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BOT 360 DANIEL

Content and Purpose:

BOT 360 is an undergraduate study of the Book of Daniel. Critical
problems connected with Daniel will be introduced and surveyed as they
come to bear upon portions of the text under consideration. The course
will be introduced by a discussion of the historical background of the
book and its importance to biblical studies. In this course, Daniel
will be studied chronologically, rather than by chapters as they appear
in the text. Because Egi 360 15 a two-hour course, much of the subject
matter, and especially introductory and critical problems, must be
handled in survey fashion. In the course of the discussion, emphasis
will be given to an understanding of basic hermeneutical principles that
apply to apocalyptic material. When you have finished this course, you
will be able to discuss the basic character, content, and relative
importance of the Book of Daniel. You will also be able to discuss the
material in Daniel as it applies, or allegedly applies, to modern views
of futuristic prophecy. Finally, you will have gained an appreciation
for the ancient people of God, their fidelity to Him in difficult circum-
stances, and the example they furnish for our own discipleship.

Text: Edward J. Young, The Prophecy of Daniel. Grand Rapids: Wm. B.
Eerdmans, 1970.

Structure of the Course:

BOT 360 consists of eighteen (18) discussion with a reading assignment
for each discussion. No more than two class days will be given to major
examinations. The student should expect quizzes as amnounced. Take-
home examinations will possibly be used for major examinations. BOT 360
is divided into three (3) sections, with a major examination planned for
each section. Class procedure will be lecture with visual aids. Ho term
papers or essays are required in this course.

Grading Standard:

75% Examinations over major sections
25% Quizzes

After the final grade has been computed in terms of the above standard,
it is subject to adjustment of as much as 15% at thy discretion of the
teacher. This factor may reflect such considerations as classroom par-
ticipation, attendance, attitude, degree of progress, and written gram-
matical expertise. THE STUDENT WHO DOES NOT REGULARLY COMPLETE THE
READING ASSIGNMENTS ON TIME SHOULD NOT EXPECT TO PASS THIS COURSE.

Teacher: Dr. Roger R. Chambers



Discussion #1: An introduction to the Book of Daniel; Historical background
BOT 360 DANIEL

Introduction

A. The name Daniel
1. Hebrew: ON3)Y
2. Greek: AANIEA
3. Meaning: "God is my Judge"

B. Biblical references to Daniel
1. Ezekial 4:14, 20; 28:3
2. Matthew 24:15; Mark 13:14

C. Daniel in the Hebrew Canon
1. The divisions of the Hebrew Canon and "degrees of imspivation”

a.
b.

Law
Prophets

¢. Writings (Daniel)
2. The critical view
a. Law became "scripture" in 400 B.C,

b.
C.

Prophets became "scripture" in 200 B.C.(Daniel put at 168 B.C.)
Writings became "scripture” in A.D. 90.

3. Critical methodology

a.
b.

c.

A priori dating of the authorship of Daniel at 168 B.C.
Tnsist that-the canon was closed in 200 B.C. in order to exclude
Daniel.

Argue that Daniel is not among the prophets because he is not
listed.

4. The evidence

a.

b.
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The tripartate divisions of the Masoretic Text are based on the
Talmud; A.D. 400. (Tractate Baba Bathra)

see Addendun A.
Josephus lists Daniel among the prophets between Ezekiel and the
Twelve. See Addendum A. (Contra on 1. 8.)
Daniel is with the prophets according to Jesus (Matt. 24:15).

. Bgnie] js with the EmErtets in the LXX (@250 B.C.)

niel 1s with T METs according to Josephus. Addendum A,
Daniel is cited in the Sibyl1ine Oracles, supposed prophetic
utterances by women in Greece and Rome. Regardless of their
origin, they date to 140 B.C. A forgery needs more time than
28 years to be recognized as a holy book.

I Macc. 2:59 alludes to the narratives of chapters 3 & 6.

. The defective translation of Daniel in the LXX.

In a contested passage, Josephus has Alexander the Great reading
the Book of Daniel in 332 (165 years before Daniel was supposed
to have been written). (AJ 11, 8. 5)

. Internal evidence. The historical context of Daniel is the

Babylonian and Persian empires, not the Hellenistic world.

For a study on this subject, see E. Yamauchi, Greece and Babylon.
Baker.

. Tradition. With the exception of the 3rd-century Neo-Platonist

Porphyry, the genuineness of Daniel was questioned by no one until
the rise of the deistic movement in the 17th century.
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1. Daniel is cited by Ezekiel, and contemporary critics do not
attack the traditional date and authorship of Ezekiel.

5. The reason for the critical attack on the 6th-century date for
the authorship of Daniel: Daniel is frankly and specifically
prophetic. -

E. B. Pusey, Daniel the Prophet, p. 75:
“The book of Daniel 15 especially fitted to be a battlefield
between faith and unbelief. [t admits of no half-measure.
It is either divine or an imposture."

6. The reason for the date of 168 B.C. assigned by the negative
critics: Daniel is so specific in his nrophecy of the activities
of Antiochus Epiphanes in that year, that he either demonsirates
miraculous foreknowledge or the book represents a forgery: history
written after the event and offered as prophecy.

7. The reason for the shift of Daniel in the Hebrew Canon: Jews of
the first 3 centuries A.D. orobably demoted Daniel because the
Christians were using it so effectively in their evangelism of
the Jewish community. Jerome (A.D. 37%) nreserves the attack by
Porphyry (A.D. 232) on Daniel, demonstratinn that opposition to
Daniel was heavy.

D. The bi-lingual character of Daniel

1. Hebrew-1:1-2:4a

2. Aramaic-2:4b-7:28

3. Hebrew-8:1-12:13

4. The probable explanation: Daniel was written to a bi-lingual world.
Aramaic is used in those portions of direct concern to worldly
empires, and Hebrew in those sections of special meaning to the
Hebrews.

E. Additions to Daniel in the Greek text. See Addendum D.
1. The Song of the Three Holy Children (between 3:23 & 24)
2. The History of Susanna (chap. 13 in the Vulgate; at the beginning
of Daniel in the LXX)
3. Bel and the Dragon (chap. 14 in the Vulgate; after 12:13 in the LX)

F. The literary form of Daniel

1. The tic e
2. |he a%uca1§ﬁ%ig g1gmgg;. Daniel furnished the model for later

non-canonical apocalyptic writings, but these are qualitatively

inferior to Daniel. Only the Book of Revelation can be compared with

Daniel. (For examples of apocryphal apocalyptic, see discussions

of the Pseudipigrapha.

3. The symbolic element,

a. Symbolic language was "at home" in the ancient Near Eastern
literary context in a way that it is not in ours.

b. Prophecy is not history written in advance. There is a element
of obscurity, perhaps even ambiguity, "built im.* (Num. 12:1-8)




. The miraculous element.

J The thronology of the Book of Daniel
K. The city of Babyltm

Ihe four periods of wiracles in the
history of redemptiom,.

1. The time of the Exodus

2. The age of Elijah

3. The kxile (Daniel)

4. The Apostolic age

. The aim of the Boox wor Taniel

1. Polemic. God vs. the Babylonian and Persian gods.

. Didactic. God rules the rulers and history is ultimately at His
mercy.

The people of God are defended by their Creator and

-they are promised ultimate, if not immediate, victory.

God knows the course of w-:rr‘ld events; He is never

surprised. Crucial periods of persecution often

anticipate special redemptive acts of God.

Z
3. Consolatory.
4, Predictive.

The general historical setting of Daniel

The Fall of Samaria, 722 B.C.

J'Iv.

DANIEL, 604 ff. 135 years
The Fall of Jerusalem, 587 B.C.
49 years
The Fall of Babylon, 538 E.C.
—_—— 106 years

The Second Euvemrsh'["ﬂ' of Mehemiah, 432 B.C.

The Death of Jesus, n.&—ﬁﬁ—%z years
‘%-—-——— 40 years
The Fall of JerusaléM, A.D, 70 Y

See Addendum B.

See Addendum C.

—r —— : P
)‘1_1!"‘-'2:""# ﬂ | JG\I. : " K
== w
A
ﬁ‘- wrpd” L ﬂh}.‘\' " " ,tl‘l 'ljlﬁi
,?'- \ AR3 % 0 \‘.‘ SR} RHH
f Wtech N "\ n T H
el
i {Dumar-cus B"ul;]_! M Shush:
y ]'I-‘;-.ncas S EANS! "'*r-'s:{—JJ .fl.‘qﬁ h"gp
[ leruealem (CHALDER, Seiser ™ é\\ Vi "EPUI
R
(I3 e ]
h - -




Discussion #2: Daniel and his friends win positions of power and
influence

Reading: Addenda C & D; Young, pp. 15-29.
Section One The Reign of Nebuchadnezzar
1. Daniel and His Friends Win Positions of Power and Influence (1:1-21)

1:1 Mebuchadnezzar
1. Nebuchadrezzar probably more accurate. Jeremiah uses both equally,
and he was contemporary.
2. Probable meaning: "Nebo protect the boundary”

1:2 Jehoiakim and the capture of the vessels from the Temple
1. Date: 605 B.C.
2. Problem: II Chron. 36:6: "Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon came up
against him to take him to Babylon."
a. There is no evidence that Jehoiakim was taken to Babylon.
b. Jehoiakim died in 598 B.C., before Nebuchadnezzar could arrive
and punish him. '
c. Probable solution: In 605 Jehoiakim was made a vassal. He
opened the gates of the city and offered some of the vessels

to Neb. to ransom Jerusalem from destruction. (The text says

nothing of the complete destruction of the city at this time.)

Perhaps II Chron. 36:6 gives the added information that Jehoiakim

was originally to be sent to Babylon but he struck a bargain and

was allowed to remain on the throne as a vassal.
3. The vessels from the Temple into the house of a pagan god
a. The religious significance of the vessels

(1) Not merely a matter of claiming "loot," but symbolic of
the superiority or victory of one city-god over another.

(2) "The Lord gave Jehoiakim. . . into his hand," indicating a
judgment of God upon Judah's king who later {601) rebelled
against Nebuchadnezzar.

(3) Other vessels taken: 597 B.C. (Ezekiel taken) II Kings 24:13;
587 B.C.--last of the vessels taken and the city destroyed,
Il Kings 25:6ff.

(4) The b;?sphemous use of the vessels at Belshazzar's feast
(Da. .

(6) The return of the vessels
{a) Cyrus (Ezra 1:7)

(b} Darius (Ezra 6:5)
b. "his god" = Marduk (Neb. credited Marduk, not Bel, with his success.)
4. Shinar = Babylon (Gen 10:10; 11:2; Zech. 5:11) Since the Tower of
Babel episode, the term “Shinar" carried the connotation "center of
wickedness.,"

1:3=7 The royal hostages
1. Ashpenaz, chief of eunuchs/officials
a. Probably should read "nobles." Earlier such courtesans were
made eunuch because the absence of passion rendered them more
dependable. Later it became a title of office, not necessarily



indicating men who had undergone surgery. (Acts 8)
b. Asphenaz had probably been put in charge of the hostages when
Nebuchadnezzar hurried across the desert to claim his throne.
2. "children of Israel. . . royal family"
a. Josephus claims they were made eunuch. Again, the term may have
lost its original force and come to mean "official" or "noble"
b. Of the descendants of David.
3. Those of physical and intellectual superiority.
4, ", . . the -literature and language of the Chaldeans"
a. Not trained as soothsayers, but as upper-level civil servants;
administrators.
b. Subject matter available: language, astronomy, mathematics,
natural history, mythological literature (such as the Gilgamesh
Epic), agriculture, architecture.
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5. "daily rations" wvs. &
a. Ancient kings regularly fed large numbers of servants at their
personal expense.
b. Three years = standard training period in the Persian Empire.
6. The names of the Hebrew youths:

Hebrew name  Meaning Babylonian name Meaning
Hananiah "The Lord is Shadrach "Command of Aku
Gracious" (moon god)"
Mishael "Who is What Meshach "Who is what
God is? Aku is?"
| Azariah “The Lord has Abnego “Servant of
| helped" Nebo" 77
‘__.___.__,_....___-_
| Daniel "God is my Belteshazzar "May Balak
| Judge* (planet Saturn
i Protect"??

1:8-16 The Hebrew youths take a stand for their faith and are justified

1. "Daniel made up his mind. . ."
a. They changed his name but they could not change his character.
b. It appears that Daniel led and the others followed.

2. The source of the unacceptable pollution:

a. Food that had been offered to 1dols?

b. Food unclean by Levitical standards?

3. The refusal by D. seems to be on spiritual, not on physical grounds.
4. Vs. 9: Prompted by God, the commander of the officials grant
permission and favor,
Vs. 10: What was at stake if their health failed, the job? 1ife?
of the commander of the officials?
5. The ten-day experiment. (vs. 12,13)

a. Questions:

(1) If the distinction was physical, how could ten days make a
noticeable difference?
(2) How could Daniel know? (Divine revelation?)

b. A "water of faith?" (Montgomery) [t seems to be a miraculous
testimony of the ability of Daniel's God to bless them in a spec-
tacular way for their refusal to break the Law of Moses.

6. "vegetables/pulse”

a. "things that are sown"

b. Why choose a vegetarian diet? Possibly because 1t was impossible
to obtain and prepare meat that would confurm to the Mosaic code.

7. The success of the trial (vss. 14-16)

1:17-21 The Hebrew youths enter government service
1. The skill and learning of the Hebrew youths
a. A1l four give divine insight, sophisticatedidiscernment.
b. Daniel given the supernatural gift of interpreting dreams and
visions. This was important to the ancients, God often used this
method of communication, and someone such as Daniel or Joseph
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could claim respect and wield much power by virtue of their
ability to accurately interpret dreams and visions. Part of the
gift was to distinguish between natural and supernatural dreams.
2. Daniel and his friends were of the same class as the pagan sooth-
sayers, but were generically superior to them all. : %!
3. vs. 21: the first year of Cyrus = 538 B.C. This does speak of
Daniel's life-span. Rather it means that Daniel functioned in this
capacity until the end of Babylonian rule. He then received another
officer under Cyrus.
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Discussion #3: Nebuchadnezzar's dream of the great image

Reading:

Young, pp. 35-82.

I11. Nebuchadnezzar's Dream of the Great Image (2:1-49)

2:1-10

1.
2.

The second year of Nebuchadnezzar = 603 B.C.7

The Chaldeans

a. Not in the ethnic sense, but rather wise men, scothsayers,
astrologers, counsellors.

b, The Aramaic beings here. KJV "Syriac" should read “"Aramaic.”
Mote Young's theory that this is a scribal gloss (2:4) to
warn the reader of the transition in language.

. 2:5 "The word is gone forth from me (KJV) means that he had made

a firm command, not that he had forootten the dream,

. 2:5-10 The stern requirements by Nebuchadnezzar of his counsellors

and their response; stalling for time.

2:11-13 The decree to exterminate the counsellors

2:14-16

1.

Daniel not present for the original consultation.

a. Suggests that he was not of the common herd.

b. Possibly his responsibilities or assignments kept him away from
Babylon.

2. Daniel's asks for an audience with the king and for a delay in the

executions.
2:17-24

1, Daniel calls for prayer (17-18).

2. God answers (19).

3. Daniel's great prayer of thanksgiving and praise (20-23).

4, Daniel presents himself and promises to interpret the king's dream,

2:25-30

1. Arioch claims credit for finding Daniel (25).

2. Daniel disavows human agency or native ability (27-28).

3. "Latter days" (28) = that period of time beginning with the coming
of Messiah., This statement reflects the fact that the principal
element of the vision is the stone representing the Messianic King-
dom; the stone overshadows the image. (For the New Testament view
of “L?st Days," see Acts 2:16,17; Hebrews 1:1; I Tim. 4:1; I John
2:18.

4. The king had been contemplating the future of his kingdom (29).

2:31-33
1. The image

a. Head of fine gold

b, Breast and arms of silver

c. Mid-section and thighs of bronze
d. Leas of iron .

e. Feet of iron mixed with clay






