezekiel had used a similar figure in describing the pride and fall of Assyria (Ezek 31:3-17).
· To Neb. the tree was much more than just a symbo.  he loved trees.               especially the cedars of lebanon - He was  infatuated by their beauty &           Grandur - 

· Babylonian documents speak of him personally supervisiing             the cutting down & transporting of these trees - He would visit the forest          often.

· One document Nebuchadnezzar compares Babylon to a flourishing tree.

· Nebuchadnezzar describes himself as ‘flourishing in his palace’  the words there are Aramaic word for a healthy, green plant or lit. ‘to be green’.  Remember the hanging gardens.

· Read Archeology and the Bible page 478

· Note: God spoke to him where he was at - God might  speak to you through your passions & works.

Only the stump of the tree was spared (v. 15). It was to be encircled with bands of iron and bronze and to remain in the grassy meadow.

What was the band of iron and bronze for?  Some say to restrain Nebuchadnezzar, some same to preserve his kingdom.

Where was Daniel when Nebuchadnezzar lost his mind?   I would suggest that Daniel was the band that preserved the stump (Nebuchadnezzar) and the roots (the kingdom).  I would not be surprised if Daniel ‘kept this event secret’ by telling those in the kingdom that the king had gone away (as he would often to Lebanon) and Daniel appointed watchmen to look after Nebuchadnezzar while Daniel ran the affairs of the state.

This could be one reason we have not found an account of this in extra biblical texts too.
The person this tree stump represented was to be transformed into an animal. 

Could this have been a preview of de-evolution?   Man ,  once great has become simply an animal, which makes man weak and which helps bring about the clay iron world of the last days?

(v. 16) the symbolism emerges as the angelic watchman declared that the mind of the stump was to be changed from that of a man to that of a brute beast. 

The word for "mind" is lebab (lit., "heart," a term that in Scripture refers to the inner self as the seat of moral reflection, choice of the will, and pattern of behavior). It includes not only the mental processes but also the feelings, affections, and emotions, along with all the motivational factors leading to decisions and responses to life situations. 

The king was humbled.  I searched all over for any secular document that would prove his change of heart – and this is what I found:

I found a cuniform inscription translated and published by Rawlinson in his Cuneiform Inscriptions of Western Asia, vol. I, #33, col. II, line 12, where Nebuchadnezzar said this:

“ In exalted trust in HIM, distant countries, remote mountains from the upper sea (Mediterranean) to the lower sea (Persian Gulf), steep paths, blockaded roads, where the step is impeded, was no footing, difficult roads, desert paths, I traversed, and the disobedient I destroyed; I captured the enemies, established justice in the lands; the people I exalted; the bad and evil I separated from the people. “

Further extra-Biblical text found that support true repentance is this:

Before we can come to a conclusion, one question began   bothering me.  Why could we not  find any classical text or extra biblical text supporting the fact the the Babylonian king believed in God?

I searched high and low, and found this:

In the excavation of Qumran Cave 4 in 1952, an Aramaic fragment of a prayer of thanksgiving attributed to Nabonidus was discovered. 

The translation by Milik into French is approximately as follows: 

"The words of the prayer which Nabunai(d), king of Assyria and Babylon, the great king, prayed when he was smitten with an unpleasant skin-disease by the ordinance of God Most High in the city of Teima: `I was smitten with an unpleasant skin-disease for seven years ... But when I confessed my sins and my faults, he granted me a (favorable) verdict. And there was a Jew from ..., and he wrote and told (me) to give honor ... to the name of God Most High'" (this conjectural translation, dependent on several restorations of missing letters, was published by J.T. Milik in Revue Biblique, 63 (1956): 408; cf. Saggs, Babylon, p. 154, for the English version above).

Nabonidus personally (whose ten years of confinement to the North Arabian city of Teima [Teman] may have been partly occasioned by illness.

    The differences between the details of Nebuchadnezzar's experience and the Nabonidus prayer are striking: (1) Nabonidus's skin disease was far less serious than Nebuchadnezzar's insanity; (2) the locus of the narrative in Daniel 4 is apparently at or near Babylon rather than down in Teima; (3) the Jewish counselor, unnamed, is said to have written a letter to Nabonidus rather than advising him personally; and (4) the scope of Nabonidus's authority is said to have included "Assyria,"  which  the king would have been more aware of Assyria and may have had planns to conquer the Assyrians. 

Nabonidus, Belshazzar’s father also wrote this:  ‘preserve me, Nabonidus, king of Babylon, from sin.  To me give the gift of long life, and as regards Belshazzar, my first born son, my dear offspring, put in his heart reverence for thy high divinity. Tablet becomes unreadable until:
Seventh year - the king in Tema,(Jer. 25:23) the crown prince  & his officials and army in Akkad (Babylon); the god of nabu came not to Babylon, the god bel did not go , the festival of the New Year was omitted.’

This makes me think that Nebuchadnezzar  left the belief in God  not with his natural son,  evil marduck, but with a usuper (whom I believe Nebuchadnezzar personally chose) to the throne  - when evil marduck died, Neriglissar took the throne & died just four years later (556),

 and his son Labashi-marduk, who succeeded him, was murdered nine months later (556). 

Then Nabonidus took the throne, and called on the name of the Nebuchadnezzar’s God when he was afflicted.

 Nabonidus  left the central administration to the charge of his son Belshazzar in Babylon itself--the situation still obtaining during this final year of the Chaldean Empire, 539 B.C.

Praise God, this was my extra biblical source of faith in the God of Daniel!

Daniel Chapter 5

The kingdom of silver is introduced in Daniel 5, when Darius captures Babylon, and Belshazzar is put to death. The Medo-Persian kingdom is born, fulfilling the first part of the prophecy revealed through Daniel.

 Nebuchadnezzar died in 562-63bc. The most accurate account of the Kings between Nebuchadnezzar and Belshazzar is taken from Berosus and agreed upon by Josephus.  It goes Nebuchadnezzar who reign 43 years, Evil Marduck who reigned 2 years, Neriglisar reigned four years,  his son (Laborosoarchod) reigned 9 months, and then Nabonidus reigned seventeen years, the last 10 of those his son, co-regent Belshazzar co-reigned with him while he was retirement.

 Of all the so-called problems with Daniel, this one was the most difficult to deal with.  

Nebuchadnezzar, succeeded by his son Evil-Merodach (Akkad. AmelMarduk, "man of Marduk"), who released the captive Jewish king, Jehoiachin, from prison and gave him an honorable place at the court (2 Kings 25:27-30) 

But two years later Evil-Merodach was assassinated by his brother-in-law, General Neriglissar (Akkad Nergal- shar- usur"Nergal, protect the king!"), who had served under Nebuchadnezzar when Jerusalem was destroyed (587-586 B.C.). 

Neriglissar died just four years later (556),

 and his son Labashi-marduk, who succeeded him, was murdered nine months later (556). 

This revolt placed its leader Nabonidus (Akkad. Nabu- naid, "Nebo is exalted") on the throne.

Last week I suggested Nebuchadnezzar picked out Nabonidus and his supporters waited for the proper time to take the throne.

He does not seem to have been related to the royal house by blood but apparently married a daughter of Nebuchadnezzar .

He may have been a member of the wealthy merchant class, therefore being cordially supported by the commercial leaders. A devoted worshiper of the moon-god, Sin (Sumerian Nanna), he was the son of a high priestess belonging to his cult, and one of his daughter was a priestess in Ur.

He would have had supporters from all classes of people - and even Daniel if Nebuchadnezzar truly honed him for this position and gave him his daughter’s hand in marriage!

In the early 1930’s, Raymond Dougherty, the professor of Assyriology at Yale University provided an interesting find.  It was not until the English Scholar Sidney Smith added to his findings that we came up with this text:  “He (Nabonidus) entrusted the kingship to him (speaking of Belshazzar).(footnote 2).  

This occured about 552bc, when Nabonidus went to Teima.

So, was Belshazzar acting regent and King of Babylon?  Dr. Theophilus G. Pinches in ‘Expository Times’, 1915 found tablets that contain contracts from this very period.  It is was their custom to swear by the king to make a contract binding in those days.  This contract they found states:

“in the 12th year of Nabonidus , I bind myself to this oath in the name of Nabonidus, king of babylon, and Belshazzar, the kings son.”

Some, including Chuck Smith, used to believe that Belshazzar was Nebuchadnezzars Grandson
.  This would hold true if Nabonidus actually married a daughter of Nebuchadnezzar, which many (including myself) have hypothesized
   (more on this when we get to vs. 10-12).

There is another  theory I would like to suggest to explain why Daniel Calls Belshazzar king:

The Berosus text states this:”… Nabonidus…magnificently built with baked brick …the walls.  In his 17th year Cyrus advanced from Persia with a large army, and , after subjucating the rest of the kingdom came to Babylon..  Appraised of his coming Nabonidus led his army to meet him, fought and was defeated, where upon he fled with a few followers to in the town of Borsippa.”

Nabonidus retreated south toward his salient at Tema (or Teima), leaving the Persians free access to the capital. 

It could be that all inside the Babylonian fortress assumed Nabonidus was killed and Belshazzar made himself king - and this would also explain why he had a great feast - to honor himself as the new King.  Thus, Daniel would have assumed he was the last King of Babylon, since Nabonidus was either dead or ran away as a coward - leaving the throne to the acting regent, Belshazzar.

The 16th day(of tushri or Sept.), Gobryas (Ugbaru) the governor of Gutium and the army of Cyrus entered Babylon without battle." 

Concerning this same campaign, Herodotus reported (1.190-91): "A battle was fought at a short distance from the city in which the Babylonians were defeated by the Persian king, whereupon they withdrew within their defences. Here they shut themselves up and made light of his seige, having laid in a store of provisions for many sears in preparation against this attack."

 One even shouted to them and said, `Why do you sit there, Persians? Why don't you go back to your homes? Till mules fly you will not take our city.'"

Daniel Chapter 7, 8, & 9 Handout    Please note this is just some of my notes put together – please excuse typos and misspelled words.

Pastor Brett Peterson
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Rabinical sources state that Daniel Chapters 1-6 were written by the men of the great assembly as orally presented after the exciles returned to Jerusalem.

They also say that Daniel 7-12 are written by Daniel himself, then carried to Jerusalem where the men of the great assembly edited and recorded the words as God inspired them to do so.

They also state that a scribe must vocalize every word before writting it.  They believe that Daniel was writting scripture, but it needed to be copied in Jerusalem to make it sacred.

INTRO TO CHAPTER SEVEN


The book of Daniel is divided into two sections.  Chapters 1-6 deal with Daniel interpreting visions and being _VICTORIOUS_____ in the midst of trials.  Chapters 7-12 are an account of Daniel's _VISIONS_____ and their meaning.



WE ARE ABOUT TO GET A GLIMPS OF THINGS YET TO COME IN 

THE NOT SO DISTANT FUTURE - WE WILL WITNESS THE END OF 

THE WORLD AS WE KNOW IT!!
DANIEL'S VISION
Structure of the Text

Two major divisions comprise our text: (1) Daniel’s dream—verses 1-14 and (2) the interpretation—verses 15-28. In more detail, the outline would be as follows:


Daniel's vision can be divided into _FOUR__________ sections.



1._THE FOUR BEASTS OR EMPIRES VS.2-7______



2._THE ANTICHRIST VS.8-11_________________



3._THE 2ND COMING OF CHRIST VS.12-14______



4._THE INTERPRETATION VS.15-28____________

(1) Daniel’s Dream verses 1-14

 The Four Beasts — verses 1-8

 The Ancient of Days — verses 9-12

 The Son of Man — verses 13-14

(2) The Divine Interpretation — verses 15-28

 Daniel’s distress — verse 15

 A General Interpretation — verses 16-18

 A Fuller Interpretation — verses 19-27

 Daniel’s Response — verse 28 

Our stand on this Prophecy...

As we have already established - we believe that the book of Daniel is authentic and inspired.    This book proves that God’s Word is true and that Jesus is the Messiah.  It gives us an overview of history from Babylon to the Milenial kingdom of Jesus Christ.

Background

Chapter 7 moves from the historical accounts of Daniel and his three friends to the prophetic revelations received by Daniel in the last half of the Book.
 The following chart may help us visualize the relationship of Daniel’s prophecies to the historical setting in which they were revealed:

Note about Darius:  Josephus says this:

Darius , book 10

Now, after a little while, both himself and the city were taken by Cyrus, the king of Persia, who fought against him; for it was Baltasar, under whom Babylon was taken, when he had reigned seventeen years. And this is the end of the posterity of king Nebuchadnezzar, as history informs us; but when Babylon was taken by Darius, and when he, with his kinsman Cyrus, had put an end to the dominion of the Babylonians, he was sixty-two years old. He was the son of Astyages, and had another name among the Greeks. Moreover, he took Daniel the prophet, and carried him with him into Media, and honored him very greatly, and kept him with him; for he was one of the three presidents whom he set over his three hundred and sixty provinces, for into so many did Darius part them.


Belshazzar’s rise to power and ascent to the throne seems to have inaugurated a new age for Babylon.  Many may have forgotten the God of Daniel.

This was prophesied in the book of Jeremiah: 27:7

Remember, Belshazzar is Nebuchadnezzars grandson, via Nabonidus. Nab. took the throne in 556, so Bel. assumed command in 549, then Darius (Gobrias) in 539, and Cyrus in 538 bc.

Alexander the Great - What Josephus said about him:

Book of Daniel was showed him 337 wherein Daniel declared that one of the Greeks should destroy the empire of the Persians, he supposed that himself was the person intended. And as he was then glad, he dismissed the multitude for the present; but the next day he called them to him, and bid them ask what favors they pleased of him; whereupon the high priest desired that they might enjoy the laws of their forefathers, and might pay no tribute on the seventh year. He granted all they desired. And when they entreared him that he would permit the Jews in Babylon and Media to enjoy their own laws also, he willingly promised to do hereafter what they desired. And when he said to the multitude, that if any of them would enlist themselves in his army, on this condition, that they should continue under the laws of their forefathers, and live according to them, he was willing to take them with him, many were ready to accompany him in his wars.

11,n337. The place showed Alexander might be Daniel 7:6; 8:3-8, 20--22; 11:3; some or all of them very plain predictions of Alexander's conquests and successors.

READ REV.7:17:1  After this I saw four angels standing at the four corners of the earth, holding back the four winds of the earth so that no wind could blow on earth or sea or against any tree.

Mishler believes the four winds are 4 spirits.
This is very interesting:

The Rabbi’s state this:   “The four winds repressent the higher, spiritual forces that correspond to the four kingdoms - each having it’s base of power  at another corner of the earth.

This is very  intruiging -  think about the ‘Prince of Persia’ holding back Gabriel as he was coming to answer Daniels prayer!!!
‘FOUR CORNERS OF EARTH’ SIGNIFY ALL

“WINDS OF CHANGE” STIR THE POLITICAL CLIMATE AND SET THE STAGE FOR EACH ‘BEAST TO CONQUER AND TAKE POWER!

The _GREAT SEA__________ is analogous of all _MANKIND_____ and culture.

THE GREAT SEA  MEANING MANKIND IS A COMMEN PERSONIFICATION IN THE BIBLE 

MATT.13:47;

47  “Again, the kingdom of heaven is like a net that was thrown into the sea and caught fish of every kind;

REV 13,17

13:1  And I saw a beast rising out of the sea, having ten horns and seven heads; and on its horns were ten diadems, and on its heads were blasphemous names.

17:15  And he said to me, “The waters that you saw, where the whore is seated, are peoples and multitudes and nations and languages.

The four great beasts represent the _FOUR GREAT________ world empires that have risen from Nebuchadnezzar to the Antichrist.

REV. 13:13:1  And I saw a beast rising out of the sea, having ten horns and seven heads; and on its horns were ten diadems, and on its heads were blasphemous names.

2  And the beast that I saw was like a leopard, its feet were like a bear’s, and its mouth was like a lion’s mouth. And the dragon gave it his power and his throne and great authority.

REV.17:9  “This calls for a mind that has wisdom: the seven heads are seven mountains on which the woman is seated; also, they are seven kings,

10  of whom five have fallen, one is living, and the other has not yet come; and when he comes, he must remain only a little while.

11  As for the beast that was and is not, it is an eighth but it belongs to the seven, and it goes to destruction.

12  And the ten horns that you saw are ten kings who have not yet received a kingdom, but they are to receive authority as kings for one hour, together with the beast.

13  These are united in yielding their power and authority to the beast;

14  they will make war on the Lamb, and the Lamb will conquer them, for he is Lord of lords and King of kings, and those with him are called and chosen and faithful.”

SPECIAL NOTE:

If there had been another _WORLD____ empire after the Roman empire our Bible would be wrong and our _FAITH______ futile! 

HISTORY IS CLEAR:   HOFFMAN (A GERMAN HISTORIAN)states that  CHARLEMAGNE WAS DESCENDED FROM A ROMAN HOUSE,  GERMAN EMPOROR OTHO II AND RUSSIAN GRAND -PRINCE VLADIMIR MARRIED WITH DAUGHTERS OF THE EAST ROMAN EMPEROR. - GERMANY, RUSSIA, AND MOST EUROPEAN NATIONS CAME FROM AND STILL ARE THE ROMAN EMPIRE.

READ McGEE - PG. 572

The _ROMAN_______ empire was never conquered.  “Pax Romana” (Rome established peace in the world through conquering it) is still taught in History class.

ROMAN INFLUENCE STILL GOVERNS CIVILIZATION, AND WILL EMERGE AGAIN AS WE CAN SEE IN THE EUROPEAN COMUNITY!

The __ONE WORLD _____ government the __ANTICHRIST__ sets up is part of the Roman Empire.

Son of Man – used by for only three special men – Ezekiel, Daniel, and the Messiah.

Frequently in the OT God is said to come from heaven in a chariot of clouds to execute judgment (Pss 18:10; 97:2-4; 104:3; Isa 19:1; Nah 1:3).

and, behold one like the Son of man came with the clouds of heaven; not Judas Maccabaeus, as Porphyry; nor the Roman people, as Grotius; nor the people of Israel, as Aben Ezra; nor the people of the saints of the most High, as Cocceius; but the Messiah, as most Christian interpreters, and even the Jews themselves, both ancient and modern, allow. In the ancient book of Zohar {u} it is said, 

``in the times of the Messiah, Israel shall be one people, to the Lord, and he shall make them one nation in the earth, and they shall rule above and below; as it is written, "behold, one like the Son of man came with the clouds of heaven"; this is the King Messiah of whom it is written, "and in the days of these kings shall the God of heaven, set up a kingdom which shall never be destroyed", &c. #Da 2:44'' 

So in the Talmud {w} this prophecy is thus reconciled with another, concerning the Messiah, in#Zec 9:9, to what R. Alexander said, R. Joshua ben Levi objects what is written, 

and, behold, one like to the Son of man came with the clouds of heaven; and it is written, "poor, and riding upon an ass": which is thus adjusted, 

``if they (the Israelites) are worthy, he (the Messiah) comes with the clouds of heaven; but if they are not worthy, he comes poor, and riding on an ass;'' 

and so it is interpreted in their ancient Midrashes {x}, or expositions, as well us in more modern ones: Jarchi on the text says, 

``he is the Messiah;'' 

and so R. Saadiah Gaon and Jacchiades, this is Messiah our righteousness; and Aben Ezra observes, that this is the sense R. Jeshua gives, "that one like to the Son of man" is the Messiah; and he adds, it is right, only along with him must be joined the holy people, who are the Israelites: and, with the Jews, Anani, which signifies "clouds", is the name of the Messiah, founded upon this text, in the Targum of#1Ch 3:24, where mention is made of the name of a person, Anani, it is added, 

``who is the Messiah that is to be revealed;''   

They don’t have the rest of the story though, as we find it in Revelation:

(READ REV. 19:17-19  

The Aramaic here suggests an appointed time between the coming of the ancient of days bringing vengance for the saints, and the time that they receive the kingdom.

The Rabinic Sages and the 98th a Sanhedrin (based on Is. 60:22)  state this suggests two ways the Messiah could come - 1. that if they are ‘good’ enough, he will come before the appointed time,

and 2. He would come at the appointed time.

Jewish scholars and Rabi’s  calculated the ‘end’ in the Talmud and other Rabinic writtings.  The books we have today will not say what they calculated.  The Sanhedrin 97 - b  now forbids anyone from attempting to calculate the end. (this was held just prior to the destruction of the Temple in 70 ad  -   and it appears that they had used Daniel to calculate the coming of the Messiah which is the ‘end’ in Jewish thought, and when in didn’t happen in their eyes, they forbid anymore calculating and just say, “ Because of our many  sins,  there have passed of them the years otherwise destined for the Messianic era. “

Daniel Chapter 8

The book changes from Aramaic (2:4-7:28)  back to Hebrew.


From here on, the focus is back on Israel rather than on the gentile nations.


Rabi’s consider Hebrew the ‘Holy Tongue’, and feel  it is the language of Divine prophecy.  They say the Aramaic portion of Daniel is mostly quotations of the Aramaic Kings and Daniel communicating to them in Aramaic, and this is why they are written in the Gentile tongue.

Time Line Review

Timeline To 609 to 117

609bc
Necho, king of Egypt was overlord of Jerusalem/Palastine


II Kings 23:31-34

Josiahs son, King Johoahaz was taken to Egypt and Eliakim, whose name was changed to King Jehoiakim.

Arch.
Cuniform text unearthed in Mesopotamia concur with this historical fact. (in British Museum).

606 to

605bc
King Nabopolassar sent the crown prince, Nebachadnezzar to Egypt - he conquered Necho and Carchemish and chased him to Palastine/Jerusalem, where he took some prisoners from noble families. Daniel was amoung these taken.


Jer. 25:1,27:19-20, 46:17-22, 52:12-30,  II Kings 24:1-7, II Chron. 36:6,7, Daniel 1


1. Head: Babylon
Neb. then received news that Nabopolassar had died, and rushed back to Babylon where he became King. (605 bc)

‘Dan. In Critics Den’ pg. 17, appendix 154 - 155

This happened the 3rd year of Jehoiakim counting in Babylonian style, and the 4th year using the Mishna style.

Timeline Continued

597bc
Johakim revolts and dies by natural causes.


II Kings 24:8-15


Ezek. 1:2

Johoachin takes over as King at the age of 18.  He reigns for 3 months and is taken to Babylon, along with Ezekiel and others.

585bc
 Jeremiah flees to Egypt.


Jer. 52:34

Arch. 
‘Bible as History’ page 285   Proof that these events occured as Daniel recorded!

The first of the four world-empires, then, was the Neo-Babylonian Empire of the Chaldeans that Nebuchadnezzar, whose reign began in 605 B.C., was to rule over for about forty more years--till 562 B.C. But his empire did not last more than twenty-one years after his death. His son Evil-Merodach (Amel-Marduk in Akkad.) reigned two years only ( 562-560, according to another reckoning). Neriglissar (or Nergal- shar- usur) reigned four years (560-556) and Labashi-Marduk only one (556).

 Nabonidus engineered a coup d'etat in 556 (according to the Babylonian Chronical) and ruled till he gave kingship to his son, Belshazzar, in 552/53
 who ruled until Babylon fell to the Medes (Darius, aka Gobrias the guttium) and the Persians (Cyrus the Great) in 539.
2. fell to the Medes and Persians,

 a joint empire in which first the Medes and then the Persians took precedence.

The silver empire was to be Medo-Persia, which began with Gobrius (Darius)

Darius (Gobrius) takes Babylon - acting king from 10-11-539bc for approx. 6 months

Cyrus assumes the Throne 538 bc    Ezra 1:1-4   

All predicted in Is. 44:28-45:4

 and  Cyrus the Great, who conquered Babylon in 539/38 

In Cyrus first year, he released the captives: 538
Captivity period continued and the events recorded in the Book of Daniel transpired.

538,37 
Jews freed ( 1st  year of Cyrus) and allowed to return to Jerusalem - the 70 year captivity is over.

His older son, Cambyses, had the throne from 530 /29 and conquered Egypt, but died in 523 or 522. After a brief reign by an upstart claiming to be Cyrus's younger son, Darius, son of Hystaspes deposed and assassinated him and established a new dynasty in 522. Darius brought the Persian Empire to its zenith of power but left unsettled the question of the Greeks in his western border.  Xerxes took the throne in 486 when Darius died. Xerxes (486-464) his son, in his abortive invasion of 480-479, failed to conquer the Greeks. Nor did his successor Artaxerxes I (464-424/23) do this but rather contented himself with intrigue by setting the Greek city-states against one another. Later Persian emperors--Darius II (423-404); Artaxerxes II (404-359); Artaxerxes III (359-338); Arses (338-336/35); and Darius III (336/35-331)--declined still further in power. This silver empire was supreme in the Near and Middle East for about two centuries.

They could not conquer the Greeks, who were the 3rd major world power.

 Their supremacy was ended by Alexander the Great, who founded 

3. the Greek Empire. 

As for the third empire (represented by bronze), it was even less desirable from Nebuchadnezzar's standpoint; though Greece was to "rule over the whole earth," its political tradition was more republican than its predecessor. The bronze empire was the Greco-Macedonian Empire established by Alexander the Great, who began his invasion of Persia in 334, crushed its last resistance in 331, and established a realm extending from the border of Yugoslavia to beyond the Indus Valley in India--the largest empire of ancient times. 

After his death in 323, Alexander's territory soon split up into four smaller realms, ruled over by his former generals 

Antipater in Macedon-Greece, 

Lysimachus in-Asia Minor, 

Seleucus in Asia, and 

Ptolemy in Egypt, Cyria, and Palestine. 

This situation crystallized after the Battle of Ipsus in 301, when the final attempt to maintain a unified empire was crushed through the defeat of the imperial regent Antigonus. 

The eastern sections of the Seleucid realm revolted from the central authority at Antioch and were gradually absorbed by the Parthians as far westward as Mesopotamia. 

But the remainder of the former Greek Empire was annexed by Rome after Antiochus the Great was defeated at Magnesia in 190 B.C. Macedon was annexed by Rome in 168, Greece was permanently subdued in 146, the Seleucid domains west of the Tigris were annexed by Pompey the Great in 63 B.C., and Egypt was reduced to a Roman province after the Battle of Actium in 31 B.C. 

Thus the bronze kingdom lasted for about 260 or 300 years before it was supplanted by the fourth kingdom prefigured in Nebuchadnezzar's dream-image.
4. Rome Iron to Iron mixed with clay.

This was unquestionably the strongest and most durable of the four empires.

 Iron connotes toughness and ruthlessness and describes the Roman Empire that reached its widest extent under the reign of Trajan (98-117 A.D.), who occupied Rumania and much of Assyria for at least a few brief years.

Rome took complete power after the Battle of Actium in 31BC.,  and has never been replaced by another world power.

REV 13,17

13:1  And I saw a beast rising out of the sea, having ten horns and seven heads; and on its horns were ten diadems, and on its heads were blasphemous names.

17:15  And he said to me, “The waters that you saw, where the whore is seated, are peoples and multitudes and nations and languages.

The four great beasts represent the _FOUR GREAT________ world empires that have risen from Nebuchadnezzar to the Antichrist.

REV. 13:13:1  And I saw a beast rising out of the sea, having ten horns and seven heads; and on its horns were ten diadems, and on its heads were blasphemous names.

2  And the beast that I saw was like a leopard, its feet were like a bear’s, and its mouth was like a lion’s mouth. And the dragon gave it his power and his throne and great authority.

REV.17:9  “This calls for a mind that has wisdom: the seven heads are seven mountains on which the woman is seated; also, they are seven kings,

10  of whom five have fallen, one is living, and the other has not yet come; and when he comes, he must remain only a little while.

11  As for the beast that was and is not, it is an eighth but it belongs to the seven, and it goes to destruction.

12  And the ten horns that you saw are ten kings who have not yet received a kingdom, but they are to receive authority as kings for one hour, together with the beast.

13  These are united in yielding their power and authority to the beast;

14  they will make war on the Lamb, and the Lamb will conquer them, for he is Lord of lords and King of kings, and those with him are called and chosen and faithful.”

HISTORY IS CLEAR:   HOFFMAN (A GERMAN HISTORIAN)states that  CHARLEMAGNE WAS DESCENDED FROM A ROMAN HOUSE,  GERMAN EMPOROR OTHO II AND RUSSIAN GRAND -PRINCE VLADIMIR MARRIED WITH DAUGHTERS OF THE EAST ROMAN EMPEROR. - GERMANY, RUSSIA, AND MOST EUROPEAN NATIONS CAME FROM AND STILL ARE THE ROMAN EMPIRE.

READ McGEE - PG. 572

4 generals: Ptolemy -Egypt, Seleucas - Assyria & Babylon, Antigona - Persia & Asia Minor, and Phillip (Alexanders Brother) Macedonia.

It is interesting to note that we agree with our Rabbi friends: however, they say Rome now lives in two world religious systems: these dualistic world powers represent Christianity and  Islam!

(Susa is 150 miles North of the present head of the Persian gulf - this became the capital of the Persian empire - which would be the next world power.  It is interesting to note this area is close to Ecbatana, where Josephus writes that Daniel built a tower and a tomb, where the kings of Media, Persa.  Josephus also states that Daniel was actually in Susa.), which is in the province of Elam ( this is another proof that Daniel was written in 6th century, for he has to explain where Susa is - by the 2nd Century everyone knew where Susa was and there would be no need for this explanation.  Archeology has given us Susa, where they have uncovered the great palace of Xerxes(486-464 BC), where Esther lived (Esther 1:1-2,) this palace was awsome - the pillars bases were in the likeness of oxen, and they rose 67 feet high - there were 36 of these!  We also have found several Babylonian documents there Susa,
- including the code of Hammurabi - the most thourough document  explaining Babylonian culture, laws, etc.); and I looked in the vision, and I myself was beside the Ulai Canal ( Mcgee states the Ulai canal is the Kerkhah River - others believe it is a canal that connects the Choastes (Karua) and the Coprates (Karkheh) rivers, built for Susa as a water suply) . 

Lets compare:

7:8 comes out of the 4th kingdom                 
8:9 comes out of the 3rd kingdom

is given power by the 10 kings, 

ascends to the throne by one of the 4 rulers

uproots three kings to gain power



 comes as an eleventh horn after ten preceding horns. In#Da 8:9 it is not an independent fifth horn, after the four previous ones, but it arises out of one of the four existing horns.

Now since the author of Daniel lays great emphasis on numbers and invests them with high significance, there is no possibility that he could have meant to equate a ten-horned beast with one bearing only four horns. The only really plausible explanation, therefore, is that the little horn arising from the third kingdom serves as a prototype of the little horn of the fourth kingdom.

This horn is explained(#Da 8:23) to be "a king of fierce countenance," etc. Antiochus Epiphanes is meant. Greece with all its refinement produces the first, that is, the Old Testament Antichrist. Antiochus had an extraordinarly love of art, which expressed itself in grand temples. He wished to substitute Zeus Olympius for Jehovah at Jerusalem. Thus first heathen civilization from below, and revealed religion from above, came into collision. Identifying himself with Jupiter, his aim was to make his own worship universal (compare#Da 8:25 with#Da 11:36);

 so mad was he in this that he was called Epimanes (maniac) instead of Epiphanes (brilliant, shining). 

After making an unsuccessful attempt to pillage Nanaea, a wealthy temple in Elymais, he died of a sudden malady.

    Ancient sources have somewhat diverse accounts of Antiochus's fatal illness. 1 Macc 6:4, 8-16 says that he withdrew to Babylon after his repulse at Elymais, that he became deathly ill after hearing of the victories of Judas Maccabaeus, and that he died many days later. 2 Macc 9:1-28, however, states that Antiochus had attempted to raid a temple in Persepolis (rather than Elymais), and that it was at Ecbatana that he heard the disturbing news of the Maccabean victories. Then, as he was uttering dire threats of reprisal against them, he was seized with severe abdominal pains that never left him; and thus he fell out of the chariot in which he was riding. Finally, as a result of his severe injuries from the fall and the attack of worms on his bowels, accompanied by a revolting stench, he finally died with vain petitions on his lips, imploring the God of Israel to spare his life. Josephus affirms that it was the temple of Artemis that Antiochus attacked in Elymais (as in 1 Macc 6) and then follows in general the description of 2 Macc 9 in regard to the fatal illness and the final admission of wrong in opposing the God of the Hebrews (cf. Antiq. XII, 354-59 [ix.1]). At all events, these accounts agree in stating that the tyrant met his end by a nonhuman agency, whether by a chariot fall, by abdominal cancer, or by some other illness. (Roger Simpson [EBr, 14th ed., 2:77] suggests that Antiochus died of "consumption" in Gabae, or Isfahan, in Persia.) This question of the place and manner of Antiochus's death becomes a matter of special importance in 11:45.

How will the other anti-christ die?  Different than the way antichus does:

Daniel 11: 42-45 Verse 42 continues Antichrist's triumphant progress. Apparently the king of the South is going to suffer defeat at the hands of Antichrist ("the king of the North"), even though he had at first felt strong enough to initiate the conflict with the king of the North. Egypt will at last be defeated, whether or not it is completely and permanently added to Antichrist's realm. He will go on to capture all the reserves of silver and gold locked up in their vaults, for v. 43 states: "He will gain control of the treasures of gold and silver and all the riches of Egypt." Their loyal allies, the Libyans to the west and the Nubians (or Sudanese) to the south, will also be subjugated by him. At last his triumph over the powerful antagonists to the south will be consummated. But his satisfaction over this will be short-lived because (v. 44) news of trouble in the Middle East will bring him out of Egypt in a fury to crush his opponents in Palestine. There, perhaps in the vicinity of Megiddo, he will encamp ("between the seas" [v. 45], indicating the Dead Sea and the Mediterranean), within easy striking distance of Jerusalem itself--"the beautiful holy mountain," i.e., Moriah, where the temple stood.

    Verse 45 ends with this abrupt obituary: "Yet he will come to his end, and no one will help him." This comes with a jolt, just at the moment when Antichrist seems to be sweeping away all opposition. All at once crushing disaster overtakes him, like that which will overtake the pillaging and raping attackers of the Holy City, when suddenly "the LORD will go out and fight against those nations" (Zech 14:3) and the attackers will disappear. Similarly in Revelation 19:19-20, the "beast and the kings of the earth" gather against the Lord to make war on his people. In the next verse (20) we read: "But the beast was captured, and with him the false prophet ... The two of them were thrown alive into the fiery lake of burning sulphur." This seems to pick up Revelation 16:16: "Then they gathered the kings together to the place that in Hebrew is called Armageddon" (i.e., har- Megiddo, "the mountain of Megiddo"), which lies "between the seas."

    Such will be the sudden end of the Antichrist of Daniel 11:36-45, and it will take place in the Holy Land. This prediction of the location of his death eliminates the figure of Antiochus Epiphanes, who met his end in Persia, after an unsuccessful raid on a temple in Elymais. There is no possibility of explaining this prediction as a vaticinium ex eventu, concocted by a Maccabean storyteller who wanted to stir up patriotic ardor by a set of spurious prophecies. Therefore the entire case for a rationalistic explanation for the composition of Daniel in the second century after the fulfillment of its predictions is logically untenable. There is no way the details of vv. 40-45 can be fitted into the career of Antiochus Epiphanes. A rationalistic critic may label this paragraph unsuccessful or unfulfilled prophecy, but he cannot convincingly avoid the implication that the other predictions too may have been made before the time of their fulfillment. If the author of Daniel did not wait till the fulfillment of 11:40-45 before composing these verses as predictions there is no valid reason for insisting that he devised the other predictions fulfilled in the fourth, third, and second centuries only after they had actually been fulfilled.

Daniel 9

Correction from last week’s timeline:

 Cyrus assumes the Throne 538/537 bc    Ezra 1:1-4   

All predicted in Is. 44:28-45:4

In Cyrus first year, he released the captives: 538/537 Captivity period continued and the events recorded in the Book of Daniel transpired.

538,37 
Jews freed ( 1st  year of Cyrus) and allowed to return to Jerusalem - the 70 year captivity is over.

About Chapter Nine:

This is Daniels third vision

In Daniel we have been given an overview of the Gentile Nations, now we will receive an overview of the God’s chosen people and their future.

Remember,  Belshazzars feast occured between  chapters 8 and 9.

This is said to be the key to all prophecy!

Most of 9 will be covered next week by Gene Dahler.

� Leupold in Daniel, Key to Understanding Prophecy


� Oppert, ‘Scientific Expedition of Mesopotamia’, pg 238 ff


� Biblical Background, by Adams and Callaway, pg. 124


� ‘The Bible as History’, Keller, pg. 305


� ‘The Musical Inst. In Neb.’s Wrchastra’, Mitchell and Joyce, pg.19-21


� While there seems to be a connection between the statue of chapter 2 and the image of chapter 3, there are striking contrasts between these two representations. Consider these contrasts:


Images of Chapter 2: (a) divine origin; (b) a vision only; (c) made of different metals; (d) not an object of worship; (e) privately revealed to Nebuchadnezzar; (f) fairly well described; (g) prompted king to bow down.


Images of Chapter 3: (a) human origin; (b) a reality; (c) made only of gold; (d) an object of worship; (e) revealed to all; (f) described only generally; (g) men commanded to bow down.


� Norman Porteous, Daniel - A Commentary, p.68


� Documents from Old Testament Times, Dr. W. Thomas, pg. 90,91


� Chuck Smith, Luke Commentary Chpt. 17:11-14, Calvary Archives.


� Page 122, Daniel, key to Prophecy by  J. Walvoord.


�Daniel - a Midrashic, Talmudic, and Rabbinic Commentary.Mesorah Publications. NY


� It is not altogether accurate to refer to chapters 1-6 as historical and 7-12 as prophetic. Chapter 2 contains a very significant prophecy, revealed by God to king Nebuchadnezzar. Chapter 9, on the other hand, has a historical account of Daniel’s study of Jeremiah and of his prayers of repentance and petition for Israel’s restoration and return to the land of promise.


�Dr. Dougherty, 552 when Nobonidus went to Temes, ‘he have rulership to his son’.


� “Beginning in 1884, the site of ancient Susa, then a large mound, has been explored and has divulged many archeological treasures. The code of Hammurabi was found there in 1901. The famous palace referred to by Daniel, Esther and Nehemiah was begun by Darius I and enlarged by later kings. Remains of its magnificence can still be seen near the modern village of Shush.” Walvoord, p. 181.
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