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AUTHOR'S PREFACE.

A VESI remarkable resemblance has always been observed between tbe

Book of Daniel and the Book uf Revelation. Whatever view maj be

taken of the proper interpretation of these books, it ia difficult to write

a Commentary on one of them without carefully studying the other,

and without practically furnishing to a considerable extent an espoai-

tion of the other There is DO evidence, indeed, that John, in the

Book of Revelation, intended to imitate Daniel, and yet there is ao

strong a resemblance in the manner in which the Divine disclosures

respecting the future were made to the two writers; there ia so clear

a reference to tbe samo great events in the history of the world; there

can well wrile on the one without discussing many points, and making

usa of many illustrations, wliieb would be equally appropriate in «n

exposition of the other.

The following Notes on the Book of Daniel were mostly written

before I commenced the preparation of Notes on the Bonk of Revela-

tion, though Ihe latter boolt is published first. I t has thus happened

that many inquiries have been started, and many subjects discussed, in

connection with this book, which would otherwise have found a place



in the Notes on the Book of Revelation, and that in tlio exposition of

the latter, I have, in many places, to avoid needless repetition, donr

little more than refer to corresponding places in the Motes on Daniel.

While I hate endeavoured to omka each work a complete exposition in

itself, it is nomtheless true that the two are designed, in some mea-

sure, to go together, and that the one is necessarj to the full under.

standing of the other.



EDITOR'S PREFACE.

Wa send forth these volumes on Daniel, in perfect confluence that they
will be hailed with acceptance by the .author's numerous admirers in this

The book of Daniel possesses.charms alike for the susceptible mind
of youth, and the mature mind of the advanced student. Who has not
hung wilh delight in the dap of his childhood over the wondrous stories
of the captive prophet, regarding the judgment of God on the haughty
Nebuchadnezzar, Bdshuiu 'a impious feast and awful doom, the three
children in the burning fiery furnace, and Daniel in the lions' den ? No
Eastern tales, no Arabian Nights' Entertaitimmls, have so fascinated us
as these. Here, assuredly, trnth ia more wonderful than notion. And
what student of Scripture has not been arrested and detained by the
sublime visions of Daniel, and has not felt all bis powers tasked in the
interpretation of them ? The vision of the colossal statue; of fhe four
beasts from, the sea; of tbe nun an* the he-goat i of the seventy weeks,
and the final resurrection scene, presenting a- kind of epitomized history
of the successive empires of .the world, and of (be rarjing condition of
the church, as existing in. them, or affected bj them, have all along
excited deep interest, and formed tbe subject of prolonged inquiry to
the most gifted minds. Sir Isaac Newton nas as aniious to penetrate
into these prophetic depths, as into those depths of heaven, where bo
aonght the starry wnrjds, nhose laws be expounded.

Of the Author's commentary the reader will judge for himself. It
seems to us to be characterised by his usual thoroughness of research,
and solidity of judgment. We do not say that we can accord with him
on all points, or tliat bis book is likely to satisfy any student of pro-
phecy on all points; but inasmuch as what may be called the Pro-
testant scheme of exposition is presented with more clearness and ful-
ness, and with more advantages from the pew lights of modern history



and research, than in any other English work of the kind, we should an-
ticipate for U a vetj high, if not the highest plsee, among English com-
mentaries on Daniel. We doubt not a. brief outline or analysis of the
exposition will be acceptable to our readers. We shall, therefore, pre-
sent it here, noting, when it may seem necessary, the points where our
author diverges from the usn&l course of exposition, or differs from those
who have been regarded as authorities.

We say nothing of the historical part, but piss at once to the pro-
phetic. !DK vision of the colossal statue (chap, ii.) is interpreted in
the usual way of the four great monarchies; and " the stone cut out of
the mountain without hands," is the kingdom of the Messiah, super-
human in ita origin, feeble in its beginnings, but ultimately supplanting
all other kingdoms, and filling the earth. The vision of the four beasts,
the lion, the bear, the leopard, and the nondescript animal, " dreadful and
terrible," {chap. tiL) presents the four monarchies again, under another
form or different set of symbols. The ten horns in the head of this last
monster (which represents the Roman empire) are the ten kingdoms
into which the Western empire was divided j and the little horn spring-
ing up among the ten, and destroying three of them, the horn with
"eyes of man, and mouth spcaling great things," is the Papacy, not
Antioehus Epiphanes, as Eicbhorn, Bertholdt, Elect, Stuart, and others,
maintain. The Author's defence (vol. ii. p. 76-82), of this interprcta-
tion, eeems to us not only able, hut triumphant. The time of this little
horn, or Fapal power (vii. 35), is 31 prophutio years, or 1260 prophetb
days-, that is, years, beginning, 4,D. 759 (vol. ii. p. 96), when Pepin,
king of France, gave a grant to Pone Stephen of the eiarchata of Ra-
venna, and the PenUpolis. The year A.D. 2012 is, of course, the ter-

We hove neit the vision of the nun and the hc-goat, interpreted of
the MenVPersian and Greek empires, of which these animals were re-
spectively the well-known emblems (chap, i b l ) The "notable horn"
(ver. 5) of the goat is Alexander the Great. Tlie "four notable ones"
thst come up afterwards are his successors; and ths "little horn out of
ono of them" is Antiochua Epiphsnes. The time in thia vision is 8800
isjs, which our author interprets literally of a period of six years and
110 days; and applies to the whole period of the Antiochian persecu-
tion, from i.e. December, 25, 165, when the sanctuary was cleansed



under Judas Maccabeus, and the persecution of course ended, backwards

to B.C. August 5,171, when the aggressions on the part of Autiochiu

began. It may not be practicable to make out the precise number of

days, but this calculation brings us to the year which is necessary tc

ie out the S3QO days. Bo Mr. Barnes. Tlie two' Newtons, on the

sr hand, in strict consistency with their Year-day principle, expound

the little horn of Rome, and calculate the time from B.C. S3*, the date

of Alcsander's invasion of Asia, or from the vision of the lie-goat, and

thus they make it end with the world's sixth millennium. Scott, follow-

ing Faber, expounds of the Mabometan delusion, and dates from st

where in the time of tbe ram or Persian empire; that is, somew!

between B.C. 536 and B.C. SSO, and maintains, of course, the Year-day

Kext we bare the Famous tision of the seventy weeks. Thi3 general

period, explained of 4Q0 years, is calculated by our author from tlio

"L of Artaserses Longimanus, that is, from B.C. 451; it is divided into

I parts; first, a period of seven weeks or forty-nine yean to'the

rebuilding of the city, which, counting from the terminal a ji/o as above,

brings us to B e. 405, the time when Nehemiab had completely finished

hia undertaking (vol. ii. p. 175); second, o period of sixty-two we

or 43* years, tfhr which Messiah would appear and be cut off, which

brings us to i.n. 39; and third, a period of one week, or seven je

which was occupied in confirming the covenant with many, through the

ministry of Christ and his apostles; in the midst of this iveek Jesus,

in accordance with the prediction, dicii, and the sacrifice and oblation

for ever ceased ! (vol. ii. p. 182). A more remarkable prophecy, and

one whose fulfilment can be more distinctly tiaccd, never was uttered [

and our author's full and lucid exposition, after bis happiest manner,

makes tbia one of Ihe THUS! iii'.urc-M'î - iii'i'Ws of his book.

The prophecy nest passes, at diap. ii., to [he wars between the kings

oE the north and the south, that is, between Syria and Egypt, or the

Seleucidic and the Ptolemies.' The introductory part (vers. 1-4) presents

an epitome of piLiv:.^ liitlor*—T.^iicin™ Ihe three successors of Cyrus,

vis. Cambjses, Smerdis, and Darius Uyslaspis; also the fourth rod

rich king, ™ , Xerxes; and the » i-lny ih-, uliosn kingdom should be

divided to tbe four winds of heaven, viz., Alexander the Great and

four generals, whti, at [iff death, partitioned the kingdom among tti



Aft* this introdnctory putt, Die I U I between the north and tlie south,
or the long succession of humilities between two parts of Alexander's
dominions, Sjria, and Egypt, immediately follow {vers. 6-20). At tfais
place (ser. 21) Antiochus Epiphanes, ting of Syria, is again introduced,
under the character of a "t i le person." Jlr. Buses applies the whole

however, difference of opinion among interpreters in regard to the
passage beginning st verse SI, where, according to many, the Romans
or Antichrist must be understood. See Una appiicjlion to this list
power ably defended in Elliott's Horx jipoe., vol. it, p. 7, 4th edition.
The argument of Birks, Elliott, aiid others, in favour of a change of
subject at verse 31, from the translation of the first clansc, "arms
shall stand apfma at after him," seemingly indicating some new prince
or power, has been overlooked by our author; and on other grounds
the eotira application to Antiochus seema not verj tenable, though
argued with tery great learning and ingenuity. At versa 40 occurs
another indication of change of subject. Certain events are said to
lake place at "the time of the end," that is, of the period to which
(he vision refers. But as no such events us those described happened
towards the close of the reign of Antiochus, Mr. Barnes has recourse
to a theory of recapitulation ou the part of the prophet, which, to c»y
the best of it, is but an ingenious conjecture. This enables him to
find events in the history of Antiochua corresponding with the pro-
phetic description.

Thu prophecy concludes' wit" a sublime vision of ihc resurrection
(ch. in.), which is indeed but a continuation of the riiion commenced
in ch. i . According to our author, the primary reference is to the
restoration of the temple worship, and deliverance of the Jews by Judas
Maccabeus and his compatriots -, while the mind of the prophet is sup-
posed to rest ultimately, by the law of prophetic association, on the
general resurrection, at the last day. The various notices of time ill
this chapter are thus treated; the 1360 (Verse 7) has a primary
reference to the three and a half yeara' persecution under Antiochus,
and an ultimate reference to the downfall of the Papacy, aa in vii. 35 i
the 1230 and the 1335 are not to be known till the event, and conjec-
ture is useless. Newton, Scott, and the school to whioh they
belong, suppose that, wlirn at tha closo of the ireU-bumn 1260, Anti-



ehrist shall lie subverted—thirty years more may be occupied in totally
extirpating that power, while forty-five years more still may serve to
completely introduce the millennium. '

Such is a very brief sketch of our author's work on DanieL We
add a sentence or two on his mode of interpreting the Daniclio times.
It will be seen, from the above analysis, that lie does not rigid!; adhere
to tlie Year-day principle. He seems very much to adopt or reject it
ss tbe exigency of the particular passage under consideialion may
require. The time, times, md dividing of a time, in cL viL 2S, is
interpreted on that principle, and accordingly is eiplained of the 1260
yean of Antichrist; while the 2300 days of ch. viii. IS, 14, are inter-
preted on the Literal-day principle, and explained of the duration of the
Antioobian persecution. Again, tbe Year-day theory is adopted in the
vision of the seventy weeks in eh. i i . ; irhile in ch. xii. 7, the three-
and a balf years, are both liters! and prophetic, in order to answer tbe
primary reference to Antiochus, and the ultimate one to Antichrist.
Possibly, this varying principle of interpretation may be the true one.
It Hfly he, that in many esses the shorter period is typical of the
longer, and that, therefore both may be understood in the same pas-
sages. Yet if this be so in many passages, or in anv, why not in all?
Wo could wish to see all interpretations of prophetic limes preceded by
some cleat observations on the principle by which the aulbor professes
to be guided. We confess, therefore, a strong partiality for tbat system
of interpretation which carries tbe Ye&r-day principle consistently out;
of course the merit of consistency belongs equally to those who carry
ont any other well-understood principle In the Butbor's note on

defences of the Year-daj principle may be found, to which', as the Notes
on Daniel were written first, there ia constant reference in the Notes
on the times ofthe Apocalypse; and we have only to regret the want
of some hints to guide us ia regard to the mode of its application.

To do justice to the author and to himself, tbe reader, moreover,
must remember that tbe Commentary on Daniel, and that on the
Apocalypse, form together but one work. The author, in an advertise-
ment, informs us, that the two may, without impropriety, he considered
as parts of one whole. The two books, according to the views taken
in the exposition, refer to a considerable'extent to the same events;



and Hie intention was, that they should be published 03 nearly simnl-
taueously as possible. Manj important points, therefore, which ars
merely glanced at in the Commentary OQ Eevelatton, will be fonad
more full; elucidated in the Notes on Daniel, which, though last in point
of pi<b!i:v>"in, werfl first composed.

Of the general character of these volumes, we mnst say again, that
n cannot apeak too highly. Tiiej form, ire think, take them all in all,
our but English Commentary on Daniel. The author has made
himself familiar with the mote ancient eipositions; with the rich
stores of Germany—of Eidihorn, Bertholnt, and Hengstenberg, from
whom he has drawn with that sice discrimination which Hie admixture
of good and bad in these works reunited at his hands; with the views
of his own great countrymen, Stuart and Bush; and with those of our
own NewtfflU and Wiutles; and, in fine, wiih all that lias been written
worthily on US subject—and the result is a most satisfying fulness.
Another result of the author's labours will be to confirm public con-
fidence more completely in that system of interpretation of prophecy
which has BO long prevailed amongst us, ami to destroy which 90
many attempts hive recently been made. The cry against it
originating in Germany, and echoed in America by Professor Moses
Stuart, has been adopted anil defended by eminent scholars at home.
Bat in Hie author of the Notes on Daniel and the Apocalypse, we have
1 man of DO mean learning and research adhering to the eld, though
much maligned principles, and willing to hazard his reputation hy fol-
Wiog sucli a guide as the despised Bishop Newton. When we read
such sneering assaults as tha following, from the pen of one who may
be styled the chief of the New School, we will be better able to appre-
ciate the boldness with winch our author, in spite of it, has taken up
his position. We introduce Ihe quotation by simply remarking that
Bishop Newton has long maintained his place, and is likely to maintain
it for B long while to come, and that something more is necessary to
an eipoimdcr of the Word of God, than a knowledge of bistorico-
grammatical interpretation. The proloimdest acholars may prove tbe
poorest eiegetes, as witness Grolius and the great man who writes:—

••As to the book of Daniel itself, I believe that no other of tha
scriptural boob, the Apocalypse eiccptcd, has called forth such a
variety of discrepant opinions and interpretations. How can I agree


