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CHAPTER XII.

on the year-day theory.

The truths which have now been established, and cleared from 
the objections lately brought against them, are the natural ba-
sis for the interpretation of the other parts of these symbolical 
prophecies. They show that the rest of Daniel’s visions, and near-
ly the whole of Revelation, relate to the times of the Gospel, and 
reach from the close of the Jewish dispensation to the second 
coming of our Lord.

The interpretation of the parts which remain is a subject of 
greater difficulty, and has given rise to a far wider diversity of 
judgment. This is occasioned, in part, by the various and com-
plex nature of the symbols themselves; but its chief cause is the 
moral character of the predictions, and the faithful protest which 
they bear against the corruption and degeneracy of the Church 
of God. They carry the war at once into the strongest fortress-
es of ecclesiastical pride and Christian worldliness. The prophe-
cies of a Messiah rejected in spirit are as obnoxious to the Gen-
tile Church, as those of a Messiah rejected in person were to the 
unbelievers among the Jews.

To enter on this difficult subject would, therefore, be unsuita-
ble to the present work, which is merely designed to clear away 
obstructions, and to prepare the way for a sure and firm interpre-
tation of the word of the prophecy. But there is one topic so dis-
tinct in its own nature, and so much perplexed and obscured by 
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recent controversy, that it deserves, and almost requires, a sepa-
rate consideration. The true meaning of the prophetic times has a 
close and vital connection with the general exposition of these sa-
cred visions. It has been the general impression of the best Prot-
estant interpreters, for near three centuries, that a prophetic day 
signifies a natural year, and that all the other periods are to be 
expounded by the same rule. It will be my object, in these next 
chapters, to ascertain the truth or falsehood of this hypothesis, 
called, popularly, the year-day theory.

When the new school of interpretation arose, this theory was 
almost the first object of attack, as the least defensible outwork 
of the Protestant expositions. The arguments in its favour had 
never been fully collected, or very clearly stated, and its implic-
it reception, for many years, by a large class of readers, made it 
be held very loosely, and gave a skilful assailant many advantag-
es. Several pamphlets, in succession, from the pen of Mr. Mait-
land, had a powerful effect in breaking the spell of mere authori-
ty, and compelled his readers either to abandon the opinion, or to 
seek some better reasons for maintaining it than the mere fact of 
its extensive prevalence. Several replies appeared; but all of them 
were partial in extent, and some very defective, either in their 
facts or their reasonings; and his rejoinders seemed to leave him 
in possession of the field. Hence there is no branch of controver-
sy on which writers of this school assume a more confident tone. 
Dr. Todd assures his readers that the year-day theory is “an un-
tenable assumption, which an eminent living writer has so com-
pletely refuted, that no theory built upon it can now be consid-
ered as requiring any further confutation.” It is true that any one 
who reads his work with any discernment, will attach very little 
weight to the author’s judgment on any subject involving the in-
terpretation of prophecy. But still the fact, that such confident as-
sertions are made, proves the need there is for a calm and full re-

chapter xii: the question stated
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view of the whole question, in order to dispel the mists by which 
it has been obscured.

The remarks of Mr. Faber on this subject in the “Provincial Let-
ters,” like most of those which proceed from his pen, are distinct 
and forcible. But even these are confined to one or two topics 
out of many, and exhibit only a small part of the evidence, from 
Scripture and from reason, which may be brought to converge on 
this difficult and important inquiry. Two or three chapters shall 
therefore be devoted to the argument, in the hope that, by an or-
derly treatment, the objections may be fully removed, and the ev-
idence for the theory be placed in a stronger and a clearer light 
than has been attempted by previous writers.

The simplest arrangement is, first, to define the real question, 
removing those objections which have arisen from the frequent 
misconceptions of its true nature: next, to exhibit, under distinct 
heads, the scriptural evidence, proceeding from the more general 
to the more specific arguments: and thirdly, to unfold more clear-
ly those principles of reason or sacred analogy which confirm the 
same view. I will then, finally, reply to all the remaining objections, 
which could not be treated under the former divisions, and sub-
join a few remarks on popular errors connected with this whole 
subject of prophetic dates and sacred chronology.

I. The general nature of the theory has already been, in 
some measure, explained in the first chapter. It may be conveni-
ent, however, to present it more fully in that particular form of it 
which will be here maintained, and which exhibits, in the clear-
est light, the scriptural basis on which it rests. It may be summed 
up in these maxims:—

1. That the Church, after the ascension of Christ, was intend-
ed of God to be kept in the lively expectation of His speedy re-
turn in glory.

 i. general nature of the theory
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2. That, in the divine counsels, a long period of near two thou-
sand years was to intervene between the first and the second ad-
vent, and to be marked by a dispensation of grace to the Gentiles.

3. That, in order to strengthen the faith and hope of the Church 
under the long delay, a large part of the whole interval was pro-
phetically announced, but in such a manner that its true length 
might not be understood, till its own close seemed to be draw-
ing near.

4. That, in the symbolical prophecies of Daniel and St. John, 
other times were revealed along with this, and included under 
one common maxim of interpretation.

5. That the periods thus figuratively revealed are exclusively 
those in Daniel and St. John, which relate to the general histo-
ry of the Church between the time of the prophet and the sec-
ond advent.

6. That, in these predictions, each day represents a natural year, 
as in the vision of Ezekiel; that a month denotes thirty, and a time 
three hundred and sixty years.

The first of these maxims is plain from the statements of Scrip-
ture; and the second from the actual history of the world. The 
third is, on à priori grounds, a natural and reasonable inference 
from the two former, and is the true basis of the year-day theory, 
viewed in its final cause. The three following present the theo-
ry itself, under its true limits. Perhaps no simpler method could 
be suggested in which such a partial and half-veiled revelation 
could be made, than that which the Holy Spirit is thus supposed 
to adopt, resting as it does on one plain analogy of natural times.

Now the mere statement of these axioms removes at once sev-
eral main difficulties, which have been used to perplex and em-
barrass the whole inquiry.

1. First, it has been urged that this larger interpretation of the 
prophetic times is inconsistent with the repeated commands 
of our Saviour, that the Church should always be watching for 
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His return. How could this be possible, it is asked, if it were re-
vealed from the first that 1,260 years must elapse before that ad-
vent should arrive?

This objection disappears in a moment, when the facts and 
the hypothesis are simply compared together. The very reason 
for which the times are asserted to have been given in this unu-
sual form is, that they might not be understood too early, when 
they would have interfered with the earnestness of continual ex-
pectation. The two opposite arguments, indeed, which have been 
brought against this view, destroy each other, and help to estab-
lish its truth. One writer condemns it, because it was unknown 
for twelve centuries; and others, because, if it had been under-
stood in those days, it must have paralyzed all watchfulness for 
the return of the Lord. Surely these objections, when compared 
together, yield a presumption in favour of the view they were de-
signed to confute. They prove that these revelations, as thus ex-
plained, were exactly suited to the need of the Church; that they 
concealed the length of the delay, when the knowledge might 
have been injurious; and revealed it, when once it became a help 
to the faith of the Church that it should be known.

The only way of sustaining the objection is to assume that the 
fact of such a revelation being given made it the duty of the Church 
to understand at once its true meaning. Two duties would then 
seem to contradict each other—the obligation of continual watch-
fulness, and the duty of understanding the message, that more 
than twelve centuries would intervene before the advent. But the 
contradiction is not real. There must either be a defined measure 
of light, which the Christian is not allowed to pass, or else a duty 
and privilege of unlimited progress. In the former case, the dif-
ficulty ceases, since there could be no obligation to understand 
the times from the first: and on the other supposition, the mo-
tive to watchfulness, which was drawn from the ignorance of the 

 i. general nature of the theory
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Church, would be replaced, as her knowledge increased, by higher 
motives, drawn from a lively sense of the real vastness of eternity.

2. Again: it has often been argued that the mystical interpreta-
tion would compel us to lengthen the millennium into 360,000 
years. But the principle on which the theory has just now been 
founded removes this objection also. The millennium is not in-
cluded in that time of waiting, which made it desirable to conceal 
the times under a symbolic veil. There are, indeed, other internal 
reasons, which furnish a still more evident warrant for the dis-
tinction between this period and all the rest; but that which has 
now been assigned is sufficient, even alone.

3. It has been further made a prominent objection to the year-
day, that it was totally unknown for twelve, or, as some assert, for 
fifteen centuries. The fact, however, has been greatly exaggerated 
beyond its true limits. And besides, the late period at which this 
interpretation was unfolded was a natural and necessary conse-
quence of the principle on which it depends. Instead, therefore, 
of being a valid objection, it forms a remarkable presumption in 
favour of its truth. In fact, this exposition appeared first at the 
very time when it must have appeared, if the principles on which 
it is founded had a real existence.

4. The above maxims enable us, further, to avoid those loose 
and vague assertions which have given a great advantage to the 
opponents of the theory. The term, a prophetic day, has been 
used, till many writers seem to have lost all clear apprehension 
of the limited extent of the principle, and fallen into serious er-
rors in its application. We have no warrant, either from the rea-
son of the case, or from direct evidence, for extending the max-
im, as a general law, to all other predictions.

Even Mede is not quite faultless in this respect; yet it may be 
not improper to digress for a moment, to clear him from a charge 
of gross and inexcusable error, to which a misconception of his 
words has given rise. He had said in his argument on this subject, 
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“Secondly, let it be shown in all the prophecy of Daniel (or, for 
aught I know, in any other of the prophets), where times of things 
prophesied expressed by days are not to be understood of years.”

Mr. Maitland replies to this remark in the following words:—

“I am perfectly amazed at this brave challenge, which I sincerely lament, 
because I know that bold assertion will generally carry the multitude by 
storm, and that comparatively few readers take the trouble to inquire 
whether a writer has good ground, or any ground, for what he affirms 
with confidence. I answer, that I know of only these prophecies in the 
Scriptures which predict a period in terms of days; and whether any one 
of them is to be understood of years, let the reader judge.”

He then adduces eight passages (Gen. vii. 4; xl. 12; Exod. viii. 
10; x. 4; Josh. vi. 4; 2 Kings vii. 1; Jonah iii. 4; Matt. xii. 40; John ii. 
19; Rev. ii. 10); and subjoins: “I am not aware that any individual 
has supposed the word day in any one of these passages, except 
the seventh and eighth, to mean a year. I would beg the reader 
to look again to Mr. Mede’s question, and I think he will won-
der how a writer so well acquainted with the Scripture could ev-
er propose it.”

Now the natural inference of the reader, from these remarks, 
must be, that Mede is guilty either of great ignorance, or of a 
worse fault—controversial dishonesty. One such blot would go 
far to damage his reputation, and cast suspicion on all his other 
statements. Yet the mistake is entirely Mr. Maitland’s own, in ex-
tending the challenge beyond its evident meaning. Of the eight 
examples he brings, the five first are not in “the prophets” at all, 
but in the historical books of the Old Testament. The sixth is the 
message of Jonah to the Ninevites, which, if meant solely of liter-
al days, was not fulfilled at all, but averted; and if it were fulfilled, 
must have implied, as many have thought, a judgment after forty 
years. The next is our Lord’s own prediction (Matt. xii. 40; John ii. 

 i. general nature of the theory
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19). This is a clear instance of literal fulfilment, but does not oc-
cur strictly in “the prophets.” The last is the ten days’ tribulation 
of Smyrna, of which the literal fulfilment is unknown, but which 
many commentators have referred, and with apparent reason, to 
the ten years’ persecution of Diocletian. There is a further pas-
sage (Hos. vi. 2), which Mr. Maitland has overlooked, and which 
seems to have both a literal and mystical fulfilment, though not 
on the principle of the year-day.

The words of Mede, then, do not imply the gross oversight 
which Mr. Maitland’s readers would infer. Their fault is of a dif-
ferent kind. They aim at an illusive generalization, for which there 
are no sufficient materials. In the prophets there are only two in-
stances given by Mr. Maitland, one possibly, and the other with 
high probability, fulfilled on the year-day principle; one of them 
certainly, and perhaps the other, having no fulfilment in literal 
days. On the whole, therefore, Mede has more warrant for his 
assertion, than Mr. Maitland for contradicting it so strongly. But 
still the remark is faulty, because it tends to place the argument 
on a false basis. The real contrast is not between predictions in 
the prophets and in the historical books, but depends on a cause 
of a very different kind.

II. The nature of the evidence to be expected must be the 
next object of our inquiry. This requires us to notice, first of all, 
the indictment preferred against the truth of the theory.

The first and palmary argument of its opponents is the general 
duty of adhering to the literal sense. The words of Hooker are fre-
quently adduced: “I hold it for a most infallible rule, in the expo-
sition of Scripture, that, where the literal construction will stand, 
the furthest from the letter is commonly the worst. There is noth-
ing more dangerous than this licentious and deluding art, which 
changeth the meaning of words, as alchemy doth, or would do, 
the substance of metals, maketh of anything what it listeth, and 
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bringeth, in the end, all truth to nothing.” If it be replied that these 
dates occur in the symbolical prophecies, it is rejoined at once 
that they are given in the explanation of the visions. To this gen-
eral reason other arguments are added, of much apparent weight. 
Every prophecy, it is said, except those in dispute, has been ful-
filled literally. Twelve or more instances occur of intervals pre-
dicted in years, which were all fulfilled in years, and five or six 
predicted in days, which have been fulfilled in days. The year-day 
interpretation was not only unknown for above a thousand years, 
but has given birth to many conjectures which have been succes-
sively falsified by time. Finally, the contrast is drawn between the 
prophecies whose fulfilment is allowed by all Christians, and the 
disputable nature of all the expositions connected with the mys-
tical times. This argument is advanced, not with perfect correct-
ness of statement, but with much point and force, in the close of 
Mr. Maitland’s “Enquiry:”—

“We point the infidel to the captive Jew and the wandering Arab; but who 
challenges him with the slain witnesses? We set before him the predict-
ed triumphs of Cyrus; but do we expect his conversion from the French 
revolution and the conquests of Napoleon? We send him to muse on the 
ruined city of David and to search for the desolate site of Babylon; but 
who builds his argument on the opened seals of the Apocalypse? And 
why is this? I do not speak hastily, and I would not speak uncharitably; 
but I cannot suppress my conviction, that it is because the necessity of 
filling up a period of one thousand two hundred and sixty years has led 
to such forced interpretation of language, and to such a constrained ac-
quiescence in what is unsatisfactory to sound judgment, that we should 
be afraid, not only of incurring his ridicule, but of his claiming the same 
license which we have ourselves been obliged to assume” (Enq. p. 84).

The previous remarks seem to comprise the chief strength of 
the argument against the year-day system. Let us now examine 

 ii. nature of possible evidence
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more closely the elements of which it is composed, and we shall 
find that this imposing array has only a seeming strength, and 
will not bear the test of a strict inquiry. 

1. The maxim of Hooker is doubtless important, when restrict-
ed within its just limits; but, without the help of other principles, 
it will be found quite insufficient to ensure a sound and just in-
terpretation. Often as these words have been quoted, it seems to 
have been overlooked, that, in the very instance referred to, Hook-
er’s own maxim fails him, and the interpretation which he advo-
cates is just as far from being strictly literal as that which he con-
demns. Indeed, it may be questioned whether the deviation from 
the exact letter be not twice as great as in the exposition which he 
condemns. Now, if so profound a reasoner could be so deceived 
in the application of his own principle in the very instance for 
which it is adduced, it must be clear that the greatest caution is 
needful in its use at all times. No interpretation can properly be 
literal which neglects any indication, whether direct or indirect, 
of the mind of the revealing Spirit. If we read no deeper mean-
ing in a message from the Infinite Wisdom, than we should sus-
pect in the same words had they been spoken by a mere child, we 
adopt a false maxim, which would freeze out all the life and glo-
ry of the oracles of God. Where a phrase is distinctly marked out 
and separated, as containing a hidden sense, the meaning which 
lies on the surface, and which might otherwise have been count-
ed literal, ceases to be such, strictly and exclusively, any longer.

2. Let us next consider, for either hypothesis, the circumstanc-
es which would indicate its truth. If the meaning of the times had 
been designed to be clear from the first, we might reasonably an-
ticipate that they would be given in the most usual and custom-
ary form. On the other hand, if they were intended to disclose 
their true sense only after the lapse of ages, they would then be 
presented in a more ambiguous manner. The true meaning would 
not then lie on the surface, but would depend on some combina-
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tion of indirect evidence, all pointing to something hidden and 
mysterious, and only after close inquiry revealing definitely the 
exact sense really conveyed. Evidence apparent at first sight, or 
strictly demonstrative in any one part, would be excluded by the 
object of the revelation. We might therefore expect, in this case, 
that the terms would suggest a shorter period, and yet bear such 
marks of peculiarity and strangeness as to hinder us from rest-
ing with confidence on that outer sense, and to suggest strongly 
the existence of a deeper meaning. But if short periods were re-
ally designed, there seems no imaginable cause why they should 
not be stated in the most usual and simple terms. This remark is 
of primary importance to the whole inquiry. 

III. The general character of the passages themselves 
has next to be examined. If these do really occur, all of them, in 
the explanation of the visions—if they are worded in the most sim-
ple, usual, and natural terms, to express the intervals which they 
seem to indicate at first sight, the presumption will be strong in 
favour of the shorter interpretation. But if the reverse be true—
if they either occur in the midst of the symbols themselves, or 
bear plain marks of a singular, uncommon, and peculiar phra-
seology, or are prefaced by words importing concealment, then 
the presumption in favour of some figurative or analogical sense 
will be no less strong. Let us now proceed to examine their ac-
tual character.

The following are all the passages in Daniel and St. John to which 
the year-day principle has usually been applied:—

(1). Dan. vii. 24–26. “And the ten horns out of this kingdom are 
ten kings that shall arise: and another shall rise after them; and 
he shall be diverse from the first, and he shall subdue three kings. 
And he shall speak great words against the Most High, and shall 
wear out the saints of the Most High, and shall think to change 
times and laws: and they shall be given into his hand, until a time, 

 iii. the nature of the passages themselves
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and times, and the dividing of a time. But the judgment shall sit, 
and they shall take away his dominion, to consume and to de-
stroy it unto the end.”

(2). Dan. viii. 13, 14, 26. “Then I heard one saint speaking; and 
another saint said unto the wonderful numberer, which spake, 
How long shall be the vision of the daily sacrifice and of the 
transgression of desolation, to give both the sanctuary and the 
host to be trodden under foot? And he said unto me, Unto eve-
nings mornings, two thousand three hundred [or, unto an even-
ing morning, two thousand three hundred]; then the sanctuary 
shall be cleansed.”

“And the vision of the evening and the morning which was 
told is true: wherefore shut thou up the vision; for it shall be for 
many days.”

(3). Dan. ix. 24–27. “Seventy weeks [or sevens] are determined 
upon thy people, and upon thy holy city, to finish transgression, &c.

“Know, therefore, and understand, that from the going forth of 
the commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem, unto Messi-
ah the Prince, shall be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks.

“And after the threescore and two weeks shall Messiah be cut 
off, and they shall not be his; and the people of the prince that 
shall come shall destroy the city and the sanctuary. And the end 
shall be with a flood, and unto the end of the war desolations are 
determined.

“And he shall confirm a covenant with many for one week; and 
in the midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and oblation 
to cease, and with the overspreading of abominations he shall 
make it desolate, even until the consummation, and that deter-
mined, shall be poured on the desolator.”

(4). Dan. xii. 5–9. “Then I, Daniel, looked, and behold there 
stood other two, the one on this side the bank of the river, and 
the other on that side the bank of the river. And one said to the 
man clothed in linen, which was upon the waters of the river, 

chapter xii: the question stated



 21

How long shall it be to the end of these wonders? And I heard 
the man clothed in linen, which was upon the waters of the riv-
er, when he held up his right hand and his left hand unto heaven, 
and sware by Him that liveth for ever, that it shall be for a time, 
times, and an half; and when he shall have accomplished to scat-
ter the power of the holy people, all these things shall be finished. 
And I heard, but I understood not; then said I, O my Lord, what 
shall be the end of these things? And he said, Go thy way, Dan-
iel; for the words are closed up and sealed till the time of the end.”

(5). Dan. xii. 10–13. “None of the wicked shall understand, but 
the wise shall understand. And from the time that the daily sac-
rifice shall be taken away, and the abomination that maketh des-
olate set up, there shall be a thousand two hundred and ninety 
days. Blessed is he that waiteth, and cometh to the thousand three 
hundred and five and thirty days. But go thou thy way till the end 
be, for thou shalt rest, and stand in thy lot at the end of the days.”

(6). Rev. ii. 10. “Ye shall have tribulation ten days.”
(7). Rev. ix. 5, 10. “And to them it was given that they should not 

hurt them, but that they should be tormented five months; and 
their torment was as the torment of a scorpion when it striketh 
a man.

“And they had tails like unto scorpions, and there were stings in 
their tails; and their power was to hurt men five months.”

(8). Rev. ix. 15. “And the four angels were loosed, which were 
prepared for an hour, and a day, and a month, and a year (ἐνίαυτον), 
to slay the third part of men.”

(9). Rev. xi. 2–4. “But the court which is without the temple leave 
out, and measure it not, for it is given unto the Gentiles: and the 
holy city shall they tread under foot forty and two months. And I 
will give power unto my two witnesses, and they shall prophesy a 
thousand two hundred and threescore days, clothed in sackcloth. 
These are the two olive trees and the two candlesticks standing 
before the God of the earth.”
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(10). Rev. xi. 9, 11. “And they of the people, and kindreds, and 
tongues, and nations, shall see their dead bodies three days and a 
half; and shall not suffer their dead bodies to be put in graves. . . . 
And after the three days and a half the spirit of life from God en-
tered into them, and they stood on their feet; and great fear fell 
upon them which saw them.”

(11). Rev. xii. 6. “And the woman fled into the wilderness, where 
she hath a place prepared of God, that they should feed her there 
a thousand two hundred and threescore days.”

(12). Rev. xii. 14. “And to the woman were given two wings of a 
great eagle, that she might fly into the wilderness, into her place, 
where she is nourished for a time, times, and half a time, from 
the face of the serpent.”

(13). Rev. xiii. 6. “And there was given unto him a mouth speak-
ing great things and blasphemies, and power was given unto him 
to continue forty and two months.”

2. From a review of these passages, in order, the following con-
clusions evidently arise.

In the first passage, the words do not, of themselves, literal-
ly denote three years and six months, but three and a half times 
some unit, which is left quite undefined. The shorter computation 
is, therefore, not in the least more literal than the other.

In the second, if we accept the common rendering in a more 
exact form, the phrase will be—unto evenings and mornings, two 
thousand three hundred. Now, although this might denote the pe-
riod either of 1,150 or 2,300 natural days, it is not, on either view, 
the natural or usual form in which such a period would be ex-
pressed. The literal expression would be six years, three months, 
and twenty days; or three years, one month, and twenty-five days; 
and is very different from that which is actually employed.

But a comparison with the end of the chapter suggests a differ-
ent version. The angel there tells the prophet, “the vision of the 
evening and of the morning is true.” Now, since the words even-
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ing and morning before occurred in the singular, this reference 
seems to prove that they ought to be so rendered, and are togeth-
er descriptive either of the whole interval, or else of its close. In 
every other case in this prophet, the times, if really plural, are in 
the plural form. The conclusion can hardly be avoided that one 
evening and morning only is meant in this passage; and there-
fore the numeral stands alone, without any specified unit of time. 
The reckoning, then, of 2,300 natural days is not at all more liter-
al than if we expound it of the same number of months or years.

The third passage is the prophecy of seventy weeks. The word 
employed must denote, properly, either common weeks, or simply 
sevens. In the one case, the proof is clear that the literal sense is 
abandoned for a larger meaning: on the other hand, if the mean-
ing of the word be sevens, this is included under the same re-
mark with the two former; and the longer is equally literal with 
the shorter reckoning.

The same remarks apply to the fourth passage as to the first. 
The terms employed are exactly similar, and have the same inher-
ent latitude in their signification.

The fifth passage is the first in which the shorter period has any 
just claim to be called the literal interpretation, since days are di-
rectly expressed. But there are three counteracting circumstanc-
es, which, on the most general view, tend to throw doubt on such 
an exposition. First, it is added, like an appendix, to another pe-
riod expressed in an indefinite form. Secondly, it is prefaced by 
direct assertions that it has a mysterious meaning. And, final-
ly, the form of expression is entirely different from that which is 
commonly used, both in Scripture and elsewhere, to denote that 
number of natural days.

The other passages are all taken from the book of Revelation. All 
of them, except the first, occur in the midst of the symbols, and 
not in explanatory passages. Two of them are quite indefinite in 
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their significance, when taken alone, and two others are expressed 
in a manner which varies greatly from the most usual form.

The result, then, of the whole examination may be thus given. 
Of the five passages in Daniel one must certainly be expounded 
on the larger scale of reckoning; in three of the others the short-
er calculation is not at all more literal than the other; and in the 
fourth there are several features which tend to except it from the 
literal exposition. The passages in Revelation, several of them, are 
indeterminate, like those in Daniel; and all of them, except one, 
are found, not in the interpretation of the symbols, but imbed-
ded in the midst of the emblems themselves.

The general argument, drawn from the maxim of literal in-
terpretation, has already vanished almost entirely. There is not 
a single passage on which its advocates can rest a decisive argu-
ment. The only one in Daniel which appears to offer a solid foot-
ing is fenced by a special announcement that its true meaning is 
mysterious; and those in the visions of St. John are so connect-
ed with the symbolical language of the prophecy, that it is plainly 
rash and unwarrantable to decide, without a deeper search, that 
they must be intended in a barely literal sense. It is now time to 
examine, more in detail, the presumptions which exist in favour 
of an opposite view.

IV. The general symmetry of the sacred prophecies is a 
first argument against the shorter acceptation of these numbers. 
When a declaration of future events is attended also with one of 
definite seasons, it is natural to expect some degree of correspond-
ence between the two parts of the revelation: and this presump-
tion of reason is confirmed by a still safer guide—that of Scrip-
ture precedent. The chief instances of definite times revealed in 
Scripture, in connexion with the history of the Church, are the 
hundred and twenty years’ delay of the flood, the four hundred 
years and four generations of sojourning in Egypt, the forty years’ 
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sojourn in the wilderness, the sixty-five years to elapse before 
Ephraim’s captivity, the seventy years’ captivity of Judah, the for-
ty years of Egypt’s desolation, the seventy weeks before the com-
ing of Messiah, with its minor portions, the three days of our 
Lord’s burial, and the seven years to follow on Israel’s restora-
tion. (Ezek. xxxix.) In all of these, except the two last, there is an 
evident proportion between the time predicted and the general 
of the events announced; and even in those, the event to which 
they apply is clearly expressed, and was plainly limited and brief 
in its own nature.

Now here we have twelve or thirteen specified seasons of time, 
connected with an interval which extends from the reign of Cyrus 
to the second advent. And it is plain that, by the shorter reckon-
ing of times, all proportion is lost between the range of the events 
and the periods which enter into the predictions. If, indeed, there 
were no features on the surface of the prophecy which suggest 
the idea of a meaning different from the bare letter, it would be 
hazardous to reason from analogy against a direct statement. But 
the reverse of this is evidently true. Even on a general and cur-
sory view of the passages the balance inclines in favour of some 
concealed meaning. And now the analogy has its full weight. We 
must reverse the law which prevails in all the other examples of 
revealed times, before we can accept the short and contracted 
interpretation. 

The Church before the flood (Gen. vi. 3), the early patriarchs 
(Gen. xv. 13), the Church in the wilderness (Num. xiv. 33, 34), Is-
rael and Judah under their kings (Isa. vii. 8; Ezra iv. 5), the Jews in 
their first captivity (Jer. xxv. 11, 12; xxix. 10), and after their return, 
before the coming of Christ (Dan. ix.)—all of them had times pro-
phetically announced, which bore a direct proportion to the sea-
son of the delay, or the length of the trial, and the least of which 
exceeded the average length of one generation. It is not easy to 
conceive that in these comprehensive prophecies of Daniel and 
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St. John, which clearly contain so many statements of sacred time, 
the Church would be deprived, for the first time, of a help which 
had been given her in every main stage of her former history.

V. The symbolical nature of the books in which these 
numbers occur is a further presumption of the same kind. Ex-
cept in Daniel and the Apocalypse, no definite revelation of time 
occurs between the time of Cyrus and the future restoration of 
Israel. From the close of the seventy years’ captivity to those sev-
en years (Ez. xxxix. 9) which follow the final recovery of the cap-
tives of Israel, there is a total blank, with regard to distinct times 
and seasons, in all the other prophecies. In these two books alone, 
however, there are at least twenty dates, if each be numbered dis-
tinctly, which reveal definite periods of time. These dates form, 
therefore, a broad distinction between these books and the oth-
er prophecies; and conversely, the nature of these books must 
throw light on the true meaning of the dates contained in them.

Now the one feature which distinguishes these books from the 
other prophecies is their symbolical character: an air of mystery 
pervades them from first to last. Thus in Daniel, three of the vi-
sions are directly symbolic. The three histories which are inter-
posed bear distinct marks of a typical meaning. And the last vi-
sion, which is the most simple and direct in its form (Dan. x.–xii.), 
is closed by expressions which plainly import concealment and 
mystery: “Go thy way, for the words are closed and sealed till the 
time of the end.” “None of the wicked shall understand, but the 
wise shall understand.”

The same remark applies, in still greater force, to the visions 
of the Apocalypse. Even those who attempt to literalize them the 
most are compelled to allow that a large portion is strictly sym-
bolic, and their expositions of much that remains are forced and 
discordant. No one can read the prophecy without being struck 
forcibly by the peculiar mystery which prevails in it.
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Since the prophetic dates, then, are found exclusively in these 
two books, which possess, also exclusively, this symbolical and 
mysterious character, it is a natural inference that those dates 
have or may have themselves a covert meaning. And the clear 
statements of our Lord, that the Church was at first designedly 
kept from a knowledge of the times and seasons, would concur 
with this view, and raise it to a weighty presumption against the 
short reckoning of these prophetic intervals, which limits them 
within five or six years.

The only direct reply to this argument of any weight is, that 
these dates occur in the explanations of the visions. But, in the 
first place, this is not true, as we have seen of those in the Reve-
lation, which are the greater number. In the next place, even the 
explanatory parts of these symbolical prophecies retain some-
thing of the same mysterious character with the rest. For instance, 
Rev. xvii. is the only chapter in the Apocalypse of direct interpre-
tation: and there is so much remaining mystery, that the best ex-
positors vary considerably in the details of its meaning; and Mr. 
Maitland, while seeking to explode the more usual expositions, 
frankly confesses his entire inability to substitute a better. Hence 
it would not be surprising, if even the dates which occur in the 
explanatory parts should still be mysterious, and have their true 
sense hid beneath the surface, like the other parts of the prophecy.

VI. The dispensation to which they belong is a further 
presumption in favour of the same view. The dates in question 
relate, all of them, to the times of the Gospel and of the rejection 
of Israel. The seventy weeks are the only exception, the meaning 
of which is demonstrably four hundred and ninety years, and not 
four hundred and ninety days. But all the others are included be-
tween the first and the second advent.

This character is expressly noted for us in the word of God. If 
we compare Dan. xii. with 1 Pet. i. 10–12, we shall see a distinct 
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assertion of this peculiar reference of the times to the Christian 
dispensation. It was not for the prophets themselves, but for the 
Christian Church, that these mysterious dates were revealed. In 
like manner, in Rev. x. Christ solemnly declares that in the days 
of the seventh angel the mystery of God shall be finished. The 
comparison of other Scriptures shows that this expression refers 
to the calling of the Gentile Church in the place of Israel. (Rom. 
xi.; Eph. iii) The first six trumpets, therefore, and all the numbers 
connected with them, including the time, times, and half, must be 
contained within the limits of this Gentile dispensation.

Now the most distinctive character of this dispensation is, that 
it is composed of mysterious counterparts to the literal types and 
ordinances of the older economy. This truth may be traced in al-
most every part of the Christian Church, and every step of the 
Gospel histories. There is a new and spiritual Israel, in place of 
the Jews after the flesh: “As many as walk after this rule, peace be 
on them and mercy, even on the Israel of God.” There is a mystical 
and heavenly Mount Zion, in contrast to the earthly Jerusalem: 

“Ye are come to Mount Zion, the city of the living God.” “Jerusa-
lem which is above is free, which is the mother of us all.” There is 
a spiritual passover, with its distinct paschal Lamb: “Christ our 
passover is sacrificed for us.” “Ye were redeemed with the pre-
cious blood of Christ, as of a lamb without blemish and without 
spot.” There is an antitypical circumcision: “In whom ye are cir-
cumcised with the circumcision made without hands, in putting 
off the body of the sins of the flesh by the circumcision of Christ.” 
There is an antitypical Exodus: “All our fathers were baptized un-
to Moses in the cloud and in the sea. Now these things happened 
unto them for types.” There is a feast of spiritual first-fruits: “These 
were redeemed from among men, being the first-fruits unto God 
and the Lamb.” There is an antitypical harvest and feast of taber-
nacles (Rev. vii. xiv.) There is a counterpart to the Sabbath; and 
the year of jubilee itself was a type of “the acceptable year of the 
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Lord.” There is also a wilderness sojourn of the Church (Rev. xii.), 
answering to the journey of Israel through the desert from Egypt 
to the land of promise.

It is in evident harmony with all these analogies, which link 
the times of the Gospel with the previous dispensation, to inter-
pret these dates, in the symbolical prophecies, on a principle of 
analogy also. Such an analogy, and one of the simplest kind, is 
presented by the year-day system; and there is, consequently, no 
light presumption in favour of this, or some similar explanation.

VII. The mysterious introduction, by which these dates 
are prefaced in several of the visions, forms another argument 
that they are not designed to be taken for short periods of nat-
ural days only.

There is nothing spoken in vain in the word of God. Every part, 
as it proceeds from Infinite Wisdom, is suited, in the most minute 
particulars, to the special truth which has to be revealed. Wher-
ever there is a peculiar solemnity in the introduction of any state-
ment, there must clearly be something answerable in the truth 
which that statement was designed to convey.

Now, in the case of most of these numbers, this peculiarity 
appears very striking in the manner of their introduction. They 
are not given in passing, nor as matters of subordinate impor-
tance. On the contrary, the most various methods are used to 
point out their peculiar character, and the deep significance of 
the message they contain. It is in connexion with one of these 
dates that our Lord receives the title of the “Wonderful Numberer.” 
Two of the celestial company are introduced as fresh persons in 
the sacred drama, and one of them propounds the question to 
which this date forms the reply—a reply given by the Lord him-
self. This surely implies some meaning deeper than appears on 
the first glance at the words of the vision.

 vii. their mysterious introduction
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The time, times, and half, exhibit the same character still more 
clearly. They are twice revealed to Daniel, in two visions at an 
interval of twenty years. In the second of these they are intro-
duced with peculiar solemnity. Two saints are again exhibited as 
the speakers. One of them inquires the duration of the predict-
ed wonders. The reply is given by the Lord himself, with all the 
solemnity of a direct appeal to God: “I heard the man clothed 
with linen, which was upon the waters of the river, when he lift-
ed up his hand to heaven, and sware by Him that liveth for ever, 
that it shall be for a time, and times, and the dividing of a time.” 
No words could well be more expressive of deep mystery, and of 
the special importance to the Church of the period thus revealed.

The same character appears conspicuously in the book of Reve-
lation. The five months, under the first woe, are twice mentioned. 
The period named in the second woe has a singular and unusu-
al form. In the tenth chapter, as in the twelfth of Daniel, there is 
a most impressive oath, the only one of a direct kind which ap-
pears in the New Testament; and here, also, it is connected with 
these sacred times. The oral message of Christ to the apostle, in 
the following chapter, consists mainly in a revelation of chronol-
ogy. The same period, again, which has been twice mentioned in 
Daniel, and twice under the temple vision, is three times repeat-
ed in the succeeding chapters. And thus, wherever these sacred 
numbers occur, there is always some mark given to us, appar-
ently to lead our thoughts beyond the surface to a deeper truth 
which they really contain.

These general presumptions, against a barely literal sense of 
the dates, may be confirmed by several others of the same kind. 
They clearly suggest the conclusion that the words are to be tak-
en in some analogical signification, which may restore their har-
mony with the wider range of the prophecies to which they be-
long. Such a principle is found in the year-day system, which en-
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larges the scope of these numbers, and yet maintains the definite 
and precise character of each interval that is revealed.

It may just be observed, however, before entering on this sec-
ond stage of the inquiry, that the direct testimony of early times 
to the shorter acceptation of these dates has often been over-rat-
ed. Their mysterious adjuncts had led to hesitation and doubt as 
to their being meant literally, long before the period when the 
year-day system could have been understood without injury to 
the hopes of the Church. The five months of the first woe, the 
period of the second, the twelve hundred and sixty days, the for-
ty-two months, and, most of all, the time, times, and a half, were 
figuratively expounded by very early writers. Primasius, Ambro-
se, Ansbert, and not a few others, explained this last phrase to 
denote the whole time of the Church’s sufferings. And we learn 
from Justin that, before his time, the same expression in Daniel 
was commonly supposed by the Jews to have a century for its unit, 
and to denote three hundred and fifty years.

 vii. their mysterious introduction
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the year-day theory continued.

From the nine general indications of a figurative meaning which 
occur in these sacred numbers, let us now proceed to examine 
the special evidence for the year-day system. This also branches 
into several distinct arguments, which may be exhibited in suc-
cession, and the objections by which it has been endeavoured to 
overthrow them.

I. The prophecy of the seventy weeks has always held the 
foremost place in the direct arguments for the year-day system. 
The reasoning is very simple in its nature. The word week, or 
shabua, is used elsewhere in Scripture to denote seven days; but 
in this prophecy it denotes seven years. Hence the words of time 
are enlarged beyond their literal or usual sense, in the proportion 
of a year to a day. And since all these predictions of time bear 
one common character, occur in the same prophets, and have the 
same general object, they ought to be explained by one common 
rule. In the one instance, which is decisively fulfilled, the propor-
tion holds of a year to a day; and therefore it must be applied, in 
consistency, to all the rest.

Two different replies, and on contradictory grounds, have been 
made to this argument. First, Dr. Todd, with some hesitation, and 
Mr. Tyso and Mr. Govett more boldly, deny the fact. They assert 
that the prophecy is still future, and will be accomplished in weeks 
of days. But this view has been already sufficiently refuted. All in-
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ternal and external evidence, and the consent of nearly every ex-
positor, whether Jewish or Christian, in every age of the Church, 
unite to condemn it as a rash and fruitless attempt to innovate in 
this cardinal prophecy of our Lord’s sufferings.

Mr. Maitland, therefore, with more wisdom, and Mr. Burgh al-
so, allows the fulfilment of the prophecy in terms of years. But 
he rejects the other premise of the argument, and maintains that 
the word shabua is perfectly ambiguous, and denotes merely a 
seven, whether of days or of years. By this means the arguments 
seems, at first sight, to be effectually turned aside. Mr. Maitland 
endeavours to strengthen his reply by the further remark, that the 
Jews did not commonly employ the word shabua to denote seven 
days, but mentioned the number of days in full: and that the Mis-
nic writers do employ the same word week repeatedly, without 
any distinctive addition, to denote seven years. A collateral con-
troversy arose with regard to the Hebrew points, and their influ-
ence in determining the true sense; but it is needless to attempt 
a summary, since the main subject was left entirely unaffected.

Now, in reality, it matters very little to the argument whether 
we receive or reject the proposed translation. Let us examine the 
question on either view.

1. First, let us grant that a shabua, according to its derivation, 
may denote equally a seven of days or a seven of years. Mr. Mait-
land and Dr. Mac Caul, who agrees with him on this point, al-
low that it is used only as a word of time, and occurs in these two 
senses alone. It is also clear, from the nature of the intervals, that 
it must have been far more frequently employed to denote the 
shorter period; and, in fact, no instance occurs in Scripture, be-
side this prophecy, where it has any other meaning.

What, then, will be the state of the argument? Of the two senses, 
a seven of days and a seven of years, the former will be the most 
frequent and usual—the latter occasional and comparatively ra-
re. The two differ from each other in the proportion of a year to a 
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day. The prophecy rejects the shorter and adopts the longer reck-
oning. Now if the terms of the other periods in Daniel were stat-
ed in the usual and literal expressions, this analogy would not be 
enough to warrant us in extending them on the same scale. But 
this is not true in one single instance. Their form is such as in eve-
ry case to imply a meaning distinct from the bare letter, and long-
er in duration. If so, on Mr. Maitland’s own hypothesis, the sev-
enty weeks supply just the key which is needed, and warrant our 
interpreting the others on the maxim of a day for a year.

2. But this reasoning is ex abundanti. For, after all the laboured 
efforts of Mr. Maitland to overturn it, the argument of Mede, re-
peated by Mr. Faber, continues unimpaired. The question is “not 
the etymology of the word shabua, but its use.” In every case where 
it occurs elsewhere in Scripture, which is about ten times, it de-
notes a week of days. It is clearly quite irrelevant to say that the 
sacred writers more often use the phrase seven days to denote 
the same period. The question is not whether shabua or another 
phrase is more frequently used for a common week; but wheth-
er shabua is employed in the Scripture for seven years, except in 
this prophecy. No such instance can be found. And hence it fol-
lows, that the meaning of seven years, which it bears in this place, 
is not by the ordinary rules of grammar, but by an extraordinary 
rule of prophetic applications, in which a miniature period is used 
as the grammatical veil for a larger interval of time.

The argument from the usage of the Misnic writers is equally 
unavailing. The Jews have generally understood this prophecy of 
weeks of years. And hence their usage of the word, in later times, 
would naturally be affected by the prophecy itself. So a hundred 
passages might be found in Christian divines where the word week 
is used to denote seven years, by a phraseology derived from this 
very passage. And Jewish writers would be still more likely to fall 
into such a mode of expression, from the national ordinance of 
the shemittahs, or sabbatic years.
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The proof seems therefore as firm as ever. The phrase, had it oc-
curred elsewhere, and by the common usage of Scripture, would 
have denoted weeks of days: but, in fact, it denotes weeks of years. 
In the one case, which has been clearly fulfilled, the prophetic 
sense of the words of time is larger than their common meaning 
elsewhere, in the proportion of a day to a year. Extend this max-
im consistently to the others, and the necessary result is the year-
day interpretation.

3. There is, however, another circumstance, which seems to 
have met with no distinct notice, and which greatly confirms the 
previous reasoning. Four terms are employed in almost every 
nation, in the ordinary calendar of time—the day, the week, the 
month, and the year. These form a natural and ascending series, 
by which all periods are most conveniently expressed, and com-
plete the system of popular and colloquial measurement of time. 
The case was evidently the same among the Jews as with ourselves. 
Now of these four periods, the day, the month, and the year (Dan. 
xii. 11; Rev. ix. 5, xi. 2, ix. 15), occur elsewhere in these dates of the 
symbolical prophecies. But the week occurs here only. It is evi-
dently needful to complete the system; and being added, it does 
complete a regular calendar of sacred and prophetic times. But 
the week, whether we render it a week or a seven, does not denote 
a common week, but a period of seven years. And since it forms 
one element in this fourfold ascending scale, it does, by a natu-
ral inference, raise all the others in the same proportion. The pro-
phetic dates, which otherwise would remain a heap of disjoint-
ed fragments, by this key become at once united into a consist-
ent and harmonious scheme, mysterious yet definite, and com-
bining the precision of a human calendar with the magnificent 
grandeur of a divine revelation.

This gradation of the prophetic periods will be more appar-
ent, if we subjoin them in regular arrangement, according to the 
terms in which they are conveyed.

 i. the seventy weeks
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(1).  Three days and a half twice repeated (Rev. xi.).
  Tribulation of ten days (Rev. ii. 10).
  Twelve hundred and sixty days (Rev. xi., xii.).
  Twelve hundred and ninety days (Dan. xii. 11).
  Thirteen hundred and five and thirty days (Dan. xii. 11).
(2).  A week and half week (Dan. ix. 27).
  Seven weeks (ix. 25).
  Threescore and two weeks (ix. 25).
  Seventy weeks (ix. 24).
(3).  Five months (Rev. ix. 5, 10).
  Forty and two months (Rev. xi. 2, xiii. 5).
(4). Day, month, and year (Rev. ix. 15).
  A time (χρόνος)—(Rev. vi. 11, x. 6).
  A time, times, and half (Dan. vii. 25, xii. 7, Rev. xii. 14).

[(5).  Six hundred and sixty-six, unit undetermined (Rev. xiii. 8).
  Two thousand three hundred, the same (Dan. viii. 14)].

There are all the marks in this list of a connected and regular 
series. And since the weeks are sevens of years, the conclusion 
can scarcely be avoided, that the others also are to be reckoned, 
consistently with this pattern, and on the same scale.

II. The sentence on Israel in the wilderness is a second 
testimony, equally distinct, to the same principle of interpreta-
tion. It will be convenient to quote the passages at length.

Num. xiii. 25. “And they returned from searching of the land 
after forty days.”

Num. xiv. 33, 34. “And your children shall wander in the wil-
derness forty years, and bear your whoredoms, until your carcas-
es be wasted in the wilderness. After the number of the days, in 
which ye searched the land, even forty days, each day for a year, 
shall ye bear your iniquities, even forty years; and ye shall know 
my breach of promise.”
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1. The nature of the evidence contained in this passage has 
been placed in a clear light by Mr. Faber, in the “Provincial Let-
ters.” The twelve spies, chosen one from each tribe, represented in 
miniature the nation of Israel. And this explains, it may be added, 
why the whole congregation are said to have searched the land. 
That search, lasting through forty days, represented also in min-
iature the forty years of their wandering in the wilderness. Each 
day in the search represented a year of wandering; and the min-
iature period was a typical prophecy of the forty years’ journey-
ing which ensued.

We have thus, from the lips of God himself, the clear relation 
established in this notable instance of chronological prophecy, 
that while the spies represented the nation, a day should repre-
sent a year. Now the difference between a type and a symbol lies 
in this point only, that a type is a real, and a symbol an unreal or 
ideal, representative of a real object. In the type, the spies, who 
were real persons, represented the whole nation; and the forty 
days of their search, a real period, represented the real time of 
the stay in the wilderness. In the visions of Daniel or St. John the 
ten-horned beast, or the sun-clothed woman, unreal figures, rep-
resent an empire, or the Church of Christ; and twelve hundred 
and sixty days, or forty-two months, an unreal period grammat-
ically suggested, represent the true period designed, of as many 
years. The analogy, therefore, contained in this Scripture history, 
is precise and complete. It supplies us, from the lips of the All-
wise God himself, with a distinct scale, by which to interpret eve-
ry prophetic period which bears the internal marks of a sugges-
tive character, as a miniature representation of some larger period.

2. A reply to this argument has been attempted by several au-
thors, as Mr. Tyso, Dr. Todd, Mr. Maitland, Wagenseil, and Benge-
lius. Their remarks are so much alike, that it is needless to clas-
sify them minutely.
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(1). First, it is objected (Eluc., p. 73), that in this case the proph-
ecy is first given in years, and great stress is laid on the observa-
tion. But this is futile in the highest degree. The passage is ad-
duced as a divine key to elucidate others which bear marks of a 
secret sense, not visible on their surface, the nature of which must 
be determined from other sources. And it is objected, that the 
key is not as obscure as the passages which it is to unfold. Surely 
nothing can be more irrelevant than such reasoning.

(2). Next, it is said that in Daniel there is no intimation that days 
are put for years, as there is in the text before us (Eluc., p. 66). This 
is the former objection, with its parts reversed. It is first argued 
that the key is not as difficult as the cipher; and next, that the ci-
pher is not as plain as the key. It is clear, however, that such a di-
rect statement would have defeated the very end for which the pe-
riods are supposed to have been expressed in this peculiar form.

(3). Further, Mr. Maitland and Dr. Todd quote the argument 
of Wagenseil, to refute the assertion of Sir John Marsham—dies 
pro anno sumi potest, juxta propheticam loquendi morem. But 
the whole of the reasoning, as Mr. Faber has shown, is wide of 
the real question; which relates, not to the grammatical sense of 
the word, but to the representative power of the thing. The clos-
ing remark in the extract virtually yields all that is maintained—
dies ad annum significandum physice, ut ita loquar, adhibitur, 
non grammatice. Now for physically, an obscure phrase, let us in 
Numbers put typically, and in Daniel symbolically; and this be-
comes the exact opinion of the Protestant interpreters.

3. The objections are, however, more fully stated by Mr. Mait-
land in his “First Enquiry,” and his reply to Mr. Cuninghame. The 
nature of the argument is so easily obscured, that it is desirable 
to examine these objections in detail. Mr. Maitland reasons as 
follows:—

(1). “I am quite at a loss to understand how passages, where it 
is declared and explained that a certain number of natural days 
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were appointed to represent or prefigure the like number of nat-
ural years, should be called an express warrant for the mode of 
reckoning which translates the word day by the English word year. 
In Numbers and in Ezekiel the phrase is ‘a day for a year, a day 
for a year’—a mode of expression which leaves no doubt of the 
writer’s meaning, and which absolutely requires yom and shan-
ah to be taken in their literal sense for natural days and years. If 
the days during which the Israelites searched the land had been 
natural years, and the years which they were to wander prophet-
ic years as they are called, each consisting of three hundred and 
sixty natural years, the analogy would be good and the warrant 
express; but what colour is here given to our interpreting a day 
or year otherwise than literally?” (Enq., p. 20).

These remarks imply a strange misconception of the theory 
opposed: for its essential character lies in maintaining, not a di-
rect change in the ordinary meaning of the terms, but a process 
of analogical suggestion, by which a shorter period represents a 
longer; the context or other circumstances having first led us to 
suspect a hidden sense, and the passage in Numbers forming the 
key to its precise character. The reasoning, then, is completely ir-
relevant, and does not touch the real question in debate.

(2). The real point of the objection is, however, more visible in 
the following extract, taken from the other pamphlet:—

“When my opponent says, ‘If the beasts were not literal, but 
symbolical, must we not suppose that the days were not literal, 
but symbolical?’ The proper answer, I believe, is—“What days? 
When you speak of the beasts I know what you mean, for you ad-
mit that Daniel saw certain beasts; but when you speak of “the 
days,” I know not what days you refer to, for your system admits 
of no days: you take (if I may so speak) the word “goat” to mean 
the thing “goat,” and the thing “goat” to represent the thing “king;” 
but you take the word “day,” not to represent the thing “day,” but at 
once to represent the thing “year.” And this is precisely the point 
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which distinguishes this case from that of Ezekiel, which has been 
so often brought forward as parallel to it.’ The whole matter lies in 
this, that the one is a case of representing, the other of interpreting.

“A goat, not the word goat, represented a king. A day, that is, 
the word day, is interpreted to mean a year.

“In Ezekiel, a real day, not the word day, represented a real year. 
In the Apocalypse it is a mere interpretation of the word day, to 
mean a year, without any pretence that certain real days repre-
sented certain real years” (Reply, &c., pp. 106–108).

The contrast which it is sought to establish in these paragraphs, 
however plausible it may seem, vanishes on close examination.

“It is admitted that Daniel saw certain beasts.” “A goat, and not 
the word goat, represented a king.” Was it then a real goat, or 
were they real beasts? No one admits this, or ever once dreamed 
of such a view, neither Mr. Maitland himself, nor his opponents. 
The goat and the beasts were unreal. They were images before 
the eye of the prophet in the night vision, but had no answering 
external reality.

Again, “your system (it is said) admits of no days; you take the 
word day, not to represent the thing day, but at once to represent 
the thing year.” Now this assertion must be understood either men-
tally, of the process of thought, or externally, of their historical 
reality. If taken in the former sense, it is manifestly untrue. The 
very expression, the year-day system; the fact that so large a num-
ber of writers maintain the literal period to be the real meaning; 
the analogies to which the advocates of the year-day appeal—all 
prove alike that the word day is interpreted of the thing day, and 
the thing day is then viewed as representing the thing year.

But the assertion, perhaps, is meant in the latter sense; and the 
days are affirmed to have no external and historical reality. The 
reply is self-evident, that exactly the same is true of the goat and 
the beasts. These, too, have no external historical reality. When 
and where were they born, and when did they die? or to what nat-
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ural species did the ten-horned beast belong? Clearly they had no 
other than a mental existence. There is thus an exact parallel in 
the two cases, and not, as Mr. Maitland argues, a total contrast. 
The beasts were conceptions visually suggested to the eye of the 
prophet, and nothing more; and the days, in like manner, were 
conceptions suggested by the words of the vision to his ear. The 
only difference is in the sense by which the mental image is con-
veyed; for it is plain that a day, when used as a symbol, must be 
mentioned, and could not appear visibly to the eye.

The only reply to this argument of any apparent weight must be 
the allegation that the days, &c., occur in the interpretation of the 
visions, and not among the symbols themselves. But in the dates 
of the Apocalypse the exact reverse is true; they all occur imbed-
ded in the midst of the symbols. The verses Dan. xii. 11, 12, are the 
only case to which the remark applies; and these are introduced 
by a double notice that they have a hidden meaning. “The words 
are closed and sealed till the time of the end.” “None of the wick-
ed shall understand, but the wise shall understand.”

Let us suppose, for illustration, that a merchant, leaving his 
family, should put in their hands a note of instruction for their 
guidance, to be opened and read after his departure, and clos-
ing with such words as these: “You will not understand what I 
tell you for some time to come. I am sailing to India, and intend 
to be absent there ten days, and then to return. The wise among 
you will understand.” At first this would appear simply mysteri-
ous and unaccountable. But when six or seven years had elapsed, 
without further tidings, except of his safe arrival, it might be nat-
ural and reasonable to supposed that he had secretly purposed 
to remain absent ten years. The illustration is imperfect, because 
of the many casualties which may frustrate the designs of men, 
but it may help to explain the warrant in this case for the sym-
bolical meaning.
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The circumstances, then, under which these dates are given, 
suggest the notion of some peculiar and recondite sense, but 
give no precise key to its nature. The passage in Numbers, like 
the prophecy of the seventy weeks, supplies the key which was 
wanting, and yields a firm basis for the maxim, that a day is used 
to represent a natural year.

III. The typical siege of Ezekiel is a third main argument by 
which the year-day theory is sustained. And here, also, it will be 
desirable to give the words of the text.

Ezek. iv. 4–9. “Lie thou also on thy left side, and lay the iniqui-
ty of the house of Israel upon it; after the number of the days that 
thou shalt lie upon it thou shalt bear their iniquity. For I have laid 
upon thee the years of their iniquity, according to the number of 
the days, three hundred and ninety days; so shalt thou bear the 
iniquity of the house of Israel. And when thou has accomplished 
them, lie again on thy right side, and thou shalt bear the iniquity 
of the house of Judah forty days; I have appointed thee a day for a 
year, a day for a year. Therefore thou shalt set thy face toward the 
siege of Jerusalem, and thine arm shall be uncovered, and thou 
shalt prophesy against it. And behold I will lay bands upon thee, 
and thou shalt not turn thee from one side to another, till thou 
has ended the days of thy siege. Take thou also unto thee wheat, 
and barley, and beans, and lentiles, and millet, and fitches, and 
put them in one vessel, and make thee bread thereof, according 
to the number of the days that thou shalt lie on thy side; three 
hundred and ninety days shalt thou eat thereof.”

The argument from this passage exactly resembles the last. Eze-
kiel, like the spies, is a type of the nation of Israel; his recumbent 
posture, of their degradation by national sin; and the days repre-
sent an equal number of years, to be completed before the con-
summation of judgment. The only difference between this and 
the prophetic days is the difference between a type and a sym-
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bol. Ezekiel was a real person representing the nation; the woman 
(Rev. xii.) is an unreal emblem denoting the Church of God. The 
days in Ezekiel were actual days, representing the same number 
of years; and the days in the Apocalypse are unreal days, mental-
ly suggested by the letter of the passage, representing the same 
number of years. The analogy, in this as in the former instance, 
is full and complete; and the seventy weeks, as has been shown, 
point to exactly the same conclusion.

The objection to this argument is various in form, but in little 
besides, and chiefly rests on a total misconception of the year-
day theory.

1. First, it has been roundly asserted (Rev. Lit., p. xviii.) that the 
instance is “nothing at all to the point;” that it was “merely the ex-
hibition of a past fact;” and that “there is not an atom of prophe-
cy in this part of the transaction.”

This is bold and confident, but, unhappily for the conclusion, it 
is quite untrue. The prophecy was in the fifth year of Jehoiachim’s 
captivity, or about July, b.c. 594. The three hundred and ninety 
years, according to Usher, whose view Mr. Faber adopts, occupy 
the interval b.c. 974–584. Perhaps more exactly, they reach from 
the accession of Rehoboam to the fall of the temple, b.c. 976–587. 
Hence this prophetic type was given at least seven years before the 
completion of the predicted time. And here it must be observed 
that the true object of the prediction was not the events to oc-
cur during the continuance of those years, but the siege by which 
they would be finished, and the nation led captive from the land.

The case is just similar with the other type of the forty days, 
and the forty years of Judah. They must either close, like the for-
mer, at or just after the fall of the first temple; or else, which is 
possible, denote the interval of forbearance before the fall of the 
second temple, a.d. 30–70. In either case, their termination, the 
predicted event, was future when the type was given. It thus ap-
pears that the objection itself is, in fact, entirely devoid of truth.
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2. There are next several remarks quoted by Mr. Maitland from 
Bishop Horsley, for which the reputation of the writer claims a 
notice by no means due to their own weight or justice:—

“Where shall we find, in any of the sacred writers, one indubitable in-
stance in which day is put for year? Is it when we are told that the day of 
temptation in the wilderness was forty years? or when we are told that 
one day is with the Lord as a thousand years, and a thousand years as 
one day? Certainly, it might be concluded, with more colour of reason, 
from the first passage, that a day is forty years; or a thousand years from 
the second, than it is inferred from Ezekiel and Daniel that it is a year.”

“How is it to be inferred (from Ezekiel) that a day in prophecy always 
signifies a year; or indeed ever, except in this instance, where the sig-
nification lies not in the word, but in the action publicly exhibited? It 
might, as I think, with equal reason, and by the same analogy, be con-
cluded, that the word iron-plate, wherever it occurs in the writings of 
the prophets, is to be understood figuratively of the wall of a city; for 
the iron-plate of Ezekiel is as much a type of the wall of Jerusalem, as 
his forty days of forty years. Nothing, therefore, can be concluded from 
this passage of Ezekiel concerning any figurative sense of the word day 
in the prophetic writings, or in any other passage. Indeed, as a word, it 
is here used without any figure at all for that portion of time which we 
generally mean by a day.”

This able and learned, but self-confident author, seems here to 
be equally at fault in his assertions and his reasonings.

(1). The whole triumphant inquiry depends on a misconcep-
tion, as if a day were said to be grammatically translated by a 
year. This has been justly and forcibly exposed by Mr. Faber. In 
fact, all the advocates of the year-day theory presuppose the men-
tal suggestion and intervention of days in the interpretation of 
the times, just as much as the ideal intervention of beasts in the 
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prediction of empires. The objection is thus, in its foundation, a 
building of sand.

(2). There are three plain instances in which a day is put for a 
year, that is, to represent it, one in Numbers and two in Ezeki-
el; besides the not less conclusive instance of the seventy weeks.

(3). To say that there is more colour of reason for concluding 
that a day is forty, or a thousand years, is an exaggeration quite 
unworthy of the writer. There are three instances in the first case, 
and only one each of the two others. What is of still more weight, 
the analogy of the year-day does not rest on a bare unit, but is ex-
hibited in three numbers of considerable size—forty, three hun-
dred, and ninety, and forty days. In each of the others it is a sin-
gle unit only, where loose metaphors might have a more natural 
place. It would be more exact, then, to say that the evidence for 
the year-day system is four hundred and seventy times as great 
as for either of the others.

(4). The objection is still more unfounded for a second reason. 
We have strong scriptural grounds to believe that a day does in 
several passages really signify and represent a thousand years; and 
this opinion has prevailed in the Church from early times. The 
bishop could, therefore, scarcely have chosen an objection more 
destructive to his own cause.

(5). The other remarks hardly deserve a reply. When a passage 
shall be found in which three hundred iron plates are declared 
to represent three hundred walls, or forty iron plates to repre-
sent forty walls, or ten, or five, or even two, in the same manner, 
we may bow to the conclusion. We will then freely consent to the 
propriety of expounding the word by the wall of a city, in every 
place of the prophets where the bishop requires us—a concession 
doubly safe, since not one single passage of the kind is to be found.

(6). But “how is it inferred that a day always in prophecy de-
notes a year?” I answer, few or none assert that it does. The asser-
tion is limited to specific passages, which bear on their face, when 
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compared with each other and the context, the mark of some hid-
den meaning. Some proofs of this have been offered in the for-
mer chapter, and more will presently be given. The texts in Num-
bers and Ezekiel presuppose, in their application, the general pre-
sumptions in favour of some secret meaning. They then supply 
us, from two distinct sources, with a divine pattern of symboli-
cal time, which exactly corresponds, like a key to the lock, with 
the mysterious passages; lends a precise and simple rule for their 
exposition; and, by the triple coincidence, turns the presumptive 
evidence into a moral demonstration.

IV. Another argument may be drawn from the words of Christ 
himself, as given in St. Luke’s Gospel.

Luke xiii. 31–33. “The same day there came certain of the Phar-
isees, saying unto him, Get thee out, and depart hence, for Herod 
is seeking to kill thee. And he said unto them, Go ye, and tell that 
fox, behold I cast out devils, and I do cures to-day and to-mor-
row, and the third day I shall be perfected. Nevertheless, I must 
walk to-day and to-morrow, and the day following; for it cannot 
be that a prophet perish out of Jerusalem.”

These words must be explained either in a definite or an in-
definite sense. Taken indefinitely, they teach us that our Lord 
was to continue His works of mercy for a little season longer, in 
spite of all the malice of Herod; and that none could take away 
His life till He himself resigned it in the appointed scene of His 
death, at Jerusalem.

But this does not appear to be the whole meaning. There is a 
precision in the phrase which in this view alone would be unex-
plained. Three days are twice mentioned distinctly—to-day, to-
morrow, and the third day; to-day, to-morrow, and the day fol-
lowing. The words thus repeated clearly leave the impression of 
a definite interval of time.
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Now the incident occurred in the last journey of our Lord, but 
several weeks before His sufferings and resurrection. They can-
not, therefore, admit a definite sense with a literal interpretation. 
On the other hand, our Lord’s ministry, commencing with a pass-
over, closed at the passover, after an exact interval of three years. 
The words of this passage would therefore exactly describe the 
continuance of that ministry: the three days importing the three 
years. The completion of the third was to be marked by the death 
of our Saviour at Jerusalem, and His resurrection the time when 
He was perfected. And there was thus also a close connexion be-
tween the predicted time and the events; for the third year would 
be closed by the passover, which could be celebrated only at Je-
rusalem, and was the appointed season of our Lord’s death, with-
out which the types could not have been fulfilled.

These four examples, of which the three first are demonstrable, 
and the last has at least a high probability, form a scriptural ba-
sis for the year-day theory. Once in Numbers, and twice in Eze-
kiel, a day is expressly taken to represent a year. The principle is 
continued in the seventy weeks, where a term, always taken else-
where in Scripture for weeks of days, is demonstrably used for pe-
riods of seven years. The analogy is continued in the last passage, 
where three days are twice mentioned in detail, as defining the 
whole extent of our Lord’s ministry. Let us now consider the in-
ternal evidence to be drawn from the prophetic dates themselves.

V. The time, times, and dividing of a time, are the first of 
the periods to be considered, and one which contains many dis-
tinct proofs to refute the shorter reckoning, and confirm the year-
day exposition.

1. And, first, its peculiar form must be noticed. If the short reck-
oning were true, no reason can be given why the times should 
not be expressed in the most customary form. On the other hand, 
the year-day theory requires that a shorter term should be mere-
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ly suggested to the mind in the representation of a longer period, 
and suggested in such a way as to hinder us from resting in the 
typical phrase as the true meaning.

Now such exactly is the term before us. It doubtless suggests to 
the mind, by comparison with other texts, three years and a half. 
But it is not the usual or literal expression for that period. Twice 
alone does that interval occur elsewhere (Luke iv. 25; James v. 17), 
and in both it is expressed by its natural phrase, three years and 
six months. The same is true in every similar case. St. Paul abode 
at Corinth one year and six months (Acts xviii. 11). David reigned 
in Hebron seven years and six months (2 Sam. ii. 11). He was with 
the Philistines a year and four months (I Sam. xxvii. 7). The form 
in which the periods of time are expressed is thus invariably the 
same. And hence, though three years and a half are suggested to 
the mind by this phrase, there is nothing in the words which fix-
es it to this sense. This has not, in truth, any more claim to be the 
literal meaning than one thousand two hundred and sixty years. 

2. But, secondly, the fundamental term, a time, implies, rath-
er than excludes, the wider sense. The natural series of words of 
time consists of a day, a week, a month, and a year. The three first 
are retained in the prophetic calendar; but the last of them is re-
placed by this general expression—a time, which takes the lead of 
all the others. It occurs in the first of these dates, and in two, or 
rather three others, on which the rest chiefly depend. Now this 
substitution could not be without meaning. It leaves the analo-
gy among the different periods unbroken; but at the same time it 
sets loose this fundamental period, so as to be at liberty, even by 
the common rules of language, to receive a larger signification. 

This argument becomes much stronger, when we consider the 
actual use of this same term in other passages. It is of frequent 
recurrence in the Old Testament, and is employed to denote pe-
riods of various lengths, and even extending to many years. It 
meets us first in the narrative of the creation: “Let them be for 
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signs and for seasons”—where it is distinguished alike from days 
and years. It is frequently used to denote the appointed time of 
all the feasts of the law (Lev. xxiii. 2, 4, 37, 44; Num. ix. 2, 3, 7, 13; 
x. 10, xv. 3). It is employed with regard to the fall of Pharaoh Ho-
phra, and the restoration of Israel. “Pharaoh hath passed the time 
appointed” (Jer. xlvi. 17). “The time to favour Zion, the set time, is 
come” (Psalm cii. 13). “The vision (of the coming of Christ) is yet 
for an appointed time” (Hab. ii.3). In these, and several other pas-
sages, an extensive interval is clearly implied; and the fundamen-
tal idea is one which has no respect to the length or shortness of 
the period, but simply to its fixed and determinate character. It 
is plain how completely these two marks, that it is at once indef-
inite and determinate, make it a suitable term to form the basis 
of a prophetic chronology on the year-day system. 

3. The different terms used to denote the same period are a fur-
ther proof that it cannot denote three natural years and a half. 
The same interval occurs seven times over. Twice it is mentioned 
as a time, times, and a dividing of a time; once as· a time, times, 
and a half; twice as forty-two months; and twice as twelve hun-
dred and sixty days. A comparison of these passages will show 
that they all relate to the same period. Yet the expression is var-
ied in this remarkable manner; and in all these variations is nev-
er once expressed by the natural and literal phrase. How can we 
explain this remarkable feature, but by supposing it to indicate a 
mysterious and hidden sense? The Holy Spirit seems, in a man-
ner, to exhaust all the phrases by which the interval could be ex-
pressed, excluding always that one form, which would be used 
of course in ordinary writing, and is used invariably in Scripture 
on other occasions, to denote the literal period. This variation is 
most significant, if we accept the year-day system, but quite in-
explicable on the other view. 

But there is one further circumstance which deserves notice 
in this variation, and which confirms the existence of a mystical 
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and hidden sense. In the Revelation, the times and the days are 
used in connexion with the Church and the witnesses; but the 
months in connexion with the Gentiles and the wild beast. This 
distinction of the periods, measured by the sun and the moon, just 
corresponds with the frequent metaphors of Scripture, in which 
Christians are described as children of the light and of the day; 
and unbelievers as children of night and darkness. If the expres-
sion denoted literal days, this mystical reference would be het-
erogeneous: but if they are symbolical, days for years, then this 
moral significance is in harmony with their general character of 
sacred emblems. 

5. The ambiguity of the phrase, even in its numeral value, tends 
to the same conclusion. It is plain, that a time, times, and the di-
viding of a time, in point of grammar alone, might denote four 
times and one half, or five times and one half, or four times and 
one third. It is only by comparison with the other forms of the 
same period in the book of Revelation, that even the numerical 
meaning can be certainly ascertained. In other words, it was im-
possible to know certainly that the time, times, and half, denoted 
1,260 days, either natural or prophetical, until the prophecy of the 
seventy weeks had been both given and fulfilled, in which weeks 
of days represent weeks of years. So that, in fact, the direct key 
to the symbolical meaning was provided before even the number 
of the contained units in the period had been distinctly revealed. 

VI. The dream of Nebuchadnezzar throws a further light on 
the same truth. The prophet tells us that the monarch “was driv-
en out from among men, and seven times passed over him;” till at 
length his understanding returned to him, and he became a wor-
shipper of the true God.

The seven times in this case, by general consent, denote seven 
years. And hence it has often been argued that the time, times, 
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and a half, must denote three years and six months. Thus in the 
“First Enquiry:”—

“ In ch. iv. 16, 23, 25, 29, we read of ‘seven times,’ during which 
Nebuchadnezzar was to be excluded from his kingdom. Here it 
is admitted that a time means a year, and therefore we might nat-
urally expect the three times and a half should mean three years 
and a half. Yet, without the slightest hint of any change of style in 
the author, we are to suppose Daniel using the same word in ch. 
iv. to signify one year, and in ch. vii. to signify three hundred and 
sixty years, and this merely because, in one case he speaks of an 
individual, and in the other of a community” (pp. 13, 14). 

However natural this inference may appear at first sight, a more 
full consideration of the two passages will lend us a powerful ar-
gument for just the opposite conclusion. 

1. First, in the case of Nebuchadnezzar himself, how do we learn 
that the time of his madness was seven years, rather than sev-
en days, or seven months, or seven sabbaths of years? Not clear-
ly from the grammatical force of the term, which might denote 
any of these periods, no less than seven years. It is an inference 
drawn conjointly from the context and from the outlines of the 
monarch’s history. The length of his reign and the reason of the 
case forbid us to lengthen the seven times into forty-nine years. 
On the other hand, the whole scope of the chapter equally ex-
cludes the shorter periods of seven days or seven weeks. Hence 
the only interpretations possible are seven months, or seven years; 
and the latter is generally allowed to be the true sense, from no 
abstract grammatical, but as most consonant with the majestic 
grandeur of the whole description, or for other indirect reasons 
of the same kind. 

Let us now turn to the second passage, and these reasons are 
at once reversed. The same motive which, in the case of the mon-
arch, compels us to reject the meaning, seven days, or seven weeks, 
in the case of an empire, which has lasted almost, or more than, 
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two thousand years, compels us to reject also the meaning, three 
years and a half. This would be, in the history of the monarchy, 
less than seven weeks in the history of Nebuchadnezzar. The just 
inference to be drawn, even on this ground alone, is the exact op-
posite of that which suggests itself on a superficial view. 

2. But the argument from this previous mention of the times 
may be carried a step further. The whole account of Nebuchadn-
ezzar’s dream has clearly a typical character. The prophet had be-
fore said to him “Thou art this head of gold.” Now the great image 
prefigured the whole course of Gentile dominion, from the time 
of the prophet to the glorious reign of Messiah. Of this Gentile 
power Nebuchadnezzar, as the head of gold, would be the nat-
ural representative. Accordingly, the two chapters of his history 
which follow bear the clearest marks of a typical meaning. The 
worship of the image and the persecution of God’s faithful wit-
nesses have both of them an exact counterpart in the book of Rev-
elation. (ch. xiii.) The bestial debasement of the monarch equally 
answers to the long degradation of worldly power, the joint effect 
of idolatry and of ambitious pride; until at length the kingdoms 
of this world become the kingdoms of Christ. And, in strict har-
mony with this view, the next vision exhibits to us the four em-
pires under the debased emblem of the beasts of prey, which be-
fore had composed the bright and terrible image.

The dream of the monarch has thus a close connexion, as a typ-
ical history, with the vision of the four beasts. The king himself 
represents the succession of imperial sovereignty, till the king-
dom of Christ is come. The seven times which passed over him 
must therefore denote the whole period of debasement in the 
Gentile kingdoms, from the times of Nebuchadnezzar to their 
full redemption. The time, times, and dividing of a time, which 
in terms is half the length, will evidently correspond, not to the 
personal, but to the typical duration of these seven times. The 
whole period, from the reign of Nebuchadnezzar to the present 
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day (b.c. 606–561, to a.d. 184), is a little more than twenty-four 
centuries. And hence, on this ground alone, we might presume 
that the time, times, and a half, are more than twelve hundred 
years. We are thus led, independently, to just the same conclu-
sion which flows from the year-day interpretation.

This inference is strengthened by one further remark. If the 
whole interval from Nebuchadnezzar’s reign be divided into two 
equal portions, the division will fall a.d. 618–641. The latter half, 
therefore, falls exclusively within the times of the fourth or Ro-
man empire, and soon after the time when its division into sepa-
rate kingdoms was first completed. This is a pointed coincidence 
with the broader features of the prophecy: for in the vision, also, 
the time, times, and a half, are all included in the period which 
follows after the ten horns have arisen.

The dream of Nebuchadnezzar, it thus appears, whether we 
confine ourselves to the simpler ground of direct criticism, or ex-
tend our survey to the typical import, yields a decisive argument 
in favour of the year-day exposition.

VII. The vision of the evening and the morning is the next 
passage which contains a prophetic number, and supplies fresh 
evidence for the protracted reckoning. 

1. The text, according to the usual construction of the words, 
will be translated as follows:—

“How long shall be the vision of the daily sacrifice and of the 
transgression of desolation, to give both the sanctuary and the 
host to be trodden under foot? And he answered, and said, Un-
to evenings and mornings two thousand three hundred; and the 
sanctuary shall be cleansed.” 

“And the vision of the evening and the morning which was told 
thee is true; wherefore shut up the vision; for it will be for many 
days” (viii. 26). 
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It is plain at once that this is not the usual and literal expression 
for a space of between six and seven years. There are only three in-
stances in all Scripture history where a period of above forty days 
is expressed in days only (Gen. vii. 3; Neh. vi. 15; Est. i. 4). And it 
is without any precedent in Scripture, or in common usage, that 
periods of more than one year should be thus described. When 
we add to this the peculiar phrase, evening-morning, or evenings 
and mornings, the strange form in which the message is couched 
becomes still more apparent. The first idea which it would sug-
gest to any thoughtful reader would be an inquiry into the rea-
son of so unusual and singular a phraseology. 

Now the test of the two systems has already been shown to con-
sist in this very point. If short, literal periods were designed, no 
reason can be given why they should not be expressed in the most 
simple, usual, and literal form. We might then expect to have found 
them three years and six months, three years and seven months, 
three years eight months and a half, six years three months and 
twenty days. But if terms, which suggest at first sight shorter pe-
riods, were used as mental emblems of longer intervals, we might 
expect that the form of the statement would be peculiar, and bear 
indications on its surface of a secret meaning—indications not so 
strong as to compel an immediate discovery, but convincing and 
powerful when the lapse of ages had opened the way for a juster 
view of the divine counsels. The words of the present text are just 
of this kind; inexplicable on the literal theory, but deeply expres-
sive when the explanation of the year-day is received. 

2. A closer observation of the passage appears to supply a still 
more direct proof. The words evening and morning are in the sin-
gular number, and precede the numerals. Now in the Hebrew idi-
om, when the noun follows mixed numerals, it may be in the sin-
gular, but when it precedes them it is always in the plural number. 
By mixed numerals are meant those of unlike dimensions, where 
tens are joined with units, or thousands with hundreds. To this 
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rule, I believe, not an exception occurs in the Hebrew Scriptures. 
The words occur again near the close of the chapter—“The vision 
of the evening and the morning (not the evenings and mornings) 
which was told thee is true.” 

The words in question, it would thus appear, are not plural, but 
singular, or denote some one period called an evening and morn-
ing, and which must either refer to the whole course of the vision 
or to the time of its close. This last view of its meaning is con-
firmed by the words of the prophet Zechariah, where the cleans-
ing of the sanctuary is described (Zech. xiv. 6, 7): “It shall be· one 
day, which shall be known unto the Lord, not day nor night; but 
it shall come to pass that at the evening time it shall be light.” 

Hence we may infer, with high probability, that the evening-
morning, like the coming of Messiah the Prince (Dan. ix. 25), de-
scribes the limit or closing term of the vision, when the sanctuary 
shall be cleansed. The numeral 2,300 will therefore stand alone, 
and require a word of time to be supplied. And in this case the 
laws of common usage forbid us to supply the word days with so 
high a number, and require us to interpret the unit as a year, and 
the whole period as 2,300 years. 

3. But there are other reasons quite independent of this version, 
and which would retain their whole force, if it could be proved 
erroneous. And, first, the included events prove the wider range 
of the prophecy. These consist of two parts—the restored daily 
sacrifice, and a second desolation afterwards to follow. But the 
time of the restored sacrifice alone, before the fresh desolation, 
included several centuries, and hence the whole period must be 
a term, not of days, but of years. 

The probable reply to this argument would be, that the whole 
interval refers to the time of desolation only. But this is a depar-
ture from the direct and natural force of the expression. For, in 
the words of the Celestial Speaker, two distinct subjects are in-
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quired into—the daily sacrifice, and the transgression of desola-
tion which treads down the sanctuary. 

4. The connexion with the seventy weeks leads to the same con-
clusion. There is plainly a close correspondence between the two 
visions. The seventy weeks are said to be cut off for certain distinct 
objects; and this implies a longer period from which they are sep-
arated, either the course of time in general, or some period dis-
tinctly revealed. Now the previous date includes two events—the 
restoration of the sacrifice, and the desolation. The first of these 
is identical in character with the seventy weeks, which are a pe-
riod of the restored polity of Jerusalem: and hence the most nat-
ural of the cutting off is that which refers it to the whole period 
of the former vision. The seventy weeks are thus separated from 
the whole interval for the duration of the restored polity until 
the coming of Messiah, upon whose rejection the predicted des-
olation, the second part of the main period, begins to be fulfilled. 
And since the seventy weeks are thus only a part of the numeral 
period 2,300, the unit of time in the latter must be a natural year. 

It may be observed, in passing, as a presumptive confirmation 
of this view, that the excess of 1,810 years (the difference of these 
periods), reckoned from the usual date of the Passion or the fall of 
Jerusalem, brings us to the time a.d. 1843–1880; and thus corre-
sponds with those many signs which now intimate to the Church 
the approaching restoration of Israel. 

5. The words of the angel, near the close of the chapter, lead to 
the same inference: “Shut thou up the vision, for it shall be for 
many days.” These strictly answer to the former inquiry and its 
answer—“How long shall be the vision? Unto two thousand three 
hundred days.” The vision inquired into begins with the numeral 
period; and the same vision is not after, but for or unto many days. 
Hence the many days are not before, but after the commencement 
of the numeral period. This cannot be, if the number denotes less 
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than seven years; but is exactly fulfilled, if the space designed by 
it is twenty-three centuries. 

6. There are two or three objections which have now to be re-
moved. And, first, Mede himself, who applies the vision to An-
tiochus, has the following remarks:—“When the angel (he says) 
means days, in Daniel, he expresseth it therefore not by days, for 
so it were doubtful; but by evenings and mornings (viii. 14), when 
he speaks of the persecution of Antiochus.” 

On this Mr. Maitland observes, with truth, that if such were the 
object, the end has not been answered, since almost every mod-
ern writer does understand the prophet to mean years. Yet even 
this mistake of Mede, when its cause is traced, yields perhaps an 
indirect confirmation of the year-day system. 

The basis of that theory lies in assuming that the dates were 
not designed to be understood long before the time of the fulfil-
ment, or so as to impede the lively expectation of Christ’s king-
dom. They were to be helps to a discernment of the times, when 
the Church had been long exercised by delay. Now the earli-
est date which could be assigned to the twelve hundred and six-
ty days would be the Nativity or Passion; and to the two thou-
sand three hundred days, the time of Daniel. Hence their earli-
est close, interpreted as years, would be at the beginning of the 
thirteenth and eighteenth centuries. If, then, the numeral period 
two thousand three hundred had been expressed exactly in the 
same form with the others, it must either have delayed the un-
derstanding of them for five centuries, or have been itself prema-
turely revealed, and defeated the wise purpose for which the times 
had so long been kept hidden. Accordingly, we find that, from 
the end of the twelfth to that of the sixteenth century, the twelve 
hundred and sixty days were more and more widely understood 
as years, while the other period was still interpreted of days only. 
But when the lapse of time had removed from this date also the 
temporary cause of concealment, it began to be expounded con-
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sistently with the rest, and all the prophetic dates were compact-
ed into one common system, on one simple and harmonious ba-
sis of interpretation. 

7. The argument for the shorter estimate of this period is stat-
ed with all the force, perhaps, of which it is capable, by Mr. Mait-
land, in the “Second Enquiry,” p. 63:—

“Let the matter be as contrary as it may to the ‘usages of chronical calcu-
lation,’ surely the case is not mended by supposing the days to be years. 
If it would be strange to find three years and a half spoken of as twelve 
hundred and sixty days, surely it would be stranger still, and more con-
trary to all known ‘usages of chronical calculation,’ to speak of twelve 
hundred and sixty years as twelve hundred and sixty days, or forty-two 
months, or three times and a half. How long a step the reviewer may 
wish to take I really know not; but it must carry him to some point not 
obvious to most readers, if it ‘leads’ to the substitution which he main-
tains. We may generally either make or find a mystery in plain words, if 
we desire it; but really it does not seem so very wonderful that a period 
of such importance should be stated in various terms of years, months, 
and days; and when I find such ‘masses of time’ as one hundred and 
fifty days, and one hundred and eighty days, I do not feel incredulous 
that days may be days, though the number be twelve hundred and sixty.” 

This reasoning has two parts. It is implied that the mode of ex-
pression is in harmony with the usage of Scripture; and that if it 
were otherwise, the case is only made worse by the year-day ex-
position. 

But, in reality, the two passages to which Mr. Maitland refers 
are the only texts in all Scripture where a period of more than 
two months is expressed simply in days. Not one instance can be 
found of a space longer than a year so expressed, except the pas-
sages in debate. The form of expression is, therefore, in every one 
of these texts (Dan. vii. 25, viii. 14, xii. 7, 11, 12; Rev, xi. 2, 3, xii. 6, 
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14, xiii. 5), quite unique and peculiar. Except the five months of 
the first woe, not one of the passages involving these dates is ex-
pressed in the most usual and literal manner.

But the year-day, it is argued, only increases the difficulty. The 
departure from the common forms of language then becomes 
wider than it was before. The remark is delusive, and only ob-
scures the real question. The strangeness of the expression be-
ing once proved, our choice lies between a mystery which means 
nothing, and a mystery which has a plain and definite cause in 
God’s providence, and a key not less plain and definite, and three 
times repeated, in God’s holy word. Who would hesitate which 
alternative to choose? In one case, the departure from the usual 
form has a sufficient explanation, a great and important object; 
on the other view, it has no explanation whatever which can sat-
isfy any thoughtful mind. 

8. The opinions of Josephus and Aben Ezra have also been ad-
duced to confirm the shorter reckoning. The argument, howev-
er, is worthless. The same reasons would operate on Jewish as on 
Christian writers, to hinder the early apprehension of the true 
interval. Yet that the Jews were early impressed with the exist-
ence of some hidden meaning in these dates, is clear from Jus-
tin in the second century. They expounded the time, times, and 
half, as if the unit were a hundred years. Mr. Cuninghame has al-
so shown, from Abarbanel, that the general consent of Jewish in-
terpreters of a more modern date is entirely opposed to the opin-
ion of Aben Ezra. So far as the argument has any weight, it leans, 
therefore, to the side of the longer computation. 

On the whole, even if we retain the usual version, there is a 
concurrence of strong reasons which fix the true meaning of the 
period to be, not six years, but twenty-three centuries; while if 
the proposed translation be just and sound, as resting on a con-
stant law of Hebrew idiom, then the question would be decid-
ed at once, and the time cannot be days, but must be years only. 
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VIII. The oath of the angel, in the last vision of Daniel, and 
all the attendant circumstances, are in full accordance with the 
conclusions already drawn, and offer decisive evidence against 
the contracted exposition. 

1. First, the solemnity of the oath itself almost requires the 
larger interpretation. It is difficult to understand the purpose of 
its introduction if the times thus predicted are not one six-hun-
dredth part of the whole interval revealed; for the whole stress 
of the revelation is made to rest on this annunciation of the time. 
And it is scarcely possible to trace, on this view, any reason for 
so impressive and solemn an introduction to the message. But 
when we remember how entirely the Gentile dispensation was 
hidden from the Jewish Church, and what a long and mysterious 
break it has interposed before the fulfilment of the great nation-
al promises; the statement, that 1,260 years were certainly to in-
tervene, would answer to the dignity of the event, and be of such 
importance to the Church as might well account for the gran-
deur of its introduction. 

2. Next, the inquiry which is made, when taken in connexion 
with the prophecy to which it refers, implies the same truth. The 
vision reaches, demonstrably, from the time of Cyrus, b.c. 534, to 
the still future resurrection. Now when, in connexion with this sa-
cred history, a celestial spirit puts the question, how long shall it 
be to the end of these wonders? there is no reasonable construc-
tion of which the words are capable by which three years and a 
half could be the true answer. The very form and aspect of the 
inquiry shows that it must refer to some main portion of the in-
cluded time, and not to a millesimal fraction of the whole. 

But the words of St. Peter (1 Pet. i. 12), which seem clearly to 
refer to this very passage, make the conclusion still more obvious. 
The reason assigned why the meaning was concealed from Dan-
iel is, that it related to the Christian dispensation. If the period of 
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time here intended were three years and a half, there would be no 
perceptible connexion between the fact of its concealment and 
the reason thus assigned. But if it be a prediction of 1,260 years, 
to elapse before the close of Israel’s dispersion, the knowledge of 
its meaning would have implied an acquaintance with the whole 
mystery of Israel’s rejection and the calling of the Gentiles. 

3. The connexion of these times with the Jewish dispersion is 
another feature which helps to fix their true meaning. “When he 
shall have accomplished to scatter the power of the holy people, 
all these things shall be finished.” 

Now it is very conceivable that a short period of three years 
and a half might serve to limit and define the years of Israel’s dis-
persion. But surely it is most unlikely that a period of eighteen 
centuries should be viewed as defining the close of a shorter pe-
riod of three and a half literal years. The words of the oath, by 
every maxim of common reason, imply that the predicted times 
were commensurate with those of the dispersion, and formed at 
least the principal part of them. The aspect which the statement 
assumes is that of a limitation on a time which might else have 
seemed unlimited. The strange and mysterious power described is 
not to prevail without a bound assigned; the restoration of Israel 
is to be the signal of its fall, and of the completion of its appoint-
ed dominion. All this agrees only with the larger interpretation.

4. A still more decisive proof may be drawn from the words 
which follow, upon the renewed inquiry of the prophet: “Go thy 
way, Daniel; for the words are closed up and sealed till the time 
of the end.” The sealing refers plainly to the oath which has just 
preceded, and to the revelation of times which it contains. Now 
the words thus sealed contain the duration of the period, but not 
the date of its commencement. And hence the duration implied 
in the phrase time, times, and an half, was not to be understood 
till some distant age of the Church. This is strictly true on the 
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year-day theory; but is not true if the words denote simply three 
natural years and a half. 

IX. The supplementary dates, at the close of the same vision, 
are equally distinct in the proofs they furnish of the same general 
truth. The periods of 1,290 and 1,335 days are the first of the dis-
puted passages in which the shorter reckoning has any claim to 
be more literal than the other; while in all those which follow the 
dates occur in the symbolical parts, and not in the explanations. 
And here there are no less than four cautions on the face of the 
passage, to keep us from resting in the bare letter. First, the pe-
culiar form, as already noticed, which is without Scripture prec-
edent, that periods of such length should be expressed in days 
only. Secondly, the words by which they are prefaced: “None of 
the wicked shall understand, but the wise shall understand.” The 
meaning, then, was not to be evident at first sight, but would re-
quire the exercise of spiritual wisdom. Thirdly, the two periods 
are a supplement to the times previously mentioned, and which 
had already received a key to their true meaning in the vision of 
the seventy weeks. Finally, the assurance, that the prophet should 
stand in his lot in the end of these days, naturally implies that those 
days are themselves of a longer continuance than might appear 
from the letter of the prophecy. 

But these verses supply us with another argument, which re-
sults from a close examination of the periods themselves.

In the first place, both these numbers are extensions of the time, 
times, and a half, which, reckoned as in the book of Revelation, 
are twelve hundred and sixty days. There are thus two successive 
additions of thirty and forty-five days. 

Now it is difficult to conceive that the Holy Spirit would over-
look the whole course of God’s providence, to reveal the events 
of four years only. But it is still more unnatural to suppose that 
this whole book of prophecy should close with a prediction of 
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thirty and forty-five literal days, and this without any event ex-
pressly assigned to them. There arises, on this hypothesis an un-
avoidable feeling of incongruity, which forbids us to rest in such 
an exposition. 

On the contrary, the year-day interpretation restores these 
passages at once to their natural dignity, and invests them with 
a deep practical importance. The first interval will then corre-
spond with a natural generation; and the second, with the space 
from the Exodus to the first season of rest in the land of prom-
ise (Josh. xiv. 7–11). 

There is thus a peculiar and beautiful significance restored to 
the close of the prophecy. Just as in our Lord’s discourse the last 
generation before the fall of Jerusalem was marked out by an es-
pecial notice, so, on this view, are the two latest generations in 
the Gentile Church. And the very same interval of time, which 
marked the transition from the bondage of Egypt to the actual 
possession of Canaan, will here be applied to the days in which 
the Church of Christ enters on its higher inheritance, and will 
be linked with that word of promise—“Blessed is he that waiteth 
and cometh to the thousand three hundred and thirty-five days.” 
The allusion to the lot in the closing words of the vision, when its 
connexion is thus traced with the typical history of Caleb (Josh. 
xiv. 1–14), shines forth also with a redoubled beauty. 

X. The cyclical character of the prophetic times is a fur-
ther proof of the year-day system, which deserves a short notice 
before passing from the dates of Daniel to those of the Revelation. 
It seems to have been first unfolded by M. de Chesaux, a French 
writer, purely as a curiosity of science; but it is Mr. Cuninghame 
who has revived attention to this interesting topic. Though un-
able to concur in the whole superstructure which he has reared 
on this basis, the first principles, I believe, are both true in fact, 
and form a remarkable and collateral confirmation of the figura-

 x. cyclical character of the times



64 

tive view of these prophetic times. Two or three remarks will per-
haps make the subject plain to general readers, so far as it bears 
on the present argument.

1. On the fourth day of creation it was announced as the divine 
purpose in the appointment of the heavenly luminaries—“Let 
them be for signs, and for seasons, and for days, and for years.” 
The division of time was one main purpose of their institution as 
lights in the firmament. The word rendered seasons is the same 
which here denotes the times, and there is consequently a tacit 
reference to that original ordinance of God.

The revolutions of the sun and the moon have thus, in every 
nation, formed the basis of the calendar. The day, the month, and 
the year, are the first elements on which it depends. If the natural 
month and year had been each a complete number of days, or a 
simple fractional part, the calendar would have been quite sim-
ple. But this is not the case, and hence the various intercalations 
used to bring them into agreement. 

Where the calendar is adapted to the sun only, its construc-
tion is very simple. The Julian year is a close approximation, and 
the Gregorian is practically correct for some thousands of years. 

But in the sacred calendar of the Jews, and those of Greece and 
the eastern nations, the motions both of the sun and of the moon 
enter into the reckoning. And hence arise mixed calendars; more 
natural, since they are fitted to the motions of both the natural 
lights of heaven, but more complex in their adjustment. 

The most natural mode of adjustment is by taking the near-
est integer of the lower period contained in the higher, and mak-
ing this the unit for the next higher denomination, intercalating 
where necessary. 

Thus the natural month is nearer thirty than twenty-nine days. 
Therefore thirty days will be the calendar month, and the unit of 
every reckoning where months occur. 

chapter xiii: the numbers in daniel



 65

Again, the year is nearer twelve than thirteen calendar months. 
Therefore twelve calendar months will form the calendar year, and 
five days are intercalated to complete the whole number. 

2. Now just as the day and the month were taken for the ba-
sis of these shorter periods, so may the month and year be taken 
as the basis of higher intervals. These give us cycles, or periods 
of complete years, which are almost exactly a complete number 
of natural months. 

The intervals of years which most fully possess this character, 
adopting the most exact scientific measures of the lunar month 
and solar year, are 11, 19, 30, 49 . . . 315, 334, 353, 687, 1,040 years. Af-
ter this limit the increasing accuracy of the series is limited by the 
moon’s acceleration, and the uncertainty of our measures of time. 

Now from this series there result several interesting conclu-
sions which bear on the present question. 

The period of nineteen years, though not directly recognized in 
the Jewish calendar, formed the basis of that used by the Greeks, 
and was not less an integral element of it than the month or the 
year. Now the very next period to this, in the above series, is thir-
ty years; which, on the year-day theory, is the prophetic month, 
and has thus a real existence as a cycle, no less than the natural 
month of thirty days, to which it bears a close analogy. 

The next period is that of forty-nine years; which, according 
to the dates in Josephus of sabbatic years, and the more proba-
ble view of the sacred text, is the interval from jubilee to jubilee; 
and therefore is fundamental in the Hebrew calendar. This will 
be a second scriptural instance, like the prophetic month, of a 
luni-solar cycle adopted for a higher unit, composed of a com-
plete number of years.

Let us now pursue the analogy a step further. As twelve com-
mon months of thirty days, form a year of three hundred and six-
ty days, which, with five days intercalated, make the solar year; so 
twelve prophetic months of thirty years will form a time of three 
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hundred and sixty years, exceeding by seven only the very ex-
act luni-solar cycle of three hundred and fifty-three years; which 
forms a kind of natural unit in the series.

Again, a time, times, and a half will compose a period of one 
thousand two hundred and sixty years. And this is exactly four 
times the accurate cycle three hundred and fifteen years, and, 
therefore, partakes itself of the same cyclical character. 

The most perfect cycle, perhaps, which can be certainly ascer-
tained, in consequence of the moon’s acceleration affecting the 
higher periods, is one thousand and forty years. Now, on the year-
day theory, this is exactly the difference between the two grand 
numeral periods of one thousand two hundred and sixty and two 
thousand three hundred years. 

Finally, the highest prophetic period, two thousand three hun-
dred years, is itself a cycle=1040 + (4 x 315), and is, perhaps, the only 
secular cycle, composed of centuries only, that is known to exist. 

From these remarks it appears that the prophetic month of thir-
ty years, and the time composed of twelve such months, have a 
scientific character, though less distinct, yet of the very same na-
ture with those of the common month and year. It appears also 
that the two main periods of one thousand two hundred and sixty 
and two thousand three hundred years are cycles, and that their 
difference, one thousand and forty years, is the most perfect cy-
cle certainly ascertained. The interval of one thousand two hun-
dred and ninety years is also a cycle, and that of one thousand 
three hundred and thirty five is defective only by one single year. 

These remarks seem to prove that the year-day interpretation, 
besides its direct scriptural evidence, has a further and collater-
al support in the analogies of science. The same principles of the 
intersection of the solar and lunar periods, by which the units 
of the ordinary calendar are determined, when carried further 
up the ascending series of time, produce, even from the abstract 
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relations of the celestial periods, the larger but corresponding 
units of thirty and three hundred and sixty years, or the prophet-
ic month and time. 

And surely, in the view which is thus unfolded, there is a simple 
grandeur which harmonizes with all the other features of these in-
spired predictions. A fresh light is thrown upon the words of the 
Psalmist, where the same word is employed as in these mysteri-
ous dates—“He appointed the moon for seasons.” We are raised 
out of the contracted range of human reckonings to a lofty eleva-
tion of thought, and catch some glimpses of that mysterious wis-
dom by which the Almighty blends all the works of nature and 
of providence into subservience to the deep counsels of His re-
deeming love. A divine ladder of time is set before us, and, as we 
rise successively from step to step, days are replaced by years, and 
years by millennia; and these, perhaps, hereafter, in their turn, by 
some higher unit, from which the soul of man may measure out 
cycles still more vast, and obtain a wider view of the immeasur-
able grandeur of eternity. When we reflect, also, that the celes-
tial periods by which these cycles are determined, are themselves 
fixed by that law of attraction which gives the minutest atom an 
influence on the planetary motions, what a combination appears 
in these sacred times of the most contrasted elements of Omnis-
cient wisdom! Human science sinks exhausted at the very thresh-
old of this temple of divine truth. It has strained its utmost ef-
forts in calculating the actual motions of the Moon and the Earth; 
but the determining causes which fixed at first the proportion of 
their monthly and yearly revolutions have altogether eluded its 
research. Yet these elements of the natural universe are linked in, 
by these sacred times and celestial cycles, with the deepest won-
ders of Providence, and the whole range of Divine prophecy. How 
glorious, then, must be the inner shrine, lit up with the Shechi-
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nah of the Divine Presence, when the approaches themselves re-
veal such a secret and hidden wisdom! 

Every one of the passages in Daniel thus yields distinct evidence 
in favour of the year-day system. And when these various indica-
tions are compared together, and combined with the truth which 
has just been unfolded, of the connexion of these numbers with 
the natural cycles of science, the proof seems the highest almost 
of which such a subject is capable, and forms little short of the 
convincing power of a mathematical demonstration. In the fol-
lowing chapter the inquiry will be pursued further, in connexion 
with the Apocalyptic visions.

chapter xiii: the numbers in daniel



CHAPTER XIV. 

the year-day theory continued. 

From the numbers of Daniel let us now pass on to consider those 
contained in the book of Revelation. The evidence which they af-
ford has been, in some measure, anticipated; but there are sever-
al arguments which remain still to be noticed. 

I. The ten days’ tribulation of Smyrna comes first in or-
der. This, so far as it relates directly and literally to the Church 
of Smyrna, has its fulfilment unknown, and would not come un-
der the range of the principle in debate. But many writers, with 
much apparent reason, have supposed these seven Churches to 
be types of the Church Universal, in distinct stages of its history. 
In accordance with this view, many have also interpreted these 
ten days of the ten years’ persecution under Diocletian, the most 
remarkable in the early times of the Church. 

This argument had been stated by Mr. Faber in these words:—
“We find by the event that the Apocalyptic ten days’ persecution 
of the Church of Smyrna means the ten years’ persecution car-
ried on by Diocletian.” Mr. Maitland replies, certainly with some 
truth, that the interpretation is too much disputed, and received 
by too few expositors, to be a lawful postulate or basis of argu-
ment. He then states that he has found only Bishop Newton and 
Dr. Hales who agree in this application; that Dr. Clark speaks of 
it doubtfully; and that Grotius, Capellus, Fleming, Doddridge, 
Scott, Gauntlett, Junius, Brightman, Brown, Henry, and Guyse, 
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all adopt some different exposition. He then adds—“The question 
is, whether the apostle does so clearly and certainly use the word 
day for a year in this passage, as to form a sufficient, though sin-
gle warrant for our assuming that he has done so in other places.” 

These remarks may be conclusive against adopting this pas-
sage as a primary and fundamental argument; but they cannot 
hinder us from receiving it as supplementary evidence, for the 
following reasons. 

(1). First, Mr. Maitland has not been fortunate in the commen-
tators who have fallen in his way, with regard to the authorities for 
this interpretation. The three next whom I have examined, and 
certainly three of the ablest and best known writers on the Apoc-
alypse, Dr. More, Daubuz, and Vitringa, all adopt this reference to 
Diocletian’s persecution; and Dr. Gill also prefers the same view. 

(2). Next, if once we admit the typical character of these Epis-
tles, it is hardly possible to avoid the interpretation in question; 
for the contrast between Smyrna and the following Churches is 
one between external violence and internal corruption. We must 
view the Church of Smyrna, then, as a type of the later times of 
Paganism. Now the last and most conspicuous of all the heathen 
persecutions—the crisis, in fact, of the Church’s history, was the 
persecution of Diocletian; and it is notorious that it lasted just 
ten years. The presumption, then, in favour of this application is 
really of the strongest kind, when the Epistles are once allowed 
to have a typical meaning. The argument, though not fundamen-
tal, forms an important supplement to those which have been al-
ready given. 

II. The time of the locust woe is the next period which has to 
be examined. And this requires a notice of the maxim laid down 
by Mr. Faber in the “Provincial Letters,” in his short but lucid de-
fence of the year-day theory. 
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1. The principle which Mr. Faber there assumes as the basis of 
the theory is, the systematic employment of miniature in hier-
oglyphical symbolization. After this, as the second step of the ar-
gument, the texts in Numbers and Ezekiel are adduced, with the 
Seventy Weeks, to furnish scriptural authority for a specific rate 
of numeral reduction. 

This second step is quite plain, and is presented with Mr. Faber’s 
usual point and clearness. But the principle, however true in it-
self, is not wide enough to comprehend all the facts of the case. 
The true basis, I believe, is that which has been already unfold-
ed—the express design of God that the Church should be kept 
in the constant expectation of Christ’s advent, and the intention-
al concealment of the times, while still distant, which arose from 
this as the final cause. 

If now we examine minutely the texts themselves, the numbers 
of Daniel do not, in any one instance, occur among the symbols, 
but either in direct interpretations, or in visions not strictly sym-
bolical. Even in the dates of Revelation the principle will not ap-
ply as a universal test; for the ten days of Smyrna, the forty-two 
months of the Gentiles, and the thousand years of the millenni-
um, do not come within its operation. These might all be literal or 
all figurative, so far as this maxim is a guide. However true, then, 
and useful, as a subsidiary remark, the principle seems open to 
the attacks of a skilful adversary, when laid down as the funda-
mental axiom of the whole inquiry. 

2. In the period, however, of the locust woe, Mr. Faber’s maxim, 
for the first time, fully applies. The locusts are a miniature sym-
bol—insects, for men or invading armies. The time of the woe is 
given in the midst of the emblems themselves. Therefore it is nat-
ural to suppose that this also would be expressed in a miniature 
form. And this is confirmed, if we remember that five months is 
a natural and common period for the ravages of literal locusts; 
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but that the scourge of conquering or invading armies is seldom 
limited to so short a time. 

3. This conclusion is strengthened by comparing the words of 
the Angel in the tenth chapter. With a solemn oath He declares 

“that there shall be time no longer; but in the days of the voice of 
the seventh angel, the mystery of God should be finished.” The 
words clearly import the shortness of the remaining time of delay, 
compared with the interval already past. The other term of the 
comparison is the duration of the previous trumpets, which had 
not been followed by repentance. If we take the five months as 
literal, the four first trumpets must be still shorter, and the whole 
space could not much exceed two years. Now this is a time much 
too short to give room for the contrast in the words of the angel. 
There could with no propriety or emphasis be said to be delay, in 
severe judgments, six in number, within the limits of two succes-
sive years. And hence the most solemn oath in the word of God 
is robbed of the deep solemnity of its meaning. 

III. The time of the second woe affords another proof of the 
same kind, but is involved in greater difficulties, from the various 
readings or versions of which the text is here capable. 

1. The common version is in these words—“The four angels 
were loosed which were prepared for an hour, and a day, and a 
month, and a year, to slay the third part of men.” 

The form of the phrase is here so peculiar as to strike every 
reader at once. The common order is inverted, and the period is 
given as an ascending climax, instead of the usual arrangement. 
Hence, long before the year-day theory arose, the terms were of-
ten understood indefinitely, as if they bore the sense, “prepared 
for any hour, or day, or month, or year.” Even from the earliest 
times, what is called the literal sense was far from being so lit-
erally plain as to be received by most commentators. The other 
view, I believe, was more usual.
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2. With the actual reading the common version does not appear 
to be correct. The words should rather be translated as is done by 
Mr. Faber—“The angels prepared for that hour were loosed both 
a day, and a month, and a year.” But, in my opinion, the reading 
is preferable which is adopted by Matthæi, and found in seven 
or eight of the best manuscripts (ἐις τὴν ὥραν κὰι εἰς τὴν ἡμέραν). 
The translation will then be—“The angels prepared for that hour, 
and that day, were loosed both a month and a year.” Two of the 
very best manuscripts of Bengelius agree in this reading; and all 
the five of Matthæi, of which he says—“Quando hi quinque inter 
se consentiunt, de integritate textus vix ullo in loco dubitare licet.” 

3. There will now appear, in these words, a striking confirma-
tion of the year-day theory; for the time, according to this amend-
ed version, a month and year, or three hundred and ninety days, is 
the exact period named in Ezekiel, where the typical use of days 
for years is most expressly stated—“I have laid on thee the years 
of their iniquity, according to the number of the days, three hun-
dred and ninety days; so shalt thou bear the iniquity of the house 
of Israel.” This has not the air of a casual resemblance; it is rath-
er an express mark supplied us by the Holy Spirit, and directing 
us to the true key, by which to interpret these prophetic periods. 
The character of the times is also similar. The three hundred and 
ninety years in Ezekiel are a time of unrepenting idolatry on the 
part of God’s visible Church, the house of Israel, closed by a de-
cisive overthrow and judgment. The month and year of the sec-
ond woe have the same character. They are marked by stubborn 
and persevering idolatry (ix. 20), and close with the utter excision 
of “the third part of men” (ix. 18). The same interval of time oc-
curs nowhere in Scripture but in these two passages. It is difficult, 
then, to conceive how an indirect discovery of the true meaning 
could be more complete than is here provided in this type of Eze-
kiel, and its exact accordance with the features of the second woe. 
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IV. The treading down of the holy city, and the related 
numbers, have next to be considered. The passage is as follows:—

Rev. xi. 2, 3. “But the court that is without the temple leave out, and 
measure it not; for it has been given to the Gentiles; and the holy city 
they will tread under foot forty and two months. And I will give power 
to my two witnesses, and they shall prophesy one thousand two hun-
dred and threescore days, clothed in sackcloth.” 

1. The same remark applies here as in former instances, but 
with increased emphasis. Two distinct phrases are used to de-
note the time, and neither of them is the usual and literal form 
to express the times, on the shorter reckoning. The fact that the 
same interval is named not less than seven times, and under three 
various forms, accords fully with the mystical interpretation, and 
with that only. 

2. The time announced for the treading down of the city is for-
ty-two months. Now the literal city of Jerusalem has already been 
trodden down for one thousand seven hundred and seventy years. 
To restrain the words, then, to three years and six months of a lit-
eral treading down still future, is to make this note of time entire-
ly unmeaning. For our Lord’s own words prove that the treading 
down, which began under Titus, will not cease till the times of 
the Gentiles be fulfilled. This is certainly not before, but after, the 
time, times, and a half. Therefore the treading down of the literal 
city is to be continuous, in one unbroken period, for near eight-
een centuries. How, then, could it be defined by a space of three 
years and six months? On the other hand, a treading down of the 
visible Church for 1,260 years, while not identical with the liter-
al desolation announced by our Saviour, will bear to it the clos-
est analogy, and range over an interval of time nearly as exten-
sive in its continuance. 
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3. The allusion to the type of Elias, in the account of the wit-
nesses, is a further presumption that the period is 1,260 years. 
The time of famine when he prophesied is twice mentioned in 
the New Testament under the same phrase, three years and six 
months. The reference to his testimony against Israel is very plain. 
If the time here were three natural years and a half, the same term 
as before would naturally be used—three years and six months. 

But there is a further argument to be drawn from this refer-
ence to Elias. The whole of his history was full of types denoting 
spiritual truths. The famine was typical of spiritual drought; and 
the abundant rain at its close, of the outpouring of God’s Spirit 
in the latter days. The seven thousand who bowed not the knee 
to Baal typified the remnant of faithful Christians according to 
the election of grace. Now since the antitype is nearly always on 
a larger scale than the type, we might infer that the time of the 
witnesses is not literally three years and six months, but some 
longer and analogous period.

4. The three days and a half, during which the witnesses are to 
lie unburied, seems not obscurely to indicate the same truth. Too 
much stress, perhaps, has been laid on this point by Mede and 
others; as if the events predicted were impossible to be fulfilled 
in so short a time as three literal days. The reply of Mr. Maitland 
on this topic to the statements of Mede is, in several respects, just 
and convincing. Reasonings of this nature, drawn from the im-
possibility of events, ought to be circumscribed within the nar-
rowest bounds. 

Yet there is one clause of Mede’s argument on this head which 
seems to me a just and forcible remark, though Mr. Maitland con-
demns it as revolting or absurd. “How should the half day (Mede 
inquires) be a competent time to distinguish or limit any of the 
actions there mentioned? If the Holy Ghost had meant nothing 
but days, would He have been so precise for half a day?” The rea-
soning here, when explained, is of that kind which the example of 
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the holy apostles themselves warrants us to employ. In the case of 
our Lord’s own resurrection, certainly the fraction of a day was 
not considered in the reckoning; else it would rather have been 
a day and a half than three days. Now if the witnesses were in-
dividuals, is it natural to suppose that the Holy Spirit would de-
scribe their resurrection by a minuter scale of time than that of 
our Lord himself? The case of Lazarus is exactly in point. There 
we have mention that he had been four days in the grave, but no 
fraction of a day is recorded. So, too, in the recovery of Hezeki-
ah, a type of the Saviour’s resurrection. In short, we have about 
thirty passages in Scripture where three days are mentioned to 
define an interval, and four where four days occur; but nowhere 
else is the fraction of a day introduced in such a measurement of 
time. The question of Mede is therefore pertinent, and may be re-
peated without either irreverence or folly. “If the Holy Spirit had 
intended natural days only, would He have used a preciseness in 
the statement of time, which is nowhere else employed, in nearly 
forty examples, not even in that most important of all facts, the 
resurrection of our Lord?” 

V. The wilderness abode of the Church is another topic of 
argument, equally striking and important, and suggests many dis-
tinct presumptions for the year-day, some of them of the strong-
est kind. 

1. The woman here is clearly symbolical, and denotes the Church 
at some season of its history. Now the times occur in close and 
immediate connexion with this symbol, and we may naturally in-
fer that they are symbolical also. 

2. The woman is a miniature symbol of the Church. And hence 
Mr. Faber’s maxim fully applies, as in the time of the first woe. The 
congruity of the parts in the hieroglyphic seems to require that 
the time should be presented also in a miniature form. 
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3. The two distinct phrases employed are another token of the 
same truth. We have the time, times, and a half, and 1,260 days, 
both used evidently to denote the same period; each being, as be-
fore, an unusual phrase. 

4. The two distinct stages of the flight are a further proof that 
the period is far larger than the bare letter would imply. The 
1,260 days, the time, times, and a half, and the forty-two months 
in the next chapter, are three different expressions for one and 
the same general period of time. The previous mention of it is in 
connexion with other events, which form the immediate prepa-
ration for the main era. 

Now there are two distinct stages mentioned of the woman’s 
flight into the wilderness. In the first, she flees simply; in the sec-
ond, the two wings of the eagle are given her that she may fly in-
to her prepared place. There is no real ground for the prolepsis 
which some authors have assumed. On the contrary, the narra-
tive is more consistent and natural without any such license. The 
woman begins to flee into the wilderness after the birth of the 
male child, and before the celestial victory. After the battle is 
won, and the dragon is cast down and persecutes afresh, wings 
are given to her for her escape, and she flies into the desert with 
increased rapidity. 

The preparation, then, for her sojourn in the wilderness, alone 
involves nine or ten distinct and successive events recorded in the 
prophecy. If the period of that sojourn be only three years and six 
months, the preparation must be either quite disproportionate 
to the event, or the steps of the preparation will be crowded into 
the narrowest compass. The spiritual deliverance, the dejection 
of Satan, the renewed persecution, the protection given to the 
Church and her increased rapidity of flight, the flood cast out by 
the serpent, its absorption by the friendly earth, and the perse-
vering rage of the dragon, will all be crushed into the space of two 
or three years. This might perhaps be barely possible; but surely 
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nothing but the most distinct revelation could make us receive 
such an exposition of the true reference of so glorious a prophecy. 

In fact, when we read these successive allusions to the time of 
her sojourn, and compare them with the opening benediction 
on the readers of this book, we cannot but conclude that this so-
journ is not a transitory event of three years just at the very end, 
but conveys some great truth of standing and permanent benefit 
to the Church through successive generations. Such it has been, 
on the mystical exposition—a mainstay of the witnesses for truth 
in times of darkness and oppression; while, on the other view, it 
would teach us nothing that had not been already taught us, more 
simply and plainly, by the prophets of the Old Testament. 

5. But there is one further argument to be drawn from this 
topic, which is peculiarly striking and important. These mysteri-
ous times are used here to define the season of the woman’s stay 
in the wilderness. They refer us, therefore, at once, to the histo-
ry of the Jews in the wilderness, as the type to which they corre-
spond. The resemblance is further confirmed by two remarkable 
passages in St. Paul’s writings, where the same analogy is unfold-
ed. (1 Cor. x.; Heb. iv.) 

Now, since the events strictly correspond it is natural to look 
for the same analogy in the period which defines them. What light, 
then, is thrown upon this in the typical history? How was the pe-
riod of its duration determined at the first? The answer is found 
in that remarkable text which has been quoted before: “After the 
number of the days that ye searched the land, even forty days, a 
day for a year, a day for a year, shall ye bear your iniquities, forty 
years; and ye shall know my breach of promise.” 

Thus, in the typical history, the length of the Church’s sojourn 
in the wilderness was determined, expressly and openly, by the 
year-day principle. It was defined and its limit determined by 
the divine rule, a day for a year, a day for a year. The event here 
predicted is the same—a wilderness sojourn of the Church. And 
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hence the Spirit of God seems, as it were, to lead us by the hand, 
and to point out to us the true key to decipher these sacred num-
bers, by this parallel event of Jewish history. 

This proof becomes yet stronger by the addition of one further 
remark. There are three main passages only where the principle 
of a year for a day is clearly and demonstrably affirmed, twice in 
words, and once by the evidence of actual fulfilment—the texts 
in Numbers and Ezekiel, and the prophecy of the Seventy Weeks. 
Now to each of these there is a direct and pointed reference in the 
passages now in dispute. The times of the woman measure her 
abode in the wilderness, and refer us directly to the only complete 
type, that of Israel in the desert, and to the text which marks out 
the time of their wanderings, a year for a day, forty years. The time 
of the second woe occurs in no other passage of all Scripture, ex-
cept where Ezekiel lies on his side three hundred and ninety days, 
and bears, by Divine appointment, the iniquity of the house of 
Israel, a day for a year, a day for a year, three hundred and nine-
ty years. The three days and a half of the witnesses’ exposure is a 
broken and fractional time; and though forty passages and more 
occur where periods of three or four days are mentioned, this ex-
act interval occurs nowhere else in the word of God, except in 
the half week last mentioned in Daniel’s prophecy (ix. 27), and 
where it certainly denotes three and a half years. This last corre-
spondence, and the interpretation of the three days and a half to 
which it leads, was seen and adopted more than twelve centuries 
ago. Let us only combine together these three distinct marks of 
designed coincidence; and it is scarcely possible to imagine how 
constructive proofs can rise to a higher degree of evidence than 
is here afforded for the year-day interpretation. 

Besides, however, the direct evidence which this comparison 
lends us for the truth of that theory, it also contains a deep spir-
itual lesson. The delay of the promised blessing, though foreseen 
in the Divine counsels, is yet owing, like the sojourn of Israel in 
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the wilderness, to the unbelief and worldliness of the Church of 
God. It was unbelief which turned the forty days of search into 
forty years of wandering. And the similar unbelief and corrup-
tion of the visible Church has turned the 1,260 days, expressed 
on the surface of the prophecy, into those 1,260 years of actual 
delay and desolation which lay couched beneath the expression, 
and have been slowly fulfilling in the course of Divine Providence. 

VI. The close of the mystery of God, and the oath which 
announces it, supply another proof, less evident perhaps at first 
sight, but which, on examination, is of the strongest kind. The 
passage occurs in Rev. x. 5–7, and should be compared, first of 
all, with the parallel text, Dan xii. 5–8, as the following argument 
depends mainly on this comparison. 

1. The oath in Revelation, on the most general view of its mean-
ing, denotes the shortness of the delay, and the approaching close 
of the mystery of God—“There shall be delay no longer.” Now this 
implies that the six first trumpets have been really a time of long 
suffering. The natural impression which it leaves is, that the pre-
vious delay, in the course of those trumpets, has been of long con-
tinuance, and is drawing to its termination. This, of itself, can ac-
cord only with the larger interpretation of the times. 

2. But the oath in the Apocalypse resembles closely the for-
mer oath in the book of Daniel. There is an evident correspond-
ence between them in every part. The speaker is the same; for in 
each case the context proves decisively that it is no other than the 
Son of God. The subject is the same; and there are only two pas-
sages where the solemnity of an oath is connected with the sa-
cred times. The form of the appeal is the same; only that in Rev-
elation it becomes still more august and full than in the former 
prophecy. Finally, the substance of the oath corresponds also. In 
the former it is—“That it shall be for a time, times, and an half; 
and when he shall have accomplished to scatter the power of the 
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holy people, all these things shall be finished.” In the latter the 
words are—“That there shall be time (or, a time), no longer; but 
in the days of the voice of the seventh angel the mystery of God 
shall be finished, as he hath declared to the servants, the proph-
ets.” The mystery of God is the rejection of the Jews and calling of 
the Gentiles (Rom. xi.; Eph. iii.); and hence the closing words of 
the oath, in each instance, have just the same meaning. The infer-
ence is clear that the statement in Revelation is chronological and 
specific, on less than that which occurs in the former prophecy. 

3. This conclusion results also from the words themselves. The 
rendering, “that there shall be time no· longer,” does not harmo-
nize in the least with the context, if expounded in the popular 
sense, that time shall be swallowed up in eternity. Another ver-
sion has been proposed—“That there shall be delay no longer.” 
This agrees better with the general drift and purpose of the an-
nouncement; but it evidently does not convey the full meaning 
of the oath, as appears from two reasons. First, the declaration 
would not then be strictly true for the narrative of the following 
chapter implies some measure of delay, even after this announce-
ment; and next, the analogy with the oath in Daniel is almost en-
tirely destroyed. Both these causes require us to seek for a more 
correct and consistent version. 

4. From these remarks we are led at once to the true rendering, 
and the only one which satisfies all the conditions of the text. “He 
sware by Him that liveth for ever and ever . . . that there should be 
a time no longer; but in the days of the seventh angel the mystery 
of God shall be finished.” This version restores the full harmony of 
the text, both with its own immediate con· text and with the oath 
in Daniel, and does not, like the previous version, involve any li-
cense whatever on the idiom of the Greek language. 

5. The use of the word χρόνος, to denote specific or defined in-
tervals of time, is too frequent to require justification. For scrip-
tural examples it is enough to refer to Luke i. 57; Acts i. 7, iii. 21, 
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vii. 17 ; Gal. iv. 4; 1 Thess. v. 1. The term, however, being different 
from that employed in Daniel, and in chap. xii., there seems an ob-
jection at first against applying to it the same interpretation. But 
this difficulty will be removed entirely by the following remarks. 

First, the strict correspondence, in other respects, of the two 
oaths, requires us, if the word χρόνος be taken definitely, to ren-
der it by the same word, a time, which is used in the other pas-
sage. In the one, the Angel swears that it shall be for a season, 
and seasons, and the dividing of a season; in the other, that there 
shall no longer be a time. Surely this correspondence alone must 
teach us that the same definite period is intended by either term. 

Again, these words are so nearly allied in their meaning, that 
the difference entirely vanishes in our authorized version. Thus 
χρόνος is translated in thirty-two places by the word time, and in 
four others by the word season; and καιρος, in sixty and fifteen 
places respectively, by the same terms. A distinction so evanescent 
can be no sufficient ground for rejecting the proposed exposition. 

But, finally, the interpretation here offered really maintains the 
distinction between these terms. For the Greek words do not differ 
by denoting a longer and a shorter interval, but only in the aspect 
under which the same interval may be viewed. The one denotes 
the time in which, and the other after which, certain events are 
imagined to occur. Thus the former is constantly used to signify 
an occasion, fit season, or opportunity; as in Mark xii.2; Luke xii. 
42; Acts xxiv. 25; Gal. vi. 9, 10; Heb. xi. 15. And the latter (χρόνος) 
is used itself, and especially in its derivatives, with a secondary 
notion of delay. The verb derived from it is employed constantly 
in this sense, both in Scripture and in classic writers (Matt. xx-
iv. 48, xxv. 5; Luke i. 21, xii. 45; Heb. x. 37). The same period, it is 
plain, may be viewed either with reference to events fulfilled in 
its course, or the delay it interposes to other events which will fol-
low on its close. In the former view it is a καιρὸς, or season; and 
in the latter, a χρόνος, or time. 
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Now in Daniel the direct object of the oath is to affirm the con-
tinued duration and certain fulfilment of the desolation, and the 
power of the wilful king. The emphasis rests immediately on the 
times themselves, and the fulfilment of the predicted events in 
their season. The word καιρὸς is therefore employed. But in the 
Apocalypse the purpose of the oath is to limit the delay, or the 
space still to run out before the expiration of the whole period. 
And hence the word χρόνος is used with equal propriety and dis-
tinctness in its application. 

6. The way is now clear for a just apprehension of the argu-
ment which this passage supplies. The oath in Daniel announces 
solemnly that events there predicted in the close of his prophe-
cy shall last three times and a half, and that afterwards the resto-
ration of Israel will follow. The present oath, at a later period, re-
sumes the same subject. After the six trumpets have been blown, 
and the remnant continue stubborn and impenitent, the mighty 
Angel descends, and announces, with a solemn oath, that not one 
single time, remains to run out before the predicted season shall 
be accomplished, and the mystery of the Gentile Church and Is-
rael’s rejection shall be completed. Now, the fact that the whole 
period is thus broken into two distinct portions, that it is made 
the subject of two distinct oaths, uttered by our Lord with the 
deepest solemnity, and that the delay in the course of the two 
times and a half is so great, in man’s judgment, as that the Church 
needs a renewed warning that it will not be perpetual—all these 
circumstances form a moral demonstration that the time is not 
three literal years and a half, but that it must comprise the inter-
val of many centuries. 

VII. The duration of the sixth head of the beast fur-
nishes another reason for the longer reckoning, which is stated 
by Mede in these words:—

 vii. the sixth head of the beast
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“That king, or state of government of the beast, under which 
the harlot should ride him, followeth immediately on a former, 
which, in comparison, is said to continue but a short space (Rev. 
xvii. 10). But if the antichristian state shall continue but three years 
and a half, literally taken, how short must that time of sovereign-
ty be which should occasion the Holy Ghost to insert so singu-
lar a note of difference from that which followeth, that it should 
continue but a short space.” 

Mr. Maitland, in reply, denies that the words convey any such 
implication, and says that if the word short has any correlative 
sense, it is more natural to refer it to the sixth head, whose dura-
tion will have been fixed before the seventh arises. 

Let us, however, consider the passage afresh. The words are 
these :—

Rev. xvii. 9–11. “The seven heads are seven mountains, on which the 
woman sitteth; and they are seven kings, the five have fallen, the one 
is, the other is not yet come, and when he is come, he must continue 
a short space. And the beast that was, and is not, even he is the eighth, 
and is of the seven, and goeth into perdition.” 

Now the sole requisite to the strength of Mede’s argument is 
the assumption that these words, being an explanation, refer to 
the time of the prophet. This, I am aware, is disputed or denied by 
several writers, even among those who adopt the year-day theo-
ry; and if their view were just, the argument must be waived en-
tirely. But the arguments of Mede for the other and simpler view, 
which refers the explanation to the time of St. John, appear to 
me unanswerable. On this hypothesis, his reasoning from this 
text is invincible also. The whole time from St. John to the future 
destruction of the beast will then consist of three intervals—the 
remaining time of the sixth head, the whole time of the seventh, 
and the time, times, and a half of the eighth which is of the seven.
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The three periods, then, together make up nearly eighteen cen-
turies. The second of them alone is expressly declared to have a 
short continuance; and hence it must be inferred, in all reason, that 
it is shorter than either of the others. Unless, then, we assume an 
enormous disproportion between the sixth and the eighth head 
entirely opposed to the scope of the prophecy, the time of the lat-
ter must be far greater than three natural years. 

It is needless, perhaps, to continue the argument further, by 
a discussion of the chronological meaning of the number of the 
beast. This would furnish, I believe, another link in the chain of 
evidence, and harmonize all these mystical dates into one con-
nected system. But the subject is too difficult, and the significance 
of that mysterious number too various in its aspects, to be suit-
able for discussion in this place. More than enough has been ad-
duced to show that the year-day theory rests on a surprising com-
bination of scriptural arguments, some of which, it is true, are 
indirect, and some doubtful; but the great majority are full, clear, 
and unambiguous. First of all, there are four or five distinct and 
clear presumptions of a general kind, that the dates have some 
secret meaning. There are, then, three plain and certain, and one 
more disputable passage, which supply an express rule of inter-
pretation, and a key at once simple and comprehensive, the di-
rect appointment of God himself. When we further proceed to 
examine the passages in detail, we find that every one, without 
exception, yields some peculiar argument in support of this same 
view; and several of them furnish us with two or three distinct 
proofs. And besides all these internal evidences for the system, 
it is found to have a basis in the heavenly revolutions themselves, 
and to be confirmed by its manifest harmony with the most ex-
act elements of natural science. 

There is still a distinct class of arguments which have been left 
untouched, from the historical nature of the events with which 
these times are connected. But this is too wide a subject for the 

 vii. the sixth head of the beast



86 

present work, as it involves the meaning of nearly every part of 
the prophetic visions. The previous remarks may be enough to 
stir up the incredulous to a renewed inquiry, and to exhibit to 
those, who may have been perplexed by recent and plausible ob-
jections, the solid and firm warrant which the Scriptures yield to 
us for this leading maxim of the Protestant interpretations.

chapter xiv: the numbers in the apocalypse
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the year-day theory concluded. 

The direct arguments for the larger reckoning of prophetic times 
have now been briefly unfolded; and many of the usual objec-
tions have been shown, in passing, to be futile and groundless. 
But there are several others which could not be previously no-
ticed, and which deserve a short examination. There will then be 
little or nothing, I believe, in the writings of Mr. Maitland, Mr. Ty-
so, or the other Futurists on this subject, which will not have re-
ceived, either directly or indirectly, a sufficient and solid answer. 

The objections which have to be examined are drawn chiefly 
from the events connected with these times. Now, in truth, some 
of the strongest arguments for the symbolical interpretation of 
them may be derived from this very source. To avoid, however, 
too long and wide an inquiry, I will confine myself to a few re-
marks which may remove the force of those difficulties which 
have been alleged to encumber the theory. 

I. The first of these objections is the uncertainty about the 
ten kingdoms. The times, if they are mystically explained, must 
have begun long ago. The fourth empire must also, long ago, have 
been parted into ten kingdoms. But there is the utmost disagree-
ment, it is alleged, in the lists which have been made out of these 
ten Roman kingdoms. Almost every expositor varies in his ac-
count of them. Mr. Tyso has been at the pains to draw up a tab-
ular list of twenty-nine varieties. And hence it is argued that this 
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division must be still future, or else there could not be so much 
doubt as to the kingdoms really designed. “Let the reader only 
look (Mr. Maitland observes) at the various lists which have been 
made by learned men, and I think he will have no doubt that if the 
number mentioned by Daniel had been nine or eleven, the right 
number would have been found among those petty kingdoms, 
whose unsettled state makes it so easy to estimate them variously.” 

1. The temperate statement which is here made may be owned 
without difficulty to be true. But the question recurs, how far, in 
this true and moderate form, it has any real weight as an objec-
tion to the fulfilment? We must remember that the prophecies 
are given to announce actual events, rather than the events fitted 
to an independent prophecy. If, then, in the providence of God, 
and for wise ends, the division was to be fluctuating and uncer-
tain, though within narrow bounds, did this put the events out 
of the pale of inspired prediction? Or if they were to be the ob-
jects of prophecy, was it essential that every minute and passing 
change, however temporary, should be noticed, as well as those 
broad features which stand out on the page of history? Or, further, 
if the prophecy could naturally be expected to give only the most 
permanent and obvious features of the history, can it be assert-
ed that either nine or eleven, or any other number, would have 
been a more exact description than that which really occurs? If a 
negative answer be given, as it must, to all these questions, then 
the objection is worthless. Its nature consists in arguing from un-
certain details against the broad and evident outlines of proph-
ecy and history, which clearly accord with each other. History 
proves that the Roman empire was divided into about ten king-
doms, at the very stage of Providence when we might expect it 
from the prophecy alone. 

2. This explanation, however, may still appear to some minds 
loose and indefinite. The number ten, five times repeated, may 
seem to them to demand a more exact and precise fulfilment. 
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There are two further remarks which furnish a complete answer, 
and leave the objection without any shadow of scriptural warrant. 

And, first, let us consider the parallel case of the twelve tribes 
of Israel. These, it is well known, are always described by the same 
number, twelve. Yet the Scripture furnishes us with three lists of 
these, all different from each other (Gen. xlix.; Num. xiii.; Rev. vii.) 
And if we combine the principles allowed in these separate lists, 
the number may be reduced to ten, or increased to thirteen, by ex-
cluding Dan and Levi, or admitting both Manasseh and Ephraim. 
Yet, notwithstanding these actual varieties, and the various num-
bers which might be assigned, they are always described by the 
same number, twelve. For this was not only their original number, 
but had evidently a sacred character, which made it the standing 
description of the Church, and appears again in the twelve apos-
tles and in the symbols of the Revelation. 

Now the same reasons will clearly apply to the ten kingdoms. 
Granting that the list of them may be made to vary—may be re-
duced to nine or eight, or enlarged to eleven or twelve; still the 
number ten was the medium in these oscillations, and, according 
to credible accounts, the original number. And it is plain, from 
the parable of the virgins and other passages, that it is as pecu-
liarly appropriated to Gentile nations or Churches, as the num-
ber twelve is to the tribes of Israel. 

3. But there is a further observation to be made, not less im-
portant. The prophecy itself does recognize and imply these tem-
porary variations of the actual number. This will appear from two 
distinct passages; and first of all from the following text :— 

Dan. ii. “And whereas thou sawest iron mixed with miry clay, 
they shall mingle themselves with the seed of men; but they shall 
not cleave one to another, even as iron is not mixed with clay.” 

The plain meaning of these words is, that the powers denot-
ed by the ten toes of the image will repeatedly seek to unite with 
each other by intermarriage; but that these temporary alliances 
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should lead to no lasting union. This implies, as its natural con-
sequence, that one or more of the kingdoms would for a time be 
merged and blended with their neighbours; as, for instance, Por-
tugal with Spain, or France or Spain with Naples; but that the tran-
sitory union would be followed by a renewed separation. 

The second passage occurs in the seventh chapter, and is, per-
haps, a still more decisive testimony. 

Dan. vii. 8. “I considered the horns, and, behold, there came up 
among them another little horn, before whom there were three 
of the first horns plucked up by the roots.” 

Either these uprooted horns are afterwards replaced by others, 
or not. If not, the number varies at least from ten to seven. But 
from the renewed mention of the horns in the Revelation, and 
always with the same number ten, even after the time of uproot-
ing must be supposed to be past, it would appear that the horns 
are replaced by others. And this, perhaps, is the meaning of the 
word first, as if the horns germinated in succession, and three of 
the first were uprooted by the little horn, and then replaced by 
some which followed. 

Now if this be true, which is the most natural exposition, it fol-
lows that the reckoning of these horns, according to the prophecy 
itself, would vary from seven to thirteen. If they were reckoned af-
ter the three had fallen, and before they were replaced, the number 
would be only seven. If the whole number be included, of those 
which fall and of those which replace them, they will amount to 
thirteen. These limits are wider than those mentioned above in 
the objection itself; and the principle thus confirmed admits of a 
still more extensive application in the temporary changes which 
might afterwards follow. 

The objection then, in fact, is anticipated by the prophecy, and 
entirely removed on an exact review of what is implied in the vi-
sion. And thus, instead of refuting the larger view of the times, it 
serves rather to lend it a fresh confirmation. 
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II. The uncertain date of the 1,260 years is a further objec-
tion which forms one main topic of Mr. Maitland’s inquiry. The 
reasoning ought, perhaps, to be given in his own words.

 
“If such an event as this (the delivery of the saints into the hands of a blas-
phemous and persecuting power) has taken place, is it possible that the 
Church of God can be at a loss to decide when and how it happened? 
Can there be a difference of opinion among pious, and learned, and la-
borious inquirers into the word of God and the history of the Church? 
Nay, further, we ask—‘Is the Church at this moment in the hands of the 
blasphemous little horn, or is it not?’ Mr. Faber, and many more, assert 
that it is. Mr. Cuninghame, Mr. Frere, and others, are as fully convinced 
that it is not. And nine-tenths of the Christian world stand silent, avow-
edly unable to give any opinion on the subject. They may, or may not, 
be in the hands of the little horn, and he may, or may not, be wearing 
them out, for anything they know. They hope and believe that they are 
the saints, but whether the beast is making war with, and has overcome 
them, they cannot tell: it is a deep, curious, and litigated question, and 
one on which, among so many conflicting opinions, they never pretended 
to form a judgment for themselves. . . . When did the saints find out that 
they had been delivered over? Not for ages. Is this credible? But, in fact, 
when did it happen? When, how, and by whom was this great prediction 
fulfilled? On this point, too, there is a great difference of opinion. . . . Is it 
credible that the Church has to wander up and down through a period 
of three centuries, inquiring when she was delivered into the hands of 
a cruel and blasphemous tyrant? Might we not expect that this solemn 
act would be known in her assemblies, registered in her calendar, com-
memorated in her services, never lost sight of by her members? But, in-
stead of this, the saints who were thus delivered up knew nothing of the 
matter. One generation after another passed away, and the secret was 
not discovered. Centuries rolled on, and the saints knew not that he to 
whom they looked as their father and their head was making war up-
on them and wearing them out. For ages did the Church of God follow 
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a hireling, with the mark of perdition on their foreheads. . . . I leave it to 
others to explain how a man can at once bear on his forehead the mark 
of the beast and the seal of the living God.” (Enq., pp. 53, 76). 

1. The objection, when exhibited in this pointed and epigram-
matic form, is well adapted to make a deep impression on gener-
al readers. There is, however, one great defect which vitiates it in 
every part; it argues against an hypothesis, by assuming, as self-
evident, a vital and essential part of the hypothesis opposed to 
it. It is quite plain that the literal and mystical exposition of the 
times involve two views, equally distinct, of the true aim and fi-
nal cause of the prophecy. In the one case, it was given to sustain 
the faith of the last generation of the Church only, during a very 
short, but bitter season of open persecution. Its whole use is lim-
ited to three years; and it would then be useless, if the Church 
could not identify the persecution at once, and fix the date of its 
commencement. On the other view, it was given for the use of 
the Church through many successive generations, to unmask a 
dangerous and subtle delusion, and to throw light on the mor-
al features of God’s providence through many centuries of time. 
Now it is clear that all these purposes might be fulfilled, even if 
the true application were not seen for several generations, and if 
mistakes of two or three centuries were made at first in the date 
of the event. The influx of error and delusion is almost always 
gradual; and, although the prophecy itself must refer to some 
distinct and specific time, it is clear that the practical evil would 
be small in amount, if the commencement were wrongly placed 
a century earlier or later than the true era. All the main features 
and practical lessons would still be substantially the same; as the 
features and character of a person might be well known, though 
we were a few months or years in error as to the time of his birth. 

2. The analogy of other predicted periods shows still more for-
cibly the unreasonable nature of this demand, for an exact and 
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full consent in the date of the prophecy. And, first, let us consid-
er the period of four hundred years revealed to Abraham for the 
sojourning of his posterity. Mr. Cuninghame, in his “Strictures” 
(p. 49), has referred to this passage for the same purpose; and his 
argument has been strangely misunderstood by Mr. Maitland, in 
his reply. “Mr. Cuninghame (he says) is the only critic, so far as 
I know, who contends that the four hundred years is descriptive 
of some shorter period. Most commentators, both Jewish and 
Christian, understand the four hundred years as meaning four 
hundred years.” 

Now Mr. Cuninghame really asserts the very reverse. He main-
tains that a period of four hundred years was really meant; but 
that the characters prophetically assigned to those years, sojourn-
ing in the strange nation, and affliction, were not applicable with 
equal distinctness to the whole time of their continuance. “We 
require it to be shown (he says), that the seed of Abraham did 
actually serve, and were really afflicted, by the strange nation 
during the whole of the four hundred years.” Now the reasoning 
here is strictly applicable to the present instance, and parallel in 
every feature. A precise period of 1,260 years might be really in-
tended, and yet, as in the other prophecy, the predicted charac-
ters of tyrannous persecution might be more dimly and partially 
realized in the earlier part of the time. The answer, therefore, to 
Mr. Cuninghame’s arguments turns on a complete misconcep-
tion of his reasoning. 

3. The shorter period of the captivity is another instance not 
dissimilar. It is clear, that between Jehoiakim’s captivity, b.c. 606, 
and the destruction of the temple, b.c. 587, even those who had 
heard Jeremiah’s prophecy might reasonably hesitate as to the 
correct date of the seventy years. This interval was more than a 
fourth of the whole time, and would correspond to three centu-
ries and a half in the 1,260 years. The same uncertainty might re-
cur at the close between the first of Cyrus, b.c. 536, and the fourth 
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of Darius (Zech. v.), b.c. 517. And yet in the middle period there 
could be no doubt of the actual captivity. 

4. The prophecy of the seventy weeks is a third instance. This 
is also adduced by Mr. Cuninghame, and Mr. Maitland replies as 
follows:—“The truth is, that there has been a very general convic-
tion and agreement as to the event by which the prophecy of the 
seventy weeks was fulfilled, and that the difference among inter-
preters in that case has been chiefly chronological, which, with 
respect to the 1,260 days, it is not.”

Now the truth is that the difference is exactly of the same kind 
in both cases. The question has been, not merely in what year 
some known decree was given, or some known event occurred; 
but which, out of four decrees, was the real date of the prophecy; 
and whether the birth, or entrance into the temple, or baptism, or 
death of our Lord, marked the close of the period. Mr. Tyso car-
ries out the parallel more fully and correctly. In his first “table” he 
exhibits twenty-three dates assigned for the seventy weeks; and in 
his third “table,” about forty-one for the 1,260 years. The resem-
blance, then, is complete. Mr. Maitland’s argument proves either 
too much or too little. The various dates assigned to the seven-
ty weeks cannot, as I have shown, disprove the strong and invin-
cible evidence of its fulfilment. And hence the argument urged 
against the 1,260 years on this ground is also worthless. 

5. But, further, the idea on which the whole objection rests, 
that the time in question must be so distinct in its features as to 
be evident at once from the first, has no solid basis in the words 
of the prophecy. “They shall be given into his hand, a time, times, 
and the dividing of a time.” “He lifted up his hand to heaven, and 
sware—that it shall be for a time, times, and a half.” “Blessed is 
he that waiteth and cometh to the 1,335 days.” “It is given to the 
Gentiles, and the holy city shall they tread under foot forty and 
two months.” “ That they should feed her there for a time, times, 
and a half, from the face of the serpent.” “Power was given to him 
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to practise forty-two months.” It is plain how far most of these 
expressions are from giving the impression of a boundary line 
which no one could mistake. The general character of the time 
is plain; but the precise nature of the event by which it opens is 
rather left to inference and comparison. Even the most distinct 
expression, “they shall be given into his hand,” is ambiguous; for 
it might refer either to the saints themselves, or to the times and 
laws, which are the more direct antecedent. In the chronology 
of the Gospels it is still debated what year is designed by the fif-
teenth of Tiberius Cæsar. Some writers date it two years earlier, 
and others later; some from his joint reign with Augustus, and 
some from his possession of undivided power. Shall we, then, be-
cause this point of detail is scarce yet determined, deny that John 
ever began to baptize, or that Tiberius ever reigned? The varie-
ty in the dates assigned to the 1,260 years is not much greater in 
proportion. 

The questions in the above extract may therefore be met by 
others of greater real weight. Is it more reasonable, we may ask, 
to suppose that these predictions were given for the use of many 
generations, or of one only? Against which of the two evils would 
the Church be in more need of repeated cautions—open and un-
disguised blasphemy and atheism, or subtle and perilous delusions, 
veiled under Christian names and titles? And, lastly, supposing that 
these times are figurative, what possible warrant can there be for 
expecting a greater plainness in the date of their commencement, 
than in the case of other prophecies given in the plainest terms? 

III. The repeated failures in the predicted close of the 1,260 
years are a third objection against the exposition, and the last 
which it seems needful to consider. It is indeed well suited for 
popular effect, and is urged by most opponents of the year-day 
system, in some cases with no small degree of exaggeration. There 
is a further reason for submitting it to a full inquiry, since it is 
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closely connected with a most important subject—the true pur-
pose and right use of the dates and numbers revealed in the word 
of prophecy. 

Perhaps there is no topic on which some of the Futurists have 
indulged more largely in censure and declamation than this; and 
yet there is none in which their own admissions form a more com-
plete answer to their assaults on the Protestant interpreters. This 
will appear gradually as we proceed. 

1. Let us first state briefly the facts. The year-day theory, as ap-
plied to the time, times, and a half, first appeared about the year 
1200. From that time down to the present day various dates have 
been assigned for its commencement and close, from the estimates 
of Junius (a.d. 34–1294) and Walter Brute (a.d. 130–1290), down 
to that of Lowman and other writers, who place it a.d. 757–2017, 
or about that time. Several of these supposed dates were assigned 
after the close of the time, as those of Junius and More. But oth-
ers were suggested before their own close, as, for instance, those 
of Mede, Goodwin, and Jurieu. It is the failure in conjectures of 
this kind which forms the basis of the objection. 

2. Now if we refer to the maxims which have already been stat-
ed as the foundation of the year-day system, it will be plain that 
these successive anticipations are just what it was reasonable to 
expect. Only by this gradual approach to a correct view of the 
times and seasons could the two main purposes have been ful-
filled—growing knowledge of the prophecy, with a constant and 
unbroken expectation of the Lord’s coming. The fact, therefore, 
is so far from refuting the theory, that it might rather be viewed 
as a direct corollary from its truth. 

The objection, in reality, assumes that the Church must either 
be in total ignorance of the times, or vault at once into the pos-
session of exact and perfect knowledge. Either she must entirely 
renounce the use of the prophetic dates, as having no connexion 
with her past history, and float in a complete uncertainty con-
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cerning her own place in the stream of Providence; or else she 
may claim to decide, with unerring exactness, on the very year 
in which particular events shall be fulfilled. 

Now this is a monstrous alternative to propose. Neither Scrip-
ture nor reason lend it the slightest warrant. Those who, on such 
false and foolish grounds, fling out charges of presumption against 
all who have attended to the dates of prophecy, and viewed them 
as helps and guides to their expectations, need themselves those 
rebukes for folly and rashness which they administer so free-
ly to others. 

3. But let us examine the subject more closely. And, first, it 
must be remembered that most of those who object to the year-
day system, on the ground of these failures, admit the doctrine 
that the Church was to be kept always waiting for the second ad-
vent. Their objections to the year-day are often made to turn on 
this very point. Thus, in the “Elucidation,” page 84—“If the 1,260 
days be put for years, and their commencement be known, as 
most commentators suppose, then the time of their termination 
may be as certainly known. What would be the effects of this fore-
knowledge? To contradict the Scriptures, and render inapplica-
ble the exhortation of our Lord, “Take ye heed; watch and pray; 
for ye know not when the time is.” 

The view occurs in a still more extreme form in the following 
remarks of Dr. Todd (Lect. v., p. 194):—

“One of the most remarkable features of this passage (1 Thes. iv. 15–18) 
is, that the apostle has expressed himself as if he and they to whom he 
was writing were to be alive and remain unto the coming of the Lord—
a circumstance in which commentators have found great embarrass-
ment, as if St. Paul had put forward some erroneous or fanatical expec-
tation that the end of all things was immediately to take place. . . . I can-
not bring myself to think that the literal interpretation of the passage 
is, after all so inconsistent with the full inspiration of the apostle as has 
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been commonly supposed. In the first place, we must bear in mind that 
he has elsewhere used very similar language (1 Cor. xv. 51, 52). Nor is 
this mode of speaking peculiar to St. Paul: the language of the apostles, 
and of the primitive Church for some ages after, was that of men who 
believed that there was nothing to prevent the immediate appearing of 
the Lord in the lifetime of the Christians who were then on earth. . . . If we 
are to take these passages in their literal signification, the apostles really 
believed, and taught their converts to believe, that the second advent of 
the Lord might, for aught that was revealed, take place in the course of 
that generation. This, indeed, has proved that this expectation has not 
been realized; but it does not therefore follow that the apostles were in 
error. . . . It was natural, therefore—nay, more, it was their express du-
ty, to assume that the coming of the Lord was near at hand. . . . No man 
could surely say that the day of Christ was not to come in his own life-
time or that of his contemporaries. The apostle, therefore, in comfort-
ing the Thessalonians, takes for granted that he and they might live to 
the day of judgment.” 

Another passage to the same effect, and still more extreme in 
its statements, has been already quoted. It is there affirmed, that 

“although the result has shown that many centuries have, in fact, 
intervened, we have no reason to believe that this formed any 
part of the counsel of God. Our Lord’s coming may have been de-
layed by the continued unbelief of the Jewish nation. To suppose 
it revealed as a part of the immutable counsel of the Most High, 
that so long a time was to elapse before the day of Christ would 
come, is manifestly irreconcilable with those numerous passag-
es in which we are exhorted to watch and pray, because we know 
not when the time is. The knowledge that the time was long and 
distant would be as inimical to this watchfulness, as the knowl-
edge of the precise hour at which the master of the house was to 
come.” (pp. 260, 261). 
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These views are held, I believe, in substance, by most of the writ-
ers who object to the year-day system, from the repeated failure of 
its predicted close. Let us now compare the two principles togeth-
er, and the total contradiction between them will at once appear. 

(1). And, first, the view of these writers falls doubly under their 
own censure. Every generation of the Church, on this hypothesis, 
have been bound, by an express duty, to expect the second advent 
in their own lifetime. Therefore every generation in succession 
was bound to believe an error, and to experience a repeated fail-
ure of its expectations. How can that be a conclusive disproof of 
the year-day system, which, by their own plain admissions, was 
an imperative duty to the whole Church at large? 

(2). But, secondly, the failures which the Church, on this hy-
pothesis, was bound to expose herself to, were both longer in con-
tinuance, and larger in degree, than those which are traceable to 
the year-day exposition. These latter have prevailed through twen-
ty generations at the most, and the greatest error or anticipation 
has been five centuries. But the failures on the other view, nec-
essary failures, the result of fulfilling an express duty, have lasted 
through sixty generations, and the error has reached an extent 
of nearly two thousand years. Thus, without a metaphor, the ob-
jection lies tenfold against their own theory; for the error it in-
volves has been more than three times as great, and has lasted 
for thrice as many ages. 

(3). But, further, the objection brought against the year-day 
by these writers is most destructive to the very purpose which 
they profess to keep in view—a sustained and lively hope of the 
speedy coming of Christ. The year-day is condemned as worth-
less, because many expectations have been formed under it, and 
all of them have proved to be premature. Therefore, in the words 
of Mr. Maitland, we are to fling this compass overboard as delu-
sive; to reject all helps from the sacred numbers in judging of the 
nearness of the end; and to hold fast simply by the general dec-
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larations of Scripture. But, for the very same reason, these dec-
larations themselves must be set aside, or explained away. Taken 
in the meaning assigned them by these writers, they have led to 
errors greater in amount, to failures more numerous, to disap-
pointments more lasting and complete, than the rejected theory. 
So that the necessary result of the objection is to place the Church 
in the position of the unfaithful servant, or of those scoffers who 
inquire “Where is the promise of His coming?”

4. The whole objection, then, as urged by the Futurists, and 
made an argument for casting aside all prophetic chronology, is 
self-destructive and worthless. But let us proceed further, and in-
quire whether these failures, as they are called, do not really af-
ford a presumption in favour of the year-day system. And this, I 
think, by a few remarks, will become evident to demonstration, 
when tested by the principles of reason and of the word of God. 

In the first place, it is clear that there are numerous passages 
which enjoin the Church to be ever watchful for the coming of 
her Lord. In some of these also her ignorance of the time is one 
motive assigned for the duty. In several, the time is declared to be 
near at hand. Yet eighteen centuries have passed, and the event 
is not hitherto fulfilled. 

The reason for this concealment of the time was clearly to keep 
alive and stimulate expectation; and this, in connexion with the 
weakness of faith and earthliness of Christians. A soul which had 
fully realized the vastness of eternity would require no such veil 
interposed to sustain the utmost instancy of watchfulness and 
desire. But where the impression of eternal things is so dim and 
faint, it is profitable that the view of earthly events to intervene 
should be contracted and foreshortened, that it may not thrust 
the other more entirely from the view. 

Now there are three different notions which may be formed of 
the possible course which it would please God to adopt in after 
times, in the knowledge of the seasons to be given to the Church. 
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It might please Him to keep her in total ignorance to the last; or to 
translate her suddenly, whether at or before the coming of Christ, 
from complete ignorance to full knowledge; or, finally, to bestow 
gradually increasing light, till at length the Day-star should arise 
in His glory. Let us first examine which of these is best suited to 
sustain the lively expectation of the Advent, and agrees best with 
the analogy of Providence; and then we shall clearly see the full 
vindication which it supplies of the year-day theory and its im-
aginary failures. 

5. First, let us suppose that the Church was left with nothing 
but the general statements for her guide—“the time is at hand; 
behold, I come quickly.” Christians of the first generation might 
have some reason for applying the words strictly to themselves, 
and for supposing that they implied, in their literal sense, that 
the Lord would return while some of themselves were still alive. 
But with the first generation this presumption would have lost 
its power. Every succeeding generation which arose would have 
less and less warrant for inferring the strict nearness of the ad-
vent, in the common meaning of the term, from these passages 
alone. The whole time which had elapsed would form a unit, al-
ways enlarging, by which alone they could form any conjecture 
as to the future prospect. If one century had clearly passed since 
the time was said to be near, there would be little reason, from the 
phrase alone, why another might not intervene. When ten centu-
ries had passed, it would be just as reasonable to expect ten cen-
turies more, as before to expect one. They might borrow a lim-
it to their expectations of delay from some other source; as, for 
instance, from a vague impression that the world would last on-
ly about six thousand years. But this would be a prophetic date, 
only in disguise; and therefore a trespass on forbidden ground. 
So far as the general warnings alone are concerned, each suc-
cessive generation will be warranted in expounding them with a 
greater latitude; and these grounds for expecting the Advent to 
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be really near will be weakened more and more with the length 
of the past delay. 

Hence it is a clear and certain truth, that if all prophetic dates 
and collateral light be excluded, that very ignorance of the times, 
which tended in the first age to quicken the expectation of the 
Church, would tend, by necessary consequence, in later times, to 
indifference and careless unconcern. Now, since the continued 
denial of all further knowledge would frustrate the very end for 
which it was withheld at the first, we might infer from this alone, 
that in the latter days a fuller insight into the times and seasons 
would be given to the Church of God. 

6. Assuming, then, that further light would be given, is it like-
ly that the transition would be sudden and complete? The oppo-
nents of the year-day argue throughout on this supposition. If the 
times are mystical, then they must have commenced long ago. 
The Church could not fail to be aware of so remarkable an event. 
It would doubtless have been distinctly known, and registered in 
her calendar. The commencement being known, the end would 
be known also. The Church would therefore be utterly unable to 
fulfil the direction—“Watch and pray, for ye know not what the 
time is.” Such is, in substance, the objection which most writers 
of this school bring against the Protestant interpretation.

Now those who reason in this manner do equal violence to the 
evidence of facts, and to sound reason. It is not true that the 1,260 
days were taken for years at so early an age of the Church as to 
make the difficulty real. It is not true that, when so expounded, 
their commencement was or could be plain at once. The general 
effect of them has never been to quench and extinguish the hope 
of the Lord’s return. The very contrary is true. Ever since the Ref-
ormation, those who have most studied the prophetic dates, as 
an actual chronology of sacred times, have been the main instru-
ments in awaking the Church to a lively expectation of the com-
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ing of Christ. Every fact, without exception, contradicts and re-
futes the objection. 

But it is equally opposed to the maxims of sound reason. In 
every age, and on every subject, the increase of knowledge has 
been slow and gradual. This seems to be a general law of divine 
wisdom. In the case of the prophetic times, this truth is even the 
object of a separate prediction—“Many shall run to and fro, and 
knowledge shall be increased.” To require, then, an interpretation 
of the prophecy to start forth at once full grown and complete; 
and that the Church, after total ignorance of the times, should 
be able to fix, by the year-day theory, the exact time of the end, 
is a demand so absurd and unreasonable as to bear the stamp of 
its own condemnation. Yet this is the real postulate assumed by 
those who would entirely cast aside all prophetic chronology on 
the ground of these partial failures. The midnight has not changed 
suddenly into noon-day; and hence they deny that any tokens of 
the dawn have appeared in the horizon. 

7. The increase of light, we may therefore assume safely, would 
be partial and gradual. The Church would not be left in total ig-
norance under the growing temptations of a prolonged delay; but 
would have fresh tokens by which she might discern the times, and 

“see the day approaching.” On the other hand, we could not expect 
that full light would be given till the very time of our Lord’s return. 
Now the history of the year-day expositions will be found to ac-
cord, in the closest and most striking manner, with these truths. 
They have been like successive steps of approach towards the just 
apprehension of the course of Divine Providence. 

To understand this clearly, we must remember that the Church 
has always been placed between the two extremes—complete 
ignorance of the times, and perfect knowledge. When the end 
was more than eighteen centuries distant, an almost entire con-
cealment of its real distance, with general exhortations to be al-
ways prepared for its arrivals, was the most favourable to hope 
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and watchfulness. Whenever the advent shall be, in truth, only 
two or three years distant, it is plain that a knowledge of this fact 
will be an immeasurably stronger motive to prayer and watchful-
ness, than the ignorance which knows only that eighteen centu-
ries have passed, and therefore as many more may still intervene, 
before the fulfilment of the promise. 

Between these limits of time, increasing knowledge would plain-
ly be safe and desirable. This partial light would place the Church 
in an intermediate condition. There will neither be the total igno-
rance, which thinks the advent to be possibly within four years, 
or possibly at a distance of forty thousand; nor yet the full knowl-
edge which can assign the very year, much less the hour and day. 
There will be a gradual progress only from the first state to wards 
the second, as the course of Providence moves on. 

Let us now suppose that the year-day theory is the divine in-
strument for conveying to the Church this partial light. Every ex-
position based on it must then partake of two opposite charac-
ters. Compared with the exciting prospect of the instant coming 
of Christ, as in the Thessalonian Church, it would be a protrac-
tion. Measured by the event, or by a full and perfect knowledge, 
it would be an anticipation. It would serve as ballast to those who 
were shaken in mind, and troubled, by a false impression of the 
imminent nearness of the judgment; and it would be a wholesome 
stimulus to the slothful servant, who should say in his heart, “My 
lord delayeth his coming.” 

Now these, which are the very marks of its practical worth, form 
the two counts of the inconsistent indictment which has been laid 
against it. “It interferes with the expectation of the advent.” That 
is to say, in reality, it serves, from age to age, for a partial correc-
tive of false anticipations, like that of the Thessalonians:—“It has 
repeatedly failed in its predictions, ministered occasion to the 
scoffers, and thrown discredit on the study of prophecy.” In other 
words, it has not prematurely revealed the whole interval, while 
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the end was still distant, nor given more light to earlier gener-
ations of the Church than was profitable for them to receive. It 
has ministered occasion to the scoffer, and in so doing has ful-
filled the prediction, that none of the wicked shall understand; 
while, by the gradual approaches to a just estimate of the times, 
it has fulfilled the contrasted promise, that knowledge shall be 
increased, and that the wise shall understand. The opposite ob-
jections urged against it are the very proofs of its adaptation to 
the wants of the Church. 

These remarks will be made clearer by one or two examples. 
Let us take one of the earliest instances, that of Walter Brute, in 
the fourteenth century. He wrote, as Mr. Maitland tells us, about 
a.d. 1390, and dated the one thousand two hundred and ninety 
days, as years, from the destruction of Jerusalem under Hadrian, 
a.d. 118. This reckoning would place the close of the one thou-
sand three hundred and thirty-five days about fifty years distant. 
Now a literal view of the times might have led him to contract 
the distance to five years, and a perfect knowledge to enlarge it 
to five centuries. The case of Mede is very similar. His view of 
the probable date led him to place the end at from thirty-five to 
a hundred and ten years after the time when he wrote. There was 
a protraction, when compared with the instancy of a false expec-
tation, and yet an anticipation of the true period. The successive 
failures, then, as they have been called, are no real failures in a 
practical sense. They are only waymarks in the progress of the 
Church, from that entire ignorance of the times in which she was 
purposely left in the apostolic age, to the full and certain knowl-
edge that the Bridegroom is at hand, which shall prepare her, like 
the wise virgins, to enter in with her Lord to the marriage feast. 

8. Besides, however, this general defence, which fully disproves 
the charge of total failure and deception brought against the pro-
phetic chronology, we may advance a step further in its vindica-
tion. From the nature of the event, an exact apprehension of the 
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time of the advent could not be expected until the end should be 
really at hand. On this subject, then, dogmatical assertions must 
always have been rash and presumptuous; and even the modest 
conjectures which have often been confounded under the same 
censure would of course be defective, though far from being prac-
tically useless. But on subordinate events, if the general outlines 
of a past fulfilment be true, there might be a more correct judg-
ment. And, accordingly, in spite of all the vague declamation on 
the total failure of these prophetic times, there are several in-
stances on record of such anticipations, drawn from the proph-
ecy, which have proved singularly correct in their main features. 

First of all, about the year a.d. 1600, Brightman, in his com-
mentary, calculated that the overthrow of the Turkish power 
would occur a.d. 1696. In the year a.d. 1687, Cressener renewed 
the prediction, placing the time a year earlier, but restricting it 
to the close of the “Turkish encroachments,” or “the last end of 
their hostilities.” In almost exact accordance, the year 1697 was 
marked by that most signal victory of Prince Eugene over the 
Turks, which has proved the final limit to their aggressions up-
on Western Europe. 

Secondly, at the deepest depression of the Protestant cause in 
England, and a full year before the Revolution, Dr. Cressener wrote 
as follows:—“I make account it is demonstrable that the true re-
ligion will revive again in some very considerable kingdom, be-
fore the general peace with the Turks, or eight years at furthest.” 

“ The next year seems, in all probability, to be a year of wonders 
for the recovery of the Church.” 

Accordingly, only one year after this time, the Protestant Rev-
olution took place in England, and within about eleven years that 
general peace of Carlowitz was made with the Turks, which has 
proved a fated barrier to their destructive inroads upon Chris-
tendom. 
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At the same time this writer announced his conviction, drawn 
from the prophecy, and especially from the 1,260 days, that be-
fore a.d. 1800 Rome would be destroyed, and “soon after, the chief 
supports of the Roman Church, ecclesiastical and civil, would be 
destroyed also.” In August, 1797, Cacault wrote to Napoleon, “Dis-
content is at its height in the Papal states; the government will 
fall to pieces of itself. We are making it consume by a slow fire; 
it will soon crumble into the dust.” The next year the Papal gov-
ernment was overthrown, and an infidel democracy reared on 
its ruins. “The churches and convents, the palaces of the cardi-
nals and nobility, were laid waste. The spoliation exceeded all that 
the Goths and Vandals had effected” (Alison iii. p. 558). Soon af-
ter, the imperial title was abolished, and the Pope deposed and 
driven into exile. This was surely a very close approach to an ex-
act coincidence. 

Again, Fleming, in his “Discourse on the Rise and Fall of the Pa-
pacy,” a.d. 1700, wrote as follows:—“Whereas the present French 
king takes the sun for his emblem, and for his motto, Nec pluribus 
impar, he may at length, or rather his successors and the mon-
archy itself, at least before the year 1794, be forced to acknowl-
edge that he is even singulis dispar. We may justly suppose that 
the French monarchy, after it has scorched others, will itself con-
sume by doing so, towards the end of this century.” It is needless 
to illustrate the fulfilment of these words by historical extracts, 
as the events are so notorious. 

Further, Bengelius, on distinct, but similar grounds, about the 
year a.d. 1730, stated his opinion, that the chief period of the dom-
inance of the Papacy would close in the year 1809. In May and Ju-
ly of that very year the Pope was stripped of his dominions by the 
orders of Napoleon, and transported as a prisoner and exile from 
Rome to Savoy; while the Papal states, an event without prece-
dent for a thousand years, had their government destroyed, and 
were annexed to the French empire. 
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These instances are enough to show how groundless are the as-
sertions which are often made, of the total and absolute failure 
of all predictions based on the year-day theory and the prophet-
ic times. Examples of a general accordance between the antici-
pation and the actual events might be easily enlarged; but, in the 
cases just given, even the very date assigned has proved exactly, 
or almost exactly, true. The charge, then, of delusion and false-
hood, brought against these estimates of the prophetic times, un-
less advanced with important limitations, is itself false and delu-
sive. It applies only to those who dogmatize with arrogant pre-
sumption, or pervert the subject into the fuel of a vain curiosi-
ty. But it is possible to search into the times with reverence, to 
conjecture with diffidence, and to derive from them, like Daniel, 
motives to watchfulness, and incentives to confession and prayer. 
Nay, to those who are wise with a holy wisdom, and who have the 
promise that they shall understand, they may even furnish a dis-
tinct and accurate insight into the nature of some of those events 
which may be speedily coming upon the earth. 

On the other hand, that entire rejection of all prophetic chro-
nology, which follows, of course, on the denial of the year-day, is 
most of all to be deplored, from its deadly and paralyzing influ-
ence on the great hope of the Church. No delusion can be great-
er than to expect, by excluding all reference to dates and times, 
to awaken Christians to a more lively expectation of their Lord’s 
second coming. For, in truth, without reference to such dates, 
in an open or disguised form, not one solid reason can be given 
why the Church may not still have to wait two or three thousand 
years, before the promise is fulfilled. The declarations, “the time 
is at hand,” were true and pertinent, when the event was eighteen 
centuries removed. And hence they form no barrier to the sup-
position that eighteen centuries more may have still to intervene. 
Every sign of the times is either too vague to direct us; or, in pro-
portion as it becomes distinct, assumes practically all the char-
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acters of a numeral date, and becomes exposed to the same ob-
jections. The prophetic times, indeed, when separated from the 
context, and viewed in themselves only, are a dry and worthless 
skeleton: but when taken in connexion with the related events, 
clothed with historical facts, and joined with those spiritual af-
fections which should attend the study of God’s Providence; like 
the bones in the human frame, they give strength to what was 
feeble, and union to what was disjointed, and form, and beau-
ty, and order, to the whole outline and substance of these sacred 
and divine prophecies. 

And now I would conclude this important subject by a brief 
review of the whole argument. It is certain, first of all, that it was 
the design of God to keep the Church in the attitude of contin-
ual and lively expectation of her Lord’s return. It is equally cer-
tain that this object would be best secured by leaving her in near-
ly total ignorance of the times when the advent was remote, and 
vouchsafing to her an imperfect but growing measure of light as 
the time drew near. This condition is accurately fulfilled by the 
year-day hypothesis, but is entirely wanting to the literal view; 
and this forms a first and general presumption for the figurative 
interpretations. To this general reason there are added several 
other general presumptions, from the place and context of these 
sacred numbers. Among the chief of these are, the general pro-
portion and symmetry of the periods revealed in prophecy, the 
symbolical nature of the two books in which alone they occur, 
the remarkable and solemn manner of their introduction, clear-
ly importing that they contain some mysterious sense, and the 
various forms of expression, all of them unusual, in which most 
of them are conveyed. 

These general presumptions, which plainly indicate the ex-
istence of some mystery, are confirmed by many distinct proofs 
which establish the interpretation of a year for a day. Three of 
these are typical prophecies, occurring in two passages of Scrip-
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ture, and on two occasions widely remote; and in all of which, by 
God’s own express appointment, a day was made the type of a year. 
Besides these, we have the prophecy of the seventy weeks certain-
ly fulfilled in years; while the term, beyond question, is used else-
where in Scripture for sevens of days only, and also plainly com-
pletes the series of prophetic terms—days, weeks, months, and 
times, equivalent to years. We have also the words of our Lord 
to the Pharisees, where it is highly probable that the three days, 
twice mentioned, refer to the three years which were the dura-
tion of His whole ministry. 

After these succeed the particular arguments drawn from each 
separate passage. Of these it is enough to say, that there is not 
one which does not present some peculiar feature, totally unex-
plained on the literal interpretation, but which assumes at once a 
deep significance on the opposite view. Especially three of these 
numeral dates, by a most express and exclusive reference, point 
us to the three passages where the substitution of a year for a day 
has twice been typically announced and three times historically 
fulfilled. The woman’s abode in the wilderness refers us to the pas-
sage in Numbers; the time of the second woe to the type in Eze-
kiel’s siege of Jerusalem; and the three days and a half of the un-
buried witnesses, to the prophecy of the seventy weeks, the only 
place in all Scripture where the very same interval is named ei-
ther in history or prophecy. 

Such is a brief review of the concurrent evidence upon which 
the year-day theory is founded; besides that harmony of symbol-
ical miniature, which applies to the numbers in Revelation. And 
I believe no one can fairly and calmly examine the whole subject, 
whose mind is not imbued with some strong prepossession, or 
utterly ignorant of the general depth of Scripture, and the char-
acter of its allusions, without feeling that these proofs amount as 
nearly to a strict demonstration, as the nature of the inquiry will 
allow. Evidence so explicit and simple as to admit of no mistake, 
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and to force conviction at first sight, is here excluded by the na-
ture of the case; for then these times would have been premature-
ly revealed. But it is a convincing proof that these tokens of mys-
tery, and the application of these examples of the year-day, wait-
ed only the bare lapse of time to become clear and transparent, 
in the fact, that the times, and times and half, were expounded 
mystically, even in the fifth century; and that the year-day was 
seen and recognized in the short period of the witnesses’ expo-
sure, long before it could be applied to the whole period of their 
prophesying in sackcloth. The separate maxims of interpreta-
tion were all in readiness; and as soon as the lapse of twelve cen-
turies allowed, they began spontaneously to arrange themselves 
into one magnificent and harmonious system of revealed times. 

And surely, in the present stage of prophetic inquiry, when the 
strictest of all reasoners, and the first of all discoverers, had in-
ferred, more than a century ago, from “the great successes of in-
terpreters,” that the full disclosure of the prophecy was fast ap-
proaching, it is indeed a return to weak and beggarly elements 
to cast aside all these previous researches as a heap of delusions, 
and to adopt a view which leaves the Church floating, without 
a reckoning, on the ocean of time, while it also contradicts eve-
ry feature in the terms and context of these sacred numbers. Yet 
the severe sifting of truths, once thought to be firmly established, 
may be attended with many useful results; and it cannot well be 
denied that it was very seasonable. When reasons could be used 
in defence of the year-day so utterly absurd and self-destructive 
as those quoted by Mr. Maitland from the “Dialogues on Proph-
ecy,” or so much arrogance be combined with ignorance, as in 
the article which drew forth Dr. Mac Caul’s able reply, it was high 
time that Protestants should either frankly abandon the view as 
untenable, or learn to support it in a more modest and Christian 
tone, and by more solid and conclusive arguments. The transi-
tion from a hollow, hereditary faith, to a deep and personal con-
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viction of truth, like the return to gold and silver from a false and 
fictitious currency, may have its temporary evils; but it was abso-
lutely needful, before the Church could attain such a knowledge 
of the divine prophecies as might really sustain her in the hour 
of danger and temptation. This change, there are many reasons 
to hope, is now begun. The Protestant interpretations, cleared 
from loose and inaccurate statements, or devious fancies, will 
be unfolded in fuller harmony than before, and serve as a bea-
con to the Churches of Christ in those various conflicts which 
seem now to be near at hand. If these pages shall only contribute, 
in any humble measure, to this great and blessed end, the chief 
object for which they are now offered to the Church will be fully 
attained. May it please God, in His infinite goodness, to attend 
them with His blessing, that they may help to clear the way for a 
more extensive, and deep, and practical inquiry into every part 
of the sacred prophecies!
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