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DANIEL

Daniel was a godly man

And thankful through his days . . .
He never failed to pray to God

And give Him all the praise.

His trials were so many,
And he was tempted sore . . .
But he was saved by righteousness,
‘And the godly cloak he wore.

Interpreting the royal dreams

Through wisdom from on high . . .
He ever gave the praise to God,

As hig life did verify.

In the fiery furnace
And in the lions’ den . . .

The flames were stayed, the jaws were set
Before oppressing men.

But he emerged triumphant,
For God was ever near . . .

He guards His children from all harm
When danger does appear.

Through our temptations and our trials,
On life’s tempestous ways . . .

I thank Thee, God, for Daniel,
And for his life of praise.

Upon my knees, I pray that God,
Will make me thankful too . . .
And worthy of His love and care . . .
I know He’ll see me through!

Author Unknown



DANIEL

INTRODUCTION

Author: Daniel, a Hebrew statesman, His name in
Hebrew, Daniyyel, means “God is Judge” or “God is my
Judge” or “judge who pronounces judgment in the name of
God.” We know very little of the person Daniel. He was
probably of royal lineage (1:8), He was taken to Babylonia
as a young man (just how old he was when this happened
we do not know—probably 20 years of age or younger). He
died probably soon after receiving and recording the cloging
series of his prophecies (chap, 10-12), which he himself
places in the third year of the reign of Cyrus. But when,
and under what circumstances, his death occurred is un-
known. He apparently did not return to Palestine with his
people but spent his last days in Babylon. If he was taken
to Babylon “in the third year of Jehoiakim” (606 B.C.) and
lived past the return of the Jews to Palestine (536 B.C.)
it would mean he lived more than 70 years in Babylonia
alone! Thus his death would come at the ripe old age of
80-90, depending upon his age when he wag taken to Babylon.

Daniel was truly a man of God, He was a man of
faith, courage and conviction. He was ready at all times to
declare without fear or favor what he believed and to stand
for his convictions regardless of the circumstances and
consequences. There are marks of true nobility, gentleness,
compassion and unreproachable integrity borne out in his
dealings with his contemporaries. His personal integrity
was so great that he could be heard and trusted even by
those monarchs who did not believe in his God. As a conse-
quence of his veracity and erudition, he was made ruler
over the province of Babylon and chief of the governors
over its wise men under two Babylonian emperors and under
Darius the Mede he was one of the three presidents of the
satraps.

Dean Farrar was impressed with the absence of Daniel’s
name from all ancient documents outside the Scriptures as a
‘strong reason to question the actual, historic personage of
Daniel, Robert Dick Wilson deals with this “argument from
silence” in a very lucid way in his book Studies in The
Book of Daniel, published by Putnam. Dr. Wilson points out
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DANIEL

that it is hardly fair, in the first place, to use silence to argue
against Daniel’s existence. Secondly, all the ancient Baby-
lonian documents are silent about the numerous governors,
judges, generals, priests, wise men, writers, sculptors, archi-
tects. and all kinds of famous men who must have lived
during that long period. But does the silence concerning
such ag these mean the emperor had not such judges,
priests, ete.?

Edward J. Young in The Prophecy o-f Damniel, published
by Eerdmans, gives five lines of evidence proving the Daniel
of whom the book testifies is the author of the book:

1. In the second half of the book Daniel names himself
(speaking in first person) ag the one receiving the
revelations, and he is ordered to preserve the book
in which these words are found (12:4).

2. It should be obvious to any honest reader that the
book is the work of one person throughout. The
first part prepares for the second; all sections are
mutually related to one another; the historical narra-
tives are interdependent; the character of Daniel is
always the same.

3. Jesug Christ validates its authorship by Daniel (Mt.
24:15). One should also compare Mt. 10:23; 16:27
ff; 19:28; 24:30; 25:31; 26 :64.

4. The Septuagint and the books of Maccabees show
definite influence by the book of Daniel. Jewish
tradition attributes its authorship to this Daniel.

5. The book is saturated with historical nuances of
Babylonian and Persian background. It had to be
written by a person contemporary with the events.

Date: H. C. Leupold dates the writing of this book be-
tween 538-528 B.C. Merrill C. Tenney gives “shortly after
his last vision, in 536 B.C.” as the date. Keil and Delitzsch
say it was written “during the exile” by Daniel. Edward
J. Young agrees with the above statements. Practically all
conservative scholars date the book somewhere mnear 536
B.C.. Porphyry, a neo-Platonic philosopher of the third
century A.D. was probably the first significant unbelieving
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INTRODUCTION

critic of the book of Daniel. He alleged it was written by
gomeone who lived in Judea during the times of the Antiochus
Epiphanes (175-163 B.C.). According to Prophyry predic-
tive prophecy is impossible therefore the book could not have
been written before the events so an imposter wrote the
book and lied for the sake of reviving the hope of the Jews
during the terrible times of Antiochus Epiphanes, The mod-
ern critical view, fathered by Leonhard Bertholdt (1806-08)
is that the book was written by an unknown Jew in Palestine
at the time of the Maccabees in the second century B,C.
Our personal observation, after studying the arguments of
the critics many years now, is that all those who insist the
book was written after the events recorded therein, do so
because of the same prejudgment and presupposition as
Porphyry—that predictive prophecy is impossible.

The destructive critics argue for a late date on the
basis of three alleged evidences: historical, linguistic and
theological. It is not the purpose of this commentary to
offer a technical study of all the critical problems of the
book of Daniel. However, we feel we must deal with these
problems as concisely as possible because their resolution
has direct bearing on true and honest exposition of the text.

1. Historical: Tt is alleged that Daniel is of late date
because it is placed in the Kethubhim or Hagiog-
raphe (writings) instead of the Prophets. How-
ever, some of the other documents of the Hagiog-
rapha. are of great antiquity (Psalms, Job, Prov-
erbs)., DPosition in the Hagiographa is no proof of
a late date of composition, It is further alleged that
there are historical inaccuracies which make it likely
that the author lived at a late date. In Daniel 1:1
it is stated that Nebuchadnezzar invaded Palestine
in the third year of Jehoiakim, whereas Jeremiah
46:2 says that the first year of Nebuchadnezzar was
the fourth year of Jehoiakim. Recent investigations
show that the Jewgs reckoned their regnal year from
the first month preceding the year of accession thus
605 B.C. would have been the fourth year of Jehoia-
kim who came to the throne in 608. The Babylon-
ians, however, reckoned the first regnal year from
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DANIEL ~

~the next succeeding new year’s day.. Therefore, the
~year 605 would be only Jehoiakim’s third year ac-
-eording - to the Chaldean reckoning,  Nebuchad-
nezzar's first regnal year began in April, 604, even
- though he had been crowned in September, 605.
-Daniel has written from the Chaldean viewpoint and
Jeremiah  from the Jewish. . Both are correct, and
the critics are wrong., Amnother historical discrep-

“+ancy i8 alleged in that Daniel represents Belshazzar

a8 the last king of Babylonia and as being slain
- when Babylon was taken by the Medes. . Profane
history seemed to indicate that Nabonidus was the
last king of Babylon, and further that he wag killed
- in the capture. Archaeologists have discovered clay
tablets bearing inscriptions which prove that Bel-
shazzar was Nabonidus’ son and. co-ruler with him,
and that he was active as the ruler during any
absence of Nabonidus. Why would Belshazzar
promise to the interpreter of the inscription on the
wall (chap. 5) promotion to the status of third ruler
in the kingdom? Why not promise him promotion
to second ruler? Obviously because Belshazzar him-
self was only the second ruler, inasmuch as Nabodi-
dus his father was still alive. (cf. Archaeology and
Bible History, by Joseph P. Free)

. Linguistic: There are some Persian words in the
text of the book. We admit that Daniel wrote the
book (or at least a portion of the book) as late as
the Persian dominion. He lived in it and it is not
strange that some of the few political terms would
be used. There are some Greek words (basically
only three such words are used and they are of
musical instruments) in the text. But Greek com-
mercial and cultural activity and influence was
already widespread before 600 B.C. As early as
the reign of Sargon (722-705 B.C.) there were,
according to the Assyrian records, Greek captives
being sold into slavery from Cyprus, Ionia, Lydia
and Cilicia.. In the Neo-Babylonian ration tablets
published by E. F. Weidner, Ionian' carpenters and
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INTRODUCTION

shipbuilders are mentioned among the recipients of
rations from Nebuchadnezzar's commissary—along
with musicians from Ashkelon and elsewhere, Por-
tions of Daniel written in Aramaic have geveral
words spelled with a d which critics argued were
spelled with a #z in Daniel’s time, the d being used
much later. However, certain texts among the Ras
Shomra (Ugaritic) Texts, which are dated as early
as 1500-1400 B,C. prove that the words in Aramaic
were gpelled both ways even centuries before Daniel!
As to the question of why half the book was written
in Aramaic (first half) and half in Hebrew (last
half), the reason for the choice is fairly obvious.

Those portions of Daniel’s prophecy which deal gen-

erally with Gentile affairs were put into a linguistic
medium which all the public could appreciate whether
Jew or Gentile, " But those portions which were of

“particularly Jewish interest were put into Hebrew

in order that they might bhe understood by the Jews
alone.

Theological : Basically, the theological arguments for
a late date for Daniel revolve around the unbeliev-
ing critic’s presuppositions against the supernatural
in miracle and prophecy. The critics lay customary
emphasis upon the supposed evolutionary develop-
ment of the Jewish religion. They point to motifs

. and emphases in Daniel which they insist evolved

only - during the intertestamental period. These
emphases include prominence of angels, the stress
upon the last judgment, the resurrection from the
dead, the Messianic kingdom. Any reader of the
Old Testament may quickly verify the faet that
many prophets, long before Daniel’s time, spoke of
angels, judgment, the Messianic kingdom, and a few
concerning the resurrection. On the other hand,
works which are admittedly of the second century
B.C., such as I Maccabees and the Greek additions
to Daniel, Baruch and Judith, show none of the four
elements (angelology, resurrectlon, last judgment,
Messiah!)
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DANIEL

Purpose: Leupold writes: . , . a book of comfort, de-
signed for evil days as well as for good days. By the help
of it Israel could discern that its oppressions were, indeed
going to be heavy, but, on the other hand, that they were
foreknown by God and were therefore not to be dreaded
too much. For if an all-knowing God had seen what would
transpire He must at the same time be an omnipotent God
who would be able to deliver His own, as well as a faithful
God would would not suffer them to be tempted above what
they were able.”

Gleagon Archer writes: . . . the overruling sovereignty
of the one true God, who condemns and destroys the rebel-
lious world power and faithfully delivers His covenant
people according to their steadfast faith in Him.”

G. Campbell Morgan writes: “If I were to summarize
the Book of Danie] I could do it in two sentences: first of
all, the messages of Daniel, whether those delivered to
pagan kings or those recorded that have been for the people
of God, emphasize first the government of God over all
kings and all nations; and secondly, they emphasize the fact
of the contimuity of that government until the consummation
in which God’s will shall be done, His throne recognized,
and the victory be with Him.” Dr. Morgan’s paean of
Daniel is well stated: “I am so glad in these days that I
have my Old Testament still, and I am watching the good-
hess of God in human history over all the machinations of
men.” -

The great lessons of Daniel are the general principles of
other 0Old Testament prophets particularized! (ef. our
commentary on Hosea, Joel, Amos, Obadiah and Jonah).
God presides over the history of the world; the Gentile
nations as well ag the Jews have always been under His
control; the succession of human empires is ordained by
Him; He permits the pride and fury of oppressors for a
time, but humbles them in the end, and saves His own;
His kingdom will come in due time, and will endure forever;
faithfulness and constancy to Him lead to a life beyond
death, and to an eternal reward of glory.

Style': The revelations concerning the future given in
Daniel are in the form of dreams and visions, highly sym-
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INTRODUCTION

bolic and figurative, There is a reason for this, This book
was written about and during a period of the deepest na-
tional misery of the people of God, In fact the period of
the Indignation (8:19) had begun, There were undoubtedly
many questions in the hearts of the pious Jews of the cap-
tivity such as: What does the future hold in store for God’s
people? Will He leave us here, dispersed, or will He send
His redeemer? If the latter, how is this to be accomplished,
and, when? What can be done by anyone about these great,
powerful, absolute pagan emperors?

In the style of prophecy they were accustomed to, the
“covenant people” usually occupied the center of the stage.
The world-powers by which they were harassed or threatened
usually were noticed only incidentally and then as sympolical
representatives of the spirit of world-power that opposes
God. Daniel has a new point of reference! He is in the
very center of that world-power which had overthrown and
subjugated all the nations of the East, including the cove-
nant people. From this frame of reference he predicts the
rise of a succession of world-kingdoms, which shall destroy
one another until an eternal kingdom of truth and righteous-
ness shall be established on their ruins by the direct inter-
ference in history, at a particular point, by the God of
heaven, In all of this Daniel relies almost exclusively upon
symbolic, apocalyptic language. It is contrary to the nature
and genius of prophecy, especially to prophecy of such a
broad eschatological scope as this, to reveal the future in
prosaic forms. In all prophecy there is an element of ob-
scurity and God decreed it to be so for He said He would
not speak to other prophets face to face as He had to Moses
(Num. 12:1-8), but to those following Moses He promised
He would speak in dreamg and visions. It is to be expected
therefore that in revelations given in visions and dreams we
would have a great deal of imagery and symbolism. When
one considers the standpoint of Daniel such is to be expected.
His circumstances were unique as were those of John, the
author of the New Testament Apocalypse. Both were com-
missioned to relate unpalatable predictions of doom upon the
pagan societies in which they lived. The style or form of
Daniel is due to its subject matter. No other prophetical

9




DANIEL

book of the Old Testament speaks of the heathen nations and
their relation to the people of God with the same fullness and
definiteness as does Daniel,

The word apocalyptic comes from the Greek word
apokalypsis which means ‘“revelation” or “unveiling,” and
is applied to those writings which contain revelations of the
secret purposes of God expressed by a high degree of symbol-
ism. The development of world-power over a span of 600
yearg or more, the succession of judgments of God visited
in history upon the enemies of God’s people, closing with
the establishment of God’s kingdom on earth and the aec-
complishment of redemption through a Redeemer are the
“secrets” of God Daniel is commissioned to “unveil” If
the book is to retain any semblance of mystery at all (which
by the very nature of the mysterious would excite people
to read and long for fulfillment), it must make use of
imagery and symbolism. Within the Old Testament, this
form of prophetical writing is approached by the closing
chapters of Ezekiel (40-48) and is directly represented in
the first half of Zechariah (1:8). In the New Testament
symbolico-apocalyptic writing is found only in the Revelation
of John which is a continuation and NT application of the
prophetic principles of Daniel.

Background: One must go back to the time of Hezekiah
to appreciate the background of Daniel’s experiences in
Babylon. Hezekiah’s glorious, reform (II Chron. 29-31) was
short lived. Manasseh, Hezekiah’s son, set up idolatrous
images ‘all over the land of Judah (even in the Temple)
(IT Chron. 33:7). He slew those few devout Jews who
refused to follow his wicked example of idolatry. - His
apostasy was the main cause for captivity (ef. Jer. 15:4).

Manasseh eventually repented but his change of heart
was too late to undo the evil which had become a way of
life for the nation and to avert the judgment of God.
Manasseh’s son 'Amon came to the throne but he was so
wicked his servants assassinated him, and the people placed
his God-fearing son, Josiah, on the throne (II Chron. 33:21-
25). While workmen were restoring the Temple, the book of
the law of Jehovah was found. Josiah attempted a reform
but he met an untimely death in the battle of Megiddo (II
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INTRODUCTION

Chron, 85:20-87), Hig son, Jehoahaz, the people’s choice,
was quickly removed by Pharaoh-Necho, and replaced by the
deposed king’s brother, Jehoiakim.

In the battle of Carchemish (605 B.C.) (cf. II Chron,
85:20; Jer. 46:2) Nebuchadnezzar of Babylon defeated
Pharaoh-Necho, and the 70 years of Babylonian captivity
began (Jer. 25:1-12; Dan. 9:1-2), It was at this time that
Daniel and his friends were carried away to Babylon.
Habakkuk prophesied during the reign of the wicked Jehoi-
akim as well as Jeremiah (ministry during 626-586 B.C.).
Jeremiah predicted Babylonian domination of Judah as a
judgment of God to which the people were to submit but
Jehoiakim, sitting in his winter palace and listening to the
reading of Jeremiah's prophecies, burned the scroll on which
they were recorded, These prophecies were immediately
re-written by Jeremiah with the addition of a terrible judg-
ment of God upon Jehoiakim. His son, Jehoiachin, reigned
only three months and was deported to Babylon with a
number of other important people of Judah (including
Ezekiel),

Zedekiah, a third son of Josiah, was Judah’s last king.
Zedekiah’s tragic end is vividly described in IT Kings 25:4-7.
The people, except the poorest, were carried away to Baby-
lon (IT Kings 25:11), The basic reason for the Babylonian
captivity is given in II Chron. 36:14ff.

- William Hendriksen characterizes the attitudes of the
people in captivity very well. The first years were years of
false hopefulness. The early -exiles were confident that
conditions would soon change and they would return to their
land. Was not Jehovah’s temple in Jerusalem still standing?
Jeremiah writes and attempts to deter them from putting
trust in their false prophets (Jer. 29; Ezek. 17:11-24).
Secondly, there were years of hopelessness. When the temple
was destroyed in 586 B.C. it seemed to many as if Jehovah
had completely forsaken His people. Despair entered the
hearts of the people and is expressed in one of the Captivity
Psalms (Psa. 187). Ezekiel is God’s chosen vessel in Baby-
lon to comfort the exiles. Thirdly, there came a season of
revived hopefulness. For those who availed themselves of
the opportunity to return to their country (and those who did

11
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80 in spirit but because of position or age were not able to
[e.g. Daniel]), hope stirred anew in their hearts that God
wag faithful and had yet greater things in store for His
people. For others the time of indifference and assimila-
tion set in. Babylonia to the south, Media and Mesopotamia
to the north had become “home” to them. They inter-
married with the people of the land and adopted their
religion (Ezek. 20:31-82 and cf. also Esther).

The Jews in Exile were permitted to form colonies in
which their communal life could continue. For the most
part they were permitted to gather in the homes of their
elders and worship their God and read their holy scriptures.
Life during the exile was highly diversified. Most Jews
were probably agriculturists and earned their living by
farming. Some ultimately entered business, Many became
rich and influential. Other Jews became trusted men in
government. An abundance of archaeological data now
available describes in detail the types of houses, utensils,
ete., used during the neo-Babylonian and Persian eras.

The captivity served a three-fold purpose. First it
was God’s method of punishment for their sins (II Chron.
86:15-17). Second, it was a means of purification and
preparation of the remmnant for God’s Messianic purposes
(Ezek. 36:22-81). Third, God used it to bless the Gentile
nations in preparing them to be called into the Messianie
kingdom (cf. Micah 5:7).

Outline : Some divide the book into two general divisions:
(1) Daniel revealing God’s purposes for the Gentile nations;
(2) Daniel revealing God’s plans for the covenant people.
Hendriksen divides the book (1) God’s Sovereignty in
History; (2) God’s Sovereignty in Prophecy.

We choose to divide the book into three parts thusly:

I Daniel’'s Faith (chap. 1) Dedication
II Daniel’s Fortitude (chap. 2-6) Determination
IIT Daniel’s Foreknowledge (chap. 7-12) Divination

We shall elaborate upon the above outline with more detail
as we proceed in exegesis through the book,

12



SPECIAL STUDY ONE
NEBUCHADNEZZAR’S BABYLON

excerpt from
EXILE AND RETURN
by Charles F. Pfeiffer
Published by Baker Book House

A clay tablet which dates back to Persian times containg
a map of the world, Various towns are marked, along with
the canals and waterways which made them possible.
Around the whole span of the earth’s surface is an ocean
which has the appearance of a tire on a wheel, Beyond are
yet other regions, indicated by triangles which touch the
outer rim of the ocean. The geographical center of this
universe, however, was the city of Babylon.

Babylon was an ancient city. We are told that Nimrod
began his ancient empire there (Gen. 10;10). About 1830
B.C. a dynasty of kings from Babylon began to annex
surrounding city-states and the First Dynasty of Babylon
began is quest for power, The famed Hammurabi codified
Babylonian law (ca. 1700 B,C.) and ruled all of southern
Mesopotamia, extending his conquests as far as Mari on the
middle Euphrates.

The glory of Babylon declined and southern Mesopo-
tamia was ruled for centuries by governors appointed by
the Asgyriansg who ruled from Asshur and Nineveh. When,
under Nabopolassar, the Babylonians rebelled against Assyria
and, in 612 B.C., helped destroy Nineveh, the center of
empire, if not the center of the universe, could be identified
with the ancient Babylon.

Our knowledge of ancient Babylon comes from a variety
of sources. It is described in the Bible as the capital city
of the nation which took Judah into captivity. Daniel and
his compamions were trained as courtiers in the schools of
Babylon. The Greek historian Herodotus, who wrote a .
century and a half after Nebuchadnezzar, described the city
as a vast square, 480 stades (5514 miles) in circumference,
surrounded by a huge moat of running water, beyond which
were ramparts two hundred cubits high and fifty cubits
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broad! Herodotus tells us that the streety were arranged
at right angles, a fact later verified by Koldewey, the exca-
vator of Babylon. The Euphrates was walled on both sides
ag it made its course through ‘the city, a series of gates
providing the inhabitants of Babylon access to the river.
Diodorus Siculug and other Greeks spoke in admiration of
Babylon, unquestionably the largest and most magnificent
city of the ancient world.

The Book of Damiel records the boast of Nebuchadnez-
zar, “Is not this great Babylon that I have built?” (Dan.
4:30). The words are not without meaning. In addition
to the walls which surrounded Babylon, Nebuchadnezzar was
personally responsible for much that was within the city.
He laid out and paved with bricks the great Procession Way
which led to the temple of Marduk. The palace of his
father Nabopolassar was completely rebuilt.. Beams of
cedar were imported from distant Lebanon for the project.

Nabopolassar -had already begun the rebuilding of Baby-
lon, but it was left to Nebuchadnezzar to pursue the work
in earnest. Before the death of Nabopolassar about two-
thirds of the work he. had planned for the protection of
Babylon had been completed. The inner wall of the city,
known as Imgur-Bel, was finished. He also had built an
outer wall, the Nimitti-Bel, and reconstructed the city gates
with cedar wood covered with strips of bronze. Symbolic
guardiang of the city were the half-human, half-animal
bronze colossi which stood at the threshold.

Nebuchadnezzar took up where his father left off. A
third massive wall was built on the east side of the city at
a distance of four thousand cubits from the outer wall.
Before this was a moat, walled around with bricks. Similar
defenses were built on the west, but they were not as strong
because the desert formed a natural barrier.

To the north, the direction from which trouble might
be expected, Nebuchadnezzar pursued a different plan. Be-
tween the two walls, and between the river and the Ishtar
Gate he constructed an artificial platform of brick laid in
bitumen. Upon this elevated platform he built a citadel
which was connected with- his royal palace.. In this way
he made the north wall so solid that it could be neither
broken down nor breached. The citadel could be used as a
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watch-tower and, if need be, destructive missiles could be
shot or thrown from it upon any enemy who might have
reached the outside of the walls. Apart from the possibility
of treachery within, Babylon appeared impregnable.

The Neo-Babylonian period is well documented, and
Nebuchadnezzar has left us accounts of his building opera-
tion. In describing his work on the walls he declares:

Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon, the restorer of Esaglia and

Ezida, son of Nabopolagsar am I. As a protection to Esagila,
that no powerful enemy and destroyer might take Babylon, that
the line of battle might not approach Imgur-Bel, the wall of
Babylon, that which no former king had done, I did; at the
enclosure of Babylon I made an enclosure of a strong wall on the
east side, I dug a moat, I reached the level of the water. I then
saw that the wall which my father had prepared was too small
in its construction, I built with bitumen and brick a mighty
wall which, like a mountain, could not be moved, and connected
it with the wall of my father; I laid its foundations on the
breast of the underworld; its top I raised up like a mountain.
Along this wall to strengthen it I constructed a third, and as
the base of a protecting wall I laid a foundation of bricks, and
built it on the breast of the under-world, and laid its founda-
tion, The fortifications of Esagila and Babylon I strengthened,
and established the name of my reign forever.

Archaeology has provided us with the tools to evaluate
the boasts of Nebuchadnezzar and the reports of Herodotus.
In 1898 Robert Koldewey began the excavation of Babylon
under the auspices of the Deutsche Orientgesellschaft, Work
continued for more than eighteen years. Full reports of
Koldewey’s work appeared in his book, Das wieder erste-
hende Babylon, which contained photographs and plans of
the city and its principal structures. The foreword to the
first edition was dated, “Babylon, May 16, 1912.” A fourth
edition appeared in 1925.

Koldewey came upon the walls of Babylon during the
early days of his dig. It took considerable time to excavate
them, but the results were indeed impressive. Around the
ruins of the city was a brick wall 2213 feet thick. Outside
this wall was a space 3814 feet wide, then another brick
wall, 25 feet thick. If the outer wall were breached the
invader would find himself trapped between two walls.
Lining the inner side of the citadel moat was still another
wall, 12 feet thick. In times of danger the moat could be

flooded.
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The walls were surmounted every 160 feet by watch-
towers. Koldewey suggests that there were 360 such towers
on the inhner wall (an estimate based upon the pattern of
the ruins). Excavations indicate that the towers were 27
feet wide, and they probably were 90 feet high (much less
than the 800 feet mentioned by Herodotus). Ancient his-
torians tell us that two chariots could be driven abreast on
the road which ran on top of the wall and completely sur-
rounded the city. The walls were constantly patrolled by
guards.

There were numerous gates in the walls, although Hero-
dotus’ reference to one hundred gates must be dismissed as
hyperbole. The most famous entrance into the city was
the Ishtar gate which led from the north of the city into
the Procession Way. The gate wag fifteen feet wide and its
vaulted passageway was thirty-five feet above the street
level. The bricks were so molded that they form bas-relief
figures of bulls and dragons. Their surfaces were overlaid
with thickly colored enamels. Nebuchadnezzar used properly
fired bricks, and they have remained through the ages. The
sun dried bricks used by his predecessors have disintegrated
long ago.

The Procession Way was primarily used for the great
annual occasion when king and people went to the temple of
Marduk at the New Year’s Festival. During the forty-three
years of his reign, Nebuchadnezzar continued to beautify
the Procession Way. He wrote:

Aibur-shabu, the street of Babylon, I filled with a high fill-
for the procession of the great lord Marduk, and with Turmina-
banda stones and Shadu stones I make this Aibur-shabu fill for
the procession of his godliness, and linked it with those parts
which my father had built, and made the way a shining one.

The pavement of the Procession Way was built over a
base of bricks covered with bitumen. It consisted of blocks
of limestone with sides more than a yard wide, pointed with
asphalt.  Inscribed on the underside of each of the slabs
were the words:

Nebuchadnezzar, King of Babylon, son of Nabopolassar,
King of Babylon, am I. Of the streets of Babylon for the pro- -

cession of the great lord Marduk, with slabs of limestone, I built
the causeway. Oh, Marduk my lord, grant eternal life,
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Along the walls of the Procession Way was a series of
120 lions in enameled relief. They were spaced at 64 foot
intervals and gave a sense of awe to the street. The lions
had hides of white or yellow, with manes of yellow or red.
They were posed against a background of light or dark blue.
The Procession Way was 7314 feet wide,

At the annual New Year’s Festival, statues of the
principal deities were assembled from all the provinces of
the kingdom and solemnly carried through the Ishtar Gate
out to the northern outskirts of the city, There they were
transferred to boats and taken to the Garden Temple up the
river., This was followed by the consummation of the
sacred marriage of the principal god and goddess, which was
presumed to guarantee the fertility and prosperity of the
whole land. On the eleventh day of the month Nisan the
procession joyously returned through the Ishtar Gate from
the north, Marduk led the procession in his chariot-boat.
Behind the chief god of Babylon rode the king in his chariot.
Behind the king were carriage-boats containing the images
of the other gods worshiped in Babylon.

Along the Procession Way was the famous staged-tower
or ziggurat of Babylon known as E-temen-anki—*“The House
of the Foundation of Heaven and Earth’’—which rose 300 -
feet into the air and could be seen from a distance by travel-
ers approaching the city, Fifty-eight million bricks are said
to have been used in its construction. Like Babylon itself,
the ziggurat goes back to remote antiquity. On its top was
a Temple to Marduk, the god of Babylon. Enemies of the
state—such as Tukulti-Ninurta, Sargon, Sennacherib, and
Ashurbanipal—devastated the city and destroyed the Mar-
duk shrine. The tower was rebuilt by the Neo-Babylonian
rulers Nabopolassar and Nebuchadnezzar. In a sense it
pictured both the glories of Marduk, and of Marduk’s city,
Babylon. Nabopolassar declared:

The lord Marduk commanded me concerning E-temen-anki,

the staged tower of Babylon, which before my time had become

dilapidated and ruinous, that I should make its foundations

secure in the bosom of the nether world, and make its summit
like the heavens,

The ziggurat consisted of seven terraces, on the top of
which was a temple made of bricks enameled bright blue to
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represent the heavens. The téemple was approached by a
triple staircase, at the middle of which there was a place
where the visitor might rest. Within the temple was a couch
and a golden table.  This was regarded as the abode of
Marduk.” No one except a priestess, who served as the
consort of the god, was to enter this shrine. The prosperity
of the land was thought to depend upon this sacred marriage
ritual.

Across the street from the ziggurat was the temple area
known as E-sag-ila (“The house which lifts up the head”).
Herodotus visited the E-sag-ila and was much impressed by
its golden-figure of “Zeus” (Babylonian Bel-Marduk) seated
in the shrine beside a golden table. = According to the
statistics which Herodotus gives (which may be exagger-
ated) the gold of these objects weighed about 890 talents,
or 4800 pounds with a current value of $24,000,000. “Zeus”
appeared as a half-animal, half-human ecreature. Outside
the sanctuary were a number of other altars and statues
including a standing figure of Marduk, twelve cubits (twenty
feet) high, of solid gold. The complex of buildings occupied
sixty.acres, bounded, on ‘the west by the Euphrates and on
the east by the Procession Way. Towering 470 feet above
the ground was the shrine known as the E-kur (“Temple
mountain”) built on a terrace of asphalted bricks like the
nearby ziggurat. - o C ’

The -total number of shrines in ancient Babylon, as
recorded in contemporary inscriptions, appears incredible.
We read that, ‘ T

There are altogether in Babylon fifty-three temples of the
great gods, fifty-five slhrines dedicated to Marduk, three hundred -
shrines belonging to earth divinities, six hundred shrines for
celesital divinities, one hundred and eighty altars to the goddess

Ishtar, one hundred and eighty to the gods Nergal and Adad,

and twelve other altars to various deities.

North of the ziggurat was a mound called Kasr on
which Nebuchadnezzar built the most imposing of his
palaces. The palace walls were of finely made yellow brick,
and floors were of white and mottled sandstone. The palace
was adorned with reliefs in blue glaze. Its gates were
guarded by gigantic basalt lions.
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Near the palace were the famed Hanging Gardens, con-
sidered to.be one of the Seven Wonders of the Ancient
World. Nebuchadnezzar built the gardeng for his wife who
missed the hills of her Median homeland. The gardens
appear to have been terraced and set on a small hill beside
the palace, flanked by the Procession Way and the Ishtar
Gate.

Josephus quotes from Berossus, History of Chaldea, an
account of the building of Nebuchadnezzar’s palace and the
hanging gardens, , '

In this palace he erected retaining walls of stone to which
he gave an appearance very like that of mountains and, by
planting on them trees of all kinds, he achieved this effect and
built the so-called hanging garden because his wife, who had
been brought up in the region of Media, had a desire for her
native environment, :
The gardeng were irrigated by means of an endless chain
of buckets which raised water to the highest point of the
terrace. The gardens were impressive when viewed from a
distance from the city. = The visitor to Babylon could see
the tops of the trees towering above the city walls.

Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon was an excellent example of
early city planning. The city was divided into a number of
rectangles by wide roads which were named after the gods
of the Babylonian pantheon. On the left bank of the Eu-
phrates we find the streets of Marduk and Zababa intersect-
ing at right angles with the streets of Sin and Enlil, On
the right bank we find an intersection of the streets of
Adad and Shamash. Except for the famed Procession Way,
Babylon’s streets were not paved.

A bridge connecting the eastern or New City with the
western city of Babylon had stone piers and a timber foot
path which could be withdrawn in times of emergency.
Permanent bridges were rare in the ancient East, and the
one across the Euphrates was a source of wonder to
travelers. :

The business life of the city centered in the wharves
which flanked the Euphrates. Business offices were located
along the river bank. The market sector of ancient Baby-
lon has not been identified, but it was probably located in
the Merkes quarter.
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The houses of the city were frequently three or four
stories high, belng built according to a pattern which has
been familiar in the East from ancient times to the present.
Each home would be built around a central courtyard.
There would be no windows facing the street, but all light
would come through the courtyard. Access to the rooms
of the second story was by a wooden balcony which extended
around the entire inner courtyard. A narrow door in ome
of the first floor rooms opened into the street.

Ancient Babylon required a system of canals if the
best use was to made of the waters of the Tigris and the
Euphrates.. Hammurabi, the famed king of the Old Baby-
lonian Empire had been a canal builder, and his successors
needed to be careful to insure proper irrigation of the fields.
When Nebuchadnezzar came to the throne of Babylon, its
eastern canal had so deteriorated that there were places
where its channel could not be traced. Nebuchadnezzar had
it redug, and then walled up from the bottom. - Because the
canal passed through Babylon, it was necessary to build a
bridge across it.

Although most of his energy was spent on Babylon
itself, Nebuchadnezzar did not completely neglect the other
cities of Mesopotamia. He rebuilt the walls of Borsippa
and restored the temples of the city to a good state of repair.

Nebuchadnezzar was an able and an energetic sovereign.
He was in all respects the most able as well as the most
ambitious ruler of his day. In him the Neo-Babylonian
Empire reached its zenith. Great ag were his accomplish-
ments both on the field of battle and in building the cities
of his kingdom, Nebuchadnezzar left an empire that had
no political stability. His own personality held it together, .
and when that was gone it was not long before his dynasty
came to an end.
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Part One—Daniel’s Faith—Chapter 1

CHAPTER ONE
I. DANIEL'S FAITH—I:1-21
I. PAGANIZATION ATTEMPTED

TEXT: 1:1-7

1 In the third year of the reign of Jehoiakim king of
Judah came Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon unto Jeru-
salem, and besieged it.

2 And the Lord gave Jehoiakim king of Judah into his
hand, with part of the vessels of the house of God; and
he carried them into the land of Shinar to the house of
hig god: and he brought the vessels into the treasure-
house of his god.

8. And the king spake unto Ashpenaz the master of his
eunuchs, that he should bring in certain of the children
of Israel, even of the seed royal and of the nobles;

4 youths in whom was no blemish, but well-favored, and
skilful in all wisdom, and endued with knowledge, and
understanding science, and such as had ability to stand
in the king’s palace; and that he should teach them the
learning and the tongue of the Chaldeans.

5 And the king appointed: for them a daily portion of the
king’s dainties, and of the wine which he drank, and
that they should be nourished three years; that at the
end thereof they should stand before the king.

6 Now among these were, of the children of Judah, Daniel,
Hananiah, Mishael, and Azariah,

7 And the prince of the eunuchs gave names unto them:
unto Daniel he gave the-name of Belteshazzar; and to
Hananiah, of Shadrach; and to Mishael, of Meshach;
and to Azariah, of Abed-nego.

QUERIES

a. When did this seige of Jerusalem by Nebuchadnezzar
- oceur?
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b. Why attempt to nourish the Hebrew lads on Babylonlan
“dainties ?”
c. Why were the Hebrew lads given Babyloman names?

PARAPHRASE

In the third year of the reign of Jeh01ak1m, klng of
Judah, Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon came to Jerusalem
and encircled the city with his army and beseiged it. And
the. -Loord permitted Nebuchadnezzar to capture Jehoiakim
along with some of the sacred vessels of worship from the
temple of God. Nebuchadnezzar took all his plunder along
with his prisoners back to his own land of Babylon and he
put the sacred vessels on display in the treasury of his own
pagan -temple, Then Nebuchadnezzar ordered Ashpenaz, the
chief of his servants, to select some of the young Jewish
nobles and to train them in Babylonian language, sciences
and culture. Ashpenaz was instructed to select young,
strong, healthy, good-looking men who were well informed,
widely read in many fields, alert and sensible and possessed
of poise and self-confidence sufficiently to make a good
appearance in the court of the king. And the king took
special occasion to command that they should receive a daily
serving of the richest and most desirable food and wine
from his own table for a three-year training period. He
planned to develop these young men physically, mentally
and socially in order that they might become his advisors.
Daniel, Hananiah, Mishael and Azariah were. four of , the
young men chosen, all from the tribe of Judah. " And as a
part of their naturalization into Babylonian life, the king’s
chief servant gave them Babylonian names, Damel was
called Belteshazzar; Hananiah was called Shadrach;. Mishael
was. called Meshach; Azariah was called Abed-nego.

COMMENT

'v. 1IN THE THIRD YEAR . . . OF JEHOIAKIM . .. Im-
mediately the problem of an apparent discrepancy between
Daniel and Jeremiah confronts us. (1) Jeremiah 25:1 slays‘
that the fourth year of Jehoiakim and the fwst year of
Nebuchadnezzar were the same; (2) Jeremiah 46:2 has
Nebuchadnezzar defeating the army of Pharaoh-Nécho at
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Carchemish in the fourth year of Jehoiakim; (8) and, finally,
Jeremiah 25:8-14 seems to imply that Nebuchadnezzar had
not yet come against Jerusalem (at all?) in the fourth year
of Jehoiakim, Yet, Daniel says not only that Nebuchad-
nezzar did come against Jehoiakim in Jehoiakim’s third year,
but that Nebuchadnezzar was king when he came in this
third year, while  Jeremiah specifically states that the first
year of Nebuchadnezzar was not until the fourth year of
Jehoiakim.

Historical research offers two possible solutions one of
which is undoubtedly the correct answer:; (1) According
to the Babylonian way of designating time of regnal activity,
only the first full year of reign was called the first year of
a king’s reign. The year in which the king ascended ‘the
throne, whether at the first of the year or later, was not
designated his first year, but “the year of accession to the
kingdom.” Daniel, writing in Babylon, many years “after
the event, would undoubtedly use Babylonian terminology,
especially in such a technical matter, speaks of Jehoiakim’s
third year but means the same year as does Jeremiah in
mentioning the fourth year (Jeremiah writing in Judah,
using Jewish terminology). Edward J. Young points‘to a
biblical example of such a differerice between Babylonian

and Jewish methods of reckoning regnal activity, There is

a passage in II Kings 24:12 through 25:30 where the eighth
and ‘nineteenth years of a reign are spoken of; the parallel
passage to this in Jeéremiah 52 128-30 speaks of the same
reign-as 1n the. sewenth, ‘and eighteenth years. The followmg
table W111 help to clarlfy thls pomt

:‘»“; i

Babylomwn RERES : Jewish
-"’Access1on et Pirst Year
First Year =~ * Second Year
Second Year . .. Third Year
Thlrd Year (Damel 1:1) Fourth Year (Jer. 25:1)

(2) There is a passage.in Josephus (c¢f. Antiquities X:II:1
and Gontra Aplon 1:19) which he copied from Berossus, the
Chaldean historian, which relates that Nabopolassar, Neb-
uchadnezzars father, had heard that .a governor whom - he
had no’s,set ovér Egypt had revolted Being hlmself old,
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Nabopolassar dispatched his son leading the massive Baby-
lonian army to take the rebel in hand. This Nebuchadnez-
zar set out to do; but while engaged in the task, his father
took sick and died. Whereupon Nebuchadnezzar turned
over his captives to his subordinates, selected a small band
of the most courageous of his soldiers set out 1mmed1ately
for tHe capitol city of Babylon fto take over the reigns of
government Among the captives Nebuchadnezzar left with
hig subordinates were ‘“Jews, Phoenicians and Syrians, and
of the nations belonging to Egypt.” This would imply that
Nebuchadnezzar had been engaged in an expedition against
Jerusalem prior to the battle at Carchemish. Notice that
Dan1e1 1:1 does not state that Nebuchadnezzar conquered
and destroyed the city of Jerusalem in the third year of
Jehoiakim! only that he “came and besieged it.” But, if
Nebuchadnezzar besieged Jerusalem before he went home
at the death of his father to take the reins of government,
why' does Daniel say king Nebuchadnezzar besmged the city?
Danlel writing long after the event, is using the proleptic
form ‘in applying the title king. We sometimes say, “In
the* childhood of President Lincoln,” or “when President
Teddy Roosevelt charged up San Juan hill.”

"The two foregoing positions are outlined here for sake
of clarity. It would seem that either position is entlrely
credible. Which of the two is most probable, the reader
mt t’ decide for himself: .

i - (1)
1. Barly 606 B.C. Jer. delivers

‘ithe address recorded in Jer :

25

.- 606 B.C. Neb. bes1eges Jeru-
salem; carries. off Jeho1a-

f"'klm, temple Vessels, Damel‘,

-»;and friends

- .,;;,»-Nebuchadnezzar hastens
irhome at: death of his. father -

n-.'szarly 605 B.C. Neb, defeats
v Egyptians at Carchemish

(2)
Early in 605 BC Jer de—
livers the: address recorded
in Jer. 25

Early in. 605 Neb.. defeats

the, Eg'yptlans at, Carche—
mlsh (Jer. 46 2) -

_Nebuchadnezzar v then} . -ap-
pears in- Palestlne .
..Then. occurs -the. siege - of
Dan. 1:1; -also. recorded.:-in
- J1Kd, 24+1; T1: Chron: 86 :6-7
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5. Nebuchadnezzar comes a- Neb. hastens to Babylon at
gainst Jerusalem twice death of his father
more, 597 B.C, and 586 B.C.

v. 2 AND THE LORD GAVE , . . INTO HIS HAND , . . AND
HE CARRIED THEM . . ., TO THE HOUSE OF HIS GOD , . . Al-
though Nebuchadnezzar was unaware of it, and probably
would not have admitted it at the time (however, he was
later to change his mind), he became an instrument of the
Divine will. God permitted Nebuchadnezzar to exercise his
fury against Jerusalem and to take the covenant people into
captivity for the good of God’s people (cf. Jer. 25:1€f; Jer.
27:5-7, etc.). Please refer also to Minor Prophets, by. Paul
T, Butler, published College Press, Special Studies on Phi-
losophy of History.

Nebuchadnezzar is spelled Nebuchadrezzar in Babylon-
ian and means ‘“Nebo protect the boundary,” or “Nebo
protect the crown.” Jehoiakim was not deported, (cf. II
Chron., 86:5) therefore all that Nebuchadnezzar “brought
to the treasure house of his god” were some of the sacred
vessels from the temple in Jerusalem. The suffix “them”
can only refer gramatically to the vessels. Some of these
vessels Belshazzar (Nebuchadnezzar’s grandson) desecr'ated
by usmg them in a drunken, riotous feast (Dan. 5:2-4).
was customary in those days for conquerors to commandeer
and plunder thoroughly the treasuries of the vanqulshed
The rapine of defeated foes is still practiced by ungodly
nations today~—Russia robbed Europe of some of its most
priceless treasures during World War II. The Babylonian
prince took his booty home and put it in safe deposit in'the
treasure-house of the temple to his pagan gods. ny

CRER o S THD KING SPAKE UNTO ASHPENAZ . . . TI-'IA'P
HE ‘§HOULD BRING CERTAIN OF THE CHILDREN OF ISRAEL .

Lange points out fhat it is posmble that Ashpenaz hlmself
might not have been a 11tera1 eunuch since Joseph’s master
at'the -court of Pharaoh is called by the same Hebrew word
and yet was married (cf. Gen. 37:36; 88:1-7). It ig highly
probable though that Aslipenaz and all his subordinates were
eunuchs in"the literal sense, However; it is. not necessary
to‘assume that Daniel and his Hebrew friends were made to

29




1:3,4 : DANIEL

become . literal eunuchs. In fact, Ezekiel 14:20 seems to
imply that Daniel had sons and daughters, It may also be
assumed that Daniel would resist being made a eunuch with
as mueh forcefulness as he did the “king’s dainties” since
the law of Moseg prohibited a eunuch to enter fhe .congrega-
tion of Israel, (Deut. 23:1).

:Aghpenaz, major-domo, was commanded by the kmg
to select only the most eminent of the captives—those of
royal stock. By this means he could gather, from every
subjugated nation, a select body of talented young diplo-
mats. The value of such a heterogeneous group to a pagan
court, representing an amalgamation of many different
political, cultural and intellectual ideas and secrets, is at
once ‘evident. Daniel was from the tribe of Judah the
royal tribe of Israel.

, y. 4 ... NO BLEMISH . .. WELL-FAVORED . . . SKILFUL
IN ALL WISDOM . .. ENDUED WITH KNOWLEDGE . . . UNDER-
STANDING . . . SCIENCE . . . AS HAD ABILITY TO STAND IN THE
KING'S PALACE . . . TBACH THEM . . . LEARNING AND . . .
TONGUE OF THE CHALDEANS . ., . These are the king’s own
spec1f1cat1ons He is first of all interested that these
‘young men who Wwill grace his court have no physmal in-
firmity or blemish. They must be physically handsome.
Beauty wags regarded almost as a virtue among the ancients.
The king would not permit an ugly, misshapen, stooped or
scarred courtier. But more important, they were to ‘be
mentally alert and capable of analytical u'nderetandlng They
were to be more than mere phllosophers and theorlstsf—

what was learned and tknown " As the Hebrew puts 1t—
they ‘were to have a “knovvlng knowledge They Were “to
be ‘possessed already of & “great amount of contemporary
ffsc1ence and “knowledge » - Nebuchadnezzer had in mind
the extra-ordinary young man. He desired only the brﬂ-
Vhant the. scholarly.

Hls purpose in being so. selectwe Was to gather a g'roup
-oﬁ young men eager to. learn and eagy .to teach the sclences
and ‘oulture of the Babylonians.,: The king’s theory was, that
if she- could ;provide himself with:a retinue of widely -diversi-
fied sources of knowledge and .wisdom and at-the same time
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Babylonianize them or bind them to loyalty to Babylon, he

would be that much more able to conquer and rule.

Daniel and the other three lads were enrolled in a
“crash’” course in Babylonian culture and for three years
were given the ancient equivalent of a liberal education. We
gain some idea of the literary resources of the seventh cen-
tury before Christ when we are introduced through archae-
ology to the vast library of Ashurbanipal (704-681 B.C. just
prior to Daniel’'s day) which contained 22,0000 volumes of
cuneiform (i.e. “wedge-shaped” writing) clay tablets. These
tablets contain religious, literary, and scientific works among
which were the Babylonian creation and flood tablets, Thege
tablets came from a variety of sources. Many were copied
from originals by his own scribes, He dispatched officials

to the cities of his Empire with orders to gather all texts of

importance. One of hig extant discoveries ends with the
words, “If you hear of any tablet or ritualistic text that is
suitable for the palace, seek it out, secure it, and send
it here.”

The Babylonians inherited the sexagesimal system from
the ancient Sumerians. This system of mumbering by six-
ties ig still in use. We reckon sixty seconds to the minute,
and sixty minutes to the hour. The system is also used in
the division of the circle into three hundred and sixty de-
grees. Clay tablets have.been found showing common fa-
miliarity with measurement of the area of rectangles and of
right and isoceles triangles. An amazing knowledge of al-
gebra is also shown in the Babylonian literature—tablets of
squares, square roots, cubes, and cube roots. The Pytha-
gorean theorem was known by the Babylonians more than a
thousand years before Pythagoras!

' Closely related to their knowledge of mathematics was
their science of astronomy. By 800 B.C. Babyloman astron-
omers had attained sufficient accuracy to assign positions

to the stars and note their heliacal settings. An attempt .

was made to determine cause and effect relationships be-
tween the motions of the heavenly bodies and purely human
events and this is known as astrology and is definitely not
scientific. A cuneiform tablet from about 700 B.C. classi-
fies the fixed stars. Lengths of daylight and darkness at.-a
given time could be predicted by the Babylonians.
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In the field of medicine certain scientific advances were
made. Their attempt to learn the will of the gods by an
examination of animal entrails furnished, by way of amal-
ogy, some idea of human anatomy. As early as the Code
of Hammurabi (1700 B.C.) physicians performed delicate
operations on the human eye.

Babylonian science was the result of observation and
classification and they used it to serve many practical pur-
poses. Taxonomy in plant, animal and mineral kingdoms
was ‘practiced. Chemistry and metallurgy were everyday
sciences in Daniel’s day.

And, of course, there was an extremely complicated
theology or philosophy of Babylonian religion. We will deal
with this aspect of Daniel’s education in a later section of
the: text.

V. 5 ...A DAILY PORTION OF THE KING'S DAINTIES, AND
OF THE WINE WHICH HE DRANK . . . The king commanded
that these young men enrolled in instruction in Babylonian
culture should also learn to live (especially to eat indul-
gently) like Babylonian men of eminence. He ordered that
they learn the social graces of the Babylonian royal table
by eating from the king’s kitchen, “Dainties’ probably refer
to foods in which only the king could afford to indulge—
luxurious, costly, rare, delicate—food that is associated with
the lives of those who are lovers of pleasure and luxury. By
association with thig type of food they would be exposed to
a ‘subtle moral softening and weakening process. Godly peo-
ple are warned to abstain from indulging in such eating of
the flesh (cf. Psa. 141 :4; Prov. 28:1-3; Rev, 18:14).

The king’s purpose in this was certainly pragmatic and
perhaps psychological. It is clear from the phrase, “that at
the end thereof they should stand before the king,” the prac-
tical end the king sought was training in social graces be-
fitting men of the court. And, it may be, Nebuchadnezzar
was attempting a psychological “brainwashing’ through such
a thorough introduction into Babylonian table manners. The
next verses suggest this. »

v. 6-7 . . . THE PRINCE OF THE EUNUCHS GAVE NAMES
UNTO THEM . . . In olden days most names were theophoric.
That is, they had the name of the deity incorporated, - Dan-

32



PAGANIZATION ATTEMPTED 1:7

ie]l means “my judge is God;” Hananiah means “gracious is
Jehovah;” Mishael means “who is He that is God?’ and
Azariah means “Jehovah hath helped.” When the Babylon-
iang changed their names it meant they intended to honor
their godg for victory over the Hebrews whose God the Baby-
lonians believed they had vanquished, A parallel for such
action is found in II Kings 23:84; 24:17; Esther 2.7,

Beltheshazzar means “protect his life;” Shadrach means
“command of Aku (the moon god);” Mesach means “who is
what Aku (the moon god) is?’ and Abednego means ‘“‘ser-
vant of Nebo.” No doubt the purpose of the Babylonian king
was to so assimilate these young men into the Babylonian
culture they would become, for all practical purposes, Baby-
lonians and dissociate themselves completely from the He-
brew ways; even from their God. Although these lads did
accommodate themselves readily to new knowledge and new
culture, they remained true to their knowledge of and daily
walk with the Living God. The rest of their story is yet to
be learned.

QuIZ
1. What evidence is there that Daniel (606-536 B.C.) wrote
this book and not some pesudo-Daniel of 200-1000 B.C.?
2, What is the purpose of the book of Daniel?
3. What is apocalyptic literature?
4. Describe the city of Babylon in Daniel’s day—give its
location, etc.
5. Show how the apparent discrepancy between Jeremiah's

account of Jehoiakim and Nebuchadnezzar and Daniel’s
account do not contradict, ,
6. How extensive was the knowledge and wisdom of the
Babylonians at thig time?
7. Why did the king insist on these young men eating food
from his table?

II. PERSEVER‘ANCE ACTUATED
TEXT: 1:8-16

o0

file himself with the king’s dainties, nor with the wine
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- which he drank; therefore he requested of the prince of:
the eunuchs that he might not defile himself.
9 Now God made Daniel to find kindness and compassmn

. in the sight of the prince of the eunuchs.

10 And the prince of the eunuchs said unto Daniel, 1 fear
my. lord the king, who hath appointed your food and your
drink: for why should he see your faces worse looking
thah the youths that are of your own age? so would ye
endanger my head with the king.

11 Then said Daniel to the steward whom the prince of the
enuchs had appointed over Daniel, Hananhia, Mishael,
and Azariah:

12 -Prove thy servants, I beseech thee, ten days; and let
.them give us pulse to eat, and water to drink.

13 Then let our countenanceg be. looked upon before thee,
.-and the countenance of the youths that eat of the king’s
“dainties; and as thou seest, deal with thy servants.

14 So he hearkened unto them in this matter, and proved

them ten days.

15 And at the end of ten days their countenances appeared
fairer, and they were fatter in flesh, than all the youths
that did eat of the king’s dainties.

16 So the steward took away their dainties, and the wine
‘they should drink, and gave them pulse.

QUERIES

a. What sort of “defilement” was Daniel anx16us to avoid?
b. Was the physical development natural or miraculous? .
c.. What is “pulse?”’ :

PARAPHRASE

Daniel solemnly resolved that he Would not - deny the
God of Israel by eating food and drinking wine. from the
king’s table which had been dedicated to the worship of
idols. He courteously requested from .the king’s chief ser-
vant that he not be forced to participate in the worship of
idols by partaking of this foed. Now Daniel allowed God to
live in and through him to such an extent that the chief
servant of the klng was inclined toward .Daniel- with kmd-
ness and compassion. - Yet, ag kmdly disposed 'as he.was
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to Daniel’s regard for principle, he explained his own pre-
dicament, saying, I dare mot grant your request because my
king shows no mercy to those who disobey him, He has
ordered thig food for you, and if you do not eat it and your
physical development deteriorates, he will execute me with-
out mercy, Afterward Daniel politely asked the under-
steward assigned to serve them their food if he would be
willing to perform a simple test which would involve no
personal danger to himself—Give us a simple vegetable and
water diet for just ten days. Then, at the end of this short
period, compare our physical development with that of those
young men who eat the king’s rich delicacies and decide upon
our request according to what you see, So the servant agreed
to Daniel’s proposition and fed them vegetables and water
for ten days, and at the end of ten days he saw that their
physical development was even more what the king desired
than those who had been eating the king’s food and: the
steward did not bring them food from the king’s table any
more but continued to give them vegetables to eat.

COMMENT
v. 8 DANIEL PURPOSED IN HIS HEART THAT HE WOULD
NOT DEFILE HIMSELF . . . The godly parents of this young

Hebrew must have been of the same caliber as the parents
of John the Baptist, “righteous before God, walking in all
the commandments and ordinances of the Lord blameless”
(Luke 1:6): They had done a superb job of rearing their
son in'the admonition ‘and nurture of the Lord. Daniel was
possessed of the great principles of righteousness and holi-
ness and faith. He wag not one who sought to be justified
by a righteousness which is of law-keeping but by a right-
eousness which is by faith.

Leupold points out that there are three aspects of Dan-
iel’s 