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AUTHOR’S PREFACE.

A vemy remarksble resemblance has alwaya been observed betwea (ha
Book of Daniel and the Bock of Revelation, Whaterer view may be
teken of tho propes interpretation of these books, it s difficalt to writa
& Commentary on ene of fhem without carcfully stadying the ather,
and without practically faraishing to @ considersble extent sn exposi-
tion of the other. There s no evidence, indeed, that John, in the
Book of Revclation, intended to initate Duniel, and yot there in o
strong n resemblance in the muaner in which the Divine Gisolosures
sespesting the folare wers muds fo the tw writers; there s 85 cloar
& reference to the ssme great events in the history of the world ; there
is 50 much shmilarily in the symbols employed, hat no commentator
can well wrile on the ane without dlscassing many painis, snd making
usa of many lastrations, which would ba equally appropristo in s
expasition of the ether.

The following Notes o the Bock of Daniel wers mostly writben
before T sommenced (e preparation of Notes on the Book of Revels-
tion, though the latter book s published frst. ¢ ha thua happencd
I that muay inqulries huve been started, and many mubjects discussed, in

connction with. this book, which would ofberwie have found u placs
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AUTHONS DHBPACE.

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

the Jatter, T have, in many places, to avoid needless repetition, done
little more than refer to corresponding places in the Notes on Duuiel.

Wi
it

hile T hare endesvoured to make eash work & completa exposition i
alf it b neverthalass tru thad the tw oro designed, in some mes-

sars, {0 go togethee, snd that the one i8 necessary o the full uner
standing of the other.

Panapziren, Diasber 26, 1851




ey

EDITOR’S PREFACE.

Wanend forth Tumes o3 Diiel ia perfect eanfideseo that they
will be led with scoeptaes. by the sathor's numerous sdulrers i this
country.

The book of Daviel postetses ehares alike for the ausceptible mind
of youth, and the mature wind of the advanced studant. Who has 6ot
hung with delight in the days of his ohildbood aver the wandrous storis
of o eaptive prophet, regarding the judgment of God oa the basghiy
Nebuchadneazar, Belslszear's impious fesst and wwful doom, the three
ehildren i the burning Bery furasce, and Danicl in the lioas’ den? No
Eastern tales, 1o Arabien Nighte' Esteriainsitats, huve o fascisated us
these.  Here, nasuredly, troth.is were wonderful thon fifion,  And
what student of Soripiure hus not been arvested aud detained by the
sublime visions of Daniel, and has not felt all bis powers tasked in the
interprotation of them ¢ The vision of the calomal statue; of tho four
bessts frem the sea; of the ram and the he-gost; of the soventy weeks,
snd the donl resurrection scen, presenting u kind of epitomized history
of e susssasive empires of the wask, aad of the varying ecndition of
the churell, 15 existing fn. them, or affected by them, bave oll slong
exsited doep interest, and formed the subject of prolonged Inquiy ta
tho woat gilted minds,  Sir Tsaso Newton was as anxious to peselrate
Into these prophetio depths, as into those depths of heaven, whices be
souglit the starry worlds, whose laws he expoonded.

Of the Author's eommentary the reader will judgs for bimsell, It
secens 1o us 1o be olmricterized by bis usual thoroughuess of research,
and solidity of judgment. We do not say tsa we exn sccord with bim
on ll paints, or tiad bis book is likely lo satisfy sy studeat of pro-
pheey en all points; bat fnasmach as what may be salled the Pro-
testaal scheme of esposition s prosented with more clearaess and ful-
sess, sad with more adveatages from the new lights of modern bistary.

[
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v EOITORW FREFACE,

and research, than in any other English work of the kisd, we shoald an.
ticipate for it a very high, if no the highest pluce, among Eaglish com-
mentaries on Daniel. W doubt not o brief cutline or analysis of the
exposibion, will be acceptable to cur cealers.  We shall, therefore, pre-
sout it hers, noting, when it may seom necmssary, the poiuts where our
anthor diverges from the ususl conre of expasition, or diflers from thoso
who liave been rogarded as aathorltiss.

We say nothing of the histerical part, bub pass at onos o the pro-
phetio, The vision. of the colessal atatus (chap. i) Is fnterpreted in
the ususl way of the four groat monscohies ; and * the stons cat aut of
the mountais without bands,” is the kingdom of the Messish, supor-
Luman in its ovigin, feeble in. its begianiags, but ultimately supplanting
all other kingdoms, and flling the earth, 'The vision of the four beasts,
‘the lien, the bear, the leopard, and the nondeseript animal, * dreadfal and
terrible," {chap. vii) prescats the four monarehies again, uades mother
form er diffaroat sot of symbols. Tha teu horas in the hesd of thialast
monster (wlich represents tho Baman empire) sre {ho ten kingdoma
into which tho Western empire waa dirided ; and the little horn spring-
ing up among the ten, and destroying thres of them, fhe hom with
“"eyes of man, and wouth speaking great things," is the Papacy, not
Aatiochus Epiphsaes, as Eichborn, Bertholdt, Bleek, Stuart, and others,
maintaln. The Author's defence (vel. ii. p. 78-53), of this intorprefa-
tion, seems to us not aly able, but trinmpbant. The tims of this little
hora, ot power (vl ), is 3} prophetio years, or 1360 propbetio
duy, that is, years, begining, o.n. 753 (vol. il p. 08), when Fopin,
king of France, gave u grant to Popo Stophien of tho exarchats of Ra-
enns, and the Pentapolis. The sear 4D, 012 5, of sourse, the ter-
mination of the period.

We have next the vision of the ram and the he-goat, interpreted of
the Medo-Persian and Grock emplres, of which {hese snimals wero re-
wpectively the well known emblems {chap. viii) The ““natabls horn™
(ver. B) of the guat s Alexander tha Great. Tha “fonr notabls onea™
that come up sflerwards are weocasara; aad the Lifile horn cut of
a5 of them™ is Antioshus Epiphanes. The tima in this vision is 3500
dags, which our auther interprets literally of & period of six years and
110 days; and applies o the whole pericd of the Actiochian persecu-
tion, from m.c. December, 25, 155, when {he saoluary was eleansed




EDITET'E PREFACE, Wil

under Jedas Macoshens, aad tle persecation of courss ended, backwards
1o B.0. August §, 171, when the oggeessions on the part of Autiochus
began. Tt may mot be practieable to make ont the precisa namber of
dags, bt tlis culeulation brings us 10 the year which in vecessary to
make out tbe 9300 days. So Me. Bames. Tis two Newtons, en the
other band, ia strict consisiency wilh their Yenr-day principle, expound
the lttle horn. of Reme, and caloulate the timo from .. 334, the date
of Alsxander's invesion of Asia, or from the vision of the be-goat, and
thus théy make 1 end with the worls sixtl millsaslam.  Beott, follow-
ing Faber, expounds of the Mabometan delusion, ud daies from some-
whers i the time of the vam o Persisn eapive; that s, somevvhore
botwoen e, 536 and mo. 330, nnd maistains, of course, the Yesr.day
prineiple.

Next wn have the funous vision of the seventy weeks. This groeral
period, explained of 400 years; is caleulated by our suthor from the
S0ih of Artaxersea Longimaons, (hat i, from u.0. 454: it Is divided Into
thres parts; first, & period of seven weeks or forly-aina jeass to the
robeilding of the city, which, counting from the fermivas = gov 23 above,
brings us to 3.0, 405, tha time whea Nebemish had completely finished
b uodertaking (vel. i p. 176); second, o period of sixty-two weeks,
or 434 years, affer which Messiah would sppour ani be et eff, whish
brings us to A, 20; snd third, a periol of one weck, or seven years,
which was oeupis in confirming the oovonust with many, throagh the
miistzy of Christ and bis apostles; i the midst of tlds week J
in necordunce with the prediesion, died, sud the ssarifioe asd oblation
for crer oeased | (vol. ii. p. 185). A moro remarkalle prophecy, and
oe “whose fulflment ean be 1ore distineily trased, nover wis ultered
e oue wathor's full aad bucid esposition, afler bis Lappiost mazner,
wnkea this ame of (he wiort intereting portions of his book.

The projheey nest passcs, at chig. i, 19 the wars between the kiags
of the narth and tho soulh, that is, belwemn Syrin snd Egrpt, o tbo
Seleuside and the Preleatics. The inérodustory paci (vers, 1-2) preseuta
an eitoms of previous bistory—naticing the (hrea sussessors of Cyrus,
viz,, Cambgses, Smerdis, tad Duriun Hystaspis; also the fourth and
vich king, vis., Xerxes; and {be-mighty king, whose Lingdow should be
divided to the fout winda of beaven, ¥is,, Alexander the Great and Lis
four geserals, whe, af his death, partitioned the kingdom umong them,
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Aler this introdustory part, the wars between the morth sni the south,
o the long suscession. of bostlities between two parts of Alexander's
dominions, Syris, and Bgyph, immedistely follow (rers, 5-30). AL this
place (ver. 21) Antiochus Epiphanes, king of Syria, is again intradused,
woder the charscter of & *vile person.”  Mr. Baroes applies the whole
ckspler, from this verse onwards to the end, to Lim slme. There s,
however, diference of cpislon among interpreters in regurd to the
passige beginniug 3t verse 31, where, according to many, the Roman
ar_ Autichrist wust be understood, See the application to this last
porwer ably defended in Eliolt's Hare Apoc, vel iv. p. 7, 4th edition.
The argument of Birks, Blliott, wad others, in favour of & chaage of
mubject ot werse 31, from. the translation of the frst cluse, * srma
shall stand up from or affer bim,” seemingly indicaling some wew princs
or power, huy beea overlooked by our sutbor; and o otber grounds
the entive pplication to - Antiochus scoms ot very tenable, though
argued with very great learning and ingeanity. At verse 40 vocurs
anather iadication of clangs of subject. Cerlain eventa aso ail to
take place at “the time of the end,” that is, of the period to which
the vision refers. But nana sueh events as those described bappensd
towards the elose of the reign of Antioclius, Mr. Burmes haa recourse
ta s theery of recapitulation en the part of the prophet, whith, to say
the best of it, ia but an jgenious conjecturs. This ensbles bim ta
find events in the history of Antioekus corresponding with the pro-
phetio descripticn.

The prophecy conclades with a sublimo vision of (e resarreetion
(eh. xii.), which is indeod but & continuation of the visian commenced
in ch x. Aceonding 10 our authar, the primary refecesce is 10 the
restoration of the temple worship, anil defiverance of the Jowa by Judss
Miccabeus and his compatriots ; while the mind of te prophel is sup-
posed. ta rest altinately, by the law of prephetie association, en the
general resurrection, at the Just day. The various notices of time in
this ehapter ate fhus trealed; the 1260 (verss 7) hss u prinary
reference to the three nnd & ball years’ persecation under Autiochas,
and an ultimate referencs to tho downfall of the Papacy, ss in vii. 35
the 1200 sad the 1335 are not to be known till the eveat, and conjec:
tare is useless, Newlon, Seolt, and the schocl to which they
Lbe[mqg_ suppose that, when at the clase of the well-kaoan 1260, Anti-




FLITONS PIEFACE, ix

clrist shall by subverted —thirty years more may be occupied fn fofally
extipating that power, whila forty-five years mors atill may serve bo
ecompltely introduco the millennium, *

Such is & very brief sketch of our sutbor's work on Danicl. We
sdd  sentenes or two en iy mode of interpreting the Daniclc tines,
1¢ will be seen, from the sbove szalysis, that La does not rigidly adbere
to the ¥ear-day principle: He secms very moch-lo adopt or reject it
3 the exigency of tbe particalar prsmsge under considerntion may
require. The tine,. times; and dividiog of o time, in ch. vii. 85, is
inkerpreted on that priseiple, and accordingly i explained of the 1900
years of Antichrist; whils U 2300 dags of ch. viil 13, T4, are inter.
preted on the Literaldday priusiple, and ekylained of the duration of the
Antfochisn persocation, Again, the Year.dsy theory is adopted in fhe
vision of the seventy weeka fneh. iz, While in ch xil. 7, the three-
and n hlf years, ne bofh liters] and prophetin; in order to answer The
primisy referencs to Antiochus; snd th ulkimste one to Acticheist,
Possibly, this varying principln of interpretation’ may e the true ane,
1 mway be, that fu many cases {he sharter périod is typieal of the
Ionger, and that, {berefors’ both may be undinstood in Ihe same phs-
snges, Tet if thia be s in many passages, or fn ang, why ot in alF
We could wish te sen all aterpretations of prophetio times preceded by
‘some elear cbservalions on the iinciples by which the suthor professes
4o be guided. Wa confess, therefore, a streng partiality for that system
of daterpeiation which oicries the Yous-duy prineipla conslsently out
of caurae the werlt of congistency belonga equally to thoss who earry
out g other wellunderstood principle. Ta the autbor's' note cn
€. vil. 35, and olher plsces where natices of lime ocour, veey abls
defenoes of Uhe Year.duy principle may be found, 1o whish, as the Notes
on Dasiel wers writtes first, there is constant referesce in the Noles
o the times of the 4 ; mod we hava ouly to regrel the wank
f some hists to guide us in regard fo the mods of its application.

To da justice fa the suthor and fo himscli, the reader, morecver,
muat remember that' the Commentsry o Daniel, and that om the
Apocalypse, form together but ane work. - Ths wuilior, ia sa adverlise-
ment, informs us, that the two may, without impropriety, be considered
s parts of one whole, The two books, scourding to the views taken
in the exposition, refer 49 a considerable/exient to the same events;







