
Daniel 1949-53
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59 11110 Antiochus the Great

60 i.D.Wilson on Dan. beixi difficult to understand
from standpoint of 1)history 2) rnircles
3) propncy 4)1ng.iae

60/10 from standpoint of th language

61 critical view: words not known in time of 1eb.
iilustrtions of this type argument

62 Aramaic in Daniel
62/5 Un having an open niind; end with empty mind

Value of having a theory

63 Dr. rD.VJi1sons correspondence ith or.
Sachau4-?-) & his facility in using one or
another 1nguage equally well
Nat. for Dan. to us both Heb. & Aramaic

64 Theory re rastern Western Aram.-.ac
65 Idea of a uifi'. btween them is false.

iiffering reons for noldirAg 3--me- conclusion
from stndroint of mircls

66 ireconc;ived theories prevent progress
( Those who thot iirpLnes re impossible

66/5 Liracl-s in Dan. afict one's attitude toward
its dte.

67 from st3ndpont of prphcy
67/9 from standpoint of history

68 Augh'erty of Yale
o many uetlls that it aid not seem ccurate
t first but investigation provid it true.

69 11:10
70 11:12 I illustration re. Vashington time and a imma.gin

ary prediction of submarine warfire in WII
71 11:14
71/7 Illustration: Jollege fraterniti. Jhap in opposing

one fraternity turned around to tk" friendly
view to-,v.--rd it.

72 to1jnies oppres3ing the Israelites so some turn
to Antiochus lor help.

7/3 11:17 1eop tr. sided ith nr husbnd(Pto1emy) agLinst her
father(Antiochus)

73/8 11:18
74 11:18 "a prince for his own behalf" = a war for self

preservation

75 11:19,20
76 11:20-21

11 11:21-22
77/10 gap

78 Antiochus, type. Gap.
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