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PRETFA C E

HE Author of the following Diflertation hath
been encouraged by thofe, of whofe judgment be
bath a far better opinion than ke hath of his own, to
Submit to the public his attempt towards the explication
of a prophecy, which hath long been looked upon as very
obfcure and interefling 5 but this he could net prevail
upon himfelf to do, without making known at the fame
time bow bhis thoughts came to be turned in fuch a new
. and particular diretion, and of what afftflance be hath
availed himfelf in the further profecution of bis inquiry.
— My very learned and refpectable friend, and prede-
ceffor in this College, now Bifbop of DROMORE,, 20 whomt
at bis requefp I had fent an extraét of the eight laf}
verfes of the Ninth chapter of Daniel, from the ancient
verfion of the Seventy, lately difcovered and publifbed at
Rome, moft obligingly returned bis acknowledgments with
the following ingenious remarks. ¢ The numbers which
““in this verfion are found different from thofe in the
< common text,” be thinks, “ may be thus accounted for.
¢¢ Seventy weeks add [even weeks are 539 years. Now
«« Gyrus’s decree according to all the Chronologers was
¢ iflued 536 years before Chrift; and if we reckon by
“¢ hebdomads of years, we cannot come nearer to Chriff’s
< birth. Add to the fixty swo years (mentioned ver. 26.
“and
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“<gnd 27. in this Greek verfion) the furplus of three

< years in the period of [eventy [even wecks, and you
«pave the year LXV after Chrift, the year immedi-
 grely preceding the Fewifp-war. Tbis too is called
«« Chriff's coming, Matt. xvi. 28. xxiv. 3. &c.
< Thus the period of weeks refers to the birth of Chrift
<« with a fufficient exalinefs Z'for propbetical language ;
« grid that of years marks his coming' in another [fenfe
«awjzh bifforical precifion” But < to make the 24th
< werfe confifient with this interpretasion,” be [uppefes
that ““we ought to render inflead of feventy weeks, (weeks
« weeks) many weeks;” &y wbhich be feems fo far ta
fdll in with the common qpiniony as to underfland shefe
weeks not to be a diftinct period, according to my notion
of the matter, but one and she [ame with thofe after-
wards mentionsd en detail. He lkewife adds, that
c¢ prm ver, 27. fbowd ir bis opinion be tranflated,
« to the mighty, weaning the Romans combined again/t
- & Yerufalem. And he (Titus, the prince who was to
¢ come, ver. 26.) fhall confirm the league to the migh-~
« ty for one week. The war lafied Jeven years, and
“ may have begun in Otober LXV 1. (See Michaelis’s
- ¢ letters p. 176.) Thus the year of our Lord LXX,
¢ when the city was defiroyed, and the [acrifice ceafed,
< qpgs the middle year of the week.” In a [ubfequent
* Letter bis Lordfbip agrees in correcting a miftake, which
I bad obferved to him, and which be bed bafily made,
in_fuppofing the birth of Chrift vo be coincidens with the
 beginning of the common Chriftian @ra; and candidly -~
owns, that the interpretation be had offered was by mo
means [atisfaltory to bim, but thrown ous by way ;f]’
: tri
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trial what could be made of the nsw principles furnifbed
by the mewly edited verfim. Whether bis judgment will
any more approve of the fuperflirulture; which I have
wventured to build nearly upon the fame principles, and in
canfequence of the bints originally flarted by bim, though
purfued fomewbas differently, I cannot yet fay 5 but foould
bave accounted it @ felicity to bave had bim nearer at
band, where I could bave laid the whole plan before him,
and taken the bemefiz of bis advice, with more eafe and
convensence before publication — Soon after the receipt of
the Bifhop’s firfp letter beforementioned, I procured Pro-
Jeffor Michaelis’s Letters to Sir John Pringle, 0 which T
was referred by bis Lordfbip, and read them with fuch
atiention, as the works of that excellent Critic akvays com-
mand. 1 bere beg leave to profefs the highefl veneration
and refpect for bis uncommon erudition and greaet abilities;
and how widely foever I may feem to differ from him in
the main as to the interpretation of this prophecy, I freely
and cheerfully own myfelf indebted to him for a great deal
of light be bas thrown upen the fubsec? by many fudicious
and well approved obfervations. I hope he will excufe the
[freedom I bave taken of calling in queflion fome of bhis
opinions, which I could not poffibly acquiefce in; and [ball .
be obliged to him if be will condefcend to fet me right in
any point, where I myfelf may have committed mifiakes.
For as the difcovery of truth is the objei?, which both of
us (if I may be allowed to rank myfelf in company with
Jo great a man) have in view; fo a friendly collifion of
differing judgments I take to be the moft likely means of
Srriking it out in the end — With refpei?t to the various
readings I bave made ufe of, fuch of them as were near

-at
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at hand I have collated myfelf ; for the reft I am indebted to
the friendfbip of Dr Kennicott, who kindly communicated
them to me. It is with pleafure I announce to the public,
that the Doltor’s celebrated and elaborate work has been
- for fome time in the prefs, and is now in great forward-
nefs; and I make no doubt but that it will anfwer the
high expectations, which have been entertained both at bome
and abroad of its accuracy and extenfrve utility — At
prefent I imagine no apology will be thought needful for
my having [fuppofed the poffibility of errors exifting in the
modern Hebrew text 5 fince the prejudices, which once fa
unaccountably prevailed in favour of its abfolute integrity,
Jeem to be dying away apace before that conviltion, which
muf} neceflarily arife from the difcovery of numberlefs va-
rious readings in the Manufcripts and Verfions of great
antiquity, whereby the [enfe bath been improved, and the
objeétions cut off, of which infidelity bath but too often
availed stfelf for the difparaging of facred Wrir.

Hert. CoLr. Dec. 2. 1774




A

DISSERTATION

BY WAY OF

INQUIRY into the true 1mport and applica-
“tion of the Vifion related in the Ninth
. Chapter of Danie/, from ver. 20. to the

end, ufually called, DANIEL’s PROPHECY
oF SEVENTY WEEKsS.

E are told by St. Peter, that no prophecy of

the [cripture is of any private interpretation®;

by which, I think, he evidently meant,
that no man whatever is of capacity to explain it
at his own pleafure, but muft wait till fuch time
as the Spirit of God, the author of prophecy,
fhall think fit to reveal it to him.” Accordingly many
- of the ancient Prophets themfelves, we are affured,
underftood not the import of the things which they
delivered®. Thus Daniel, ch. xii. having related the

. » 2 Pet. i, 20, » 1 Pet. 1. 10, 11, 12,
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particulars of an extraordinary vifion, exprefsly de-
clares, ver, 8. that be beard, but under;/}ood not ; and
proceeding to inquire farther of the Angel who con-
verfed with hlm, he was ftopped by the following
reply, ver. 9. Go thy way, Daniel; for the words are
clofed up and Jealed till the time of tlve end. It was not
fo however with the prophecy which is intended for
the fubje& of our prefent imquiry ; where an Angel was
difpatched from heaven with a fpecial commiffion 7o
give, biwa. fRll. amd. undeérfanding?, and he is with au-~:
thority admenifhed:to.underffand the matser,- and con-

Jider the Fifion®. It might naturally have been expe@-

ed; that wirat was fo clearly revealed to the prophet
hirofelfj would have boen.as intelligiblée to others a}fo,
who received it from him in’ the felfsame: ttrms in
which the Angel announced it. But the fa& is
otherwife ;- for-whatever-the Jews: of earﬁer"ageg'm'ay”
have thought of the predléhon, it s very certain of
thofe' who lived" near the times marked out for it’s
accomplifhment, and ftill more {o-of' the modésn
ones, that-they are very much in' the dark, and al-
together inconfiftent and wide of the truth in their
attempts to explain it. Nor indeed do the Chriftians
themfelves appear much more fnhghtened in' the mat-
ter, if we may judge from the various modes of in-
terpretation, which at different times have been offered,
and the many difficulties and doubts, with which all

* Dan. ix. 21, 22. v ver. 23.
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" in their turn have been refpectively incumbered. It
will not, I hope, be thought prefumptuous or im-
propet .in me, if I attempt .to throw fome farther
light upon the fubje& ; and after a brief notice of the
principal objections that occur to the modes of inter-
pretation moft generally received, endeavour to point
out the main fource of thefe difficulties, and to ob-
viate them by a new method of folution, more con-
fiftent with itfelf, and lefs liable to exception than
any that have preceded.

. THe vifion, according to the prefent tranflation of
our Bibles, is reprefented at the 24th and following
verfes in thefe words:

V. 24. Seventy weeks are. determined upon thy people,
and upon thy boly city, to finifb the tranfgreffion, and
20 make an end of fins, and to make reconciliation for
iniguity, and te bring in everlafting righteoufne(s, and
2o- feal up the vifon and prophecy, and.to ancint the
mof? holy.

v. 25 Know therefore and underfland, that from
the going forth of the. commandment to reflore and to
build, Ferufalem umto the. Meffiab the Prince, fball be.
Sfeven . weeks, and tbreeyéore and. two weeks; the fireet
Jfbal] be built again, and the wall, even in troublom
timaes.

v. 26, And after threefcore and two ‘weeb' Sball
Meffiak be cut off, but net for bimfelf ; and the people

A 2
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of the prince that fball come fball deffroy the city and
the [anctuary; and the end thereof fball be with a
Sflood 5 and unto the end of the war defolations are
determined. |

v. 27. And he /ball confirsn the covenant with many
for one week; and in the midft of the week he fbalk
caufe the facrifice and the oblation to ceafe ; and for the
overfpreading of abominations he [ball make it defolate,
even until the confummation, and that determined, [ball

be poured upon the defolate.

- Tue opinion moft commonly entertained, among
‘Chriftians at leaft, concerning this prophecy on the
whole, is, that it is a predi@ion of the death of our
bleffed Saviour, defcriptive of fome of the moft ma-
terial circumftances, effe@s, and confequences of it;
and that the feventy weeks, prefumed to be fpoken of
at the beginning of the twenty fourth verfe, conftitute
a period, which terminates in or about the time of our
Saviour’s fuffering. Now to this interpretation one very
obvious and confiderable obje@ion prefentsitfelf at once,
namely, that though the commandment is faid, ver. 23.
to have gone forth in confequence of Daniel’s {fuppli-
cation, very little or no regard is paid either to the
‘occafion or fubje& matter of his prayer. The occa-
fion of it is thus fet forth in the beginning of the
chapter ; that Daniel, having confidered rbe number of
the years, whereof the word of the Lord came to Fere-
miah the propher, that be would accomplifb feventy years

]
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in the defolations of Ferufalem, and having found that -
the term was near expiring, had Jfez bis face unto the
Lord God, to feck by prayer and fupplications, with faft-
ing, and fackloth, and afbes®. Accordingly the fub-
ftance of his prayer was, after a devout acknowledge--
ment of God’s righteoufnefs in punifhing the iniquity
of his people, as he had threatened, to intreat him to
extend his mercy to them likewife agreecably to his
promife, to take them again into favour, and to re-
ftore them to their country, and the free exercife of
their moft holy religion. But what was the reply?
Inftead of a comfortable affurance that God would con-
firm bis word, as indeed he was about to do, in the
. reftoration of his people, the petitioner is informed of
an event, very confiderable indeed in itfelf, but not
much to the matter of his petition ; namely, that the
Mefliah fhould be put to death for the fins of man-
kind ; and that in confequence thereof the city (of
' which he is told by the bye, as it were, that it fhould
be rebuilt in the interval) fhould after a while be de-
firoyed, and the Jewifh nation and religion be finally
put an end to. Such was the petition, and fuch the
anfwer; and though I do not deny that wher¢ one
thing is atked, providence may think proper to anfwer
the peutloner with ancther; the prefumption how-
ever, I conceive, cateris parzém, will always be in
favour of a reply that falls in with the fub_]e& of
petition. ,
* Dan. ix. 2, 3, &c.

A sE-
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A seconD objedtion lies againft the time from
which the period fpecified in the prophecy is under-
ftood to take it’s commencement. This by fome has
been reckoned from the feventh, by others from.the
twentieth year of Arzaxerxes Longimanus; the former
being the year in which Ezra was fent to regulate the
affairs of Jerufalem *; the latter that in which Nehe-
miah obtained a commiflion to repair the walls of the
city*. But can any better reafon he affigned for fixing
on either of thefe dates, than that they favour an

hypotheﬁs already formed, by termlnatmg, though ’

after a different mode of computation, in or about the
time of our Saviour’s paflion? But if the circum-
ftances of the cafe be attended to, will it not appear
infinitely more probable, that the decree here fpoken
of muft be that of Cyrus, of whom it had been pro-

phefied long before by Ifziah, ch. xLiv. 28. that ke

//)oula’ Jay to Ferufalem, Thou _/balt be built ; and to -

the temple, Thy foundation fball be laid. And again in
the following chapter, ver. 13. He fball build my city,
and he [ball ler go my captt‘ve:, not for price nor reward,
Jaith the Lord of hofis 2 Is it likely then that the de-
cree of this Gyrus, fo long celebrated beforehand, this
primary and fundamental decree, whxch took place

exadtly at the expiration of the feventy years captxvxty,-
within a few mionths after this prophecy was given,

and produced {uch a total alteration at once in the con-
* Ezra vii. 1, &c. * Neh. ii. 1, &c.
A " dition
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dition of the people and the face of their country; is
it lrkely, I fay, that thls decree thould be overlooked,
and the preferencq glven to another at the dxﬁance
of eighty or ninety years, and one of fecondary con-
fideration only, whether we confider it’s importance
it itfelf, or it's bemg only grafted on the former, as a
fub{’equent rahﬁcatlon and confirmation of it? Cer-
tainly neither Daniel' himfelf, when he faw the firft
decree iffued, and the effe@s of it, could have any
doubt’ Whéthér it was that, of which he had been be-
fore appnzed nor could the reft of his countrymen,
who lived to fee the other decrees that came forth in
the fucceedmg reigns, have been at any lofs to deter-
mine between them, from whence the date of their
future fortunes was to be calculated. -

" Bur thirdly, another obvious objecion arifes from
the fuppofed divifion of the term of feventy weeks,
fpecified in the grofs at ver. 24, into diftin& and fe-
parate penods, terminating in feven weeks, ﬁxty two
weeks, and one week, of which particular mention is
made in the 25th and following verfes. Now this di-
vifion, if made with any other end than to amufe, (an
end which cannot be imputed without derogating from
the wifdom of God’s providence) ought, it {hould
feem, to mark out periods naturally diftinguithed by
fome extraordinary and remarkable occurrences. But
whether we reckon from the feventh, or frem the
twentieth year of Artaxerxes, it doth not appear that

' the
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the fortyninth year from that date, or any one near it,
was at all fignalized for any notable event, either re-
{pe@ing the Jewifh hiftory, or the general hiftory of
mankind. It belongs therefore to thofe, who interpret
the prophecy conformably to either of thofe dates, to
fhew that this firft period of feven weeks, or forty nine
years, did aually terminate in fome fuch fingular
event; or otherwife at leaft to affign fome probable
reafon, (which, if not before, yet after the accomplith-
ment may very fairly be expe@ed) why that particular
period fhould have been pitched upon by God in pre-
ference to any other part of the interval, where a
more fignal termination might have proportionabl

contributed to a more ftriking difplay of his forefight

and providence. *

WitH refpe& to the remaining periods other dif-
ficulties alfo remain to be adjufted, but different ac-

* Dr Prideaux in his Script. ‘Connef?. P.i. B. 5. hath laboured to
prove, that what is faid of refloring and building Ferufalem, v. 25. was
meant figuratively of a reformation and refettlemént of the Jewith
Church and State according to the Law of Mofes. Upon this foeting
indeed he hath fixed on a very plaufible termination of the firft period,
by making this work of reformation to have lafted the whole forty nine
years, having been firft fet on foot by Ezra, and at length completed
by Nehemiah in the fortyninth year. But befides the difficulty of
proving that Nehemiah’s adminiftration extended te this date, which is
much difputed; the ground work of the hypothefis, which refts on
the figurative fenfe, is very improbable, and furely ought never to be

admitted in any cafe, where a fair and reafonable folution of the matter#’

can be given according to the proper and literal fenfe.
' ~ cording
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cording to the different _hypothefes which have been :

framed in fucceflion, in order to get clear of the
obje@ions which embarrafled the preceding ones. The
moft confiderable of thefe hypothefes with their ob-
je&tions refpedively are as follow. There are fome
who calculate the fecond period of threefcore and two
weeks fo as to end in or about the twentyninth year of
the Chriftian ra, when our Lord entered upon his
public miniftry ; and from thence proceed to compute
the laft week of feven years {o, as that the middle of
the week may coincide with the time of our Saviour’s
death; by which great offering of himfelf once for all
he took away the obligation and efficacy of all future
facrifices *.  On this fuppofition indeed the words of
the prophecy may feem to have been pun&ually ful-
filled, in the midf} of the week be fball caufe the facri-
fice and oblation to ceafe. But how then can he be faid
to have conﬁrmea’ the covenant, by which the gofpel
covenant is underftood, with many for one week, when

* Petavius and Archbiﬂwp Uther have both followed this mode of
computation, beginning to reckon the firft period from the zoth year of
Artaxerxes, which they place in the 4259th and 4260th (the one ending,
the other beginning) year of the Julian Period, that is, the 455th and
454th before the Chriftian ®ra; fo that adding 69 weeks, or 483 years,
the fum of the two firft periods taken together, we fhall arrive at the

. 4742d or 4743d year of the Julian Period, that is, the year of our
Lord xxix, or xxx, for the conclufion of the fecond period. See Petavii
Rationar, tempor. P. ii. lib. iii. cap. 10. and Uferis Annal. Ann. P. Jul.

ﬂ‘6° .
B his
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his minifbry lafted by confeflion no more than the half

of it. Nor will it leflen the difficulty to allege, that
the fame covenant coatinued to be promulged by his
difciples after 'his death for the remainder of the term.
1t ‘did fo indeed ; but not for one week only, but for
‘many more in facceflion; whereas the conftru&ion of
the words neceflarily implies an a&ion, of which ‘the
duration was limited to one week only.—Others again
-propofe to finifh the fecond ‘period, and begin the
tlnrd a little earlier, namely in the year of ‘our Lerd
xxv1, when zhe word of God came unto fobn the fon of
Zacharsas ‘in the wildernefs*. And 'here too the pro-
Phecy will appear to have had it’s accomplifhment in
‘oné ‘part, 'in that during the interval -of a week or
feven years from this time'to the year xxxt11, in which
our Lord fuffered, the gofpel Covenant was indeed
‘contfirmed, partly by the ‘preaching ‘of his forerunner
John the Baptift, and partly by his own perfonzl
‘miniftry, to as many as were willing to comply with

* Luk. iii.'1. 2. This is the opinion which Dr ‘Ptideaux has main-
" tained in oppofition to the preceding one. For this purpofe he begins
to compute the firft period from the 7th year of Artaxerxes, which
according to the ancient Chronologers was the 4256th of the Julian
Period, or the 458th before Chrift. Add 483 years to this, and we
are brought to the 4739th year of the Julian Period, or the 26th of
the Chriftian ra, which correfponds with the fifteenth year of Ti-
berius, reckoned from the time when he was admitted to a copartner-
fhip in the empire with Auguftus, and Fxed by the Evangelift . for
the date of John the Baptift’s firft public appearance. See Prideagx
Script, Connedt. P. 1. B. 5.
the
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the terms of it. But the plaufibility of this hypothefis
is again overturned by the words next in fucceflion,
which require alfo, that in she widff of the week be
Jfbould caufe the facrifice and oblation to ceafe. For al-
lowing the abovementioned conftruction to be put
upon thefe words, that by the death of Chrift the
obligation of the legal facrifices was virtually at an
end, (for it is certain they did not af?ually ceafe till
many years after) yet even upon this conceffion muft
© it not found harfh to affirm a thing to have happened
in the midf} of the week, which did not take place till
the very clofe and expiration of it P-——And ‘befides
the difficulties, which thus alternately affe® each of
thefe hypothefes, there is flill another behind which
is common to both. For it is not eafy to conceive, .
how the two circumftances juft now alluded to, which
are predi@ed to happen in the courfe of the laft week,
and are thereby appropriated to the time of our Sa-
viour’s death, at leaft according to the opinions we
are now fpeaking of, came to be blended with and
interpofed between thofe, which evidently relate to
the deftru@ion of the Jewith city and temple, and
of courfe came not to pafs till many years after.—
Nor will the cafe be much improved by a third hy-
pothefis ; which afluming a feries of fhorter, that is,
Chaldaic years, of 360 days each, brings down the
fecond period only to the death of Chrift; after whlch,
admitting a confiderable interval, it bcgms again to
B2 reckon
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reckon the laft week a few years before the deftru@ion

of Jerufalem, fo as finally to terminate in that cata-
ftrophe*. By this means indeed it muft be confefled,

* This hypothefis acknowledgeth Bithop Lloyd for it’s author, and
is reprefented in the 3d and 4th of the Chronological Tables compiled
and publithed by Mr Marfhal, his Lordfhip’s Chaplain, who hath alfo
explained it more at large in a treatife of his own upon the fubje@.
In it the firft period is dated from the commiffion granted to Nehemiah
in or about the month Nifan (that is, April) of the 20th year of Ar-
taxerxes, which is taken according to the old Chronology for the 4269th
of the Julian Period, anfwering to the 445th before the vulgar Chriftian
2ra. From this date if we reckon feven weeks and threefcore and two
weeks of, that is, in all 483; Chaldaic years, which are equivalent to
476 Julian years, and fome days over, the fecond period will end in
the 4745th year of the Julian Period, or the year of our Lord xxxi1,
and about the month of May, or not long after; at the paffover next
after which, within the fpace of a year, our Saviour was crucified. The
third and laft period of a fingle week, or feven years, is made to com-
mence about September in the year of our Lord Lx111, when the Romans
made a treaty of peace with the Parthians and others; and Jerufalem was
taken in September of the year of our Lord Lxx. Befides the objection
to this hypothefis noticed in the text, two others deferve remarking; the
one, that though a pretty plain diftinction feems to be made between the
time of the Meffiah’s appearance, v. 25. and ke cutting off, which is faid
-to be after the thregfeore and two weeks, v. 26, yet in this hypothefis both
are confounded together, as if umto the Meffiab the Prince, and to his
death, meant the fame thing. The other objetion is-the fame that
occurs to the preceding hypotheﬁs, namely, that the ceffation. of the
Jacrifice and oblatiom, which is here underftood of the aftual cefation of
them, did not take 'place till toward the extremity of the laft or feventh
year ; whereas it was predicted to happen in the midf, or, if you pleafe,
the balf of the week. See what is farther faid upon this pomt hereafter
when we come to examine this paragraph, ver, 26. _

that
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that both 2he confirmation of the covenant with many
Sor one week, and the abolition of the facrifices in the
midft of that week, may with a much greater degree
of plauﬁbility be reconciled and accounted for. But
not to infift on the feveral objeions that occur in
other particulars, the breaking of the line of time, on
which the whole.ftrefs of this hypothefis lies, muft of
itfelf appear in the higheft degree exceptionable. For
either the limitation of a number of years in a pre-
di¢tion fuppofes thofe years to follow in continued
fucceflion, or it is in effe& no limitation at all, nor
of any ufe to afcertain the precife time of the event.
On the contrary, how eafily may the very fame date
be accommodated to the moft diftant periods imagina-
ble, provided it be allowable to difcontinue the reck-
oning at pleafure, and to refume it again, juft where
it may fuit the turn of a fancied hypothefis? So
that whoever confiders the difficulties that prefent
themfelves at every turning, and what contradiions
Thave refulted even on the footing of the faireft con-
jectures that have hitherta been ftarted, will fee reafon
enough to conclude, that all thofe conjectures have as
yet fallen at a diftance from the truth, whatever may
have been the occafion and ground of the error. To
difcover and remove this is the object at prefent pro-
pofed, by a careful and candid examination of the
matter in the order it lies before us.

To
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To begin then with the 24th verfe.

T S ey Sy qom ovay owap  ver. 24.
oanby o 95sh msen o et 8935 P
1o wp men RO pm oan Dby Py

Seventy weeks are determined upon.thy people, and
upon thy boly city, to finifb the tramfgrefion, and 1o
make an end of fins, and to make reconciliation for
iniquity, and to bring in everlafting righteoufnefs, and
to feal up the vifion and prophecy, and to anoint the
moft boly.

. THe two firft words of this verfe, which are gene-
rally underftood to fignify fewenty weeks, are literally
the fame, being diftinguifhed only by the points or
vowels, which are additions without authority, And
as they are both uniformly written without the Vax *,
they may with as much propricty be rendered fevenzy
Jeventy, if the context admit of it ; the repetition of
the fame word being often ufed emphatically +.

Tuz next word 50Ny, though ufually taken for a
verb, cannat poffibly be fo without violating a primary

* Tt muft not be concealed, that in fome few MSS. the firlt word is
written with the Vax, oyaw.

+ In one MS. the word =paw is not rcpeatcd but is found only
once,

rule
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rule of grammar, in making a fingular verb to agree
with a nominative plural. Befides, the fenfe which is
- given to it, namely, fared or determsned, feems to be
arbitrary, and authorized only by a {uppofed.exigentia
foci, 'The word itfelf accurs no where elfe throughout
the Bible; and as for it’s fuppofed root =AM, it is
very doubtful ‘whether fuch a one ever .exifted in
the Hebrew language. The Greek verfion of 7heodo-
#ion, ‘the Voulgate, and the Arabic, verfions feem al-
unoft as arbitrary in rendering the word, baflened, ab-
breviated, -cut fhort. The Syriac indeed gives a quite
different fignification, yba/l reff, thereby referring it
%o the verb mW, which fignifies 20 r¢ff; from which .
, mology a more ipsobable conclufion may be drawn.
For if inftead of a verb we fuppofe it to be a noun
formed from =nny, tl_:y reff, or perhaps a corruption
of the word nn, ref, it will then be found to be a
‘term {ynonymous with .navw, fabéath, which is ufed
to fignify the crssarron or REsT of a country,
‘whilft it continues:in a‘ftate of defolation. Thus, Lev.
XXVI. 34y 35. it is faid, Then fhall the land enjay
- Ber savnarns, as long as it lieth defolate, and ye be in
your enemies’ land 3 even then fball.the land restT, and
-enfoy ber sABBATHS ; as long as it lieth defolate, it fball
resT. And again, ver. 43. The land alfo fball be left of
themy and fball enjoy ber savsarus, while fbe lieth de-
folate without thesn. And 2 Chro. xxxv1. 21. the idea
- issbrought home, and immediately applied to the defo-
lation brought upon Jerufalem by the ng of Baby-

lon,
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lon, which is there faid 20 fulfil the word of the Lord
by the mouth of Feremiab, until the land had enjoyed
her sasBaTHS ; for as long as fbe lay defolate, [be kept
SABBATH, 20 fulfil threefcore and ten years. Here
then we are furnithed with a noun, which following
the numeral adjecive is, according to the firicteft
rules of Hebrew grammar, in the fingular number ;
and fince the verb {ubftantive is underftood, we are
at liberty to fupply it in fuch tenfe as the context re-
quires. Inftead therefore of reading, Seventy wecks
- are determined upon thy people, and upon thy holy city,
I propofe to read, Seventy, 1 fay, feventy years of reft
(or, defolation) have been wupon thy people and upon thy
holy city. To confirm this interpretation, let us ex-
amine whether the fubfequent members of the verfe
have an apt confiftency with it.

Anp firft, The words pwsm 8535, which our
Tranflators have rendered, 20 finifb the tranfgreffion *,
more properly fignify, 2o check or reflrain the revolt ;
for pwd is not a generic term for every tranfgreflion,
but marks that particular fpecies, which confifts in
withdrawing the allegiance that is due to a lawful
Sovereign. Now God being king in Ifrael, the idola-

* The greater part of the collated MSS. read with the printed Copies
#bdb, butin 16 MSS. the reading is m%%, which is more agreeable to the
principal ancient verfions, as well as to our Englith one. Upon the
whole however, though the fenfe would not be very different either way,
the reading of the printed Copies feems preferable.

trous
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trous worfhip of other gods, fo frequently pra&ifed by
that people before the captivity, and for which they
were repeatedly threatened with that calamity, was no
- other than downright rebellion and revolt from the
majefty of him, whofe throne was in the heavens. But
_ after the return of the Jews from Babylon, we do not
find that they ever again relapfed into their former
idolatrous courfes. So that thus far the feventy years
defolation might properly be faid to have been defign-
ed for the curbing and checking of that revolr, fince
the end, we fee, was fo effeGtually anfwered by it.

Tue next words, MNDM MY, in which our
~prefent Englith verfion has adopted the Maforetic
emendation, confirmed by the authority of many an-
cient Manufcripts, and of feveral of the old verfions,
rendering them, and 20 make an end of fins™; toge-

* Qur old Englith verfion follows the reading as it now ttands in the
printed Copies, mnon mann®, and renders, and to feale up the finnes,
which it thus paraphrafes in the margin, 0 fbew mercie, and to put fin
ot of remembrance; in which fenfe the feal thould, methinks, be put

7’

cither to the deed or inftrument of pardon, or to the mouth of the

accufer. Others by fealing up fins underftand quite differently, to
keep them up and referve them for future judgment; which is the fenfe
in which the beforementioned verfion paraphrafes the fame expreffion,
Job xiv. 17. Mine iniquitie is fealed up as in a bagge— that is, fays the
Margin, Thou layef them all togetber, and [uffreR mnome of my finnes
unpunifbed. Neither of thefe fenfes do fo well accord with the context
as the Maforetic reading, =nn’, which there is other good reafon alfo
to believe the true original one, changed by an eafy miftake for nr,

C ther
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ther with the fubfequent words, W ="5o%, and 2o
expiate or make asomement for imiguity ; and thofe im-
mediately following, by Py N'3m»), which lite-
rally and properly fignify, and to bring agasin the righ-
teoufnefs of ancignt times, meaning that piety and in-
nocence of manners, which ufed formerly ta prevail
and diftinguifh at leaft the patriarchal ages; all thefe
three fentences, thus linked together, do fo pectedly
correfpond with the defign of every wife and good
governor in infliting punithmeot, that no argument
feems neceflary to juftify their application to that fe-
vere, but wholefome difcipline, with which God had
been pleafed to vifit and chaftife his chofen people in
the temporary defolation of their country.

In the words which follow, §an v @A, our
tranflators have chofen to follow the Vulgate Latin
and Arabic verfions, and render them, and 10 feal up
the vifion and prophecy, in preference to the printed
Hebrew text, which exhibits 82, and prophet, and
herein has the concurrence of the greater part of, if
not all, the collated MSS*, together with the Greek
verfions of the Seventy and Theodotion. . It is poffible .
that thofe, who firft adopted the word prophecy, might

which word follows prefently after in the fame verfe, and perhaps
might have caught the tranfcriber’s eye by ftanding immediately under
the former. N. B. o is found in 40 MSS. and rmeon for rxen
in 70 MSS.
* In one MS. the au is omitted before »23, and in another it is
w237 ; but ne authority occurs for reading mwan, and propbecy.
 attend
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attend only to the primary and moft obvious ufe of a
feal, that of clofing up a letter or writing, in order to
keep the contents of it fecret for a time; and this
they might the rather be difpofed to do, 'as the image
is manifeftly thus applied to @ viffon or prophecy twice
in the twelfth chapter at the 4th and gth verfes.
Since therefore there was no accommodating a feal in
this fenfe to zbe propbe: himfelf, they might think
themfelves juftified by the neceflity of the cafe
~in corre&ing a fuppofed error by fubftituting the
thing inftead of the perfon. But by the annexing of a
feal another purpofe, we know, is likewife anfwered,
namely, that of authenticating the deed or inftrument
~ to which it is affixed. And thus the feventy years
defolation, being the accomplifhment of what had
been predidted by the prophet Jeremiah concerning
Judah and Jerufalem, ferved not only to feal or atteft
the truth of the prophecy itfelf, but alfo to afcertain
" the facred chara&er of the prophet, who uttered it in
the name of the Lord *,

I come now to the laft member of the verfé,
WD TR MR, and to anoint the moff holy, ot
boly of bolies ; by which it is ufual to underftand the

* Thus Chrift is faid to have been fealed by God the fatber, when by
the miracles which he wrought his divine miffion was fully authenticated;
John vi. 24. and thus Chriftians were fealed by baving the earneft of the
Joirit given them in their bearts, attefting and {hewmg to whom they
belonged. 2 Cor. i 22.

C 2 | confe-



(20 ) \
confecrating of the Mefliah, that is, the Chrift, or
anointed, - to his facred office. But how ‘plaufible
foever this may appear, when the words are taken by
themfelves, they cannot be -fo underftood, when ap-
plied to the context, unlefs it be made appear that
Chrift was a&ually confecrated to, or entered upon,
his office within the time fpecified. But that is im-
poflible, even upon the moft favourable fuppofition of
feventy weeks of profperity, inftead of fo many years
of defolation, without affuming an arbitrary and im-
probable date to begin from. But the words ¥
WP . are, I believe, conftantly applied in the old te-
- ftament not to perfons, but to things, to the temple
or fan&tuary itfelf, the altar, veffels, and utenfils be-
longing to the temple, together with the offerings,
and other appurtenances of the temple worfhip ; and
it was by the ceremony of anointing that thefe things
were dire@ed to be cleanfed and fan&ified *, fo
as to be fitted to appear in the prefence of that pure
and holy Being, to whom this worfhip was direced.
On the other hand we are likewife told, that by the
fins and tranfgreflions of the people, and particularly
by their idolatries, all thefe things were polluted and
made common *, and inftead of remaining meft holy
unto the Lord, were rendered abominable and offen-
five in his fight®. If therefore the punifhment in-
flited on the Jews proved the means of recovering

* Exod. xxx. 25——29. * Ezek, xxiii. 38, 39.
® Prov. xv. 8. Lam.ii 7. b
them
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them from their backflidings and idolatry, of expi-
ating their iniquity, and working in them a thorough
reformation and amendment, it would of courfe be a
- means of reftoring them to the divine favour, and
confequently would render both the place and in-
ftruments of their worfhip once more acceptable unto
God, by cleanfing them from the defilements they
had before contrated. And this therefore might
juftly be fliled in metaphorical language, which is
the language of prophecy, an anointing, or fan&ify-
ing anew, of their moff boly things.

Berore we proceed farther, let us recapitulate what
has been faid, and clofe our obfervations upon this
verfe. By the interpretation here offered we find one
of the principal obje&ions obviated, which lay to for-
mer folutions ; for we have now a reply directly to the
matter and occafion of the prophet Daniel’s prayer.
It was no other than the feventy years defolation,
as foretold by Jeremiah, which had exercifed his
thoughts, and put him upon making his addrefs
to God. He bhad acknowledged the manifold and
great provocations of his countrymen, and pa-
thetically defcribed and lamented the miferies that
had enfued ; intreating the Lord at length to turn
from the fiercenefs of his wrath, to pardon and re-
ftore again to favour his once loved peaple, and to
repair the breaches that had been made in his fanc-
tuary, and in the city that was called by his holy

name.



name. His prayer was heard; and the Angel was
commiflioned to thew him, that the late judgments,

which had befallen his people, were not intended
for their final deftru@ion, but as a merciful vifitation .
to corre& their enormities, and to bring about the
falutary purpofes of reformation ;. confequently, when
the time deftined for thefe purpofes fhould be com-
pleted, and they fhould be made fenfible of the hand
of God by the full accomplithment of his predictions,

they would then find themfelves again reinftated in
his favour, and in the free exercife of their moft holy
religion. What could be more appofite than this ?—
Nor is. there the leaft force put either upon the terms,

or upon their grammatical conftru&ion, to make them

fpeak fuch a fenfe: the whole is eafy and natural.

1 fhall therefore take leave to read the 24th verfe ac-

cording to the following literal tranflation ; Sevensy,

1 fay, feventy years of reff (or defolation) have been
upon thy people and upon thy holy city, to check vhe re-
volt, and to put an end to fins, and to make atone-
ment for iniquity, and to bring again the righteoufnefs
of ancient times, and to feal (i.e. authenticate) zhe
 divine oracle, and the prophet, (who delivered it} and
to anoint (i. e. fan&ify anew) zbe moft holy things.

I rroceED now to confider the 25th verfe, where-
in I think we fhall fee pointed out the entire period,
in which the Jews continued to enjoy, without any
confiderable interruption at leaft, the privileges they

werc
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were reftored to upon the expiration of their cap-~

tivity, together with the moft mten;ﬂmg occurrences
of that period. '

ma% e 3 Nsn @ Soem yam ver. 2s.
DYy DY MY oYY TR e Y o
NP P XTI 2 NN IR Ot -

Know therefore and underfland, that from the going
Joreh of the commandment to reflore and to build Feru-
Jalem unto the Meffiah the prince fball be feven weeks
and thresfeore and two weeks; the fireet foall be buslt
again, and the wall, even in troublous times.

Tre Angcl having accounted, as we have already
feen, for the events that were paft, begins now to
foretel future ones after the following manner ; And
thou fbalt know and underfiand, that from the going
Jorth of a decree to rebuild ferufalem—Thus far with
refpe& to the tranflation I apprehend there will be
little or no controverfy ; for though fome of the
Greek verfions exhibit a different fenfe of the words
a5 3w, which are here rendered, 20 rebduild, no
man who is at all verfed in Hebrew will deny, that
by the idiom of that language the vesb 3%, in con-
ftru&ion with another verb, denotes a repetition of the
a&ion exprefled by the latter verb. Accordingly our
tranﬂators, who in the text had clofely followed the

Hebrew
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Hebrew idiom, and rendered, #0 reffore and to build,
have in the margin glven a more liberal turn to the
phrafe, viz. z0 build again ; and prefently after in this
fame verfe have done the like in the text itfelf, where
- what we read, tbe fireet fball be built again, isin the
original, MMM W, fball return and be built. But
the point moft likely to be contefted is, what decree
or commandment is here defigned. I fhall not now
repeat what has been before urged againft the proba-
bility of any decree pofterior to that of Cyrus*, or in
favour of taking the date of that decree for the @ra,
from whence to compute the following times. I fhall
only obferve, that by the interpretation juft now pro-
pofed of the 24th verfe the latter hypothefis is almoft
reduced to a certainty. For granting that in the pre-
ceding verfe. the feventy years defolation was the fub-
je& fpoken of, upon that footing at leaft it can fcarcely
be imagined, that by zbe decree, {pecified in the words
immediately following to be a decree for rebuilding
Ferufalem, any other could be intended than the edi&
of Cyrus, which, as we are told Ezra i. 1. was
iffued for this very purpofe, that the word of the Lord
by the mouth of Feremiah, who foretold both the
defolation itfelf, and the time of it’s termination, mighs

be fulfilled *.

*P.6 7. .
* The learned Profeffor Mickaclis ( Ept_/l ad D. I. Pringle, p. 94.)
fuppofes the decree here fpoken of to be no other than the prophecy
itfelf, which had juft proceeded from the mouth of God. On this

THE
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'The words =033 M1 9, which come next in order,
are, I think, both rightly tranflated, wmso the Meffiah

fuppofition indeed the difference in point-of time would be but inconfi-
derable, as the prophecy preceded the decree of Cyrus but a few
menths only. But the argument brought in fupport of this opinion ap-
pears not fufficiently conclufive. He obferves that at ver. 23. we read,
=341 R¥, the commandment came forth ; from whence he infers the necef-
fity of underftanding 3% N¥», the going forth of the commandment, or de-
cree, as we render it, ver. 25. to refer precifely to the fame thing. Now
though it be a very good rule in the general, whereby to judge of the
doubtful fenfe of 4 term or phrafe, to compare it with the ufe of the fame
term or phrafe by the fame author, and efpecially in the neighbouring
context, yet it is a rule that will not always hold good. In the 25th
verfe the commandment is particularly fpecified to be for tbe rebuilding
of Jerufalem ; but the commandment before fpoken of at the 23d verle
cannot poffibly be fo underftood. There it is faid, a¢ the beginning of
by fupplications the commandment came forth; but if this be God’s com-
mandment for rebuilding Jerufalem, we muft conclude this to have been
the firft time of his notifying any fuch purpofe. And fo indeed our Au-
‘thor feems to fuppofe, when he fays, ¢ precari incipiente Daniele, ftatim
¢ Deus illa verba, quaz verfu 24 — 27 legimus, in ccelo pronuntiat, ac
¢ tanquam ex fatorum libris recitat.” (Epif. ¢ fupra p.29.) But the
fa& is otherwife; for God had before notified that purpofe by Ifaiah,
as we have already feen, and exprefsly named Cyrus for the execution
of it. Ifai. xriv. 28. xLv. 13. — If it be asked, To what then do I
- fuppofe the commandment v. 23. to refer, I anfwer, that with the ge-
nerality of interpreters I underftand no other by it, than a commiffion
given by God to the angel to go and fhew Daniel all the following par-
ticulars, as a mark of God's fpecial favour; and this I conceive to be
the moft natural import of the words taken together, 4t the beginning of
thy [upplications an order came forth, in purfuance of which I am come to
fbew thee, becaufe thou art greatly beloved of God s therefore attend to the
-order, and confider the vifion, or revelation; that is, “underftand by whofe

D the
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the prince, and alfo rightly referred to the coming of
our Saviour; than which no event can poflibly be
conceived more important and interefting to the Jewifh
nation in general, whether we underftand his firft
coming to preach to them the gofpel of his kingdom,
or his fecond coming to punifh their ingratitude and
infidelity. Both perhaps may be found to come within

< authority I come, and confider the import of what is now révéaled to

“thee.” But itis objected, p. 30. that in the narrative not a word is faid

of any fuch order ; on the contrary the angel pretends to come of his own

accord, and from his own particular regard for Daniel. As to the firft

part of the objeétion, I reply, that when St Luke relates the appearance

of the fame angel to Zacharias, the father of John the Baptift, ch. i 11,

the Evangelift i his own perfon fays no more, than that tbe angel appeared

o Zackarias. But does this imply that he was not fent ? If it does, we

muft difbelieve the angel himfelf, who fays afterwards, nearly as he is

fuppofed to do here, I am Gabriel, that fiand in the preferice of God, and

am fent to fpeak unto thee, and to fbew thee thefe glad tidings. ver. 19,

And as to the notion that Gabriel pretends to come purely out of friend-

fhip and of his own accord, I marvel much whence this can be col-

le@ted. For whatever idea the Scriptures may give us of the benevolence

of the holy angels, they no where, I think, encourage a belief, that thefe

bleffed Spirits ever interfere in human affairs without the Almlghtys

bidding ; but they are fimply reprefented as the Minifters of his provi-

dence, employed on his behalf, and always attentive to perform his will.
Can it then be fuppofed, . that one of the moft immediate: attendants on .
the divine prefence would rafhly defert his poft, in order to carry an-
officious piece of intelligence to one upon earth, for which he had no

authority or dire@ion from his Superior ? — Upon the whole then, the -
‘commandment v. 23. -does not appear to be a commandment for re-

,Imildmg Ferufalem, and confequently cannot be the fame with that which

is exprefsly determined fo to be ver.25; fo that the argument for con-

cluding both to be the fame from the fimilarity of expreffion, and botfx

to intend the prophecy now before us, of courfe falls to the ground.

the
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 the intention of this prophecy, when we examine the
diftin@ periods which are noted by the numbers that
fallow. At prefent let it fuffice to obferve, that the.
titles here made ufe of are exadly of the fame import
with thofe given, probably by the fame angel *, to.our
Saviour in notifying his birth to the Shepherds, For
P yout is bora this day in the city of David a Savioury
which is Curist Tie Lorp*. His apoftles likewife
fpeak of him in the fame terms in their firft preachmg
to-the Jews after his refurre@ion. God, fay they, bath
made tbis /ame Fefus, whom ye have crucified, both Lorp
and Curist®. And again, Him bath God exalted te
be a PrincE and a Saviour <. 'The reafon of thefe
titles is fo very obvious, and both the nature of Chrift’s
office, and the authority of his kingdom, are fo largely
fet forth in Scripture, that it .would be needlefs to
dwell longer on the {ubject +.

* The name of the angel who appeared to the Shepherds is not men-
tioned, Luk. fi. g. but as the angel who was fent to Zacharias, and to
the Virgin Mary, was:Gsbriel, Luk. i. 19, 26. it is probable that the
fame was-cmpployed on this errand alfo.

s Lek. ii. 11. » A&tsii. 36. . ¢ A@&sV. 31.

"+ M. Michaclis here conjeCtures the true reading to have been, 1
01 rmem, unto the Meffiab aND the Prince,or General, meaning by the latter
‘the Roman General Titus. £piff. ad D. 7. Pringle, p. 81. But no fuch
reading is countenanced by any of the ancient verfions, or by the collated
MSS. Nor do I think the learned Critic himfelf would have entertained any
-fuch notion, had-he not been mifled by the wrong conftrution adopted
.in the 26th verfe,. where mwn and 7 feem to be oppofed, but are not,
as will be fhewn in its proper place. Befides, with fubmiffion to the
Profeffor’s judgment, may it not appear an improper violation of the

D2 I come
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I come now to the confideration of that part of the
prophecy, which is of the utmoft nicety and impor-
tance in itfelf, and at the fame time appears moft in-
tricate and difficult ; namely, to fettle the precife num-
bers here made ufe of, and to adjuft the periods whick
are determined by them. It hath already been noticed
in part, what hard fhifts they have been reduced to,
and what inextricable difhiculties they have at laft
found themf{elves involved in, who following the He-
brew text, as it ftands at prefent in the printed copies,
fixed and determined by the Maforetic' vowels, have
fought to accommodate the feveral periods to any fe-
ries of events, which with the leaft degree of - proba—
bility could be made to correfpond with the terms and
general {cope of the predi@ion®. It would be endlefs
to enumerate all the feveral hypothefes; the moft pro-
bable ones have been before touched upon; but let it
fuffice to fay in the general, that none has yet been
offered, in which a mind, no way given to fcepticifm,
but only prudently and properly confiderate, can ac-
quiefce with a fober and wellgrounded conviion.
This, I think, may fairly lead one to {ufpe, that the
prefent reading of the Hebrew copies is not fuch as it

fhould be, but hath either fuffered by the miftakes of

laws of decorum, to have affociated together in fuch a manner, as of
equal rank, two perfons, onc of whom was confeffedly of a charalter
. infinitely fuperior to the greateft earthly monarch?

*P.g—13. :
tranfcribers
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tranfcribers, who have erred in nothing more than in
copying numerals; or elfe that it hath been corrupted
by the ignorance of thofe, who have added the vowels
injudicioufly, and, I doubt, have in fome inftances
been guilty of an encroachment upon the letters them-
felves, where a fmall alteration tallied better with their
prejudices and. prepofleflions. Certain it is, that the
ground of fufpicion in the prefent cafe is much con-
firmed by a view of the different numbers, that are
. acually found in fome of the ancient verfions and ci-
tations of authors, and alfo in the Hebrew Manuferipts
themfelves, which have of late been collated. In the
_ prefent Hebrew printed copies we read, nyay owaw
oy o oA thall be weeks feven and weeks
threefcore and rwo. But in the Greek verfion of Daniel
by the Sewenty, lately publifhed from an ancient Ma-
nufcript, long fought after, and at length happily dif-
covered in the Chigian Library at Rome*, (in which,
though there appears much mangling, interpolation,
and tranfpofition, fome valuable readings have been
preferved ) the numbers are repeatedly given in two.
places of this paflage, erra xai ebdounxovra xas eEnrovra dvo,.
Sfeven and feventy, and fixty two; and in one of the
places we find xaipss, 2imes, added to the numbers feven.
and feventy, and erwv, years, to the numbers fixty

wo.- Thefe numbers I apprehend to be according. to-

#* The Greek verfion of the book of Daniel, heretofore in ufe,. appcars-
to have been not that of the LXX, but of Theodeotion.

the:



(30 )

the true and original reachng, and ‘we may trace the
vefliges of them even in the Hebrew printed copy it-
felf, ncgle,&ing the vowels only, and allowing a very
fmall and eafy variation. For prefixing the fingle letter
y to W, (for which we have alfo the authority of
one of the oldeft and moft valuable Hebrew Manu-
{cripts in the Bodleian Library *) we may then read
DY DWen WO YA WaY, and the literal
tranflation will be, weeks feven and feventy, and three-
Jecore and two. Here we may obferve, that to the num-
bers threefcore and two no fubftantive at all is added to
exprefs the thing numbéred ; it remains indeterminate
therefore whether weeks, or years, or any other limi-
tation of time, fhould be fupplied. Nor would there
be any thing abfurd in fuppofing that it was defign-
edly {eft thus indefinite, in order to keep up in fome
degree the enigmatical nature of a prophetic prediQion.
But in the very fame Manufcript already mentioned we
find the word My itfelf, which is wanting to exprefs
years, not indeed in its proper place, but tranfpofed and
Jubftituted inftead of Pyaw feven; which, though cer-
tainly wrong as it ftands at prefent, affords 4 firong
prefumption at leaft that it once had a place in the
neighbourhood — Compare the numbers thus reftored
and determined with the hiftorical dates according to
the received chronology, and you will fee an accomplifh-

* Heb. MS. Bopie1an. catalogued Zaud. 4. 162. prefumed to be not
fefs than 800 years old.

ment
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ment of the prophecy to an aftonifhing degree of exad-
nefs. For reckoning feventy feven weeks, or 539 years,
from the date of Cyrus’s decree, which is allowed to-
have taken place in the 536th year before the vulgat
Chriftian Zra, we fhall come to the fourth year of that
ZEra; and confequently the birth’ of Chrift, the firft
caming of the Meffiah, which by the learned is now
pretty generally agreed to have been in the third or
fourth year before the commencement of that fra,

will fall within the courfe of the feventy feventh week *,

* Cyrus’s decree is generally allowed to have been iffued in the year
of the Julian Period 4178; and though it be not faid in what month,
we may fairly prefume it to have been in the beginning of that year.
For in the feventh month (Offober) the Ifraclites, being already fettled
in their refpective cities, affembled at Jerufalem, and kept the feaft of ta-
bernacles, Ezraiii. 1— 6. Now if we allow the neceflary time for makin
the decree known to all the Jews difperfed throughout the Perfian domi-
nions, for their preparations for the journey, for the journey itfelf; (which
coft Ezra not lefs than four months, though his company was fmall in
comparifon, Ezra vii. 9.} and laftly, for the fettling of them in their cities,
before they could conveniently come to Jerufalem, we fhall hardly think
cight months more than fufficient for all this bufinefs. Granting there-
fore that the decree came forth in the beginning of the year 4178, and
adding 76 weeks, or 532 years, the 76th week will be complete at the
beginning of the year 4710. — Now if the time of Herod’s death could
be fixed, it would be a means of afcertaining pretty nearly the date of
Chrift’s birth, which certainly preceded that event, but not many
months, as I am inclined to think for reafons, which may be collected
from comparing Matt. ii. with Luk. ii. 39. But Herod’s death hap-
pened a little before the paffover in the year of Rome 750 or 751, (See
Lardner’s Credibility, append. p. 569.) that is, according to Parro, in the
year 4711, or 4712, of the Julian Period. If therefore we fuppofe our
Saviour to have been born in the September preceding, (which is a much

And
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And further, if the full period of feventy feven weeks
be lengthened onward by the addition of threefcore
and two years, we fhall then arrive at the fixty fixth
year of the Chriftian Zra, the very year of the breaking
out of the Jewith war, which our Saviour himfelf fre-
quently points out for the time of his fecond Coming .
So precifely and literally beyond conception was this
predi@ion verified in a divided, as well as in a com-
pounded, fenfe, that from the going forth of a commanad-
ment, Of decree, to rebuild Ferufalem unto the Meffiab
2he Prince, thould be feventy and feven weeks, and three~
feore and two years*.

more likely feafon than the 2 5th of December) his coming in both cafes
will fall within the 77th week, cither in the firft, or in the fecond year of
{it; which is abundantly fufficient to anfwer the prediction; it being ac-
cording to common ufage in general computations, to confider & day,
a week, or a year, as complete with refpect to an action, which took up
any part of it. Thus Deut. xiv. 28. 4 tbe end of, or after three years,
is exprefled ch.xxvi.12. in the third year. And when Rehoboam, 2 Chron.
x. 5. ordered the people to come again to him after three days, it is faid,
v. 12. that they came on the third day, as the king bade. And not to mul-
tiply inftances, our Lord’s predictions concerning himfelf, that after three
days be fbould rife again, Mark viii. 31. and that the Son of man flould be
tbree days and tbree nights in the beart of the earth, Matt. xii. 40. are in
- this manner underftood to be fulfilled by his rifing on the third morning,
although it is manifeft he lay in the grave but a very fmall part of the
firft and laft days
* Matt. xvi. 28, xxiv. 3.-
* A very learned Friend, who was early made acquamtcd with the pro-
pofal of accounting for the feventy feven weeks and threefcore and two
_years, as ftated in the preface, was &aggered with the objetion that arofe
_ from transferring the furplus of years in the 77th wcck to the following

BuTr
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But before I advance farther, I muft be allowed to
take notice of an argument urged by a very able and
learned critical writer ¥, becaufe it feems not altoge-
ther without its weight; although the conclufion I
mean to deduce from it will be fomewhat different
from that which the author intended. The argument
is founded on a celebrated paffage in Jofephus’s hiftory
of the Jewifh war, in which that hiftorian obferves,
that what chiefly animated his countrymen to take up
arms, was their dependence on an ambiguous oracle
found in their facred writings, that aAsouT THAT TIME

fome one from their country fbould rule over the world.
<« This,” fays Jofephus, ¢ they underftood as appro-
<« priated to themfelves, and many of the wife men
<t were miftaken in their judgment concerning it. But
¢ what the oracle pointed. out was the fovereignty of
«¢ Vefpafian, who was proclaimed Emperor in Judea.” ¢

period. An objection which would equally have weighed with me perhaps,
had the time been computed from the going forth of the decree unto
‘the birth of the Mefliah feventy feven weeks, and from the birth of the
Mefliah unto his fecond coming threefcore and two years. But the form
of the expreffion leads us to compuyte the two advents, not the latter
from the former, but both alike from the going forth of Cyrus’s decree;
{o that allowing from that decree to the firft coming of Chrift to be fe-
venty feven weeks, yet it is alfo faid, that from that decree to the fecond
coming thould be feventy feven weeks and threefcore and two years, that
is, in all fix hundred and one years.
* Michaclis Epift. ad D. Joan. Pringle fo. 105, &c.

+ Lib. vi. ¢. 5. §. 4. To &% smapar awrss pakisw ®ess v wohspor,
: E The
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The fame obfervation is made likewife by the heathen
hiftorians Suetonius + and Tacitusi. Upon this our
learned author reafons in the following manner;
1. That fince the oracle fpoken of was one that mark-
ed out a certain determinate time, it could be no
other than this prophecy of Daniel, becaufe though
there were others in the facred writings which foretold
of the Mefhiah, there was none but this that pretended
to aflign the precife time of his coming. 2. That the
oracle, which drew the Jews into rebellion, and was
fo egregioufly miftaken by their wife men, was the
fame which that hiftorian applied to the Emperor Vef-
pafian. And therefore, 3. That the time mentioned
in the prophecy muft have appeared to coincide with
the times of the Jewilh war, and of Vefpafian’s ex-

2emrp® ap®Goros opaiss & s ssgois tupnpsies geappeacy, o KATA
“TON KAIPON EKEINON, amo T xwpds Tis autoy agfa s oimoupsemg.’”
TE 08 ey ws aixeny eZeAalor, Xy woRos Ty coQuv sxAammray wEe s
xeprsy. soyAs & apa wegs Tw Oviaramars 1 Aoyer nspoviay, amodexJeilos
o7 18daicts avroxpaTp®@-.

+ Suetonius de Vita Vefpafiani, cap. iv. Percrebuerat oriente toto ve-
tus & conftans opinio, effe in fatis, ut eo tempore Judza profeéti rerum
potirentur Id de Imperatore Romano quantum eventu poftea predic-
tum paruit. Judzi ad fe trahentes, rebellarunt.

'} Tacitus Hift. lib. v. c. 13. Pluribus perfuafio merat, antiquis fa-
cerdotum literis contineri, eo ipfo tempore fore, ut valefceret Oriens,
profe&ique Judza rerum potirentur. Qua ambages Vefpafianum ac
Titum predixerant. Sed vulgus, more humanz cupidinis, f{ibi tantam

fatorum magnitudinem interpsetati, ne adverfis quidem ad vera muta-
bantur,

altation
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altation to the imperial dignity. But it was impoflible,
our author thinks, that not the vulgar only, but even
the learned among the Jews, and Jofephus himfelf, a
man eminently fkilled in chronology, could have fo
far mifcalculated the time, as they muft have done
according to every {uppofition, if they had found fe-
venty weeks only in their facred copies, as we read at
prefent. And thus far in all probability his reafoning
may hold. But when he proceeds to infer, (as indeed,
to do him juftice, he only does by a very modeft infi-
nuation) that Jofephus certainly followed the reading
and mode of computation, which he himfelf has adopt-
ed, the conclufion, I doubt, is more than the pre-
mifles will warrant. For, I think, it appears from what
T have before advanced, taking no greater liberties in-
reforming the text than this Gentleman himfelf has
done, and which, I truft, are no more than the laws of
criticifm will warraat, that both Jofephus and his
countrymen might otherwife have been juftified in
their expe&ations from this prophecy, in following the
- commonly received computation of time, which is far
lefs liable to exception than that of lunar years, which -
he has imagined. For from the very nature of the
Jewith eftablifhment it is abundantly evident, that
though they might have reckoned a year or two to-
gether, as confifting of twelve lunar months, they ne-
ver did nor could have carried on the fame kind of
reckoning for any long continued feries of years in
| E 2 fucceflion
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fucceflion * — But whatever force there may be in this
author’s argument, it will undoubtedly extend a great

* A Lunar year confifting of twelve Lunar months, or 354 days, falls
fhort of the aftronomical Solar year, with which the feafons return, by
about eleven days. Confequently with thofe who compute their time by
fuch lunar years, the beginning of their year muft make a very quick
circuit through all the different feafons fucceflively. But among the
Jews the beginning of their year was by the' Mofaic conftitutions necef~
farily determined to one particular feafon. The Month 4&:b, or Nifan, in.
which they came out of Egypt, was ordained to be unto them zbe Je-
ginning of mombs, tbe firft month of the year ; Exod. xii. 2. On the four=
teenth day of this month the Pafchal lamb was to be killed, ver. 6. the
fifteenth was the firft of the days of unleavened bread, and was kept as
a fabbath, or day of holy reft, in which no fervile work was to be done,
Lev. xxiii. 6, 7. and on the morrow after this fabbath, n Svrge 7ar efuar
wusezy m & tsw xy dnamy, fays Fofepbus, Ant. Jud. lib. iii c.ro. §. 5. they were
directed to bring a fheaf of the firft fruits for a wave offering before the
Lord, to be accepted for them. This was the beginning of their barley
harveft, the day in which they firft put the fiskle to their corny nor were
they at liberty to tafte of the fruits of their ground, neitber Bread, nor
parched corn, nor greem ears, until they bad brought this offering unto their
Gad. Lev. xxiii. 10 — 14. From this time they were required to num-
ber feven complete weeks, and on the fiftieth day to offer a new meat
offering unto the Lord of the Arf? fruits of their wheat barveft. Lev. xxiii.
15, &c. Exod. xxxiv. 22. Alfo on the fifteenth day of the feventh
month they were commanded to obferve 1be feaf of tabernacles, otherwife
called ke feaft of ingathering, after that they bad gathered in thesr corn and
their wine. Compare Lev. xxiii. 39. Exod. xxiii. 16. Deut. xvi. 13. Now
it is obvious that thefe ordinances could not have been obferved but fel-
dom at their appointed times, had the beginning of the Jewith year been
as variable with refpect to the feafons, as a courfe of lunar years would
make it. For in ahout fixteen fuch years each feafon would be changed
for it’s oppofite ; autumn would be ftept into the place of fpring; and
the month 4bib, inftead of being the month of greem ears, as the name
imports, would fall in after all the fruits were already houfed in the

deal
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deal farther than he has carried it. For it is very cer~
tain, that the expe@ations of the coming of the Meffiah

barns. It it true, that in order to begin the year uniformly with the firft
day of the moon, the Jews gave the name of a year fometimes to twelve
lunar months, and that for two years fucceffively; in like manner as we
for a fimilar reafon reckon three years together of 365 days each, referv-
ing the exceeding hours, as they did the days, to be accounted for in an
aftcr-rcckoning. Accordingly the third year was fure to be with them
a kind of Leap year, by the intercalation of an additional month, which
. they called Ve-adar; and thus, by repeated intercalations duly made, their
reckoning in the long run was brought to correfpond pretty nearly with
Solar Computation, and the beginning of their year to fall im muche
about the fame feafon, and at no great diftance from the vernal equinox ;
w xpm T whx yedswros, as Jofephus teftifies, Ant. Fud. lib. iii. c. 10, §. 5.
Things being fo, with what propriety can it be fuppofed that a feries of
lunar years was here preditted, when it is manifeft that the Jews had
not, and probably noother nation then on earth had, any fuch reckon-
ing in ufe ? Or muft it not appear a very fallacious mode of proceeding,
to make ufe of a term in a fenfe different from the common acceptation
of it, without giving previous and diftin¢t notice of fuch a defign ? Our
learned advocate for thefe abbreviated lunar years (which others indeed
before him had imagined) is well aware of all that can be faid againft
them, and ingenuoufly owns, that at firft fight it feems more natural to
conceive folar years to be intended than lunar ones. But he had tried
folar years, he fays, in all manner of ways, and could find na notable
events at all to correfpond with the dates. On the contrary, when he
came to make trial with lunar ones, he found the events anfwer the pre-
diction with the utmoft accuracy. And this he thinks fufficient both to
clear up, and alfo to vindicate the ufe of fo uncommon a mode of com-
putation, at leaft in a prophecy, where ambiguity is no objection before
the time of it’s accomplithment. Epif. ad D. §. Pringle, p. 203, 204.
But what is this remarkable coincidence of events, that appears fo much
to the purpofe ? Why, having firft fettled with himfelf that the terms
may poffibly be rendered feventy Weeks, and feventy, and fixty two, to

were
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were never ftronger nor more univerfally prevalent
among the Jews, than about the time of our Saviour’s
birth. Hence the numbers of thofe, who in Jerufalem
are faid to have waited at that time for redemption, and
the confolation of Ifrael*; perfons far advanced in years
too; to one of whom notwithftanding it had been 7e-
vealed by the holy ghoft, that he fhould not fee death,
until he had [feen the Lord’s Chriff*. Hence alfo the
jealoufy of Herod left this great perfon fhould fup-
plant him in his kingdom; and hence his bloody at-
tempt to cut him off in his infancy ©. Hence the flock-

which latter numbers he is pleafed by conjeGure to fubjoin yeasrs, he then
praceeds to calculation, and finds that by the affumption of lunar years
not only the fum of the three periods taken together will give a date
that falls in with the times of the Jewith war; but that the two former
of them terminate, the one in the taking of Jerufalem by Pompey the
great, the other in the reduction of Judea to the condition of 2 Roman
province. Both thefe events I grant to be memorable ones, and of much
importance to the civil conftitution of the Jews. But what near or im-
mediate relation have they to the coming of the Mefliah, in which lies
the diftinguifthing excellence of the hypothefis above laid down in the
text, that both the periods fpecified have an equal relation to the adveng
of that great perfon; with this further advantage allo, that the numbers
given are not from a mere conjecture or fancy of my own, but are fup-
ported by the oldeft verfion extant, exhibiting, for all that we know to
the contrary, the approved and ordinary conftruction put upon the terms
in thofe early times. But I fhall purfue this matter no farther, leaving
it to fuch of the learned as may chance to perufe thefe obfervations (and
I know none more capable than the learned Profeffor himfelf ) to deter-
mine of the comparative probability at leaft of the two hypothefes in
this particular.
s Luke ii. 25, 38 ® Luke ii. 26. ¢ Matt. ii. 3, 16.

ing
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-ing of the multitudes to John the Baptift *, and their
mufing in their bearts concerning him, whezher ke
were the Chrift, or not®. Nor was it the common peo-
ple only, whofe attention was thus attraded towards
him ; their very rulers themf{elves fent the minifters of
relxglon to enquire into his chara&er, who feemed very
much difturbed and perplexed, when they heard him
declare that he was not the Chrift . When our Savi-
our himfelf appeared afterwards, the whole nation al-
moft feemed ready to devote themfelves to his fervice,

~ if he would but have taken upon himfelf the ftate and

chara&er of a temporal prince and deliverer ; for fuch
they had fondly conceived their Mefliah would be.

And when they found themfelves difappointed in him,

who was indeed the real Mefliah, although his king-

.dom was not of this world, they were many of them

ready to follow the fortunes of impoftors, by whom
they were frequently betrayed to their ruin®. Thefe
early expe@ations muft be fuppofed to have fome fcrip-
tural foundation likewife; for fcarce any thing elfe

‘could have procured them fuch ftrong and univerfal
credit. But the time of our Saviour’s birth was at too
great a diftance from that of which Jofephus has {po-
ken, being a difference of not lefs than feventy years,
for to admit a fuppofition that the one could poffibly be

* Matt. iii, 5. Mark. i. 5. * Luk. iii. 15. ¢ Joh.i. 59, &c.
¢ A&s v. 36, 37 xxi. 38.  Jofeph. Antiq. lib. xx. c. 7. §. 6,10
De Bell. Jud, lib. ii. c. 13. §. 4, 5.

miftaken
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miftaken in calculation for the other. What then?
Had this {criptural prophecy fixed on both times for
the Mefliah’s appearance? It had done fo upon the
footing on which I have placed it ; but, I think, after
no other plan or mode of interpretation whatever.

LeT us proceed now to the confideration of the

‘remainder of this verfe, where the words, /330 awn

SNPN PIXY M 2N, are by our tranflators ren-
dered, t)ve Sireet [ball be built again, and the wall, even
in troublous times. To this tranflation the following
objections occur; firft, that the verbs Mnyan awn,
being both feminine, cannot by the rules of grammar
be conftru@ed with the following nouns, which are
mafculine. But granting that this objection might be
got over by making Jerufalem the fubje of the verbs,
and the nouns freet and wa// to be ufed in appofition ;
it may pext be queftioned by what authority the word
Y1 s interpreted to fignify @ wa/l. In this fenfe it
is certainly ufed no where elfe; and, I think, it will
be found difficult to account how any fuch meaning
can be deduced from its root, or from any term of
affinity with it*. To this may be added, that after it

* Dr Prideaux fays, that ymn ought to be rendered 4 ditch; bug then
he is for giving a figurative fenfe to it, as indeed he does to 2wm, frect,
and to the whole verfe; which I can never be brought to acquiefce in,
whilft a literal conftruction is admiffible. The Profeffor Michaelis owns
himfelf totally at a lofs, and unable to fatisfy himfelf with his own or
any other conjetures about the true fenfe of thefe words.

had
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had been faid, that Jerufalem fhould be built again, it
was {carcely neceffary to fpecify that it fhould be built
with a fireez; for how elfe could it well be fuppofed
to be built as a city? And laftly, by the zroublous
times it is ufual to underftand thofe, in which the
walls were repaired under Nehemiah, who had to
contend with the infidious practices of Sanballat and
his companions®, But it feems not very likely, that
an oppofition fo weak and inconfiderable, which only
ferved to create an alarm, but had not power to in-
terrupt the progrefs of the work, could be deemed of
confequence enough to be fo particularly noticed and
predi@ed. In fome of the ancient verfions the words
2™ and $1 are rendered in a different fenfe ; and
in the Greek of the Sevenzy in particular they-are ex-
prefled by e xharog xar pneos, in breadth and length. But
1 apprehend that by the alteration of a fingle point they
~ are both inftead of nouns-to be confidered as verbs of
the infinitive mood taken gerundively, and anfwering
to the latin gerunds, f¢ dilatando et progrediendo.*
For ann fignifies properly #0 be enlarged ; and one of

s Nehem. Chap. 1v. & vi1.

* In one of the MSS. collated at Paris the latter of thefe words is
read with the prepofition a before it, yrn3y, which ftrengthens the fup-
pofition of its being a gerund ; and though 1 do not find that any of the
Collations exhibit 21m with the like prefix, yet the rendering of this
word by the Lxx with the prepofition e before it, as above fpecified,
affords fome reafon to prefume that it might have been fo read in fome
of the more ancient copies.

F the
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the primary fenfes afcribed to the other verb ¥ s #0
move or advance forward*. The whole fentence there-
fore, fetting afide the Hebrew idiom, may be thus
rendered; ## (namely, Jerufalem) fball be rebuilt, grow-
ing fill greater and more confiderable, even amidff times
of difirefs. Nor could any defcription better fuit the
condition of the Jews and their capital city in general
during the period under notice, For after their refto-
ration to their country their affairs were far from be-
ing in fo profperous a courfe, as hath fometimes been
imagined ; ‘but bating a few years of liberty, which
they enjoyed under fome of their princes of the Af-
monaan race, they were for the reft held in fervile
{fubjeion to the Perfians and other conquering pow-
ers, by whom they were frequently opprefled, and
their city five times taken and fpoiled by the enemy. *
Thefe therefore might furely with reafon be reckoned
troublous times, or times of diftrefs; but notwithftand-
ing all thefe circumftances fo unfavorable in appear-
ance, Jerufalem from a mean beginning, repeopled

* See 2 Sam. v. 24.

* The city was taken, firft, by Ptolemy the fon of Lagus, who is faid
to have carried off 100000 Jews captives, in the year before Chrift cccxx,
Secondly, by Antiochus Epiphanes in the year before Chrift eLxx, who
then did much mifchief; and two years after it was miferably plundered
and burnt by his general Apollonius. Pompey the great took it again
in the year before Chrift Lx111; after this it was taken by Antigonus
and the Parthians in the year before Chrift xr ; and lattly, by Herod in
conjunétion with Sofius the Roman Commander in the year before Chrift
xxxvit. Sece Ufferii Annales according to the abovementioned dates re-
fpectively, with references to Jofephus and other hiftorians, b

wit
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with a few impoverifhed inhabitants juft returned from
exile, was enabled to hold up its head, and daily to
improve in confideration and figure; till it was ad-
vanced at length to fuch a pitch of fplendor, magni-
ficence, and ftrength, as it never had known be-
fore, even under the moft powerful and independent of
its monarchs. Events fo very fingular and extenfively
important as thefe might well deferve to be pointed
out to notice beforehand that when they a&ually came
to pafs, the hand of an over-ruling providence might

be acknowledged in the difpofition and arrangement
of them.

FroM henceforward to the end of the chapter the
matter, I conceive, will be found wholly to relate to
the laft period, which is that of a week, or feven years,
commencing with the year of our Lord Lxvi, when
the Jewith war broke out, which is acknowledged to
be Chrift’s fecond coming®, and ending with the final
conclufion of that war in the year Lxxi. If in elu-
cidating this part of our fubje& we fhall meet with
the fame clearnefs and notoriety of evidence as hath
already attended us thus far, may we not flatter our-
felves with havmg attained to at leaft a more probable
and confiftent interpretation of this prophecy, than
any which has hitherto come to our knowledge ?

To proceed then with the 26th verfe.

* Matt, xxiv. 3.
F 2 ver, 26.
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YR N> Dweh Dwr Dwaen MmNy ver. 26,
ABYI NP K3 T OY ANt IEm WM D PRy
Py n¥en nonbn gp Wy

And after threefcore and two weeks fhall Meffiah be
cut off, but not for himfelf; and the people of the prince
that fball come [hall deftroy the city and the fanétuarys
and the end thereof fball be with a flood, and unto tbe

end of the war defolations are determined.

~ The firft words of this verfe, which according to
the reading of the printed Hebrew text our tranflators
have rendered, and after threefcore and two weeks, give us
a date, from which this latter period is to be reckoned ;
and as they are evidently defigned to mark out precifely
the fame time as the foregoing, it might be thought
fufficient perhaps to juftify the fubftituting of the fame
_numbers again, which have already been fettled ; ef-
pecially as there is good reafon to doubt of the inte-
grity of the text, both from the various readings that
are to be met with, and alfo from other fufpicious cir-
cumftances. But for more complete fatisfaion I fhall
confider the matter more diftin&ly, and endeavour to
point out upon what grounds, and by what means, the
numbers in both paffages may fairly be reduced to per-

fe@ harmony and agreement. It has before been ob-
ferved
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ferved *, that in the Greek verfion of the Sevenzy the
numerals are exa&ly alike in both paffages; with this
difference, that in one place there is no fubftantive at
all, in the other the numerals are preceded by the word
xaipous, times. In the Greek verfion of Aguila we read,

pera tag exra eblopadag xai eknxovra Ouo, after the feven

weeks and fixty two; and the fame in the Arabic ver-
fion; fo that thefe two feem to have read the Hebrew
text as it ftands at prefent, with the addition of yaw,
- Jeven, and the y before W, as in the verfe preced-
ing. In this cafe the reading followed by them and
by the Seventy with refpe& to the words exprefling
the numerals will be found to differ nothing at all,

only that, by means of a different pun&uation, what
the one have tranflated weeks, the other have more
properly rendered fevemty. Upon the joint authority
therefore of the three verfions we may read the
text, DY DY Yaw DwWawn NN, that is,
and after the [even weeks, and threefcore and two; or,
after the [eventy [evem, and threefcore amd two. But
it is not from thefe various readings only that we
are led to fufpe& a corruption in the text; there is
alfo a further proof of it to be drawn from a gramma-
tical defe@. For it is obferved as a rale in the Hebrew
language, that where the fubftantive and adje&ive are
‘brOUght clofe together in a propofition, if the fubftan-
tive has the definitive article 11, anfwering to Tue with

- s p.29.
us,
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us, prefixed to it, the fame muft be prefixed to the
adje@ive likewife. Confequently we may not here read
hafbabuim, aweeks, becaufe the next word has no fuch
article prefixed to it. But there is a very remarkable
reading to be met with in one of the ancient Bodleian
Manufcripts of good repute *; which is, DnYM,
times, inferted immediately after vamNY.  This exaély
correfponds with the xapou; of the Seventy, though
there appears no other mark of communication be-
tween them; this folves the grammatical difficulty,
and determines the next word (which in the Manu-
{cript is not pointed at all) to be bafbibim, [eventy,
and not hafbabuim, weeks; and this reduces the date
in this place to a perfe& confonancy with the forego-
ing; and, as simes is a general term comprehending
both weeks and years, this alfo fupplies the fubftantive
that is wanting to the feveral numerals that follow.
Upon all which accounts there is good reafon to con-
clude, that we have the genuine reading of the text
thus reftored upon authority, DWawn DNYR YN
s VLY OWRN YA, And after the times feventy fe

ven, and threefcore and two. , ,

In the ambiguity of the verb next fucceeding,
which may be conftrued either in an acive or paflive
{enfe, the foundation of the wrong interpretation, which
hath prevailed generally among Chriftians, feems to be

. * Hcb. MS. BopLe1aN cataloguc-d Huntingdon No. 12.
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laid. For being pointed fo as to be read paffively,
I, (yikkareth) and rendered in conjun&ion with
its fubje&®, Meffiab fball be cut off, what wonder that
the death of Chrift thould come to be confidered as
the leading obje& of the prophecy? Hence arofe a
neceflity by fome means or other to adapt the time
and other circumftances in a manner {uitable to this
fundamental hypothefis*; and hence the next words,
> pN), which in our verfion are badly rendered, 4uz
not for bimfelf, are tortured in a variety of ways be-
fides, in order to extort a fenfe,. which the natural
conftruction of them will not admit of. But fetting
prepofleflion afide, it is manifeft, that the matter all
along treated of has been no other than the fate of Je-
rufalem taken in fucceflive periods, firft defolated for
-a time, then again rebuilt and flourifhing, though
amidft the viciflitudes of fortune, and now at laft de-
voted to fall into a worfe condition than before, and
finking fo, as never, at leaft not for many, very many
ages, to rife again. Why then fhould we not read
men NN adively, and in conneion with the fol-
lowing words, @=pm WM ) 1N, rendering the whole

* The method ufually followed by the interpreters of this paflage has
been, firft taking it for granted, that the death of the Mefliah was un-
doubtedly here intended, and fixed to take place about the latter end of
thefe weeks, to count back, inverfo ordine, in order to find a fuitable
decree for the commencement of them. And this being determined ac-
cording to fancy, the reft was all accommodated "as ingenioufly as poffi-
ble ; although fometimes for this purpofe (to borrow Profeffor Micbaelis’s
wards) multis arvibus bermeneaticis, magna detorfione, opus fuit.

together
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together according to a very eafy and familiar con~
ftru&ion, Meffiab fball cut off from belonging to him
both the city and the fantiuary™®? For was not this li-
terally and in fa& the cafe? Heretofore God had ta-
ken the Jewifh nation under his more immediate care,
and had acknowledged 'a peculiar relation between
himfelf, and zbe city and fanétuary that were called by
his name. But they had rejeéted him whom God had

* Literally, Meffiab fball cut off, and meither the city nor [aniluary fhall
be to bim, or, fhall be bis.. In two MSS, one collated at Rome, the other
at Erfurt, the) is wanting before ~wn, by which means it’s dependence
on the preceding words, > px1, would appear ftill more ftrongly ; but
there is no defet in the text, as it ftands at prefent. It is furprifing how-
ever, that Bithop Lloyd, who almoft touched the truth (if I may now be
allowed to call it {o) as it were fummis digitis, did not by one effort more
arrive at the full difcovery of it. For he interprets 15 pa to fignify the
reje@ion of the Jews from being the people of the Meffiah, and is per-
fuaded that all the following paffages to the end of the chapter muft
‘needs be referred to the deftruétion of Jerufalem. But the fatal prepof-
feflion he was under in common with others refpe&ting the Mefliah’s
" death lay as a ftumbling block in his way, and turned him afide from a
« “fenfe altogether complete in itfelf, eafy, natural, and confiftent, into one
-defe@ive and labouring both in matter and form. For, firft, after % o
it is required to fupply 'y ™™, but from whence.is not very eafy to fay,

there being nothing in the context that feems readily to lead to it,
Secondly, by xan 73 p we are to underftand rbe future people of the
Prince or Meffiab, that is, the Romans; although thefe were certainly
not Chrift’s people at the time when they atchieved the deftru&ion of
the city and fan®uary. And laftly, the whole conftru&ion throughout
is extremely perplexed, not to fay ungrammatical; but particularly fo,
when we come to refer the affix pronoun in wp to its proper antecedent.
See Bithop Lloyd’s hypothefis explained by Mr Marfbal at the beginning
of his Cbronological treatife om the 70 weeks of Daniel, p. 4, 5.

fent
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fent to be their prince and their fzviour ; and were in
turn reje&ed by him whofe authority they had dif-
claimed, and were totally caft off out of his covenant
and prote@ion. Hence the Gofpel writers have con-
ftantly marked out the deftru@ion of Jerufalem and
the temple as the efpecial end of the Mefliah’s fecond-
coming, and the confequential effedts of that power,
which he fhould difplay to the confufion of his ene-

mies, and the utter abolition of their civil and religious
eftablithment *. '

Agreeably to the foregoing interpretation the next
words, 837 T3 OY N, are likewife to be taken
together, and we may tranflate them, zhe prince that
. fhall come fball defiroy the people. 'To this conftruction
no objeion can pofibly lie within itfelf, becaufe it is
what the words naturally run into of their own ac-
cord. To confider it then with refpe@ to the context.
By the prince it has been ufual to underftand Titus,
the fon of Vefpafian; and by zbe pesple the army over
which he commanded, and with which he deftroyed
- both the city and temple. But this is having recourfe
to fecondary caufes only, inftead of looking up to the
principal agent and firft mover of all, even to him, of
whom it was foretold, that be fbould fend forth his ar-
mies to deflroy thofe murderers, and to burn up their
city®. In the preceding verfe a date, we fee, was fixed

* Matt. xxiv. 3, &c. ® Matt. xxii. 7.
G for
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for the coming of one, who is pointed out by the:
double name of THE Messian TBE Prince. And if
- by the firft of thofe titles the fame individual pesfon. is
allowed ta be intended here, what neceflity cam there
be, or what reafon, tolook for another, who thould be
reprefented by the fecond ? Befides, the epithet x3m,
that fball come, carries a direé reference to the coming
before intimated, and was en that very account after~
wards made one of the titles of diftinétion, by whicls
this Meffiah and Prince came to be chara&terized and
enquired after in fucceeding times. Arz thow o epyopue-
voo, be thar [bowld come, or do.we look foxr amosher® 2
But there is likewife an efpecial fitnefs in the circum-
ftances of the cafe, which required that the. relation
of prince and people thould be particularly noticed, in
order to point out the malignity of the crime, and to
vindicate the juftice of fo terrible and rigorous a pu~
nifhment. Accordingly our Lord himfelf hath thus
marked it in his prophetic parables; in one of which
he fpeaks of himfelf as of a juftly incenfed fovereign,
bent to chaftife the infolence of difloyal citizens, who
hated his power, and had revolted from his autho-
rity *; and in another he ftiles himfelf zbe Lord of rbe
vingyard, whofe hufbandmen had wickedly abufed
their truft; and whom therefore at his coming he
fhould totally extirpate, and let out his vineyard to

* Matt. xi. 3. * Luke xix. 14, 27. .

others,
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others, £rom whom he might hope for a more reafon-
able and grateful return*.

Tue words which follow next in fucceflion, PPl
2, and the end, or rather, zhe cutting off; theresf
Il be weth & Aood, bear a very notable and convincing
- teftimony te 'the propriety of the foregoing conftruc-
tion. Fer on any other ground it is not eafy to aflign
the aatecedent, to which the pronoun rberesf has re-
fetence. The Meffiab it could not be; for how could
he be faid to be cuz off with a flood? Nor could it be
she city and fanétuary; for then the pronoun fhould
hare been in the plural, inftead of the fingular, num-
bec. Nor could it be zbe city fingly, as including zbe.
fanétwary; becaule Y, #he city, is feminine, but the
onoun is mafculine. Nor, laftly, could if refer to
peaple, if by peaple were underftood the Romian army ;
@or to thair Commmarider; becaufe neither was he cut
off himfclf, nor did ‘his army {uftain any remarkable
lefs. But if by pegp/le be nnderftood 2be Fewifb nation,
as we fuppofe, the fyntax of grammar is duly pre-
ferved, and the particular meansipointed out, by which
#he excifion, before fpoken of in gemeral terms only,
was to -be cffected, namely, By the invafion of boftile
armies. For who knows not, that in the langnage of
prophecy it is ufual to defcribe the marching of great
armies into the heart of a country by the inundation

* Matt. xxi, 40, 41. Mark xii. 9. Luke xx. 15, 16.
G2 of
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of mighty waters, which fweeps away all before it, and
{preads havoc and devaftation over the face of the
“whole land +. '

“Tar prophecy goes on to defcribe the procefs. of
this calamity in the following words, =Wwrn ¢p: W
Mpe nxaM, where the chief difficulty lies in af-
certaining the proper fenfe of y=y¥=n3. Our tranflators
have rendered it determined, feemingly in deferenee to
the Vulgate; the auvthority of which is the rather -
queftionable here, as it varies from its own ufage om
other fimilar occafions *. There appears but little or no
ground for afcribing any fuch fenfe to the verb. g9n;
but we have already obferved it to have the fignifica-
tion of moving or advancing forwards, and {o have ap-
plied it; ver. 25. Hence {191, the adjecive, comes to
fignify aétive or diligent ; and accordingly the paflive
participle n¥"n3, when joined with %D, war, (which
is its moft obvious conftruction) may very fairly be
underftood, pufbed on with activity and viger ; an epi-
thet never applied to any war more juftly than this,
where both fides difcovered fuch uncommon ardor
and zeal in the profecution, as if refolved to haften it
" forward to the moft fpeedy conclufion. Nor was this
a merely cafual circumftance, but fo ordered by a fpe-
cial difpofition of divine providence, as we learn from

+ See Ifai. viii. 7, 8. Xvii. 12. xxviii. 2. vrix 19. Jer. xLvi. 7, 8.
XLVii. 2. Dano Xi. 22. N

# See Ifai. x. 22. where ny"m is rendered adéreviata. )

: our
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our Saviour’s own declaration, Matt. xxiv. 22. And
except thofe days fbould be fbortened, there fhould no flefb
be faved ; but for the eleis [ake thofe days fball be fbors-
ened. From whence it appears, not only that the war
was unufually haftened, which indeed is obferved by
Jofephus and other hiftorians*; but that it was fo ha-
ftened, in order to put a ftop to thofe very defolations,
which could not fail of taking place during the con-
tinuance of it; defolations, which Clrift defcribes to
be fuch, as never had been before fince the 6egmnmg of
the world, nor ever fhould be the like again®; and
which, had they been of longer continuance, muft
‘have ended in the utter extinétion of every human
being in Judea, even of thofe who were not deftined
to perifh in the general ruin. Let us therefore render
the words before recited thus; And unto the end of a
war carried on with rapidity fball be defolations.

;AR WM N8 Paw oranb A3 Masm ver. 27.
W DoYn D¥pY 0 S mT o o
soow 5Y 9nn M N

And ke fhall confirm the covenant with many for one
week; and in the midf} of the week he fball caufe the
JSacrifice and the oblation to ceafe; and for the over-
Jpreading of abominations be [ball make it defolate, even
until the confummation, and that determined, jlrall be

poured upon the defolate.

% See Jofeph. de Bello Jud. lib. v. cap. 12. §. 1. Tacxtus hift. lib. v.
11, * Matt. xxiv. 21.
We
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Wz are now come to the 27th.and 1aft verfe;
where at the beginning we meet with thofe twp oc-
currences, ‘which, as we have before feen *, occafioned
fuch infinite perplexity, when improperly taken, and
- were found {o bhard ‘to reconcile with each other; but
when rightly underftood, and introduced in their dae
. time,will appear wonderfully clear,confiftent, and agree-
able to hiftorical truth. Of thefe the firft is comprized
in the following terms; .4nd, or rather, Buz ke _/luzll

confirm the covemant, or, make & firm covenant,
(for there is no definitive article before gwn3) wirh

many for one ~week; - which {fome of thofe, who
attribute them, as doubtlefs they ought.to be attri-
buted, :to the period we are treating of, underftand of
the firm ‘treaty of peace sbout that time concluded be-
tween Corbulo the Romar general and .the Parthians -
and other neighbouring powers ¥, which ferved greatly
to facilitate the progrefs of the Roman arms in the
sedudtion of Judea. Others again by many underfland
the Roman armies themfelves, enlifted under the ban-
‘ners of zhe ‘Meffiab the prince, and as it were confede-
rated with him during the courfe of the war, which
lafted juft a week or feven years, for the purpofe of
wreaking a common vengeance upon the Jews, who
“were alike enemies to both. But though there is a
great deal of plaufibility in both thefe opinions, and

* p.9, 10, I 1. * Tacit. Annal. lib. xv. 29, 30, 31,
‘the
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the fa& in both. inftances is trye, yet we feem not by
either of them to have fully reached the true impors
of the text. For the 3%, or many, feem rather to
selate to fome of the paaple beforementioned *, - who by
particular compa& and: agreement were to be exempt-
¢d from finking under thofe difafters, which proved
{o fatal to the reft of their countrymen. And who
could thefe fo probably be, as the fajthful followers of
Chrift, who had received a promife of protection from
their mafter’s own mouth, and an affurance that oz
@ hair of their heads fbeuld perifh; but that by patient
petfeverance. they fhould preferve their lives®, whilft
the unbelicvers thould be {wallowed up # zhe days of
wengeance. Nor was the promife ineffedtual ; for we
learn from Jofephus, that when Ceftius had brought
up his army on 2 fuddem before Jerufalem, and
had ecarried on his attack fo fuccefsfully, that he was
well nigh mafter of the place, and muft infallibly have
taken it, had he perfifted a little longer, whereby he
- would have had the whole nation together at his mer-
cy, then affembled within the walls at the feaft of ta-
bernacles; on a {udden, feized with a panic, he broke
up in a meft unmilitary manner, and contrary to the
expedation of every one; and drew off his troops to:,
a diftance, giving thofe who would a fair opportunity
to eflcape *. Accordingly, fays Jofephus, ‘“many of

* ver. 26. * Luke xxi. 18, 19,
* Jofephus de Bello Jud. Lib. ii. cap. 19..

¢ the
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«cthe illuftrious Jews immediately quitted the city as
¢«a fhip that was finking.” * But fo unaccountable
did the Roman General’s condu appear to that Hif-
torian, that he could not help attributing it to the
overruling hand of God't, which indeed interpofed
to make good the promife of his fon to his difciples.
For, as the ancient Chriftian writers Eufebius and Epi-
phanius both relate 1, the Chriftians warned by a fpe-
cial revelation (which no doubt was the admonition
their Lord had left with them, of which we fhall have
further occafion to fpeak prefently) took that oppor-
tunity which Ceftius’s departure afforded them, and
fled inftantly to the mountains, where they continued
in fafety till the war was ended. After a little while
the city was invefted a fecond time, and fo clofely
hemmed in by the Roman foldiery from without, and
guarded by the jealous vigilance of the befieged with-
in, that from thenceforward an efcape became matter

of exceedingly great hazard and difficulty.

Tae other particular before alluded to is, that s
‘the midft of the week be fhould caufe the facrifice and
the oblation to ceafe; I NP FANIWN )AYN WM
By the words awn Xn, i# the midf}, or half, of the
week, it is fufficient if, without exaing a mathema-
tical nicety of divifion, we underftand any time in or

* Jofeph. de Bello Jud. lib. ii. cap. 20. §. 1.
+ ibid. cap. 19. §. 6. ,
1 Eufeb. Hift. lib. iii, cap. 5 Epiphan. Heref, Nazaren. § 7.
~ about
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about the fourth year of the war; a latitude of ex-
preflion which any good hiftorian would allow him-

felf, and confequently may be allowed to a prophet

likewife, who is an hiftorian before the event. But to
admit, as fome have done for the fake of an hypothe-

fis *, that what happened at the very end of a period
mlght be faid to have been brought about in ke balf,

meaning zhe latter half, of it, is to adopt a flile of
language, which, I think, is hardly juftifiable upon
the principles of common ufage +. The proper figni-
fication of M3y is a vitim or flain beaff, and of PAMW-
is an offering of fine flour mixed with oil and frank--
incenfe, which was called tbe mear-offering; and as
this was dire&ted to be added as an appendage to the
Jambs that were facrificed morning and evening in the
daily fervice of the fanéuary, both thefe together may
be underftood to denote what is known by the name
of the continual facrifice or burnt-offering t. Now the

_ * See Page 11. and the Note p. 12.

+ To make ufe of language in this manner feems to me no better

than folemn trifling. For at this rate_wherc is the difference between fay-
ing that an event fhould take place in fuch a week, or in the half of it;
fince whatever fhould happen in any part of that week, would certainly
happen in the half of it alfo, meaning either the former or the latter half
of it?
. T Exod. xxix. 38 — 42, Num. xxviii. g-.— 8. Note, that in nei-
ther of thefe places is any mention made of frankincenfe mixed with the
meat-offering; but Lev. ii. 1, 2. it is directed to be added to every
meat-offering, in order to be burnt for a fwees Javour unte the Lord, as
the daily meat offering is alfo faid to be. . :

H | Jewi{h
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Jewifh war is ufually computed to have begun with
the taking of Mafada in May of the year of our Lord
Lxvi, and to have ended with the retaking of the
fame town in April Lxx1t1, completing the term of
feven years; although each date may be extended ei-
ther way, a little forward or a little backward, with-
out prejudice to hiftorical or prophetic truth. The
city of Jerufalem was taken in the beginning of Sep-
tember of the year Lxx; and fome little time before,

Jofephus fays on the feventeenth day of the month
Havepo;, which according to Suidas anfwers to the ]uly

of the Romans, Titus was informed that the daily fa-

crifice, for want of perfons to attend it, had bcen dif-

continued, it is uncertain for how long time before ;
and that the people in the city were very uncafy on

_ that account *, So pun@ually do we find this part of

the prophecy alfo venﬁed in its accomphfhment

Tue next words are thofe, whlch are mamfeﬁly
quoted, in part at leaft, by our Saviour himfelf, in
fpeaking of the figns which fhould portend the ap-
proaching defolation of Jerufalem. It muft be our
bufinefs to confider, how far the quotation can be
brought to agree with the words as they ftand, or may
fairly be fuppofed to have ftood, in the original text.
Our Saviour’s words are thus reported by St Mat-
thew ;. When ye therefore fhall fee the abomination of

* Jofeph. De Bello Jud. lib, vi. cap. 2. §. 1.

dg/blat)'m |
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defolation, [poken of by Daniel the prophet, fland in the
holy place, ev 1o apw*; and by St Mark fomewhat
differently ; Buz when ye fhall fee the abomination of
! _/blatzon, Jpoken of by Daniel the propbet, Sranding
where it ought not, oxov ov 6si®. But by St Luke they are
evidently paraphrafed ; ,4nd when ye fball fee Ferufa-
lem compaffed with armies; oray 8¢ iyre xuxlovpeny uro
gparoxedoy v Iepgoakqu ©. From which difference it is
evident, firft of all, that the Evangelifts did not think
it neceflary to adhere to the precife words ufed by our
Lord, provided they kept up to the fenfe of themj
and fecondly, that by sbe abomination of defolation
Sflanding in the boly place, ar where it ought not, the
fame is meant as by Ferufalem compaffed with armiesy
the armies of the Roman empire, which were an abo-
mination to the Jews on account of their ftandards, to
which a religious worfhip was paid *, at the fame
time that they were ufed as the immediate inftrument of

their defolation. Letus now confider the Hebrew text.
~ Some perfons feem to be much elated (perhaps more
fo than there is occafion for) on account of a difcovery
lately made in the collation of an Hebrew Manufcript
in the Royal Library at Paris, which is faid to contain
a reading more conformable to the words cited by our
Sawour, than that which is found in the printed co-
pies. ‘The difference 1s, that inftead of, £33 oM

* ch. xxiv. 154. * ch. xiii. 14. ¢ ch. xxi. 20.
¥ Jofeph. De bello Jud: lib. vi, c. 6. §. 1.

H2 awialisge]
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Down oY, the Manufcript reads, = Sovan
oown (P, which literally tranflated is, and in-
the tesnple fhall be the abomination of defolation, or of
the defolator ; and is the fame with what is to be met
with in the Latin Vulgate, ez eriz in templo abominatio
defolationss. But I am afraid there is a much greater
reformation of the text made here, than can reafon--
ably be expe&ed, or indeed be approved of. Thus
much perhaps we may be induced to give the Manu-:
feript credit for, that it has given the true reading of
P, abomination, in the fingular number, inftead of
DXpw in the plural; which latter is difélaimed by
moft of the ancient verfions, as well as by the Gofpel
citations; and befides will fcarcely afford a tolerable
fenfe confiftent with grammar*. It is alfo eafy to con-
ceive how a tranfcriber might be led to add the Mes
to the end of {> from the next word beginning
with the fame letter, after which the tranfpofition of
the 7od would be deemed a natural corre&tion. But
the difference is fo very great between (?J: 5y and
= S>3, that the one could not poflibly be fub-
ftituted for the other by accident; and fuppofing there
was a defign to change vm» bomay, T think it would
puzzle any man to guefs why the words n33 5

* If we read owpw, it cannot be conftrued in regimine with the fol-
lowing noun, as it thould then be wpw. Of this our tranflators feem to
have been well aware, who, as well as the Syriac, have referred it back
to the noun preceding, m, but with what propriety as to the fenfe, is
- matter of quettion,

fhould
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fhould be fixed on to be placed in their ftead ; whereas
the reafon is fufficiently obvious for making the change
in the contrary dire®ion. But after all, is it true that
the new found reading is more conformable in- this
particular to our Lord’s quotation than the old efta-
blithed one? To me, I muft confefs, it appears other-
wife. Indeed it is far from being clear, that our Savi-
our cited from the prophet Daniel any more than the .
two words, which fignify, zhe abomination of defola-
tion 3 for his words are, #When ye fball fee the abomina-
tion of defolation [poken of by Daniel the propbet 5

whereas if the reft had been a part of the citation, it
ought rather to have been exprefled thus, /Z%en ye
Jball fee the abomination of defolation flanding in the
hoky place, or where it ought not, as [poken of, or fore-
told, by the prophet Daniel. But neither do the terms,
holy place, or where it ought not, neceflarily imply the
ftrucure or edifice of the temple, but take in'the en-
virons of it alfo, the mountain on which it was built;
and even the whole city with its fuburbs, on account -
of its relation to God, was accounted Aoly too, and
therefore unfit to be profaned by the approach of any
thing fo abominable, as were the idols of heathen wor-
thip. Nor is it true, that the Roman legions ever did fet
up their ftandards in the temple, 53, that is, within
or upon the houfe or building, till fuch time as the city
was finally taken; whereas the fact alluded to by
Chrift was manifeftly fomething prior to that event,
as a prognoﬂlc of it; and doubtlefs was meant of that
near
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near approach which Ceftius made, when he had
taken the lower town, and came near enough to at-
tempt fetting fire to the outer gate of the temple *,
Then I think it might properly be faid, that the ado-
mination of defolation was n3> Oy, upon the border
or- outfkirt of both the city and temple; for 3+=5
which primarily fignifies wing, is ufed metaphorically
to denote the border or extremity of any thing, as of a
garment, and alfo of a place or territory. So that zhe
abomination of defolation being om the border anfwers
well to Ferufalem being compaffed with armies, fland-
ing in the holy place, and wbere, in the cftimation of
a Jew at leaft, zbey certainly oughs not. This there-
fore I conceive to be the genuine reading, fo S
oy ¢, and that it ought to be rendered thus;
And en the border (encompafling and prefling clofe
upon the befieged) fhall be 2be gbomination of defo-
~lation. +

* Jofeph. de Bello Jud. lib. ii. cap. 19. §. 5.

+ The learned Michaclis (Epift. ad D. F. Pringle, p. 206, &c.) feems
much to approve of the reading of the Parifian Manufcript, and ima-
gines he has found a confirmation of it in that paffage of Fofepbas De
Bell. Fud. lib. vi. c. 5. § 4. where it is faid, that the Fews were fore-
warned in their oracular writings, that the city and semple fhould be difiroyed,
whenever the temple was reduced to a quadrangular form. He argues, that
no other prophecy could be alluded to in- thefe words, than that which
we are now examinings becaufe, he fays, there is no other but this in
the facred books of the Old Teftament, which relates to the taking of
the city by the Romans. He infers therefore from hence, that Jofephus
certainly found in the copies of his time the fame reading exactly as that

THE
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Taz laft claufe of all, 5y 9AR ¥ s
oW, is now the only one that remains to be eluci-

of the Parifian MS. now cited; but that inftead of PPV (fhikkutz)
abomination, he by a different punttuation took it for PP ( fhejja-
kotz) qui abfcindes, and applied it to the cutting off of the communi-
cation between the temple and the tower Antonia, by fetting fire to the
porticos, which joined the latter on to the former, as a wing running out
from the main body of the building; fo that when this wing was cut off,
the figure of the temple became truly quadrangular. But in obje&ion
to this it may be neticed, that the abfciffion would then be afcribed to
the Roman legions, or their general, who are undoubtedly here meant by
the defolater ; whereas it was the work of the Jews themfelves, as Jofephus
exprefsly relates, De Bello Jud. lib. vi. c. 2. §.9. And even letting this
pafs, I do not fee but that the argument would conclude altogether as
ftrong, if not more fo, in favour of the common reading, m> %, as of
the newly difcovered one. For it cannot be denied, that m13 may well
fignify @ Wing or Outbuilding ; and fuppofinf Jofephus to have read, the -
abomination of the defolator fball be r33 5y, mpon the wing, (meaning
the tower Antonia) which be fball cut off, might he not equally have in-
ferred the quadrangular form of the temple from the wing thus faid to
be cut off from the main body of the building, as if it had been ex-
prefled, with fomewhat lefs propriety perhaps, that the main body of the
building fhould be cut off from the wing? Not that I'think there is
much ftrefs to be laid upon the conjecture either way, how fatisfactory
foever it may appear to the learned Profeflor. — But having mentioned
the poffibility of m3 being taken to denote the tower Antonia, as the
wing of the temple, I cannot help fubmitting to the reader a thought
which has fuggefted itfelf, not without fome appearance of plaufibility.
It has been obferved above, that our Saviour’s quotation may well be
underftood as not neceffarily including more of the paffage before us
than the two words tnwn vy, the abomination of defolation; and, for
all that appears to the contrary, our Saviour and the prophet Daniel may
have defigned the fame appearance indeed, but in different places, and

dated.
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dated. And here the chief difficulty will be removed,
if we can once afcertain the fubje& or nominative,
which precedes the verb nn, fball be poured. This,
I am perfuaded, is no other than the noun 1%, an
utter confumption, or full end; the particle =p, which
is conftructed with it as a prepofition in all the an-
cient verfions, being rather to be taken as a mere ex-
pletive, or at leaft adverbially for ommnino, penitus, even
unto, or nothing fbort of, without affeing the regi-
men of the noun which followsit. Noldius produces
inftances of the like ufage in Ifa. xxxiii. 23. Jobiv. 5.
xi. 7. to which, I think, may be added r 8am. ii. 5.
1.Chro. xii. 40. Job xxv. 5. Hag. ii. 20. and many
others. The paffage therefore may be thus rendered,
And an utter end, even a [peedy one, fball be poured
#pon the defolated. Or, without making much altera-
tion in the fenfe, =} may be taken conjunéively for
even untily as limiting a time for the continuance of
the abomination of defolation in the fituation before-

at different times. What then, if without prejudice to the notion that our
Saviour had in view the near approach of the Roman armies under Ce-
ftius, we here render the words comun yypw 533 5 literally, and the abo-
mination of defolation, that is, the fame Roman legions with their idola-
trous ftandards, sfbalt be upon the wing ; and underftand thereby the lodg-
ment made by them upon the tower Antonia at the very time, when
Titus is faid to have had the firft intelligence that the daily facrifices of
the temple had ceafed a little before; and the final deftrution of the city
-and temple followed foon after 2 For my part, I can fee little other objec-
tion to this interpretation, than that the tranfa&tions of the fiege are here
related beforehand with as much order, as they were afterwards by the
Hiftorian, who had been himfelf an eye-witnefs of the whole.

mentioned ;



o (65 )

mentioned ; thus, e#d zbe abomination of defolation
foall be upon the border, EVEN UNTIL an utter endy and.
that a [peedy one, [ball be poured upon the defolated *.
As for the word =y=9n), its fignification has already
been determined in the preceding verfe, and for the
reafons there given we render it baffened, or fpeedy;
befides that it is fo rendered by the Seventy, the Syriac,
and the Latin Vulgate, Ifai. x. 22. where it occurs
joined with ™bo, as in the prefent inftance, ™52
"N, cohifummatio abbreviata, Gr. ouvrerpnuevov; and
even our tranflators themfelves have given the fame turn -
to an expreflion of a fimilar form, An3) ¢ %o, He
JShall make EVEN A SPEEDY RIDDANCE of @/l them that dwell
in the land. Zeph.i. 18. Enough has been already ob-
ferved of the extraordinary hafte in which the war was
precipitated to a conclufion*®. And as to the final iflue
of it, we may compare what is here faid with our Sa-
viour’s predicion, Luke xxi. 24. which hiftory in-
forms us was completely verified in the event. And
they fball fall by the edge of the fword, and fhall be led
away captive into all nations, and Jerufalem [ball be
trodden down of the Gentiles, until the times of the Gen-

~ * See W ufed in this manner with a future verb, Gen. xxxviii. 11.
Prov. vii. 23. Hof. x. 12. It is not clear whether our laft Englifh tranf-
‘lators of the Bible did not underftand < in this fenfe, as may be feen
from the pointing with which this fentence is read p. 53. but it is cer-.
tainly fo taken in the old Englith verfion of Queen Elizabeth’s. time,
which reads, cven untill the confummation determined foall be poured upon the
defolate. * P. 52, 53.

I o tiles
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tiles be fulflled. — One thing more I would ehoofe
to remark, which is, that a peculiar firefs feems to be
laid on the laft word, oW, zhe defolated ; by which
thofe appear to be marked out, who having been all
along harrafled and worn down by the miferies of the
war, and efpecially of the fiege, were doomed finally
~to perifh and be cut off at the clofe of all ; in contra~-
diftin&ion feemingly to that part of the nation, who at
the beginning of the verfe were faid to have been un-
der the prote&ion of a fpecial covenant, and thereby
exempted from the general ruin. This latter was the
cafe of the inhabitants of the mountainous parts of
Galilee and Perea, who, not having joined in the re-~
volt from the Romans, were therefare fafe, together
with the better fort of the nation, who had fled thi-
ther from the fouthern parts of Judea properly fo
- called *. This diftin&ion our Saviour alfo hath moft
exprefsly noticed in the following words of his predic-
tion, Then fball two be in the ﬁela’ the one fball be ta-
ken, and the other left. Two women fhall be grinding

at the mill; the one [ball be taken, and the other left*.

- AND thus have I endeavoured to trace out and ex-
-plain the true import and meaning of this extraordinary
vifion ; following with impartiality, and, I truft, with
due fobriety, the lights that have been held forth to
me ; fome of which being of new di{covery may have

& See p. 56. * Matt, xxiv. 40, 41.
been
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been the caufe why the matter has hitherto been dif-
ferently apprehended ; but if a proper ufe fhall appear
to have been made of thefe, it may encourage our
hopes of further benefit in the illuftration of other dif-
ficult parts of Scripture, to be derived from thofe larger
communications of the fame kind, which we are taugbt
- fhortly to expe@. It may not be amifs to give the
tranflation of the whole prophecy at one view, accord-
ing to the foregoing amendments.

SEVENTY, SEVENTY YEARS OF REST (or,
DESOLATION) HAVE BEEN UPON THY PEOPLE
AND UPON THY HOLY CITY, TO CHECK THE
REVOLT, AND TO PUT AN END TO SINS, AND
TO MAKE ATONEMENT FOR INIQUITY, AND TO
BRING AGAIN THE RIGHTEQUSNESS OF ANCIENT
TIMES, AND TO SEAL (thatis, AuTaenTicATE) THE

DIVINE ORACLE AND THE PROPHET, AND TO

'ANOINT (that is, saNcTIFY ANEw) THE MOST HOLY
THINGS.

AND THOU SHALT KNOW AND UNDERSTAND,
THAT FROM THE GOING FORTH OF A DECREE
TO REBUILD JERUSALEM UNTO THE MESSIAH
THE PRINCE SHALL BE SEVENTY AND SEVEN
WEEKS, AND THREESCORE AND TWO YEARS;
IT SHALL BE REBUILT, STILL ENLARGING IT-
SELF, AND BECOMING MORE AND MORE CON-
SIDERABLE, EVEN AMIDST TIMES OF DISTRESS.

12 AND
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AND AFTER THE TIMES SEVENTY SEVEN
AND THREESCORE AND TWO, MESSIAH SHALL
CUT OFF FROM BELONGING TO HIM BOTH THE
CITY AND THE SANCTUARY; THE PRINCE THAT
SHALL COME SHALL DESTROY THE PEOPLE;
AND THE CUTTING OFF THEREOF SHALL BE
WITH A FLOOD; (that is, A HesTILE INvAsioN) AND
UNTO THE END OF A, WAR CARRIED ON WITH
- RAPIDITY SHALL BE DESOLATIONS.

'BUT HE SHALL CONFIRM A COVENANT (or
MAKE A FIRM COVENANT) WITH MANY FOR
ONE WEEK; AND IN THE MIDST OF THE WEEK
HE SHALL CAUSE THE SACRIFICE AND MEAT
OFFERING TO CEASE; AND THE ABOMINATION
OF DESOLATION SHALL BE UPON THE BORDER;
(that is, ENCOMPASSING AND PRESSING CLOSE UPON THE
city AND THE TEMPLE) AND AN UTTER END, EVEN
A SPEEDY ONE, (or, EVEN UNTIL AN UTTER END,
AND THAT A SPEEDY ONE) SHALL BE POURED
UPON THE DESOLATED. "

A moft aftonithing prediction, in which the future
fortunes of a people, carried on and continued through
a courfe of more than fix hundred years together,
marked with a fucceflion of ﬁrlklng and extraordinary
incidents, and at length terminating in a final diffolu-

tion,
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tion, are defcribed beforehand with fuch wonderful preci-
fion and circumftantiality, that to a perfon not well ver-

fed in the proofs of fcripture authenticity it might well
appear (what fome enemies to revelation have ground-
lefsly charged upon this and other {criptural prophecies
befides) to have been invented after the things had hap-
pened, which are pretended to be foretold init! Hap-
pily however we are enabled undeniably to evince the
contrary’; not only becaufe we are provided with abun-
dant evidence of the book, which contains this pro-
phecy, and of the prophecy itfelf, having been extant
long before the times which are therein referred to,
and of its having been ftill in the keeping of thofe,
whofe avowed enmity to the Chriftian caufe muft have
been an'effe¢tual bar againft any attempt of impofture
to favourit; but alfo becaufe even Chriftians them-
felves have not, according to the prefent {uppofition
at leaft, been hitherto generally acquainted with the
true value of its contents, fo as to apply them with all -
due advantage. Authenticated then as it is, and illuf-
trated, if truly, according to the foregoing explanation,
it muft be confidered as a moft ftrong corroborating
teftimony of the truth of our holy religion, and of the
divine power and authority of its great author, — Some
perhaps may be diffatisfied at not finding any longer
in this prophecy the proof of that particular article of
Chriftian faith, which has commonly been underftood
to be witnefled in it. Far, very far am I from wifhing

to
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to weaken any part of that evidence, which is afforded
_us for the confirmation of any of thofe facred truths,
which are moft furely believed among us. But if the
do&rine of our Saviour’s death for the fins of man-
kind be not here to be met with in reality, as I am
perfuaded it is not, who can be juftly blamed for ac-
knowledging the truth? Nor do I think the credibility
of the do&rine is in the leaft degree fhaken or affected
by the want of fuch an atteftation. For if the illuftra-
tion of this prophecy tends to the confirmation of the
gofpel truth in general, it tends alfo to the confir-
mation of every particular article which that gofpel
teaches. And I know not what it doth teach if it
doth not teach with the greateft plainnefs and perfpi-
cuity, that Chrifp fefus died for our fins®, and mot for
his own®, the juff for the unjuft, that be might bring
us to God*. 'This at leaft I am certain of, that if any
one fhoyld be fo weak and unfettled in the faith, as to
remain unconvinced by the exprefs declarations made
on this head by our Saviour and his apoftles, he would
hardly be perfuaded by any additional teftimony, that
could poffibly be derived from the words of this pro-

Jphecy

s Rom. iv. 55. 1 Cor. xv. 3. Gal. i. 4. Heb. i. 3. ix. 28. 1 Pet.
il. 24. ® 2 Cor. v. 21. Heb. iv. 15, vii. 26, 27. 1 Pet. ii, 22.
¢ 1 Pet. iii. 18.

’VONB
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OnNe word or two more let me add, before I con-
clude, with refpe& to the purpofe and defign of reveal-
mg this heavenly vifion. Some perfons have feemed to
imagine, and have argued upon the fuppofition, that
the matter of this prophecy muft needs be confidered
as of a favourable kind, and not to contain threats of
evil, as we fee it does, becaufe it was delivered to Da-
niel in anfwer to his prayer, and by way of confola-
tion to him, at the fame time that he is declared to
be in efpecial favour with God *. But I fee not the
leaft ground for fuch a prefumption. All, I think, that
can reafonably be concluded from its havmg been
granted in confequence of Daniel’s prayer, is what I
have already inferred at the beginning of this inquiry;
namely, that it might fairly be expeced to have been
in point, or at leaft not foreign to the matter of the
* fupplication. And upon this footing it was furely a
diftinguithing mark of God’s great favour towards
him, that he fhould be thought worthy te participate
of the divine counfels at firft hand, of what nature
foever thofe counfels were; and fhould be employed
as an inftrument of conveying that knowledge to
others: - ‘The beginning of the vifion indeed founded
favourably; but the end was exceedingly harth and
‘bitter; and undoubtedly muft have appeared fo to one,
\vl}o felt for his country fo affeGtionately as the pro-

* Mickaclis Epif. ad D. ¥. Pringle, p. 61, 62.
- phet
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phet Daniel did. But what then? Muft God alter
and reverfe the order of his decrees, or even fupprefs
and keep out of fight the affliGive part of them, when
it was otherwife convenient to make them known, for

fear of adding to the forrows of this good man? Or
when do we find him fo intemperately lavifh of the mi-
raculous interpofitions of his providence, as to make
fuch high and important difcoveries of his future defigns,
merely to gratify the curiofity of, or impart fome tem-
porary confolation to, an importunate individual, how -
exemplary or how acceptable foever for his piety ? —
Again ; as little reafon is there to fuppofe that this
revelation was given by way of feafonable and friendly
warning to the Jewifh nation, in profpe& of exciting
them to repentance. In other places they are earneftly
called upon to reform their mifdoings, are fhewn the
neceffary confequences of their perfifting in wilful dif-
“obedience, the judgments and the promifes of God
are conditionally held forth to them, and no means
left untried to revive in their minds a fenfe of duty,
whenever it {eemed to decay or lofe ought of its pro-
per influence among them. But in Daniel’s predic-
tions we fee for the moft part no condition annexed;
all is abfolute, and fimply declarative, and moft cer-
tainly to be performed in its feafon ; doubtlefs becaufe
God, who foretold the evils, forefaw at the fame time the
provocations that would infallibly lead to them. A
warning however we may fafely conclude was intended,
but not to them whofe fate was inevitably pronounced,
| but
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but to others in fucceeding ages, to convince them
that all this was not the effe@ of blind chance, but
that the counfel of the Almighty had planned it, and
his right hand brought it to pafs; and to engage them
for their own benefit to attend to and confider thefe
difpenfations of his providence. A/ thefe things bap-
pened unto them for enfamples, and they are written
Jor our admenition, upen whom the ends of the world
are come*. Happy if we duly apply the admonition,
and f{uffer it to have its proper effe@ and influence

upon our condu&t ! The Chriftian Church hath long
fince ftept into the place of the Jewifh nation, and

is become, what that was of old, the peculiar ob-
je& of God’s attention and efpecial providence. It
hath partaken in a very large degree of the boun-
teous riches of his grace; on fome occafions and
in fome meafure it hath alfo been vifited with judg-
ments, and experienced the rod of his affliGing hand.
But has it, or to fpeak lefs generally, has that reformed
part of it eftablithed in thefe kingdoms, and which
once groaned under the yoke of worfe than Babylonifh
fervitude, from which we are now happily delivered,
have we learned wifdom from his correions, or been
influenced to love and obey him as we ought, in return
for the bleffed privileges of gofpel light and liberty
fo gracioufly reftored to us? If this hath not been the
cafe hitherto, (and too true, I fear, it is, that it hath

» 1Cor. x. 11.

K not)
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not) let us take warning betimes. For if God fpared
not the obje&s of his ancient adoption and favour, let
us take heed left he alfo fpare not us. As yet it is
hoped that the irrevocable fentence of condemnation
is not gone forth againft us; and God forbid it ever
fhould! But if we would avoid being held forth in our
turn as a fpe@acle of his national vengeance, let us
make hafte to avert it by our national repentance.
And in this falutary work let us remember it to be the
duty of every individual among us to take his feparate

fhare, and to labour in the reformation of what is
amifs in himfelf; tor by this only can the general re-

formation be effe@ed. And to this furely we can want
no other motive to incline us, than the confideration
of the general weal, and the love we each of us feel
for our religion and country. But we have this further
encouragement in our favour, that however our pious
endeavours may turn out with refpe& to the public,
they will in no cafe be unavailing or loft to ourfelves.
Even taking the worft that can poflibly happen, the
providence of God, as is exemplified abundantly in
the inftance before us, will be ever watchful for the
prefervation of his faithful fervants, and will find a
way for them to efcape and be happy, even amidft the
.. general conflagration and perdition of the ungodly.

THE END.



ADDEND A.

After the laft Note at the bottom of page 14. add = The following
may ferve among many other inftances of the repetition of the fame
word by way of ftrengthening the emphafis. Exod. xxxiv. 6. Jud.v.
22. lai. xxxviii, 11, 19. Li. 12. Lvii. 19. Jer. vii. 4 viil. 11. Ezek.
xxi. 9, 27, 28. Matt. v. 37. Rev. xiv. 8. Nor is the figure unknown
to heathen writers. Thus Sopbocles in Ajax =

TIOATN IIOATN dagor 7% ps

Karauysr apuPsTpuads
Xpomor

And Virgil .\ e DEUS, DEUS ille, Menalca.

And Sallyft in B.Catil,mmm == En ILLA, ILLA, quam [epe optafiis, liber-
tas! Not to mention inftances of the like nature, which abound in our
own language — The application of the emphalis in the prefent cafe
feems defigned to exprefs the immutability of God’s purpofe with refpe@
to the time allotted by him, as for the duration, fo alfo for the removal

of thofe calamities, which the prophet Daniel had taken fo much to
heart.
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