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THE PROPHETIC TIMES.

BY

PHILIP HENRY GOSSE, F.R.S.

Y.

“Blessed be the name of God for ever and ever: for wisdom and might

are his; and he changeth the times and the seasons: he removeth kings, and

setteth up kings: he giveth wisdom unto the wise, and knowledge to them

that know understanding.”—DAN. ii. 20, 21.
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THE PROPHETIC TIMES.

IT is reported that the Rabbins, pressed by the Christians with

the seventy weeks of Daniel, and despairing of being able to

silence their antagonists, uttered ea cathedrá the malediction,

“Cursed be he that computeth the times " No believing stu

dent of prophecy will be so rash as this; yet many of the

soberest look askance at the subject, fear to touch it them

selves, and feel a strong dislike to see it touched by any one else.

So much has been written upon it ; facts have been so dis

honestly warped, and dates have been “cooked ” to fit a fore

gone conclusion; so many curious coincidences have been found,

which have proved worthless; so many bold guesses, so many

confident annunciations have been made, which events have

refuted; that we are inclined to take refuge in a quiet ignoring

of chronology altogether, attempting to read the prophetic sym

bols without the prophetic dates.

But is not this a resource of desperation ? It is like de

liberately putting an extinguisher over one of the constituent

wicks of the lamp which God has placed in our hands to be “a

light in a dark place” (2 Pet. i. 19). It is as if a mariner, who

finds it difficult to square his inferences from latitude and longi

tude, and from the figured forms of headlands, with those

deduced from soundings, should resolve to paste paper over

those paragraphs in his “Sailing Directions,” which speak of

the latter. For are not all the prophetic times expressly given

as landmarks in our sailing directions? The same unerring
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Wisdom that portrays the features of the terrible Little Horn of

the Fourth Beast, limits his prevalence to “a time and times,

and the dividing of a time.” That he should endure for this

determinate period, is as essential a point in the identification

of him, as that he should wear out the saints. We cannot

neglect the date without “reproaching the Lord.” Can we

imagine that the Divine Wisdom would, in revelations given “to

show unto His servants things which must shortly be done,”

insert, here and there, sentences expressed in some unknown

“ tongue of angels,” or written in cryptographic cyphers to

which no key is afforded ? There are the dates: on the pages

of the gracious delineations of the future they stand out con

spicuous. In some cases (Dam. viii. 13, 14 ; xii. 6, 7) they

are replies to special inquiries of superhuman intelligences

(1 Pet. i. 11, 12); and, in more than one instance (Dan. xii. 7;

Rev. x. 6), they are subjects of the solemn oaths of One who

bears the impress of the Son of God himself, sworn “by Him

that liveth for ever and ever.”

All the arguments used by students of Prophecy against its

neglectors, equally apply to the study of these grand notes of

time. And whatever of difficulty or failure has hitherto been

felt in their solution, should only throw us, with a deeper re

nunciation of self, upon the faithfulness of our covenant God,

upon the sympathy of our Lord Jesus, and upon the illumi

nation of the indwelling Spirit; while we use a greater dili

gence in examining these divinely-chosen marks, and a wiser

caution in eliminating sources of error. -

May “the inspiration of the Almighty give understanding”

to the writer of this article, and to every one of the readers :

SEVEN TIMES,

The first prophetic period that demands our scrutiny is one

that, indeed, includes all the rest, the duration of the Times of

the Gentiles. This has been considered by all our great inter

preters, from Mede downward, as the fundamental datum, “the

Sacred Calendar and Great Almanack of Prophecy.” It was

distinctly defined in Nebuchadnezzar's vision of the Great Tree
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(Dan. iv.); in which it was announced that Seven Times should

pass over him in his bestial condition.* Supreme power on

earth, which had for a while been exercised in the Theocracy

(of which the Davidic kingdom was a phase), had been already

removed fron Israel, and allowed to pass to Gentiles: from

divine it had become, and was to continue, bestial. All the

successive kingdoms, mainly at that time future, represented by

so many wild beasts, were to find their place within that bestial

period; until at length royal dominion should return to the

Lord and his Saints of the heavenlies (Dan, vii. 14, 18), and

on earth to the Daughter of Jerusalem (Mic. iv. 8; Luke xxi.

24) # Thus this great period of Seven Times is not only a term

of compact perfectness as a week of symbolic days, but is an

era well defined in human history, by two of the most august

events, the withdrawal and the restoration of Theocratic Power

on earth.

The first point to be ascertained is the terminus a quo—this

long period of 2520 years (360 x 7) is to be counted. Faber,

in his elaborate and learned work, somewhat curtly assumes

that this must be the birth of Nebuchadnezzar, which he sets

at cir. B.C. 658–646. But it seems manifest that, if this mon

arch did begin the period, it would be not at his birth, but at

his displacing the Davidic monarchy of Judah. Considerably

}) fºre this, however, the Throne of David had been subverted.

* These seven times were, of course, seven ordinary solar years, in their

literal accomplishment on the king personally. He, however, is looked upon

as a typical person, representing the whole course of Gentile monarchy; and

the seven years then become symbolic. The divine use of symbolic time in

symbolic prophecy, on the principle given in Ezek. iv. 1–6, is not the subject

of argument in this paper. It is assumed as a postulate.

+ Many interpreters consider that the same period had been announced long

before by Moses (Lev. xxvi. 18, 21, 24, 28); Jehovah, with a fourfold reitera

tion, threatening Israel, in case of disobedience, that He will punish them

seven times. The passage is indeed remarkable, and its coincidence with

Dan. iv. is, in the original, even more exact than appears in our version;

yet we do not press it, because we are not quite satisfied that it has a chro

nological force.

. . Sac. Cal. of Proph. i. 63. This eminent author arrives at results similar

to our own; but his premises appear sountenable, that the concurrence is of

no value. -

-
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In the times of Ahaz and Hezekiah, the power of Assyria

had been felt and acknowledged (2 Kings xvi. 7; xviii. 14);

but as yet Jerusalem was protected by Jehovah, “for his own

sake, and for his servant David's sake” (xix. 34). But in

Manasseh's reign the judgment could no longer be averted.

“The line of Samaria” was now to be stretched over Jeru

salem (xxi. 12–15); and the House of David was carried cap

tive to Babylon (2 Chron. xxxiii. 11). It is true that, after

a while, the guilty but penitent king was restored to his vacant

throne. But this seems to have been through the somewhat

contemptuous compassion of the Assyrian despot; and the few

years of precarious royalty that were yet vouchsafed to the

Davidic House were but the shadow, not the reality, of inde=

pendence. For Ezra and the Levites, pleading the calamities

of the Jews after the Restoration (Neh. ix, 32), trace them

back, not to Nebuchadnezzar's invasion, but to “the time of

the kings of Assyria.” And the very invasion of Nebuchad

mezzar the Holy Ghost refers to the sins of Manasseh, as its

procuring cause, not those of Jehoiakim or Zedekiah, in whose

actual reigns the doom fell (2 Kings xxiv. 3). It was Manas

seh's crimes, “which the LORD would not pardon.”

If, then, we could determine the date of the captivity of

Manasseh, we might, with considerable presumption of pro

bability, fix the terminus a quo of the Times of the Gentiles;–

the “breaking of the pride of [Judah's] power” (Lev. xxvi. 19),

in connection with the threatened “seven times' punishment.”

But Israel had shared with Judah in the honour of the Theo

cracy ; in the long-continued apostacy; in the solemn threat

ening; and in the punishment. We must search for the “break

ing of the pride of her power” also. Interpreters of name” have

dated the Seven Times from the captivity of Ephraim. And

here, as this consummation was effected in several successive

stages, spread over an era of some duration, it is well to have

our fallible judgment rectified by the divine verdict of the Spirit

Himself. God, by the prophet Hosea, glancing across the long

period which we are investigating (Hos. i. 5, 9, 10), marks it out

* Habershon, Elliott, and others.
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by its two termini, the utterance to Israel of Lo-ammi, “Ye

are not my people,” and the yet future confession, “Ye are the

sons of the living God.”

For the former of these we have a distinct inspired datum ;

for, at the coalition of Rezin of Syria and Pekah of Samaria

against Judah, the Lord God said to the quailing House of

David (Isa. vii. 8), “Within threescore and five years shall

Ephraim be broken, that it be not a people.”

Now, Pekah and Ahaz were contemporary only for three

years, viz., B.C. 742–739, according to Usher. Thus the Lo

ammi doom would fall between 677 and 674 ; and so the

Times of the Gentiles ought to have ended a quarter of a cen

tury ago;-as many eapected they would

But, since that time, nay, within a dozen years past, ancient

chronology has received a flood of light from several sources.

Demetrius, a chronologer of about a century B.C., had assigned

to the events of history dates lower by twenty-three years than

those assigned by Ptolemy, whose canon was accepted by the

moderns. But Demetrius's accuracy has recently been con

firmed from unexpected quarters.

For a good while it has been known that there exist in the

Crimea some very ancient Israelite tombs, with inscriptions on

them. These have been recently examined by Russian archaeo

logists, and a hundred and fifty epitaphs have been critically

read. Very many of these are as early as the Christian Era ;

and they date from “Our Captivity,” that is Shalmaneser's

captivity of Samaria, which they set in B.C. 696; as shown by

the Metarchian (or modern Jewish) computation being given

in some cases. This, then, agrees nearly with Demetrius; our

marginal date (2 Kings xvii.) being B.C. 721, or twenty-five

years earlier. -

The very valuable cuneiform document from Nineveh re

cently deciphered by Sir Henry Rawlinson, called by him the

Assyrian Canon, has fixed the Assyrian reigns by the aid of solar

eclipses; which, whenever they can be availed-of, are the most

indubitable of all chronological criteria. The eclipse of June

15, 763 B.C., verified by the astronomer-royal, fixes the first
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year of Tiglath-pileser as 745. He records the taking of tribute

from Menahem and Uzziah, whose reigns agree with this date.

The sign of the going back of the shadow on the steps (dial)

of Ahaz, has been shown to havebeen the result of a solar eclipse.

This was in the fourteenth year of Hezekiah. Now there was an

eclipse, which accurately meets the conditions, on the 11th of

January 689; and this agrees with Demetrius's account of

Sennacherib. -

An eclipse recorded by Herodotus as occurring just before

the fall of Nineveh, in 585, fixes the first year of Nebuchad

nezzar in 582; and this is confirmed by Abydenus.” -

Thus we may, without the least hesitation, consider the datum

given by Jehovah Himself for the final breaking of Ephraim, as

indubitably falling within a range 25 years later than that set

in the margin of our Bible; therefore, between B.C. 652 and

649. This would be about the middle of Manasseh's reign;

and probably it was in the same campaign that finally swept

Samaria, that “the captains of the host of the King of Assyria

took Manasseh . . . and carried him to Babylon.” It is

true, the sacred history has not distinctly recorded this final

ruin of Israel,t but the Spirit of Prophecy has accurately fixed

its date. Thus the Times of the Gentiles would have an appro

priate commencing date, equally applicable to both Ephraim

and Judah. -

If this was indeed so; if the datum given (Isa. vii. 8) of the

Lo-ammi state of Israel, was, indeed, in the mind of God, the

terminus a quo of the Seven Times;–the end, when Jerusalem

shall no more be trodden down, and when the kingdom, even

the first dominion, shall come to her, ought to fall between

* For the deeply interesting details of all the above data, the reader is re

ferred to Mr Bosanquet's valuable work, “Messiah the Prince,” second

edition. He adduces other authorities from Egyptian and Armenian ar

chives, all confirmatory of the same important facts. See also this Journal

for April 1870. '. -

+Unless it be in 2 Kings xvii. 23, 24. The deportation mentioned in ver.

6, falls forty-five years too early, being but twenty years after Isaiah's pre

diction. -
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the years 1868 and 1871. Whether it will, we wait to see.

We affirm nothing; but here is food for hope.

It has been suggested (by Habershon and others) that these

far-reaching Times were intended to bear a twofold computa

tion : that they should have a double commencement, and

therefore a double termination ; the one such as may be called

incipient or inchoate, the other absolute and final. Thus the

Seventy Years' Captivity has been reckoned, 1st, from the first

year of Nebuchadnezzar, when he took Jerusalem, and made

Jehoiakim subject, to the first year of Cyrus; 2d, from the

nineteenth of Nebuchadnezzar, when he destroyed the city, to

the second year of Darius; each of these periods comprising

seventy years, but the one beginning and ending eighteen years

earlier than the other.

So with respect to the great period,under consideration —

while the main commencement of the 2520 years seems to be

correctly assigned to B.C. 652–649, an incipient commence

ment may be assigned to a date about seventy-five years earlier.

For the beginning of the removing of Israel out of their land

was that recorded in 2 Kings xv. 29, when, “in the days of

Pekah ... came Tiglath-pileser, king of Assyria, and took .

Gilead, and Galilee, &c., . . and carried them captive to Assy

ria.” We have, indeed, no nearer clue to the exact date of this

captivity, than that it was “in the days of Pekah,” who reigned

from 734 to 715. It was, however, probably distinct from, and

anterior to, that of the campaign against Damascus, mentioned

afterwards (xvi. 9), which was near the end of Pekah's reign;

—since no allusion is then made to Israel. If we place it, con

jecturally, about the middle of Pekah's reign, or B.C. 727–724;

it will be just seventy-five years earlier than the final breaking

of Ephraim,

TIME, TIMES AND A HALF.

The division of time around which the history (at least, the

sacred history) of this world revolves, is the Week. It does not,

like other divisions,—the day, the month, the year-depend, in

the least, upon the motions of the heavenly bodies, but on the



8 THE PROPHETIC TIMES.

arbitrary choice of the Most High God. He chose so to order

the progress of his creation, that, with its consequent rest, a

week of time should thereby be covered; typical, as is generally

thought, of a yet more august Week, of which each unit should

be a thousand years. When He separated Israel to Himself,

He divided their time into three series of weeks;–the week

of days; the week of years; and the week of sabbatic years

(Lev. xxv. 4, 8). The captivity in Babylon was ordained to be

seventy years;–“ that the land might enjoy its Sabbaths.”

(2 Chron. xxxvi. 21). And the interval of restoration, the

“lightening of the bondage,” until Messiah the Prince, was to

be seventy weeks, of which each unit should be a year.

It is in harmony with this Divine order that the great period

of Seven Times be considered as another august Week, of which

each unit is a symbolic year, a year of years, 360 years. And,

as the closing week of the Seventy Weeks (Dan. ix. 27) was to

be marked, “in the midst” of it, by a portentous darkening

of recognised worship, and a calamitous uprising of impious

power, so this grand Week, the Seven Times, was to be bisected;

and its middle point distinctly marked by the rise of that

terrible mysterious power, so often, and with so various threa

tening features, portrayed by the Holy Ghost,--the Antichrist.

Twice to the prophet Daniel, and five times to the beloved

Apostle, is the duration of this enemy limited to the latter

half of the grand Week, computed, sometimes as “a time, times

and a half" (i.e., 33 years); sometimes as 42 months; some

times as 1260 days.

No computation of this period can be presumed correct,

whose commencement does not bisect the 2520 years; and any

that does, particularly if in both its incipient and its absolute

admeasurements, most surely derives a cumulative force from

that fact.

This being premised, we have to search for the date of the

rise of the Papacy. Its rise, indeed, was very gradual, covering

many centuries; and unless the Divine Oracles have marked some

distinctive features, by which its maturity should be defined, our

inquiry is futile.
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In Dan. vi. 25 it is written,-‘And [he] shall wear out the

Saints of the Most High, and think to change times and laws :

and they shall be given into his hand, until a time and times

and the dividing of time.” Thus the giving of the Saints, or the

Laws, or both, into the hand of the Horn, marks the beginning

of the datum.

In Rev. xi. 2, the holy city is represented as to be trodden

by the Gentiles forty and two months. In ver. 3, the witnesses

for Christ prophesy in sackcloth 1260 days. In Xii. 6 and 14,

the persecuted heavenly woman is in the wilderness, and is

nourished there, for the same period. In xiii. 5, the beast is

empowered to continue [or practise, or make war] forty and

two months.

Thus, then, we must ascertain at what period the Saints were

given into the power of the Pope, whereby he began to trample

underfoot the professing Church, and to make war upon, wear

out, and reduce to great affliction, and to invisibility, the true

Saints, the hidden Church. And, also, when the Laws were

given into his power, so as to set him above law, and reveal him

the lawless one (6 ávogos, 2 Thess. ii. 8).

Again, in Rev. xvii. 12, it is announced that the ten kings

receive power as kings one hour with the beast. So the date

of their emergence will shed additional light on that of his.

Who could give the Saints into any one's hands? Only he

who possessed them by Divine right. But God had given into

the hand of the King of Babylon, as the golden head of the

Great Image (Dan. ii. 38), the children of men, dwell where

they might. Now the Emperor of Rome was his lineal successor

(ver. 40), and inherited his rights.

The sixth century of the Christian era saw, on the throne

of the Roman world, the Emperor Justinian, whose long reign

was rendered eminent by the publication of a volume of Civil

Law, which was adopted, even by all the nations among which

the Empire was afterwards divided. The publication occupied

the greater part of his reign, including the Code in 529, the

Pandects in 533, and closing with the Novellae Constitutiones,

the first of which appeared in 535. 2

A
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Throughout these the authority of the Bishop of Rome was

exalted and aggrandized ; and he was constituted Supremejudge

in all matters of faith and heresy. In 533, the Emperor wrote

his famous decretal letter to the Pope, in which he “makes

haste to subject and to unite to the See of his Holiness all the

priests of the whole East [those of the West being already

subject],” and declares him to be “the Head of all the holy

Churches.” In the Novellae, in which many new laws were

added to those already in force, jurisdiction was largely given

to the ecclesiastics above the secular judges; the Supreme Pon

tificate was said indubitably to belong to the Old Rome (Nov.

10): the decisions of the four first Councils were to be received:

the first place to be given to the Pope of Rome, the second to

the Patriarch of Constantinople (131). Justinian declared his

º to see the canons observed, with the force of laws

37). -

Thus, every human conscience within the Fourth Empire

being subjected, under cruel penalties, to the Bishop of Rome,

and his authority being thus declared paramount, the Saints and

the Laws were together put into his hand, by one who alone

could legally do either. And this was accomplished mainly

within a period ranging from A.D. 533 to 535–6. And this

was precisely 1260 years after B.C. 727-724, the date just

assigned to the incipient captivity of Israel.

This, however, was but the incipient revelation of the Man

of Sin. The power of the Emperor himself was passing

away, and, in the field of the Western Empire, which was

now to be the almost exclusive scene of prophetic vision, .

the Gothic hordes were already forming themselves into the

Ten Kingdoms. For some time the majority of these, though

professing Christianity, maintained a stout antagonism to the

See of Rome; but soon after the commencement of the 7th

century the last of them, the Goths in Spain and Italy, and

the Anglo-Saxons in Britain, submitted to the Pope as their

head; and so the subjection of the whole ten was accom

plished. By this time, too, all the ten had assumed the

diadem as the royal badge: an important note of time, as
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the ten-horned Beast (Rev. xiii. 1) has diadems on his horns

at his energence.” -

At this period the Papal throne was occupied by Gregory the

Great, a prelate of many admirable qualities, who ever concen

trated his efforts on the aggrandizement of his See. He has

been styled “the last Bishop of Rome,f as if after him the over

seer were merged in the sovereign. He denounced in the severest

terms the “scandalous profanity and blasphemy” of the

Patriarch of Constantinople, who had assumed the title of

Universal Bishop; protesting that ; whosoever should do so

would be the forerunner of Antichrist. A memorable verdict

For within three years after Gregory's death, namely, in 607, his

successor Boniface III. obtained from the Emperor Phocas that

this very title of Universal Bishop should be authoritatively

withdrawn from the Patriarch of Constantinople, and trans

ferred to himself and his successors in perpetuity. And he had

no sooner acquired it than he began to act upon it with the

, most arrogant assumption, lording it as absolute monarch of

the Church.Ş

This Emperor Phocas, himself one of the vilest of mankind,

heaped successive favours on the Roman See, so that his reign

(from A.D. 602 to 610) has been generally reckoned, by Romish

as well as Protestant authorities, the epoch of the true rise of

the Papacy. In 609 he conferred upon Boniface IV. the

famous Pantheon, a temple which had been built in the reign

of Augustus, for the worship of Cybele, “the Divine Mother,”

and all the gods. The Pope in the following winter|solemnly,

and with great pomp, dedicated it to the worship of Mary, “the

Mother of God,” and all the martyrs. Thus he publicly and

* See Elliott's “Hor. Apos.,” part iv., ch. iv., § 2.

+ Bower's “History of the Popes,” ii. 715.

# Ibid., ii. 682. § Ibid., ii. 724.

| The actual date seems not quite certain. Boniface IV. assumed the

Pontificate August 25, 608. Baronius says the dedication was on Novem

ber 1; but this could hardly have been the November of 608, two months

after his ascension. Platina mentions an act of this Pontiff in May before

the dedication, which could not be earlier than May 609. Alcorn, in his

Chronology, puts it in 610, but he gives no authority.
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authoritatively adopted the Pagan idolatry, the names of the

idols alone being changed.

Other important circumstances there were, which combined

to fix attention to this particular juncture as a grand prophetic

era. It was in A.D. 612 that Mohammed began to publicly

claim the character of a prophet, and to teach that heresy

which was soon to attain such vast magnitude. If the Little

Horn of the Goat (Dan. viii.) signifies this power, it is observ

able that its scourge is provoked by transgression [apostacy]

(ver, 12); and its rise is fixed to the period when the trans

gressors [apostates] are come to the full (ver. 23); expressions

which seem to glance at the maturity of the foretold great

apostacy of the west, which, therefore, in the Divine mind was

now accomplished.

Again, the persecution of the poor broken people of Israel,

by apostate Christendom, which was to reach so terrific a

height, began at this very era. Hitherto the Church had

exhibited towards the Jews an aspect of at least comparative

moderation; but, in 610, the Emperor Heraclius in the east, and

in 612, the Visigoth King Sisebut in Spain, issued edicts of the

most rigorous character against the Jews, as being “the authors

of all the miseries of the Empire,”* inaugurating the accom

plishment of those fearful predictions to be found in Lev. xxvi.

36–39, and Deut. xxviii. 64–67.

Let us pause here for a moment, and see whereunto we have

arrived. We have found reason to conclude that the Seven

Times began incipiently B.C. 727–724; and that the incipient

rise of the Papal power took place A.D. 533–536, precisely at

their bisection. But the Seven Times began absolutely and

finally seventy-five years later; viz., B.C. 652–649; and we have

just seen ground to assign the maturity+ of the Papal power to

A.D. 607–612:—again precisely at their bisection.

Can this parallelism, which must be confessed to be highly

worthy of our serious regard, to say the least, be carried yet

onward to the completion of the Times?

* See Da Costa’s “Israel and the Gentiles,” 217.

+ The maturity of its revelation, not the maturity of its development.
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That the years with which the last century closed con

stituted a notable prophetic era, Presentist interpreters are

nearly unanimous. Then “the judgment [on the Little Horn]

began to sit, taking away his dominion, to consume and to

destroy it unto the end " (Dan. vii. 26). And then flew forth

the angel with “the everlasting gospel to preach . . . to every

nation, and kindred, and tongue, and people” (Rev. xiv. 6, 7),

founding his mission on the fact that the hour of God’s judg

ment QUOS CO7me.

Now, this striking of “the hour” seems to point to some

specific, recognised note of time; just as our Lord's phrase, at

the opening of his ministry (Mark i. 15), “the time is fulfilled,”

clearly points to the famous prediction of the Seventy Weeks.

Had any notable period, then, arrived, which might be con

nected in the minds of devout men with the judgment of God?

A moment's calculation will show that it was just 2520 years

from the incipient opening of the Times of the Gentiles, B.C.

727–724; and just 1260 years from the incipient rise of the

Papal power, A.D. 533–536.

Just at that very time sounded the Seventh Trumpet, the

third and last Woe, comprising seven vials, in whose successive

outpourings the wrath of God on the apostate Roman world

should be filled up. It was the “hour” of the first TRENCH

REVOLUTION.

Then “fell the noisome and grievous ulcer” of atheism “on

the men who had the mark of the Beast ; ” upon France, “eldest

son of the Church; ” always foremost in supporting the Papacy.

The dreadful outbursting of democratic fury suddenly over

turned all that was most stable in civil institutions; and, full

of hatred against Christianity, satiated its rage on that form of

it with which alone it was familiar, the corrupt, apostate

religion of Popery. After several heavy blows inflicted by the

popular assemblies on the Church, such as the confiscation of

all its property, the degradation, impoverishment, banishment,

and slaughter of the clergy, the use of the Christian era and

the Christian religion itself were publicly renounced. This was

in November 1793; and it remained the law of France till
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Lanjuinais brought in his decree for freedom of worship in

May 1795. In the following year a new power arose, and

the scene of judgment shifts to the rivers and fountains of

Italy.

But this judgment on the Papacy and Papal Europe, heavy

as it was, was only an incipient taste of the wrath of God.

The epoch which ought, if these parallelisms are not delusive,

to accomplish that wrath to the uttermost, is even now upon us.

The seventy-five years of interval between the incipient and

the complete are even now in the very act of closing. The

fated years —the august Week of symbolic Times l—the far

reaching, slow-revolving ages of Gentile dominion are even

now, unless these calculations are utterly baseless, dropping

out their very last sands ! We stand on the brink of a shore

less ocean, and in breathless awe ask if the events are still hold

ing their even race with the times; or whether they fail at the

final issue. The FINAL ISSUE is not yet come ; but does

not every feature of the age in which we live confirm the

accuracy of the calculation, and encourage the blessed hope

1290 AND 1335 YEARS.

The “time, times and a half,” mentioned in Daniel xii. 7,

must surely be the same period as we have already considered,

in its fullest and most complete sense; because, from the

question to which it is an answer, and from the event which is

to mark its close, “after the accomplishment of the disper

sion of the holy people” (Wintle's version), the Times of the

Gentiles end with it. -

But the two periods mentioned in the latter part of the same

chapter, 1290 days(ver. 11),and 1335 days (ver. 12), maynot

be a simple prolongation of the former; and this may be hinted by

the notable change of the formula, these having a day for their

unit, instead of a time. They are both confessedly obscure;

but from the fact that the space by which the longer exceeds

the former is exactly that of the difference between the incipi

ent and the complete dates, viz., 75 years, we incline to accept

them as intended to unite the two modes of computation.
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Thus the taking away of the daily sacrifice, and the setting up

of the desolating abomination, may both be taken in the mysti

cal sense;—the former equivalent to the rendering of the true

Church invisible (Rev. xii. 6), the latter to the revelation of the

Papal apostacy. The 75 years are subdivided into periods of

30 and 45. The former of these, dated from 1792–6, brings

us to the Greek Insurrection, the first fatal blow to Turkey,

and the beginning of the drying of the symbolic Euphrates,

The latter promises its completion ; and that imminently, if

this computation is well-grounded.

A TIME No LONGER.

In intimate relation to this grand period of three times and .

a half stands the remarkable promise in Rev. x. 6, 7, “that

there should be time no longer.” If we do not misread the

Oracle, it adds an independent and very important confirma

tion to the chronological conclusions at which we have just

arrived. Our translation, indeed, making it signify that time

itself, time in the abstract, should cease, being lost in eternity,

is untenable and absurd; being contradicted by the subsequent

announcement of a thousand years (xx. 4–7) to begin after the

seventh trumpet has ceased. Mr Elliott (“Hor. Apoc.,” 5th ed.)

renders it, “the time shall no further be prolonged;” and

rejects the rendering of Mr Birks and Mr Bickersteth—“a

time shall not yet be,” (i.e., a mystic, symbolic Time, or chrono

logical period), on the ground that “xpovos is never used in this

sense, either in the LXX Version of Daniel, or in the Apoca

lypse ; the word used in these cases being always and distinc

tively kaipos.” Mr Elliott adds—“Mr Birks does not appear

to me to have advanced a step towards removing the gravity of

this objection.”

Mr Birks's arguments we have not met with; but the gravity of

the objection seems, to our own judgment, greatly diminished,

when we reflect that there are but two original occurrences of the

expression, besides the one in question. For Dan. xii. 7, and also

Rev. xii. 14, are, without controversy, reproductions, and (so to

speak) quotations, of the original phrase in Dan. vii. 25. And
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so the fact will stand thus: The Holy Ghost, for a year in a

symbolic sense, has twice (Dan. iv. 13 (16); and vii. 25) used the

word catpos, and once (Rev. x. 6) xpovos. But the constant use

of these two words as strictly synonymous and interchangeable,

both in the Scriptures and in profane authors,” helps further

to remove the objection.

Nor can we overlook the very notable parallelism between

the passages Dan. xii. 7, and Rev. x. 5. In the former a heavenly

Man stands on the waters of the river, and, holding up his

right hand and his left hand to heaven, swears by Him that liveth

for ever, that it shall be for a time, times and a half; and then

all these things shall be finished. In the latter a glorious Angel

stands on the sea and on the earth, and, lifting up his hands to

heaven, swears by Him that liveth for ever and ever, that there

shall not be yet a time; but in the days of the seventh angel,

whensoever he may have to sound, the Mystery of God shall be

finished. We can hardly fail to infer the identity of meaning of

the terms used for “time” in the two cases; or to conclude

that, in the latter utterance, two times and a half, out of the

three and a half of the former, had already passed away.

Now, that the historical event prefigured in Rev. x. is the

glorious Reformation under Luther, has been clearly shown by

Mr Elliott. Then, if these premises be accepted, we have good

ground for confidence that, from A.D. 1517, there should not be

360 years before the consummation of the Mystery of God.

EVENING-MORNING 2300.

We will now examine a prophetic period, perhaps the most

difficult of all. In Daniel's vision of the Ram, and He-goat,

the duration of the events foreshown is thus limited: “Unto

2300 days (lit., unto evening-morning 2300): then shall the

sanctuary be cleansed (justified).”

We do not here inquire whether Rome (Pagan and Papal), or

Mohammedism, be symbolized by this Little Horn; nor whether

the oppressed and scandalized Church, or the Gentile-trodden

land of Israel, be intended by the sanctuary. The vindication

* See Wintle's “Daniel,” p. 206.
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of the one and the cleansing of the other will doubtless syn

chronize ; and it is the chronology that is now in question.

In the third year of Belshazzar Daniel (viii. 1) saw a vision,

of which (ver. 15) he sought for the meaning. A divine voice

commissions Gabriel (ver. 16) to make him understand the

vision. Gabriel (vv. 20–26) explains the symbols copiously,

with one exception, the symbol of the duration. This he ex

pressly shtits up, merely telling the seer that it shall be for many

days, and that it reaches to the time of the end, “the last end

of the indignation.” But this point, “how long 2" had been the

main object of holy inquiry among the angelic speakers in the

seer's hearing ; so that, this being still shut up, Daniel remains

“astonished at the vision, no one understanding it" (ver. 27).

It is plain, then, that Gabriel had not, as yet, done what he

had been commanded to do;--he had not “made the man to

understand the vision.”

But, in the first year of Darius (ix. 1), Daniel being occupied

in confession and prayer (ver. 21), Gabriel is sent a second time

‘to him, “the same Gabriel whom he had seen in the vision at the

beginning” (as he is careful to tell us); who says, “O Daniel,

I am now come forth to give thee skill and understanding.”

That is, surely, “I am now come to perform the conimission

entrusted to me some time ago, in thy hearing” (but which

hitherto had remained incomplete, perhaps in order to educe

this very spirit of humiliation and confession):—“therefore,”

he goes on, “understand the matter, and consider the vision.”

But what vision 3 No vision is mentioned as having been

seen by Daniel, since that of the Ram and He-goat; and the

whole of Gabriel's address shows irrefragably that it is that

vision which he wishes to recall to the prophet's attention, be

fore he opens his explication.

Well; the prophet opens his ears, doubtless:—we open ours

too. Now, at length, he is going “to understand that vision "

which so astonished him before. He is going to get a clue to

the duration of it, surely; because this is the only part left

shut up.

The revealing angel then begins a discourse; and his first

word shows that its subject is chronology. “Seventy weeks are
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cut-off,” &c. We listen to the end;—and what have we learned,

about “the vision ?” What do we know about the evening

morning, that we did not know before ? Most of us would, I

fear, be constrained to reply, “Nothing !”. Has Gabriel then

failed a second time? Granted that we have gained some very

valuable information about the proximity of Messiah; yet this

is not exactly what was announced by him, when he appeared,

as what he was going to give. It was more understanding of

that former vision. And where is it ! Was Daniel as much

puzzled as we are? We certainly read no more of his mourn

ing and astonishment; no more complaints that no one under

stood it. Perhaps he got some clue which we do not catch up.

Possibly he reasoned somewhat thus: “Since seventy weeks are

to be cut off" before Messiah's appearing, from what longer

period are they to be cut off 2 What, but the 2300 evening

morning? For no other integral period, no period from which

490 years could be cut off, has been mentioned in the previous

vision, or at any other time since. If this be so, then, when

once Messiah has appeared, and the concomitant circumstances

have happened, the people of God will know that 490 years of

the 2300 have lapsed; and thus, having the terminus a quo, will

be able to fore-calculate the terminus ad quem, when the sanc

tuary shall be justified.” -

The angel says, “Seventy weeks are cut off [lit. is cut off; as

if en masse] over thy people and over thy holy city, to restrain

apostacy, and to seal [or to bring to the full] sins . . . " These

expressions appear to look onward to the period when the Jew

ish people and city should be given up by God, and the wrath

should come upon them to the uttermost. And this was not till

the beginning of the Roman war, when (A.D. 66) the believing

Jews fled from Jerusalem ; the son of the freewoman was

finally separated from the son of the bondwoman ; the salt of

the nation was taken away, and the mass hastened to corruption.

How the details of the prediction are to be reconciled with

this, it is not our purpose here to show. If we have succeeded

in proving the connection of chaps. viii. and ix., and if the two

phrases just quoted from ix. 24 carry on the seventy weeks to

* Cutoff is the literal meaning of the word rendered determined in ix. 24.
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A.D. 66; it seems to follow (whatever difficulties we may fin

on other points) that the angel gives this key to the vision :

that, whereas 2300 years shall bring the last end of the indigna

tion, and 490 years cut off from it bring A.D. 66, the remain

ing 1810 years must be dated from this point, which gives the

year 1876 as the time when the sanctuary shall be justified.

THE SABBATH-REST.

There remains to be considered one period more ; that august

Week of mundane history, already alluded to, of which each unit

stretches over a thousand years. This grand era differs, indeed,

from all those with which we have been occupied, in that it has

no direct word of God on which to rest; and therefore it can

not strictly be called a prophetic period. But it is sanctioned

by the belief of a very venerable antiquity, both Jewish and

Christian; the former dating from before the birth of Christ;

the latter including the earliest fathers, as Barnabas, Irenaeus,

Cyprian, Lactantius, Ambrose, &c. And, indirectly, it seems to

have even inspired.sanction; “for the apostle Paul's use of the

word orać8attafuos, Sabbatism, to designate the Saints' expected

glorious rest with Christ (Heb. iv. 9), may be not unreasonably

considered as almost an apostolic recognition of the early and

well-known Jewish opinion, that Messiah's kingdom of blessed

ness would occupy the seventh millennium of the world, agree

ably with the type of the seventh day's sabbatism of rest after

the six days of creation; especially seeing that it was Hebrew

Christians whom he was then addressing, and that by them the

word thus chosen could not but be almost necessarily associated,

alike from its etymology and its use, with some chronological

septenary.” -

The belief may be thus expressed:—The six days, during

which the world was created, typically represent each a thou

sand years, dtiring which its work-day life should last ; and the

seventh day, of God's rest, the seventh millennium, when Christ

and his risen Saints shall reign over it.

Let us now examine this grand period, in order to ascertain

whither it will land us in the range of time, the course of human

* Elliott's Hor. Apoc. iv. 256 (3d edition).
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history : Has it passed by, and disappointed the venerable ex

pectation, by making no sign : Or is its termination still

future ? If the latter, how near, or how remote 2 And how

does its close agree with that of the other periods which have

just come under our examination ? An inquiry this, surely of

deep interest.

Happily, we approach it under far more auspicious conditions

than our fathers could. For, as was just observed, our present

times are now linked with those of the kings of Judah with a

most reliable precision; and, for the rest of the grand Calendar,

we need not go beyond the letter of the inspired Word.

The first year of Hezekiah is fixed (by the eclipse which

caused the recession of the shadow in his fourteenth year) to

B.C. 702. From this date to the first year of Saul are 375 years.

The judicature of Samuel is an unknown period, which we will

call a. The apostle Paul (Acts xiii. 20), gives 450 years, as

reaching from the division of the land to Samuel. And that

this was 2559 years from the creation, may be easily computed

from the Pentateuch; simply noting that—(1.) The Exodus was

430 years (Gal. iii. 17) after the call of Abram (Gen. xiii.

15); and (2.) That Abram was born (cf. Gen. xi. 32, and xii.

4, with Acts vii. 4) when Terah was 130 years old.

- YEARS,

From Adam to the division of the land, . 2559

Thence to Samuel, . - - • - 450

Samuel's judicature - • - º &;

From. Saul to Hezekiah, - - - 375

, Hezekiah to Christ, - - . 702

To the present year, - - • . 1871

5957 -- a.

Thus there have elapsed, since the creation, 5957 years and

the unknown period occupied by Samuel between the death of

Eli and the election of Saul. This interval we have no means

of precisely determining ; but the Scripture seems to settle it

very nearly. Samuel was “a child” when Eli was “very old”

(I Sam. ii. 18, 22); he was still “a child” when Eli's “eyes
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began to wax dim that he could not see” (iii. 1, 2, 8); and

that this word “child” must be understood literally, appears

from the statement that after this he “grew” (iii. 19). Samuel,

then, could scarcely have passed his vigorous manhood at the

death of Eli: yet, at the election of Saul (xii. 2), he was “old

and gray-headed ; ” and, some time before this, he had deputed

his office to his sons, on account (viii. 1) of his own incapacity

from old age.

Nearer than this we cannot go ; but how notably this com

putation agrees in its results with those of the prophetic

eriods already evolved, may be left to the observation of our

intelligent readers.

Now let us glance back for a moment, and review our results,

Here are seven distinct periods, varying in range from 6000 to

360 years; some of them independent, others having complex

relations with each other, the failure of one of which * would

be quite fatal to it and to its fellows; every one of them having

its starting-point and its termination (so far as this can be at

present traced) marked by some momentous epoch, and momen

tous, too, in the most direct and manifest relation to the several

events marked out for the periods; all of them periods of divine

ordination, and their events not such as man might arbitrarily

select from the ample page of history, but determined and

severely limited beforehand by the Spirit of God. Yet their

terminations, as with one concurrent harmonious voice, point

to an era embraced by half a dozen years at most, either way,

from the moment in which this page is written.

We must, however, avoid estimating this evidence more highly

than it really deserves. The data, the premises, are divine, and

therefore infallible: the conclusions are merely human infer

ences, and therefore liable to error. If the present epoch should

* For example. Suppose the bisection of the Seven Times had fallen at the

beginning of the 5th century or at the end of the 7th, what could we have

found to mark the commencement of the time, times and a half? Or, sup

pose the complete rise of the Papacy had been manifestly 50 or 100 years

after its incipient rise (i.e., suppose Phocas's grant and the concomitant

events had been about A.D. 580 or 630), whereas the mature breaking of

Israel had been 75 years after the incipient, the parallelism would have

utterly failed. So with the other coincidences. -
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(which may God avert ) pass by without the personal appear

ing of the Lord Jesus, or any grand crisis of prophetic accom

plishment, we will not for a moment say that the truth of God

has failed ; but only that, through our ignorance, we had mis

read his premonitions. In every department of human know

ledge (mathematical science excepted) our nearest approach to

absolute certainty is but a balancing of probabilities. God's

Word is, indeed, Truth, without any admixture of error; but,

in man's reception and application of this Truth, a thousand

sources of possible error are at once opened.

Let us exemplify this. We cannot be absolutely certain that

in the term “seven times,” announced to Nebuchadnezzar, a

typical meaning was couched. If there was, we are not abso

lutely certain that a “time” signifies 360 years. If it does,

we are not absolutely certain that the divine commencement

and termination are twofold ; nor that the former was at the

events indicated in 2 Kings xv. 29, and Isa. vii. 8. Yet, how

high a probability attaches to all these assumptions we have

endeavoured to show; and our readers must weigh it for them

selves.
-

Again :—in marking the incipient rise of the Papacy by the

favouring edict of the great lawgiver Justinian, it must not be

overlooked that, in A.D. 378, an edict of Gratian and Valentinian

II. had conferred on the Bishop of Rome the right of finally deter

mining appeals throughout the whole Western Empire. And, in

445, an edict of Theodosius II. and Valentinian III. had assigned

the primacy to the See of Peter, and had forbidden anything

to be attempted against the authority of that See. “For then, at

length, the peace of the Churches shall everywhere be preserved,

if the universe acknowledge its Ruler.” This language ap

proaches the force of that employed by Justinian, “Head of all

the Churches;” yet it does not reach its blasphemous height,

nor will these dates point to any events of importance, if 1260

years be computed from them either forward or backward. To

catéxov, moreover, had not yet been removed.

Once more :—if we examine the coincidences enumerated, as

if with a microscope, we might say, that, since the events of

1870 (as the consummation of Papal blasphemy, the blotting

t



THE SABBATH-REST. 23

out of the Temporal Power, and the crushing of the Eldest Sou

of the Church) exceed in apparent magnitude the events of

1868; so the events of 535, of 610, and of 1795, ought re

spectively to have exceeded those of 533, of 608, and of 1793,

in like proportion; but, that they did, does not clearly appear

from history, according to our power of estimating their im

portance. Yet the weight of the concurrence of these groups

of years annong themselves, and with those assigned to the be

ginning of the Seven Times, immensely preponderates over this

slight discrepancy, which, too, may be only apparent.

There is such a thing as the credulity of scepticism ; and he,

who obstinately refuses to accept as true any conclusion in

which ingenuity can succeed in picking a hole, must remain all

his life in painful doubt upon subjects of the gravest im

portance,

Before he quite dismisses the subject, the writer would fain

present a loving caveat to his readers. God forbid that this

article should be no more than an intellectual exercise, an

attempt to solve a curious chronological problem, an arena for

the display of mere mental acumen. The occupation of the

mind about the Word of God, while the conscience is dormant,

is a dangerous thing. Has not this subject a voice to the

conscience, to the heart 2

The coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, and our gathering

together unto Him, is the great hope of the Church, ever vividly

presented to her by the Holy Ghost and by Jesus himself. It

is the very close connection of this most blessed consummation

with the termini of the prophetic epochs herein discussed, that

gives to them their absorbing interest. On it are intently bent

the longing eyes of “all them that love his appearing.”

Whatever adds an iota of probability to the ever-expectant hope

of beholding Jesus quickly, is precious. “My soul waiteth for

the Lord more than they that watch for the morning; I say,

more than they that watch for the morning” (Ps. cxxx. 6). To

see Him as He is, to see Himself, is our hope. He said to his

sorrowing, orphaned disciples, “I will come again, and receive

you unto myself, that where I am, ye may be also " (John xiv. 3).
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Glorious beyond our poor imagining as may be the lustre and

magnificence of the Holy City which is to be our residence,—

“the Lamb is the light thereof.” (Rev. xxi. 23). We earnestly

desire, by these investigations, to quicken the heart-hopes of

his own ; of those who know his love; who can say, in rapturous

thanksgiving, “He loved me, and gave Himself for me;” to

elicit the cry for his personal presence as their chief joy.

What will it be to be with Him I What will it be to be for ever

with the Lord 1 The least dim indication, the feeblest addi

tional evidence, that He is near, ought to send a joyful thrill

through our hearts. It ought; but, alas ! it does not. The

day we speak of is “the day of his espousals, the day of the

gladness of his heart” (Song iii. 11; Rev. xix. 7), and He has

abundantly shown how his own loving heart is set upon it.

O that our cold hearts were so warmed with respondent love,

that from the whole Church one strong irresistible cry should

ascend, “Come, Lord Jesus!”

The New Testament, to one who reads with an opened eye

and an obedient heart, abounds with instructions how we should

regard the approaching Advent. Love towards it (2 Tim.

iv. 8); ardent hope (Luke xxi. 28; Rom. viii. 23; Col. iii. 4;

1 Thess. iv. 13–17; Rev. xxii. 12); earnest expectation (Phil,

iii. 20; Titus ii. 13; Heb. x. 28; 2 Peter iii. 12, “ hasting .

unto * it); godly fear, and jealousy of being disapproved (2

Cor. v. 10); patient endurance of trial (Heb. x. 36, 37; James

v. 7); separation from the world, and looseness to entangle

ments (Luke xxi. 34); all holy comwersation and godliness (2

Peter iii. 11); purity modelled on Jesus's purity (1 John iii.

3); finally, not a sentimental indifferentism which folds its

hands and idly waits, but loving, active, self-denying service

for the Church and the world while there is time (Matt. xxiv.

45; Mark xiii. 34; Luke xii. 35–48);-such are the conditions

of mind and heart which the signs of the coming of Jesus

should awaken and maintain. -º

O that writer and reader, “Seeing that we look for such

things, may be diligent that we may be found of Him in peace,

without spot and blameless ' " - - P. H. G.
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