
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, 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 
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(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): 
 

“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.  
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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 
And the evening (‛ereb) and the morning (bôqer) were the third day.…etc. 
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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. 
 
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: 
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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 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! 
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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 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.) 
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(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.) 

http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Dan.%209.25
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Acts%203.15
http://biblia.com/bible/kjv1900/Rev.%201.5

