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THE ANTICHRIST F U T U R E . 

To those in Worthing who favoured me with their 
presence at Lectures recently given by me there. 

London, Nov., 1859. 

I READILY believe that the Gentlemen who are 
undertaking to prove to you that the predictions of 
Holy Scripture respecting ANTICHRIST are all 
accomplished, or to be accomplished in the Pope of 
Rome, are actuated by a sincere desire to maintain 
what they conceive to be God's Truth. Yet, as their 
statements must be, and are manifestly intended to 
be, in direct opposition to that which I have lately 
endeavoured to set before you in the same place, I 
may be allowed the privilege of a reply. It is not 
necessary for me to hear their arguments in order 
to be acquainted with their general tenor. Those 
arguments have of late years been so frequently 
advanced, and I must be permitted to say, so 
frequently repelled, that little that is new can be 
said either in the way of statement or rejoinder. 

First, however, I would wish it to be most clearly 
understood that I am thoroughly at one with the 
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4 THE ANTICHRIST FUTURE. 

Lecturers as respects their just and righteous abhor
rence of Popery, whether Anglican or Roman. I 
abhor it with all my soul, and they can say no more. 
I believe it to be a system that necessarily leads to 
everlasting death, even to the fire that never can be 
quenched. Take one, merely, of their dogmas— 
their doctrine concerning the Virgin Mary. Instead 
of allowing that her body, like that of David and 
Paul and all other saints, has known the corruption 
of death and has returned to the dust, waiting for 
the trumpet to sound that it might be raised incor
ruptible, they invent a fable respecting her mira
culous assumption above the skies, and tell us that she 
there sitteth as " the Queen of Heaven." Is not this 
fable a lie ? It is a lie : and I am told in the Scrip
ture that no liars can enter Heaven. " W I T H O U T 
are dogs, and sorcerers, and whoremongers, and 
murderers, and idolaters, and whosoever loveth and 
maketh a lie." Rev. xxii. 15. Again, do they not 
teach that prayer should be addressed to this so-
called " Queen of Heaven " from every quarter of 
the earth ? How can she hear prayer unless she be 
omniscient or omnipresent ? But do omniscience 
and omnipresence belong to the creature ? Are they 
not the attributes of God alone ? And are not all 
who pray to a creature as if that creature had the 
attributes of God, idolaters ? And are not all 
idolaters excluded from the Kingdom of Heaven ? 
" Idolaters and all liars shall have their part in the 
lake which burneth with fire and brimstone: which 
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is the second death." Rev. xxi. 8. We have reason 
therefore to tremble at and to abhor Popery. The 
more we examine into its proud pretension of quick
ening souls by ritual ordinances, and of bestowing 
the Holy Ghost by imposition of hands upon men 
who have never known Christ, and so turning them 
into ministers in His Church—the more we examine 
such pretensions and deeds as these, the more shall 
we find that its credentials are the credentials of a 
system whose origin is from the pit. 

Nevertheless, though I have for years felt all this, 
and though from my heart I recognise the blessed 
and privileged place of Protestantism when it really 
cleaves to the Scripture as its guide, yet I am equally 
sure that with all our zeal against Popery, we shall 
fail in subserving the interests of Truth if we narrow, 
as God has not narrowed, the circle of Antichristian-
ism, and assert that none but Papists are in danger 
of being involved in the peculiar iniquities and pecu
liar doom of Antichrist. The sentence pronounced 
in Scripture on those who connect themselves witb 
" the Beast," is so solemn, so awful, that it becomes 
a question of universal interest, whether it be one 
intended by God to apply to Papists alone. " If any 
man worship the Beast and his image, and receive 
his mark in his forehead, or in his hand, the same 
shall drink of the wine of the wrath of God, which is 
poured out without mixture into the cup of his indig
nation ; and he shall be tormented with fire and 
brimstone in the presence of the holy angels and 
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in the presence of the Lamb. And the smoke 
of their torment ascendeth up for ever and ever; 
and they have no rest day nor night who worship 
the Beast and his image, and whosoever receiveth 
the mark of his name." Rev. xiv. n , etc. 

Am I indeed to say that none but Papists can 
come under these awful words ? I must say so if I 
assert that the Pope is T H E Antichrist, T H E 
Beast. Are we to say this when we see throughout 
the whole Greek Church and the millions who wor
ship within her pale, doctrines as false, as idolatrous, 
and as abominable, as any that are found in Rome ? 
Is it not true that in the Greek schools of Alexandria, 
Antioch, and Constantinople, were first nurtured 
those foul plants which kave since produced in the 
Greek and Latin Churches a like harvest of iniqui
ty? Why should the Greek Church, the elder sister 
in the family of corruption, be forgotten, and Rome, 
the younger sister, be alone remembered ? Am I to 
tell a poor deceived Greek Monk, differing in no 
respect from a Roman Monk (except in the mere 
fact of his not being Roman) am I to tell him that 
he is quite free, quite safe from Antichrist and his 
doom ? Or, again, to come nearer home; when I 
see naked, shameless Infidelity—Infidelity that Vol
taire would have exulted to behold, nurtured in the 
bosom of Protestant Germany and Switzerland, and 
now found spreading its destructive poisons in our 
own favoured land ; when I see accredited ministers 
of the Church of England advancing, and permitted 
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to advance, such doctrines as are found in the writ
ings of Jowett, Powell, Maurice, Kingsley, and more 
or less, in all the writers of " the Broad Church " 
School, am I to say that because these writers are 
not Papists, they are in no danger of standing in 
that chiefest and innermost circle of all the circles of 
iniquity that has Antichrist for its centre ? Am I to 
place beneath the awful curse of the verses I just 
now quoted, the Pope and Papist only, and to 
exempt Voltaire and Strauss, and all who are follow
ing in their steps ? " He is T H E A N T I C H R I S T , " 
says the Scripture, "who denieth the Father and the 
Son." i John ii. In the sense of this verse the Papist 
does not deny the Father and the Son: but Infi
delity does. Infidelity scoffs at that which many 
Papists really, and all Papists nominally, believe. 
Am I then to say that the Papist who with his lip, at 
least, confesses the Father and the Son, is of Anti
christ ; but that the Infidel who blasphemes the 
Father and the Son is not of Antichrist ? There is 
a solemn question involved in this. It behoves us 
well to beware how we bear false testimony to those, 
who, of all men, are most in danger of being swept 
into that abyss of evil in which the present Dispen
sation is to close. 

If I see any one, who, nominally perhaps and 
educationally a Protestant, is yet ready to treat all 
questions of religious Truth with Gallio-like indiffer
ence—willing to smile blandly alike on Greek or on 
Papist—on Mahometan or on Jew—on Protestant 
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or on Infidel, deeming that the peace of society and 
the progress of the world are best promoted by 
honouring all religions that have sufficient social 
influence to make it worth while to honour them—if, 
I say, we see any such individual or such system 
ignoring the oneness of Truth, and seeking to honour 
and to cherish every dark system of falsehood that 
Satan has introduced among men, we see something 
that has not only all the responsibilities and blood-
guiltiness of Popery, but also the responsibilities 
and the bloodguiltiness of every other evil system 
that it has undertaken to cherish. A system suffi
ciently wide—sufficiently liberal (as men say) to 
spread its cherishing wing over Popery and all other 
forms of falsehood, can have said of it, what it is 
impossible to say of any more narrow and less com
prehensive system, viz., that it is guilty of ALL the 
blood shed upon the earth. Popery may have slain 
its thousands, but the Greek Church, and Judaism, 
and Mahomedanism, and Brahminism, have slain 
their thousands too. All the bloodguiltiness of earth 
can only be found where there is sufficient compre
hensiveness of evil to knit all these systems together 
as under a common head. The very exclusiveness 
of Popery prevents it from doing this ; but Infidel 
latitudinarianism is hindered by no such shackles. 
There is nothing too wide for its comprehensiveness 
—nothing too foul for its embrace. 

Are we then, I again ask, to exempt all who are 
not Papists from that peculiar and matured form of 
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evil which is presented to us in Scripture under the 
symbols of Babylon and the Beast ? Are we to say 
that latitudinarian Infidelity, even though it avowedly 
deny the Father and the Son, and even though it 
ally itself with every bloodguilty system that the 
earth has known, is not to be regarded as falling 
under these awful symbols of matured iniquity, 
because it is not Papal ? 

Besides, does not the verse which I have just 
quoted from Rev. xiv. plainly teach us that any who 
have once worshipped Antichrist, or in any way 
become his servants, are irrecoverably lost ? Their 
doom is already pronounced. " They shall be tor
mented night and day for ever." They cannot 
escape this sentence. They never can be forgiven. 
Can we affirm this of all who have ever been 
Papists ? " It is said in the Scripture, of Anti
christ," observes Dr. Tregelles, " that all shall worship 
him whose names are not written in the Lamb's book of 
life." Now, really, it is quite beyond my credulity to 
imagine that there are no wicked men around us 
except Roman Catholics ; for so it must be if all 
except the elect of God own the Papacy. 

" I should also be repugnant to admit a theory 
which would necessarily exclude from salvation not 
only Pascal, Fenelon, Caspar Contarini, Quesnel, 
and many others who owned the authority of Rome, 
but also Luther, Melancthon, Tyndale, and all the 
early Reformers, who once had been in that com
munion. Had the Papacy been the Antichrist, none 
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of these could have been saved ; for ' if any man 
worship the beast and his image, the same shall 
drink of the wine of the wrath of God, and he shall 
be tormented with fire and brimstone.' 

" When France rejected Popery, it was seen 
and felt that there was a form of evil far worse— 
A T H E I S T I C ANARCHY. This is an answer to 
any who say, What form of Antichristianism can be 
•worse than Popery ? I ask, Are we to learn nothing 
from the lessons which God brings before the eyes 
of men ? It is not sixty years [published in 1851] 
since our fathers had this terrible display of evil 
before them, and is it possible that it has been 
already forgotten ? 

" I do not palliate Popery ; but, with all its evils, 
some have been saved within its nominal pale ; Anti
christianism, on the contrary, leads all its votaries to 
inevitable destruction. Popery may do much in 
carrying out forms of iniquity, which will at length 
issue in the rejection of God and of Christ. There 
have been 'many Antichrists,' but ' T H E Antichrist' 
will at length appear in his full infidel power." * 

" If the Pope, or the Papacy," says Mr. Bonar, 
" were ' the Beast,' then according to Rev. xiii. 8, 
all must be worshipping him whose names are not 
written from the foundation of the world in the book 
of life of the Lamb slain. In other words, Anti
christianism in that case, would simply be limited to 

* See a work by Dr. Tregelles, entitled " The Jansenists," p. 95-
Published by Bagster, in 1851. 
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those who adhere to the Pope, with the unavoidable 
conclusion that such professed atheists as Hume, 
Gibbon, and Thomas Paine, who showed as little 
faith in his as in any otiier name, were written in 
the book of that adorable Redeemer whom never
theless they blasphemed." ( "The Development of 
Antichrist," by Andrew Bonar, Esq., p. 7.) 

" Antichrist," says Bishop Horsley, " is that son 
of perdition who is to rise out of an apostasy, not a 
constructive apostasy, never understood to be such 
by those to whom the guilt has been imputed : but 
an open undisguised apostasy. That son of per
dition who shall neither be a Protestant nor a 
Papist ; neither Christian, Jew, nor Heathen : who 
shall worship neither God, Angel, nor Saint: who 
will neither supplicate the invisible Majesty of 
Heaven, nor fall down before an Idol. ' He will 
magnify himself against every thing that is called 
God, or is worshipped,' and with a bold flight of 
impiety, soaring far above his precursors and types 
in the times of Paganism, the Sehnacheribs, the 
Nebuchadnezzars, the Antiochuses and the heathen 
Emperors, will claim divine honours to himself 
exclusively, and consecrate an Image of himself." 
(Bishop Horsley's " Letter to Edward King, Esq.," 

I799-) 
These writers are all of them men who have not 

been wont to form their judgments lightly, nor to 
express them carelessly. But now let us turn to the 
direct evidence of Scripture. There is a text in the 
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seventeenth of Revelation to which I especially wish 
to direct attention. In our version the sixteenth 
verse stands thus : "And the ten horns which thou 
sawest upon the beast, these shall hate the whore 
and shall make her desolate and naked, and shall 
eat her flesh and burn her with fire." Now, even if 
this were the right rendering of this verse it would 
be sufficiently difficult of interpretation (as I will 
show directly) for those who assert that Papal 
Rome is the Harlot. But the right reading in this 
verse (a fact controverted, I believe, by none) i s : 
"And the ten horns which thou sawest AND (not 
on) the Beast, these shall hate the whore and shall 
make her desolate and naked, and shall eat her flesh 
and burn her with fire."* Now, if the Beast be the 
Pope, and the harlot Popery or Papal Rome, it 
would follow that the Pope must hate, destroy, and 
consume Popery or Papal Rome! It is not in
tended, I suppose, to assert this. Yet if this be not 
intended, what is intended ? Surely it must be 
admitted on the evidence of this verse alone, either 
that the Beast is not the Pope, or that the Harlot 
is not Popery. 

But again, the ten kings and their kingdoms are 
so closely associated with the person supposed to be 
the Pope, that they are represented as standing in 
the same relation to him as horns do to the head of 

* See Tregelles' critical text of Revelation, as also Griesbach, 
Scholtz, Lachmann, and Tischendorf. The right reading is KOL 
ra Sexa Kfpara a eiSes KAI TO Orjpiov, &c. 
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the animal from which they spring. No one doubts 
that a beast is master of the horns that spring out of 
his own head. There cannot be a more full emblem 
of sovereign lordship and control. Where then are 
the Ten Kingdoms which the Pope thus mightily 
controls ? Can any one enumerate them ? Observe 
they can be no insignificant or unknown kingdoms, 
for not only are they said to be associated with all 
the marvellous power which the Beast is to wield 
(and his power will be marvellous) for it is said, 
" the whole world wondered after him, saying, who 
is like unto the Beast, who is able to make war with 
him ? " and again, " all except those whose names 
are written in the Lamb's book of life shall worship 
him," see Rev. xiii.—not only then are the Ten King
doms to be associated with all this marvellous glory, 
but this power and glory they are to retain together 
with the Beast, " until the words of God shall be 
fulfilled." Rev. xvii. There is to be no waning—no 
gradual decay either of the power of. the Ten King
doms, or of the Beast their master. Their great
ness is not to be undermined, neither is it to fall 
beneath the blow of any human hand. They retain 
their power to the very end of the age, and when 
that end comes they put it forth in all its undimin
ished strength. But against whom ? Against the 
Lord of lords, and the King of kings. " These shall 
make war with the Lamb, and the Lamb shall over
come them; for He is Lord of lords and King of 
kings; and they that are with Him are called, and 
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chosen, and faithful." Rev. xvii. 14. That "making 
war," and that " overcoming" is fully described in 
the close of the nineteenth chapter of the Revela
tion, and also in the last chapter of Joel from the 
ninth verse to the end. Armageddon (Rev. xvi. 16) 
is the gathering place: the valley of Jehoshaphat 
(Joel iii. 2, 12), the place of destruction. I repeat 
then that those kingdoms that are to stand at the 
very head of the earth's power, and form the very 
centre of its glory at the hour when the great day 
of visitation comes, can be no unknown unrecog
nized kingdoms. Can we then say that the Pope is 
wielding this wondrous power over such wondrous 
Ten Kingdoms ? According to the theory I am 
opposing, he ought to be wielding it, and to have 
wielded it for centuries past. But he never as king, 
i.e., as having secular power, has been sovereign of 
any kingdom save his own petty states, which now, 
as indeed not unfrequently before, he has lost. He 
has never been king even over the Latin half of the 
Roman Empire, much less over its Greek or Eastern 
half. 

Yet it is necessary that he who shall answer to 
the symbol of the " ten-horned beast " should be 
supreme over all the full extent of the Roman 
World —• that which the Romans used to call 17 
oiKovfievrj (see Luke ii. 1), or " Orbis Terrarum." 
It is from Daniel that the symbol of the ten horns 
is derived. In the second chapter under the symbol 
of the ten toes of the Image, and in the seventh 
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chapter under the symbol of the ten horns of " a 
beast dreadful and terrible, and strong exceedingly," 
Daniel speaks of ten kingdoms into which, after its 
various mutations the W H O L E Roman world—all 
that over which the Imperial Caesars ruled, is finally 
to be divided. " That the Roman Empire," says 
Mede, " was the fourth kingdom of Daniel was be
lieved by the Church of Israel both before and in 
our Saviour's time ; received by the disciples of the 
Apostles and the whole Christian Church for the 
first 300 years without any known contradiction ; 
and I confess, having so good ground in Scripture, 
it is with me, ' tantum non articulus fidei,' little less 
than an Article of Faith." 

If then the iron legs of the Image, and the fourth 
beast of the seventh chapter, are admitted to be 
symbolic of the W H O L E Roman Empire—if it be 
admitted that the Roman Empire had (as is repre
sented by the two legs of the image) two well known 
parts, namely, its Greek or Eastern division, and its 
Latin or Western division, how is it that after ad
mitting this, modern expositors (for ancient ones 
avoided the error) have sought the Ten Kingdoms 
into which the whole Roman World is finally to be 
divided in the Western Latin half merely ? They 
have professed to regard the whole, but instead 
thereof have taken only half. They have placed, as 
it were, the ten toes of the Image on one foot, and 
the most important part of the Roman Empire, viz., 
the Greek or Eastern has been altogether forgotten. 
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" The limits," observes Mr. Bonar, " of what is 
called the Roman earth, are sufficiently known to 
al l ; and no division of it which does not include the 
whole can be said to have fulfilled its division into 
the ten toes or kingdoms spoken of at the end. But 
whilst admitting that the legs of iron mean the East 
and West divisions of that Empire, no scruple is 
shown in leaving out the former altogether (em
bracing as it does the position most important in 
Bible history, namely, the Holy Land, Syria, Egypt, 
Turkey and Greece) and placing the ten toes upon 
one foot of the Image in Daniel's second chapter. 
In fact it was found impossible to take the Eastern 
Empire into account at all, and so it was abandoned. 
Thereafter the whole effort seems to have been 
directed to discover them in the Western at the rise 
of the Papacy, and the result is the submission to 
us of various different lists of ten kingdoms certainly, 
which if they ever existed at all, have long since 
confessedly disappeared ; whilst the Pope, who, if 
he really had been the beast, ought to have dis
appeared with them (Rev. xix. 19-21), is still strong 
enough to make the effort he is doing in our day to 
recover the power he has lost." (Bonar's "Develop
ment of Antichrist," p. 49.) 

Am I then to be asked to believe that the whole 
Roman World, Eastern and Western, is at present 
divided into ten kingdoms, when facts prove to me 
that no such ten kingdoms exist ? Am I to believe 
that Antichrist is reigning over Ten Kingdoms that 
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exist not ? Am I to believe that there is any one 
system, or any one individual reigning with sover
eign despotic power over all the countries which 
Imperial Rome once governed in the East and in 
the West, when I well know that there is no such 
individual, and no such system reigning even over 
the Latin half of the Roman World ? All this, 
and much more of the same kind I must believe, 
if I admit that the Pope is intended by the little 
horn of Dan. vii., or by the ten-horned beast of 
the Revelation. 

If he who is represented by the little horn of 
Dan. vii. and the ten-horned beast of the Revelation, 
had run his course we should now be in the millen
nium, for with the fall of Antichrist, the reign of 
peace begins. Few, I suppose, will venture to assert 
that the millennium has begun. If, on the other 
hand, Antichrist were now fulfilling his course, not 
only should we see the whole Roman World, from 
England to the Euphrates " worshipping " him, and 
forbidden to worship any other, but all who refused 
to worship him could neither buy nor sell — they 
would be obliged to seal their testimony with their 
blood. In the countries in which the worship of 
Antichrist is to be established, the present sub
divisions of religious belief will vanish : all will be 
merged in one black system of atheistic blasphemy ; 
no God being owned but Antichrist; no one being 
worshipped but himself and his Image. " All shall 
worship him except those whose names are written 

C 
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in the Lamb's book of life." Is this the present 
condition of the whole Roman World, or of any part 
of it ? If it were, I should not be allowed to write 
these lines, nor you to read them. All will be 
caused, " both small and great, rich and poor, free 
and bond, to receive a mark in their right hand, or 
in their foreheads ; and that no man might buy or 
sell, save he that had the mark, or the name of the 
Beast, or the number of his name." Do we find 
ourselves in these circumstances now ? If these 
things had been and had passed, we should be, as 
I have before said, in the millennium. 

It is important too to remember, that they who 
assert that the Pope is the Antichrist, are obliged 
to say that the Antichrist, and all the names and 
symbols applied to him in Scripture denote not an 
individual, but a succession of individuals—a series 
of Popes for centuries. But is not Antichrist an 
individual ? Does not the Beast of the Revelation 
represent an individual ? How otherwise could it 
be said, " the Beast was taken, and with him the 
false prophet that wrought miracles before him, 
. . . these both were cast alive- into a lake of 
fire burning with brimstone." (Rev. xix. 20.) And 
again : " and the Devil that deceived them was cast 
into the lake of fire and brimstone, where the beast 
and the false prophet are, and T H E Y S H A L L 
B E T O R M E N T E D " (it is the plural number, 
fiacraviaffrjaovTcu—the Devil, and the Beast, and the 
false Prophet are included) "day and night for ever." 
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(Rev. xx. 10.) Could this be said of Antichrist if he 
were not an individual ? 

But then it will be said, even if Antichrist be an 
individual, yet the harlot of the seventeenth of the 
Revelation must represent a system. This indeed is 
true. She does represent a system and a mighty sys
tem, and one fast rising around us, even that godless 
latitudinarian infidel system to which I have before 
referred : but it is very evident that the system she 
represents cannot take effect until he who is repre
sented by the ten-horned Beast appears, for in the 
vision the woman was seen seated on the Beast. 
Unless, therefore, you can shew me the Ten King
doms of the Roman World developed, and Anti
christ ruling over them, you cannot shew me the 
harlot. But it will be answered, is not the Harlot 
said to be that city which in the time of John was 
reigning over the kings of the earth ? (Rev. xvii. 18.) 
Does he not use the present tense, saying, " that 
great city which reigneth over the kings of the 
earth " ? Must not that be Rome ? To this we 
reply, that it is the universal habit of prophecy to 
speak in the present tense of things future. The 
objects spoken of were seen in the vision by John. 
They were present to his sight, and as such are 
described. No one doubts that the vision of the 
woman clothed with the sun, etc., in the twelfth 
chapter describes something that was future when 
John saw the vision. Yet we find the present tense 

employed. "And she being with child crieth (icpa^ei 
C 2 
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•—the present tense) travailing in birth, and in pain 
(ftao-avi£ofj,evri—the present tense) to be delivered." 
Again, in the fourth verse : " and his tail draweth 
(avpei — the present tense) the third part," etc. 
Similar instances abound. " ' The city which reign-
eth over the kings of the earth,' is even to this 
hour," observes Mr. Bonar, " from the use made of 
the present tense, triumphantly pointed to as im
plying that Rome alone could be meant, inasmuch 
as it alone was ' reigning ' in St. John's day. But 
if that city was 'reigning' then, what is its condition 
now, and what has become of the ten kings and 
kingdoms over whom it has reigned and ought to be 
reigning, for once begun, no break in its rule is seen 
or even hinted at in Scripture, whilst ordinary can
dour might admit that if the present tense infers the 
necessary existence in St. John's day of the things 
he speaks of, all other events in the Revelation 
must be judged by a similar rule. John ' saw' and 
spoke in the vision of things which then were not as 
though they were, in the inspired certainty of their 
future accomplishment. It was thus that he ' saw ' 
the devil chained with a great chain, and also ' saw ' 
the new heavens and the new earth, for the first 
' were passed away.' Yet these mighty events in 
which we have so profound an interest, are con
fessedly still future, whilst in the face of this we are 
called upon to admit, from the tense employed, that 
' the city which reigneth,' means of necessity Rome 
as ruling in St. John's day. But further, is there 
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no inconsistency in referring all that is said of Baby
lon to literal Rome as the seat of the Pope, who on 
such like authority is pronounced to be the Anti
christ ? At the present moment ' the city which 
reigneth ' (as we are taught to believe) ' over the 
kings of the earth,' is like its master indebted to 
the kings of the earth for very existence, and is in 
a condition of helpless humiliation seen in no other 
capital in Europe : * where do we find in Scripture 
any indication of such a state for Antichrist and 
his city when once they are seen ? So far from 
such vicissitude or decay, ' he comes in like a flood 
and prospers,' and it is in their utmost prosperity 
and presumption that both his city and himself are 
destroyed with a destruction which will make the 
ears of every one who hears it to tingle." (Bonar's 
" Development of Antichrist," p. 122.) 

Again, it has been argued, that because the 
woman is said to be seated on seven mountains, 
therefore, she must be Rome, because Rome claims 
to be the seven-hilled city. But for Rome to claim 
to be seven-hilled, and for Scripture to recognise 
that claim are two very different things. Rome has 
never had any right to claim, even as to her physical 
position, seven hills; much less to claim that fulness 
of governmental power and influence which such a 

* This was the condition of Rome under its Papal government 
when this work was written, and for many years afterwards. On 
September 20th, 1870, it became the metropolis of the present 
kingdom of Italy, and the above description no longer applies to it. 
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position would symbolically, as in this chapter, de
note. A city or a system that should be recognised 
in the symbolic language of Scripture as seated 
on seven mountains (seven being the number of 
completeness) would have thereby ascribed to it a 
perfect possession of every form of authority and 
influence that exists among men. But, such totality 
of influence, neither Rome, nor any other city, or 
system, or individual has ever yet had ; nor will any 
individual or system have it until Antichrist and the 
harlot arise. They will have it. The symbol in 
the case of Antichrist is " seven heads "; in her case 
"seven mountains" on which she sitteth; but both 
these symbols indicate the same thing, viz., full 
possession of totality of governmental influence. If 
any desire to see this subject more fully discussed, I 
will ask them to procure the Tract referred to at the 
foot of the page.* Indeed I should feel greatly 
obliged if they would procure and attentively read 
it. I will only here say further as to Rome's claim 
of having seven hills it is an idle claim. It is not so 
easy (here I quote from the Tract to which I have 
referred) for Rome to enumerate her seven hills. 
When first the title "SepticoUis" was used by her 
she had too few, and was obliged to reckon insig
nificant points of hills as hills in order to make out 
the number. Afterwards, when she became more 
extended, as in the time of Augustus, the hills were 
too many; and as to the modern city of the Popes, 

* "Conversation on the seventeenth of the Revelation." 
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its site is chiefly the plain of the Campus Martius, 
and not hills at all.* 

And now let me ask, is not the eighteenth chap
ter of the Revelation to be read as well as the 
seventeenth, if we would gain a fitting notion of 
the city of Antichrist's power ? And what are the 
great characteristic marks of the city described 
in the eighteenth chapter? Is it not commercial 
greatness ? Commerce, merchants, merchandise, 
are the thoughts that crowd the chapter. " Thy 
MERCHANTS were the great men of the earth." 

* The following quotation from a writer well known to be ex
ceedingly cautious in his statement of facts, is my authority for 
what I have stated. After observing that Rome " a t the first bore 
the name of 'seven-hilled,' not from its being built on different hills, 
but only from seven ascents or points of hill," Dr. Tregelles adds in 
a note:—"The seven hills which originally gave the well-known 
designation to Rome were Palatium, Velia, Cermalus, Ccelius, 
Fagutal, Oppius, Cispius. The three first of these belonged to the 
Palatine, the two next to the Caslian, and the other two to the 
-Esquiline; being thus, in fact, so many ascents, and not distinct hills. 
The name of Septicollis having been applied to Rome in its early 
form, was retained long after it ceased to be applicable in its 
original connexion. After Rome had extended, it was supposed 
by some to relate to seven distinct hills; and thus the number was 
made to correspond by counting the Palatine, Capitoline, Quirinal, 
Esquiline, Cselian, Aventine, and the trans-Tiberine Janiculum. In 
this arrangement the Viminal (which lies between the Quirinal and 
the Esquiline) was omitted, in order not to exceed the number; in 
another arrangement, Janiculum, as being on the right side of the 
Tiber, was excluded, and the Viminal reckoned; the seven hills 
were thus arbitrarily restricted to the left bank of the river, although 
the hill on the other side is the highest of the whole. In the days 
of Augustus and his successors, a large part of Rome had extended 
far beyond the hills and the intervening hollbws, into the flat plain 
of the Campus Martius, which is the site of the greater part of the 
modern city of the popes."—Remarks on the Prophetic Visions in the 
Book of Daniel, by S. P. Tregelles, LL.D. Bagsters, 1852. 
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Was this ever true of Rome Pagan, or Papal ? 
Dr. Chalmers, in his diary, avows that this circum
stance forbad him to say that the Babylon of this 
chapter could be Rome. 

Nor must it be forgotten that a system of inter
pretation that is obliged in the exposition of Dan. vii. 
and Rev. xiii. to run counter to the plainest facts 
(and has not this been abundantly evidenced by 
what I have already said ?)•—such a system in 
attempting to explain the rest of prophetic Scripture 
must (to be consistent) entangle itself perpetually in 
no less hopeless difficulties. I will not indeed assert 
that it is the individual opinion of each of the 
Lecturers who have recently addressed you, but for 
the most part the maintainers of their system aver 
that that most solemn description of the time when 
heaven and earth shall be shaken, contained in the 
close of the sixth chapter of Revelation when " there 
was a great earthquake; and the sun became black 
as sackcloth of hair, and the moon became as blood; 
and the stars of heaven fell unto the earth, even as 
a fig tree casts her untimely figs, when she is shaken 
of a mighty wind. And the heaven departed as a 
scroll when it is rolled together; and every mountain 
and island were moved out of their places. And the 
kings of the earth, and the great men, and the rich 
men, and the chief captains, and the mighty men, 
and every bondman, and every free man, hid them
selves in the dens and in the rocks of the mountains: 
and said to the mountains and rocks, Fall on us, 
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and hide us from the face of him that sitteth on the 
throne, and from the wrath of the L a m b : for the 
great day of his wrath is come: and who shall be 
able to stand ?"—they assert that this pertains to 
the period when the Roman Empire embraced the 
nominal profession of Christianity under Constan
tine !! They say further, that that glorious vision, 
in the twelfth chapter, of the " woman clothed with 
the sun, and the moon under her feet," represents 
the excellent and blessed condition of Christianity 
at the time of Constantine, though, be it remem
bered, it was Christianity so adulterated—so de
based, that in it was to be found the seed of every 
corruption that afterwards was matured in Popery. 
They say further that Heaven in the selfsame 
passage means not Heaven but " political power"— 
a meaning that never attaches to Heaven, either in 
the Revelation or elsewhere; and they add that at 
the era of Constantine, Satan was cast out of 
Heaven, and therefore of course ceased to be, what 
nevertheless he still is, " t h e Accuser of the Brethren" 
night and day. They teach too that that bright and 
holy vision of glory in Rev. xv., when John " saw as 
it were a sea of glass mingled with fire: and them 
that had gotten the victory over the beast, and over 
his image, and over his mark, and over the number 
of his name, stand on the sea of glass, having the 
harps of God. And they sing the song of Moses the 
servant of God, and the song of the L a m b ; " — 
instead of treating this vision as being what it really 
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is, a vision of the final heavenly glory of the re
deemed when their sorrowful militancy shall have 
ended, it is said by many to represent the present 
condition of Protestant England !—England which 
in India and in the Colonies, and measurably at 
home, has by her support of Popery, Mahomedan-
ism, Brahminism, and every other form of religious 
corruption, afforded governmentally the nearest like
ness to the final form of Infidel Latitudinarianism 
that has yet been seen on earth.* 

There are some, I believe, disposed to say that 
the Beast in the Revelation does not represent the 
Pope, but rather some secular power: page upon 
page has been written, especially of late, respecting 
an eighth head of that Beast, not a few asserting 
that the Emperor of the French is that eighth head ! t 
Unhappily however for this and other interpreta
tions of the eighth head, we find, on turning to the 
Scripture, that there is no such symbol anywhere to 
be found as a Beast with eight heads. The eighth 
head, therefore, is a pure imagination. Antichrist, 
throughout the Revelation, is represented as a Beast 
with seven heads, and seven heads only : Satan also 
is represented as a Dragon with seven heads—seven 

-being in either case the number of completeness, 
ahtl indicating as we are expressly taught in Rev. 
xvii. g, the same thing as the " seven mountains on 

* For further remarks on this subject see Tract, " The Prophetic 
system of Mr. Elliot and Dr. Cumming considered." 

f [This Tract was published in 1859.] 
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which the woman sitteth "—that is complete control 
over all those various forms or concentrations of 
power by which men are governed. No one, as 
yet, has ever succeeded in gaining the concurrent 
support of every system—every association that is 
governmentally influential among men. The eccle
siastical " head " or "mountain," for example, 'has 
been commonly opposed to the secular ' 'head " or 
" mountain." Interest has conflicted with interest 
—association with association, and • thus through 
the merciful providence of God, the fell power of 
tyranny has been, from time to time, checked. - But v 
the very point of the seventeenth of the Revelation 
is, that there is to arise a system (the Harlot) and 
an individual (Antichrist) who will be permitted 
to grasp and to direct the power of every form 
of governmental influence that the earth knows, 
Ecclesiastical power, commercial power, monetary 
power, military power, and every other form of 
power will alike be theirs. And this is represented 
in the vision by the co-existence and concurrency of " 
the heads, and the co-existence of the mountains. 
One " head," or one "mounta in" does not disappear 
and then another come. There is no consecution 
or succession: the seven exist together. Nor do any 
of the heads of the Beast act by themselves; nor 
does the Beast act with one of his heads only. 
That would be a strange symbol. He acts by and 
with all his heads together—their concurrency being 
the great point; and the heads are, as I have already 
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said, " seven," and never more than seven. We do 
not find one of his heads doing something, and then 
disappearing or ceasing to act, to be followed by 
another head acting and doing something diverse 
from the first. This is not the symbol in the 
Revelation. Yet this should be so if the fiction of 
the eighth head and the theories grounded on it are 
to be maintained. If the supposed eighth head 
were Louis Napoleon, or any one else, then the Beast 
loses his personality. He becomes dead except as 
to his new eighth head ; and that head, suddenly 
becoming possessed of the personality which Scrip
ture assigns to the Beast, and not to any of the 
heads, does something which the Beast with his 
seven heads never does. Nor would the difficulty 
be relieved by saying that the Beast ceasing to 
act with his seven heads (one of which, be it re
membered, when smitten, is restored that he might 
act with it) acted at the conclusion of his course 
only with his eighth head. This system of interpre
tation would be inadmissible, even if there were an 
eighth head. 

But from what does this strange notion of there 
being an eighth head arise ? From a mistranslation 
and misinterpretation of a parenthetic passage in 
Rev. xvii., viz., the ninth and tenth verses rightly 
translated in our version, " And there are seven 
kings, five are fallen, one is, and the other is not yet 
come, and when he cometh he must continue a short 
space, and the Beast that was, and is not, even he is 
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the eighth, and is of the seven, and goeth into perdi
tion." 

All this passage is parenthetic, and avowedly treats 
of something added to the rest of the chapter. I say 
avowedly added, because the subject of all the rest of 
the chapter is about certain things that take place 
after the Harlot and Beast have appeared : whereas 
these two verses instruct us concerning events that 
take place ages and ages before the Beast; the 
object of the passage being to give us the pedigree of 
power by teaching us respecting the various forms of 
earthly kingship that have preceded Antichrist, and 
which end with him, he (observe I say he, not one of 
his heads) being the eighth of a certain series of 
kings and dynasties—not co-existent, but avowedly 
successional, and which all pass away before he 
assumes and exercises the last form of sovereignty 
which is to close this age of evil. " And there are 
seven kings—five are fallen {i.e., when John saw this 
vision) one is at the time of John, the other is not 
yet come" (the clay-iron of the feet of the image)— 
the Beast, Antichrist personally, not, observe, one of 
his heads, is the eighth. Where then is anything 
said about an eighth head ? He, it is said, is the 
eighth king, not eighth head. He could not be 
transmuted into one of his own heads, even if he had 
an eighth one. And are not these kings avowedly 
successional—not co-existent ? How then can they 
be the same with " heads " which are avowedly co
existent and not successional ? And. do not. all 
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the seven kings depart before Antichrist takes the 
eighth and last form of kingship ? How then could 
seven kings, all of whom disappear and cease to be 
before Antichrist appears as the eighth, represent the 
samfe-thing as heads whose existence is so identified 
with that of the Beast who bears them, that they 
appear with, live with, and perish with him ? 

And now if it should be asked whether there be 
any likelihood of increased accordance of judgment 
in the true Church of God on these subjects, I would 
reply—never, till we learn in reading Scripture to 
assign its proper position to Israel and to Jerusalem. 
They are God's earthly people and city, and around 
them the earthly arrangements of God, as far as 
they are noted in the Scripture, are made to revolve. 
Let any one who desires to investigate these subjects, 
read candidly the twelfth and fourteenth chapters of 
Zechariah, and the concluding part of the last of Joel. 
Let him say whether these chapters do not speak of 
future events yet to be accomplished in the land of 
Israel. And if these chapters be future, then it fol
lows that Israel (and perhaps the time is not far 
distant) will return to their own Land in unbelief, 
and re-establish themselves and their Temple and its 
unaccepted worship. But the hand of God will be 
against them, and they will again be given over to 
the power of the Gentiles to be trodden down more 
terribly than before, until the time comes for Israel 
to be forgiven, and for the proud power of the Gen
tiles to fall for ever. This it is that is described in 
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Joel and those chapters of Zechariah to which I 
have referred. But who holds the power of the 
Gentiles and heads it at Armageddon (Rev. xvi.) and 
weilds it against Jerusalem, and then perishes before 
the manifestation of the glory of the Lord at the time 
when Israel is forgiven? ANTICHRIST. Read 
the description of his glory and of his being trodden 
under foot in the Land and upon the mountains of Israel, 
in the fourteenth of Isaiah. Bishop Lowth, Bishop 
Horsley, and Vitringa, all admit that this chapter 
describes the glory and the fall of Antichrist, and 
that it is future. Indeed, who can deny it, for it is 
expressly said that he falls when Israel are rescued 
and forgiven. See verses i and 2. In the 14th 
verse of Isaiah xiv. he is spoken of as glorifying him
self " o n the mount of the congregation (Mount 
Zion) in the sides of the north, saying, I will ascend 
above the heights of the clouds, I will be like the 
Most High." In the last verse also of the eleventh 
of Daniel we read, " And he shall plant the taber
nacles of his palace between the seas in the glorious 
holy mountain (Mount Zion) ; yet he shall come to 
his end, and none shall help him. And at that time 
shall Michael stand up . . . and at that time thy 
people shall be delivered (Daniel's people, Israel) 
every one that shall be found written in the book." 
Will any one say that this has been accomplished 
yet ? With the exception of infidels, very few have 
ever ventured to affirm that the end of the eleventh 
of Daniel, from the 36th verse onward, speaks of any 
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one except the last great head of evil that is to come. 
And inasmuch as two suns cannot shine at the same 
time in the same sphere, he who holds the supreme 
power of earth at the time of Israel's deliverance, and of 
the Advent of the Lord, must be in whatever part of 
Scripture described, and under whatever title or 
symbol, the same person. 

Whenever we see a king (one whose characteristic 
power will be marked by the regal diadem—not the 
ecclesiastical mitre) reigning, not when first he 
appears, over any great country like France, but over 
some little kingdom, and that not in the Latin or 
Western, but in the Greek division of the Roman 
Empire (Dan. viii. 9 and 23), and gradually but 
rapidly extending his power as a secular monarch 
over all the Roman World—Eastern and Western, 
then to be divided into Ten Kingdoms federally united 
—when Egypt, Assyria and Jerusalem shall be seen as 
the especial sphere in which his power is developed 
(Dan. xi. 41, 42) : when, moreover, in Jerusalem 
and its restored Temple he shall claim for himself 
and for his Idol, worship, not as if he were the vice
gerent of God, but as being God ; when all through
out the whole sphere of his authority (the saints of 
God alone excepted) shall worship him, and when 
none shall be allowed even " to buy or to sell" except 
they worship—then, and not till then shall we see 
Antichrist developed. 

In the time of the Apostles, Paganism and its 
priests among the Gentiles, had by their follies and 
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wickedness so disgusted men, that they had begun, 
especially the educated, to turn to scepticism and 
infidelity as a relief; and had learned to say like 
Pilate, " What is Truth ? " Pharisaic ritualism had 
produced on Jewish society the same result; and 
Sadducean infidelity was entangling in its accursed 
toils those who were escaping from the Pharasaic 
dungeon. " T h e mystery of lawlessness (avo/jLias)," 
said the Apostle, " doth already work." " Lawless- | / ' 
ne s s " is that form of iniquity which thinks, and 
reasons, and speaks, and acts, according to its own 
self will—owning no authority except such as it 
chooses to own, submitting to no rule except that 
which its own interests prescribe. " Our tongue is v 
our own; who is lord over us ? " " Let us break 
their bands asunder, and cast away their cords from 
us." This mystery of lawlessness was secretly 
leavening society in the Apostle's day, but God hin
dered its development. Since then professing 
Christianity has run its course. And has not 
worldly, proud, priestly Ritualism effected the same 
thing in Christendom that Pagan and Jewish priest
craft effected previously in their respective spheres ? 
Has not priestly Ritualism (and of this Rome has 
been the great sustainer in the West) fed men upon 
ashes and made them welcome the wine-cup which 
the meretriciousness of Latitudinarianism holds in 
her hand ? Truly Rome has well paved the way for 
the Harlot and for Antichrist ; but to be Antichrist, 
and to be the preparer of his way are two. different 
things. D 
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Rome has for ages laboured to stamp out every 
ember of saving truth, that she might exalt her own 
torch of falsehood in its room. At Trent she pro
nounced her curse upon the key-stone doctrines of 
our holy faith ; * and therefore she has brought upon 
herself the curse of the living God. She stands 
before us, therefore, as one of the chiefest enemies of 
God and His Word. God forbid that we should not 
resist her even unto death; but let us not forget that 
chamber after chamber of iniquity was revealed unto 
Ezekiel, and we have not yet seen the full end. 

* There cannot be a more simple and true description of Justify
ing Faith than that given by the Reformers, viz., " Reliance on the 
Divine mercy remitting sin for Christ's sake." Yet this is pro
nounced by the Council of Trent accursed. See Canon XII. 
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I T was, I believe, Archbishop Usher who said that 
the Church of God having already encountered two 
great persecutions, first from Paganism, next from 
Popery, would yet have to meet the last and most 
terrible of its persecutions from Infidelity. Nothing, 
indeed, can be more certain. It is certain because 
Scripture declares it. Nor is the evidence of facts 
altogether wanting. There are many indications 
that the Latitudinarianism of the day, amidst the 
many things that it sanctions, is not disposed to 
sanction the aggressiveness of Truth. And yet what 
is Truth if it be not aggressive ? Soldiership is an 
essential characteristic of servantship to Christ in a 
world like this. Christianity, if faithful, cannot 
cease to be agressive. It is not difficult, therefore, 
to see the ground on which the conflict between 
true Christianity and Latitudinarianism will first 
begin. 

But it is not necessary because we see a fresh 
storm gathering in the distance, to be insensible to 
the presence of one that has already broken on us, 

D 2 
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and has not yet spent its power. The conflict with 
Romanism, whether Papal or Anglican, is not to be 
remitted because we may be preparing for another 
with Sadduceanism and Infidelity. We give no 
right hand of fellowship to the Jesuit, because we 
bid men beware, not only of him, but also of others 
who proffer to us, it may be, their aid against him. 
Because we say that the doctrines of Neologian 
and philosophic Infidelity, and the habit of ignoring 
revealed Truth in the governmental arrangements of 
society, will lead from darkness into darkness deeper 
and deeper, until the full end, we do not on that 
account abhor the less the satanic skilfulness which 
Rome has ever shown, not only in deepening and 
concentrating and giving effect to the darkness that 
has hitherto been, but also in turning aside or ex
tinguishing every ray of light and of love that God 
has in mercy sent to penetrate the dark abyss of 
evil. 

Nor can it be truly said, that we give the hand 
of approving fellowship to the poor blinded House 
of Israel, because we tell them that the great Head 
of godless Infidelity is not yet come ; but that he 
will come, and that when he cometh, they as a 
nation will be entangled in his snare. We might 
indeed be chargeable with the guilt of deceiving 
them if we warned them not of that coming hour 
—if we failed to point out to them such texts as 
these : " Lo I (it is Jehovah that speaks) will raise 
up a shepherd IN T H E LAND* which shall not 
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visit those that be cut off, neither shall seek the 
young one, nor heal that that is broken, nor feed 
that that standeth still : but he shall eat the flesh 
of the fat, and tear their claws in pieces. Woe to 
the idol shepherd," etc. (Zech. xi. 16.) This idol 
shepherd has not yet been raised up in the Land of 
Israel. Again, we read in Isaiah, " Tophet is or
dained of old ; yea, for T H E KING it is prepared ; 
he hath made it deep and large : the pile thereof is 
fire and much wood ; the breath of the Lord, like a 
stream of brimstone, doth kindle it." (Isa. xxx. 33.) 
This king for whom Tophet is prepared, has not yet 
been seen in Israel. We do not flatter the Jews 
when we tell them that he will come ; and that 
when he cometh, he will have a charge against 
them, " to take the spoil, and to take the prey, and 
to tread them down like the mire of the streets." 
(Isa. x. 6.) If we spake to the Jews only of the 
bright day of their millennial rest—after they have 
believed in Him whom they now scorn, and after 
they shall have been received back into the covenant 
mercies of their God'—if we spake merely to them 
of that hour of light, and peace, and gladness, we 
should, no doubt, flatter and deceive them : but not 
if we also tell them that they will first return to 
their Land in unbelief, and there become the prey of 
that false shepherd, who after befriending them for 
a season, will afterwards betray them and trample 
them down, and glorify himself in their ruin. 

It is no doubt possible, that both Jesuit and Jew, 
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and many beside, may find in the fact that T H E 
A N T I C H R I S T has not yet come, an excuse for 
strengthening themselves in present evil. I admit 
that Popery and Anglican Romanism have done this. 
They have painted in terrific colours the character 
of Voltaire, and then striven by the force of con
trast, to make the Priest and the Pope look like 
angels by his side. But because the wilfulness of 
the human heart will thus pervert the use of Truth 
and seek to make darkness, by contrasting it with 
blacker darkness, appear to be light — we cannot, 
because of this wicked perversity of man, conceal 
God's Truth. We might then hide everything that 
God has revealed—we might hide the perfectness of 
His saving grace, lest man should sin that grace 
might abound. God has been pleased to reveal in 
His Word that a certain climax of evil is to be 
reached, and we are bound to seek in the Scripture 
for the description of that climax, and unambigu
ously to say whether it has, or has not, already 
come. 

And when we turn to the Scripture can we for 
one moment hesitate as to the reply ? We cannot 
be expected to believe, nor must we ask others to 
believe, that which contradicts the plain evidence 
of our senses. If I am sure of anything, I am sure 
of this, that neither myself nor my fellow-Christians 
are, at this present moment, being persecuted unto 
death. I am not required on pain of death to 
worship any Image. I am permitted both to buy 
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and to sell without renouncing God or worshipping 
an idol or a man. I know that all the world around 
me, are at this moment serving " gods many, and 
lords m a n y ; " and that their worship is not gathered 
around one person, or one idol, or one system. But 
all this and much more (contradicted though it be 
by the plainest evidence of my senses) I must be
lieve, if I admitted that the Antichrist had come, 
and was now fulfilling the descriptions given of him 
in Daniel and the Revelation. For example, I read 
in Dan. vii. 21, " I beheld, and the same horn made 
war with the saints, and prevailed against them ; 
U N T I L the Ancient of days came, and judgment 
was given to the saints of the high places (see 
Hebrew) and the time came that the saints pos
sessed the kingdom. . . . And he shall wear 
out the saints of the high places, and think to 
change times and laws : and they shall be given 
into his hand until a time, and times, and the divid
ing of a time." Will any one ask me to believe that 
all the saints of God throughout the whole Roman 
World are thus " warred upon," and " worn out " 
by, and delivered into the hands of any one indi
vidual, or power, or system ? Observe, when once 
this power appears, it continues in all its terrific 
energy " U N T I L the Ancient of days comes, and 
the time comes for the saints to possess the king
dom." Now, inasmuch as I know that myself and 
my fellow-believers are not at this present moment 
thus delivered over to be "warred upon" and "worn 
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out," I know that the person spoken of has not yet 
come. And again, when I read in the Revelation 
such words as these : " all the world wondered after 
the Beast. And they worshipped the dragon which 
gave power unto the Beast : and they worshipped 
the Beast, saying, Who is like unto the Beast ? who 
is able to make war with him ? " is there any one of 
whom the whole Roman World is at this moment 
saying this ? But again: "And there was given unto 
him a mouth speaking great things and blasphemies; 
and power was given unto him to continue forty 
and two months. And he opened his mouth in 
blasphemy against God, to blaspheme his name, 
and his tabernacle, and them that dwell in heaven. 
And it was given unto him to make war with the 
saints, and to overcome them : and power was given 
him over all kindreds, and tongues, and nations. 
And all that dwell upon the earth shall worship him, 
whose names are not written from the foundation of 
the world, in the book of life of the Lamb slain." 
Is there not a terrible unity of evil in this picture ? 
It describes not only a concentration of all conceiv
able blasphemy into one focus, but also declares 
that this blasphemy, during the whole period of its 
existence, takes universal effect; and that all the 
nations of the prophetic or Roman World (for I 
admit that it is limited to them) fall down and 
worship. Are all the nations of the Roman World, 
from the Euphrates to Britain (for that is the scope) 
knit into this unity of evil now ? I am asked to 
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believe this—nay, more—I am asked to believe that 
this has been their condition for upwards of twelve 
hundred years ; for although the Scripture definitely 
says, that this terrible power of Antichrist is only 
to continue " forty and two months," or " twelve 
hundred and sixty days," or " a time, times, and 
half a time "—such being the various terms under 
which the period of his dominion is described—I 
am asked to believe that this comparatively brief 
period, shortened, as we might expect, for the elect's 
sake, is a period not shortened, but lengthened—so 
lengthened as for years to take the place of days, 
so that twelve hundred and sixty days are to be 
understood as meaning 1260 years. " Days," we are 
told, in prophetic language mean, not days but years. 

Does not this seem very strange? Why should 
Scripture say 1260 days when it means 1260 years ? 
Why should it make this extraordinary alteration in 
words so simple, and which it uses, over and over 
again, in their proper meaning? What is our 
authority for a change so important', as well as so 
strange ? Our authority ought to be most direct and 
incontrovertible. Two passages are chiefly relied 
on;—one in Numbers, where it is said that as the 
spies searched for forty days the Land of Canaan, so 
Israel should be punished by wandering in the wil
derness forty years. This is the passage that is 
supposed to show that " d a y " is put for "year ." 
But, surely, it proves the very reverse. The spies 
searched the Land for forty literal days, and Israel 
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wandered in the wilderness forty literal years. It is 
a passage in which emphatically " day " means day, 
and " year " means year. 

But there is a second passage. We are told that 
Ezekiel was to lie on his side forty days, typically to 
bear the iniquity which his people had committed 
for forty years. This was commanded to Ezekiel, 
and he did so. He lay on his side forty literal days. 
But he must have erred in this, if this new theory 
be true. He ought to have understood " days " to 
mean years, and he should have lain on his side 
forty years. But he did not do so. He evidently 
knew nothing of the theory of day meaning year. 
He thought that day meant day; and, on reflection, 
I think we shall say that he was right. Therefore, 
we may refer to this passage also, as proving very 
conclusively, that day means day, and year, year. 
Like the preceding one it disproves the theory which 
it is quoted to sustain. 

The fact that Israel had a sabbath day, and also a 
sabbatical year, is likewise appealed to in, support of 
this theory. But how can the fact that Israel was 
commanded to keep every seventh day as a sabbath 
day, and every seventh year for a sabbatical year, 
prove that day is put for year ? Does it not prove 
the very reverse ? When Israel read these words, 
" Six days shalt thou do thy work: and on the 
seventh day thou shalt rest," did they not under
stand day as meaning day ? If they had understood 
it otherwise, they must have kept a year, not a day 
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for their weekly sabbath. How could that have 
been done ? Moreover, six years must have inter
vened between each sabbath ; for it is said, " six 
days shall work be done." If days are to be under
stood as years, there must have been six working 
years, and consequently no sabbath day at all: and 
as regards their sabbatical year, that ought to have 
been extended into 360 years. Israel evidently knew 
nothing of this theory of day meaning year. 

Some have said that the Jewish Rabbis teach that 
" day " is to be understood as meaning " year." It 
is true indeed that Rabbinism has enough to answer 
for as respects perversion of Scripture, but it is not 
amenable to the present charge. The Jews do not 
allow that day is put for year. Aben Ezra who lived 
in the twelfth century says, " Our honourable master 
Saadias expounds correctly and well; in Holy Scrip
ture days are always days, and never years. Yet it 
is possible that the word ' days ' may mean an entire 
year, since the repetition of the days produces a 
return of the year, as when it is said in Ex. xiii. 10, 
' from days to days,' i.e. ' from year to year,'—days 
meaning a complete year. But when the number is 
stated, as two days, three days, it cannot mean years, but 
but must be days as it stands." (See Aben Ezra as 
quoted by Maitland in his " Apostles' School of Pro
phetic Interpretation.") 

" The calculation," says Dr. Todd in his sermons 
preached before the University of Dublin, " from 
which Mede has derived his main position, that ' the 
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time of the end,' or the coming of the Antichrist, 
began in the twelfth century, depends altogether 
on the untenable assumption that days in prophetic 
language denote years; an assumption, which an 
eminent living writer has so completely refuted, that 
no theory built upon it can now be considered as re
quiring any further confutation. I shall not there
fore detain you by repeating the arguments employ
ed by the writer to whom I allude, and other learned 
men, to overturn this principle; it may be enough 
to remark, that every prophecy, which is already 
known to have been fulfilled, and in which days or 
years are mentioned, can be shown to have been 
fulfilled by literal days, and literal years; and that 
the opinion that a day, in prophetic language, 
means a year, and a year, three hundred and sixty 
years, is an arbitrary assumption, destitute of any 
Scriptural evidence, and which even those commen
tators who most warmly advocate it, are unable 
uniformly to adhere to." * 

" What is known," observes Mr. Bonar, " by the 
name of the year-day theory (a sort of contradiction 
in terms to begin with) is based chiefly on a per
version of two passages in Scripture, (Numb. xiv. 
34, and Ezekiel iv. 6) ' I have given thee each day 
for a year.' Had this meant, as alleged, that hence
forth in all prophecy a day was to be taken for a 

* Discourses preached before the University of Dublin, at the 
Donnellan Lecture in 1838, by James H. Todd, B.D., Fellow of 
Trinity College, Dublin, p. 19. 
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year, what becomes of that most interesting one 
among all others, uttered by our Lord Himself, 
' Destroy this temple, and in three days I will raise 
it u p ' (John ii. 19), it being immediately added, 
' nevertheless He spake of the temple of His body,' 
which surely no one will say was not raised on the 
third ' day,' when ' they came early in the morning 
and found the stone rolled away,' and the ' two men 
in shining garments ' declaring he was risen as he 
said ? " 

" But the attempt itself, such as it is, is in fact a 
wholesome lesson to us all of what men will attempt 
to carry out a fancy or pre-conceived notion, and 
what barriers they will scale in order to arrive at 
their object. If fairly taken, the passages on which 
they found their theory of this ' year-day ' system 
prove just the reverse ; and show that a year means 
literally a year, as a day means literally a day. For 
in the first place, Ezekiel did not lie forty years on 
his side but forty days to typify years, the terms rela
tively remaining precisely the same as they had been 
before; although the one was said with perfect 
propriety to be ' given ' for the other; and in the 
case of the spies, forty literal years of banishment 
followed the forty literal days of search, to mark 
God's displeasure at His gracious care having been 
slighted and the report of the land disbelieved. If a 
soldier, in our days, for seven days of desertion of his 
duty, was sentenced to seven years of punishment 
declared by his judges to be in that proportion to 
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mark his offence, ' the year for the day ' would never 
be dreamt of as abolishing the distinction between 
the terms in time coming; or that the next orders 
issued for any particular service for seven ' days,' 
would require to be carried out for seven 'years.' 
Yet to fancy the one is as absurd and unfounded as 
to fancy the other; particularly when we find in pro
phetic Scripture afterwards as well as previously, 
that a ' day ' did actually mean a literal day of the 
ordinary duration, as in the specific instance we have 
referred to. The ' year-day' system, false in its 
origin, has led into endless confusion, and will do so 
as long as people will suffer themselves to be misled 
by it." (Bonar's " Development of Antichrist," 
p . 104.) 

Dr. Tregelles in his " Remarks on the Prophetic 
v/ Visions of the Book of Daniel," after showing by 

many conclusive arguments that " days " do not in 
prophetic language mean years, writes, " The next 
witness is Daniel the prophet himself. In ch. ix. 2, 
he tells us that he understood by books, the pro
phecy of Jeremiah, that the Lord would accomplish 
seventy years in the desolations of Jerusalem. Daniel 
did not understand the period spoken of by Jere
miah, according to the arbitrary canon which some 
would now apply to his own prophecies. He under
stood seventy years to mean seventy years, and not 
twenty-five thousand two hundred years. Thus, this 
very chapter of Daniel, from which some (even 
though it is a prophecy free from all symbol) would 
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draw a proof of their theory, supplies decisive evi
dence against it." 

" The prediction of our Lord as to His own resur
rection on the third day, is also of importance. It 
is useless to evade the application of this and similar 
passages by saying that they do not occur in sym
bolic prophecies ; the answer is simply, ' Neither do 
some of the passages to which you apply the year-
day theory; they, too, are in simple statements.' 
Thus, if, in the case of our Lord's burial, the third 
day means day, and not year, then we may plainly see 
that the canon, which assigns the meaning of year to 
the word day, when it is used in prophecy, utterly 
fails in its application." 

" Instances might be multiplied—such for example 
as the four hundred years in Genesis xv. foretold to 
Abraham as the limit of the bondage of his descen
dants in Egypt:—but it is needless to accumulate 
proofs, when the point is established, according to 
the Scripture rule, at the mouth of two or three wit
nesses." 

" This then is a case in which the Scripture has 
spoken; we are not, therefore, at liberty to form any 
conclusions of our own (as if it had been silent) 
whether day might not mean or symbolise year ; we 
are bound in subjection to the word of God to say 
that it does not and cannot so mean, and that thus 
every interpretation which depends on that theory is 
necessarily incorrect." (Tregelles on the Prophetic 
Visions in the Book of Daniel, p, 133,) 
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Some, indeed, have said that this system of ex
plaining " d a y " as "year ," is not to be followed 
always, but only in the case of symbolic prophecies. 
But if this be so, how is it that the passage respect
ing the spies searching the land is referred to, and 
that respecting Ezekiel and the sabbatical year, for 
there is no symbolic prophecy in either of these 
cases ; and yet they have been principally relied on 
to prove the point in question. But is there any 
reason to say that in symbolic visions " a d a y " 
means " a year," and " a year " 360 years ? The 
evidence for so important an assertion should be very 
clear and demonstrative. Let us examine then the 
first place in Daniel's prophecy where the word 
translated " times " occurs. It is found in the sen
tence pronounced on Nebuchadnezzar. " Let his 
heart be changed from man's, and let a beast's heart 
be given unto him; and let seven times pass over 
him." (Dan. iv. 16.) " Time " in the Hebrew is a 
word that denotes the period between one Jewish 
feast and another, as from Passover to Passover, or 
Pentecost to Pentecost. It consequently is equiva
lent to an exact Hebrew year of 360 days : there
fore, " seven times," the period of Nebuchadnezzar's 
punishment, is precisely seven years. This is 
admitted, I believe, by all. None, as far as I 
know, dispute it. None, in this case venture to 
apply their extraordinary canon of days for years; 
for if they did, the seven years of Nebuchadnezzar's 
punishment would be extended into 2,520 years, 
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which would not yet have run out, so that we ought 
still to behold the spectacle of Nebuchadnezzar cast 
out, and eating grass as oxen. The simple, right 
interpretation of seven times meaning seven literal 
years, is, in this case, adhered to. But this adhesion 
utterly destroys their canon. For if ever there was a 
symbolic vision, that in which Nebuchadnezzar saw 
himself represented by the great spreading tree, was 
one ; and it is as a part of that vision that the words 
" seven times " first occur. They do not first occur 
in Daniel's, explanation of the vision (there also they 
are found) but they occur first in describing that 
which the vision itself placed before the mind of the 
monarch. Yet the natural meaning of the words re
main. It is not true then, that symbolic visions 
alter the natural meaning of the words employed in 
them. 

And if the definite meaning of " t i m e " as meaning 
year is thus established beyond question, in the 
fourth chapter of Daniel, are we arbitrarily to assign 
a different meaning when the same expression occurs 
in the seventh chapter; occurring too in a passage 
which gives not the recital of the vision, but the 
explanation of it ? Even if it had occurred in the 
description of the vision, the evidence of the fourth 
chapter would have prevented its being understood 
in any non-natural sense ; but finding it as we do in 
the explanation of the vision, there remains not the 
shadow of the shade of an excuse for understanding 
" time, times, and a half," as anything else than, one 

E' 
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year, two years, and a half year—or three literal years 
and a half, such being the period during which Anti
christ shall "wear out " the saints of the Most High, 
even " U N T I L the Ancient of days shall come, and 
the time come for the saints to possess the king
dom." 

There used to be * another argument derived from 
Daniel's prophecy of the seventy weeks, which, to 
an English ear, may be so stated as to seem plausi
ble, or even convincing. But when examined it 
utterly fails in proving the point intended. It 
appears plausible to an English ear, because our 
language is not accustomed to use the word " week " 
(the word which our translators have chosen as 
their rendering of the Hebrew expression) of any 
period longer than seven days. We are not accus
tomed to say a week of weeks, or a week of months, 
or a week of years : we confine the word week to a 
seven of days, and therefore when we read in 
Daniel of " seventy weeks " we naturally think of 
days being intended. In Hebrew, however, the 
word translated " week " is not restricted, as in our 
language, to " days." It means simply what the 
Greeks call a " hebdomad," i.e. a septenary num-

* I say "used to be," because Mr. Elliott's candour (strenuous 
though he be in supporting the year-day system) has resigned this 
passage. ' ' Another passage,'' observes Dr. Tregelles, which has 
been used as a basis for this system is the latter part of the ninth of 
Daniel. Some, however, of the strenuous advocates of the year-day 
principle (such as Mr. Elliott, in his ' Hora Apocalypticse ') fairly 
avow that it has no bearing on the question." (Tregelles on 
Daniel, p. 134-) 
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ber, or a number consisting of seven—an expres
sion therefore applicable alike to days, or weeks, 
or months, or years. The word " hebdomad" 
stands in the same relation to seven, that " decad " 
does to ten, or our English word dozen to twelve. 
As. therefore, we can say a dozen of days, or a 
dozen of weeks, or a dozen of months, or a dozen 
of years, so we can say a hebdomad of days (i.e. 
seven days), or a hebdomad of weeks (seven weeks), 
or a hebdomad of months (seven months), or a 
hebdomad of years (seven years). 

Now supposing that in Daniel ix. it had been said, 
" seventy dozen of days are to be fulfilled," and it 
was afterwards found that the prophecy really meant 
seventy dozen of years, then indeed it might be said 
that " day " meant year, and the year-day theory 
would unquestionably be established. But if the 
word " day " were not used in the passage at all, and 
the prophecy simply said, " seventy dozens are to be 
fulfilled," then we should have to determine from the 
context or other means, whether " dozens" thus 
used, meant dozens of days, or weeks, or months, or 
years. And if on examination we found that days 
should be supplied, we should supply days, and 
interpret them as days; or if months, we should 
insert months, and interpret them as months; or if 
years, we should insert years, and interpret them as 
years. In either case, day would mean day, and 
month month, and year year. It would simply be 
a question of, which should be inserted after the 

E 2 
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numeral. There would be no question respecting 
their meaning when inserted. 

Thus it is in this prophecy of Daniel. It is not 
said, " seventy hebdomads of days are appointed ; " 
it is merely said, "seventy hebdomads are appointed." 
The word " day " is not found in the passage—it has 
no existence there. Seeing, therefore, that that 
which has no existence cannot be put for any thing, 
or mean any thing, there is an end of the matter, so 
far as this question is concerned.* 

Some have argued that I F the little horn repre
sents, not an individual, but a succession of indivi
duals, three years and a half would be too short a 
period for such a succession ; therefore, they say, 
" d a y s " must be put for "years . " There can, in
deed, be no doubt that three years and a half would 
be a period far too short for the successional theory, 
and therefore is it not evident that the successional 
theory is wrong? If, in order to disprove the indivi
duality of Antichrist, it is necessary to do violence to 
the simplicity of Scripture and to alter " day " into 
year, is it not plain that a system requiring such 
support is incapable of being maintained ? 

Besides, the individuality of Antichrist is capable 
of being demonstrated from Scripture. Let any one 
read the eleventh chapter of Daniel, from the 38th 
verse to the end, and say whether it be possible to 

* For an examination of the prophecy of the " seventy hebdo
mads," see Prospects of the Ten Kingdoms, chapter viii., as advertised at 
the end of this Tract. Also Dr. Tregelles on Daniel. 
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explain the passage of anything except an individual 
king. Indeed in no part of Scripture is there any 
passage descriptive of Antichrist which, when illus
trated by other passages with which it is connected 
by quotation or otherwise, is capable of being inter
preted of any other than an individual. Thus, the 
ten-horned Beast of the thirteenth of Revelation is 
said to be " cast alive into a lake of fire burning with 
brimstone " (Rev. xix. 20) ; and to be " tormented 
night and day for ever and ever." (Rev. xx. 10.) 
Such language as this would not be used except of 
an individual. And if the ten-horned Beast of the 
thirteenth of Revelation be thus proved to represent 
an individual, a comparison of that chapter with the 
seventh of Daniel proves that the little horn of Dan. 
vii. represents the same person, for in Rev. xiii. there 
are virtually three quotations from Dan. vii. 

Daniel. " He shall speak great words against 
the Most High." (vii. 25.) 

Revelation. " Speaking great and blasphemous 
things." (xiii. 5.) 

Daniel. " He made war with the saints and 
prevailed." (vii. 21.) 

Revelation. " He made war with the saints, 
and overcame them." (xiii. 7.) 

Daniel. " They shall be given into his hand, 
until a time and times and the 
dividing of time," i.e., 1260 days, 
(vii. 25.) 
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Revelation. " Authority was given unto him to 
act forty and two months," i.e., 
1260 days. (xiii. 5.) 

The little horn, therefore, by these quotations is 
proved to represent the same individual of whom it 
is said in the Revelation that he should be " cast 
alive into the lake of fire," and that he shall be 
" tormented night and day for ever and ever." If 
then he be an individual, the period during which 
he acts must be days,—not years. 

Again, if for the last twelve hundred years Anti
christ has been reigning, the greater part of his 
subjects (for the whole Roman world is declared in 
Scripture to be the sphere of his power)—the greater 
part of his subjects must have been ignorant of his 
reign, for they have neither served nor worshipped 
him. Taking the full extent of the Roman World, 
the Papists during the last twelve hundred years 
have been greatly outnumbered by the Mahome-
dans, Greek Church, Jews, and nominal Protestants 
taken unitedly. None of these have discovered that 
Antichrist was reigning. They would have been 
attracted to him if they had found him. And even 
as regards the true people of Christ, up to the 
twelfth century their prevailing doctrine was that 
Antichrist had not come. They had not discovered 
him in the Pope. And since then how many in the 
true Church of God have maintained, and continue 
to maintain, that he is not yet come. Would this 
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division of opinion be possible if Antichrist had 
really been revealed ? If Antichrist were now reign
ing could there be in any part of his dominions one 
saint of God who could be unconscious of it, or 
doubt it ? 

Nor must the authority of great or venerated 
names, either at or since the Reformation, be ap
pealed to as conclusive ; for, alas ! we have many 
a proof that the thoughts even of Christ's own 
servants are not always in subjection to the Scrip
tures of Truth. One could almost weep to hear 
Luther obstinately arguing for the truth of consub-
stantiation ; and to see Melanchthon wavering and 
temporising in the Adiaphoristic controversy ; * and 

* " From a Greek word a8(a<£opos (adiaphoros) which signifies 
indifferent, the Saxon Reformer and his associates were denomi
nated ' Adiaphorists.' The blamable extent to which these con
cessions were carried, appears from the Acts of the Synod of 
Leipsic, in reference to the Interim. On the subject of justification 
they state, ' A man is just and accepted before God principally 
(prsecipue) by faith, for the sake of the Mediator. We do not 
contend for the particle "only," but we say and confess that both 
other virtues and good dispositions ought to be begun and continued 
by us, yet our trust ought not to be placed in them, but in the Son 
of God, and this casts other virtues into the shade. Good works 
are necessary for salvation. It is most true that the virtues, faith, 
love, hope, and others similar, are necessary for salvation.' 

" It is possible that PROTESTANT divines might, by refinements 
and subtle distinctions, satisfy their minds that such phraseology 
was consistent with Scripture, but according to the plain simple 
acceptation of words, they must be considered highly censurable. 
After this, the reader will not be surprised to find that the elevation 
of the host was again permitted, and that many of the popish 
festivals were re-established, including some which were of an idola
trous nature, as the days called Corpus Christi, and the purification 
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Leighton labouring professedly for the same cause' 
that called forth the bloody energy of the relentless, 
fiend-like Claverhouse. The Reformers were but 
men. They had escaped as from dungeons of mid
night darkness; and even if no feelings of fear, no 
regard to expediency had qualified their love of 
light, yet who, without a miracle, can see everything 
distinctly the moment he has escaped from dark
ness ? May be his powers of vision are so impaired 
as never to be quite vigorous again. Besides, the 
Reformers had a temptation—it was to hide from 
themselves the real character of the course which 
the secular power was treading. Not only did they 

of the Virgin Mary. By these Acts it was also settled that no 
ordination shall be considered valid except by a bishop, and at that 
time Melanchthon and his associates KNEW that there was not a 
prelate in Germany who would ordain any person inclined to the 
doctrines of the Reformation." (Acta Synod, in L. Osiand. Ecc. 
Hist. II., chap. 73.) 

" Would the reader suppose that Melanchthon could express 
himself to Prince George of Anhalt, respecting such a decree in 
the following terms of indifference ? ' I hear the complaints and 
criminations of many respecting the assembly at Leipsic, which I 
desire to allay-' " (Quas quidem lenire studio. Ep. I. 50.) 

Mosheim observes: " In this class of matters indifferent this great 
man (Melanchthon) and his associates placed many things which 
had appeared of the highest importance to Luther, and could not, 
in consequence, be considered as indifferent by his true disciples. 
For he regarded as such, the doctrine of justification by faith alone; 
the necessity of good works to eternal salvation; the number of 
sacraments ; the jurisdiction claimed by the pope and the bishops ; 
extreme unction ; the observation of certain religious festivals, and 
certain superstitious rights and ceremonies. Hence arose that 
violent scene of contention and discord, that was commonly called 
the Adiaphoristic Controversy." (Mosheim's Ecclesiastical History, 
p. 151.) 
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wish to bring all the denunciatory power of Scrip
ture to bear, in the fullest extent possible, upon 
their great enemy the Pope ; but they also desired 
to think well of the secular power in which they 
hoped to find their chief ally. If they had seen that 
the seventh of Daniel gives, not the history of the 
Church, but of the nations—if they had recognised 
that the little horn, and every other name and sym
bol of Antichrist, marks him as being a king, not a 
priest,—crowned with the diadem, not the mitre,— 
how, if they had seen this, could they have con
sented to have put Christ's Truth and its ministra
tion under the headship of secular power ? We 
cannot, therefore, but regard all Protestants who 
have done this, as (unconsciously perhaps) biassed 
witnesses in any question respecting the secular 
character of Antichrist and Antichristianism. Not 
that all the Reformers adopted the year-day system, 
or denied the futurity of Antichrist. Several ex
ceptions will be found in the " Critici Sacri." Thus 
Munster, the friend and disciple of Luther and Pro
fessor of Hebrew at Basle, writes as follows on the 
words, " time, times, etc.," in Dan. vii. 

" T h e tribulation from Antichrist and his followers, 
God will not permit to press upon His elect beyond 
measure : but it shall last, for a time, viz., one year ; 
and times, viz., two years ; and half a time, viz., half 
a year, i.e., it shall not last through a septenary 
and full period, but through half a hebdomad. For 
those days shall be shortened for the elect's sake that 
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they might not for a continuity be subjected to the 
tyranny of the impious." (Munster.) 

So also Vatablus, " Until a time, etc., that is, a 
year, two years, and a half year. This is proved 
by the Apocalypse, where in chapter xii. 14 it is 
written, ' there were given unto the woman two 
wings of a great eagle, that she might fly into the 
wilderness, into her place, where she is nourished 
for a time, and times, and half a time.' Also Rev. 
xiii. 5, ' and power was given unto him to continue 
forty and two months,' which manifestly is the same 
as ' time, times, and half a time ' ; for forty-two 
months make three years and a half. Again, Rev. 
xii. 16, ' that they should feed her there 1260 days,' 
which come to the same sum ; at which time they 
say Antichrist will reign in the plenitude of his 
power. Others regard it as a defined time put for 
an undefined, and say that Daniel alluded to the 
number seven which is a perfect number, and whose 
half is three and a half, and understood by this that 
the reign of Antichrist will be shortened because 
the Lord God will shorten it for the salvation of 
the elect." (Vatablus.) 

So also Clarius, " Until time, times, and half a 
time, that is, for three years and a half, the right
eous will have to bear a most overwhelming weight 
of affliction. So also John interprets, ' and there 
was given him power to make war forty and two 
months.' Observe, this number of months make 
three years and a half. And for so long indeed the 
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temple was profaned under Antiochus, who also 
himself foreshadowed Antichrist. Another explains 
it thus : three and a half, or half a hebdomad. 
Therefore God divides the hebdomad seeing that He 
is not wroth for ever, but stops the progress of the 
adversary in the middle of his course." (Clarius.) 

See also Zeger and Grotius, who both, in com
menting on the thirteenth chapter of Revelation, 
interpret the forty and two months as meaning three 
years and a half. Testimonies, therefore, to the 
simple interpretation of days, are not wanting even 
at the time of the Reformation. Before that period, 
from the second century onwards, testimonies to the 
like effect might be multiplied. 

It has been said by some, that if we thus apply 
Daniel and the Revelation to a personal Antichrist, 
we thereby screen Popery, and exempt it from the 
denunciations recorded against it in the word of 
God. But it is not so. By restricting to Antichrist 
and Infidelity those parts of Scripture which specifi
cally treat of him as the last secular infidel head of 
the nations, we interfere not with the interpreta
tion of those other parts of Scripture which speak 
of the corruptions and abominations of professing 
Christianity, and which do emphatically apply to 
Popery. And is it not very obvious that it is neces
sary to draw a marked distinction between passages 
which have for their subject a secular personage— 
avowedly infidel and territorially limited as to his 
power (for his dominion will not extend beyond 
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the Ten Kingdoms of the Roman World) and other 
passages which describe ecclesiastical corruption by 
which, however, God is not professedly rejected, 
and which is not restricted by a territorial limit, but 
reaches wherever corrupted Christianity has spread 
its baneful influence ? We could not, therefore, 
expect to find Antichrist and ecclesiastical corrup
tion treated of in the same passages. We must seek 
their respective histories in different parts of Scrip
ture.* 

If we find in the Scripture the description of 
those who, professing to belong to Christ and to 
teach in His name, do yet so subvert His precepts 
and His doctrines as to prove themselves apostates 
from His Truth, we find, in such passages, too exact 
a delineation of Romanism to hesitate as to their 
application to that truth-destroying system. " Now 
the Spirit speaketh expressly, that in the latter times 
some shall depart from the faith, giving heed to se
ducing spirits, and doctrines of devils speaking lies 
in hypocrisy; having their conscience seared with a 
hot iron; forbidding to marry, and commanding to 
abstain from meats, which God hath created to be 

* The prophetic parables of Matthew, which are very numerous, 
all describe the condition of professing Christianity at the time of 
the Lord's return. "Tares"—"fool ish virgins"—"goats"—are 
not expressions which apply either to Jews, or Heathen, or infidel 
Apostates, such as those who will follow Antichrist. They pertain 
only to those who profess, though falsely, to belong to the kingdom 
and fold of Christ. The condition, therefore, of Christendom at the 
close, is carefully to be distinguished from the condition of that 
part of it which gives itself up to Infidelity. 
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received with thanksgiving of them which believe 
and know the truth." (i Tim. iv. i.) Surely there 
is no lack of solemn condemnation in this awful 
passage. The lies referred to are said to be spoken 
by devils ; (Bai/iovcov -yjrevBoXoytov) evidently, however, 
acting in and through men. Will any one affirm 
that Popery does not fall under the condemnation 
of this passage ? Has it not apostatised from the 
faith ? Has it not denied the efficacy of the blood 
of Jesus as by itself procuring for all believers ever
lasting reconciliation ? Has it not preached another 
gospel which is not another ? Has it not with a 
conscience seared into utter insensibility, gone on 
from age to age, practising hypocrisy and inventing 
lies ? Think of the doctrine of the " Immaculate 
Conception," and all involved therein ? Have not 
the lips of Popes, and Priests, and Inquisitors, and 
Jesuits, been used to give effect to lies which un
clean spirits dwelling in them have suggested? The 
Scripture, therefore, does not omit to stamp Popery 
with reprobation. Those passages which are most 
full and most definite in describing the corruptions 
of professing Christianity, pertain in a very special 
sense to Popery. Many a Jannes and a Jambres, 
"reprobate concerning the faith," have issued thence, 
to withstand the servants of Christ, and to fight 
against His Truth. 

Yet evil as Popery has been and is, and fearful 
as the results of its influence have been on these 
Western European countries, it nevertheless is but 
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one division of corrupted Christianity. In Greece, 
Syria, Asia Minor, and Russia, the Greek Church 
has a history less known, perhaps, but not less 
awful. It may be difficult to determine with exact
ness the respective responsibilities of Aholah and 
Aholibah, but they are twin sisters in iniquity. (See 
Ezekiel xxiii. 4.) And what shall we say of the 
Neologian infidelity that has swept over Protestant 
Christendom ? What shall we say of the early 
corruption of Christianity in Alexandria, Antioch, 
and Constantinople, where we find an apostasy from 
" the faith as first delivered to the saints," which 
may be said to be complete, before Popery, as 
Popery, was known at all ? The corruptions against 
which Luther protested in the sixteenth century 
might be more matured and more systematised than 
those against which Vigilantius testified in the fifth 
century, but they were not more real. Nor would it 
be easy for any Pope to defend falsehood more 
zealously, or to revile Truth more fiercely, than did 
Jerome, in seeking to trample out the light which 
the honest faithfulness of Vigilantius shed upon the 
darkness that Jerome loved. Jerome, in his relation 
to Vigilantius, seems well to have foreshadowed the 
bigotry and fierceness which afterwards became em
bodied in Popes and Inquisitors. He lacked their 
means to persecute, but he seems in no wise defi
cient in the will.* 

* See "Vigilantius and his Times," by the late W. S. Gilly, 
D.D., Canon of Durham—a work which should be more extensively 
circulated by Protestants than it appears to be. 
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We could not, therefore, expect that Scripture 
which is accustomed to denounce all evil, wherever 
and whenever found, whether in its embryo form, or 
in more matured development, would limit its de
scriptions of religious corruption to the form those 
corruptions have assumed in the Latin Church 
merely. Corruptions which are in principle the 
same, must be regarded as belonging to one sister
hood ; they are enclosed within the same circle 
of condemnation, and no plea of exemption can be 
founded on the mere fact that the time, or circum
stances, or place of the development is different. 

In saying then, that in the past and present 
history of the professing Church we find evil akin 
to the evil of Popery, though it be not included 
under that name, we do not relieve Popery of its 
responsibilities, or lessen the weight of its condem
nation. And because we say that the professing 
Church with its corruptions, will, at the time of the 
end, present a form of evil materially different from 
that which will be found in those nations that will 
cast off the name of God and of Christ, and worship 
Antichrist, we do not exempt either from their 
respective responsibilities and doom. A wisdom 
greater than ours has appointed to each their proper 
portion; and Wisdom will justify herself in all her 
appointments, and all her ways. 

And might we not antecedently expect that a 
time so terrible as that of the reign of T H E Anti
christ, who is to be the Head not only of an 
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apostasy, but of T H E Apostasy (97 atrocrraa-ia) 
2 Thess. ii. :—that apostasy in which all Truth will 
be abandoned and blasphemed, not only the Truth 
which was personally revealed by the Lord Jesus 
and His Apostles, or that which was before revealed 
to Israel, but also all that has been made known to 
men as men respecting the creative power and 
glory of God, when even His very existence will 
be denied,—is it, I ask, probable that God wquld 
permit atheistic blasphemy like this, to fill the very 
centre of the civilised world for a period so long as 
twelve hundred and sixty years ? If God had sp 
appointed, we must of course bow to His inscrutable 
wisdom, for He is the one " only wise God " who 
shall be "justified in His sayings, and shall over
come when He is judged " ; but from His own holy 
word we learn that He hath not so appointed. The 
fell power of Antichrist is to be limited both terri
torially, and as to time. Territorially, it is to extend 
over the Roman World : its duration is to be three 
years and a half—the same period, be it observed, 
during which the true King and Shepherd of Israel 
ministered amongst men in mercy. 

There are some who reject this doctrine on the 
ground that it is taught, in part at least, by Papists 
and Anglican Romanists. But what if a weapon 
has been stolen from the armoury of Truth—shall 
we disown it because it has been grasped by the 
enemy? Is there among the instruments that Satan 
wields, one that is more efficient than perverted 
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Truth ? There are few things in which he more 
delights than to get some portion of God's Truth 
into the hands of God's enemies, and then to array 
against it God's people, because it is in the hands 
of God's enemies. Have we indeed no ability to 
distinguish between Truth and its perversion ? 

The use that Romanists, both Papal and Anglican, 
make of the truth respecting the coming of Anti
christ is this,—they draw a dark and not untrue 
picture of Antichristianism in its final atheistic 
form,* and show how Catholicism will be devoured 
by it when it comes. " May we not then," say they, 
" assume that that which Antichrist will hate and 
trample down must be good ? Ought we not there
fore to put forth all our energy to strengthen that 
which Antichrist will seek to destroy ?" 

But have those who reason thus never considered 
that God may and does, judicially, use evil to punish 
evil ? Was not the godless power of Babylon used i,-
to punish and devour the idolatry of Israel ?—but 
was Israel's idolatry blessed, because that which 
was employed to punish it was impious ? The t/ 
Scripture declares that Antichrist is to be sent as 
a scourge upon preceding evil. " For this cause," viz., 
" because they have not received the love of the 
Truth that they might be saved, God shall send 

* I say its final form : for when Antichrist first appears, he will 
adopt and sustain the latitudinarian system that will then prevail, 
and that will patronise and cherish all evil systems—Popery 
amongst the rest. Of this commencing part of Antichrist's career, 
during which he will be their ally, Romanist writers say nothing. 

F 
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upon them strong delusion (the energy of bewilder-
,ment, evepyeiav ffXaw??) that they might believe a 
lie." (2 Thess. ii.) There are few things which 
harden the heart more than form and high-sounding 
words, unaccompanied by the real power of the 
Spirit of holiness and Truth. Ritualism, discarding 
the gospel of the grace of God, has long trifled with 
men's understandings and hearts, and imposed a 
yoke which has been discovered to be not only 
oppressive, but profitless. We cannot wonder then 
that sceptical indifferentism should supplant eccle
siastical religiousness, and that the liberty of lati-
tudinarianism should seem to men like light and 
life after what they have known in the dungeons 
of superstition. Rome and Ritualism have well 
prepared men for the syren voice of an infidelity 
not at present openly blasphemous, but lax, liberal, 
and conciliating. But after men have well drunk 
of this cup, after they shall have been lulled into 
lethean oblivion of Truth, then the full power of the 
energy of bewilderment shall come, and they will 
abandon and deny God, and worship Antichrist. 
Such is the end of the path into which Rome and 
Ritualism lead. Shall we then encourage her ? 
Shall we strengthen what she strengthens, and bless 
what she blesses? Nay. By the help of God's 
grace, we will resist her even unto death. Our 
hostility to her will be unmitigated and perpetual 
just in proportion as we love the souls of men, and 
desire that they might be saved. They who hide or 
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misrepresent the value of the O N E Sacrifice by 
wh'ch all who believe are for ever sanctified, must 
be enemies to God and destroyers of the souls of 
their fellow men. 

F a 



A P P E N D I X A. 

T H E R E has always been a tendency in every age of 
the Church, to regard that particular form of evil 
with which they were personally conflicting, as being 
the last and worst : and therefore to speak of it as 
either being Antichrist or that from which Antichrist 
was immediately to spring. Thus in the early ages 
many wished to find Antichrist in the persecuting 
Roman Empire and its head : and subsequently 
Antichrist has been sought for by some in Mahomet, 
by others in Saladin, by others in the Pope. 

They, however, who have venerated Scripture 
and had respect to the definiteness and precision 
of its statements, have always, for the most part, 
felt themselves hindered in forming the conclusion 
to which by their inclination they were disposed. 
Thus Augustine wished to believe that Antichrist 
was about to be revealed in his day. But he found 
a hindrance in the fact that the Ten Kingdoms that 
were to precede him, had not yet been definitely 
revealed. He therefore queries whether it is neces
sary to regard the number " t e n " as a definite 
number. May it not, he suggests, be taken as in
definite ? 
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Augustine, indeed, merely drops the suggestion, 
and seems half ashamed of it himself; for he soon 
quits the subject, and does not attempt to sustain 
his notion by one argument, or one quotation from 
Scripture, except indeed by saying that millenary, 
centenary, and septenary numbers are used often to 
indicate universality. 

It is certainly true that in every language we find 
certain idiomatic expressions used to convey ideas 
which we wish not to be precise, but vague and 
general. " Ten times," " a hundred times," " a 
thousand times," are thus familiarly used to express 
frequency of repetition, in such cases the recognised 
object of the speaker being to convey the idea of 
magnitude by the use of terms avowedly not defi
nite. But what. if the object of the speaker be the 
reverse of this ? What if he be seeking to make 
definite promises, or definite predictions, and uses 
such numerals as " ten," or " a hundred," or " a 
thousand " in connexion with certain objects avow
edly pointed out as definite, as when ten cubits, or 
ten years, or ten gates, or ten kings, are mentioned, 
and that in combination with certain other historic 
or prophetic circumstances narrated in connexion 
with the things thus specified : are we to say that 
there is indefiniteness then ? If so, we throw vague
ness and uncertainty over the whole of Scripture. 
The thousand years of the millennial reign may 
mean fifty years or ten thousand years, just as our 
fancy may please to settle it ; and not a numeral 
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would remain in Scripture that would not be in
vested with indefiniteness. 

It is utterly false to say that there is such in
definiteness in Scripture. Whenever numerals are 
connected with certain definite objects, such as 
kings, gates, years, cities, men, thrones, or the like, 
they are as precise as it is possible for words to be. 
As respects the ten final kingdoms of the Roman 
World, the evidence of their being definitely ten, 
and also concurrent in existence, is irresistible. No 
one, I suppose, will assert that the toes on the feet 
of the symbolic Image were not definitely ten ; and 
certainly this is not a symbol that would be used 
to denote anything else than concurrent existence. 
And when we turn to the seventh chapter we find 
there several numbers used : four, as applied to the 
four successive empires that have been: one, as 
applied to the little horn that sprang up " behind " 
the ten : three, as applied to the horns which the 
little horn overthrew : and ten, as applied to the 
horns which properly pertained to the fourth beast. 
Are we then to say that one, four, and three, are in 
this chapter to be taken as definite numbers, but 
that ten is not ? What newly discovered canon 
authorises this method of interpretation ? 

Again ; is that most solemn passage in the seven
teenth of Revelation, where we find ten kings speci
fically noted as kings that shall give their authority 
to the Beast till the words of God shall be fulfilled— 
is that passage to be frittered away into indefinite-
nese ? 
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There are few more definite narratives in any part 
of Scripture than that which gives us the history of 
the ten last heads of the Ten Roman Kingdoms. 
W e are told that they " receive authority at one 
hour with the Beast " ; that they concur in giving 
their authority to him as their elected Head ; that 
they and he use this power together against the 
Harlot whom they utterly destroy, and afterward 
make war against Christ, and are together destroyed. 
If definiteness be not connected with such assump
tion and such use of power as this, there is surely 
an end to all definiteness in Scripture. 



A P P E N D I X B. 

T H E R E were few subjects on which the writers of 
the early centuries were more agreed, than in their 
doctrine respecting the personality of Antichrist and 
the duration of his reign. Thus, Justin Martyr, 
A.D. 150, speaking of Antichrist, says that " he is to 
reign a time, times and a half as Daniel states " ; 
and he rejects the interpretation advanced, he says, 
by certain Jews who said that " time " meant a 
hundred years. What then would he have said if 
he had heard of its meaning 360 years ? 

Irenceus, the disciple of Polycarp who was the 
companion of the Apostle John, writes more fully 
on these subjects than any of his predecessors. He 
speaks of Antichrist as an " impious, unjust, and 
lawless " monarch, exalting himself as the one only 
idol—" an idol which included in itself the manifold 
wickedness of all other idols." 

Irenaeus quotes the greater part of 2 Thess. ii. 
respecting the Man of Sin and applies it to Anti
christ : says that he will sit in the Temple in Jerusa
lem : quotes Matt. xxiv. as to " the abomination of 
desolation" and the unequalled season of tribulation, 
and applies it to the time of Antichrist's blasphemy 
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in Jerusalem : speaks of his arising as the little horn 
after the ten last Kings of the Roman Empire : and, 
quoting the words of Daniel—" time, times, and the 
dividing of time," explains them of the three years and 
a half of Antichrist's reign. 

Cyril, A.D. 360, after describing at considerable 
length the tyranny of Antichrist says:—" But thanks 
be to God who hath circumscribed the greatness of 
the affliction within the compass of a few days, for 
He says that ' for the elect's sake these days shall 
be shortened.' Antichrist shall reign three years and 
a half only. I say not this from the Apocryphal 
writings, but from Daniel, for he says, ' and it shall 
be given into his hand until a time,' &c.—now a 
time is one year." Cyril, Catech. xv.* 

Jerome, A.D. 400, says—" Time signifies a year, 
times according to the idiom of the Hebrews . . . 
signify two years: half a time six months, during 
which period the saints are to be given over to Anti
christ, that the Jews might be condemned, who not 
believing the truth are taken up with a lie—concern
ing which period also the Saviour speaks in the 
Gospel, ' unless those days were shortened, there 
should no flesh be saved.' " 

Augustine says, " I t is impossible for any one to 
read Daniel in the most careless manner without 
seeing that the reign of Antichrist, although brief, 
will be most fierce against the Church. He also 

* See the whole passage quoted at length in " Prospects of the Ten 
Kingdoms." Appendix. 
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interprets the time, times, &c , as three years and a 
half, and speaks of the unequalled season of tribula
tion as future." See Aug. de Civ. Dei. Lib. xx. c. 23. 

Theodoret, A.D. 430, forcibly describes Antichrist's 
violent persecution of the saints, and says that they 
are to be delivered into his hand for three years and 
a half, at the end of which time he will be destroyed 
by the personal appearing of the Lord Jesus. 

" Familiarly," says Mr. Maitland, " as even the 
most superficial readers have now learned to talk of 
the ' prophetic style ' of a ' day for a year,' I believe 
that any such interpretation of the prophetic period 
of Daniel (or of any other period) was altogether 
unknown by the Jewish Church before the Christian 
era—by the Apostles of our Lord—by the primitive 
Church—by the Fathers—in short, that no one ever 
thought of interpreting the days mystically, or that 
any period of 1260 years was marked out during (to 
say the very least) the first twelve centuries* of 
Christianity." (See " Second Enquiry respecting 
the prophetic period of Daniel and St. John," p. 77, 
by S. R. Maitland.) 

The first person who advanced the " year-day " 
theory appears to have been the celebrated Joachim, 
Abbot of a monastery in Calabria. His words are 
"Accepto HAUD D U B I E die pro anno, et 1260 

* It was stated first, apparently, at the very end of the twelfth 
century by Joachim, and then died away until revived by Walter 
Brute, A.D. 1390. Some have ascribed the thought to Papias, but 
none of the fragments that remain to us of his writings, contain, / 
believe, an allusion to it. 
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diebus pro totidem annis "—" A day without doubt!! 
being taken for a year, and 1260 days for so many 
years." 

Joachim was a cotemporary of our Richard the 
First, and is said to have met and conversed with 
him at Palermo, in the winter of A.D. 1190, when 
Richard was on his way to the Holy Land. The 
conversation is recorded by Roger of Hoveden, and 
is by some esteemed fabulous; but whether fabulous 
or not, it is worthy of attention, because Richard's 
reply evidently embodies the generally received 
opinion of that period. Objecting to some of 
Joachim's novel statements, the king observed that 
he thought " that Antichrist would be born in 
Antioch, or in Babylon, of the tribe of Dan: also 
that he would reign in the Lord's Temple in Jeru
salem and would walk in the Land in which Christ 
walked—that he would reign there for three years 
and a half, and would dispute with Enoch and Elias 
and kill them—that afterwards he is to die," &c. 
This reply of the King was certainly not faultless, 
but it was far nearer the truth than the vagaries of 
Joachim. 

" A strange thing it is," observes Dr. Todd, " but 
no less strange than true, that the modern doctrine 
of the prophetic days for years, as well as the 
general principles of the system of interpretation 
which has been employed for the purpose of adapt
ing the prophecies of the Apocalypse to the Church 
of Rome, should be found to have originated in the 
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bosom of that Church, and in the speculations of a 
writer, whose object it was to exalt the Papacy on 
the ruins of the episcopacy, and of the Catholic 
Church of Christ,—I allude to the celebrated Joa
chim, founder of the Florensian order at the close 
of the twelfth century." (Todd on Antichrist, p. 

453-) 
Now if it had been merely Joachim's object to 

overthrow the corrupt episcopacy of Rome and to 
expose the wickedness of that which claimed to be 
the catholic Church of Christ, who that values the 
gospel of the grace of God and the salvation of 
souls, would condemn the effort ? But although it 
was, no doubt, the sincere desire of Joachim and 
his abettors to overthrow the whole clerical and 
episcopal order of the Church of Rome, and to 
break up its secular connexion with Italy and with 
the Empire, yet he wished to effect this, not with 
the object of weakening the Papacy, but on the 
contrary, of establishing its spiritual power in more 
complete supremacy than ever. " The Abbe Joa
chim had conceived," (here I again quote from 
Dr. Todd). 

" The Abbe Joachim had conceived, and the pontiffs 
Lucius, Urban, and Clement, his patrons, had cautiously 
promoted, the idea of setting fire to the church, and 
leaving to the emperors, their rivals, nothing but its 
ruins and ashes to triumph over, whilst they raised in 
its stead a new edifice of priestcraft. It was to consist 
of the papal supremacy, acting upon a radically re
generated state of society, through the sole medium of 
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monastic orders . . . So long as the Catholic 
Church enjoys its legitimate organisation, so long the 
scheme of a despotic monarchy ecclesiastical, derived 
from ' the Prince of the Apostles,' must be impractic
able, or its success precarious and perilous. Tha t was 
strongly felt in the contests of those times. The clergy 
of Europe were neither universally nor to all lengths of 
the Guelfic party, nor all agreed to sacrifice their native 
countries and sovereigns to the ambition of Rome. 
Imperial Babylon had partisans even among those 
whom the mystic Jerusalem claimed for her own citi
zens. These were they of whom Joachim complains, 
' prelates to whom the government of souls is confided, 
but who fornicate with Babylon, neglecting God's man
date in order to please men.' This is the clue to all 
his denunciations of bishops and clergymen, and sinister 
predictions against them, (as Illyricus in his conscience 
must have known,) and to his exclusive praise of the 
popes and monastic fraternities. H e foretold, that 
while the Saints were contending, many of the clerici 
would be incredulous to their words, and without openly 
insulting them, would secretly detract from them. 
Their defection from true popery, and adherence to the 
empire, at the close of the second status, and in the 
generations of transition, were destined to accelerate 
the triumph of Babylon and the Beast. And be it so, 
cried the prophetic voice of Joachim. Let Babylon, 
with the aid of many clerici, men of the expiring status, 
lay waste the courts of Jerusalem, yet she herself shall 
perish by the hands of the Bestia Patarena, and of 
Antichrist ; and every remnant of the clerici, or church 
secular, shall perish likewise; but a remnant of the 
eremitic order shall survive all tribulations to reign 
with the Holy Ghost in the third status. 

" Nothing can be more entire than the destruction, 
more total than the impending abolition, threatened by 
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the Calabrian abbot to the Catholic and Apostolic 
Church, or, as he had taken precaution to say, to its 
prior and less perfect status. The clergy, (he said,) of 
whom the crucified Peter is the type, shall perish, as he 
did, in the approaching tribulations; but the contem
plative church, or monachi, of whom St. John is the 
type, shall remain to defeat the counsels of the heretics, 
and preach the gospel of the kingdom. The Spirit will 
then call upon all Christians to come out of the secular 
Church as out of the house of bondage, ' the secular 
Egypt.'" (p. 454-) 

I have cited this passage to show that Joachim is 
not to be honoured as one in whose bosom the 
embryo principles of Protestantism were found. He 
seems to have been entirely a stranger to the gospel 
of the grace of God : and to have so loved Popery 
and so thoroughly to have confided in its principles 
as to have been willing to destroy its material form 
in order that it might be the better manifested in its 
spiritual potency. If then the " year-day " system 
traces its origin to Joachim it has little reason to 
boast of its origin. 

And are there not persons still living amongst us 
who have virtually adopted the thought of Joachim ? 
We hear of some who inveigh against the corrup
tions of the Papacy and are willing to strip the Pope 
of his temporal power, who yet worship " primitive 
antiquity " and " succession from the Apostles," and 
hope to find in the latter a bond of catholicity 
stronger and more extensive than the catholicity of 
Rome. The characteristic thought of Joachim lurks 
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in the bosom of these men. They are neither Pro
testants nor Reformers ? They merely wish to alter 
the present form of catholic development, because 
they think there is in it a divine principle imprisoned, 
which only needs to be set free that its vitality and 
potency might be the more triumphantly mani
fested. 

It is also worthy of remark that the strange doc
trine of Joachim respecting the crucified Peter pas
sing away, and John remaining, appears to have 
been seized on by some modern teachers, who, 
however, have cast it into a new mould, and 
presented it in fresh combination. I will not, how
ever, enter into this subject here. I will only 
observe that it is well to remember that Peter, and 
Paul, and John, alike ministered Truth that was in 
the full and proper sense Christian and abiding. 
There is, therefore, in no sense a passing on from 
the instruction of Peter to that of John, as if the 
former were superseded by the latter. It was Peter 
writing a general epistle to all who " had obtained 
like precious faith with us in the righteousness of our 
God and Saviour," who, when warning against the 
corruptions of the latter day said, " Remember the 
commandments of US, the Apostles of the Lord and 
Saviour." 



A P P E N D I X C. 

L E S T any should think that I have spoken with 

needless severity respecting the Infidelity and Lati-

tudinarianism that is rising around us, I append an 

extract from a work by the Rev. J. H. Rigg, D.D., 

entitled " Modern Anglican Theology." first ed 1857, 

third ed. 1880.* 

T h e account which t ha t au thor gives of the 

opinions of Professor Jowet t is by no means exagge

ra ted . Indeed, if t h e colouring of his pic ture had 

been heightened, he would not have exceeded the 

limits of t ru th . T h e following is the e x t r a c t : — 

" W e do not think that we can give a more correct 
general idea of the tendency of Mr. Jowett 's volumes, 
than by saying, that he seems to have attempted, as far 
as is compatible with any sort of faith in a personal 
God and the Christian Revelation, to adapt the princi
ples of the ' Vestiges of the Natural History of Crea
tion,' and to apply a theory analogous to the one con
tained in that work, to the course of man's progress as a 
moral and religious being. The author of the ' Vestiges ' 
endeavoured so to trace the continuity of development 
in the physical and organic world, as to leave no 
place for creative epochs or acts. The whole course of 
nature was resolved into a law of progress and develop
ment—an order of nature—gradually unfolding itself 

* It is very desirable that this book should be extensively circulated. 
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from grade to grade, from unorganised to organised 
matter, from plant to animal, from vegetable life and 
movement to instinct and volition, from these to reason, 
from monkey to man. So Mr. Jowett also would, as far 
as his faith in Christ will at all allow him, break down 
the limits which define the Divine dispensations to man. 
He would exhibit the natural continuity ©i mora} and 
religious development. Looking backward along the 
perspective which he gives of man's advancement, we 
see civilised humanity dwindling and degraded into a 
universal condition of dark and groping savageism— 
how far removed from the instincts of the ape, it is not 
possible to say : looking forward into the future, w« see 
the theology and morality of the New Testament left 
far behind. No primeval light shines upon the dark 
lair of incipient humani ty ; what is called ' revealed 
religion' was, in its earlier stage, but a certain form of 
natural religion; the Jewish sacrifices were but blind 
heathenish rites ; the principles of the Gospel gradually 
grew up as a sort of underwood berie^th the shadow p,f 
Mosaic superstition ; the Prophets did but dimly read 
the future by the light of the past and present ; when 
Christ came, even H e was limited and bound down in 
His prophecies and revelations Ly the circle of Jewish 
ideas of His age ; St. Paul and the other Apostles were, 
of course, in like manner necessarily restricted, gnd 
darkened in their views ; modern Christians are much 
superior to the Apostles—if we must not add, to our 
Lord Himself—in illumination, even as to moral and 
religious subjects. These are, substantially, the views 
which Mr. Jowett gives of man's religious course arid 
history." 

I t may be said pe rhaps t ha t there have been 

o ther per iods when like error has displayed itsei#— 

why then should we be peculiarly a la rmed fey its 
G 
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reappearance now ? We reply that we are alarmed 
not so much at the error (fearful as that is) as at 
the tolerance and virtual approval it receives from 
the prevailing apathy and indifferentism of the day. 
The apathy, perhaps, may not be so great as it 
appears, for many, no doubt, for expediency's sake, 
suppress their feelings: but suppressed feelings 
never work for God: they leave all the power of 
influence and action in the hands of His enemies— 
and so Latitudinarianism triumphs. Wolves if not 
destroyed will be sure to outnumber shepherds, and 
what must the flock become under such circum
stances but " a flock of slaughter." See Zech. xi. 
But there is a Judge who will judge in due season. 

Scarcely a day passes that does not supply some 
evidence of this Latitudinarianism. Thus, while writ
ing the foregoing pages, I read in " The Record "— 
" CHAPLAINS IN H E R MAJESTY'S ARMY. A 
royal warrant has been issued whereby Chaplains of 
the Presbyterian and Roman Catholic persuasions are 
put precisely on the same footing as those of 
the United Church of England and Ireland"—i.e. 
priests are officially authorised to teach IDOLATRY 
—and to teach that the Bible is not alone the 
legislation of the great Governor of all, but that 
TRADITION—the lie of man, is equally so. Thus 
to degrade the Bible and to sanction Idolatry is a 
breach of the natural relation in which men, as 
God's creatures, stand to Him. The mercies re
ceived for so many centuries by this unworthy 
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country, because of its governmental recognition of 
the Bible only, and its repudiation of idolatry, are 
basely forgotten—sold for something more worthless 
than a mess of pottage. This is the path into 
which Secularism and the advocates of " Human 
Progress " are leading. 

Again in the same journal I read—" It is truly 
humiliating to see Unitarians claiming a Divinity 
Professor of a Church of England Theological 
College, on essential articles of our faith, as a 
coadjutor with themselves." When the government 
of Protestant England treads such a path as it is 
now treading, and when Pantheism and Neology 
are allowed to retain high positions in the Esta
blished Church—are we so blind as not to see in 
these things signs of the times ? Shall we continue 
to utter the deceiving cry—"Antichrist is far from 
us, for we are not Papists ? " 
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