
Sami Wilberforce - A Response on Jewish History by Brother Zuko Mbewu  2021

 

 

 1  

 

Jewish History by Brother Zuko Mbewu || #Jewishellenism || Origin of 
Chanukkah  

[https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DNo-
Ip7FAj0&feature=youtu.be&ab_channel=BOZETHETV] 

 
Following the release of the above video, as requested elder Miya, I would like to 

submit the following in response 
 
Contents 

Response 1: The Battle of Maccabees .................................................................. 2 

Response 2: The issue of the evenings and mornings [which is the right rendering? 

Evening mornings] ............................................................................ 5 

Response 3: KJV a Catholic worst version of Bible with Latin thought................. 12 

Response 4: Who are the Kittim? [Are they the descendants of the Edomites?] .... 17 

Response 5: 2300 days as the first prophetic half week of persecution and 1260 

as the end time prophetic persecution of the Jews ........................... 35 

Response 6: Did Miller’s church became the seventh day Adventist church and 

does the Seventh day Adventism stand on Miller or the Bible? ........ 71 

Response 7: Adventism would have to turn to Rabi to teach them the Bible ........ 76 

Response 8: Adventist Pioneers and EGW believed we must keep all the Jewish 
Festivals ........................................................................................ 77 

Response 9: EGW had no control of her work ..................................................... 79 

 
  

https://www.youtube.com/hashtag/jewishellenism
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DNo-Ip7FAj0&feature=youtu.be&ab_channel=BOZETHETV
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DNo-Ip7FAj0&feature=youtu.be&ab_channel=BOZETHETV


Sami Wilberforce - A Response on Jewish History by Brother Zuko Mbewu  2021

 

 

 2  

 

Response 1: The Battle of Maccabees  
 

The Maccabean Revolt (Hebrew: מרד החשמונאים) was a Jewish rebellion, lasting 
from 167 to 160 BCE, led by the Maccabees against the Seleucid Empire and 

the Hellenistic influence on Jewish life. The recapture of Jerusalem in 164 BCE 
from the armies Antiochus IV was a significant early victory for Judah 

Maccabee's fighters, who came to be known as the Maccabees. The subsequent 
cleansing of the temple and rededication of the Altar on the 25th of Kislev, was 
celebrated in following years as the Hanukkah festival. After Judah's death, and 

that of his brother Jonathan Apphus, their brother Simon Thassi succeeded in 
expelling the Syrian Greeks under Diodotus Tryphon from Judea in 140 BCE, 

and establishing the Second Jewish Commonwealth under the Hasmonean 
dynasty. 

 
Background 
When Antiochus IV Epiphanes (ca. 215–164 BCE) became ruler of the Seleucid 

Empire in 175 BCE, Onias III held the office of High Priest in Jerusalem. To 
Antiochus, the High Priest was merely a local governor within his realm, a man 

whom he could appoint or dismiss at will, while orthodox Jews saw the holder of 
the High Priesthood as divinely appointed.[ Oesterley, W.O.E., A History of Israel, 

Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1939.] Jason, the brother of Onias, bribed Antiochus to 
make him High Priest instead of Onias. Jason abolished the traditional 

theocracy and "received from Antiochus permission to convert Jerusalem into a 
Greek polis called Antioch".[Tcherikover, Victor Hellenistic Civilization and the 
Jews, New York: Atheneum, 1975], [De Lange, Nicholas, Atlas of the Jewish 

World, Oxford: Andromeda, 1992] In turn, Menelaus then bribed Antiochus and 
was appointed High Priest in place of Jason. Menelaus had Onias assassinated. 

Menelaus' brother Lysimachus stole holy vessels from the Temple; the resulting 
riots led to the death of Lysimachus. Menelaus was arrested for Onias' murder, 

and was arraigned before Antiochus, but he bribed his way out of trouble. Jason 
subsequently drove out Menelaus and became High Priest again. Antiochus 

pillaged the Temple, attacked Jerusalem and "led captive the women and 
children"[I Maccabees, i, 30–32] (168 BCE). From this point onwards, Antiochus 
pursued a zealous Hellenizing policy in the Seleucid satrapies of Coele 

Syria and Phoenicia.[ "Maccabean Revolt – Biblical Studies – Oxford 
Bibliographies – obo"] 

 
Now Antiochus was not satisfied either with his unexpected taking the city 

(Jerusalem), or with its pillage, or with the great slaughter he had made there; 
but being overcome with his violent passions, and remembering what he had 
suffered during the siege, he compelled the Jews to dissolve the laws of their 

country, and to keep their infants uncircumcised, and to sacrifice swine's flesh 
upon the altar; against which they all opposed themselves, and the most 

approved among them were put to death. —Flavius Josephus, The War of the 
Jews, Book 1.1 §2 

 
The author of the First Book of Maccabees regarded the Maccabean revolt as a 
rising of pious Jews against the Seleucid king (who had tried to eradicate their 
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religion) and against the Jews who supported him. The author of the Second 
Book of Maccabees presented the conflict as a struggle between "Judaism" and 

"Hellenism", concepts which he coined.[ Nicholas de Lange (ed.), The Illustrated 
History of the Jewish People, London, Aurum Press, 1997, ISBN 1-85410-530-

2] Most modern scholars argue that King Antiochus reacted to a civil 
war between traditionalist Jews in the Judean countryside and Hellenized Jews 

in Jerusalem,[ Telushkin, Joseph (1991). Jewish Literacy: The Most Important 
Things to Know about the Jewish Religion, Its People, and Its History. W. Morrow. 

p. 114. ISBN 0-688-08506-7], [Greenberg, Irving (1993). The Jewish Way: Living 
the Holidays. Simon & Schuster. p. 29. ISBN 0-671-87303-2.] though the king's 

response of persecuting the religious traditionalists was unusual in antiquity, 
and was the immediate provocation for the revolt.[ Johnston, Sarah Iles 

(2004). Religions of the Ancient World: A Guide. Harvard University Press. 
p. 186. ISBN 0-674-01517-7] According to Joseph P. Schultz, modern 
scholarship "considers the Maccabean revolt less as an uprising against foreign 

oppression than as a civil war between the orthodox and reformist parties in the 
Jewish camp",[Schultz, Joseph P. (1981). Judaism and the Gentile Faiths: 

Comparative Studies in Religion. Fairleigh Dickinson Univ Press. p. 155. ISBN 0-
8386-1707-7. Modern scholarship on the other hand considers the Maccabean 

revolt less as an uprising against foreign oppression than as a civil war between 
the orthodox and reformist parties in the Jewish camp”] but John J. Collins 

writes that while the civil war between Jewish leaders led to the king's new 
policies, it is wrong to see the revolt as simply a conflict between Hellenism and 
Judaism, since "[t]he revolt was not provoked by the introduction of Greek 

customs (typified by the building of a gymnasium) but by the persecution of 
people who observed the Torah by having their children circumcised and 

refusing to eat pork."[ Johnston, Sarah Iles (2004). Religions of the Ancient World: 
A Guide. Harvard University Press. p. 186. ISBN 0-674-01517-7] In the conflict 

over the office of High Priest, traditionalists with Hebrew/Aramaic names 
like Onias contested with Hellenizers with Greek names 

like Jason and Menelaus.[20] Some scholars point to social and economic factors 
in the conflict.[ Tcherikover, Victor Hellenistic Civilization and the Jews, New 
York: Atheneum, 197], [Freedman, David Noel; Allen C. Myers; Astrid B. Beck 

(2000). Eerdmans Dictionary of the Bible. Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing. 
p. 837. ISBN 0-8028-2400-5] What began as a civil war took on the character of 

an invasion when the Hellenistic kingdom of Syria sided with the Hellenizing 
Jews against the traditionalists.[ Wood, Leon James (1986). A Survey of Israel's 

History. Zondervan. p. 357. ISBN 0-310-34770-X] As the conflict escalated, 
Antiochus prohibited the practices of the traditionalists, thereby, in a departure 

from usual Seleucid practice, banning the religion of an entire people.[ 
Tcherikover, Victor Hellenistic Civilization and the Jews, New York: Atheneum, 

197] The motives of Antiochus remain unclear: he may have been incensed at the 
overthrow of his appointee, Menelaus,[ Oesterley, W.O.E., A History of Israel, 
Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1939] or – encouraged by a group of radical Hellenizers 

among the Jews,[ Nicholas de Lange (ed.), The Illustrated History of the Jewish 
People, London, Aurum Press, 1997, ISBN 1-85410-530-2] he may have been 

responding to an orthodox Jewish revolt that drew on the Temple and the Torah 
for its strength.[ Tcherikover, Victor Hellenistic Civilization and the Jews, New 
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York: Atheneum, 197] Other scholars argue that, while the rising began as a 
religious rebellion, it was gradually transformed into a war of national liberation.[ 

Jewish Life and Thought Among Greeks and Romans: Primary Readings, By 
Louis H. Feldman, Meyer Reinhold, Fortress Press, 1996, p. 14] 

 
The revolt 

 
In the narrative of I Maccabees, after Antiochus issued his decrees forbidding 

Jewish religious practice, a rural 
Jewish priest from Modiin, Mattathias the Hasmonean, sparked the revolt 
against the Seleucid Empire by refusing to worship the Greek gods. Mattathias 

killed a Hellenistic Jew who stepped forward to offer a sacrifice to an idol in 
Mattathias' place. He and his five sons fled to the wilderness of Judah. After 

Mattathias' death about one year later in 166 BCE, his son Judah Maccabee led 
an army of Jewish dissidents to victory over the Seleucid dynasty in guerrilla 

warfare, which at first was directed against Hellenizing Jews, of whom there were 
many. The Maccabees destroyed pagan altars in the villages, circumcised boys 
and forced Jews into outlawry.[ Nicholas de Lange (ed.), The Illustrated History of 

the Jewish People, London, Aurum Press, 1997, ISBN 1-85410-530-2] The term 
Maccabees as used to describe the Jewish army is taken from the Hebrew word 

for "hammer".["Jewish Virtual Library". Jewish Virtual Library. Retrieved 2013-
07-29] 

 
The revolt involved many battles, in which the Maccabean forces gained 

notoriety among the Seleucid army for their use of guerrilla tactics. After the 
victory, the Maccabees entered Jerusalem in triumph and ritually cleansed 
the Temple, reestablishing traditional Jewish worship there and 

installing Jonathan Maccabee as high priest. A large Seleucid army was sent to 
quash the revolt, but returned to Syria on the death of Antiochus IV. Its 

commander Lysias, preoccupied with internal Seleucid affairs, agreed to a 
political compromise that restored religious freedom. 

 
The Jewish festival of Hanukkah celebrates the re-dedication of the Temple 
following Judah Maccabee's victory over the Seleucids. According to rabbinic 

tradition, the victorious Maccabees could only find a small jug of oil that had 
remained uncontaminated by virtue of a seal, and although it only contained 

enough oil to sustain the Menorah for one day, it miraculously lasted for eight 
days, by which time further oil could be procured.[ "Talmud, Tractate Shabbat". 

Jewishvirtuallibrary.org. Retrieved 2013-07-29] 
 
Aftermath 

All five sons of Mattathias died violent deaths: Judas and Eleazar died in 
battle, Jonathan was betrayed and killed by the Seleucid 

general Tryphon, Simon was killed at a feast in Jericho by his son-in-
law Ptolemy and John Gaddi was seized and killed by the sons of Jambri from 

Medeba. 
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After the success of the Maccabean Revolt, kings of the Hasmonean dynasty 
continued their conquest to the surrounding areas of Judea. Those who 

remained of the Jewish party favoring Hellenistic influence, forced to submit to 
Mosaic Law, repeatedly called upon the Seleucid Empire for assistance. At the 

time, however, the Seleucid Empire was weakened by political infighting and 
other wars, including against Ptolemaic Egypt, reducing their ability to 

reconquer Judea. In one particular instance, however, Jonathan Apphus (son of 
Mattathias) was convinced by Tryphon to dismiss 40,000 of his men and meet 
him for a "conference", which turned to be a trap. Jonathan was captured and 

later executed, against a deal Tryphon had made with Jonathan's brother Simon 
for Jonathan's liberation, in exchange for one hundred talents and Jonathan's 

two sons as hostages. Simeon was later murdered by his son-in-law, Ptolemy 
son of Abubus. Afterwards, Simon's third son, John Hyrcanus, became ruler and 

High Priest of Israel.[  Schurer, Emil (1891). A History of the Jewish People in the 
Times of Jesus Christ. 1. Hendrickson Publishers. ISBN 1565630491.] 

 
Essentially the dynasty became independent with the decline of Seleucids and 
would last until 37 BCE, when Herod, making use of heavy Roman support, 

defeated the last Hasmonean ruler to become a Roman client king. 
 

Legacy 
The Jewish festival of Hanukkah celebrates the re-dedication of the Temple 

following Judah Maccabee's victory over the Seleucids. According to Rabbinic 
tradition, the victorious Maccabees could only find a small jug of oil that had 
remained pure and uncontaminated by virtue of a seal, and although it only 

contained enough oil to sustain the Menorah for one day, it miraculously lasted 
for eight days, by which time further oil could be procured.[ Talmud, Tractate 

Shabbat] 
 

However the story above maybe true or false, the 70 weeks of Daniel 9 are cut off 
from the 2300 days. The commencement of this period starts with the decree to 
restore Jerusalem not when the Macabeen led the Jews against the Selucid 

Empire. 
 

Response 2: The issue of the evenings and mornings [which is the right 
rendering? Evening mornings] 

 
About Antiochus it is written 

 
"Wherefore, being greatly perplexed in his mind, he determined to go into Persia, 
there to take the tributes of the countries, and to gather much money." (1 
Maccabees 3:31) 
 
"About that time king Antiochus traveling through the high countries heard say, 
that Elymais in the country of Persia was a city greatly renowned for riches, 
silver, and gold; 2 And that there was in it a very rich temple, wherein were 
coverings of gold, and breastplates, and shields, which Alexander, son of Philip, 
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the Macedonian king, who reigned first among the Grecians, had left there." (1 
Maccabees 6:1, 2) 

 
The only thing mentioned above is that the King found it a good idea to travel east 
towards Persia to attack and take with him their treasures. But there is no mention in 
these verses that he was successful in this. Did he really wax “exceeding great” towards the 
East (Persia)? Let’s read the next few verses which our critics so conveniently forgot to 
include: 
 
1 Maccabees 6:3-4 
(3) Wherefore he came and sought to take the city and to spoil it; but he was not able, 
because they of the city, having had warning thereof, (4) Rose up against him in battle: so 
he fled, and departed thence with great heaviness, and returned to Babylon. 
 
Antiochus doesn’t seem so great after all. After trying his best to take from the Persians 
their treasures, he was defeated by them, and “fled… with great heaviness.” It doesn’t 
seem like he ever made it to Babylon, because while still in Persia, he dies (1 Maccabees 
6:16). The evidence which they therefore provide actually backfires upon their own 
reasoning, because it quite proves the opposite. 
 
Why didn’t they share with their audience the rest of the context of that chapter of 
Antiochus' life? Did they perhaps think we would not investigate this matter for 
ourselves? We’re sure they studied the entire chapter of 1 Maccabees 6… why they didn’t 
share the rest of the chapter will be exposed below in the next section. 
 
Already we see that Antiochus does not fit all the prophetic description with “exactness,” 
and if at any point the character considered does not fit just “one” Identification mark, it 
can not be the power intended in the entire prophecy of Daniel 8. So with this we have 
sufficient evidence to discard Antiochus IV Epiphanes as the little horn power, yet the 
evidence against him goes even farther than this one point, for he doesn’t even fulfill…  
 
The Prophetic Order of the Invasions 
 
To explain, notice first the order in which the "little horn" power is to invade the three 
countries: 
 
Daniel 8:9 
(9) And out of one of them came forth a little horn, which waxed exceeding great, toward 
the south, and toward the east, and toward the pleasant land. 
 
The order in which this power is to invade is towards: 
 
(1) The South 
(2) The East 
(3) The Pleasant Land (Jerusalem) 
 
Let us see what the true order was for Antiochus: 
 
(1) Went South towards Egypt in the year 143 (169 BC): 
 

http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%206.1
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%206.1
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%206.2
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%206.3-4
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%206.16
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%206.16
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.9
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“After Antiochus had defeated Egypt in the year one hundred and forty-three…” -1 
Maccabees 1:20. 

 
(2) Went to The Pleasant Land right after Egypt between the year 143 and 145 (about 
167 BC): 
 

“After Antiochus had defeated Egypt… he returned and went up to Israel and 
to Jerusalem with a strong force. He insolently invaded the Sanctuary and took 
away the golden alter… two years later the King send the Mysian commander 
to the cities of Judah, and he came to Jerusalem with a strong force.” -1 
Maccabees 1:20-29. 

 
(3) Went East towards Persia, and there died in the year 149 (164 BC): 
 
“King Antiochus died in Persia in the year one hundred and forty-nine.” -1 Maccabees 
6:16. 
 
If we examine the above facts closely, we discover that Antiochus did not fulfill the 
prophecy of Daniel 8:9, because he did not go in the order prophesied. This is the very 
reason, friends, why critics do not share the rest of the story in regards to what transpired 
while Antiochus was in the East, because that’s where he died! And to share that 
information would mean to expose themselves as wolves in sheep’s clothing. Antiochus 
did not in the year 149 go to the East to then go backwards 4 years to the year 145 to try to 
conquer the Pleasant Land. I think our opponents want us to believe the impossible. 
 
Rather than going in the prophetic order, which is: 
1) South 
2) East 
3) Pleasant Land 
 
Antiochus went in the wrong order, which was: 
 
1) South 
2) Pleasant Land 
3) East 
 
And died right there in the East 
 
For these reasons we find that the late Antiochus IV Epiphanies could not possibly be the 
little horn power. And we continually find more and more reasons that help us sustain 
this fact.  
 
  

http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%201.20
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%201.20
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%201.20-29
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%201.20-29
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%206.16
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%206.16
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.9
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Did Antiochus fulfill the 2300 day prophecy? 
 
This argument is emphasized by critics Dale Ratzlaff in his book “Cultic Doctrine of 
Seventh Day Adventists,” and Dr. Desmond Ford. The verse in question is: 
 
Daniel 8:14 
(14) And he said unto me, unto two thousand and three hundred days; then shall the 
sanctuary be cleansed. 
 
The claim is that because the context is on the morning-evening sacrifices (verses 11-13), 
and that “days” in verse 14 is “evening-morning” in the Hebrew, that therefore the 
intended number of years would be 2300 individual morning and evening sacrifices, 
totaling 1,150. At the end of the terrible siege of Jerusalem and the Temple by Antiochus 
IV Epiphanies, this time prophecy will therefore come to an end, and the sanctuary would 
have been “cleansed,” or, restored. 
 
Let us first dispense with the theory that the word “day” is not really day, and that “daily 
sacrifice” is intended in Daniel 8:14. Below is an excerpt from another page at this site 
titled, The Hebrew word for “days” in Daniel 8:14: 
 
First argument: 
 
The Hebrew word for “days” 
 

“… But what about Daniel 8:14? Well, the Hebrew word for days, though often 
used by Daniel, is not here to be found. The Hebrew expression rendered ‘evening 
mornings’ is not identical with the similar words of Genesis 1 (see modem 
translations), and Daniel 8:26 with its inclusion of the article before each Hebrew 
term proves that what is intended is the daily evening and morning sacrifice. 
(‘Evening’ and ‘morning’ refer to points of time, not the dark and light parts of the 
day. Take the concordance and see.)” 

 
We therefore grabbed our Strong’s concordance, as Dr. Ford suggested, and this is what 
we found… 
 
The Hebrew words translated “days” in Daniel 8:14 are ‛ereb and bôqer. The word ‛ereb 
means “dusk” and is often translated “night, even, evening, evening tide and days.” The 
second word, bôqer, means “dawn, break of day, morning” and is often translated, 
“morning, marrow, early and day.” So generally the words ‛ereb and bôqer mean evening 
and morning. This is awfully similar to what we find in Genesis 1. Take a look: 
 
Genesis 1:5 
And God called the light Day, and the darkness he called Night. And the evening (‛ereb) 
and the morning (bôqer) were the first day. 
 
Genesis 1:8 
And God called the firmament Heaven. And the evening (‛ereb) and the morning (bôqer) 
were the second day. 
 
Genesis 1:13 

http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://adventist-defense-league.blogspot.com/2008/01/hebrew-word-for-days-in-daniel-814.html
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.26
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Genesis%201.5
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Genesis%201.8
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Genesis%201.13
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And the evening (‛ereb) and the morning (bôqer) were the third day.…etc. 
 
We notice that the combination of the evening and morning, or the ‛ereb and the bôqer, 
make up the “yom” which is the Hebrew word translated as “day.” Where then does Dr. 
Ford say that the two words in Daniel 8:14 are not the same words in Genesis 1? They are 
the exact same words, and since both words put together make up a “day,” the same 
words, found in Daniel 8:14, also make up a “day.” Why were these Hebrew words used in 
Daniel 8:14 and not simply the Hebrew word “yom?” Perhaps these were used to 
emphasis the importance of this prophecy in showing how that at the end of this time 
period, something major in God’s plans was to be accomplished, much like at the end of 
their use in Genesis 1 something major in God’s plan was accomplished: the creation. 
 
Now Dr. Ford makes the following comment… 
 

“… and Daniel 8:26 with its inclusion of the article before each Hebrew term 
proves that what is intended is the daily evening and morning sacrifice.” 

 
The article “the” is not in the Hebrew, but we can see how it was placed there in the 
English language. However we do not agree that this proves that the intention in Daniel 
8:26 is the evening and morning sacrifice, simply because the daily sacrifice was not 
rendered “evening and morning” as found in this verse but rather “morning and evening.” 
The following verse will show the true order in which the daily sacrifices were to take 
place: 
 
Numbers 28:3-4 
(3) And thou shalt say unto them, This is the offering made by fire which ye shall offer 
unto the LORD; two lambs of the first year without spot day by day, for a continual 
burnt offering. (4) The one lamb shalt thou offer in the morning (boqer), and the other 
lamb shalt thou offer at even (ereb) [see also Exodus 29:38-42]. 
 
Perhaps the translators knew this, which is probably why, when they included the word 
“sacrifices” in the texts in Daniel, they did it in italic, showing that it was not in the 
original text. 
 
It is note-worthy to see that the Hebrew word translated “sacrifice” in Numbers 28:3-6 in 
describing the “morning/evening” sacrifice is 'ishshâh and this word is nowhere to be 
found in all of Daniel chapter 8. In fact, the Hebrew word translated “sacrifices” in Daniel 
9:27, which some say this is also speaking about the “daily” sacrifice, is again not the same 
Hebrew word used to describe the daily sacrifice in Numbers 28. 
 
Now examine the above verses in Numbers 28 carefully. Note the difference between the 
order in which the two words “boqer and ereb” appear in the Hebrew of Daniel 8:14, 28 
and the order in which they were to be observed according to Numbers 28:3-4. In 
Numbers, God said that the daily (day by day) sacrifices were to take place beginning first 
with the morning (the boqer) sacrifice and then ending with the evening (the ereb) 
sacrifice. If the “days” in Daniel 8:14, 28 were the same as the daily sacrifices, the order of 
the Hebrew words would have rather been “boqer/ereb.” Add to this that, as mentioned 
already, the Hebrew word translated “sacrifice” in Numbers 28 is no where to be found in 
all of Daniel 8, showing that the intention is not the daily morning/evening sacrifices as 
our critic contends. 

http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.26
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.26
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.26
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Numbers%2028.3-4
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Exodus%2029.38-42
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Numbers%2028.3-6
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%209.27
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%209.27
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.28
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Numbers%2028.3-4
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.28
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Now, Daniel 8:14 tells us that the 2300 day prophecy, which really refers to 1,150 days if 
each day is divided by half, expires when the sanctuary is cleansed. Our critics always 
refer us to the following verses in the book of 1 Maccabees chapter four: 
 
1 Maccabees 4:41-43 
(41) Then Judas appointed certain men to fight against those that were in the fortress, 
until he had cleansed the sanctuary. (42) So he chose priests of blameless 
conversation, such as had pleasure in the law: (43) Who cleansed the sanctuary, and 
bare out the defiled stones into an unclean place. 
 
We already learned that there is no problem with the word used by Daniel in 8:14. To 
suggest that he is really talking about 1,150 morning and evening sacrifices rather then 
2300 days is rather ridiculous, since, as shown above, the chapter has nothing to do with 
sacrifices. But, lets say that our critics are right, and that the 2300 day prophecy does 
refer to 1,150 days, and that these days show the entire period of Antiochus’ attack against 
the Temple in 1 Maccabees. Notice what 1 Maccabees really says about the time period 
between the setting up of the idols in the Temple and the rededicating of it thereof: 
 
1 Maccabees 1:54 
(54) On the fifteenth day of the month Chislev, in the year one hundred and forty-five, the 
king erected the horrible abomination upon the alter of holocausts, and in the 
surrounding cities of Judah they built pagan alters. 
 
According to Saint Joseph’s Edition of the New American Bible with Apocrypha, in a 
footnote, the comment is given: “early December, 167 BC. Therefore, the beginning of the 
temple desolation, when the horrible abomination was set up on the alter of holocausts 
(sacrifice), was in the year 167 B.C. The very fact that the horrible abomination is set up 
upon the alter of sacrifice in the Temple; means that the daily sacrifice was ceased. 
Although this chapter is describing an abomination being erected, and a taking away of 
the sacrifices, remember that the context of Daniel 8 still does not support that idea that 
the activity of the little horn includes a taking away of the Jewish sacrifices. 
 
Now, 1,150 days would add up to 3 years and about 2 months, whether you believe you 
should calculate the year with 365 days, or with 360 days per year at 30 days a month… 
which is the bibles way of reading a year (Genesis 7:11, 8:3-4). 
 
Since this event would begin the supposed 1,150 day prophecy in 167 BC, that means that 
3 years and two months later the sanctuary has to be cleansed, or rededicated. Let’s see if 
this took place at the time foretold: 
 
1 Maccabees 5:52-54 
(52) Early in the morning on the twenty-fifth day of the ninth month, that is, the month 
Chislev, in the year one hundred and forty-eight, (53) they arose and offered sacrifice 
according to the law on the new alter of holocausts that they had made. (54) On the 
anniversary of the day on which the Gentiles had defiled it, on that very day it was 
reconsecrated with songs, harps, flutes, and cymbals. 
 
Again according to the Saint Joseph’s Edition of the New American Bible with Apocrypha, 
the year here referred to is: December 14, 164 B.C. But notice what the above verse told 

http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%204.41-43
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%201.54
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Genesis%207.11
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Genesis%208.3-4
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%205.52-54
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us… it said that the rededication of the Temple took place, “on that very day.” Which day? 
The day, “on which the Gentiles had defiled it.” That day was the day when that horrible 
abomination was set up in 1 Maccabees 1:54, the year 167 B.C.! From 167 B.C. to 164 B.C. 
is 3 years exactly, or to “that very day.” However, 1,150 will equal more then 3 years. It will 
equal a little more then 3 years and 2 months! 
 
Let us gather the facts already concluded: 
 
1: The word “days” does not pose a problem to the Adventist interpretation, nor does it 
hint to the morning/evening sacrifices. 
2: The word “sacrifice” is missing from the chapter, and therefore it can not rightly be 
said that that is what Daniel was referring to. 
3: The 2300 days, are 2300 days… not 1,150 days! If 1,150 days was intended, the Angel 
interpreter would not have specifically said the number 2300. 
 
Dale Ratzlaff and Desmond Ford’s method of reckoning Daniel 8:14 is one based on to 
many assumptions and miscalculations. But, there is another point in our interpretation 
that they and others attack, and that point is… 
 
The Day/Year Principle 
 
Is the little horn of Daniel 8 Antiochus Epiphanes? 
 
Does it mean Antiochus? If so, this king must fulfil the specifications of the prophecy. If 
he does not fulfil them, the application cannot be made to him. The little horn came out of 
one of the four horns of the goat. It was then a separate power, existing independently of, 
and distinct from, any of the horns of the goat. Was Antiochus such a power? (p. 151, 
Para. 3.) 
 
(1) Who was Antiochus? From the time that Seleucus made himself king over the Syrian 
portion of Alexander's empire, thus constituting the Syrian horn of the goat, until that 
country was conquered by the Romans, twenty-six kings ruled in succession over that 
territory. The eighth of these, in order, was Antiochus Epiphanes. Antiochus, then, was 
simply one of the twenty-six kings who constituted the Syrian horn of the goat. He was, 
for the time being, that horn. Hence he could not be at the same time a separate and 
independent power, or another and remarkable horn, as the little horn was. (p. 151, Para. 
4.) 
 
(2) If it were proper to apply the little horn to any one of these twenty-six Syrian kings, it 
should certainly be applied to the most powerful and illustrious of them all; but Antiochus 
Epiphanes did not by any means sustain this character. Although he took the name 
Epiphanes, that is, The Illustrious, he was illustrious only in name; for nothing, says 
Prideaux on the authority of Polybius, Livy, and Diodorus Siculus, could be more alien to 
his true character; for, on account of his vile and extravagant folly, some thinking him a 
fool and others a madman, they changed his name of Epiphanes, "The Illustrious," into 
Epimanes, "The Madman." (p. 152, Para. 1.) 
 
(3) Antiochus the Great, the father of Epiphanes, being terribly defeated in a war with the 
Romans, was enabled to procure peace only by the payment of a prodigious sum of 
money, and the surrender of a portion of his territory; and, as a pledge that he would 

http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/1%20Maccabees%201.54
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Daniel%208.14
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faithfully adhere to the terms of the treaty, he was obliged go give hostages, among whom 
was this very Epiphanes, his son, who was carried to Rome. The Romans ever after 
maintained this ascendency. (p. 152, Para. 2.) 
 
(4) The little horn waxed exceeding great; but this Antiochus did not wax exceeding great; 
on the contrary, he did not enlarge his dominion, except by some temporary conquests in 
Egypt, which he immediately relinquished when the Romans took the part of Ptolemy, 
and commanded him to desist from his designs in that quarter. The rage of his 
disappointed ambition he vented upon the unoffending Jews. (p. 152, Para. 3.) 
 
(5) The little horn, in comparison with the powers that preceded it, was exceeding great. 
Persia is simply called great, though it reigned over a hundred and twenty-seven 
provinces. Est. 1:1. Grecia, being more extensive still, is called very great. Now the little 
horn, which waxed exceeding great, must surpass them both. How absurd, then, to apply 
this to Antiochus, who was obliged to abandon Egypt at the dictation of the Romans, to 
whom he paid enormous sums of money as tribute. The Religious Encyclopedia gives us 
this item of his history: "Finding his resources exhausted, he resolved to go into Persia to 
levy tribute, and collect large sums which he had agreed to pay the Romans." It cannot 
take long for any one to decide the question which was the greater power, -- the one which 
evacuated Egypt, or the one which commanded that evacuation; the one which exacted 
tribute, or the one which was compelled to pay it. (p. 152, Para. 4.) 
 
(6) The little horn was to stand up against the Prince of princes. The Prince of princes 
here means, beyond controversy, Jesus Christ. Dan. 9:25; Acts 3:15; Rev. 1:5. But 
Antiochus died one hundred and sixty-four years before our Lord was born. The prophecy 
cannot, therefore, apply to him; for he does not fulfil the specifications in one single 
particular. The question may then be asked how any one has ever come to apply it to him. 
We answer, Romanists take that view to avoid the application of the prophecy to 
themselves; and many Protestants follow them, in order to oppose the doctrine that the 
second advent of Christ is now at hand. (p. 153, Para. 1.) 
 

Response 3: KJV a Catholic worst version of Bible with Latin thought 
 

https://www.britannica.com/topic/King-James-Version  
King James Version (KJV), also called Authorized Version or King James 
Bible, English translation of the Bible, published in 1611 under the auspices of 

King James I of England. The translation had a marked influence on English 
literary style and was generally accepted as the standard English Bible from the 

mid-17th to the early 20th century. 
 

Background 
The reign of Queen Elizabeth I (1558–1603) succeeded in imposing a high degree 
of uniformity upon the Church of England. Protestantism was reinstated as the 

official religion of England after the short reign of Mary I (1553–58), who had 
attempted to restore Roman Catholicism in the country. In 1604, soon after 

James’s coronation as king of England, a conference of churchmen requested 
that the English Bible be revised because existing translations “were corrupt and 

not answerable to the truth of the original.” The Great Bible that had been 
authorized by Henry VIII (1538) enjoyed some popularity, but its successive 

http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Dan.%209.25
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Acts%203.15
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Rev.%201.5
https://www.britannica.com/topic/King-James-Version
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Bible
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/auspices
https://www.britannica.com/biography/James-I-king-of-England-and-Scotland
https://www.britannica.com/biography/Elizabeth-I
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Church-of-England
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Protestantism
https://www.britannica.com/biography/Mary-I
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Roman-Catholicism
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editions contained several inconsistencies. The Bishops’ Bible (1568) was well 
regarded by the clergy but failed to gain wide acceptance or the official 

authorization of Elizabeth. The most popular English translation was the Geneva 
Bible (1557; first published in England in 1576), which had been made in 

Geneva by English Protestants living in exile during Mary’s persecutions. Never 
authorized by the crown, it was particularly popular among Puritans but not 

among many more-conservative clergymen. 
 
Preparation and Early Editions 

Given the perceived need for a new authorized translation, James was quick to 
appreciate the broader value of the proposal and at once made the project his 

own. By June 30, 1604, James had approved a list of 54 revisers, 
although extant records show that 47 scholars actually participated. They were 

organized into six companies, two each working separately at 
Westminster, Oxford, and Cambridge on sections of the Bible assigned to 
them. Richard Bancroft (1544–1610), archbishop of Canterbury, served as 

overseer and established doctrinal conventions for the translators. The new Bible 
was published in 1611. 

 
Not since the Septuagint—the Greek-language version of the Hebrew 

Scriptures (Old Testament) produced between the 3rd and the 2nd 
centuries BCE—had a translation of the Bible been undertaken under royal 
sponsorship as a cooperative venture on so grandiose a scale. An elaborate set 

of rules was contrived to curb individual proclivities and to ensure the 
translation’s scholarly and nonpartisan character. In contrast to earlier 

practice, the new version was to use vulgar forms of proper names (e.g., “Jonas” 
or “Jonah” for the Hebrew “Yonah”), in keeping with its aim to make the 

Scriptures popular and familiar something that Roman Catholic Church had 
opposed. The translators used not only extant English-language translations, 
including the partial translation by William Tyndale (c. 1490–1536), but also 

Jewish commentaries to guide their work. The wealth of scholarly tools 
available to the translators made their final choice of rendering an exercise 

in originality and independent judgment. For this reason, the new version 
was more faithful to the original languages of the Bible and more scholarly 

than any of its predecessors. The impact of the original Hebrew upon the 
revisers was so pronounced that they seem to have made a conscious effort to 
imitate its rhythm and style in their translation of the Hebrew Scriptures. The 

literary style of the English New Testament actually turned out to be superior to 
that of its Greek original. 

 
Reputation since The Early 20th Century 

In the early 20th century the King James Version fell into disfavour among many 
mainstream Protestant churches, which viewed it as antiquated. Beginning in 
the middle of the century, they increasingly turned to more-modern translations, 

such as the Revised Standard Version (1952), the New International Version 
(1978), and the New Revised Standard Version (1989). The King James Version, 

however, remained a popular source for the more famous Psalms and for 
the Gospels. 

https://www.britannica.com/topic/Geneva-Bible
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Geneva-Bible
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Puritanism
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/extant
https://www.britannica.com/place/Oxford-England
https://www.britannica.com/biography/Richard-Bancroft
https://www.britannica.com/topic/archbishop-of-Canterbury
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https://www.britannica.com/topic/Hebrew-Bible
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English-speaking Roman Catholics used an authorized English Bible, the Douai-

Reims (1609), which was produced from the Latin Vulgate by English Catholic 
exiles in France, who also worked from many of the same English sources used 

by translators of the King James Version. Yet among English Catholics the King 
James Version was widely accepted from the 18th century; moreover, when 

the Douai-Reims Bible was updated in the mid-18th century, the 
translator, Richard Challoner (1691–1781), a convert from Protestantism to 
Catholicism, largely worked from the King James Version. Both the King James 

Version and the Douai-Reims Bible were finally supplanted in popularity by the 
Jerusalem Bible (1966). 

 
The King James Version is still the favoured biblical translation of 

many Christian fundamentalists and some Christian new religious movements. 
It is also widely regarded as one of the major literary accomplishments of early 
modern England.  

 
HOW CAN THE 1611 KING JAMES BIBLE COME FROM THE 1633 TEXTUS  

https://www.chick.com/information/article?id=How-Can-KJV-Come-From-
Receptus  

QUESTION: The Textus Receptus didn't appear until 1633 so how can the King 
James Bible, which was translated in 1611, be translated from it? 
 

ANSWER: Wrong. 
 

EXPLANATION: The Greek text which was used for the translation of the King 
James Bible extends back through history to the pens of Moses, David, Paul, 

John and the other inspired writers. Throughout history it has been known by a 
variety of names. Over the years the Greek text of the New Testament was 
collated by a number of different editors. The most famous of these being 

Desiderius Erasmus, Theodore Beza, Robert Stephanus and the Elzevir brothers, 
Abraham and Bonaventure. 

 
Erasmus published five editions of the New Testament. The first in 1516 was 

followed by another in 1519 which was used by Martin Luther for his historic 
and earth shaking German translation. His third, fourth, and fifth followed in 
1522, 1527 and 1535. Erasmus' work was magnificent and set the standard for 

centuries (sic) to come. 
 

Robert Stephanus published four editions, dating from 1546 through 1549, 
1550 and lastly 1551. 

 
Theodore Beza published several editions of the Greek New Testament. Four 
were published in 1565, 1582, 1588 and 1598. These were printed in folio, 

meaning a sheet of paper was folded over once, thus producing four separate 
pages of the book. He also published five octavo editions, these dates being; 

1565, 1567, 1580, 1590 and 1604. "Octavo" means that one printed sheet folded 
in such a way as to produce eight separate pages of the text. Books printed in 

https://www.britannica.com/topic/Roman-Catholicism
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Douai-Reims-Bible
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Douai-Reims-Bible
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Vulgate
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Douai-Reims-Bible
https://www.britannica.com/biography/Richard-Challoner
https://www.britannica.com/topic/biblical-translation
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Christian-fundamentalism
https://www.britannica.com/topic/new-religious-movement
https://www.chick.com/information/article?id=How-Can-KJV-Come-From-Receptus
https://www.chick.com/information/article?id=How-Can-KJV-Come-From-Receptus
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this manner tended to have a smaller page size than folio works, but sometimes 
led to the need of a work being printed in two or more volumes. It is Beza's 

edition of 1598 and Stephanus edition of 1550 and 1551 which were used as the 
primary sources by the King James translators. 

 
Some years later, the Elzevir brothers published three editions of the Greek New 

Testament. The dates being; 1624, 1633 and 1641. They followed closely the 
work of Beza, who in turn had followed the standard set by Erasmus. In the 
preface to their edition of 1633 they coined a phrase which was to become so 

popular as to be retrofitted to texts which preceded it by many years. They stated 
in Latin "textum ergo babes, nunc ab omnibus receptum..." ei "According to the 

text now held from the volume received..." Thus the title "Textus Receptus" or 
"Received Text" was born. 

 
So we see that, even though the name "Textus Receptus" was coined twenty-two 
years after the Authorized Version was translated, it has become synonymous 

with the true Greek Text originating in Antioch. KJV was translated from the 
Received Text but other versions are from the Critical Text 

 
Text Receptus vs Critical Text 

Textus Receptus  
https://www.compellingtruth.org/Textus-Receptus.html  
 

Textus Receptus means "Received Text" and refers to the published 
Greek New Testament text that was used as the basis for Bible 

translations in the Reformation period. Some of these translations 
included Luther's German Bible, William Tyndale's English translation, 

as well as the King James Version. 
 
The Textus Receptus was not a handwritten Greek manuscript but 

rather an early printed text of the New Testament. It was first published 
by Erasmus in 1516 and then republished with updates in following 

editions in 1527 and 1535. Today's scholars note that Erasmus only 
had six late Greek New Testament manuscripts available in his 

research and even translated a few missing parts into Greek from Latin.  
 
This Textus Receptus published by Erasmus would serve as the 

standard Greek text for the New Testament for the next 300 years. By 
the 1800s, however, the discovery of many additional early copies of 

New Testament texts led to new published editions of the New 
Testament that used a more eclectic method of  textual criticism. 

Instead of the few copies available to Erasmus, scholars now had 
access to several thousand manuscripts, greatly developing the field of 
New Testament textual criticism. 

 
Today, nearly 6,000 Greek manuscripts of the New Testament have 

been discovered. In addition, researchers have counted tens of 
thousands of quotations or allusions to New Testament passages in the 

https://www.compellingtruth.org/Textus-Receptus.html
https://www.compellingtruth.org/textual-criticism.html
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writings of the church fathers. Further, early translations of Greek New 
Testament manuscripts into Latin, Coptic, Syriac, and other languages 

offer an enormous wealth of information for those serious about 
investigating the earliest origins of the New Testament manuscripts.  

 
Also important to note is that some continue to argue that the Textus 

Receptus is the "best" or "only" real New Testament text, particu larly in 
connection with its usage as the text behind the King James Version. 
However, due to the limitations Erasmus faced as he compiled the 

Textus Receptus, and due to the vast number of Greek manuscripts 
discovered since the compiling of the Textus Receptus, few serious 

biblical scholars consider the Textus Receptus the most accurate 
representation of what is contained in the original Greek New 

Testament. As 2 Timothy 2:15 teaches, the goal of Christians should be, 
"Do your best to present yourself to God as one approved, a worker who 
has no need to be ashamed, rightly handling the word of truth."  

 
The Critical Text  

https://www.compellingtruth.org/Critical-Text.html  
 

The Critical Text refers to a Greek text of the New Testament that is 
based on a combination of the earliest and most accurate manuscripts 
available. The goal is to provide the most accurate, earliest text 

possible based on all available manuscripts. The Critical Text is 
sometimes spoken of in contrast to the Textus Receptus and Majority 

Text, which both draw from manuscripts that do not include the two 
earliest complete New Testament manuscripts,  Codex Vaticanus and 

Codex Sinaiticus, as well as other portions and fragments of New 
Testament writings discovered over the past century of New Testament 
Textual Criticism. 

 
Historically, the Textus Receptus had long served as the primary Greek 

text for New Testament studies. However, in 1881 scholars Westcott 
and Hort published a new Greek New Testament text that included the 

findings of Codex Vaticanus and Codex Sinaiticus. Since then, many 
editions of the Greek New Testament have been published. The two 
most common include the Nestle-Aland text produced in Germany and 

the UBS (United Bible Society) text produced in the United States. Both 
editions are identical in terms of the Greek text. The differences include 

punctuation, how additional manuscripts are cited, and that the Nestle -
Aland text is designed more for scholars and academic study.  

 
The Critical Text has sometimes been attacked by critics as changing 
the original text of the New Testament. However, the opposite is 

actually true. The various Critical Texts have sought to provide greater 
accuracy based on the numerous new manuscript findings. The 

weaknesses of this type of text primarily lie in its eclectic nature. 
Instead of viewing how one writer has copied the manuscript of the New 

https://biblia.com/bible/esv/2%20Tim%202.15
https://www.compellingtruth.org/Critical-Text.html
https://www.compellingtruth.org/Textus-Receptus.html
https://www.compellingtruth.org/Majority-Text.html
https://www.compellingtruth.org/Majority-Text.html
https://www.compellingtruth.org/Codex-Sinaiticus-Vaticanus.html
https://www.compellingtruth.org/Codex-Sinaiticus-Vaticanus.html
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Testament, the Critical Text has made the decisions regarding which 
variants are correct or incorrect. Though these selections have been 

made by the top scholars in the field, not everyone agrees with every 
choice. 

 
Though there have long been disputes regarding whether the Critical 

Text is a positive change, time has shown that the many new 
discoveries of ancient manuscripts should be studied and utilized in 
the understanding of the Greek text. Today's technologies are allowing 

even greater access beyond scholars to any online user through digital 
imaging and manuscript comparisons available in Bible software 

programs. 
 

One example of this increased technology is found 
at codexsinaiticus.org. Previously this fourth century New Testament 
manuscript was divided in four different locations and had only been 

available by traveling to each library or in facsimile copies. Today, the 
images of this 1,600-year old manuscript can be accessed online by 

anyone, comparing its wording with the Critical Text or other 
manuscripts. The goal with providing manuscripts online, and with the 

Critical Text, is to better determine the earliest form of the biblical text, 
to understand it, and to apply it to our lives today.  
 

Response 4: Who are the Kittim? [Are they the descendants of the 
Edomites?] 

 
Who, what or where is Kittim By Brendan Valiant 

Before we explore the evidence, it would be fair to survey the possible options 
put forward for understanding the word “Kittim”. In the Bible, this word always 

appears in the plural form as either kittiym (ם יִּ תִּ ים) or kittiyiym (כִּ יִּ תִּ  Some Bible .(כִּ

Dictionaries suggest the meaning of the word to be “Bruisers”1. This proposed 

meaning appears to derive from related Hebrew words ka ̄t ̱iyt ית) ̱ תִּ and ka (כָּ ̄t ̱at ̱ 

 This etymology is doubtful .(כתת)

 
Kittim first appears in Genesis 10 as part of the table of nations. There he is a 
son of Ya ̄wa ̄n and a grandson of Yep ̱et ̱. This genealogical information is repeated 

in Chronicles. Kittim is next mentioned in a prophecy of Balaam as recorded in 
Numbers. Finally, Kittim is mentioned in one passage of each of the four Major 

Prophets – Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel and Daniel. Outside of the Canon, Kittim is 
mentioned in the book of Maccabees, in several of the Dead Sea Scrolls, in the 

writings of Josephus and in several ostraca inscriptions.   
 
Scholarly discussion about Kittim tends to focus on one of two considerations – 

geographic and ethnic. That is to say that some focus on where Kittim was as a 
place, while others focus on who the Kittim were as a people. This paper will 

explore both sides of this interpretative coin, however most expositors favour one 

                                       
1 Browns, Driver, Briggs 

http://www.codexsinaiticus.org/
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or the other approach, looking for the identity of Kittim in either a location or a 
people group.  

 
Attempts at pinpointing a geographic location for Kittim range from a single city 

to the whole of the Mediterranean. The narrowest identification for Kittim is the 
city or city-state of Kition in eastern Cyprus. Others extrapolate out to the 

entirety of Cyprus as being Kittim. Others consider Kittim to be a reference to 
countries and islands of the Aegean and/or the eastern Mediterranean. Some 
have considered Kittim to refer to the Apennine Peninsular. Still others have 

appealed to Kittim as being a general reference to the wider Mediterranean. 
Common to all these is the idea that Kittim is a coastal location or locations. 

Ethnic attempts at identifying Kittim have focused on five main groups – the 
Hittites, the Phoenicians, the Philistines (or wider “Sea-Peoples”), the Greeks and 

the Romans.  
 
Some of the above hypotheses have greater weight to them than others. Before 

moving on to consider the history of some of these places and peoples there are a 
few identifications that can be dismissed quite easily.  

 
Roman/Italian Kittim? 

The identification of Kittim with the Romans or the Italic Peninsular comes from 
very late, extra-canonical evidence. In the Septuagint of Daniel, often considered 
more like a paraphrastic targum, the Hebrew Kittim is translated as “Romans”. 

The Targum Onkelos reads “Romans” as explanation of Numbers 24. The 
Habakkuk Commentary among the Dead Sea Scrolls also uses Kittim for 

Romans. the identification appears fully established by the time of the Vulgate.  
 

There is little early corroborating evidence that might be adduced for this 
identification, though there are some toponyms that have been proposed as 
cognates. Dionysius of Halicarnassus mentions a city in Latium named Cetia.2 

Stephanus of Byzantium mentions another city among the Volsci called Echetia.3 
Aristotle wrote of a river near Cumae called the Cetus.4 These appeals are at best 

tenuous and do not constitute a smoking gun. The location of these cities and 
the river is not known, neither is their etymological origin. The references are all 

late and therefore there is no early evidence from the time of Moses when the 
first Biblical reference arises. For these reasons, the Roman hypothesis as to 
either the toponymic or ethnonymic identity of Kittim can be dismissed as highly 

unlikely, although it is important to keep the later usage in mind as to how the 
term evolved.  

 
Hittite Kittim? 

The Hittite hypothesis is largely based on a proposed etymological link between 

kittiy (ִִּּי תִּ תי) and ḥittiy (כִּ  This would require a phonetic evolution between the .(ִּחִּ

two names, even though both are found in the time of Moses. It is far more likely 

                                       
2 Book 8, line 520 
3  
4 On Marvellous Things Heard,  
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that the Hittites come from the Hamitic line through H ̣e ̄ṯ (ֵחת) and that their 

name derives from this. In support of this is the fact that many of the 

descendants of Canaan in Genesis 10:15-18 are found in later lists of Canaanite 
inhabitants (eg. Exodus 34:11; Joshua 12:8) where Hittite is a natural substitute 

for Heth. There was a region in Cilicia known as Ketis in Ptolemy’s Geography, 
but this is long after the Hittite empire.5 With the links unlikely and there being 
no additional archaeological or historical evidence linking the Hittites to the 

Kittim, the Table of Nations would indicate that the Hittites are of Hamitic origin 
whereas the Kittim are of Japhetic origin.  

 
Philistine Kittim? 

Another proposed contender for the identification of the Kittim is the Philistines. 
The primary impetus behind this identification is an attempt at interpreting the 
fulfilment of Balaam’s prophecy as the settlement of the Philistines within the 

coastal areas of the southern Levant. The Philistines have been widely connected 
to Peleset among the “Sea Peoples”. The Philistines are also connected to the 

Hamitic line, with their origin said to come from two sons of Mizraim – Casluhim 
(Genesis 10:14) and Caphtorim (Amos 7:9).  

 
There are significant problems in seeing the Philistine occupation of lower 
Palestine as part of the fulfillment of Balaam’s prophecy. According to 

conventional chronology, the raiding and migration of the Philistines as part of 
the “Sea Peoples” into the region of the Pentapolis would have occurred between 

1200-900 B.C., following the collapse of the Late Bronze Age. The problem with 
these dates is that according to the Bible, there were Philistines in the Levant 

from as early as the time of Abraham and Isaac (Genesis 21: 32-34; 26:1-18) and 
the establishment of the Pentapolis was complete by the time of Moses and 
Joshua (Exodus 13:17; 23:31; Joshua 13:2-3).  

 
With this in view, it is possible that the Philistines in Canaan were a satellite of 

those from Crete (or vice versa). This may be attested by the Minoan and 
Mycenaean pottery and other fragments found in this part of Canaan. A late 

migration of Philistines from Crete may have taken place due to displacement at 
the collapse of the Late Bronze Age, but these migrants would only be joining an 
already established Philistine kingdom.  

 
Outside of the attempt to tie the Philistines as part of the “Sea Peoples” to the 

fulfillment of Balaam’s prophecy, there is no linguistic evidence to connect the 
Philistines to the Kittim.6 This also goes for the other Sea Peoples. There is no 

explicit cognate link between Kittim and any of the other groups that made up 

                                       
5 Ptolemy, Geogr. V 8, 3. 
6 Shea proposed a reading of the Izbet Saqah Ostracon to read Kittim, but most 

scholars conclude that this inscription is random, unintelligible text, possibly by 
someone practicing writing. See "The ʿ Izbet Ṣarṭ ah Ostracon”, Andrews 

University Seminary Studies, Spring 1990, Vol. 28, No. 1, 59-86; Cf. Lawrence J. 
Mykytiuk, Is Hophni in the ʿ Izbet Ṣarṭ ah Ostracon, Andrews University 

Seminary Studies, Spring 1998, Vol. 36, No. 1, 69-80. 
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this confederacy.7 Combined with the genealogical information from the Bible 
which puts the Philistines as descended from the Hamitic line rather than the 

Japhetic line of the Kittim, this rules out this identification. With these options 
concluded to have little weight, it is time to turn to more plausible suggestions.  

 
Early Kition and Cyprus 

Perhaps the most well-known and longstanding identification of Kittim is as the 
city of Kition and possibly by extension the entire island of Cyprus. This 
deserves a more extensive treatment due to the prevalence in Biblical 

interpretation. The earliest known attribution of this identification comes from a 
statement by Josephus.  

 
Javan, son of Japhet, also had three sons: of these Halisas gave his 

name to his subjects the Halisaeans - the modern Aeolians - and 
Tharsos to the Tharsians; the latter was the ancient name of Cilicia, 
as is proved by the fact that its principle and capital city is called 

Tarsus, the Th having been converted into T. Chethimos (Χέθιμος) 
held the island of Chethima (Χέθιμα) - the modern Cyprus - whence 

came the name Chethim (Χέθιμ) given by the Hebrews to all the 
islands and to most maritime countries; here I call to witness one of 

the cities of Cyprus which has succeeded in preserving the old 
appellation, for even in its Hellenized form Cition (Κίτιον) is not far 

removed from the name of Chethimos.8 
 

In this interpretation, Josephus omits one of the sons of Ya ̄wān - Dōd ̱āniym. 

Josephus’ characteristic treatment of the Table of Nations is to deal with it 
according to his contemporary understanding while giving explanations as to the 

impacts of Hellenization through transliterated names. This he does here. It is 

peculiar to note that in this treatment, Josephus sees the Hebrew kittiym (ם יִּ תִּ  (כִּ
transliterated as Chethim (Χέθιμ) as distinguished from the city Kition (Κίτιον). 

This shows at the very least some interchangability between the kappa and chi 
sounds as well as the tau and theta sounds when transliterating.  

 
It must be remembered that Josephus writes one and a half millennia after 

Moses and that nations had shifted significantly by this stage. As one scholar 
writes, “Some of his identifications still hold, while others now seem arbitrary or 

misguided.”9 Just because Josephus draws a link between a name in the Table 
of Nations and an ethnic group or place name does not necessarily mean that 
that link is correct. Franxman writes,  

 
Cyprus is not the altogether common understanding in Jewish 

sources of the locale in which Javan's third son settled. Greece or 

                                       
7 Denyen, Ekwesh, Lukka, Peleset, Shekelesh, Sherden, Teresh, Tjeker, 
Weshesh.  
8 Josephus Antiquities, Book 1 
9 Menko Vlaardingerbroek, Mesopotamia in Greek and Biblical Perceptions: 

Idiosyncrasies and Distortions, 2014 140 
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Italy are much more usual. We have seen how Jos. manipulates 
"Kition" to make his identification, though indeed he may have in 

mind the more common understanding when making his remark on 
how "Chethim" is usually understood by speakers of Hebrew.10 

 
There is certainly no corroborating evidence that Cyprus was known by 

Chethima, even by other Jews of this period, by which time some associated it 
with the Macedonians and others with the Romans. Josephus does have one 
further off-hand mention of the Kiteis (Κιτιέων) but it does little to further prove 

his identification.11 Due to the prevalence of Josephus’ alleged Kition-Kittim 
connection we will now look at whether there is any supporting evidence.  

 
Kition is an ancient city that was located on the south-eastern coast upon which 

the modern city of Larnaca sits. As to the antiquity of its name, “from the fifth to 
the third century B.C. the name Kition (or Kitians) appears in the Phoenician 
form of Kt or Kty in inscriptions on Cyprus itself and even abroad in inscriptions 

in Athens, Delos, Demetrias, Rhodes, and Carthage.”12 Some have seen a 
reference to Kition in the Nora Stone from Sardinia. If the lines reading “‘M L 

KTN” are translated “Its mother city is Kition”.13 Cross, however, believes the 
stone should read “Milkaton, son of Subna”, with Milkaton as a proper name 

where these letters are found.14 
 

There is some possibility that Kt/Kty may be derived from a longer name. An 
inscription from Esarhaddon at Nineveh dated to 673/672 B.C. lists ten kings of 
Cyprus. Eight of these can be easily associated with known locations but Kition 

is not there under the shortened Phoenician name. Some scholars believe that 
Kition may be represented by the longer name Qarti-hadast a transcription of a 

Phoenician name meaning “New City”. There is some debate over whether this is 
the same as Kt/Kty/Kition, but persuasive arguments for connecting the two are 

put forward by Gjerstad,15 and Yon.16 It might make sense that the name of the 

                                       
10 Thomas W. Franxman, Genesis and the ‘Jewish Antiquities’ of Flavius 

Josephus, Biblical Institute Press, Rome, 1979, 107 
11 Josephus Antiquities, Book 1, 283. 
12 Marguerite Yon and William A. P. Childs, Kition in the Tenth to Fourth 

Centuries B. C. Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research , Nov., 
1997, No. 308, 9-17 
13 Dupont-Sommer, A. 1948 Nouvelle lecture d’une inscription phénicienne 
archaïque de Nora, en Sardaigne (C.I.S. I, 144). Comptes rendus des séances de 

l’Académie des inscriptions et belles-lettres 92: 12–22. Charles R. Krahmalkov, A 
Phoenician-Punic Grammar 
14 An Interpretation of the Nora Stone, Frank Moore Cross, Bulletin of the 

American Schools of Oriental Research , Dec., 1972, No. 208 (Dec., 1972), pp. 
13-19. See also A Note on Nora and the Nora Stone, Nathan Pilkington, Bulletin 

of the American Schools of Oriental Research , No. 365 (February 2012), pp. 45-
51 
15 (Gjerstad, 1979, 233 
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Cypriot Qarti-hadast was changed to avoid confusion with the later, more 
prominent city of that name in North Africa (Carthage is derived from Qarti-

hadast). 
 

The area in which Kition was located contains evidence of human habitation 
back to the Neolithic archaeological period. The first archaeologically attested 

settlement occurs in the Late Bronze Age, though it is likely that a few Early 
Bronze Age habitations were levelled to build the town. Tombs have been found 
which may date as early as 1800 B.C.17 The Late Bronze Age excavations have 

shown evidence of commerce with Egypt and the Levant, but a high Mycenaean 
influence and presence. Locally made Mycenaean-style pottery speaks to the 

presence of Greeks by at least the end of the 13th century B.C. The arrival of 
Phoenician settlers does not come until the mid-9th century B.C.18 The earliest 

inscriptions in the area are in the indigenous Etiocypriotic written in the Cypriot 
syllabary from the late 13th or early 12th century.19  
 

At times this city was important enough to be considered one of the city-states of 
Cyprus, but at no time is it known to have exerted power over the entire Island. 

If its identification with Qartihadast is correct, then it was one of ten city-states 
during the time of Esarhaddon. That is about the extent of its known reach. At 

no point does Kition appear as the name for the entirety of Cyprus. However, 
there are other names that the island appears to be known by – Kuprios, 
Alashiya and Iadnana.20 

 
Kuprios is a name that features in Linear B texts from Knossos. It is regarded in 

these texts as either a proper name or as an ethnic adjective (i.e. the Cypriot).21 
It appears that this is the Mycenaean name for the Island. The self-referential 

name for the Island has been hypothesized to have been Alishiya.22 Knapp, a 
strong proponent of this theory states, “The earliest indisputable references to 
Alashiya appear during the PreBA 2 period, in 19th–17th century bc cuneiform 

texts from Mari, Alalakh, and Babylonia”.23 Copper is frequently mentioned in 
relation to Alishiya, which was a major export of ancient Cyprus. The Amarna 

letters feature several from or about Alashiya. Petrographic and chemical 
analysis of the clay shows that they originate from Cyprus, either near Kalavasos 

or Alassa.24  
 

                                                                                                                               
16 M. Yon, "Le Royaume de Kition: Epoque archaïque," Studia Phoenicia 

5,1987,366-7 
17 Book 
18 Andreas Demetriou – Phoenicians in Cyprus and their Hellenisation: The Case 
of Kition, 136 
19  
20 Iadnana is a later name it is known by in neo-Assyrian inscriptions.  
21 Bernard Knapp, 304 
22 Knapp 
23 Knapp 307 
24 Goren et al. (2003; 2004: 48–75 
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It has been credibly proposed that Alashiya was a kingdom that spanned most or 
all of the entire Island of Cyprus during the Bronze Age. At times it was a vassal 

to other nations, such as the Hittites. The name Alishiya is very close to the 
brother of Kittim, ’Eliys ̌a ̄h (Genesis 10:4). A prominent Alishiya would have been 

known to Moses at the time he wrote Genesis. The toponym Alishiya continued 
into the Hellenistic period as attested in an ostracon from the Idalion archives. 

The publishers of this ostracon conclude, “the name Alashiya was given to the 
whole of Cyprus in the Phoenician language, at least at the end of the fourth 
century BCE and probably earlier.”25 Thus designation persisted during the time 

of Ezekiel, and there is good evidence that it would have included the area of 
Kition.  

 
Ezekiel mentions Elishah as a source of blue and purple dye (Ezekiel 27:7). A 

large quantity of the murex trunculus shells used for production of this colour 
dye have been found in Hala Sultan Tekke on Cyprus, further strengthening an 

identification with this island.26 Hala Sultan Tekke is an archaeological site in 
modern day Larnaca, very close to ancient Kition. Thus, at the time of the exile 
when Kition was an established and attested city, Elishah and not Kittim was 

clearly used by the Hebrews to refer to Cyprus. So, if Cyprus is not to be 
identified with Kittim but with his brother, where then does Kittim come in? 

 
Returning to Josephus’ statement we began with in this section, it is clear that 

Cition is not considered by Josephus to be the primary meaning of Chethimos at 
all, nor even the entire Island of Cyprus which he called Chethima. Rather, 
Josephus’ account is that “the name Chethim given by the Hebrews to all the 

islands and to most maritime countries”. It is clear that the primary referee in 
Josephus’ mind when he looked at the Biblical Kittim was not to Kition or to all 

of Cyprus but beyond this to the islands and coasts of at least the eastern 
Mediterranean.  

 
It is probable that Josephus’ connection of Kittim with Kition is a case of false 
friends. “False friends is a term coming from language teaching and referring to 

pairs of words in two languages that are perceived as similar but have different 
meanings.”27 Josephus appears to have been drawing a linguistic connection 

                                       
25 MG Amadasi Guzzo, JA Zamora, The Phoenician Name of Cyprus: New 

Evidence from Early Hellenistic Times, Journal of Semitic Studies, Volume 63, 
Issue 1, Spring 2018, 89 
26 Reese (1987), The EM IIA shells from Knossos with comments on Neolithic to 
EM III 

shell utilization. Annual of the British School at Athens 82: 207–11, D. S. (1985), 
Shells, ostrich eggshells and other exotic faunal remains from Kition. In V. 
Karageorghis and M. Demas, Excavations at Kition 5.2: 340–415. Nicosia: 

Department of Antiquities, 348; Stieglitz, R. R. (1994), The Minoan origin of 
Tyrian purple. Biblical Archaeologist 57: 46–54. 
27 Marjeta Vrbinc and Alenka Vrbinc, Friends or Foes? Phraseological False 
Friends in English and Slovene, AAA: Arbeiten aus Anglistik und Amerikanistik , 

2014, Vol. 39, No. 1 (2014), pp. 71. See also Aronoff, Mark; Rees-Miller, Janie 
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that never existed in earlier times. Josephus might have just as easily drawn a 
link between Kittim and one of the other city-states of Cyprus – Khytri – though 

this too was a much later founding. Hill in the first volume of his A History of 
Cyprus, after summarizing the Biblical references to Kittim, concludes that, 

 
in that and in all earlier passages there is nothing specifically 

equating Kittim with Cyprus, it must be admitted that in some cases 
at least the earlier Hebrew writers, and not merely the later, may 
have been vague about the locality, and included in the connotation 

of the term any land farther westwards. However, the existence in 
Cyprus of the Phoenician foundation (Kition, Citium) was enough for 

later writers, from Josephus onwards, who traced a connexion 
between the city and the Hebrew name.28 

 
Subsequent interpreters have perpetuated Josephus’ identification uncritically 
giving the appearance over time of plausibility. Ultimately, the name of the city 

at its foundation by Mycenaean Greeks is unknown. It’s unlikely that any proper 
settlement existed in the time of Moses that could correlate to the Kittim of the 

Table of Nations. The first clear reference to the name Kty/Kt comes during the 
time of Phoenician settlement and it is possible that this name may be an 

abbreviation of the first part of Qarti-hadast. This may have been a necessary 
evolution to differentiate the Quati-hadast of Cyprus from the more significant 
Qarti-hadast in North Africa (Carthage). Leaving Kition and Cyprus behind, it is 

time to explore a more credible option for Kittim.   
 

Macedonian Kittim, the Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean 
The final major theory of who or where Kittim is leads us into some uncharted 

waters. Not that no one has ever sailed here, but rather the maps are old and 
faded. We begin by looking at where the Biblical story of Kittim starts in the 
Table of Nations: 

 
 “The sons of Javan: Elishah, Tarshish, Kittim, and Dodanim. From 

these the coastland peoples spread in their lands, each with his own 
language, by their clans, in their nations.” (Gen 10:4-5) 

 
The Javan branch of the Japhetic family tree itself splits into these four nations 
or people-groups. At the time he wrote the book of Genesis, Moses’ could say 

that descendants of these families had settled throughout the coastal and Island 

areas of the Mediterranean. The word for “coastland” is ’iy (ִּאי). This word is 

variously translated as isles or coastlands, but this doesn’t tell the whole story. 
Apart from a few instances, this word usually appears in the plural. When used 
in the single, it applies to a specific, narrow coastal location or island, such as 

the shore of Philistia (Isaiah 10:6), the island of Tyre (Isaiah 23:2, 6) or the 

                                                                                                                               
(15 April 2008). The Handbook of Linguistics. New York: John Wiley & Sons. p. 

698. 
28 George Hill,  A History of Cyprus Vol. 1: To the Conquest by Richard Lion 

Heart (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1940), 97 
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island of Caphtor (Jeremiah 47:4). The plural by contrast is taken to indicate 
geographically wide coastal regions.  

 
Ya ̄wa ̄n is likely a cognate of Ion (Ἴων), the father of the Ionians and the Greeks. 

Elishah as we have seen almost certainly corresponds to the Cypriot kingdom of 
Alishiya of Moses’ day. In Moses’ day, Tarshish likely referred to the city of 

Tarsus in Cilicia though it may have later included additional western territories. 
Dodanim has a textual variant in the parallel list in 1 Chronicles 1:7 where it 
appears as Rodanim. This group may be the same as the Dardanoi of which Troy 

was the capital and which later established the Balkan kingdom of Dardania.29 
While some of these identities are less clear than others, they do summarise the 

inhabitants of north-eastern Mediterranean coastal locations at the time of 
Moses.  

 
This brings us to the mystery of the Kittim. With Cyprus known as Alishiya and 
reasonably associated with Elishah and with no evidence of the name Kition as a 

Cypriot city or kingdom during the time of Moses, it is necessary to look for other 
possible cognates for this name. There are several place names of ancient 

attestation as far back as Linear B with the consonants K-T or K-T-Y. In the 
Aegean there were locations such as the island of Kythira or the mountain range 

of Kithairon. This latter was important during Mycenaean times as part of the 
beacon network for transmitting news over long distances.30 
 

One hypothesis that may be entertained if wishing to maintain a Kition link is 
that the Kittim could be the Mycenaeans whose artifacts are found at the earliest 

levels of settlement. The self-referential name for the Mycenaeans is not known 
as it isn’t mentioned in the extant Linear B texts. The most common name used 

in the Homeric literature is the Achaeans (other names being Danaans, Argives 
and Hellenes) and this agrees with the Hittite name Ahhiyawa. It is also possible 
that these are the Ekwesh of the Sea Peoples mentioned in Egyptian sources. 

The Mycenaeans were also the founders of the city later known as Kition, though 
there is no evidence it was known as such during Mycenaean times. So, while a 

Mycenaean Kittim could account for the names of many of the K-T-Y locations, it 
doesn’t have the force of a smoking gun as there is no evidence the Mycenaeans 

were known by anything resembling Kittim.  
 
There is another possible identity and general location for the Kittim which may 

fit even better. Homer mentions one of the allied peoples of the Mysian prince 
Eurypylus who aided the Trojans as Ceteians (Κήτειοι).31 It is unclear whether 

                                       
29 Kitchen, Kenneth A. (2003). On the Reliability of the Old Testament. Grand 
Rapids and Cambridge: William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company. p. 593. ISBN 
9780802849601. 
30 Huerta, Schade, Granell (Eds): Connecting a Digital Europe through Location 
and Place. Proceedings of the AGILE'2014 

International Conference on Geographic Information Science, Castellón, June, 3-
6, 2014. ISBN: 978-90-816960-4-3 
31 Homer, Odyssey, 11.521 
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Homer is saying that the Mysians themselves were known as Ceteians or 
whether they were separate allies or mercenaries as the word hetairoi (ἑταῖροι) is 

somewhat ambiguous, though it is a word that is used in later history for the 
elite cavalry of the Macedonians. Could the Ceteians be a people from Macedonia 

on the opposite side of the Bosporus to Mysia? Following this lead, there are 
some indicators that might support such a conclusion.  

 
Xenophon mentions a mountain inland of Macedonia known for its hunting 
game named Kitios.32 This can most likely be identified with Mount Chortiatis on 

the Chalcidice peninsula.33 There is also an ancient town of the same name as 
the later Cypriot city that was located in Macedonia. Livy, writing about the 

Third Macedonian War, wrote that Perseus marshalled his troops at a location 
called Citium.34 Additionally, an alternative archaic form of the Macedonian 

ethnonym appears as Μακετία.35 This spelling appears on an epigraph from 
Smyrna.36 Commenting on the language of the Macedonians, Nicholas Hamond 
wrote, 

 
What language did these `Macedones' speak? The name itself is 

Greek in root and in ethnic termination. It probably means 
`highlanders', and it is comparable to Greek tribal names such as 

`Orestai' and `Oreitai', meaning 'mountain-men'. A reputedly earlier 
variant, `Maketai', has the same root, which means `high', as in the 
Greek adjective makednos or the noun mekos.37 

 
Both the delta in Μακεδόνες and the tau in Μακέται are dental/alveolar stops. It 

wouldn’t take much phonetic evolution for the unvoiced τ to morph into the 
voiced δ. Thus, in the earlier form of the ethnic name we find the consonants K-

T-I. As to the ethnic origins of the Macedonians, they do appear as a branch of 
the Greek family, but not completely embraced by their kin in the Peloponnese. 
While they were accepted into the Olympics, there were times that the 

Macedonians were called “barbarians” by the other Greeks.38 The foundation 
myth of the Macedonian nobility traced lineage to Hercules through the Argives, 

but this isn’t necessarily true of the general populace. The legends of the 
founding of the Argead dynasty trace their lineage back to the Dorians who 

invaded the Peloponnese and defeated their Mycenaean kin. The Argead 

                                       
32  
33 'Monumentality', Functionality, Animality: On an Unusual Prehistoric Clay 

Head from Central Macedonia, Greece, and Its Implications, Christina Marangou 
and Dimitris Grammenos, The Annual of the British School at Athens, Vol. 100, 

Centennial Volume (2005), pp. 1-40 
34 Livy, Book 42, Chapter 51, 2 
35 Hesychii Alexandrini lexicon by Hesychius, Moritz Schmidt 1867, 1007, See 

also the Latin Maketae.  
36 Epigrammata graeca ex lapidibus conlecta by Kaibel, Georg, 1849-1901, 118 

also Athenaios, Deiopnosophistai 5, 27-35, 197D-203B; FGrHist 627 F 2. 
37  
38  
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Macedonian dynasty began after Caranus left the crowded Peloponnese to found 
a northern kingdom, conquering the people already in that area. According to 

one account, Caranus conquered a pre-existing city named Edessa, a name of 
reportedly Phrygian origins.39 Eusebius in his Chronicon wrote that Caranus led 

an army into the territory of the already established Macedonians.40 
 

This would make sense of why the Greeks would have felt a complicated mix of 
kinship and aversion with the Macedonians. They were a distantly related people 
who had been conquered by members of the Heracleidae. It also explains why 

the Macedonians/Ceteians might have sided with the Trojans as they also 
shared kinship with these western Anatolians as the Dodanim. The Trojan war 

becomes a war involving the offspring of Javan.  
 

The earliest archaeological reference to the Kittim come from several ostraca 
found at Arad in Israel. Inscriptions referring to the Kittim can be found on 
Ostraca 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 14 and 17 and were all found at Stratum VII 

dating to the 7th century B.C.41 These inscriptions are thought to deal with the 
provision of stores to a group of mercenaries based in the Negev who were 

involved in defending against Edomite incursions during the campaign of 
Nebuchadnezzar.42 There is some debate about the identity of these Kittim with 

the main hypotheses being that they were Greek or Cypriot in origin.  
 
The Cypriot hypothesis relies chiefly on the alleged link between Kition and 

Kittim which is attested no earlier than Josephus. The only archaeological 
support that might be claimed for this identification is a small amount of Cypro-

Phoenician pottery found at Tel Ira, 10 km southwest of Arad. 
 

A Cypro-Phoenician juglet and Cypriot jug, as well as sherds of other 
Cypro-Phoenician vessels, appear in Stratum VII (late eighth 
century); a Cypriot amphora, sherds of coastal and Transjordanian 

cooking pots and handleless jars-usually attributed to Assyrian 
influence but common in the Transjordan, where they are known as 

Ammonite pottery-appear in Stratum VI (latter half of the seventh 
and early sixth centuries).43 

 

                                       
39 Phrygian had similarities to Mysian. Strabo stated that Mysian was “in a way, 

a mixture of the Lydian and Phrygian languages.” Strabo. "Geography, Book XII, 
Chapter 8”.  
40 Eusebius, Chronicle 227 Delphi Collected Works of Eusebius (Illustrated) 
Delphi Classics, 2019 (Andrew Smith) 
41 The Israelite Fortress at Arad, Zeʾ ev Herzog, Miriam Aharoni, Anson F. Rainey 

and Shmuel Moshkovitz Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research, 
Spring, 1984, No. 254, (Spring, 1984), pp. 4 
42  
43 C. L Crouch, The Making of Israel: Cultural Diversity in the Southern Levant 

and the Formation of Ethnic Identity in Deuteronomy, Brill, 2014, 68 
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The findings in Stratum VII at Tel Ira are too early to agree with Stratum VII at 
Arad, leaving only a single Cypriot amphora as a possible evidence of the Cypriot 

Kittim hypothesis. Cypro-Phoenician juglets have been found at Arad itself, but 
these belong to Stratum IX (8th century B.C.), also too early for the timing of the 

Kittim presence.44 Na’aman suggests from a reconstruction of Ostracon 3 that 
the Kittim may have been garrisoned in the city of Beersheba in the Beersheba 

valley, even though this ostracon doesn’t mention the Kittim. That the Kittim 
may have been garrisoned nearby can be reasonably concluded from the fact 
that some of the ostraca involve instructions to send provisions to the Kittim.45 

 
While evidence confirming a Cypriot link is either too early or too scarce (the 

single Cypriot amphora at Tel Ira), there is much more evidence for the Greek 
mercenary hypothesis. To begin with, there are Greek names among the 

Ostraca.46 A coastal site in the Gaza, Meẓad Ḥashavyahu, has turned up a large 
quantity of East Greek pottery including “cooking pots, lamps, kraters, drinking 
cups and amphorae” and constituting almost half of the discoveries at the site.47 

Fantalkin concludes that this site was a short-lived settlement in the late 7th 
century B.C. being destroyed in 604 B.C. during Nebuchadnezzar’s campaign.48 

The timing for the East Greek wares found in this site fits the date of the strata 
in which the Arad Ostraca have been found.  

 
The East Greek pottery exposed at the site together with the ostracon 
bearing the Phoenician name with the theophoric element of 'Baʿal' 

(Naveh 1962a:30-31; Lemaire 1977:268-269), and the ostraca 
bearing Yahwistic names indicate, in Na'aman's view, that the 

inhabitants Meẓad Ḥashavyahu were of varied ethnic origins, such as 
Greek, Phoenician and Judean.49 

 
An ethnic mix would fit with the reconstruction of Na’aman for Ostracon 10 
which reads, “[To Elia]shib: And now [give the Kitti]yim 3 bath-jars of wine 

[befo]re? the tu[rn]ing?? Of the day. And 1 (jar) oil [s]eal for the son of Obadiahu, 
offi[cer?] of the Kittiyim.” Na’aman concludes, Assuming that the restoration is 

correct, it indicates that a Judahite officer was in charge of the Kittiyim 
mercenary unit.”50  

                                       
44 Herzog, Ibid, 16 
45 Nadav Na’aman, Textual and Historical Notes on the Eliashib Archive from 
Arad, Tel Aviv: Journal of the Institute of Archaeology of Tel Aviv University Vol. 

38, 2011 83–93 
46 Arad: Its Inscriptions and Temple, Yohanan Aharoni, The Biblical 

Archaeologist , Feb., 1968, Vol. 31, No. 1 (Feb., 1968), 11. 
47 James, P. (2015). Meẓ ad Ḥashavyahu Reconsidered: Saite Strategy and 
Archaic Greek Chronology. In Walls of the Prince: Egyptian Interactions with 

Southwest Asia in Antiquity, Leiden, The Netherlands: Brill. 334. 
48 Fantalkin, A. 2001. Meẓ ad Ḥashavyahu: Its Material Culture and Historical 

Background. Tel Aviv 28/1: 3–166,  
49 Fantalkin, Ibid, 8.  
50 Na’aman, ibid, 86. 
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More evidence is found in the Beersheba valley itself. Just south of Arad is the 

site of Tel Malḥata where East Greek pottery has been found.51 This includes a 
“Middle Wild Goat II East Greek oinochoe” dated “to the end of the 7th Century 

B.C.”52 Due to this abundant evidence of Greek presence in close proximity to 
Arad during dated at the same time as the ostraca mentioning the Kittim, it is 

little wonder that “Most scholars… still follow Aharoni’s initial hypothesis that 
the Kittim were Greek mercenaries.”53 
 

The foregoing has given a strong historical basis for identifying the Kittim with 
the Macedonians, but the link between the Macedonians and the Kittim becomes 

explicit during the intertestamental period. The first verse of 1 Maccabees states,  
 

After Alexander son of Philip, the Macedonian, who came from the 
land of Kittim (Χεττιιμ), had defeated King Darius of the Persians and 
the Medes, he succeeded him as king. (He had previously become 

king of Greece.) 
 

A similar term is found in chapter 8:5 referring to Perseus as “king of the Kittim” 
(Κιτιέων). The Macedonians are also the likely identification of the Kittim 

mentioned in Jubiliees 24:28. Talmudic interpretation identifies Kittim as 
Euobea.54  
 

The Dead Sea Scrolls are divided in their application of Kittim. While the 
Habakkuk Commentary, 1QpHab, clearly holds the Kittim to be the Romans, 

there are others which seem to indicate a Hellenistic Kittim. In a pesher on the 
Apocalypse of Weeks, 4Q247, Eshel concludes, “the king of the Kittim should be 

identified as one of the hellenistic kings.”55 The War Scroll, 1QM, contains many 
references to the Kittim, including a curious reference to the “Kittim of Asshur” 
(1:2). After ruling out earlier reconstructions of a similar “Kittim in Egypt”, Eshel 

concludes that “that the Kittim mentioned in this scroll should be identified as 
the Seleucids.”56 

 
Eshel argues that the reason for the different interpretations of the Kittim among 

the Dead Sea Scrolls is due to their temporal relationship to Pompey’s conquest 

                                       
51 Moshe Kochavi, Notes and News, Israel Exploration Journal , 1967, Vol. 17, 
No. 4 (1967), 273.  
52 Itzhaq Beit-Arieh, Liora Freud - Tel Malḥ ata_ A Central City in the Biblical 
Negev. 1 & 2-Eisenbrauns (2015) 
53 David Mark Mouritz, East Greek Pottery and Graeco-Anatolian Mercenaries in 
the Southern Levant in Iron Age IIC (CA. 600 BCE), 2018, 90. For a list of 
proponents of the Greek-Kittim hypothesis, see footnote 478 in Mouritz’ thesis.  
54 Talmud Yerushalmi, Tractate Megillah, Halakhah 11 
55 Hanan Eschel, Kittim in the War Scroll and in the Pesharim, Avital Pinnick, 

Daniel R. Sc - Historical Perspectives_ From the Hasmoneans to Bar Kokhba in 
the Light of the Dead Sea Scrolls 32 
56 p 37 
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of Jerusalem. He argues that after this time the Romans became the contextual 
reference for the Kittim. This might also mean that the Roman reading in the 

Dead Sea Scrolls comes after this period as well. Modern scholars who accept 
the Roman identity for Kittim have a different reason than the Qumran 

community. The Qumran community changed their view after their geopolitical 
situation changed. Modern scholarship which sees a Roman Kittim does so 

based on higher critical reasoning which considers Daniel to be a late 
composition and views the majority of the prophecy as centered on Antiochus 
Epiphanes with the Kittim being the Romans that put a stop to his advance on 

the Ptolemaic kingdom. The evidence at Qumran shows that they at least 
disagreed on this point. Josephus certainly never mentions it in his 

interpretation.  
 

The shift from Greek to Roman Kittim still had to make sense in the Jewish 
ethnographic worldview. What made this shift possible was likely their wider 
understanding of the Javan branch of the Table of Nations as settling the 

coastlands of the seas. There is also the history that was propagated at the time 
of the first century that the Romans were descended from the Greeks.57  

 
Outside of the Mosaic literature and the repeated genealogy in Chronicles, Javan 

and his sons are not mentioned again until the prophets of the late monarchy, 
with the exception of Tarshish. Dodanim receives no further mention, which 
would make sense if the Dardanoi from the area around Troy emigrated to the 

Balkans following their defeat.  Elishah remained the designation of the Island of 
Cyprus as has been seen in the reference from Ezekiel. The two brothers that 

receive the most attention in the later Old Testament writings are Tarshish and 
Kittim.  

 
Tarshish is the matter of considerable of debate. Tarshish has frequently been 
linked to either Tarsus in Cilicia,58 or a location on the island of Sardinia59 or 

Tartessos in the western Mediterranean.60 Some claim that it is even to be 
located outside of the Mediterranean altogether,61 with proposals of locations in 

Britain eastern Africa or India. The biggest challenge to identifying the Biblical 
Tarshish is summed up by Montenegro,  

 
In general, we think that all these studies have a major weakness, 
which is evident in the fact that, since they rely heavily on the extra-

                                       
57 Dionysius of Halicarnassus, The Roman Antiquities.  
58  
59 Albright, W.F. (1941). "New light on the early history of Phoenician 
colonization". Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research. The 
American Schools of Oriental Research. Cross, F.M. (1972). "An interpretation of 

the Nora Stone". Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research. The 
American Schools of Oriental Research. 208: 13–19. 
60  
61 Arcadio del Castillo., "Tarshish in the Esarhaddon Inscription and the Book of 

Genesis", Bibbia e Oriente 46 (2004) 193-206. 
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biblical texts, they do not take into account all the information that 
is provided by the Bible. In particular the fact that the typical 

merchandise traded with Tarshish consisted not only of metals, 
especially silver, but other goods, including certain things not 

associated with the Mediterranean, such as ivory, monkeys and 
peacocks. Therefore we believe that while it is necessary to look for 

places associated with the metals in question, those places also have 
to be in the same area as other products mentioned in some of the 
biblical texts that relate to Tarshish. Hence all the sources should be 

treated equally in order to find one place, and the place identified as 
the site of Tarshish has to be one where all the products to which the 

biblical texts refer can be easily obtained.62 
 

Montenegro sums up the questions, but doesn’t arrive at solid answers. The 
truth is, some of the evidence credibly points to Tarsus while other evidence 
credibly points to the western Mediterranean. Evidence pointing to Tarsus in 

Cicilia include reference to Tarsisi in the Esarhaddon inscription, Tarzi in earlier 
Assyrian texts as well as some of the Biblical evidence that indicates a nearer 

location to Tarshish. Evidence pointing to the western Mediterranean include the 
Nora stone from Sardinia and most of the other late Biblical texts which point to 

a location to the far west such as Jonah (also Isaiah 60:9).   
 
The problem may lie with trying to pinpoint a single location for Tarshish. The 

later Biblical texts use the plural coastlands for Tarshish, indicating a region. 
Thus Tarshish may refer to both the immediate trading port in Cilicia which fits 

some of the evidence as well as referring to wider coastal region to the far west. 
Also, “ships of Tarshish” appears to be a term that evolved into evoke a type of 

larger long-voyage vessel.63 Solomon had a fleet of this type of Tarshish-ship 
operating out of Ezion-Geber that may have been used to trade with India, a 
source of peacocks in the ancient world (1 Kings 9:26; 10:22; 22:4).64 

 
This would give us an indication on how Kittim may have come to be understood 

in a more general sense as a result of what Kooij calls “the widening of the 
geographical horizon.”65 In the oracle against Tyre in Isaiah 23, Kittim appears 

twice in a prophecy that also frequently mentions Tarshish. The first verse 
states, “Wail, O ships of Tarshish, for Tyre is laid waste, without house or 
harbor! From the land of [Kittim] it is revealed to them.” Most modern 

                                       
62 Montenegro Valentín, Julia. "The Location of Tarshish: Critical 
Considerations." Revue Biblique 123, no. 2 (2016): 239-268. 
63 G. Johannes Botterweck, Helmer Ringgren, Heinz-Josef Fabry, Theological 
Dictionary of the Old Testament: Volume XV, Eerdmans (1974) 792 
64 Daniel I. Block, The Book of Ezekiel, Chapters 25-48, Eerdmans (1997) p. 80; 

Wright, George Ernest. & Wright, George Ernest.  1961,  The Bible and the 
ancient Near East : essays in honor of William Foxwell Albright / G. Ernest 

Wright, ed  Routledge & Paul London 
65 Arie van der Kooij, The Oracle of Tyre: The Septuagint of Isaiah 23 as Version 

and Vision, Brill, Lieden, The Netherlands, 1998, 46. 
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translations insert Cyprus for Kittim showing dependence on Josephus and the 
assumptions regarding Kition, however there is nothing in the text to demand 

this interpretation. 
 

Though this passage refers to “ships of Tarshish” twice, it does so with other 
independent references to Tarshish, showing that it is a region. The prophet calls 

on the various Mediterranean nations or regions with whom Tyre traded or held 
power to lament over her which included Tarshish, Kittim and Egypt. Tarshish 
in this passage is called “Daughter Tarshish” (verse 10). While some translations 

appear to call Tyre “Daughter of Tarshish” this does not make contextual sense.  
 

The second reference to Kittim in this chapter would make sense as a distant 
place that the Phoenicians might seek safety rather than a location as close as 

Cyprus. In verse 12 the Tyre is told “arise, cross over to Cyprus, even there you 
will have no rest.” If Kittim were a location in close proximity, such as Cyprus, it 
would not parallel with the earlier verse that says “Cross over to Tarshish” (verse 

6). In both these instances, Tyre would look for distant sanctuary, but safety 
would not come. The Phoenicians were known to trade with the Aegean, even 

having colonies in Crete and other islands of the dodecanese, so this could easily 
refer to that region.66 Pottery imports have been found especially in the region 

around Tyre.67 The use of both Tarshish and Kittim in this prophecy appear to 
indicate the idea that Tyre’s downfall would impact the entire Mediterranean 
economy.  

 
The next appearance of Kittim in Biblical texts is found in Jeremiah. This is only 

a passing reference in a passage where God is taking up the issue of the 
constant apostasy and idolatry of the Israelites.  

 
For cross to the coasts of [Kittim] and see, or send to Kedar and 
examine with care; see if there has been such a thing. Has a nation 

changed its gods, even though they are no gods? But My people have 
changed their glory for that which does not profit. (Jeremiah 2:10-11) 

 
Israel is being challenged to compare themselves with the fidelity the pagan 

nations have to their gods. Kittim and Kedar are used to create a double merism 
of geographical breadth. Kittim lay in the distant west, but as the Aegean, it 
stood as representative of coastal and island people, while Kedar was in the 

eastern desert, thus this imagery invokes west and east, sea and land, a figure of 

                                       
66 Negbi, Ora. "Early Phoenician Presence in the Mediterranean Islands: A 
Reappraisal." American Journal of Archaeology 96, no. 4 (1992): 599-615. 

Accessed September 1, 2020. doi:10.2307/505187. 
67 Doumet-Serhal, Cl. in collaboration with Farès el-Dahdah, Rabate, A. and 

Resek, A. (eds) 2004. 
Decade. A Decade of Archaeology and History in the Lebanon (1995 – 2004). 

Beirut 
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universality. Commenting on this verse, Eshel writes that “it seems that the 
name Kittim was used as a general epithet for western nations.”68  

 
Ezekiel’s use comes in a lament of what seems to be the fulfilment of the 

warning in Isaiah 23. The prophet describes Tyre as a metaphorical ship, created 
from materials sourced from surrounding nations.  

 
Now you, son of man, raise a lamentation over Tyre, and say to Tyre, 
who dwells at the entrances to the sea, merchant of the peoples to 

many coastlands, thus says the Lord GOD: "O Tyre, you have said, 'I 
am perfect in beauty.' Your borders are in the heart of the seas; your 

builders made perfect your beauty. They made all your planks of fir 
trees from Senir; they took a cedar from Lebanon to make a mast for 

you. Of oaks of Bashan they made your oars; they made your deck of 
pines from the coasts of [Kittim], inlaid with ivory. Of fine 
embroidered linen from Egypt was your sail, serving as your banner; 

blue and purple from the coasts of Elishah was your awning. (Ezekiel 
27:2-7) 

 
Elishah and Kittim do not appear in this prophecy in parallel to one another, but 

as separate locations. The blue and purple dye from Elishah has already been 
discussed, but Kittim is said to be a source of “pines… inlaid with ivory”. Other 
translations have cypresses (NET, HCSB, LEB), boxwood (ASV), larch (CJB). 

These trees were found in many places in the Mediterranean and so don’t 
provide us with clues as to what was in mind by Kittim. Ivory, however, does give 

some deeper insight. The Aegean was not a source of ivory, but there is evidence 
that they had craftsmen that were skilled in the use of ivory.  

 
The use of ivory and related materials for plain inlays has in the 
Aegean persisting with certain refinements for nearly inlays are 

usually geometrical shapes or adaptations common. The earliest 
seem to date from MM IA or a little before and so far are known only 

from north Cretan sites such as Mallia and Gournia. Those from 
Chrysolakkos said to be bone and most others from proto-palatial 

Mallia have been published as bone shell.69 
 

This ivory was imported from various locations in Africa and the Levant and then 

worked on by Greek craftsmen and then exported throughout the 
Mediterranean. This fits with the Kittim of Ezekiel being the Aegean. Overall, the 

references in Isaiah, Jeremiah and Ezekiel show an evolution of the term Kittim 
to embrace the Aegean or even perhaps the eastern Mediterranean by the end of 

the monarchic period.  
 

                                       
68 Eshel, p. 29 
69 Ivory in the Aegean Bronze Age: Elephant Tusk or Hippopotamus Ivory? 
Author(s): O. H. Krzyszkowska Source: The Annual of the British School at 

Athens, Vol. 83 (1988), pp. 209-234 
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This natural evolution grew out of the fact that the Kittim were closely connected 
in proximity to the main Javan/Ionian population in the Aegean. It explains why 

Josephus could say that Kittim was the name “given by the Hebrews to all the 
islands and to most maritime countries.” Further, it even accounts for how the 

Romans could come to be considered “Kittim” in the interpretations during the 
Roman Empire. Had there not been such an increasingly broad usage to the 

term, probably as a result of the Hellenisation of the Eastern Mediterranean, it 
would have been much more difficult for the Roman interpretation to gain 
traction. Kittim is clearly anchored to the Macedonians and from there came to 

stand for a wider region as the Macedonian influence grew.  
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Response 5: 2300 days as the first prophetic half week of persecution and 
1260 as the end time prophetic persecution of the Jews 

 
Historicism versus futurism 

 
Daniel 9:20-23 “And whiles I was speaking, and praying, and confessing my sin 

and the sin of my people Israel, and presenting my supplication before the LORD 
my God for the holy mountain of my God; 21 Yes, whiles I was speaking in prayer, 
even the man Gabriel, whom I had seen in the vision at the beginning, being 

caused to fly swiftly, touched me about the time of the evening oblation. 22 And he 
informed me, and talked with me, and said, O Daniel, I am now come forth to give 

you skill and understanding. 23 At the beginning of your supplications the 
commandment came forth, and I am come to show you; for you are greatly 

beloved: therefore understand the matter, and consider the vision.” 
 

Whilst Daniel was praying Gabriel, whom he had seen in the vision at the 
beginning (Daniel 8:16-17) came and touched him at the time of the evening 
oblation, about 3pm. Notice in verse 23 that Gabriel’s commission was given at 

the start of Daniel’s prayer. So his prayer had been answered before he had even 
finished. Friends the effectual fervent prayer of a righteous man availeth much. 

(James 5:16) But notice the speed at which Gabriel covers the distance from 
heaven to earth, no more than a couple of minutes. 

 
Gabriel goes on to give Daniel some encouragement and comfort by telling him 
that he is greatly beloved, what a privilege and honour. We too can have the 

privilege and honour of having the love of God bestowed upon us and be called 
the sons of God and adopted into the family of God. (1 John 3:1, Romans 8:14-

17) 
 

So why has Gabriel come? Gabriel tells Daniel that he has come “to show 
thee...give thee skill and understanding...understand the matter”. Understand 
what matter? Consider the vision. If we go through chapter 9 we find no vision 

for Gabriel to give Daniel skill and understanding about. So we must go back to 
chapter 8 and consider what it was that he did not understand of the vision 

given there. If we go through this vision we find that he understood the ram, he 
goat, and little horn, for the interpretation was given him. But the cleansing of 

the sanctuary with the 2300 days he neither understood it nor was given the 
interpretation of it, and Daniel’s prayer emphasizes this point. 
 

So we find that Gabriel has come to give Daniel the understanding of the 2300 
days and the cleansing of the sanctuary (or understanding of the judgment as we 

have seen that the cleansing of the sanctuary refers to the judgment). 
 

Daniel 9:24 “Seventy weeks are determined upon your people and upon your holy 
city, to finish the transgression, and to make an end of sins, and to make 

reconciliation for iniquity, and to bring in everlasting righteousness, and to seal up 
the vision and prophecy, and to anoint the most Holy.” 
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Seventy weeks - 1 week = 7 days, therefore 70 weeks = 490 days, 1 prophetic day 
= 1 literal year Ezekiel 4:6, Numbers 14:34, thus 70 prophetic weeks = 490 

literal years. 
 

NOTE: One of the most notable proofs of the day year principle is that the 
prophecies have actually been fulfilled on this principle, a demonstration of 

its correctness from which there is no appeal. 
 
Determined - (chathak, Hebrew) to cut off. So the 70 weeks/490 years are to be 

cut off from something larger, obviously the 2300 days/years. 
 

Upon thy people and upon thy holy city - That is upon the Jews, Daniel’s 
people, and upon Jerusalem. So all that is mentioned in this section is related to 

the Jews themselves and not other groups of people. This understanding helps 
in the interpretation of the symbols involved. 
 

Now we have a list of events to take place during the 70 week period; 
 

To finish the transgression - During this time, the Jews would fill up the cup 
of their iniquity, they would reach the limit of transgression to which God could 

no longer forbear. Because of this ongoing apostasy they would be rejected as 
God’s chosen representatives on the earth. This they did in the rejection of the 
Son of God Himself. See Matthew 21:33-46. 

 
Make an end of sins - The Hebrew word ‘chattah’ here translated ‘sins’ denotes 

either ‘sin’ or ‘sin offering’. Leviticus 4:3 is an example of its use in both senses 
in a single verse. “Let him bring for his SIN...a young bullock...for his SIN 

OFFERING.” The same Hebrew word is used in both instances. This is a common 
usage through the Levitical books and elsewhere in the Old Testament. It can 

therefore be used in the sense of sin offerings in Daniel 9:24 because an end of 
sin offerings was made at the cross, this is seen also in verse 27 causing the 
sacrifice and oblation to cease, and also Colossians 2:14. Thus this is a reference 

to the ending of the sacrificial sin offerings which met their antitype in the death 
of Christ on the cross. 

 
Make reconciliation for iniquity - Reconciliation for iniquity was to be 

provided. This was accomplished by the sacrificial death of Christ. (2 
Corinthians 5:18-21) 
 

Bring in everlasting righteousness - Everlasting righteousness was what our 
Lord manifested in His sinless life, and by His life, death, and resurrection 

Christ has made everlasting righteousness available to all who accept it by faith. 
(1 Corinthians 1:30) 

 
Seal up the vision and prophecy - By the events which were foretold to occur 
during the 70 weeks, the prophecy was to be tested. By this single test the 

accuracy of the entire prophecy is to be determined. If the events of this period 
are accurately fulfilled then the prophecy is of God and will all be thus 
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accomplished. When Christ began His ministry He began by preaching that the 
“time was fulfilled” thus He recognised that He had arrived on the scene at 

exactly the right time as prophesied hundreds of years before. (Mark 1:15) 
 

Anoint the most holy - kodesh ka-doshim is the Hebrew phrase used here. This 
term is used freely through the Levitical books to characterise things and places, 

but is nowhere applied to persons. Thus this is not a reference to the coming 
Messiah or “anointed one” but is associated with the temple and its services. We 
see from Exodus 28:41; 30:25-30 and 40:9-13 that the earthly sanctuary with all 

its furniture and priests had to be “anointed” before any ministration could 
commence, to set it apart as holy and sacred for the work that was to be 

conducted there. In chapter 8 we have already seen that the earthly sanctuary is 
a pattern/shadow or type of the true in heaven itself. So all the services and 

offerings of the earthly pointed to the true, which was Christ Himself. Therefore, 
once Christ came, the typical or earthly was no longer needed and the heavenly 
or real were now to be used for the actual salvation of mankind. So the reference 

to anointing the most holy then refers to this service of inauguration which took 
place after the fulfilment of the types by Christ on the cross. (Psalms 45:6-7, 

Hebrews 1:8-9) The sacrifice of lambs was replaced by the sacrifice of Christ, and 
the ministration of human priests is replaced by the ministration of Christ 

Himself. 
 
Daniel 9:25-26 “Know therefore and understand, that from the going forth of the 

commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem unto the Messiah the Prince shall 
be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks: the street shall be built again, 

and the wall, even in troublous times. 26 And after threescore and two weeks 
shall Messiah be cut off, but not for himself: and the people of the prince that shall 

come shall destroy the city and the sanctuary; and the end thereof shall be with a 
flood, and unto the end of the war desolations are determined.” 

 
From the going forth - Here Gabriel is giving us the understanding of the 
starting date of the two-fold prophecy. 

 
Commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem - This commandment to 

restore Jerusalem, which was at the time in ruins, is the event which marks the 
starting date of this period. Cyrus gave the Jews permission to return and build 

a temple, but did not say anything respecting the city itself. (Ezra 1:1-4) This 
decree was in 536 B.C. This decree Darius renewed when the Jews were 
hindered by their enemies, and he provided means for the expense of finishing 

the temple. (Ezra 6:1-12) This decree was made in 519 B.C. But Artaxerxes 
added to the work of Cyrus and Darius the full restoration of the city to its 

ancient privileges, and the re-establishment of the law of God as the law of the 
city; and he authorized the rebuilding of its walls. (Ezra 7:11-26; 9:9) This decree 

was made in 457 B.C. So we are forced to take this decree of Artaxerxes, because 
it was this decree that commenced the full restoration of Jerusalem. The other 
two decrees were stepping stones to the final decree which completed the other 

two by giving full restoration, this is why we see all three mentioned in Ezra 
6:14. 
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Unto the Messiah the Prince - Messiah is the Hebrew word for ‘anointed one’ or 

in Greek ‘the Christ’. So this prophecy is pinpointing the time when Jesus would 
become the anointed one or Messiah. This took place at His baptism when He 

was anointed with the Holy Spirit. (Acts 10:38, Luke 3:21-22; 4:18) 
 

Seven weeks - This time period equals 49 yrs, remember a day = a year in 
prophecy. It took the Jews 49 yrs to complete the task of rebuilding Jerusalem 
even during troublous times [read the books of Ezra and Nehemiah for this 

history], which would place the completion date at 408 B.C. and this is true 
according to history. “On this point, Prideaux (Connexion, Vol. 1, p. 322) says: ‘In 

the fifteenth of Darius Nothus ended the first seven weeks of Daniel’s prophecy. 
For then the restoration of the church and state of the Jews in Jerusalem and 

Judea was fully finished, in that last act of reformation which is recorded in the 
thirteenth chapter of Nehemiah, from the twenty-third verse to the end of the 

chapter, just forty-nine years after it had been commenced by Ezra in the seventh 
year of Artaxerxes Longimanus.” As quoted by Uriah Smith in Daniel and the 
Revelation pg. 201. 

 
This appears to be a rather long time to accomplish the task of rebuilding. But if 

we understand the opposition they incurred from their enemies, and the incident 
of the Jews placing the poor of their own into slavery, also Haggai and Zechariah 

being raised up because of the Jews slothfulness in building the house of God, 
because they placed their own houses on priority instead of Gods, we can see 
how work started and stopped, started and stopped. 

 
Threescore and two weeks - 62 weeks = 434 days = 434 yrs. The Messiah was 

to appear after the seven weeks and at the end of the sixty two weeks = 69 weeks 
in total. So if we take away 434 yrs from 408 B.C. or 483 from 457 B.C., we end 

at the date 27 A.D. remembering that there is no year zero. This was the date of 
the baptism of Christ. And if we look at Mark 1:14-15 we see that Christ started 
His ministry preaching that the time is fulfilled, what time? The only time can be 

the end of the 69 weeks/483 years. So Christ fulfils this prophecy exactly. 
 

This is only 69 weeks, so there is yet another week to go to make up 70 weeks. 
 

After threescore and two weeks - So after this time period which ended in 27 
A.D. 
 

Messiah be cut off - Some time after 27 A.D. Jesus would be crucified. The 
word cut off in Hebrew, karath, means to cut down or asunder, destroy, perish. 

This same word is used in Genesis 9:11 dealing with the destruction of the 
wicked by the flood. So it is clear this refers to the crucifixion of Christ, Isaiah 

53:8, as He was cut off out of the land of the living. 
 
Not for Himself - Jesus did not die for His own sins because He never sinned, (1 

Peter 2:21-22) but for those of mankind. (1 John 2:2, 1 Peter 2:22-25, Isaiah 
53:8-11) These texts show that Jesus died for our sins. 
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People of the prince, destroy city and sanctuary - Jesus is the Prince of the 

kings of the earth, Revelation 1:5. The king sent HIS armies to destroy the city, 
Matthew 22:7. This parable was a prophecy against the Jews for rejecting and 

killing the Son of God. So the people of the prince that destroyed the city of 
Jerusalem and the Sanctuary is a reference to those of which God used to gain 

His objective. Who was it that destroyed Jerusalem and the Sanctuary? It was 
Titus that destroyed the city and temple in 70 A.D. So this was fulfilled in 70 
A.D. by Titus. 

 
With a flood - This is a description of the overwhelming character of the end of 

the Jewish nation. See Isaiah 8:7-8 to see similar symbols to describe the 
destruction of the Jews under the Assyrians. 

 
Desolations are determined - Marginal reading here is “it shall be cut off by 
desolations.” Thus the Jews were to be under continual desolations until the end 

of time, as we can see this before our eyes today. 
 

Daniel 9:27 “And he shall confirm the covenant with many for one week: and in 
the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease, and 

for the overspreading of abominations he shall make it desolate, even until the 
consummation, and that determined shall be poured upon the desolate.” 

 
In verse 26 we see the reference to the Messiah being cut off after the 69 weeks, 
but have no real dialogue explaining the events of this nor any explanation of the 

70th week. Here in verse 27 we find the opposite taking effect. The 70th week is 
specifically outlined with when the Messiah would be cut off. Let us continue 

and see. 
 

He - This is obviously referring to the Messiah from the previous verse. 
 
Confirm the covenant - This is a reference to the covenant made with the 

Jewish people from the time their forefathers were called to be God’s chosen 
representatives. The gospel message, which this covenant was pointing to, of the 

coming Messiah and promised seed were to be especially preached to the Jews, 
Matthew 15:24. 

 
One week - 7 days = 7years. This was to be preached to Jews for a period of 7 
years, 3 ½ yrs by Jesus and afterward by the apostles. 

 
“Dr. Hales quotes Eusebius, A.D. 300, as saying : ‘It is recorded in history that the 

whole time of our Saviour’s teaching and working miracles was three years and a 
half, which is the half of a week [of years]. This, John the evangelist will represent 

to those who critically attend to his Gospel.’” As quoted by Uriah Smith in Daniel 
and the Revelation pg. 203. 

 
Obviously this being the 70th week it will begin at the end of the 69th which is 
27 A.D. This period beginning with the baptism of Jesus when He was anointed 
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with the Holy Spirit and finishing in 34 A.D. which at this time Stephen was 
stoned and the gospel went to the Gentiles. (Acts 7-8:4) 

 
Midst of the week - Half of 7 = 3 ½. Remembering that Artaxerxes decree went 

into effect in the latter part of the year [the autumn or seventh month of the year 
by Jewish reckoning], this 3 ½ yrs added to 27 A.D. would then reach to 31 A.D. 

 
Sacrifice and oblation to cease - The types and symbols of the Old Testament 
sanctuary service, that created a platform for the entire Jewish economy and 

practice, was to meet its fulfilment in the life, ministry, and death of Jesus 
Christ. After Jesus gave His life a ransom for many, we no longer needed to bring 

a lamb, as the Lamb of God (John 1:29) has been slain for all. The veil in the 
temple rent from top to bottom (Matthew 27:51) at the death of Christ signifying 

that these things were finished. 31 A.D. Christ was crucified. 
 
For the overspreading of abominations - Due to the apostasy of the Jews they 

were rejected as God’s people. Their ultimate rejection was of the Son of God 
Himself. They had cried at His trial and crucifixion, that His blood was to be on 

them and on their children, and so it was to be. 
 

Make it desolate - The Jewish nation was to be forever destroyed and scattered, 
never again to be the elect of God. 
 

Until the consummation - This was to be the state of the Jewish nation until 
the second coming of Christ and the establishment of His kingdom, which is the 

focus of all these prophecies of Daniel. The ultimate end, the blessed hope, (1 
Thessalonians 4:13-18) the glorious appearing of our Lord and Saviour. (Titus 

2:13) 
 
That determined - That which has been decreed, that which has been 

determined by the choices of the Jews themselves, by their apostasy rather than 
repentance and restoration. 

 
According to Matthew 23:34-37 the Jews were given many opportunities to 

follow God’s plan, but continually rejected the opportunities. 
 
Shall be poured upon the desolate - The Jews were to suffer the vengeance of 

the offended God, according to all the light and warning and opportunity that 
they had had. 

 
We leave this scene in the year 34 A.D. We know also that the 2300 year 

prophecy starts at the same time as the 70 weeks. There are only 1810 years left 
of the 2300, and simple mathematics will show us the ending date; 34 + 1810 = 
1844 A.D. So the judgment work, in the most holy place of the heavenly 

sanctuary, has been going on since 1844. 
 

“The query may here arise how the days can be extended to the autumn of 1844 if 
they commence in 457 B.C., as it requires only 1843 years, in addition to the 457, 
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to make the whole number of 2300. Attention to one fact will clear this point of all 
difficulty; and that is, that it takes 457 full years before Christ, and 1843 full 

years after, to make 2300; so that if the period commenced with the very first day 
of 457, it would not terminate till the very last day of 1843. Now it will be evident 

to all that any portion of the year 457 had passed away before the 2300 days 
commenced, just so much of the year 1844 must pass away before they would 

end. We therefore inquire, At what point in the year 457 are we to commence to 
reckon? From the fact that the first forty-nine years were allotted to the building of 
the street and wall, we learn that the period is to be dated, not from the starting of 

Ezra from Babylon, but from the actual commencement of the work at Jerusalem; 
which is not probable could be earlier than the seventh month (autumn) of 457, as 

he did not arrive at Jerusalem till the fifth month of that year. Ezra 7:9. The whole 
period would therefore extend to the seventh month, autumn, Jewish time, of 

1844.” Daniel and the Revelation by Uriah Smith, pgs. 207, 208. 
 

70 Weeks cut off 
Of all the controversial topics found in the Bible, none other has been so abused 
or misunderstood than the prophecy known as Daniels 70 Weeks. There is no 

other Messianic prophecy that so perfectly foretells the coming of Christ and the 
year of His baptism and crucifixion. So why is this 70 week prophecy of Daniel 9 

so misinterpreted? The true answer can only be attributed to our adversary. The 
most significant reason being of course is that this prophecy of weeks is perfect 

proof that Jesus is the Christ (anointed one). Non-Messianic Jews would realize 
they had missed the first coming of the Messiah if they understood this 
prophecy, but they avoid it believing this passage is cursed. The one passage 

proving they missed the Messiah and they won’t read it! Who would you say is 
responsible? And what would you say if I told you that many now think this 

prophecy foretells the coming of antichrist? 
 

As part of the Counter Reformation, the Catholic Church commissioned Jesuit 
priests to write counter interpretations of Bible prophecy as a counter response 
to the Protestant reformation when the finger was pointed at them as being 

antichrist. Spanish Jesuit, Francisco Ribera proposed that the final seven years 
of the 70 weeks of Daniel was a future antichrist and that antichrist would bring 

an end to sacrifices in a rebuilt temple. This is where the supposed 7 years of 
tribulation comes from before the second coming of Christ. But this was 

manufactured prophecy, written with the sole purpose of deceiving Christians on 
the true identity of antichrist. When has a Bible passage ever been so abused by 
Satan? Attributing Daniel’s 70th week of Jesus’ baptism and crucifixion and 

applying it instead to antichrist is outright blasphemous. 
 

Daniel’s 70 weeks is actually not that difficult to 
understand and current historical information makes it 

relatively easy to get accurate dates. Despite this, there 
are an alarming number of people who believe there is 
an unknown gap of time between the 69th and the 70th 

week that originated from the Spanish Jesuit Francisco 
Ribera. Chuck Missler and many others have been 
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deceived by this and sadly are deceiving countless others. Publishers Weekly 
printed that Left Behind authors Jerry Jenkins and Tim LaHaye took the 

fictional, future one man antichrist idea of Ribera, Bellarmine, Maitland, Todd, 
Newman, Irving, John Darby, Cyrus Scofield and Hal Lindsey and made it “The 

most successful Christian-fiction series ever.” 
 

The book “The Late Great Planet Earth” by Hal Lindsey was primarily theological 
and this limited its appeal, but “Left Behind” was a successful series of fictional 

novels. So much so that John Hagee, Jack Van Impe and Peter and Paul Lalonde 
television ministries worked together and produced “LEFT BEHIND: The Movie.” 

This venture received attention from the New York Times and the Wall Street 
Journal that resulted in an interview with Jerry Jenkins and Tim LaHaye on the 

Larry King Live show. This Left Behind fiction is now teaching much of the same 
Jesuit Futurism as Francisco Ribera, which is hiding the real truth on antichrist 
and some fictional seven year tribulation period that did in fact originate from an 

outrageous abuse of Daniel’s 70 weeks prophecy that foretells the coming of 
Christ, not antichrist. 

 
Futurism through this highly imaginative and fictional Left Behind series has 

unleashed a tsunami sized tidal wave of false Prophecy, which is sweeping over 
the entire world. I mean, everyone believes movies and books, right? Thus we 
now have all this false teaching circulating on some illusory secret rapture and 

seven year tribulation period as many have taken these books as being primarily 
true and teach them as if they are Biblical truth even though these books are 

fictional. 
 

Consider the following in regards to this erroneous gap theory. If you purchased 
a house on monthly repayments but made your payments every 6 months, do 
you think that the bank would accept this? Obviously not. How do you think the 

bank would respond if you told them that you were in fact paying your monthly 
payments every month but you had added a 5 month gap between the 3rd and 

4th weeks making your monthly repayments actually occur every six months? Do 
you think they would accept your reasoning? It would be far more likely they 

would call the funny farm and have you committed for some serious psychiatric 
help! They would also tell you that one month is one month! Daniel’s 70 week 
prophecy is also just that! It is not 70 weeks plus some indefinite period of time 

thrown in between the 69th week and the 70th week. To quote the obvious, that 
would no longer be 70 weeks! The angelic interpreter speaking to Daniel declares 

exactly how long it is and nowhere does scripture say we can manipulate time 
periods by adding time in where we choose. This is nonsensical foolishness and 

not supported in the Bible anywhere. Those teaching this erroneous heresy have 
tragically been deceived by our adversary who has succeeded in having them 
spread this Jesuit spawned propaganda. Too many people underestimate what 

the enemy can do and has done over the centuries and continually do so. 
 

And just to clarify since some have misunderstood in the past. Yes the Bible 
does say we go through tribulation but we are not told how long. Scripture says 

that “except those days should be shortened, there should no flesh be saved.” 
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(Matthew 24:21-22) And yes scripture does teach there will be a second coming 
of Christ that many refer to as the rapture, but the word rapture is not found in 

the Bible and nor does it teach that it will be secret. 
 

Daniel’s 70 Weeks Prophecy Explained 
The Book of Daniel was written while the Jews were in exile in Babylon because 

of their sin and rebellion against God. Daniel 9:24-27 has a prophecy spoken by 
the angel Gabriel to encourage the Jewish people as they were going to be given 
a “second chance” to end their sin and rebellion, return home and rebuild 

Jerusalem and their temple and ultimately receive their Messiah, being of course 
Jesus Christ. All these following events described here in Daniel chapter 9 took 

place in 538 B.C. soon after the Chaldeans (Babylon) were conquered by the 
Medes and the Persians. 

 
Daniel 9:1 “In the first year of Darius the son of Ahasuerus, of the seed of the 

Medes, which was made king over the realm of the Chaldeans;” 
 

Daniel had often studied the book of Jeremiah and understood that the last 70 
years of slavery for his people had now finally come to an end. 
 

Jeremiah 25:11-12 “And this whole land shall be a desolation, and an 
astonishment; and these nations shall serve the king of Babylon seventy years. 12 

And it shall come to pass, when seventy years are accomplished, that I will punish 
the king of Babylon, and that nation, saith the LORD, for their iniquity, and the 

land of the Chaldeans, and will make it perpetual desolations.” Jeremiah 29:10 
“For thus saith the LORD, That after seventy years be accomplished at Babylon I 

will visit you, and perform my good word toward you, in causing you to return to 
this place.” 

 
Daniel 9:2-3 “In the first year of his reign [Darius, see Daniel 9:1] I Daniel 
understood by books the number of the years, whereof the word of the LORD came 

to Jeremiah the prophet, that he would accomplish seventy years in the 
desolations of Jerusalem. 3 And I set my face unto the Lord God, to seek by prayer 

and supplications, with fasting, and sackcloth, and ashes:”  
Parenthesis added. 

Now that Babylon had fallen, Daniel knew it was time for 
Jerusalem to be rebuilt. Daniel had no doubt that it was 
the sins of his people that had caused all their grief, but 

he wondered if the rebuilding of Jerusalem was delayed 
because of their rebellion. Thus we find in verses 3-19 

that Daniel is in fervent prayer and fasting to His Creator 
God, seeking forgiveness for the sins of himself and his 

people. 
 
Daniel 9:4-5, 17 “And I prayed unto the LORD my God, and made my confession, 

and said, O Lord, the great and dreadful God, keeping the covenant and mercy to 
them that love him, and to them that keep his commandments; 5 We have sinned, 

and have committed iniquity, and have done wickedly, and have rebelled, even by 

http://www.daniels70weeks.com/#1
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departing from your precepts and from your judgments: 17 Now therefore, O our 
God, hear the prayer of your servant, and his supplications, and cause your face 

to shine upon your sanctuary that is desolate, for the Lord's sake.” 
 

During Daniel’s prayer the angel Gabriel appeared to Daniel again. In the 
previous chapter of Daniel 8, the angel gave Daniel a vision describing a 2300 

day (2300 years) period of time. However, because Daniel collapsed, he was 
unable to hear the entire interpretation of the vision at the time. 
 

Daniel 8:14-16, 27 “And he said unto me, Unto two thousand and three hundred 
days; then shall the sanctuary be cleansed. 15 And it came to pass, when I, even I 

Daniel, had seen the vision, and sought for the meaning, then, behold, there stood 
before me as the appearance of a man. 16 And I heard a man's voice between the 

banks of Ulai, which called, and said, Gabriel, make this man to understand the 
vision. 27 And I Daniel fainted, and was sick certain days; afterward I rose up, 

and did the king's business; and I was astonished at the vision, but none 
understood it.” 
 

Daniel 9:20-21 “And whiles I was speaking, and praying, and confessing my sin 
and the sin of my people Israel, and presenting my supplication before the LORD 

my God for the holy mountain of my God; 21 Yes, whiles I was speaking in prayer, 
even the man Gabriel, whom I had seen in the vision at the beginning, being 

caused to fly swiftly, touched me about the time of the evening oblation.” 
 

Gabriel now tells Daniel that he is going to explain the vision he had at the 
beginning. However, nowhere in Daniel 9 do we see Daniel having a vision. The 

last vision Daniel had was in the previous chapter of Daniel 8 when he collapsed 
and was unable to hear all Gabriel had to say. Plain common sense and logic 
tells us that Gabriel is about to finish telling Daniel what he was too sick to hear 

before when he fainted. Remember there are no chapters or verses in the original 
Hebrew and Greek text and are added. 

 
Daniel 9:22-23 “And he informed me, and talked with me, and said, O Daniel, I 

am now come forth to give you skill and understanding. 23 At the beginning of 
your supplications the commandment came forth, and I am come to show you; for 

you are greatly beloved: therefore understand the matter, and consider the vision.” 
 
Note that the word determined in Daniel 9:24 comes from the Hebrew word, 

“chathak,” (see Strong’s 2852) which literally means to cut off or to be marked 
out. In other words, the angel is telling Daniel that 70 weeks had been cut off or 

marked out for the people of Israel, but how do you cut off this time? It would 
have to be cut off from a larger period of time which can only be the 2300 day 

(2300 years) prophecy in Daniel 8:14. The angel Gabriel is about to illustrate a 
period of time that is cut off a longer period of time that is marked out specifically 

for the people of Israel. This brings us to the main passage of Daniel’s prophecy. 
The entire passage of Daniel’s 70 weeks is given below first for ease of study and 

so the context can be seen before we explain the remaining verses. This very 
controversial prophecy literally reads: 
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Daniel 9:24 “Seventy weeks are determined upon your people and upon your holy 

city, to finish the transgression, and to make an end of sins, and to make 
reconciliation for iniquity, and to bring in everlasting righteousness, and to seal up 

the vision and prophecy, and to anoint the most Holy.” 
 

Daniel 9:25 “Know therefore and understand, that from the going forth of the 
commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem unto the Messiah the Prince shall 

be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks: the street shall be built again, 
and the wall, even in troublous times.” 

 
Daniel 9:26 “And after threescore and two weeks shall Messiah be cut off, but not 
for himself: and the people of the prince that shall come shall destroy the city and 

the sanctuary; and the end thereof shall be with a flood, and unto the end of the 
war desolations are determined.” 

 
Daniel 9:27 “And he shall confirm the covenant with many for one week: and in 

the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease, and 
for the overspreading of abominations he shall make it desolate, even until the 

consummation, and that determined shall be poured upon the desolate.” 
 
We find in Daniel 9:24 that God gave Daniel’s people 70 weeks to end their sin 

and rebellion against Him, but if they ignored this warning then God would 
reject Israel as His chosen nation. When Bible prophecy is symbolic, the proven 

and established day for a year principle applies. (See Ezekiel 4:6 and Numbers 
14:34) So Daniel’s 70 weeks (490 days) is actually a literal 490 years. Daniel 

9:25 informs us that these 70 prophetic weeks began with the decree to restore 
and rebuild Jerusalem. 

 
Daniel 9:25 “Know therefore and understand, that from the going forth of the 
commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem unto the Messiah the Prince shall 

be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks: the street shall be built again, 
and the wall, even in troublous times.” 

 
This well known starting date for the decree to rebuild Jerusalem was given by 

Artaxerxes in 457 B.C. (Ezra 7:13). Remember this date was also the beginning 
of the 490 years God gave Israel to end their rebellion and so the 490 year 
probation period ended in A.D. 34 where the Jews ceased to be God’s chosen 

people. Daniel 9:24-25 informs us the Messiah would be anointed after a total of 
69 (7 + 62) of these prophetic weeks had passed. That is 483 years (490-7) from 

the 457 B.C. decree date and brings us to the year A.D. 27. This was the exact 
year Jesus was baptized by John and the Holy Spirit anointed Him for His 

ministry. The Greek word “Messiah” means “Anointed One” and so we know this 
can only be the fulfilment of Daniel’s 70 week prophecy that the Messiah would 

appear in A.D. 27. The Jewish probation period was 70 weeks but Jesus appears 
as the “Messiah” after 69 weeks. So the 70th and final week is left for Christ to 
minister before the Jews probation ended. What happened in this 70th and final 

week? 
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Daniel 9:27 gives the answer, “And he shall confirm the covenant with many for 

one week: and in the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the 
oblation to cease.” 

 

 
 

The “midst of the week” is half of 7 days being of course 3.5 prophetic days, 
which is 3.5 literal years being the time from the baptism of Jesus to His 

crucifixion. And as you would expect, the Bible confirms the ministry of Jesus 
lasted exactly 3.5 years. When they crucified Jesus in the spring of A.D. 31, the 

temple veil was rent from top to bottom, (Matthew 27:51) which signified the end 
of the sacrificial system. By His own death Jesus caused the “sacrifice and the 
oblation to cease.” The remaining 3.5 literal years brings us to the end of the 70 

weeks and the Jewish probation. The disciples laboured mainly for the Jews 
during those three and a half years and in A.D. 34, the 70 weeks ended when 

Stephen was stoned after his immense speech before the council in Acts chapter 
7. The Jews had rejected the Gospel message and so were no longer God’s 

chosen people and thus the Gospel began to go to the Gentiles (Acts 8:4). The 
Jews now receive salvation as individuals in the same way we do. 

 
Note 1: There are different opinions on who “the people of the prince” refers to in 
Daniel 9:26 but the majority of scholars however do agree that the destruction of 

“the city and the sanctuary” applies to the second destruction of Jerusalem and 
the rebuilt sanctuary by Roman armies under Prince Titus in 70 A.D. 

 
Note 2: Remember the 70 weeks or 490 years was the time God gave His chosen 

nation to end their rebellion where they would then be forgiven for their 
transgressions. Now note that Jesus references this prophetic time period while 

conversing with Peter on the topic forgiveness. 70 times 7 is of course 490. 
 
Matthew 18:21 “Then came Peter to him, and said, Lord, how oft shall my brother 

sin against me, and I forgive him? Till seven times? 22 Jesus saith unto him, I say 
not unto thee, Until seven times: but, Until seventy times seven.” 

 
For those wondering, the well known and accepted day for a year rule is correct 

or otherwise the entire ministry of Jesus would have only been 3.5 days instead 

http://www.daniels70weeks.com/images/daniels70week.png
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of 3.5 years and the entire prophecy would have only lasted about 1.3 years. 
That would be from 457 B.C. to approximately 455 B.C. The temple and the 

streets and the walls of Jerusalem etc would have had to have been rebuilt in 49 
days. This would be an impossible task and it certainly did take every bit of the 

49 years as one would expect. So let’s just clarify these times again. Daniel 9:24 
“Seventy weeks are determined upon your people” Seventy weeks is 70 * 7 days 

which is 490 prophetic days, which on the day for a year rule is 490 years. 
 
Daniel 9:25 “Know therefore and understand, that from the going forth of the 

commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem unto the Messiah the Prince shall 
be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks: the street shall be built again, 

and the wall, even in troublous times.” 
 

Daniel 9:25 states that from the decree to rebuild the temple until the Messiah 
(means anointed one), which can only be Jesus, is 7 weeks and threescore and 

two weeks, Three score is 60, plus two equals 62 weeks. So this is 7 + 62 = 69 
weeks from the decree to rebuild Jerusalem until the beginning of Christ’s 
ministry. The ministry of Jesus began at the allowed age of 30 years with His 

baptism. 
 

Luke 3:22-23 NIV “And the Holy Spirit descended on him in bodily form like a 
dove. And a voice came from heaven: You are my Son, whom I love; with you I am 

well pleased. 23 Now Jesus himself was about thirty years old when he began his 
ministry…” 

 
So how do we get the year of baptism to be 27 A.D. when it states Jesus was 
about thirty years old? When the time of this was first calculated there was an 

error of 4 years made as many now know. Herod was still alive when Christ was 
born and did all he could to try and kill Jesus at that time. But History records 

Herod’s death to be in 4 B.C. After the error was recognized, the historic facts 
became even clearer. Jesus was born in 4 B.C. and then baptized in 27 A.D. at 

the age of 30. The 7 weeks (49 days = 49 years) was the time it took to rebuild 
the Temple and streets etc and the remaining 62 weeks brings us to the Baptism 

of the Messiah. Note that Christ means the “anointed one” in Greek while 
Messiah means the “anointed one” in Hebrew. 

 
Daniel 9:26 “And after threescore and two weeks shall Messiah be cut off, but not 
for himself: and the people of the prince that shall come shall destroy the city and 

the sanctuary; and the end thereof shall be with a flood, and unto the end of the 
war desolations are determined.” 

 
This leaves only the final 70th week, which is 7 years to complete the 70 weeks of 

Daniel, (7 + 62 + 1 = 70 weeks or 490 years). We are told that after the 
threescore and two weeks (60 + 2 = 62) that the Messiah would be cut off. In 

other words, cut off from the land of the living, that is, killed by crucifixion. This 
happens after the 62 week period which follows the 7 weeks, so this is 69 weeks 
into the prophecy. Note that is says “after” this time period and not at the end of 
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the 69 weeks exactly. So how long after the 62nd week was it when Jesus was 
crucified? 

 
Daniel 9:27 “And he shall confirm the covenant with many for one week: and in 

the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease, and 
for the overspreading of abominations he shall make it desolate, even until the 

consummation, and that determined shall be poured upon the desolate.” 
 

Daniel 9:27 tells us exactly when after the total of 69 weeks Jesus was “cut off, 
but not for Himself,” for He was cut off for us as He died for our sins. Note that it 

states that He, Jesus, caused “the sacrifice and the oblation to cease” in the 
“middle” of the final week (7 years), which is 3.5 years of course. When Jesus, 
the Lamb of God, died on the cross, He became our one and final perfect 

sacrifice and put an end to the temple sacrifices. This was signified by the 
temple curtain been torn from top to bottom. 

 
Matthew 27:51 “And, behold, the veil of the temple was rent in twain from the top 

to the bottom; and the earth did quake, and the rocks rent;” 
 

This still leaves 3.5 years before the end of Daniel’s 70 weeks (490 years) and the 
close of probation for Israel. The Gospel was still to go the Jews exclusively for 
this remaining time. So what happened at the end of the 490 years? Stephen 

gave one immense and very significant speech before the Sanhedrin. This was 
God giving the Jews their final chance to repent. How did they respond and what 

did they do? 
 

Acts 7:54-60 “When they heard these things, they were cut to the heart, and they 
gnashed on him with their teeth. 55 But he, being full of the Holy Ghost, looked up 

stedfastly into heaven, and saw the glory of God, and Jesus standing on the right 
hand of God, 56 And said, Behold, I see the heavens opened, and the Son of man 
standing on the right hand of God. 57 Then they cried out with a loud voice, and 

stopped their ears, and ran upon him with one accord, 58 And cast him out of the 
city, and stoned him: and the witnesses laid down their clothes at a young man's 

feet, whose name was Saul. 59 And they stoned Stephen, calling upon God, and 
saying, Lord Jesus, receive my spirit. 60 And he kneeled down, and cried with a 

loud voice, Lord, lay not this sin to their charge. And when he had said this, he fell 
asleep.” 
 

Notice that this is an extremely significant event as we see Stephen say, “I see 
the heavens opened, and the Son of man standing on the right hand of God.” It is 

also interesting to note that Stephen effectively said, “Father forgive them for they 
know not what they do.” The final 3.5 years, which was the same length of time 

as the ministry of Jesus Christ, ended with the death of Stephen and him 
effectively saying the same words as Jesus when He was crucified. This marked 

the end of a very significant time period being the end of the Daniel’s 70 weeks. 
 

In the autumn of the year 34 A.D., the Jewish leaders rejected the Gospel 
message. They openly declared this rejection by the stoning of Stephen that was 
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approved wholly by the leaders of Israel. The sad historical fact is Stephen was 
the first Christian martyr killed by the hands of the Jewish nation itself. The 490 

years were up and the Jews not only did not repent but they killed the very 
Messiah they had been waiting for as well as the final messenger that was sent 

to give them their final chance to repent. The Jews were now rejected as God’s 
chosen nation and were no different from the Gentiles. 

 
After Jesus was baptized by John, Jesus states the following. Mark 1:15 “The 
time is fulfilled, and the kingdom of God is at hand: repent ye, and believe the 

gospel.” What is this time that is fulfilled that Jesus speaks of here? I am sure 
you already know but note the following Bible Commentary for confirmation. 

 
Adam Clarke’s Commentary on the Bible, LL.D., F.S.A., (1715-1832) 

 
“Mark 1:15 The time is fulfilled - That is, the time appointed for sending the 

Messiah; and particularly the time specified by Daniel, Dan 9:24-27.” 
 

Daniel’s 70 weeks date evidence 
The basics of the 70 week prophecy of Daniel 9 are relatively simple and clear as 
I am sure you will now agree. The only thing that is not initially distinctly clear 

and that many dispute is the date evidence. How can we be sure that this 
prophecy did in fact begin in 457 B.C.? In order for this prophecy to prove that 

Jesus was in fact the Messiah, then the starting period has to come close to a 
year that can be reconciled with a date that could be aligned with the baptism 

and crucifixion of Jesus. As we discovered earlier, this starting date began with 
the decree to rebuild Jerusalem. 
 

Daniel 9:25 “Know therefore and understand, that from the going forth of the 
commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem unto the Messiah the Prince shall 

be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks: the street shall be built again, 
and the wall, even in troublous times.” 

 
The decree to rebuild Jerusalem 

The issuing of the command to restore and to rebuild Jerusalem begins with a 
specific decree, but the problem is that there are several different decrees in the 
Bible concerning rebuilding within Jerusalem. 

 

Instigator Passage Date Particulars of the Decree 

Cyrus Ezra 1:1-4 
539 
B.C. 

Allowed the Jews to return home and rebuild 
their Temple. The work ceased because of false 

allegations (Ezra 4:6-13). 

Darius Ezra 6:8-12 
520 

B.C. 

Allowed the Jews to complete the rebuilding of 

the Temple 

Artaxerxes 
Ezra 7:11-
26 

457 
B.C. 

Gave authority to Ezra to lead the nation in the 
Laws of God 

Artaxerxes Nehemiah 1 
445 

B.C. 

Gave permission to Nehemiah to rebuild the walls 

of Jerusalem 
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The first two dates are way too early to have any bearing upon the coming of the 

Messiah and the last one is way too late. Ezra was given his commission in the 
7th year of Artaxerxes. So allowing for his ascension year, this Persian king 

began his reign in 464 B.C. This places the king’s decree to Ezra around 457 
B.C. (464 B.C. – 7 years = 457 B.C.) We find Ezra also alludes to possibly been 

given permission in his prayer not only to rebuild the Temple but also to build 
the walls of Judah and Jerusalem. 
 

Ezra 9:9 “For we are slaves; yet in our bondage our God has not forsaken us, but 
has extended loving kindness to us in the sight of the kings of Persia, to give us 

reviving to raise up the house of our God, to restore its ruins and to give us a wall 
in Judah and Jerusalem.” 

 
The conclusion of the 69 weeks is the coming of “Messiah the Prince” and 

theologians generally agree that this Anointed Prince is a reference to Jesus 
Christ. So this makes it a simple matter of looking at the four decrees and seeing 

which one aligns with the first coming of Jesus. Since there are some differences 
of opinion in these dates, I have given a range of the most accepted dates. 
 

Daniel 9:25 “Know and understand this: From the issuing of the decree to restore 
and rebuild Jerusalem until Messiah the Prince will be seven weeks and sixty two 

weeks…” 
 

Instigator and date for each decree 483 Year date end 

Cyrus Ezra 1:1-4 539-536 B.C. 56-53 B.C. 

Darius Ezra 6:8-12 520-519 B.C. 37-36 B.C. 

7th Year of Artaxerxes Ezra 7:11-26 458-457 B.C. 26-27 A.D. 

20th Year of Artaxerxes Nehemiah 1 445-444 B.C. 39-40 A.D. 

 
 

This chart makes it easy to see that the first decree of Artaxerxes that was given 
to Ezra in 457 B.C. is the beginning of Daniel’s 70 week prophecy since the date 

of 27 A.D. is within the timeline of the beginning of the ministry of Jesus. Note 
that more secular scholars date the seventh year of Artaxerxes mentioned in 

Ezra 7:7 to 458 B.C. instead of 457 B.C. Other years that some have used are 
impossible. 
 

Historians have been able to establish absolute dates for the reign of Artaxerxes I 
using classical Greek sources and Egyptian and Babylonian astronomical and 

historical sources. We now know that Artaxerxes ascended to the throne late in 
465 B.C. after his father, Xerxes, died and that his first full year was 464 B.C. 

There is no doubt for anyone familiar with the available chronological sources 
that we have the regnal years of Artaxerxes I accurately fixed. The dates are so 
well set in the cement of these sources for Daniel 9:25 that the Bible itself 

provides all the basic information we need in order to understand this prophetic 
period. If there is confusion in the scholarly world, it is because scholars feel 
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uncomfortable with the historical information provided by the books of Ezra and 
Nehemiah. 

 
Daniel’s 70 weeks prophecy pointed to a decree to 

restore and rebuild Jerusalem as the starting date for 
the 70 weeks. Information provided by Ezra indicates 

that this prophecy was fulfilled by the decree of 
Artaxerxes I in 457 B.C. which authorized Ezra to 
restore and rebuild Jerusalem by allowing him to 

establish a judicial system based on the Law of the 
Lord in Jerusalem and throughout the Trans-

Euphrates province. The decree also allowed for the rebuilding of the city. 
Nehemiah makes it clear that in computing the years of the reign of Artaxerxes 

he was using a fall-to-fall calendar making it possible for us to identify the 
seventh year of the king as 457 B.C. 
 

More date evidence for Daniel’s 70 Weeks 
We are also given other pertinent information in scripture that helps confirm the 

date evidence. For example, Luke describes the preaching of John the Baptist at 
the time Jesus was baptized. 

 
Luke 3:1 “Now in the fifteenth year of the reign of Tiberius Caesar, Pontius Pilate 

being governor of Judaea, and Herod being tetrarch of Galilee, and his brother 
Philip tetrarch of Ituraea and of the region of Trachonitis, and Lysanias the 
tetrarch of Abilene,” 

 
This information also gives us an excellent historical time clue. It is remarkable 

that we know from very reliable secular records that Tiberius Caesar began his 
sole reign in 14 A.D. His fifteenth year would therefore be 28 A.D. This date 

however, is one year out using 457 B.C. and would mean the date of the decree 
would have to have been 456 B.C. For this reason only some have used this date 
but 456 B.C. is definitely wrong. The dates that most scholars agree on are 

either 457 B.C. or 458 B.C. but neither can be reconciled with 456 B.C. This 
means we cannot reconcile the dates and appear to have a one year error. 

 
Tiberius Julius Caesar is said to have reigned from 14 A.D. to 37 A.D. but this is 

his sole reign. After his adoption in 4 A.D., Tiberius was given proconsular 
(military) and tribunician (legislative) power and in 13 A.D., he was given powers 
equal to that of Augustus effectively making him ruling co-emperor. So when 

Augustus died in 14 A.D., the question of succession was a non issue as 
Tiberius already had the powers of emperor. The fifteenth year of the reign of 

Tiberius Caesar using the date of his sole reign would make the baptism of Jesus 
28 A.D. Many forget to use inclusive years and so erroneously get 29 A.D. The 

correct calculation is 14 A.D. + 15 – 1 years = 28 A.D. But this as we just noted 
still cannot be reconciled with the decree date to rebuild Jerusalem. But when 

you allow for the joint rule with Augustus for one year prior to 14 A.D., then the 
baptism of Jesus is of course one year earlier in 27 A.D. The calculation becomes 
13 A.D. + 15 – 1 = 27 A.D. This now aligns with the other evidence we have for 
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the starting date of 457 B.C. to rebuild Jerusalem. Observe the following two 
encyclopaedias for further verification. 

 
Augustus. Encyclopaedia Britannica. 2009. Encyclopaedia Britannica Online. 16 

Jun. 2009 
 

http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/43047/Augustus/24835/ 
Although Augustus was now feeling his age, these years in association with 
Tiberius were marked by administrative innovations: … and the conversion of 

the hitherto occasional appointment of prefect of the city (praefectus urbi) into a 
permanent office (AD 13). When, in the same year, the powers of Augustus were 

renewed for 10 years—such renewals had been granted at intervals throughout 
the reign—Tiberius was made his equal in every constitutional respect. Read 

more... 
 

Tiberius: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tiberius 
The death of Gaius in AD 4 initiated a flurry of activity in the household of 
Augustus. Tiberius was adopted as full son and heir and in turn, he was 

required to adopt Augustus' nephew, Germanicus, the son of his brother Drusus 
and Augustus' niece Antonia Minor. Along with his adoption, Tiberius received 

tribunician power as well as a share of Augustus's maius imperium, something 
that even Marcus Agrippa may never have had. In AD 7, Agrippa Postumus was 

disowned by Augustus and banned to the island of Planasia, to live in solitary 
confinment. Thus, when in AD 13, the powers held by Tiberius were made equal, 
rather than second, to Augustus's own powers, he was for all intents and 

purposes a "co-princeps" with Augustus, and in the event of the latter's passing, 
would simply continue to rule without an interregnum or possible upheaval. 

Augustus died in AD 14, at the age of 76. 
 

So was Luke referring to the sole or joint reign of Tiberius Caesar? The table 
below not only reveals the answer but also confirms the correct year of the 
decree to rebuild Jerusalem. Since we have two pieces of historical information, 

all we have to do is find which columns we can reconcile dates with. So find 
which 15th year column matches which row with the date of the Baptism of 

Jesus. As you can see, the only row and column that does match, reveals the 
decree date to be 457 B.C. and so Luke had to be referring to joint reign of 

Tiberius. It is a simple addition now to get the crucifixion date of 31 A.D. 
 

Date for the giving of the 

Decree 
7th Year of Artaxerxes 

Plus 483 
Years 

Jesus' 
baptism 

15th Year 
Tiberius 

Joint reign 13 
A.D. 

15th Year 
Tiberius 

Sole reign 14 
A.D. 

458 B.C. 26 A.D. 27 A.D. 28 A.D. 

457 B.C. 27 A.D. 27 A.D. 28 A.D. 

 
A careful study on the gospel of John also reveals that Jesus did preach for 

about 3.5 years just as Daniel’s 70 week prophecy reveals as it states Jesus was 
cut off in the middle of the final 7 years. Since Jesus was crucified at the 

http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/43047/Augustus/24835/
http://www.daniels70weeks.com/#1
http://www.daniels70weeks.com/#1
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tiberius
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Passover, which was observed in the spring of the year, then His baptism would 
have to be in the fall of a previous year. Thus, 3.5 years following 27 A.D. brings 

us to 31 A.D. 
 

So using the historical evidence of the starting date of 457 B.C. for the decree to 
rebuild Jerusalem and the fifteenth year of the reign of Tiberius Caesar, (Luke 

3:1) while allowing for the one year joint reign with Augustus, gives us the 
identical date of 27 A.D. verifying it is correct. This also gives us the crucifixion 
date of 31 A.D. with no complications in reconciling any of the dates with the 

historical and Biblical evidence. Remember not to count year zero going from 
B.C. to A.D. as many have done or this will produce another one year error. The 

calculation should be 457 – 483 – 1 = 27 A.D. 
 

The 3.5 Year date evidence 
We just noted that the book of John reveals that Daniel’s 70 weeks is correct in 

demonstrating that the Messiah (Jesus) was “cut off” 3.5 years after Jesus began 
His ministry. Right after Jesus is anointed by God in the river Jordan, Luke 
3:22-23 informs us that “the Holy Spirit descended on him in bodily form like a 

dove. And a voice came from heaven: You are my Son, whom I love; with you I am 
well pleased. 23 Now Jesus himself was about thirty years old when he began his 

ministry…” This is when Jesus was baptised and began His ministry. Daniel’s 70 
weeks began around the Day of Atonement, which is in Tishri and is 

approximately 6 months before Passover, so counting the number of Passovers 
that follow this time until Jesus is cut off or crucified reveals that it is 3.5 years 

that have elapsed. 
 
Since ancient times commentators have been divided regarding the identity of 

the feast in John 5:1. The opinion of the Church Fathers is divided between 
Passover and Pentecost, and indeed one 9th century gospel manuscript at Oxford 

goes so far as to insert “feast of unleavened bread” instead of “feast of the Jews,” 
thus identifying the feast as the Passover. In the previous chapter (John 4:35) 

Jesus declared that four months remained until the harvest. As the grain 
harvest in Palestine occurred around April or May just after Passover, the events 

of chapter 4 would seem to have occurred in December or January. At this very 
time the Feast of Dedication (also known as Hanukkah) was celebrated in all the 
synagogues throughout Palestine. This would make the feast of John 5:1 fall 

around Passover. While it is highly probable this feast is Passover, it cannot be 
proven conclusively but it also cannot be disproved. 

  

http://www.daniels70weeks.com/#1
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1st Passover 
2rd Passover 
(conjectured) 

3nd Passover 4th Passover 

John 2:13, 23 “And 
the Jews' Passover 

was at hand, and 
Jesus went up to 
Jerusalem, 23 Now 

when he was in 
Jerusalem at the 

Passover, in the feast 
day, many believed 

in his name, when 
they saw the 

miracles which he 
did.” 

John 4:35 “Say not 
you, There are yet four 

months, and then 
cometh harvest? 

behold, I say unto you, 
Lift up your eyes, and 

look on the fields; for 
they are white already 
to harvest. 5:1 Some 

time later, Jesus went 
up to Jerusalem for a 

feast of the Jews.” 

John 6:3-4 
“And Jesus 

went up into a 
mountain, and 

there he sat 
with his 

disciples. 4 
And the 
Passover, a 

feast of the 
Jews, was 

nigh.” 

John 13:1 “Now 

before the feast 
of the Passover, 

when Jesus 
knew that his 
hour was come 

that he should 
depart out of this 

world unto the 
Father, having 

loved his own 
which were in 

the world, he 
loved them unto 
the end.” 

 

Daniel’s 2300 Days and the 70 weeks 
Some people such as John Pratt and Sir Isaac Newton have placed the 

crucifixion of Jesus at the end of Daniel’s 70 weeks (490 years) prophecy. But as 
we have seen, Jesus was crucified in the middle of the final seven years (7 

prophetic days - 7 years), which is 3.5 years earlier making their date of 33-34 
A.D. more in favour 30-31 A.D. Here is the pertinent verse from the Amplified 
Bible. 

 
Daniel 9:27 “And he shall enter into a strong and firm covenant with the many for 

one week [seven years]. And in the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice 
and offering to cease [for the remaining three and one-half years]; and upon the 

wing or pinnacle of abominations [shall come] one who makes desolate, until the 
full determined end is poured out on the desolator.” 
 

Note the following statement from Pratt’s own web site, “Those familiar with my 
work know that in virtually every case, our Lord’s prophecies are fulfilled not only 

to the year, but to the very day. Can this be the case with the 70 weeks 
prophecy?” Pratt places the date of Artaxerxes decree on April 3, 458 B.C. and 

the crucifixion of our Messiah at the very end of the 490 years on Friday 1 April, 
33 A.D. being two days off 490 years. But since Jesus was actually crucified 3.5 

years prior to the end of the 490 years, we know this is incorrect. What Pratt and 
others have also overlooked is that the prophecy of Daniel’s 70 weeks (490 years) 
is cut off from Daniel’s 2300 day (2300 year) prophecy from the previous 

chapter. 
 

Daniel 8:14 “And he said unto me, Unto two thousand and three hundred days; 
then shall the sanctuary be cleansed.” 
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Here the angel Gabriel tells Daniel that the sanctuary would be cleansed at the 
end of the 2300 years, which was the cleansing of the sins of the people from 

God’s Temple. This is the fulfilment of Yom Kippur or the Day of Atonement. 
Yom Kippur falls in the month of Tishri, which is around September, October on 

the Gregorian calendar. Most theologians would agree with Pratt in that Bible 
prophecies are very precise in time, and since the beginning of the 2300 year 

prophecy is also the beginning of Daniel’s 70 weeks (490 years), then it also 
began from the Day of Atonement (Yom Kippur) around September, October and 
not April 3. Thus the date of 458 B.C. from Pratt and others who made the same 

mistake is wrong and would actually be 457 B.C. that does align with the 15th 
year of the reign of Tiberius Caesar. 

 
Who is the Israel of God Now? 

Since the Jews were rejected as God’s chosen nation, then who does the promise 
go to now and who are Jews and Israel today? Paul states in Galatians 6:16 that 
there is the Israel of God and in 1 Corinthians 10:18, Paul speaks of the Israel 

after the flesh. The Israel of the flesh are those that are Jews by birth and the 
Israel of God is anyone who belongs to Christ and is under the New Covenant. 

The majority of Christians fail to understand the simple truth that if we are 
Christ’s then we are spiritual Jews and the Israel of God. The New Covenant was 

only made with the House of Israel and so those choosing to reject this very clear 
and plain truth cannot be under the New Covenant. Note in the following 
passage that Paul speaks of two Israels and declares that the literal seed of 

Abraham is no longer the Israel of God today. 
 

Romans 9:6-8 “Not as though the word of God has taken none effect. For they are 
not all Israel, which are of Israel: 7 Neither, because they are the seed of 

Abraham, are they all children: but, In Isaac shall your seed be called. 8 That is, 
They which are the children of the flesh, these are not the children of God: but the 

children of the promise are counted for the seed.” 
 
Paul further clarifies that the children of the flesh (Jews by birth) are not the 

children of God but the children of the promise are. So who are the children of 
the promise now? Galatians 3:28-29 explains this in a manner that cannot 

possibly be misunderstood and Romans 2:28-29 is also very clear. 
 

Galatians 3:28-29 “There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, 
there is neither male nor female: for you are all one in Christ Jesus. 29 And if you 

be Christ's, then are you Abraham's seed, and heirs according to the promise.” 
 
Romans 2:28-29 “For he is not a Jew, which is one outwardly; neither is that 

circumcision, which is outward in the flesh: 29 But he is a Jew, which is one 
inwardly; and circumcision is that of the heart, in the spirit, and not in the letter; 

whose praise is not of men, but of God.” 
 

When the Jewish council rejected God’s message from Stephen (Acts 6:8-7:60) 
and stoned him, this ended the 490 years God gave Israel to end their rebellion 

and sin against Him. (Daniel 9:24) When Daniel’s 70 weeks concluded, the 

http://www.daniels70weeks.com/#1
http://www.daniels70weeks.com/#1
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following points of scripture came into effect. He is not a Jew which is one 
outwardly, but he is a Jew who is one inwardly and so if we are Christ’s then we 

are Abraham’s seed and thus children of Israel and heirs according to the 
promise. So when the Bible speaks of the Jews after this time, it is referring to 

spiritual Jews and the Israel of God. This is anyone who belongs to Christ. 
 

We previously read how Spanish Jesuit Francisco Ribera wrote fictional 
prophecy with the sole purpose of taking the attention off the Papal Church after 
they had been identified as antichrist with the Protestant reformation. Ribera 

chose the 70 weeks of Daniel prophecy as his choice of scripture to distort and 
deceive. The following is how the 70th week of Daniel was abused. 

 
The purpose was to place antichrist in the future or the past. The real truth of 

antichrist is that it is not merely a single individual, but was a system of 
apostasy and persecution that would rule for more than twelve centuries. Those 
who studied these Bible prophecies before and during the Protestant 

Reformation, came to the inevitable conclusion that there was only one entity 
that fits all the characteristics: the Papal dynasty of the Roman Catholic Church. 

Is it any wonder this Church was so violently opposed to the scriptures being 
available for everyone to read for themselves? There was such a stir created 

during the reformation that the Fifth Lateran Council (1512-17 A.D.) resorted to 
strictly forbidding anyone to publish a book without prior censorship, and also 
prohibited anyone from preaching on the subject of antichrist. The purpose of 

Preterism and Futurism was to be diversionary and offset the Protestant 
Historicism interpretation with alternatives no matter how implausible they 

might be. 
 

 
 

The result is evidenced from this diagram, which shows all three teachings 
concerning antichrist. Alcazar's Preterism identifies the antichrist as Nero while 

Ribera's futurism puts the antichrist into a future 3.5 literal years. Both 
interpretations put antichrist outside the Middle Ages and the reformation 

period, identified by Protestant historicists as the 1260 prophetic year reign of 
antichrist. The truly amazing part of all this is that the Futurist theory 

dominates Protestant teaching today. Almost all you hear or read about today is 
the yet to appear antichrist, who will be unveiled in the last 3.5 years of Daniel's 
70th week, when he declares himself to be God in a rebuilt temple in Jerusalem. 

That scenario is directly traceable back to the pen of the Jesuit Francisco Ribera 
who manufactured this theory for the sole purpose of diverting attention from 

the papacy. Note what one Protestant writer had to say: 
 

http://www.preterist-preterism.com/
http://www.futurist-futurism.com/
http://www.historicist-historicism.com/
http://www.daniels70weeks.com/images/historicism.gif
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“It is a matter for deep regret that those who hold and advocate the Futurist 
system at the present day, Protestants as they are for the most part, are thus 

really playing into the hands of Rome, and helping to screen the Papacy from 
detection as the Antichrist. It has been well said that 'Futurism tends to obliterate 

the brand put by the Holy Spirit upon Popery.' More especially is this to be 
deplored at a time when the Papal Antichrist seems to be making an expiring effort 

to regain his former hold on men's minds.” Daniel and the Revelation: The Chart 
of Prophecy and Our Place In It, A Study of the Historical and Futurist 

Interpretation, by Joseph Tanner, published in London by Hodder and 
Stoughton, 1898, pages 16, 17. 
 

In what could only be described as a stunning reversal, Protestants have over 
time actually become the Papacy's greatest ally by spreading its Jesuit spawned 

propaganda. What irony that Protestants, who originally broke away from what 
they clearly recognized to be the harlot antichrist led Church of prophecy, now 

champion the Futurist interpretation from high profile ministries. Futurism has 
beyond doubt, been successful beyond the wildest dreams of its Jesuit authors. 
See also who is the antichrist today. So in Daniel's 70 week prophecy, we have 7 

weeks + 62 weeks and that leaves “one week” left, otherwise known as the 
famous “70th week of Daniel.” Again, that highly controversial text literally 

reads: 
 

Daniel 9:27 “And he shall confirm the covenant with many for one week: and in 
the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease…” 

 
On the day for a year principle (which we have seen is valid), the “one week” 

remaining in this prophecy as we know refers to a period of seven years. Pro-
rapture promoters claim this is a seven year period of tribulation. Their idea is 
that while the first 69 weeks (or 483 years) did reach to the first coming of Jesus 

Christ, the prophetic clock had stopped because the Jewish people largely 
rejected Him. Then they slide the 70th week of Daniel (the last seven years) all 

the way down to the end times, call it the tribulation and say it applies to the 
Jewish people after we are gone. Rapture teachers interpret Daniel 9:27 as 

follows: 
 
“He shall confirm the covenant with many for one week.” “He” is the antichrist 

who will make a covenant (or peace treaty) with the Jews during the seven years 
of tribulation. “In the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the 

oblation to cease…” In the middle of the seven year tribulation, the antichrist will 
break his covenant, turn against Israel, and stop the animal sacrifices. The 

phrase, “he shall cause the sacrifice…to cease” is viewed as irrefutable proof that 
a Jewish temple (which includes sacrifices) must be rebuilt on the Temple Mount 

inside Jerusalem. Author Hal Lindsey in his The Late Great Planet Earth book 
reflects this current view when he writes about “God's last seven years of dealing 

with the Jewish people before the long awaited setting up of the kingdom of God 
(Daniel 9:27).” (The Late Great Planet Earth, p. 46) According to Hal Lindsey, 

during those seven years “the Antichrist, breaks his covenant with the Jewish 
people and causes the Jewish temple worship, according to the Law of Moses, to 

http://www.who-is-the-antichrist.org/
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cease (Daniel 9:27)… We must conclude that a third Temple will be rebuilt upon its 
ancient site in old Jerusalem.” (Ibid) 

 
Therefore, according to some modern interpreters, Daniel 9:27 of Daniel's 70 

week prophecy is applied to a future antichrist, a future peace treaty made with 
Israel, a future seven year tribulation, and a future rebuilt Jewish temple inside 

Jerusalem. And all of this will supposedly start with the rapture. Honestly, that's 
a lot to interpret from that single verse, and especially when Daniel 9:27 says 

absolutely nothing about any seven year tribulation, antichrist, or rebuilt Jewish 
temple! Could there be something very wrong with this picture? The vast 

majority of well respected Bible scholars have not applied Daniel 9:27 to a seven 
year tribulation period at all. Neither have they interpreted the “he” as referring 

to a future antichrist (as many do today). Instead, they applied it to Jesus Christ. 
The truth is, from Genesis to Revelation, there is not one passage that 
specifically mentions a seven year period of tribulation at all. Neither will you 

find it any concordance. Amazingly, the entire theory is based on a very 
speculative interpretation of two little words in one single verse. The text as you 

no doubt realize is Daniel 9:27 and the two little words are, “one week.” 
 

Prophecy minded Christians all over the world often engage in a fierce debate 
about whether Jesus Christ will return for His Church before the seven years of 

tribulation (the “pre-tribulation” view), in the midst of the seven years (the “mid-
tribulation” view), or at the end of the seven years (the “post-tribulation” view). 
Yet by far the most explosive question that all too few seem to be asking is: Is an 

end time “seven-year period of tribulation” even taught in the Bible at all? See 
also secret rapture and seven years tribulation. The following ten points provide 

logical and convincing evidential proof that Daniel's famous 70th week prophecy 
has no application to any future seven year tribulation at all. Rather, this great 

prophetic period of Daniel's 70 weeks is a Messianic prophecy that was definitely 
fulfilled nearly two thousand years ago. 
 

1. The entire prophecy of Daniel 9:24-27 covers a period of “seventy weeks,” or 
490 years. Logic requires that “seventy weeks” refers to one consecutive block of 

time, in other words, to seventy straight sequential weeks. There is no example 
in Scripture (or anywhere else!) of a stated time period starting, stopping, and 

then starting again. All biblical references to time are consecutive: 40 days and 
40 nights (see Genesis 7:4), 400 years in Egypt (see Genesis 15:13), 70 years of 

captivity (see Daniel 9:2), etc. In Daniel's prophecy, the “seventy weeks” were to 
begin during the reign of Persia and continue to the time of the Messiah. 

 
2. Logic also requires that the 70th week follow immediately after the 69th week. 
If it doesn't, then how can it possibly be called the 70th week! 

 
3. It is illogical to insert a 2,000 year gap between the 69th and 70th weeks of 

Daniel's prophecy. No hint of a gap is found in the prophecy itself. There is no 
gap between the first seven weeks and the following sixty two weeks, so why 

insert one between the 69th and 70th weeks? 
 

http://www.secret-rapture.com/
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If you told your child to be in bed in 70 minutes, you obviously would mean 70 
consecutive minutes. What if five hours later your wide awake son said, “But 

dad, I know 69 minutes have passed, but the 70th minute hasn't started yet!”? 
After receiving an appropriate punishment, he would be sent swiftly to bed. 

 
4. Daniel 9:27 says nothing about a seven year period of “tribulation,” a “rebuilt” 

Jewish temple, or any “antichrist.” 
 

5. The stated focus of this prophecy is the Messiah, not the antichrist. After the 
Messiah is “cut off” (referring to Christ's death), the text says, “And the people of 
the prince who is to come shall destroy the city and the sanctuary.” In the past, 

this has been consistently applied to the destruction of Jerusalem and the 
second temple by Roman armies led by Prince Titus in A.D. 70. 

 
6. “He shall confirm the covenant.” Paul said “the covenant” was “confirmed before 

by God in Christ.” (Galatians 3:17) Jesus Christ came “to confirm the promises 
made to the fathers.” (Romans 15:8) In the King James Version, Daniel 9:27 

doesn't say “a covenant” or peace treaty, but “the covenant,” which applies to the 
New Covenant. Nowhere in the Bible does the antichrist make, confirm, or break 

a covenant with anyone. The word “covenant” is Messianic, and always applies 
to the Messiah, not some antichrist. 

 
7. “He shall confirm the covenant with many.” Jesus Christ said, “This is My 
blood of the new covenant, which is shed for many…” (Matthew 26:28) Behold a 

perfect fit! Jesus was quoting Daniel 9:27 specifically. 
 

8. “In the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease.” 
After exactly three and a half years of holy ministry, Jesus Christ died on the 

cross, “in the midst of the week [in the middle of the seven years].” At the exact 
moment of His death, “the veil of the temple was torn in two from top to bottom…” 

(Matthew 27:51) This act of God signified that all animal sacrifices at that 
moment ceased to be of value. Why? Because the Perfect Sacrifice had been 

offered once and for all! 
 
9. “For the overspreading of abominations he shall make it desolate.” The 

abomination that causes desolation (see Matthew 24:15) is not a simple subject, 
yet we know that Jesus clearly applied this event to the time when His followers 

were to flee from Jerusalem before the destruction of the second temple in A.D. 
70. In a parallel text to Matthew 24:15, Jesus told His disciples, “When you see 

Jerusalem surrounded by armies [Roman armies led by Prince Titus], then know 
that its desolation is near.” (Luke 21:20) The disciples did “see” those very events. 

Because of the “abominations” of the Pharisees, Jesus told them, “See! Your 
house is left to you desolate.” (Matthew 23:38) Thus Gabriel's statement in Daniel 

9:27 about Jerusalem becoming “desolate” was perfectly fulfilled in A.D. 70. 
 
10. Gabriel said that the 70 weeks prophecy of Daniel specifically applied to the 

Jewish people (see Daniel 9:24). During the period of Christ's public ministry of 
3.5 years, the Master's focus was largely upon “the lost sheep of the house of 

http://www.abomination-of-desolation.com/
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Israel.” (Matthew 10:6) After His resurrection and then for another 3.5 years, His 
disciples preached mostly to Jews (see Acts 1-6). After that second 3.5 year 

period, in 34 A.D., the bold Stephen was stoned by the Jewish Sanhedrin (see 
Acts 7). This infamous deed marked the then-ruling Jewish leaders' final, official 

rejection of the gospel of our Saviour. Then the gospel went to the Gentiles. In 
Acts 9, Saul became Paul, the “apostle to the Gentiles.” (Romans 11:13) In Acts 

10, God gave Peter a vision revealing it was now time to preach to the Gentiles 
(see Acts 10:1-28). Read also Acts 13:46. Thus approximately 3.5 years after the 

crucifixion and at the end of the 70 week prophecy given for the Jewish people, 
the gospel shifted to the Gentiles exactly as predicted in Bible prophecy. 

 
The explosive evidence is absolutely overwhelming! Point by point the events of 
Daniel's 70th week have been fulfilled in the past. These eight words found in 

Daniel 9:27: “confirm… covenant… many… midst… sacrifice… cease… 
abominations… desolate” all find perfect fulfilment in Jesus Christ and early 

Christian history. The entire “seven year period of tribulation” theory is an end 
time delusion, a massive mega-myth. It may even go down in history as the 

greatest evangelical misinterpretation of all time. The whole concept is like a 
gigantic bubble. Once the 70 weeks of Daniel and especially verse 27 is correctly 

understood and the sharply pointed pin of truth is inserted, “Pop goes the seven 
years!” It is an absolute fact: There is no text in the entire Bible which teaches a 

“seven year tribulation.” If you hunt for it, you will end up like Ponce de Leon 
searching for the mystical Fountain of Youth, but never finding it. 

 
THE SEVENTY WEEKS - THE STARTING POINT 
(Daniel 9) 

The Starting Point: Verse 25 
 

The seventy weeks are to commence with “the going forth of the commandment 
to restore and to build Jerusalem.” It is of great importance that we be able to 

clearly establish this date. 
The Commandment to Restore and to Build Jerusalem 
 

1. Note that the commandment was to be for the restoration and rebuilding 
of Jerusalem. 

2. Three important decrees associated with Jerusalem present themselves: 
a) Decree of Cyrus.   Ezra 1: 1-4.  536 BC. 

b) Decree of Darius.   Ezra 6:1-12.  519 BC. 
c) (3) Decree of Artaxerxes.   Ezra 7   457 BC.  3. The first two 

commandments have reference only to the rebuilding of the temple and 

the city, and did not give permission to restore the civil power. Ezra 
1:1-4; 4:12, 13. 

3. The decree of Darius was made to allow the finishing of the work which 
had been hindered. The temple was finished in Darius’s reign. Ezra 6: 15. 

4. The decree of Artaxerxes does not concern the building of the temple and 
the city, but gave Ezra full power to ordain laws. It is the only decree of the 
three which involves the restoration of the civil power. Ezra 7:25, 26. 
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5. These three commandments combined, constitute “the commandment” to 
restore and to build Jerusalem. Ezra 6: 14. 

 
The Date 457 BC. Established 

 
1. The Decree of Artaxerxes was given in his 7th year. Ezra 7: 7-9. 

2. The Canon of Ptolemy places the first year of Artaxerxes in the year 284 of 
the Canon, which corresponds to our year beginning Dec. 17, 465 BC That 
is, Artaxerxes came to the throne somewhere between Dec. 17, 465 BC 

and Dec. 17, 464 BC, for the Ptolemaic Canon reckons the year of a king 
not from his accession but from the preceding new year. SDA Source 

Book, Page 432, 433 (Browne); 433, 434 (Ptolemy’s Canon) 
3. Now from Nehemiah 1:1; 2:1 we see that both Chisleu and Nisan were in 

the same year of the king, and Ezra 7: 7-9 proves both the first and fifth 
months to be in the same year of Artexerxes, and the month Chisleu 
precedes Nisan in the same year of the king. Also the first month precedes 

the fifth. Chisleu 9th month Corresponds to November-December. Nisan 
1st month Corresponds to April. 5th month Corresponds to August. 

4. Therefore, Artaxerxes must have come to the throne between August and 
November, i.e., in the autumn of 464 BC, for the autumn does not appear 

in the 465 BC portion of Ptolemy’s Canon. 
5. Therefore the first year of Artaxerxes would stretch from the autumn of 

464 BC to the autumn of 463 BC. 

6. Therefore the seventh year of Artaxerxes would be from the autumn of 458 
BC to the autumn of 457, BC. 

7. The decree was not carried into effect until some time in the autumn of 
457 BC. Ezra 7:8, 9; 8:36 

8. Therefore the proof is unmistakable that the 2300 days commence in 457 
BC (Autumn) 

 

The Closing Date of the 2300 Years 
1. The Jewish year commenced in the spring. Hence the Jewish year 457 BC 

started in the spring, and since this was the method used at the beginning 
of the 2300 days, it would be consistent to hold to that method. Then 

since the decree did not go forth till the autumn, approximately half of the 
year was gone. Therefore we have only 456.50 years out of 2300, and 
another 1843.50 years are required to make up the required 2300. 1843 

years, reckoning from the spring as the beginning of the year, would bring 
its to the spring of 1844. One-half year more would take us to the autumn 

Of 1844 the true termination. 
2. The same terminal is arrived at by taking the present reckoning of 

commencing the year in the winter (northern hemisphere). Reckoning 
thus, it will be that approximately three-quarters of 457 BC had passed 
before the decree went into effect. Therefore we can obtain only 456.25 

years out of BC, and 1843.75 years are required to make up the 2300. But 
the year AD 1843.75 would bring us to autumn of 1844. 
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THE SEVENTY WEEKS-DIVISIONS 
(Daniel 9) 

Divisions Verses 24-27 
1. First. There are two main divisions: the 490 years and the 1810 years 

remaining. 
2. Second. The 490 years fall into three divisions: 

a) 7 weeks = 49 years for the rebuilding of Jerusalem 
b) 62 weeks = 434 years to the Messiah 
c) 1 week = 7 years, in the midst of which the Messiah would be cut off 

 
Fulfillment 

1. The Rebuilding of Jerusalem. The rebuilding of Jerusalem occupied a 
period Of 49 years. Daniel And Revelation, Page 226 (Prideaux); SDA 

Source Book, Page 555, 556 (Pusey) 
2. “Unto the Messiah the Prince.” V. 25. 
a) 7 weeks + 62 weeks = 69 weeks (483 years) from 457 BC to Messiah. 

b) 483 years from autumn 457 BC would reach to autumn AD 27. 
c) Messiah = the Anointed One. John 1:41, margin. 

 
Jesus was anointed with the Holy Spirit Acts 10:38.   This anointing took place 

at His baptism. Mark 1: 10.  God’s time prophecy found its fulfillment in the 
event of the baptism in the autumn of AD 27. Mark 1:15. 

3. Messiah cut off. V. 26, 27. 

a) In the midst of the week Christ was to be crucified, and the ceremonial 
system was to cease. 

b) Christ commenced His mission in the autumn Of AD 27, and 3.50 years 
from here would bring us to the spring of AD 31. 

c) Christ attended 4 Passovers, at the last of which He was crucified. John 
2:13; 5:1; 6:4; 13:1. 

 

Thus we have: 1st Passover in spring of AD 28 
2nd AD 29 

3rd AD 30 
4th AD 31 

 
The spring of AD 31 is just 3.50 years from the autumn of AD 27. 

d) At least 13 credible authorities locate the crucifixion of Christ in the spring 

of AD 31. Daniel And Revelation, Page 229. 
e) Following quickly upon the rejection of the Messiah comes the overthrow 

of Jerusalem by the Roman armies in AD 70. Daniel 9: 26b-27b; Matthew 
24:15; SDA Source Book, Page 561 (Clarke, Pusey). 

 
4. Close of the 490 years. 
a) 321 years from the spring of AD 31 brings us to the autumn of AD 34. 

b) In this year the Jews finally rejected the message of Christ by the stoning 
of Stephen. Soon after we have the conversion of Paul, the Gentile 

missionary Acts 9: 15 
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5. Cleansing of the Sanctuary. 
a) 1810 years from’ the autumn of AD 34 bring us to the autumn of AD 

1844. 
b) Hence, according to the type, in 1844 the last phase of Christ’s mediatorial 

work commenced in the heavenly sanctuary. 
c) We live in a solemn day. Leviticus 16:19, 30 

d) A view of the work. Daniel 7:9, 10, 13 
e) The final decree. Revelation 22:11, 12 

 

“It would be well to underline that Artaxerxes’ decree was given in the year 457 
B. C. This date can be derived from Ezra 7:7-8 where we are told that the decree 

was given in the fall of the seventh year of Artaxerxes. The year 457 B. C., as the 
seventh year of king Artaxerxes, is one of the most firmly rooted dates in ancient 

history. The work of Siegfried Hornand Kenneth Wood, The Chronology of Ezra 7, 
is definitive in settling the reliability of this date” Bohr 
 

“The decree of 457 B. C., was the original decree given by Artaxerxes authorizing 
the rebuilding of the city by the Jews. But after he gave this decree, the enemies 

of the Jews, alarmed by the idea that the Jews would soon function as a 
theocracy again, sent a slanderous letter to the king which led him to suspend 

the decree he had given until the matter could be further reviewed. The building 
project was suspended and remained so until several years latter. In the 
twentieth year of Artaxerxes we find that Jerusalem was still in ruins. In fact, 

Nehemiah describes the situation to king Artaxerxes: “. . . . the city, the place 
ofmy fathers’ sepulchres, lieth waste, and the gates thereof are consumed with 

fire. . . .” (Nehemiah 2:3). The significant point here is that the city was still in 
ruins in 445 B. C. even though Artaxerxes had given the decree to build and 

restore the city in 457 B. C. And why was it still in ruins? The best explanation 
is that Artaxerxes had suspended his first decree because of the slanderous 
accusations of the Samaritans” Bohr 

 

 
 

“Now in the fifteenth year of the reign of Tiberius Caesar, Pontius Pilate [26-36 A. 
D.] being governor of Judaea, and Herod [Antipas: 4 B. C. – 39 A. D.] being 

tetrarch in Galilee, and his brother Philip [4 B. C. – 33/34 A. D.] tetrarch of 
Ituraea and of the region of Trachonitis, and Lysanias [dates not known] the 
tetrarch of Abilene, Annas [A. D. 6-14] and Caiphas being high priests, the Word 

of God came unto John the son of Zacharias in the wilderness.” 
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The prophecy of the 70 weeks specifies that Messiah was to come “seven weeks 
and threescore and two weeks” after the decree of Artaxerxes. Beginning in 457 

B. C. and going forward 483 years we arrive at 27 A. D. as the date for the 
manifestation of the Messiah (remember that there is no year “0" so only one 

year transpires between 1 B. C. and 1 A. D.). We know that Christ was cut off or 
killed inthe middle of the last week, at springtime (Passover). This must mean 

that Messiah was manifested to Israel three and a half years earlier, in the fall 
(incidentally, this also means that Artaxerxes’ decree was given in the fall). 
 

Marcos C. Thaler  The 15th year of the reign of Tiberius Caesar was not 28 A.D 
or 29 A.D., but 27 A.D. -- if recognizing John's account as commencing Tiberius' 

reign at his joint reign, not sole reign. Jesus was born, not around 1 B.C., but 
about 3 B.C. or before. (More data on this can be found here: What Year was 

Jesus Born? [http://biblelight.net/year.htm] The following article by Fowler 
argues for a precise date of 3 B.C. here: When Was Jesus Born 
[http://www.endtimeissues.com/.../Article155-When%20Was...].) This would 

make him about 30 years old in 27 A.D., not 28 or 29 A.D. Those 
Dispensationalists who place the 15th year of the reign of Tiberius in 29 A.D. are 

directly adding 15 years to the commencement of Tiberius' sole reign date of 14 
A.D., but this does not allow for inclusive years. Note that 14 A.D. is the 1st year 

and 15 is the 2nd, 16 = 3rd, 17 = 4th, 18 = 5th, 19 = 6th, 20 = 7th, 21 = 8th, 22 
= 9th, 23 = 10th, 24 = 11th, 25 = 12th, 26 = 13th, 27 = 14th and 28 A.D. is the 
15th, not 29 A.D. Now while Tiberius is said to have reigned from 14 A.D. to 37 

A.D., we must remember that 14 A.D. is the starting year of his sole reign. But 
after his adoption in 4 B.C., Tiberius was granted tribunician (legislative) power 

and proconsular (military) power and in 13 B.C., his powers were made equal to 
that of Augustus effectively making him ruling co-emperor. So when Augustus 

died in 14 B.C., the question of succession was not an issue as Tiberius already 
had the powers of emperor. The 15th year of the reign of Tiberius Caesar using 
his sole reign would make the baptism of Jesus in 28 A.D. Many get 29 A.D. 

because they forget to use inclusive years. Thus the calculation should actually 
be 14 A.D. + - 1 year = 28 A.D. But this of course cannot be reconciled with the 

decree to rebuild Jerusalem. But if you allow for the fact that he ruled jointly 
with Augustus for one year prior to 14 A.D., then that would make the baptism 

of Jesus to be one year earlier in 27 A.D. This then aligns with the other 
evidence for the starting date of 457 B.C. to rebuild Jerusalem. 
 

If you doubt this data, you're welcome to verify it yourself in the following 
Encyclopedias: 

 
Augustus: Encyclopaedia Britannica. 2009. Encyclopaedia Britannica Online. 16 

Jun. 2009 
 
http://www.thelatinlibrary.com/imperi.../notes/augustus.html  

 
"Although Augustus was now feeling his age, these years in association with 

Tiberius were marked by administrative innovations: ... and the conversion of 
the hitherto occasional appointment of prefect of the city (praefectus urbi) into a 

https://www.facebook.com/VindicateHisName
http://biblelight.net/year.htm
http://www.endtimeissues.com/Articles/Article155-When%20Was%20Jesus%20Born.html
http://www.thelatinlibrary.com/imperialism/notes/augustus.html
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permanent office (AD 13). When, in the same year, the powers of Augustus were 
renewed for 10 years--such renewals had been granted at intervals throughout 

the reign--Tiberius was made his equal in every constitutional respect...." 
 

Tiberius: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tiberius  
"The death of Gaius in AD 4 initiated a flurry of activity in the household of 

Augustus. Tiberius was adopted as full son and heir and in turn, he was 
required to adopt Augustus' nephew, Germanicus, the son of his brother Drusus 
and Augustus' niece Antonia Minor. Along with his adoption, Tiberius received 

tribunician power as well as a share of Augustus's maius imperium, something 
that even Marcus Agrippa may never have had. In AD 7, Agrippa Postumus was 

disowned by Augustus and banned to the island of Planasia, to live in solitary 
confinment. Thus, when in AD 13, the powers held by Tiberius were made equal, 

rather than second, to Augustus's own powers, he was for all intents and 
purposes a "co-princeps" with Augustus, and in the event of the latter's passing, 
would simply continue to rule without an interregnum or possible upheaval. 

Augustus died in AD 14, at the age of 76...." 
 

As we can see, Luke would have counted from Tiberius' joint reign if we are to 
correctly reconcile the dates: 

 

 
 
PROBATION OF ISRAEL 

 
Right Time, Wrong Place 

This reminds me of a similar experience the Millerite Christians went through 
over 150 years ago when they anticipated the coming of Christ in 1844. Their 

belief was based upon the Scripture in Daniel 8:14 that states: "Unto two 
thousand and three hundred days; then shall the sanctuary be cleansed." The 
Millerites located the starting point of this prophecy (which was 457 B.C.) in 

Daniel 9:25: "From the going forth of the command to restore and to build 
Jerusalem ...." By adding 2,300 prophetic days (a day in prophecy equals a year 

according to Ezekiel 4:6), they calculated that Jesus would come in 1844 
because "obviously" the earth must be the sanctuary that was to be cleansed by 

fire. When Jesus did not come, the Millerites tried to find the error in their time 
reckoning. Many continued refiguring the dates, when in reality the problem was 
not with the time but with the place. Nowhere in the Bible is the earth called the 

sanctuary. It did not mean the earth. The problem was not in their calculation of 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tiberius
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=10152269540793874&set=p.10152269540793874&type=1
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=10152269540793874&set=p.10152269540793874&type=1


Sami Wilberforce - A Response on Jewish History by Brother Zuko Mbewu  2021

 

 

 66  

 

time; it was in the meaning of the word "sanctuary." Jesus was not coming to 
cleanse the earth with fire in 1844. He did, however, begin a special work as our 

High Priest to cleanse the sanctuary in heaven from the sins of His people 
(Daniel 8:12-14, Hebrews 8:1-6, Leviticus 16:1-17). It was also at this time that 

Christ began to cleanse His sanctuary, or church, on earth of the false doctrines 
that had taken hold during the Dark Ages. 

 
Promises to Israel Conditional  
A careful study of the Bible reveals that those promises of the Old Testament 

were not unconditional promises at all. Repeatedly, the nation of Israel was 
warned of the dire consequences of disobedience. Both blessing and curse were 

set before them, depending on obedience or disobedience. Because of continued 
patterns of rebellion, God allowed them to be decimated and scattered into 

Babylonian captivity for seventy years. Many prophets were raised up by God to 
foretell their return from that captivity. Some modem commentators have made 
the mistake of applying those prophecies of restoration to some future gathering 

of Israel. They refuse to see that the restoration spoken of by Isaiah and 
Jeremiah has already taken place. There is neither time nor space to record here 

a fraction of the graphic threats of rejection made to Israel.  
 

Over and over God gave warnings like this: “And if thou wilt do according to all 
that I have commanded thee, and wilt keep my statutes and my judgments: 
Then I will establish the throne of thy kingdom upon Israel for ever But if ye 

shall at all turn from following me, ye or your children, and will not keep my 
commandments Then will I cut off Israel out of the land which I have given them; 

and this house, which I have hallowed for my name, will I cast out of my sight; 
and Israel shall be a proverb and a byword among all people” (1 Kings 9:4-7).  

 
Finally, as related through the prophet Daniel, God allotted a probationary 
period of 490 years for the Jewish people to see what they would do about the 

Messiah (Daniel 9:24). That prophetic time period of 70 weeks (a day for a year, 
Ezekiel 4:6) began with the going forth of the commandment to restore and build 

Jerusalem (Artaxerxes’ decree in 457 B.C., Ezra 7:11) and ended in A.D. 34. In 
that same year the gospel began to go to the Gentiles, Stephen was stoned, and 

Paul went forth to begin his unique ministry to the non-Jews. The occasion 
marked the formal and final separation of Israel from its covenant relationship. 
Jesus had explained to the Jewish leaders in the clearest possible language that 

their rejection of Him would seal their own rejection as the children of the 
kingdom; “The kingdom of God shall be taken from you, and given to a nation 

bringing forth the fruits thereof” (Matthew 21:43). There is no mystery as to why 
the hundreds of specific Old Testament promises were never fulfilled to Israel. 

They utterly failed to meet the conditions of obedience. Otherwise, they would 
have inherited the earth, been delivered from all their enemies, and made 
Jerusalem the worship center for all nations.  

 
The Second Temple Desolated  

After their release from Babylonian captivity and rebuilding the city and temple, 
the Jewish leaders erected a mountain of rules and regulations designed to 
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protect them from repeating the sins that had led to their bondage. The fourth 
commandment's seventh-day Sabbath became a special object of amendment. 

The Jews reasoned that since it was transgression of the Sabbath that led to 
their captivity, they needed to define in minute detail how the Sabbath should be 

kept.  Over 500 rules concerning Sabbath keeping eventually resulted. Some of 
these Sabbath laws were as ridiculous as this: one could not leave an egg in the 

sun on the Sabbath because the sun might cook it, and cooking on the Sabbath 
was a violation of the fourth commandment. Of course, this only resulted in a 
system of pure legalism. At last the people began to believe that favor with God 

depended on how well they obeyed the traditions of their elders.   
 

Ultimately the people were led full circle to disobedience again. Jesus comments 
that in spite of their apparent religiosity they were still breaking God's law even 

as their forefathers had during Isaiah's and Daniel's day. "Well hath Isaiah 
prophesied of you hypocrites, as it is written, This people honoreth me with their 
lips, but their heart is far from me. Howbeit in vain do they worship me, teaching 

for doctrines the commandments of men. For laying aside the commandment of 
God, ye hold the tradition of men... full well ye reject the commandment of God, 

that ye may keep your own tradition... making the word of God of none effect 
through your tradition, which ye have delivered" (Mark 7:6-13). Once again the 

people found themselves immersed in vain and rebellious worship. Even though 
their apostasy expressed itself in legalism instead of laxness, it was still based 
on the same principle upon which all pagan religions are based - that man can 

save himself by his own works. Jesus, like Jeremiah of old, rebuked this 
religious system and called it an abomination. "Ye are they which justify 

yourselves before men; but God knoweth your hearts: for that which is highly 
esteemed among men is abomination in the sight of God" (Luke 16:15).   

 
Jesus expressed His displeasure for their abominations on numerous occasions. 
Most notable were the two times He cleansed the temple. On these times He 

expressed His anger at the desecration of His holy place. The controversy 
between Jesus and the Jews steamed, boiled and spewed over religion. The 

religious leaders hated Him because He didn't look like the Messiah, He didn't 
respect their traditions and most notably He didn't keep the Sabbath in the 

manner they thought it should be kept. This latter issue infuriated the Jews and 
led them to seek Jesus' death (See John 5:10-16; Matthew 12:1-4; Mark 3:1-6). 
In spite of the religious leaders' resistance, Jesus sought time and again to bring 

them to repentance and reformation. Often He reproved them for their erroneous 
ways and pointed the way to true and undefiled religion that is of great price in 

the sight of God. Yet they hardened their hearts and beat back the waves of 
God's mercy. As Jesus entered Jerusalem for the last time, His prophetic eye 

saw the consequences of their constant rebellion. With a grief-stricken heart and 
tears coursing down His cheeks, He prophesied the coming doom of the city: "For 
the days shall come upon thee, that thine enemies shall cast a trench about 

thee, and compass thee round, and keep thee in on every side and shall lay thee 
even with the ground, and thy children within thee; and they shall not leave in 

thee one stone upon another; because thou knewest not the time of thy 
visitation" (Luke 19:41-44). After teaching in the temple for several days, Jesus 
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left its precincts for the last time. Again He was choked with anguish as He saw 
the ultimate result of His people's apostasy. He exclaimed, "O Jerusalem, 

Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets, and stonest them which are sent unto 
thee, how often would I have gathered thy children together, even as a hen 

gathereth her chickens under her wings and ye would not! Behold your house is 
left unto you desolate" (Matthew 23:37,38).  

 
On both these occasions Jesus placed the guilt upon the people by stating, "they 
knew not the time of their visitation" and "ye would not." As a result of not 

responding to God's call to turn from their abominations, their temple was to be 
desolated. This prophecy was fulfilled in 70 A.D. when the Roman armies of 

Titus burned the temple to the ground. This second desolation of the temple 
perfectly paralleled its first destruction. On both occasions the abominations 

were done by the apostate people of God and the desolation was an act of 
judgment performed by a heathen army.  This desolation of Jerusalem was 
prophesied by Daniel to come as a result of the people rejecting Messiah the 

prince. A careful study of Daniel 9:25-27 will show this to be the case. In verse 
25 Messiah is promised to Israel and the city's restoration is also predicted. But 

then, ominously, all is prophesied for doom again. Verse 26 speaks of Messiah 
being killed by His own people and of how this act would cause their city and 

sanctuary to be desolated once again.   
 
As Daniel heard Gabriel relay this prophecy, it was to his mind a replay of what 

he had seen happen to the Jerusalem of his day. The prophecy indicated that 
history would repeat itself, and this is exactly what happened. The abominations 

that God's people committed resulted, in both 586 B.C. and 70 A.D., in the 
destruction of their sanctuary and city -- first by Nebuchadnezzar, then by Titus. 

Because Israel rejected the Messiah they lost their place as God's favored people. 
Jesus predicted this would take place by saying, "The kingdom of God shall be 
taken from you, and given to a nation bringing forth the fruits thereof" (Matthew 

21:43). Israel forfeited their franchise of the gospel by their own obstinate 
sin.  Who would be the new nation to receive the kingdom of God and bring forth 

the fruits thereof? The Bible provides a clear and concise answer in the Apostle 
Peter's letter to the Gentile converts who "In time past were not a people, but are 

now the people of God." Of the converts to Christianity, the new people of God, 
he further says, "But ye are a chosen generation, a royal priesthood, an holy 
nation, a peculiar people; that ye should shew forth the praises of him who hath 

called you out of darkness into his marvelous light" (1 Peter 2:9,10).  In the new 
dispensation God bestows upon the converted Christians all the privileges and 

promises that had been made to the literal seed of Abraham (see Galatians 3:26-
29). Now converted Christians assume the role of Israel, and the Christian 

church absorbs the status of the temple or sanctuary of God. The Scriptures 
make this abundantly clear in such texts as Romans 2; 28, 29; Ephesians 2:11-
13; 19-22; and 1 Peter 2:5.  
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The Seven-Year Tribulation  
Since so much rapturist theology revolves around the seven-year period, one 

would assume that the Bible must speak frequently of such a time period. But 
not so. There is not one single scriptural reference that ties the seven years to 

the end of the world or the coming of Christ. Most rapturist literature mentions 
the seven-year tribulation period without offering any Bible proof or explanation. 

Millions have assumed that it must be so well documented that no proof is 
needed. In fact, the opposite is true. There just isn't any evidence to give. Most 
Bible students are amazed to learn that the rapturists try to justify their seven 

years by lifting a prophecy of Daniel completely out of its context. In Daniel 9:24-
27 God made a daring prophecy concerning the probation of the nation of Israel. 

He said to Daniel, "Seventy weeks ['weeks of years' RSV] are determined upon 
thy people to finish the transgression, and to make an end of sins" (v. 24).  

 
Please notice that God was going to allow Daniel's people seventy weeks to see 
what they would do with the Messiah when He appeared. The seventy weeks are 

prophetic time, and each day represents a literal year (Ezekiel 4:6). So the 
seventy weeks would be a literal period of 490 years, after which the Israelites 

would no longer be God's people. They would be rejected as a nation because of 
their rejection of the Messiah. Don't miss the point in Daniel 9:25 that the 

prophecy of the seventy weeks was to begin with the decree to restore and build 
Jerusalem. That well-known date is 457 B.C., when Artaxerxes sent out the 
decree (Ezra 7:13). From that date, 457 B.C., the Jews would have exactly 490 

years to finish filling up their cup of iniquity by rejecting the Messiah. That 490-
year probation ended in A.D. 34, and the Jews ceased to be God's chosen people. 

Daniel 9:25 says that the Messiah would be anointed after sixty-nine of those 
prophetic weeks had passed by. That would be 483 years from the decree date of 

457 B.C. It takes no mathematician to figure the end of that prediction. It brings 
us to the year A.D. 27, the very year that Jesus was baptized by John and the 
Holy Spirit anointed Him for His ministry.  

 
Since "Messiah" means" Anointed One," this had to be the fulfillment of Daniel's 

prophecy that the Messiah would appear in A.D. 27. Now mark this fact: seventy 
weeks were assigned to the Jewish probation, but Christ appeared as the 

Messiah after sixty-nine weeks. That leaves the seventieth week for Christ to 
minister before the Jews' probation ended. What was to happen in the seventieth 
week? Daniel 9:27 tells us, "And he shall confirm the covenant with many for 

one week: and in the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the 
oblation to cease." The midst of the week would be three and a half prophetic 

days (literal years) from His baptism. And according to the Bible, the ministry of 
Jesus lasted for three and a half years. In the spring of A.D. 31 He was crucified. 

The veil of the temple was rent (Matthew 27:51), signifying the end of sacrifices. 
By His death He caused them to cease. Another three and a half years would 
lead up to the end of the seventy weeks and the end of Jewish probation. During 

that three and a half years the disciples labored largely for the Jews. But in A.D. 
34 the seventy weeks ended; Stephen was stoned and the gospel began to go to 

the Gentiles (Acts 8:4). The Jews had rejected the gospel message and were no 
longer God's people - just as Daniel had predicted. Henceforth they could be 
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saved only as individuals, in exactly the same way as the Gentiles. As a nation, 
they had been rejected as the chosen people. Here is the way the Bible describes 

that rejection:  
 

Matthew21:43 "The kingdom of God shall be taken from you." 
 

Matthew 21:19 "And when he saw a fig tree in the way, he came to it, and 
found nothing thereon, but leaves only, and said unto it, Let no fruit grow on 
thee henceforward for ever. And presently the fig tree withered away." (The fig 

tree was a symbol of the Jewish nation.) 
 

Matthew 23:38 "Behold, your house is left unto you desolate." 
 

Galatians 3:28 "There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, 
there is neither male nor female: for ye are all one in Christ Jesus." 
 

Galatians 3:29 "And if ye be Christ's, then are ye Abraham's seed, and heirs 
according to the promise." 

 
Romans 10:12 "For there is no difference between the Jew and the Greek: for 

the same Lord over all is rich unto all that call upon him." 
 
Romans 9:6-8 "For they are not all Israel, which are of Israel: Neither, because 

they are the seed of Abraham, are they all children; but, In Isaac shall thy seed 
be called. That is, They which are ... the children of the promise are counted for 

the seed." (The New Testament teaches the acceptance of spiritual Israel, and 
the rejection of physical Israel and the children of the flesh.) 

 
 
Romans 2:28, 29 "For he is not a Jew, which is one outwardly; neither is that 

circumcision, which is outward in the flesh: But he is a Jew, which is one 
inwardly; and circumcision is that of the heart, in the spirit, and not in the 

letter." 
 

Acts 13:46 "It was necessary that the word of God should first have been 
spoken to you: but seeing ye put it from you, and judge yourselves unworthy of 
everlasting life, lo, we turn to the Gentiles." 

 
The rapturists get their seven years' tribulation by lifting that seventieth week of 

Daniel's prophecy completely out of its context and shoving it far into the future. 
They claim it will be fulfilled after Christ comes to snatch away the righteous 

secretly. Incredible? Absolutely! But they must grasp desperately for some text to 
support their seven years. They agree that the sixty-nine weeks of Daniel 9:25 
refer to the period before Christ's first advent, but then they insert a 2,000-year 

gap before the seventieth week is fulfilled. They allot 69 weeks plus 2,000 years 
plus one week, or a total of 2,490 years. By this devious manipulation of God's 

Word, the rapturists believe they have extended the Jewish probation; and based 
upon this, they teach that all the fleshly Jews will be saved in a great second 
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chance after the "secret rapture" takes place. The tragedy of the rapture theory is 
that it takes these beautiful verses of Daniel 9:24-27 that predict the coming of 

Jesus, His baptism and crucifixion, and apply them to Antichrist. They do this 
by stating that it is Antichrist that causes the sacrifice and oblation to cease 

after three and one-half years. But Daniel states that it is Jesus who caused the 
sacrificial system of the Jews to cease when He died on the cross. A 

misinterpretation that confuses something Christ has done, and applies it to the 
devil instead, is certainly a tragic occurrence. And yet this is the only way one 
can arrive at a seven-year tribulation period. How sad! 

 
Response 6: Did Miller’s church became the seventh day Adventist church 

and does the Seventh day Adventism stand on Miller or the Bible? 
 

The Seventh-day Adventist Church is the largest of several Adventist groups 
which arose from the Millerite movement of the 1840s in upstate New York, a 
phase of the Second Great Awakening. William Miller predicted on the basis of 

Daniel 8:14–16 and the "day-year principle" that Jesus Christ would return to 
Earth between the spring of 1843 and the spring of 1844. In the summer of 

1844, Millerites came to believe that Jesus would return on October 22, 1844, 
understood to be the biblical Day of Atonement for that year. Miller's failed 

prediction became known as the "Great Disappointment". 
 
Here is how the Adventist Church began from Arthur Whitefield Spalding in the 

Book Footprints of the Pioneers 
 

IT WAS the morning of October 23, 1844. A gray dawn for thousands and ten 
thousands of the followers of William Miller, who had confidently looked for the 

Lord to come on the tenth day of the seventh month, October 22. They had 
closed their earthly businesses; they had sought to set their hearts right with 
God and with their fellow men; they had taken farewell of earth. This day they 

hoped to be in glory. {1947 AWS, FOPI 72.2}  
 

The twenty-second had dawned a day of hope on a little company in the town of 
Port Gibson, New York, on the Erie Canal. Hiram Edson, a farmer and lay 

preacher, was their leader. Although sometimes their meetings had been held in 
a schoolhouse up the canal, often, as on this day, they congregated at Edson's 
farmhouse, a mile south of town. {1947 AWS, FOPI 72.3}  

 
Through the bright shining day, until the sun went down, they watched and 

waited, strengthening one another in hope with a recital of the promises and the 
prophecies. Then with quaking hearts they watched on till midnight. The day 

was gone, and in apprehension they waited for the dawn. It came with clouds, 
but not the clouds of glory surrounding the King; they were the old drab 
wrappings of a desolate earth. {1947 AWS, FOPI 72.4}  

 
"What can it mean?" They looked into one another's anguished faces. "Is our 

Savior not coming? Are the prophecies false? Is the Bible untrue? Is there no 
God?" {1947 AWS, FOPI 72.5}  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Adventism
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Millerism
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_York_(state)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Second_Great_Awakening
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_Miller_(preacher)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Day-year_principle
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jesus_Christ
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Great_Disappointment
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"Not so, brethren," said Hiram Edson. "Many, many times the Lord has sent us 

help and light when we needed it. There is a God, and He will hear us." {1947 
AWS, FOPI 75.1}  

 
Most of the friends left with the dawn, and went back to their homes. But Edson 

and the few remaining went, at his suggestion, out to his barn, and entering the 
empty granary, they shut the door and knelt to pray. They prayed until comfort 
came to their hearts, and assurance that in His good time Christ would explain 

to them their disappointment. {1947 AWS, FOPI 75.2}  
 

One brother remained to breakfast; perhaps it was Owen Crozier. After breakfast 
Edson said to him, "Let us go out to comfort the brethren with the assurance we 

have received." {1947 AWS, FOPI 75.3}  
 
So they started, not by the road, but across the field, not wishing, I suppose, to 

meet any of the neighbors, who might taunt them. The field was a cornfield, in 
which the corn had been cut, and stood in shocks. The two men went silently, 

each engrossed in his own thoughts. {1947 AWS, FOPI 75.4}  
 

As they neared the middle of the field, Edson felt as it were a hand upon his 
shoulder, stopping him; and looking up, he saw, as in a vision, the sanctuary in 
heaven, and Jesus, on that day which ended the 2300 years of the prophecy, 

leaving the holy place and entering into the most holy, for the "cleansing of the 
sanctuary." {1947 AWS, FOPI 75.5}  

 
His friend had crossed to the other side, and, stopped by the fence, he looked 

back and saw Edson with face uplifted, looking and listening. "Brother Edson," 
he called, "what are you stopping for?" And Edson replied, "He is answering our 
morning prayer." 39 {1947 AWS, FOPI 75.6}  

 
It was therefore with quickening pulses, a hundred years later, that we drove 

along the canal to the little town of Port Gibson, and stopped to find what we 
could. The Erie Canal, first opened in 1825, stretches between Buffalo and Lake 

Erie on the west, to Albany and the Hudson River on the cast. From its first 
modest proportions, which sufficed for the small shallow-draft canal boats of the 
time, it has twice been enlarged, deepened, and broadened, in some places its 

course being changed. {1947 AWS, FOPI 75.7}  
 

The old canal, where it passed Port Gibson in Edson's day, is now abandoned, 
being only a ditch, in places deep, in others completely filled. On the towpath of 

that day now runs the wide cement highway, between the old ditch and the new 
canal, which at this place fills the broad lowlands, forming a lake about three 
miles long, known as The Widewaters. {1947 AWS, FOPI 76.1}  

 
The little town, now containing about three hundred inhabitants, two general 

stores, a post office, and a pleasant residence street or two, rises rather steeply 
from the canal and the main road. Long ago, in the early days before any 
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railroad was built, Port Gibson was the main shipping point for grain and other 
produce from all the country, beginning at the Finger Lakes below and extending 

to the St. Lawrence; and even in the 40's there was much traffic. A deep ravine, 
with a small stream fed by springs, lies on the east side of the town, connecting 

with the old ditch, and here the water backed up to form The Basin. {1947 AWS, 
FOPI 76.2}  

 
There were three types of canal boat in those days, all mule drawn: the first was 
the freight boat, varying in size, and carrying all the way from twenty-five to a 

hundred tons of freight; the second was the line boat, which carried both freight 
and passengers, but with comparatively poor accommodations for the latter; the 

third was the packet, devoted wholly to passengers, with provision for both 
eating and sleeping. Naturally the packet moved the most swiftly. When the 

packet overtook a line boat, the towline of the latter was dropped, allowing the 
packet to speed by, and then the line boat picked up its rope again. {1947 AWS, 
FOPI 76.3}  

 
You will catch an interesting exchange between the two if you read a passage in 

Life Sketches. 40 It was in the very early times of the message, 1848, and Joseph 
Bates and James and Ellen White were holding their first meetings in New York. 

They had just concluded a meeting in Hiram Edson's barn at Port Gibson, and 
started for New York City via the canal. Being too late for one packet, they took a 
line boat here, and when the next packet came along, they prepared to transfer 

to it. But the packet did not stop, so they jumped aboard. Elder Bates was not 
going with them, but he had their fare, which he held out to the captain, who 

failed to take it. Seeing the boat moving off, Bates jumped for it, but his foot 
struck the rail, and he fell back into the canal. With his pocketbook in one hand 

and a dollar bill in the other, he began swimming. His hat fell off, and in 
grasping for that he lost his dollar bill, but kept his pocketbook. Then the packet 
stopped and took him on board. This wetting in the dirty water of the canal 

changed their plans for the rest of the trip. Well, read it. {1947 AWS, FOPI 76.4}  
 

Making inquiry here, we gathered bits of information. The most came from Mrs. 
W. F. Garlock, a lady eighty years old and the unofficial historian of the town. 

But neither she nor anyone else knew of Hiram Edson. She thought he must 
have lived on the south road, which is the only one going out of town, except the 
main highway along the canal. {1947 AWS, FOPI 77.1}  

 
As Loughborough also says that Hiram, Edson lived one mile south of the town, 

we went to seek out the place. Exactly one mile south we found what is called 
the Stacey Place, from the name of a former owner, though it has since come 

through two hands. It is an ancient-looking house, and local report gives it a life 
of over a hundred years. I investigated the land records in Canandaigua, which 
yielded the information that Hiram Edson and wife, in 1835, bought of Jacob 

Cost and wife, for $750, a fifty-six-acre tract of land, which they sold on April 9, 
1850, to Warren Hyde for $2,200. This is the transaction to which Loughborough 

refers when he says Edson sold his farm to put money into the cause. Out of this 
Edson gave his gift and provided a further loan to purchase the first press, in 
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April, 1852. The increase between his purchase price and his selling price 
indicates that probably he built the house. {1947 AWS, FOPI 77.2}  

 
However, the best efforts of several clerks in the county clerk's office, with 

descriptions and maps, failed to determine definitely the location of this farm; 
therefore I could not thereby identify it as the Staccy Place. But, besides the 

coincidence of its location with the directions, there is another corroborative fact. 
In the Review and Herald files is a photograph (photographer unknown) of what 
is labeled, "Hiram Edson's barn." This photograph corresponds to an old barn on 

this place, which an aged neighbor said was also over a hundred years old-and it 
looked it! It now has a new metal roof, its tottering supports have been braced, 

and its ancient sides are patched. It was filled with farm machinery and odds 
and ends. There is good reason to believe that this is the barn in which Bates 

and the Whites, with Edson, held the first conference in Western New York, in 
1848. And that would establish the house as being Hiram Edson's. Therefore, 
with considerable emotion, I reconstructed in my mind the scene on that 

memorable morning of ''October 23, 1844', with this house and this barn and 
yonder cornfield the stage. {1947 AWS, FOPI 78.1}  

 
Edson moved to Oswego, and then to Port Byron. Apparently he purchased a 

farm there; for Loughborough says he sold this for $3,500 in 1852, and 
advanced the money for the first press. 41 {1947 AWS, FOPI 79.1}  
 

Loughborough, writing seventy-five years later, has an account that differs in 
some particulars from Edson's own. Elder Loughborough had a remarkable 

memory, and he kept diaries; he says he got this information direct from Hiram 
Edson. Edson wrote his manuscript in which occurs this account some years 

after his experience. Naturally I lean to Edson's own account, but there is the 
possibility that Loughborough was right. {1947 AWS, FOPI 79.2}  
 

He says that the meeting in Port Gibson on October 22, 1844, was not in Hiram 
Edson's house, but in the schoolhouse up the canal, that is, west; that Edson 

and O. R. L. Crozier left the schoolhouse last of all on the morning of the 23rd, 
and, fearful of going through the village, struck across fields toward Edson's 

house. He says that the vision in the cornfield occurred on this trip, while the 
prayer in the granary was on a later occasion. 42 O. R. L. Crozier, when an old 
man, is reported to have said that early on the morning of October 23, 1844, he 

was on horseback, carrying to the brethren the good news that "the sanctuary is 
in heaven." 43 This could agree with either account. And I incline to Edson's. 

{1947 AWS, FOPI 79.3}  
 

After this experience Edson and a friend, Dr. F. B. Hahn, along with Crozier (a 
younger man, and their protégé), began in earnest to study out the Scripture 
proof of Edson's revelation. In a few months they felt they were ready. Edson and 

Hahn, before the Disappointment, had published a little paper in Canandaigua 
called The Day Dawn, which heralded the coming. Now Edson said to Hahn, "Let 

us get out another number of The Day Dawn, and publish this truth." Hahn, 
who lived at Canandaigua, agreed, and he was named the publisher. Crozier, 
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who had a facile pen, wrote the exposition, which was published in The Day 
Dawn. To help pay for the edition, Mrs. Edson sold a part of her silverware. 44 

{1947 AWS, FOPI 80.4}  
 

The resurrected Day Dawn was published about five months after the 
Disappointment, in March or April, 1845. 45 Editor Enoch Jacobs, of The Day-

Star, a Second Advent paper published in Cincinnati, then invited Crozier to 
write a full exposition, which he published in an Extra of The Day-Star, under 
date of February 7, 1846. The Day-Star, being then a well established paper, 

with a stable circulation, gave a wider publicity to the subject; but it was the 
little Day Dawn of Canandaigua that started it, nearly a year before. The 

common version of the story among us has been that Crozier's exposition of the 
sanctuary question was not published until 1846; and that is mixed up with the, 

belief, earlier held, that it first appeared in The Day-Star. It had always been a 
mystery to me why Edson, Hahn, and Crozier required fifteen months to produce 
this. The discovery of the earlier date of publication of The Day Dawn solves the 

problem. {1947 AWS, FOPI 81.1}  
 

Edson meanwhile had sent The Day Dawn to as many addresses as he could 
gather. One of these copies reached Joseph Bates; another, James White. At that 

time, in the spring of 1845, Bates had just accepted the seventh-day Sabbath, 
but White had not. They both, however, were interested in the new doctrine of 
the sanctuary, and at Edson's invitation planned to attend a meeting at his 

place. James White was unable to go, but Joseph Bates made the journey and 
met the Port Gibson company. The exact date of this meeting is not known, but 

it was probably in the fall of 1845. {1947 AWS, FOPI 81.2}  
 

When Bates came he listened to the exposition of the sanctuary truth from 
Edson and Crozier, and accepted it. Then he said, "Now I have another message 
for you." And forthwith he presented to them the seventh-day Sabbath. Edson 

joyfully accepted it; for he had already been thinking along that line. But Crozier 
said, "Better go slowly, brethren, better go slowly. Don't step on new planks until 

you know they will hold you up." {1947 AWS, FOPI 82.1}  
 

"I have been studying the question for a long time," answered Edson, "I have put 
my weight upon it, and I know it will hold us up." 46 {1947 AWS, FOPI 82.2}  
 

All three-Edson, Hahn, and Crozier-accepted the Sabbath; but Crozier kept it for 
only a year or two; then he turned against it and became a most vigorous 

opponent. Nevertheless, the truth went forward. James and Ellen White accepted 
the Sabbath in the fall of 1846. They had even before that received the sanctuary 

truth. And thus was formed the nucleus of the company that within a few years 
became known as Seventh-day Adventists. The little Day Dawn, in its very name, 
was prophetic. {1947 AWS, FOPI 82.3} 

 
Far from Seventh Day Adventist Church coming out of the William Miller 

Church, it arose from carefully restudying of what the sanctuary was after the 
1844 disappointment. William Miller himself never accepted the Sabbath 
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My attention was then called to William Miller. He looked perplexed and was 

bowed with anxiety and distress for his people. The company who had been 
united and loving in 1844 were losing their love, opposing one another, and 

falling into a cold, backslidden state. As he beheld this, grief wasted his 
strength. I saw leading men watching him, and fearing lest he should receive the 

third angel's message and the commandments of God. And as he would lean 
toward the light from heaven, these men would lay some plan to draw his mind 
away. A human influence was exerted to keep him in darkness and to retain his 

influence among those who opposed the truth. At length William Miller raised his 
voice against the light from heaven. He failed in not receiving the message which 

would have fully explained his disappointment and cast a light and glory on the 
past, which would have revived his exhausted energies, brightened his hope, and 

led him to glorify God. He leaned to human wisdom instead of divine, but being 
broken with arduous labor in his Master's cause and by age, he was not as 
accountable as those who kept him from the truth. They are responsible; the sin 

rests upon them.  {EW 257.1}   
 

If William Miller could have seen the light of the third message, many things 
which looked dark and mysterious to him would have been explained. But his 

brethren professed so deep love and interest for him, that he thought he could 
not tear away from them. His heart would incline toward the truth, and then he 
looked at his brethren; they opposed it. Could he tear away from those who had 

stood side by side with him in proclaiming the coming of Jesus? He thought they 
surely would not lead him astray.  {EW 258.1}   

 
God suffered him to fall under the power of Satan, the dominion of death, and 

hid him in the grave from those who were constantly drawing him from the 
truth. Moses erred as he was about to enter the Promised Land. So also, I saw 
that William Miller erred as he was soon to enter the heavenly Canaan, in 

suffering his influence to go against the truth. Others led him to this; others 
must account for it. But angels watch the precious dust of this servant of God, 

and he will come forth at the sound of the last trump. {EW 258.2} 
 

Response 7: Adventism would have to turn to Rabi to teach them the Bible 
 
Isaiah 54:13 

Then all your sons will be taught by the LORD, and great will be their prosperity. 
 

Jeremiah 31:34 
No longer will each man teach his neighbor or his brother, saying, 'Know the 

LORD,' because they will all know Me, from the least of them to the greatest, 
declares the LORD. For I will forgive their iniquities and will remember their sins 
no more." 

 
Philippians 3:15 

All of us who are mature should embrace this point of view. And if you think 
differently about some issue, God will reveal this to you as well. 

https://biblehub.com/isaiah/54-13.htm
https://biblehub.com/jeremiah/31-34.htm
https://biblehub.com/philippians/3-15.htm
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Hebrews 8:11 

No longer will each one teach his neighbor or his brother, saying, 'Know the 
Lord,' because they will all know Me, from the least of them to the greatest. 

 
1 John 2:27 

And as for you, the anointing you received from Him remains in you, and you do 
not need anyone to teach you. But just as His true and genuine anointing 
teaches you about all things, so remain in Him as you have been taught. 

 
John 6:45  

It is written in the prophets, And they shall be all taught of God. Every man 
therefore that hath heard, and hath learned of the Father, cometh unto me. 

 
Response 8: Adventist Pioneers and EGW believed we must keep all the 
Jewish Festivals 

 
Since the shadow has met the substance, it would be hollow mockery to offer 

burnt-offerings morning and evening now; but the type has lost none of its 
significance, and contains lessons for us; for "to love Him [God] with all the 

heart, and with all the understanding, and with all the soul, and with all the 
strength, and to love his neighbor as himself, is more than all whole burnt 
offerings and sacrifices." 18 {1914 SNH, CIS 134.3} 

 
The success attending the preaching of the gospel aroused the anger of the Jews 

anew. From every quarter were coming accounts of the spread of the new 
doctrine by which Jews were released from the observance of the rites of the 

ceremonial law and Gentiles were admitted to equal privileges with the Jews as 
children of Abraham. Paul, in his preaching at Corinth, presented the same 
arguments which he urged so forcibly in his epistles. His emphatic statement, 

"There is neither Greek nor Jew, circumcision nor uncircumcision" (Colossians 
3:11), was regarded by his enemies as daring blasphemy, and they determined 

that his voice should be silenced.  {AA 390.1} 
 

The Jews had always prided themselves upon their divinely appointed services, 
and many of those who had been converted to the faith of Christ still felt that 
since God had once clearly outlined the Hebrew manner of worship, it was 

improbable that He would ever authorize a change in any of its specifications. 
They insisted that the Jewish laws and ceremonies should be incorporated into 

the rites of the Christian religion. They were slow to discern that all the 
sacrificial offerings had but prefigured the death of the Son of God, in which type 

met antitype, and after which the rites and ceremonies of the Mosaic 
dispensation were no longer binding.  {AA 189.3}   
 

Before his conversion Paul had regarded himself as blameless "touching the 
righteousness which is in the law." Philippians 3:6. But since his change of heart 

he had gained a clear conception of the mission of the Saviour as the Redeemer 
of the entire race, Gentile as well as Jew, and had learned the difference between 

https://biblehub.com/hebrews/8-11.htm
https://biblehub.com/1_john/2-27.htm
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a living faith and a dead formalism. In the light of the gospel the ancient rites 
and ceremonies committed to Israel had gained a new and deeper significance. 

That which they shadowed forth had come to pass, and those who were living 
under the gospel dispensation had been freed from their observance. God's 

unchangeable law of Ten Commandments, however, Paul still kept in spirit as 
well as in letter.  {AA 190.1} 

 
In the Galatian churches, open, unmasked error was supplanting the gospel 
message. Christ, the true foundation of the faith, was virtually renounced for the 

obsolete ceremonies of Judaism. The apostle saw that if the believers in Galatia 
were saved from the dangerous influences which threatened them, the most 

decisive measures must be taken, the sharpest warnings given.  {AA 385.2} 
 

The types and shadows of the sacrificial service, with the prophecies, gave the 
Israelites a veiled, indistinct view of the mercy and grace to be brought to the 
world by the revelation of Christ. To Moses was unfolded the significance of the 

types and shadows pointing to Christ. He saw to the end of that which was to be 
done away when, at the death of Christ, type met antitype. He saw that only 

through Christ can man keep the moral law. By transgression of this law man 
brought sin into the world, and with sin came death. Christ became the 

propitiation for man's sin. He proffered His perfection of character in the place of 
man's sinfulness. He took upon Himself the curse of disobedience. The sacrifices 
and offerings pointed forward to the sacrifice He was to make. The slain lamb 

typified the Lamb that was to take away the sin of the world.  {1SM 237.3} 
 

After Christ died on the cross as a sin offering, the ceremonial law could have no 
force. Yet it was connected with the moral law, and was glorious. The whole bore 

the stamp of divinity, and expressed the holiness, justice, and righteousness of 
God. And if the ministration of the dispensation to be done away was glorious, 
how much more must the reality be glorious, when Christ was revealed, giving 

His life-giving, sanctifying Spirit to all who believe?  {1SM 238.1} 
 

The Jews refused to accept Christ as the Messiah, and they cannot see that their 
ceremonies are meaningless, that the sacrifices and offerings have lost their 

significance. The veil drawn by themselves in stubborn unbelief is still before 
their minds. It would be removed if they would accept Christ, the righteousness 
of the law.  {1SM 239.1}   

 
Many in the Christian world also have a veil before their eyes and heart. They do 

not see to the end of that which was done away. They do not see that it was only 
the ceremonial law which was abrogated at the death of Christ. They claim that 

the moral law was nailed to the cross. Heavy is the veil that darkens their 
understanding. The hearts of many are at war with God. They are not subject to 
His law. Only as they shall come into harmony with the rule of His government, 

can Christ be of any avail to them. They may talk of Christ as their Saviour; but 
He will finally say to them, I know you not. You have not exercised genuine 

repentance toward God for the transgression of His holy law, and you cannot 
have genuine faith in Me, for it was My mission to exalt God's law.  {1SM 239.2} 
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That doesn’t sound like a people who advocated for feast keeping 

 
13. 1888 crux was that Adventism didn’t want to have a religion with Jewish 

flavor 
 

Response 9: EGW had no control of her work 
 
Why did EGW have editors? 

 
Ellen White employed literary assistants for the same reasons that Biblical 

writers did. She recognized her own limitations of time and literary skills. In 
1873,she wrote in her diary: "My mind is coming to strange conclusions. I am 

thinking I must lay aside my writing I have taken so much pleasure in, and see if 
I cannot become a scholar. I am not a grammarian. I will try, if the Lord will help 
me, at forty-five years old to become a scholar in the science. God will help me. I 

believe He will." 
 

She was often interrupted while writing and this left tangled copy. Commenting 
on this need for editorial assistance, she wrote: "Doing as much writing as I do, 

it is not surprising if there are many sentences left unfinished." 
 
In a letter to G. A. Irwin, General Conference president, Willie White noted that 

his mother sought literary assistance because she recognized the varying quality 
in her writings: "Sometimes when Mother's mind is rested, and free, the 

thoughts are presented in language that is not only clear and strong, but 
beautiful and correct; and at times when she is weary and oppressed with heavy 

burdens of anxiety, or when the subject is difficult to portray, there are 
repetitions and ungrammatical sentences." MOL 109.13 - MOL 110.3 
 

He further described the guidelines that his mother set for her literary 
assistants: "Mother's copyists are entrusted with the work of correcting 

grammatical errors, of eliminating unnecessary repetitions, and of grouping 
paragraphs and sections in their best order.... Mother's workers of experience, 

such as Sisters Davis, Burnham, Bolton, Peck, and Hare, who are very familiar 
with her writings, are authorized to take a sentence, paragraph, or section from 
one manuscript and incorporate it with another manuscript where the same 

thought was expressed but not so clearly. But none of Mother's workers are 
authorized to add to the manuscripts by introducing thoughts of their own." 

 
By 1881 Willie served as the editorial coordinator for his mother's literary 

assistants. 16 Because Ellen White was either traveling or writing new material 
most of the time, she chose not to be involved in editorial details. She knew that 
she would review all documents before they would be published unless she gave, 

on occasion, specific permission to a periodical editor to abridge to fit space. The 
record shows that they made few changes. 
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A "hierarchy of responsibility" developed. For example, for minor editorial work, 
Marian Davis was authorized to decide matters herself; larger questions were to 

be submitted to W. C. White. Ellen White would make the final decisions as to 
editorial changes after both William and Marian had done their work. MOL 110.4 

- MOL 110.6 
 

15. The temple that should be cleansed is the old Jerusalem from the defilement 
of Roman feet. The Romans who are descendants of Edom 
 

I believe the Sanctuary, to be cleansed at the end of the 2300 days, is the 
New Jerusalem Temple, of which Christ is a minister. The Lord shew me 

in vision, more than one year ago, that Brother Crosier had the true 
light, on the cleansing of the Sanctuary, &c; and that it was his 

will, that Brother C. should write out the view which he gave us in 
the Day-Star, Extra, February 7, 1846. I feel fully authorized by the 

Lord, to recommend that Extra, to every saint.  {WLF 12.8}  
 
An inferential objection arises, which in many minds overwhelms any amount of 

Bible argument on this point. It is, New Jerusalem cannot be defiled, hence 
needs no cleansing; therefore, New Jerusalem is not the Sanctuary. A very 

summary process of inferential deduction truly, especially for those who have 
said so much on the insufficiency of mere inferential testimony. We would advise 

them to review the grounds of their faith, and see how many and strong 
arguments they have for the earth or Palestine being the Sanctuary, and how 
many objections to the Sanctuary of the new covenant being where its Priest is, 

that are not entirely inferential; and then in place of their inferences, take the 
plain testimony of the Word and teach it. But how was the Sanctuary defiled? 

{1850 ORLC, SANC 21.1}  
 

The Sanctuary of the Old Testament, being on earth, could be, and was, defiled 
in various ways - by an unclean person entering it; "She shall touch no hallowed 
thing, nor come into the Sanctuary, until the days of her purifying be fulfilled;" 

Leviticus 12:4. It could be profaned by the high priest going out of it, while the 
anointing oil was upon him, for the dead; (Leviticus 21:12) by a man's 

negotiating to purify himself; Numbers 17:20 see Numbers 19:20. All the chief of 
the priests and of the people polluted it by transgressing very much after all the 

abominations of the heathen; 2Chronicles 36:14. "Surely, because thou hast 
defiled My Sanctuary with all thy detestable things, and with all thine 
abominations (idolatry), therefore will I diminish thee." Ezekiel 5:11. {1850 

ORLC, SANC 21.2}  
 

Moreover this they have done unto Me; they have defiled My Sanctuary in the 
same day, and have profaned My Sabbaths: for when they had slain their 

children to their idols, then they came the same day into My Sanctuary to 
profane it; Ezekiel 33:38,39. "Her priests have polluted the Sanctuary; they have 
done violence to the law." Zephaniah 3:4. Antiochus polluted it by offering swine 

flesh upon its altar, 1Maccabees 1:20-24. From these texts we can clearly see, 
that it was moral rather than physical uncleanness that defiled the Sanctuary in 
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the sight of the Lord. True, it did become physically unclean, but that 
uncleanness had to be removed before the atonement was made by which it was 

reconciled or cleansed. See 2Chronicles 29. And that, we have seen was the law 
of cleansing, Leviticus, chapters 12 to 15; the object must be made visibly clean, 

so to speak, so that we would call it clean, to prepare it for its real cleansing with 
blood. Now no one supposes that New Jerusalem is unclean or ever has been, as 

its type was when overrun, desecrated and desolated by Syrian, Chaldean or 
Roman soldiery, or trode by wicked priests. Even if it were, the removing of such 
defilement would not be the cleansing it was to undergo at the end of the 2300 

days. The Sanctuary was unclean in some sense, or else it would not need to be 
cleansed; and it must in some way have received its uncleanness from man. 

Removed, as the heavenly Sanctuary is from the midst of mortals and entered 
only by our Forerunner, Jesus, made an High Priest, it can only be defiled by 

mortals through His agency, and for them cleansed by the same agency. The 
legal typical process of defiling and cleansing the Sanctuary through the agency 
of the priest has been examined. With that in our minds, let us go to the New 

Testament. Paul says, Colossians 1:19, 20, "For it pleased the Father that in Him 
should all fullness dwell, and having made (margin, making) peace through the 

blood of His cross, by Him to reconcile all things unto Himself; by Him I say, 
whether they be things on earth or things in heaven." When "things on earth" are 

spoken of in connection or contrast with "things in heaven", no one can 
understand them all to be in the same place. "Things in heaven" are to be 
reconciled as well as "things on earth".  {1850 ORLC, SANC 21.3}  

 
If they needed reconciling they were unreconciled; if unreconciled, then unclean 

in some sense in His sight. The blood of Christ is the means, and Christ Himself, 
the agent of reconciling to the Father both the things in heaven and the things 

on earth. People have an idea that in heaven where our Saviour has gone, every 
thing is, and always was perfect beyond change or improvement. But He said, 
"In My Father's house are many mansions; if it were not so, I would have told 

you. I go to prepare a place for you." He went into heaven, and Paul says that the 
"building of God, an house not made with hands" is in the heavens; 

2Corinthians 5:1. {1850 ORLC, SANC 22.1}  
 

We declared that the sanctuary of Daniel 8:11 was the heavenly sanctuary, and 
we said we would further confirm that fact. It is here that we will revisit this 
issue of the sanctuary and illustrate its connection to the Hebrew word chazon 

(vision), thus showing conclusively, again from the scriptures, that the sanctuary 
in Daniel 8:11, 13, 14 is none other than the heavenly sanctuary. We will begin 

by addressing some lingering points of controversy not previously mentioned in 
the context of the “daily.”  

 
First, in the past and even today, some church members believe, and some even 
teach, that many leaders of the early church left the faith because they accepted 

and were misled by the view of the “daily” as being the ministry of Christ. A long 
list of names of men who supposedly abandoned their advent beliefs is cited to 

support this understanding.  
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Once again, brothers and sisters, nothing could be further from the truth. No 
documentation has been produced for this claim because there is none. A mere 

listing of names certainly provides no evidence as to the true reason those listed 
left, nor has that evidence ever been published. Actually, many of the men 

named on the list echoed the same sentiments found in Patriarchs and Prophets, 
357, and Great Controversy, 418. They were not adherents of the paganism view.  

 
Frankly, the charge of leaving the faith because of acceptance of erroneous 
interpretation actually can be said of someone holding the paganism view. And, 

indeed, there does exist documentation that proves specifically that acceptance 
of the paganism view caused a man to leave the faith because of its many gross 

inconsistencies. The evidence is in the following letter. 
 

E. J. Hibbard, writing to Elder L. A. Smith (son of Uriah Smith) in Nashville, 
Tennessee, from San Fernando, California, on October 24, 1909, was at one time 
an advocate of the paganism view himself. He later changed his view because of 

the several incongruities he discovered, and humbly admitted his mistake. In 
this letter, Hibbard attempted to help Smith see the shaky foundation of 

paganism that Smith was trying to build upon.  
 

Just one year after Uriah Smith’s book on Daniel came out, Hibbard related to 
Smith how he himself had begun to see and understand the truth: 
 

“Dear Brother: Elder L. A. Smith, 
 

“As I have a little time this morning, I will endeavor to reply more 
fully to the questions contained in your letter of the 17th inst.  

 
“In the spring, of 1874 while holding quarterly meeting in Bear 
Lake, Penn., elder L. A. Wing, who had been led to give up all three 

of the messages on account of the inconsistency of the old position 
on ‘the daily’, invited me to read Dan. 8:9–14 with him.”  

 
Here we read Elder Wing’s contemporary, Elder Hibbard, stating the reason 

Elder Wing had rejected and forsaken the three angels’ messages of the Advent 
movement. 
 

The cause? 
“The inconsistency of the old position on the ‘daily.’ 

 
Here is documentation that the paganism view caused someone to leave the 

early remnant church. We continue with Elder Hibbard’s letter to Elder Smith 
about Elder Wing’s experience, as well as his response to Smith’s reply, because 
we can gain fuller understanding about the sanctuary from his reasoning in the 

letters.  
 

“He asked, ‘what is “the daily” mentioned in these verses?’ I replied, 
‘It is paganism.’ When he asked ‘What sanctuary is cast down as 
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mention in verse 11?’ I replied, ‘the sanctuary of paganism.’ After 
this we read verse 13: ‘Then I heard one saint speaking, and 

another saint said unto that certain saint which spake, How long 
shall be the vision concerning the daily and the transgression of 

desolation to give both the sanctuary and host to be trodden under 
foot?’ 

 
“Said he, ‘In the vision, what host was to be trodden under foot?’ I 
replied, ‘The host of heaven, according to verse 10.’ Then he asked, 

‘What sanctuary, in the vision, has been mentioned as being cast 
down or trodden under foot?’ To this I replied, ‘The sanctuary of 

paganism, according to verse 11.’ 
 

“Now after the question asked in verse 13, ‘How long shall be the 
vision concerning the daily, and the transgression of desolation, to 
give both the sanctuary [of paganism] and the host [of heaven] to be 

trodden under foot,’ the other angel replies, ‘Unto two thousand and 
three hundred days then shall the sanctuary be cleansed.’ After 

reading this, he asked, ‘If the sanctuary of the vision was the 
sanctuary of paganism, and the sanctuary inquired about in verse 

13, was the sanctuary of the vision, then what sanctuary is to be 
cleansed as mentioned in verse 14, since verse 14 is a reply to the 
question asked in the previous verse?’  

 
“I immediately saw my predicament, and could make no reply at all. 

He gave me a punch with his finger in the stomach and laughed at 
me, and that ended the discussion. I, however, told him that I would 

give the matter thought, for I was sure that verse 14 refers to the 
cleansing of the heavenly sanctuary, and that the beginning of this 
even was in 1844.  

 
“The following autumn I began my work in the Battle Creek College 

as teacher of the Bible; was there three years; but during all that 
time I could not say a word to any class in reference to ‘the daily’, 

because it was not yet clear to me. I spent a year at Walla Walla. 
Light kept coming; yet I could not see to the end of the matter. I 
therefore kept quiet. Returning East I connected with the 

Sanitarium at Battle Creek, was there three and a half years, and 
yet said nothing about it, though the Scripture in question had 

opened before me quite fully. In 1901 I came to Healdsburg as 
teacher of the Bible; yet even here I kept the matter to myself until it 

had been made public in a series of Sabbath School lessons written, 
I believe by Prof. Prescott. I then found out for the first time that 
there was another individual among us whose mind had been led in 

the same as my own. Also, about this time, I found that Elders Jones 
and Waggoner, each studying by himself, had arrived at the same 

conclusion as Prof. Prescott and myself. This, to me, was 
encouraging to find that all four of us, without consulting each 



Sami Wilberforce - A Response on Jewish History by Brother Zuko Mbewu  2021

 

 

 84  

 

other, or any human being, had arrived at the same conclusion. But 
even without this, I should have held to my convictions, because I 

was persuaded from the Bible alone; not from some finely drawn-out 
theory, but from the plain reading of the text.  

 
“You are well acquainted with the reading of this Scripture as found 

in the Revised Versions; and here the reading is so plain that you 
cannot mistake the origin of ‘the daily,’ nor of ‘the sanctuary’ of the 
same;- 

 
‘It [the little horn] took away from him [Christ] the daily, and the 

place of His [Christ’s] sanctuary was cast down.’ This also agrees 
with the marginal reading of the King James Version. And even the 

text of the King James Version itself is not out of harmony with the 
exact reading which I have referred to. Now it seems to me that no 
question ought to be asked concerning how this can be, when the 

plain reading of the Word of God says it is so E. J. HIBBARD… 
(Brackets Hibbard’s).” 

 
Shortly thereafter, the unpersuaded Elder L. A. Smith replied with a letter and 

his thirty-two page, two-part tract delineating his paganism interpretation of the 
“daily” of Daniel 8. E. J. Hibbard responded on November 28, 1909, to Elder L. 
A. Smith with the following rebuttal:  

 
“Dear Brother, L. A. Smith 

 
“I am pleased to get your letter of recent date, also the enclosed leaflet, 

setting forth your view on the ‘daily’ of Daniel 8.  
 
“Assuming now that you have proved your point, then we conclude that the 

sanctuary of Daniel 8:11 is the sanctuary of paganism. This being true, the 
sanctuary enquired about in verse 13 is the sanctuary of paganism; and the 

sanctuary to be cleansed in verse 14 is the sanctuary of paganism. And, of 
course, in harmony with the questions in verse 13, and the answer in verse 

14, when the sanctuary of paganism is cleansed, then the sanctuary of 
paganism will no longer be trodden under foot by the Papacy. 
 

“But you do not believe it was the sanctuary of paganism which was to be 
cleansed beginning in 1844. Neither do I. It was the heavenly sanctuary; 

and so also is that of verse 11; for the sanctuary of verse 11 is the only 
sanctuary thus far mentioned in the vision; and verse 13 asks ‘How long 

shall be the vision concerning the “daily” and the transgression of 
desolation, to give both the sanctuary and the host to be trodden under 
foot?’ 

 
“Then the reply (‘Unto two thousand three hundred days then shall the 

sanctuary be cleansed’) shows that the sanctuary to be cleansed is the 
same as the one concerning which inquiry was made. Thus: if the sanctuary 
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of verse 14 is the heavenly, and not that of paganism, so also is that of 
verse 11. No honest person can escape this conclusion.”  E. J. HIBBARD 

(emphasis Hibbard’s). 
 

E. J. Hibbard responded on November 28, 1909, to Elder L. A. Smith. 
 

E. J. Hibbard, writing to Elder L. A. Smith (son of Uriah Smith) in Nashville, 
Tennessee, from San Fernando, California, on October 24, 1909. 

 

From the evidence given, it is apparent that our brother would want Christianity 
to return into Judaism but not only that, the information he has given in the 

video is not the whole truth if the matter. 
 

Blessings 


