Introduction:

Daniel 10-12: The Vision of Great Conflict
Calvin R. Schlabach

I.  The book of Daniel presents numerous difficulties.

[1.  None of them are more daunting than that presented by the final vision, The Vision of Great
Conlflict (Dan. 10:1).

[11.  Itis a playground for Premillennialists seeking an “Antichrist.”

IV. Itused as an excuse by the critics to reject the authenticity, authority, and the real inspiration (2
Tim. 3:16) of the book (Montgomery, 465).

V. This vision also presents a serious challenge to Christians.

A. What is the identity of the final “King of the North” in chapter eleven?

B. The facts of history coupled with a careful study of the text and context will provide us with

the answer.
Body:
. THE VISION

A. The Appearance Of The Angel.
1. The setting—the third year of Cyrus (Dan. 10:1).
2. Daniel’s preparation, mourning and praying for three weeks (Dan. 10:2-4).
3. The angel appears (Dan. 10:5-6).
4. Daniel is stunned (Dan. 10:7-9).
5. The angel gives reassurance (Dan. 10:10-14).
6. Daniel is strengthened (Dan. 10:15-19).
7. There is a revelation of angelic activity behind the scenes (Dan. 10:20-11:1).

B. The Conflicts Of The Kings To Come.
1. Four kings of Persia are foretold (Dan. 11:2).
2. A mighty king rules Greece (Dan. 11:3).
3. The Greek empire is divided (Dan. 11:4).
4. The angel relates a history of conflicts between the Ptolemies and the Seleucids (Dan.

11:5-20).

5. The career of Antiochus IV Epiphanes is described (Dan. 11:21-35).
6. The angel reveals the character of the king (Dan. 11:36-39).
7. The end of the king of the North finally comes (Dan. 11:40-45).

C. An Explanation Of The Time Of The End.
1. The angel summarizes (Dan. 12:1-3).
2. Daniel is to seal up the book (Dan. 12:4).
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3. The question, “How long,” is answered (Dan. 12:5-7).
4. Daniel asks for and receives a clarification (Dan. 12:8-12).
5. The prophet will rest and rise (Dan. 12:13).
[I.  THE VARIOUS VIEWS REGARDING THE FINAL KING OF THE NORTH.
A. Antiochus IV Epiphanes.

1. This is the view assumed by all critics, those who deny that Daniel wrote the book in
the 6™ century B.c.

a  They see a clear line drawn at the end of v. 39.

1) Up to this point, the passage is the author’s account of national history written
as “prophecy.”

2) What follows from this point is an “imaginative prediction of Antiochus’
death” (DiLella, 303). Thomson concludes that “here the author narrated his
expectations, but these expectations were contrary to facts” (pulpit, 323). “Verse
40 marks the transition from quasi-prediction based on historical facts to
actual prediction [that] . . . . does not correspond to actual events” (Goldingay,
305).

3) The final section does not fit with known history.

a) There was no fourth (some call it a fifth) campaign against Egypt, it is
alleged (Dan. 11:40). Porphyry, according to Jerome, does refer to such
an expedition in the eleventh year of his reign, but most modern
historians reject the idea.

b) Antiochus did not die in a battle in Palestine (Dan. 11:45).
b. By this means, the critics confidently date the writing of Daniel to 1645.c.

2. The identity of the king as Antiochus is a position also held by some conservative
scholars.

a Itis seen as being the most natural, “obvious, and . . . honest” reading of the
passage. (Barnes, 247)

b. The fact that no extant secular sources describe a fourth campaign of Antiochus
against Egypt does not mean that it didn’t happen.

C. Much of Dan. 11:36-45 is seen as a summary or recapitulation describing
Antiochus’ career.

B. Herod The Great.

1. Herod is seen as the arrogant king at “the end” (Dan. 11:35) of the Jewish age. A
similar view sees the Herodian dynasty ruling until “the end” of Daniel’s people, i.e.,
the end of the Jewish national existence.

2. He ruled until “the appointed time” (Dan. 11:35) of the Messiah’s appearance. Cf. “the
fullness of time,” (Gal. 4:4)

3. Herod then fights with (i.e. in alliance with) the king of the South (Cleopatra, the last of
the Ptolemies, with Mark Antony) against the king of the North (Caesar Augustus).

4.  After a brief parenthesis describing Augustus (Dan. 11:41-43), attention returns to
Herod, who received troubling news from the Magi who came “from the East.” A
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troubling message also arrived from the North, Rome.

5. After successfully dominating the Holy Land, Herod came to a horrible “end” (Dan.
11:45).

6. This was a time (end of first century B.c. and beginning of first century A.n.), according
to chapter 12, of distress and an awakening.

The Roman Power.

1. Daniel’s earlier visions pointed to the time of the Romans.
a  Rome is the final empire represented by the statue of chapter 2.
b. Chapter 7 speaks of four beasts, the fourth representing Rome.
C. Therefore it is consistent to see this vision ending with Rome.

2. Roman rulers fit the description of arrogant power.

a  Roman rulers displayed an unparalleled arrogance, impiety, and hunger for power
(Dan. 11:36-39).

b.  Their conquests accord well with the descriptions of this king (Dan. 11:40-45).
1) They dominated the Holy Land for many years.
2) They conquered Egypt and “other countries” (Dan. 11:42).
Cc. Rome would eventually come to its end (Dan. 11:45).
3. This view fits in well with the depiction of Rome in the book of Revelation.
a  In both books of prophecy, Rome is portrayed as arrogantly blasphemous.
b. Rome is also seen as the great persecutor of God’s people.
The “Antichrist.”

1. Many conservative scholars see this picture of the king of the North as a description of
the “Antichrist.”

a  The only place in Scripture where this term is used, is 1 Jn. 2:18, 22, 4:3, and 2 Jn.
7, where the reference is not to a future but a present (John’s perspective) trouble-
maker.

b. Proponents of this interpretation of Daniel 11 are speaking of a larger-than-life
dictator in the final days of the Christian age—an End-time Ogre.

2. Some commentators suggest there may be a vague reference to Antiochus IV Epiphanes
in Dan. 11:36-39, followed by an unambiguous description of the End-time Ogre in
Dan. 11:40-45.

3. The interpretations, in attempting to decipher which parts of the prophecy are literal and
which are to be taken figuratively, vary with each commentator.

Additional Views.
1. Some see this as a prophecy of the Papacy.
2. Others interpret it as a reference to conflicts with various Turkish or Islamic leaders.

3. Some older rabbinical interpreters teach that this is a prophecy of Constantine the
Great.
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Another suggestion is that this is a “telescoping” of the future in whichall future
oppressors of God’s people are described.

[11.  THE PROBLEMS WITH THE VARIOUS VIEWS.

A. Antiochus Iv Epiphanes.

1

Many details do not seem to fit.
a  The Ptolemaic kings never attacked Antiochus, as per v. 40.

b. Antiochus did not then gain control of Egypt and all of its treasures, as per v. 42-
43.

c. He never conquered Libya and Ethiopia, as per v. 43.
d. He did not die in Palestine, as per v. 45.

“As soon as the attempt is made consistently to apply these verses to the king last

spoken of (Antiochus 1V), the difficulties begin to become overwhelming.” (Leupold, as
quoted by McGuiggan, 178)

B. Herod The Great.

Herod never warred against Egypt, nor Egypt against him.

While Herod was bad, he never came close to the measure of Antiochus in regard to
blasphemy and persecution of God’s people.

To jump from Antiochus in v. 35 to Herod in v. 36ff is a problem.

a  The text does not suggest such a jump to a different character. There is no, “Then
one shall arise . . . ,” language.

b. Such a transition would mean a leap of more than one hundred years, entirely
passing over a century of Jewish independence and religious freedom.

Cc. The passage has been consistently speaking of the Ptolemaic king as “the king of
the South,” and the Seleucid king as “the king of the North.” That consistent
terminology now shifts with the Romans becoming “the king of the North.”

C. The Roman Power.

1

The passage describes “the king,” as though he were one individual (as was the case
with Antiochus Epiphanes, ef al.), but this view sees the fulfillment not in any
individual, but in the entire empire, including the various deeds of emperors, senators,
generals and others.

The Romans did not exalt themselves above every god, as per v. 36.
There was no “end” of the Romans at this time, as per v. 45.

To jump from Antiochus in v. 35 to Rome in v. 36ff is a problem, as we saw with the
proposed jump to Herod.

a  The text does not suggest such a jump to a different character.

b. To do so would mean a leap of more than one hundred years, entirely skipping
over a century of Jewish independence and religious freedom.

c. The passage has been consistently speaking of the Ptolemaic king as “the king of
the South,” and the Seleucid king as “the king of the North.” That consistent
terminology now shifts with the Romans becoming “the king of the North.”
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D. The Antichrist.

1.  Any view that is best espoused by the use of a flagrant anachronism (the term,

“Antichrist”), is suspect from the start.

2. The concept of an End-time Ogre is most commonly found in a system of

Premillennialism, a system which is itself contrary to the Scriptures.

3. This view, by its very nature, is based on no historical fact.

a  All is speculation and imagination.

b. The distinction between the figurative and the literal is entirely at the discretion of
the commentator. For example, one on-line study guide asserts at 11:40, with no
justification, “The ‘chariots’ will be tanks.”

4. All of the difficulties connected with a proposed jump in subject and time to Herod or
to Rome are present and multiplied.
5. If an End-time Ogre is here described, one can say with confidence that Jesus could not

possibly return tomorrow—the end is not imminent (cf. Matt. 25:13).

6. As DiLella observes with great accuracy but little tact, “The Antichrist interpretation of
these verses is exegetically witless and religiously worthless” (303). According to Smith,

it is “sheer imagination” (624).

Additional Views.
1. None of these views has many (any?) current advocates.
2. They all require leaps in time and in imagination.

IV. TEXTUAL CLUES TO THE KING’S IDENTITY.
Any Of The First Three Views Can Fit The Passage.

A.

1
2.

3.

All three views—Antiochus, Herod, and Rome—have difficulties.

Yet the language in chapter 11 is “loose” enough that it can be made to fit any of these
interpretations.

The solution then must be sought in the larger context.

What Clues Are Found In Chapter Ten?

1

The vision is about a time of “great conflict” (10:1).

a  There were times of peace for the Jews during the period embraced by the vision
(e.g., under the Persians), but the vision’s aim is at a time of great conflict.

b. The vision begins with broad strokes (11:2 covers over 50 years; 11:3 over 100
years), but then narrows to the time of Antiochus the Great (11:10-20) and even
more to Antiochus Epiphanes (11:21-35 or 39). Does the vision then lose its focus
by jumping ahead more than a century to a completely different character?

The vision was intended to explain what was to happen to Daniel’s people in the latter
days (10:14; cf. 8:23).

The angelic messenger is going to fight against “the prince of Persia,” and “the prince
of Greece” (10:20-21). Where is the mention of battling the prince of Rome?

What Information Is In Chapter Eleven?
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1. The “end time” is the same term in 11:35 and 11:40.
2. The “indignation” of 11:36 is the same term as the rage in 11:30.
D. What Evidence Is Found In The Twelfth Chapter?
1. “At that time” there would be unprecedented distress for Daniel’s people (Dan. 12:1).
a  There was such distress in the Maccabean period.

b. If this describes the time of the Romans, are “the sons of your people” the Jews or
the Christians? (See Dan. 9:15-19, 24; 10:14; 11:14).

2. There would be an awakening of those who sleep in the dust of the ground (Dan. 12:2).

a  This context has nothing to do with the final resurrection at the return of Christ.
The time frame is the time of the Maccabees, the Herods, or the Romans.

b.  One might compare this awakening with that described by Daniel’s contemporary,
Ezekiel (Ezek. 37:1-14). It is speaking of a revival and restoration of God’s
people.

Cc. This awakening involves “those who have insight . . . and those who lead the many
to righteousness” (Dan. 12:3). This is the same language used in Dan. 11:33-35.

3. The question is posed, “How long until the end of these wonders?” (Dan. 12:6).
a It would be for “a time, times, and half a time” (Dan. 12:7).

b. Further, it would be completed, “as soon as they finish shattering the power of the
holy people” (Dan. 12:7).

1) Antiochus persecuted “the holy people,” the Jews.

2) If'the Jewish war of a.n. 70 is in view, the holy people would have to be the
Christians, not the Jews. Was their power shattered by the Romans?

4. The outcome of these things (Dan. 12:8) was to involve those who would be “purged,
purified and refined” (Dan. 12:10; cf. 11:35), and “those who have insight” (Dan. 12:8;
cf. 11:33).

5. From the time the sacrifice is abolished and the “abomination of desolation” is set up,
there would be 1290 days (Dan. 12:11). The period is extended to 1335 days, an
additional 45 days (Dan. 12:12).

a  This is roughly equivalent to 3 ' years, or a time, times, and half a time (Dan.
12:7).

b. Three and one half years passed from the arrival of the Roman armies at Jerusalem
(Nov. a.p. 66) until the time the daily sacrifice ceased (Jul. 14,A.p. 70). This is 3 %2
years between the “abomination of desolation” and the end of the daily sacrifice
(note the splitting of the two events and the reversal of direction). Jerusalem was
burned a short time later (Aug. 6, A.p. 70).

C. Antiochus defiled the Temple on Dec. 7, 167 B.c., and died approximately 3 Y2
years later in 163 B.c. Within a short time, the Greeks were removed from
Palestine and Jewish independence was awakened (Dan. 12:2-3).

E. Does This Explanation (Antiochus) Fit Well With The Rest Of The Book?

1. Chapter eight, with the depiction of the goat and the “rather small horn” (Dan. 8:9),
clearly describes the time of Antiochus. There are strong connections between that
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chapter and this vision.
a  Dan. 8:10 speaks of the defeat of some of the host of heaven. (cf. Dan. 11:33-35).

b. Dan. 8:11 predicts that the “small horn” would magnify himself to be equal with
God, the “Commander of the host.” (cf. Dan. 11:36).

Cc. Dan. 8:17 says that “the vision pertains to the time of the end.” (cf. Dan. 11:35,
40).

d. Dan. 8:19 indicates that the time of Antiochus is “the final period of the
indignation,” and “the appointed time of the end.” (cf. Dan. 11:27, 35-36, 40).

2. The theme of the entire book of Daniel is, “God is Judge.” It would be strange if the
vision of chapter eleven described in detail this great persecutor of God’s people but
failed to speak of his being judged (brought to his end) by God.

3. While it is true that the visions of chapters two and seven end with a picture of the
Roman empire, there is a difference between them and the vision of chapter eleven.
The earlier visions deal with successive world empires, while this one ignores (for the
most part) the great powers of the ancient world, and deals instead with the localized
conflict God’s people were to face.

4. In the earlier visions which include the period of the Roman empire, the messages
describe the establishment of God’s eternal kingdom (Dan. 2:44, 7:14, etc.). If this
vision includes the first century A.p. and the time of Roman domination, why is the
establishment of the Kingdom omitted?

Conclusion:

I.  While there are certain problems of interpretation, the language of Dan. 11:36-45 will fit the
history of Antiochus IV Epiphanes, the powerful and blasphemous enemy of God’s people.

I1.  The contextual clues of chapters ten and twelve, as well as the indicators found in the rest of the
book, point clearly to Antiochus.

[11. This Vision of Great Conflict provides us with a powerful message.

A. God is in control of all history, and to foretell the course of events for centuries to come is
no difficulty for Him. We have the confidence that God holds our future in His hands.

B. God is judge! While the ungodly may seem to succeed in their opposition to righteousness,
and God’s people frequently suffer at the hands of the wicked, God will ultimately judge all
men, delivering some to the “disgrace of everlasting contempt,” and others “to everlasting
life” (Dan. 12:2).

IV. May all of the people of God share Daniel’s trust and confidence in the judgment of God.

Calvin Schlabach

6748 Grand Ave.
Hammond, IN 46323

(219) 844-8861 or 845-8942
schlabach@msn.com
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APPENDIX A

Rulers and Dates Connected with the Book of Daniel Chapters 10-12

Persia

559-530 Cyrus

530-522 Cambyses

522-521 Smerdis

521-486 Darius I Hystaspis
486-465 Xerxes |

465-423 Artaxerxes I Longimanus
423-404 Darius II Nothos
404-359 Artaxerxes II Mnemon
359-338 Artaxerxes 111 Ochos
338-336 Arses

336-331 Darius III Codomannus

Alexander

334-331 Conquests of Alexander
323 Death of Alexander

Ptolemies

323-285 Ptolemy I Soter
285-245 Ptolemy II Philadelphus
247-221 Ptolemy III Euergetes
221-203 Ptolemy IV Philopater
203-181 Ptolemy V Epiphanes
181-145 Ptolemy VI Philometor
145-116 Ptolemy VIII Physcon

Seleucids

312-281 Seleucus I Nicator
281-261 Antiochus I Soter
261-246 Antiochus II Theos
246-226 Seleucus II Callinicus
226-223 Seleucus III Ceraunus
222-187 Antiochus III the Great
187-175 Seleucus IV Philopater
175-163 Antiochus IV Epiphanes
163-162 Antiochus V Eupator
162-151 Demetrius I

These dates are taken from Israel and the Nations, by F. F. Bruce (Eerdmans, 1975). The numbers
found in other sources may differ by a year but rarely by more.
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APPENDIX B

Daniel Eleven: Historical Fulfillment

The following is the text of the vision of Daniel chapter 11 (NASB) with a brief description of the
historical fulfillment of the prophecy.

11:1 “In the first year of Darius the Mede, I arose to be an encouragement and a protection for him.

2 And now I will tell you the truth. Behold, three more kings are going to arise in Persia. Then a
fourth will gain far more riches than all of them, as soon as he becomes strong through his riches, he will
arouse the whole empire against the realm of Greece.

Three more Eings were to arise. ’Fo[[owing Cyrus, who was reigning at the
time this message was given (10:1), there wou dyﬁe Camﬁyses (530-522),
Smerdis (522-521), and Darius ‘J-[ysms is (521-486). These three would be-
fo[fowecf Ey a fourtﬁ, whom almost aﬂ/pscﬁofars agree to be Xerxes (486—465) who
attemywcf to conquer Greece in 480 $.c.

3 And a mighty king will arise, and he will rule with great authority and do as he pleases.

While there may be some cfigpute amony various writers about the identities
of the Eings in v.2, this is und’eniaﬁfy Alexander the Great, who was indeed a_
%@ﬁ%@ng, exercising great autﬁority.

4 But as soon as he has arisen, his kingdom will be broken up and parceled out toward the four
points of the compass, though not to his own descendants, nor according to his authority which he
wielded, for his sovereignty will be uprooted and given to others besides them.

As soon as he had arisen, at the ﬁeigﬁt cf his career, Alexander died, and his
?ng(fom was broken up. His own descendants were not the recipients of his
omain. ‘Instead it was }mrce(ea[ out toward the four winds. Four of Alexander’s
genera& seized control qf his shattered kin cfom—Lysimacﬁus, ?lnti}mwr
(Casander), Antigonus (soon to be replaced by Seleucus), and Prolemy. Of
“these, the two who command our attention are Seleucus 1 Nicator (312-281), and,
stﬁzmy 1 Soter (323-285).

5 Then the king of the South will grow strong, along with one of his princes who will gain
ascendancy over him and obtain dominion; his domain will be a great dominion indeed.

‘Jsto[emy, the Eing of the South, was certain[y joowaﬁf, as was Seleucus who
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Was one of his }Jrinces or genem(s. Togetﬁer rﬁey fou ht against rAnu’gonus,
cfefeau'ng him in 312 6.c. Seleucus then gained contro(g @C ‘Eastern Persia, and in_
281 won Asia ‘Minor. ‘U[timaw[y, the dgminion of the Seleucids greatfy exceeded.
that (y( the Ptolemies.

6 After some years they will form an alliance, and the daughter of the king of the South will come to
the king of the North to carry out a peaceful arrangement. But she will not retain her position of power,
nor will he remain with his power, but she will be given up, along with those who brought her in and the
one who sired her as well as he who supported her in those times.

ﬂfrer some years of conflict between the Ptolemaic and the Seleucid Eings
(280-253), an a[%{’ance was formed and peace was made By the marm’age of
ﬁerenice, the cfaugﬁ‘wr of CPtv[emy 77 Philadelphus, to Antiochus 11 Theos in 252
6.c. Antiochus, in order to marry Berenice, {acf to divorce his ﬁrst wife, Laodice.
But Berenice was not to retain ﬁZr position of power, for Antiochus left her to
reunite with Laodice. Antiochus ﬁimseg( did not confinue fong in _power, as
Laodi’ce, dfecm’n he would turn again to Berenice, Jooisonecf Antiochus, then
arrange for rge murders cf Berenice and her sons. This }ocwecf the way for the-
son o Laocﬁce, Seleucus 79 Callinicus (246—226) to assume the throne i

ﬁaﬁy[on.

7 But one of the descendants of her line will arise in his place, and he will come againsttheir army
and enter the fortress of the king of the North, and he will deal with them and displaygreat strength.

fmfemy 117 Euergetes (247-221), Berenice’s brother, took the }Jface of
stﬁzmy 71, and in retaliation for the murders of Berenice and her sons, came
against their army, attacﬁing the Seleucid realm, puth’ng to death Laodice, and.
exmmfing his reach as far as Baﬁyﬁm.

8 Also their gods with their metal images and their precious vessels of silver and gold he will take
into captivity to Egypt, and he on his part will refrain from attacking the king of the North for some years.

’.ﬁwfemy 111 cajatureaf many (f their gocfs and metal images that were Iéqot in
éaﬁyﬁm, inc(ud’ing some fgy}au'an goc[s that had been taken Ey Camﬁyses in 525
$.c., over 250 years earlier.  Notice the connection between war-maﬁing with the-

greerfy seizure (f silver and go(cf.

9 Then the latter will enter the realm of the king of the South, but will return to hisown land.

Seleucus 17 Callinicus marched against the Eing of the South, fﬁtoﬁzmy 171,
a cam a[ign that began in 242 and ended in 240 £.c. When Seleucus was
completely c{efeate and forcecf to return to his own land with a decimated army,.
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10 His sons will mobilize and assemble a multitude of great forces; and one of them will keep on
coming and overflow and pass through, that he may again wage war up to hisvery fortress.

The sons of Seleucus 11 Callinicus, Seleucus 717 Ceraunus and Antiochus 171
the Great, assemble[d] a multitude Ff great forces in order to wage war against”
the South. Seleucus 191 died in battle in Asia Minor (223 £.c.), &zaving on(_g one of
them to carry on the war against Egypt.

11 The king of the South will be enraged and go forth and fight with the king of the North. Then the
latter will raise a great multitude, but that multitude will be given into the hand of the former.

stﬁzmy 1V Philopater (221-203 ﬁ.c.), enmge(f By the attack of Antiochus 711
in Phoenicia and CPaéu'ne, marched fortﬁ to oppose him. Both sides mounted.
enormous forces: T‘mfemy had 70 thousand in antry, 5 thousand cavafry, and 73
‘war eﬁzyﬁants; Antiochus responc[ecf with 62 thousand izfan’rry, 6 thousand.
ccwafry, and 102 war e[e}aﬁants. Antiochus was cfefeaw Ey iPw(emy at the battle
(y[ﬂlayﬁia in 217 6.C.

12 When the multitude is carried away, his heart will be lifted up, and he will cause tens of thousands
to fall; yet he will not prevail.

’ﬁw(emy 9V, his heart lifted up because q( his w’ctory, gmm‘ecf terms @( eace”
to Antiochus 111, and therefore he gaine«f no [asn’ng acfvantage over the Seleucid.
power.

13 For the king of the North will again raise a greater multitude than the former, and after an interval
of some years he will press on with a great army and much equipment.

The peace allowed Antiochus the Great (222-187 4.c.) time and ﬂeeaﬁ)m to
consolidate his domain. He was then able to raise a (arge army, and in alliance
With fPﬁiﬁ}) vV of Macedon, he launched ﬁimseg( once more against the fg })ﬁmb
territor cy( Phoenicia and Palestine in 202 £.c. ﬁy this time CPtofemy v gacf been_
succeecgcf By his four-year—ofcf son, CPto(emy % .‘Eyt}aﬁanes.

14 Now in those times many will rise up against the king of the South; the violent ones among your
people will also lift themselves up in order to fulfill the vision, but they will fall down.

r)\/laxny ([)f the Jews, violent ones, would rise up against the Eing of the South,
‘Who was ru ing Judea, and would side with Antiochus 111 the Great and his allies.
“Yet the Egyptians, led by general Scopas launched a counteroffensive, during_
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‘Which the leaders of the yro-?lnu’ocﬁus Jews were }mm’sﬁe(i

15 Then the king of the North will come, cast up a siege ramp and capture a well-fortified city; and
the forces of the South will not stand their ground, not even their choicest troops, for there will be no

strength to make a stand.

Sc‘?)as, aﬁw Beirzﬁ cﬂefeawaf at Panias, sougﬁt reﬁ4ge at Sidon, but’
Antiochus 119 attacked and captured this we[f—fom'ﬁecf city in 198 s.C. This [efr all
of Palestine in the control of the Seleucids.

16 But he who comes against him will do as he pleases, and no one will be able to withstand him; he
will also stay for a time in the Beautiful Land, with destruction in his hand.

Antiochus fou ht against Scopas and was victorious; no one was able to
Withstand him. ﬂ-ﬁ, ])asseaf through his new[y acqm’rec[ territories, coming to
Jerusalem where he ‘was corcﬁaﬂg welcomed. ﬂ[rﬁougﬁ he had the power to
cfestroy, he instead gmnwcf tax re(igf to the city.

17 He will set his face to come with the power of his whole kingdom, bringing with him a proposal
of peace which he will put into effect; he will also give him the daughter of women to ruin it. But she will
not take a stand for sim or be on his side.

A treaty was worked out between the two powers, Antiochus oﬁﬂzm’ng his
Jaugﬁm@ C eopatra 1, as wg(e to Ptolemy V. e marn’age took y[ace in 194 4.C.,
however Cl’eopatm came to be (oya[ to her husband rather than her fatﬁer,
vesulting in” an alliance between” Ptolemy V, Cleopatra 1, and Rome.

18 Then he will turn his face to the coastlands and capture many. But a commander will put a stop to
his scorn against him; moreover, he will repay him for his scorn.

Antiochus, at the insu'gau'on @( ‘J-fanniﬁa[, turned his attention to the
coastlands to the west: he invaded Asia Minor in 197 4.c., Thracia in 196, and.
Greece in 192. A Roman commander, Lucius Cornelius Scijm'o Asiaticus, put a
Stop to his con uests, defeating him at ‘Magnesia in 190 s.c. Antiochus then
sulferec{ the inc?i nity of a tribute levied by Rome—15 talents cf si(ver, the-
surrender of aﬂg @( %/is Jaossessions west ij the Taurus mountains, and his son,
Antiochus TV, was sent to Rome as a ostage.

19 So he will turn his face toward the fortresses of his own land, but he will stumble and fall and be
found no more.
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In order to pay the onerous assessment, Antiochus the Great turned to
‘jofunc[ering wm}ofes in his own land. He died sﬁamdﬁﬂy engageaf in this acn’vitl_
in f(ymais in 187 s.c.

20 Then in his place one will arise who will send an oppressor through the Jewel ofis kingdom; yet
within a few days he will be shattered, though not in anger nor in battle.

Seleucus 1V Q’ﬁiﬁ)}mwr (187—175 é.c.) succeeded his fatﬁer and inherited the-
burden of this massive debt. He sent an oppressor, Heliodorus, to Palestine to

seize the fund§ of the Temy&z treasury (however, he fai[écf in this e)}j(ort) Soon.,
Zﬁw the mone -mising e;c])e(fition, Seleucus met an unn’me(y death, a}oparentfl‘
eing poisone By Heliodorus.

21 In his place a despicable person will arise, on whom the honor of kingship has not been conferred,
but he will come in a time of tranquility and seize the kingdom by intrigue.

Antiochus TV .‘E}aiyﬁanes (175-163 é.c.) ‘Was the most afesyicaﬁfe person to
arise and exercise a reign of terror over God’s yeqpfe. The honor of Iéingsﬁig
should have gone to the son of Seleucus 1V, Demetrius 1 Soter, but because he-

‘Was a ﬁostage in Rome, Antiochus seized the cya}oortuni to be made Eing.
éﬂmong his intrigues c{esignecf to achieve this end were his involvements in the

deaths of Seleucus 1V and his son.

22 The overflowing forces will be flooded away before him and shattered, and also the prince of the

covenant.

Antiochus scored a number of victories in battles to consolidate his _power.
Then in 175 £.c. ~the Cl-[igﬁ Priest Onias 1711 was déyosecf Ey Antiochus, later bein
assassinated (171 %.c.) as a result cf poﬁﬁca[ intrigues. [Note:  Others take tﬁ(lg;
to be “a covenanted Jom'nce,” ie., the younyg Eing, Ttofemy V1 Philometor, with

Whom Antiochus 199 had made a treaty.]

23 After an alliance is made with him he will practice deception, and he will go up and gain power
with a small force of people.

%any leaders made alliances with Antiochus on[y to become victims of his
treacﬁery‘ He rose to a yosiu’on of great power even rﬁougﬁ Syria itseg( was a
5ma[f nation and his collaborators were few.

24 In a time of tranquility he will enter the richestparts of the realm, and he will accomplish what
his fathers never did, nor his ancestors; he will distribute plunder, booty and possessions among them, and
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he will devise his schemes against strongholds, buton/y for a time.

Antiochus launched invasions gé;ainst the richest yrovinces, such as Lower
ngy}Jt and Bactria, at a_ time when ey fe(t secure; he gainecf riches and.
f}amca’cec{ Em’ﬁery and Eetmya[ to an extent unknown to his Jareafecessors.

25 He will stir up his strength and courage against the king of the South with a large army; so the

king of the South will mobilize an extremely large and mighty army for war; but he will not stand, for
schemes will be devised against him.

Antiochus TV fE}n’}oﬁcmes conducted a second (a[tﬁougﬁ some number it the
ﬁrst) cam}oaign against EEgy}ot in 170 .. ﬂswﬁzmy V1 respona[ecf with a large
force, but because of the treacﬁery of those who claimed to support him he did

ot stand.

26 Those who eat his choice food will destroy him, and his army will overflow, but many will fall
down slain.

“Members of CPtv[emy’s own court (some suggest s eaﬁ’ﬁca[fy Fulaeus and.
Lenaeus, roya( advisors to the young Eing), tﬁrougﬁ eir foo(isﬁ advice, led to his
cfownfaff He attem}auch to invade and recapture Palestine in 169 .., but’

5ujferecf a disastrous rfefeat. Philometor lost Pelusium and ‘Mem}aﬁis and was
ﬁimseﬁf coyoture([ 6_1/ Antiochus V.

27 As for both kings, their hearts will be intent on evil, and they will speak lies fo each other at the
same table; but it will not succeed, for the end is stillzo come at the appointed time.

Antiochus and his nqpﬁew:prisoner, CP‘wﬁemy V1 Philometor, pretend.
ﬁiencfsﬁiy in alliance against the newfy crowned Ptolemy V1171 Physcon, but in

fTea(ity tﬁey }afot against each other (cf Psa. 41:9). eir alliance ufn'maw[y faiﬁac[

28 Then he will return to his land with much plunder; but his heart will beser against the holy
covenant, and he will take action and then return to his own land.

’}Qyumin? to Palestine in 169 4.c. aﬁ‘er his victo

ry in Egypt, Antiochus 1V’
sougﬁt to rep enish his deleted treasury Ey sacéing rge ’Tém}afe n jemsafem and.

5m’}9}9ing it of its go((f, Eefore going home to Syn’a (1’.Macc. 1:20ﬁ). This is the
Beginning of the serious oppression of the Jews in Judea.
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29 At the appointed time he will return and come into the South, but this last time it will not turn out
the way it did before.

Scarce(y a vear later in 168 £.c., Antiochus, [eaming that Philometor and.
Cﬁﬁyscon had been reconciled and were reigning joint[y (see note v.21), launched,
another assault on Egypt. This time he was not successﬁ4[

30 For ships of Kittim will come against him; therefore he will be disheartened and will return and

become enraged at the holy covenant and take action; so he will come back and show regard for those
who forsake the holy covenant.

‘J‘Qme came to the aid of f%x/}ot The Roman envoy, ’Poyoi[fius Laenas
encountered Antiochus just outside cf Alexandria and handed him an order to

Withdraw from Egypt. When Antiochus asked for time to consider, the Roman
drew a circle around him in the sand and told him to take as much time as he-
‘Wanted, but to give his answer Eefore feaving the circle. ‘}(umifiawd: he geycr
Egypt. On his return, he decided to strengrﬁen his hold on Palestine, or ering a

Tmassacre of pious Jews, but exempting those ‘]—[e[fenizing Jews who abandoned.
“the Law.

31 Forces from him will arise, desecrate the sanctuary fortress, and do away with the regular
sacrifice. And they will set up the abomination of desolation.

Antiochus E}oiyﬁanes stationed Syrian troops at the Akra, near the Temple.
Having this control over the sacred precincts the king desecrated the holy place-
in every way imaginaﬁfe. On December 7, 167 f.c., he erected an altar to Zeus
on top of the Tem}o(e’s altar (yerﬁa}os accomyaniecf Gy an idol of the ofeity), whicho

Was icfennﬁec[ Ey the author (f 1 Maccabees (1:54) as “the abomination of
desolation.”

32 By smooth words he will turn to godlessness those who act wickedly toward the covenant, but the
people who know their God will display strength and take action.

Antiochus would, through various enticements, lead many to abandon gocf’s
Law, but many others would remain strong and lbya[ tﬁrougﬁ it all. Soon.
“Mattathias and his sons would led an armed resistance among the Jews.

33 Those who have insight among the people will give understanding to the many; yet they will fall
by sword and by flame, by captivity and by plunder for many days.
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rMa:&y in Israel would rg%se to submit to the Eing’s yoficies, accqpn’ng death
Trather than cfeﬁfement

34 Now when they fall they will be granted a little help, and many will join with them in hypocrisy.

The }9[1’ ht @( the Jews was alleviated somewhat by the mi[imry successes of
the ‘.Maccaéies and the guerilla resistance and By po itical ﬁe@o om ‘Rome.
Because tﬁey oﬁ?n em}a(gyecf harsh and brutal tactics against e greeﬁs and,

~the Hellenizing Jews, many Jews joined with them as a matter of convenience.

35 Some of those who have insight will fall, in order to refine, purge and make them pure until the
end time; because it is still to come at the appointed time.

The ﬂenziec{ }Jersecuu’on Ey Antiochus would mean death for many qf those-
loyal to gm{’s Law (cf Heb. 11:35-38), but this would last onfy as fong as gocﬂ
allowed.

36 Then the king will do as he pleases, and he will exalt and magnify himself above every god and
will speak monstrous things against the God of gods; and he will prosper until the indignation is finished,
for that which is decreed will be done.

Antiochus acted without restraint, sﬁowing crass cfisreganf for all fodE, evern.
Efaspﬁemiy the true God. He would continue in this course until God’s Jafan was
comp [eted.

37 He will show no regard for the gods of his fathers or for the desire of women, nor will he show
regard for any other god; for he will magnify himself above them all.

The king demonstrated his arrogant impiety toward the gods qf his
ancestors, tﬁg goofs sougﬁt Ey women, indeed toward all gods. No wm}o[é of any_

déity was safe from his m}oacious grasp. He even went so far as to ic[ennfl_
ﬁimseﬁf as the cﬁief of the gocfs, “Zeus ‘Mamfestz’c{”

38 But instead he will honor a god of fortresses, a god whom his fathers did not know; he will honor
him with gold, silver, costly stones and treasures.

The on[y cfeity that reigned in his ﬁfe was the god @( war and conquest; he
Morsﬁfpec{ _power alone. o this idol he devoted all his resources.
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39 He will take action against the strongest of fortresses withthe help of a foreign god; he will give
great honor to those who acknowledge 4im and will cause them to rule over the many, and will parcel out
land for a price.

ég means of this stmr;ge goc{, Antiochus would launch ﬁimseﬁf agm’nst’
SH’OY? olds in various lands. He honored, elevated, and enriched those who
allied themselves with him.

40 At the end time the king of the South will collide with him, and the king of the North will storm
against him with chariots, with horsemen and with many ships; and he will enter countries, overflowzhem
and pass through.

In this time qf the end of God’s wrath against His yecyo[e, there would be-

continual confTict between fgy})t and Sym’a. Antiochus would subdue numerous
other lands as well.

41 He will also enter the Beautiful Land, and many countries will fall; but these will be rescued out
of his hand: Edom, Moab and the foremost of the sons of Ammon.

jud?za in yam’cufar would suﬁfer his rage—many of the covenant JaeoyfeJ

Would die. Yet the lands (f the tmns-jonfan would (argefy escape his” domination.

42 Then he will stretch out his hand against other countries, and the land of Egypt will not escape.

The dominion of Antiochus would extend across the ancient world, ﬁ'orm

Persia to fgy}ot

43 But he will gain control over the hidden treasures of gold and silver and over all the precious
things of Egypt; and Libyans and Ethiopians will follow at his heels.

The Eing sacked and looted remyﬁzs in fgy}ot and was }aoisec[ to invade
Qﬁya and fEtﬁiopia.

44 But rumors from the East and from the North will disturb him, and he will go forth with great
wrath to destroy and annihilate many.

r?\/lessages from Parthia to the East and Armenia to the North would draw him
back from ﬂ:’gyjot and Palestine.
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45 He will pitch the tents of his royal pavilion between the seas and the beautiful Holy Mountain;
yet he will come to his end, and no one will help him.

While in his arrogance he had established his roya[ presence in the El-(o@_
Lan(f, he would not succeed in his (fesigns on Palestine. While in Persia, in ‘McEL
of 163 £.c., he became distressed at the news of the Maccabean successes, fe

ill, went mad, and died.
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