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Jamieson, Fausset & Brown say further: 
 
Persia reached its climax and showed its greatest power in his invasion of Greece, 
480 B.C.  After his overthrow at Salamis, Persia is viewed as politically dead, 
though it had an existence.  Therefore, the third verse, without noticing Xerxes’ 
successors, proceeds at once to Alexander, under whom, first, the third world 
kingdom, Grecia, reached its culmination, and assumed an importance as to the 
people of God.  
pp. 758-9 
 
 
 
Boice says: 
 
 The prophecy begins by speaking of three more kings of Persia, and then a 
fourth who was to be far richer than the others.  There is no difficulty in 
understanding what this means.  The rich king is Xerxes, who reigned from 485 to 
464 B.C.  The kings who preceded him after the death of Cyrus were (1) 
Cambyses, who reigned from 529 to 523 B.C.; (2) Gaumata, an imposter, who 
reigned from 523 to 522 B.C.; and finally (3) Darius the Great, who assassinated 
Gaumata and reigned from 522 to 485 B.C. 
p. 111 
 
 
 
J. Vernon McGee says: 
 
From here through verse 34 is one of the most remarkable examples of prewritten 
history.  This section has caused the destructive critic to demand a late date for 
the composition of the Book of Daniel.  Here are clear-cut statements of prophecy 
which have been literally fulfilled. 
 The prophecy of this chapter is so detailed and so accurate that the liberal 
critic will not accept the fact that it was written before it happened. 
p. 595 
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McGee says still further: 
 
 When the angel gave this information to Daniel, he knew that Daniel would 
not live to see it fulfilled.  Obviously, it was recorded for the comfort and 
encouragement of the people of God who would live through the difficult days it 
describes.  Also it was written for all generations as a testimony of the fact that 
God knows the end from the beginning.  
p. 596 
 
 
 
Patrick & Lowth say: 
 
. . . I will show thee the succession of the Persian and Grecian empire in plain and 
naked truth, not in symbolical or figurative representations, as it was shown 
before, ch. [8]. 
p. 676 
 
 
 
Gaebelein says: 
 
With the second verse the great prophecy begins.  Here we have indeed history 
prewritten and the greater part of this chapter (verses 2-35) is fulfilled 
historically. 
p. 166 
 
 
 
Goldingay says much the same thing: 
 
 “Three further kings . . .”: the Achaemenid kings were Cyrus (560/59-530 
B.C.), Cambyses (530-522), Smerdis (522), Darius I (522-486), Xerxes I (486-465), 
Artaxerxes I (465-424), Xerxes II (424), Sogdianos (424-423), Darius II (423-405/4), 
Artaxerxes II (405/4-359/58), Artaxerxes III (359/58-338/37), Artaxerxes IV 
(338/37-336), Darius III (336-330) (Cook, Persian Empire, 226).  If the assertion 
that “the fourth king will be far wealthier than anyone” is to be pressed, it has to 
allude to Xerxes I, who invaded Greece to be defeated at Salamis in 480.  Strictly, 
there was no one Greek empire until the time of Philip of Macedon.  The reference 
of v 2b as a whole is thus to the four kings who followed Cyrus.  But the prophecy 
then has to leap over a century from Xerxes to Alexander. 
p. 294 
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Baldwin says: 
 
 In the events which the messenger goes on to foretell, the glorious land, the 
Temple and the wise among the people are at the centre of the writer’s concern.  
Two hundred years of Persian rule are passed over in a verse (2) because they are 
not relevant to his theme; the Greek empire, and the struggles between two 
eastern areas, have more attention, (verses 3-20) because armies were to march 
through Judea and put increasing pressure on God’s people. 
p. 182 
 
 
 
She says further: 
 
 Roughly two hundred years were to elapse before the end of Persian world-
rule.  Four kings after Cyrus were too few to span so long a period and historically 
there were nine, excluding the usurpers between Cambyses and Darius I.  The 
fourth, richer than all of them, is usually taken to be Xerxes (486-465) . . . 
p. 185 
 
 
 
Gangel says of the “FOURTH” king: 
 
The great Xerxes of Ezra and Esther fame (485-465 B.C.) in his wealth and power 
embarked on a campaign against Greece.  The famous feast of Esther 1 describes 
the grandeur or preparation for that very campaign.  He put everything he had 
into the effort but was unsuccessful in avenging the earlier victories of the Greeks 
over his father Darius Hystaspes. 
p. 298 
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Phillips & Vines say: 
 
It hurries on to the fourth Persian emperor, the one who was significant from the 
viewpoint of Bible prophecy: the wealthy and mighty Xerxes (the Ahasuerus of the 
book of Esther). 
 This king was quite willing to sell to Haman the lives of all the Jews in his 
realm for ten thousand talents of silver.  He was a king whose unbridled 
sensuality, ambition, and pride paved the way for the downfall of the Persian 
empire.  For years this king kept Asia in turmoil as he stirred up his vast realm 
against Greece (as foretold in this prophecy).  He assembled an army of over three 
million men for his invasion of Greece, and stirred up Phoenician Carthage 
against Greek colonies in Italy and Sicily.  The Carthaginians, seeing a chance to 
plunder a rival maritime power, raised some 300,000 men of their own along with 
a naval force of two hundred ships.  So, as the prophecy states, Xerxes did “stir up 
all” against the realm of Greece.  
 He seemed invincible as he hurled his land and sea forces against the tiny 
country of Greece.  Both at Thermopylae and at Salamis, however, he suffered 
crushing defeats and his power was broken.  All he could do was to sneak off, 
overwhelmed and humiliated.  The invasion of Greece by Xerxes proved in the end 
to be Persia’s Waterloo.  
p. 170 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
. . . The Angel proceeded to tell Daniel the truth of things yet to transpire.  First, 
“three more kings are going to arise in Persia.”  After Cyrus the Persian died in 
529 B.C., he was succeeded by Cambyses, Bardiya (also known as the Pseudo-
Smerdis), and Darius Hystaspes.  When this verse says that after the first three 
kings, “a fourth will gain far more riches than all of them,” that undoubtedly 
referred to Xerxes.  Although there were other Persian kings after Xerxes, it was 
he who stirred up the wrath of Greece by his invasion.  He prepared his expedition 
into Greece for four years, gathering and equipping what was probably one of the 
largest armies ever assembled.  According to one source, Xerxes’ army numbered 
some one million men. 
 When this verse states that he “will gain far more riches” than all those 
who had preceded him, it offers an accurate description of Xerxes.  He inherited 
the wealth accumulated by previous kings, since he was the son and successor of 
Darius; and their campaigns of conquest were some of the most remunerative in 
history. 
p. 152 
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Blair says: 
 
 “There shall stand up yet three kings in Persia; and the fourth shall be far 
richer than they all: and by his strength through his riches he shall stir up all 
against the realm of Grecia.”  These three kings were Ahasuerus, Artaxerxes, and 
Darius.  In history they are named as Cambyses . . . Pseudo-Smerdis . . . and 
Darius Hystaspis . . . We are told also of “the fourth” who would be “far richer 
than they all.”  This was Xerxes (485-465 B.C.) who, as prophesied, was extremely 
rich.  It was he who invaded Greece according to prophecy and fought at Salamis 
and Thermopylae in 480 B.C. 
p. 214 
 
 
 
Wiersbe says: 
 
 The four kings that would rule in the future were Cambyses . . . Pseudo-
Smerdis . . . Darius I Hystapes . . . and Xerxes . . . the Ahasuerus of the Book of 
Esther. 
p. 132 
 
 
 
He says further: 
 
 But the most important of the four kings, and the wealthiest, was Xerxes I, 
the Ahasuerus of the Book of Esther.  He ruled an empire that reached from 
Ethiopia to India and he had a great passion to conquer Greece.  In 480 he tried to 
invade Greece, but his vast fleet was defeated at Salamis and Samos, and his 
army was defeated at Plataea.  All of this occurred between chapters 1 and 2 of 
the Book of Esther.  He came home a bitter and angry man and sought to find 
relief for his wounded pride by enjoying his harem.  It was at this time that Esther 
entered the picture.  Xerxes was assassinated in August 465. 
pp. 132-33 
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(Life as a Vapor by John Piper) Sisters, OR: Multnomah. Copyright – Desiring 
God Foundation, 2004.  

 
So, Father, open our minds, enlarge our minds, 

fill our minds, transform our minds, 
so that we think Your thoughts after You. 

Incline our hearts to Your word, 
and not to getting gain. 
Have mercy on us in our  

foolish addictions to things 
that dull us to the delights 

of knowing You in Your Word. 
You have multiplied, O LORD our God, 

Your wondrous thoughts toward us. 
Your thoughts are very deep! 
All praise and honor to You! 

In Jesus’ name, 
Amen. 

p. 157 
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v. 3  Then a mighty king will appear, who will rule with great power and do as he 
pleases. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 3: 
 

 “‘Then a powerful king will show up and take over a huge territory 
and run things just as he pleases. 

p. 1603 
 
 
We now to need FAST-FORWARD our VCR of life 129 years: 
 

from the death of Xerxes in 465 B.C.  
 
to the beginning of Alexander the Great’s administration in 336 B.C. 

 
 
This “MIGHTY KING [WHO] WILL APPEAR” is: 
 

ALEXANDER THE GREAT. 
 
 
He has a reign of just 13 years from 336-323 B.C. 
 
 
We have already met up with him in: 
 
Daniel 8:5-8 
 

As I was thinking about this, suddenly a goat with a prominent horn 
between his eyes came from the west, crossing the whole earth without 
touching the ground.  He came toward the two-horned ram I had seen 
standing beside the canal and charged at him in great rage.  I saw him 
attack the ram furiously, striking the ram and shattering his two horns.  
The ram was powerless to stand against him; the goat knocked him to the 
ground and trampled on him, and none could rescue the ram from his 
power.  The goat became very great, but at the height of his power his large 
horn was broken off, and in its place four prominent horns grew up toward 
the four winds of heaven. 

C
opyright ©

 2017 by B
ible Teaching R

esources by D
on A

nderson M
inistries. The author's lecture notes incorporate quoted, paraphrased and sum

m
arized 

m
aterial from

 a variety of sources, all of w
hich have been appropriately credited to the best of our ability. Q

uotations particularly reside w
ithin the realm

 of fair use. 
It is the nature of lecture notes to contain references that m

ay prove difficult to accurately attribute. A
ny use of m

aterial w
ithout proper citation is unintentional.



 

Daniel/Study#21 – Daniel 11_2-20.doc 

36 

If the time of this prophecy is 534 B.C., then by the time we get to verse 3 we have 
MOVED FORWARD 198 YEARS to 336 B.C. 
 
 
If we take this to the end of Alexander the Great’s administration, we arrive at 
323 B.C., which would be 211 YEARS. 
 
 
There are TWO THINGS said about Alexander the Great.  He is the one: 
 
 1. “WHO WILL RULE WITH GREAT POWER” and 
 
 2. “[HE WILL] DO AS HE PLEASES.”  
 
 
Priority #1 in Alexander the Great’s administration was to GET EVEN WITH 
PERSIA for what Xerxes had done in his war against Greece almost 140 years 
earlier. 
 
 
If Alexander the Great is going to rule the then-known world, it is going to be 
necessary to get the Persian empire out of the way.  That is his first priority. 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
Notice that this text does not state that this king would arise from Persia, as the 
other three had.  From the next verse it is clear that this referred instead to the 
king of Macedon, Alexander the Great. 

In a letter to Darius the Mede, Alexander wrote:  
Your ancestors entered into Macedonia and the other parts of Greece, and 
did us damage when they had received no affront to cause it.  Now I, as 
General of the Greeks, and provoked by you and desirous of avenging the 
injury done us by the Persians, have passed into Asia. 

p. 152 
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Patrick & Lowth say: 
 
This denotes Alexander the Great, whose success was so uninterrupted, that 
nobody was able to put a stop to the progress of his victories . . . 
p. 676 
 
 
 
J. Vernon McGee says: 
 
“A mighty king” is Alexander the Great who came to power in 335 B.C. over the 
Graeco-Macedonian Empire.  He put down Persia and assumed world dominion. 
p. 596 
 
 
 
Haskell says: 
 
 Alexander, as a boy, showed an indomitable will, and as he grew to 
manhood the trait strengthened.  He was educated by Aristotle, the illustrious 
pupil of Plato, in the wisdom of the Greeks.  When twenty years of age, Philip, 
king of Macedon, died, leaving the government to Alexander.  This was the year 
336 B.C. 
pp. 184-5 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
. . . “he shall rule, holding mighty sway.”  The Hebrew reads “he shall rule a 
mighty rule.” 
p. 478 
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Smith says: 
 
Xerxes was the last Persian king who invaded Grecia; and the prophecy therefore 
passes over the nine successors of Xerxes in the Persian empire, and next 
introduces Alexander the Great.  Having overthrown the Persian empire, 
Alexander “became absolute lord of that empire, in the utmost extent in which it 
was ever possessed by any of the Persian kings.” — Prideaux, Vol. I, p. 477. 
p. 280 
 
 
 
Fyall says: 
 
 The ‘mighty king’ of verse 3 is plainly Alexander the Great and the theme of 
selfish power and ambition is again underlined in the phrase do as he pleases. 
p. 166 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary titles the section between verse 3 and 35 as: 
 
History under Greece (11:3-35) 
 
[Then verses 3 & 4 as] The rise of Alexander . . . 
p. 1367 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says further: 
 
The mighty king was Alexander whose rise had been foreshadowed by (a) the 
bronze belly and thighs of Nebuchadnezzar’s image (2:32, 39b), (b) the winged 
leopard (7:6), and (c) the prominent horn of the goat (8:5-8).  Between 334 and 330 
B.C. Alexander conquered Asia Minor, Syria, Egypt, and the land of the Medo-
Persian Empire.  His conquests extended as far as India . . . [He died] at the age of 
32 in 323 B.C. from malaria with complications from alcoholism. 
pp. 1367-68 
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Bible.org says: 
 
The “mighty king” who was to arise seems to be Alexander the Great, whose power 
was indeed great but who came to an early end to be replaced in time by four men.  
These four were not his sons nor did they exercise the authority which Alexander 
once demonstrated.  
 
(www.Bible.org commentary on Daniel 11:2-45 by Bob Deffinbaugh, Th.M.) 
 
 
 
Phillips & Vines say: 
 
 Alexander died in Babylon at the zenith of his power.  He lived only thirty-two 
years and eight months and reigned for a mere twelve years and eight months.  None 
of his posterity received any lasting inheritance.  His half-brother, Philip Aridaeus, 
succeeded him, but after six years was murdered, along with his wife Euridice, at the 
instigation of Alexander’s mother, Olympias.  His illegitimate son Hercules was not 
recognized by the generals and was murdered by Polysperchon, along with his mother 
Barsine, Alexander’s former mistress.  His wife Statira, daughter of the ill-fated 
Darius, was murdered by Roxane, another of Alexander’s wives.  His posthumous son 
Alexander Aegus, born to Roxane, was put under a guardian and then murdered by 
the order of Olympias through the treachery of the general Cassander.  Alexander’s 
mother, Olympias, was murdered.  His sister Cleopatra, queen of Epirus, was 
murdered.  Within fifteen years of his own death, none of his family remained alive.  
Thus exactly was the word of God fulfilled.  
p. 171 
 
 
 
Blair says: 
 
 Events move quickly in this chapter.  Between verses 2 and 3 about a 
century and a half elapsed until the “mighty king” came to power, who stood up 
and ruled “with great dominion.”  This “mighty king” was Alexander the Great, 
who overthrew Persia in 331 B.C. 
p. 214 
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Wiersbe says: 
 
 The mighty king of 11:3 is, of course, Alexander the Great, who was 
determined to punish the Persians for Xerxes’ invasion.  We have already met 
Alexander and know about his vast army and his lightning-like conquest of the 
nations.  Indeed, he did what he pleased and nobody could stand in his way.  In 
332, Alexander defeated the Persians and in 323 he died and his kingdom was 
divided among four of his generals.  
p. 133 
 
 
 
Dyer says: 
 
Following Alexander’s death, the Greek empire broke into four parts, just as 
Daniel had predicted.  Macedonia and Greece, Alexander’s original empire, went 
to Cassander.  Lysimachus grabbed Thrace and Asia Minor.  Palestine and Egypt 
went to Ptolemy I; and Syria, Mesopotamia, and Medo-Persia went to Seleucus I. 
 Seleucus I, more than any other individual, was responsible for the gradual 
decline of the city of Babylon.  Though he took the title “King of Babylon,” he was 
repeatedly forced to take and retake the city as he fought to assert his authority over 
the region.  He finally decided to establish a new capital on the Tigris River about 
forty-five miles north of Babylon, and he named the city after himself.  With the 
establishment of Seleucia, the government and trade center shifted from Babylon on 
the Euphrates to Seleucia on the Tigris.  Babylon never regained its prominent role 
in the region. 
pp. 124-25 
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v. 4  After he has appeared, his empire will be broken up and parceled out toward 
the four winds of heaven.  It will not go to his descendants, nor will it have 
the power he exercised, because his empire will be uprooted and given to 
others. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 4: 
 

But at the height of his power, with everything seemingly under control, his 
kingdom will split into four parts, like the four points of the compass.  But 
his heirs won’t get in on it.  There will be no continuity with his kingship.  
Others will tear it to pieces and grab whatever they can get for themselves. 

p. 1603 
 
 
 
The NET Bible translates the first phrase in verse 4 as: 
 

Shortly after his rise to power, 
 
 
You will notice something is going to happen.  “HIS EMPIRE”: 
 
 1. “WILL BE BROKEN UP” and 
 
 2. “PARCELED OUT TOWARD THE FOUR WINDS OF HEAVEN.” 
 
 
“HIS EMPIRE”: 
 
 1. “WILL NOT GO TO HIS DESCENDANTS” 
 
 2. “NOR WILL IT HAVE THE POWER HE EXERCISED.”  
 
 
“BECAUSE HIS EMPIRE WILL BE”: 
 
 1. “UPROOTED” and 
 
 2. “GIVEN TO OTHERS.” 
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The REASON all these things are going to happen to this “mighty king” is given to us 
in the final statement of verse 4.  “BECAUSE HIS EMPIRE WILL BE”: 
 
 1. “UPROOTED” and 
 
 2. “GIVEN TO OTHERS.” 
 
 
 
Bible.org says: 
 
Verse 4 strongly suggests the normal course of events did not happen because God 
sovereignly intervened, taking the throne away from Alexander the Great and his 
descendants.  In all that took place, God was in control, and His purposes were 
achieved.  Despite the great plans Alexander the Great may have had, God’s plans 
prevailed. 
 
(www.Bible.org commentary on Daniel 11:2-45 by Bob Deffinbaugh, Th.M.) 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 
A few years after Alexander’s death, his kingdom was divided among his four 
generals . . . Seleucus (over Syria and Mesopotamia), Ptolemy (over Egypt), 
Lysimacus (over Thrace and portions of Asia Minor), and Cassander (over 
Macedonia and Greece).  This division was anticipated through the four heads of 
the leopard (7:6) and the four prominent horns on the goat (8:8).  Alexander 
founded no dynasty of rulers; since he had no heirs, his kingdom was divided and 
the empire was marked by division and weakness. 
p. 1368 
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Smith says: 
 
The kingdom was divided, but not for his posterity; it was plucked up for others 
besides those.  Within fifteen years after his death, all his posterity had fallen 
victims to the jealousy and ambition of his leading generals.  Not one of the race of 
Alexander was left to breathe upon the earth.  So short is the transit from the 
highest pinnacle of earthly glory to the lowest depths of oblivion and death.  The 
kingdom was rent into four divisions, and taken possession of by Alexander’s four 
ablest, or perhaps most ambitious and unprincipled generals, —Cassander, 
Lysimachus, Seleucus, and Ptolemy. 
p. 283 
 
 
 
Patrick & Lowth say: 
 
. . . Alexander had a brother, Aridæus, and two sons, Alexander and Hercules: 
these were all cut off in a few years after his death, to make way for his generals, 
who divided his empire among themselves. 
p. 676 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
 One would normally expect Alexander’s throne to be passed on to his 
descendants; but his two lawful sons and heirs, Hercules and Alexander, were 
murdered and thus kept from the throne.  That fulfilled the prophecy contained in 
this verse that Alexander’s power would be parceled out, “though not to his own 
descendants . . . for his sovereignty will be uprooted and given to others besides 
them.” 
p. 153 
 
 
 
Boice says: 
 
The significant new item in this verse is the prophecy that not one of the parts of 
this divided Greek empire would go to even one of Alexander’s descendants.  That 
is not what we might have expected; it is not what Alexander himself expected.  
Nevertheless, it happened.  All his descendants, including his wives, children, and 
even distant relatives, were murdered . . . 
p. 112 
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Stortz says: 
 
 This mighty king appeared on the scene after his father Philip of Macedonia 
died in 336 B.C.  He swiftly conquered many of the kingdoms of the known world, 
including Persia, by 330 B.C.  The last kingdom to be conquered was Babylon, now 
weakened under Persian rule.  It was his desire to rebuild the city of Babylon the 
Great, though he was certainly unaware that God had said through the prophet 
Jeremiah that the city of Babylon would never be rebuilt. 
 

So desert creatures and hyenas will live there, and there the owl will dwell.   
It will never be inhabited or lived in from generation to generation.  As God 
overthrew Sodom and Gomorrah along with their neighboring towns . . . so 
no one will live there; no man will dwell in it.  (Jeremiah 50:39, 40) 

 
 Alexander the Great tried to rebuild Babylon, but he died in 323 B.C.  
When he died, he left his mentally challenged half-brother Philip III and his son 
Alexander IV in charge.  These two were under the guidance of Perdiccas.  All three 
were eventually murdered: Perdiccas in 321 B.C., Philip III in 317 B.C., and Alexander 
IV in 311 B.C.  The kingdom was then parceled up among four generals.  That is the 
meaning of his kingdom being “broken up and parceled out toward the four winds of 
heaven” and that “it will not go to his descendants.” 
pp. 193–94 
 
 
 
He say further: 
 
 Two of the nations were very weak, while the other two became world 
powers.  The two world powers fought each other for the next 150 years.  Their 
battles and their struggles for power were predicted in the verses that follow.  One 
of those rulers is called “the king of the North,” a phrase you will see over and over 
again in these verses.  The kingdom of the north is the kingdom of Syria. 
 The kingdom of Syria extended from Damascus to Jerusalem, northward 
into Asia Minor, and westward to Macedonia.  Macedonia was one of these four 
ruling kingdoms, but it was very weak.  Syria also extended into Iraq and Iran.  
That is the territory of the king of the North to keep in mind as the prophecy 
unfolds.  This territory was ruled by the Selucid dynasty. 
p. 194 
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Ironside says: 
 
Now all this was fulfilled to the letter.  Alexander had two sons, Hercules and 
Alexander, but both were slain, one before, and the other after his death.  His 
kingdom was then divided, as God had said it should be. 
pp. 194-5 
 
 
 
Young says: 
 
The kingdom does not pass over to the actual children of Alexander.  “Alexander 
had two sons; one named Hercules, by Barsine the daughter of Darius, who was 
assassinated soon after his father’s death by Polysperchon; the other, by Roxana, 
who was named Alexander, and with his guardian Philip Aridæus was shortly cut 
off in the same manner” (Stuart).  Not according to his rule]—None of the 
subsequent kingdoms shall be as great as was that of Alexander.  On the contrary 
they shall be far inferior. 
p. 233 
 
 
 
Matthew Henry says: 
 
His kingdom was plucked up for others besides those of his own family.  Arideus, 
his brother, was made king in Macedonia; Olympias, Alexander’s mother, killed 
him, and poisoned Alexander’s two sons, Hercules and Alexander.  Thus was his 
family rooted out by its own hands. 
p. 1101 
 
 
 
Gowan says: 
 
The exploits of Alexander are of no great interest, either (vv. 3-4), and he is passed 
over quickly in order to recount the fortunes of the kings who ruled or tried to rule 
Palestine. 
p. 145 
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Ironside says: 
 
From this point on, our chapter occupies us only with the dominions and the 
doings of two of them and their successors, namely; Ptolemy Lagus, ruler of Egypt; 
and Seleucas, Satrap of Syria.  Thus the great world-empire that Alexander had 
established at such a tremendous cost was broken into warring fragments, none of 
which ever again attained the splendor or power of his kingdom.  
 From verse five to thirty-five we have the wars of the Seleucidæ and the 
Ptolemies for about two centuries.  These rulers are called respectively the King of 
the North and the King of the South — the directions having to do of course with 
the land of Palestine, which in God’s eye is the centre of the earth. 
p. 195 
 
 
 
Stortz says: 
 
 Now, what does the prophecy mean, “The king of the South will become 
strong, but one of his commanders will become even stronger than he and will rule 
his own kingdom with great power”?  One of Ptolemy’s generals in 316 B.C. was 
Seleucus.  He became even stronger than Ptolemy Lagos and returned to Babylon 
to establish his own kingdom, which became the kingdom of the north, Syria. 
p. 195 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
 In Scripture, directional references are always relative to Palestine.  Thus, 
the “kingdom of the North” is to be identified with the Seleucid Dynasty of Syria, 
and the “kingdom of the South” with the Ptolemaic Dynasty of Egypt.  The futures 
of these two lands are important, since they border on the Land of Promise. 
p. 153 
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Feinberg, speaking of one of his commanders, says: 
 
This prince may have been Ptolemy, who was one of Alexander’s princes, or, as is 
more likely, it may have been Seleucus I, called Nicator.  Seleucus Nicator was 
subject to Ptolemy at first, for Ptolemy controlled the greatest of the four parts 
into which Alexander’s empire had been partitioned.  When Ptolemy died, 
however, conditions changed under his successor, Ptolemy Soter.  Seleucus was 
able to annex Babylonia, Media, and surrounding territories and was then in a 
position to throw off his allegiance to Egypt and rule independently. 
p. 154 
 
 
 
Patrick & Lowth say: 
 
. . . By the “king of the south” in this and the following verses, is meant the king of 
Egypt; and by the “king of the north,” the king of Assyria.  These two kings came 
at length to have the principal share of Alexander’s dominions, and make the 
greatest figure among his successors.  But the reason why they are only 
mentioned here is because they only were concerned in the affairs of the Jews: 
Judea bordering upon each of their dominions, and sometimes belonging to one, 
and sometimes to the other of those princes.  
p. 676 
 
 
 
Patrick & Lowth, speaking of the commander, say: 
 
This was Seleucus Nicator, the first king of the north, or of Syria; who, by the 
conquest of Lysimachus king of Thrace, and Demetrius king of Macedon, obtained 
the name of Nicator, i. e. conqueror.  
p. 676 
 
 
 
Smith says: 
 
We speak of only these two, because they are the only ones afterward spoken of in 
the prophecy, and because, in fact, almost the whole of Alexander’s empire finally 
resolved itself into these two divisions.  
p. 284 

C
opyright ©

 2017 by B
ible Teaching R

esources by D
on A

nderson M
inistries. The author's lecture notes incorporate quoted, paraphrased and sum

m
arized 

m
aterial from

 a variety of sources, all of w
hich have been appropriately credited to the best of our ability. Q

uotations particularly reside w
ithin the realm

 of fair use. 
It is the nature of lecture notes to contain references that m

ay prove difficult to accurately attribute. A
ny use of m

aterial w
ithout proper citation is unintentional.



 

Daniel/Study#21 – Daniel 11_2-20.doc 

52 

Smith says further: 
 
 These facts prepare the way for an application of the text before us.  The 
king of the south, Egypt, shall be strong.  Ptolemy annexed Cyprus, Phœnicia, 
Caria, Cyrene, and many islands and cities to Egypt.  Thus was his kingdom made 
strong.  But another of Alexander’s princes is introduced in the expression, “one of 
his princes.’  The Septuagint translates the verse thus: “And the king of the south 
shall be strong, and one of his [Alexander’s] princes shall be strong above him.”  
This must refer to Seleucus, who, as already stated, having annexed Macedon and 
Thrace to Syria, thus became possessor of three parts out of four of Alexander’s 
dominion, and established a more powerful kingdom than that of Egypt. 
p. 284 
 
 
 
Fyall says: 
 
Thus ‘the king of the South’ (v. 5) is Ptolemy I and the commander who will 
become even stronger than he is Seleucus, first Ptolemy’s ally and later his rival.  
Indeed Seleucus I established an empire greater than Ptolemy’s and indeed the 
greatest of the post-Alexander kingdoms. 
pp. 168-9 
 
 
 
Goldingay says: 
 
 In chap. 11 “the southern king” and “the northern king” are generic terms 
to refer to the current occupants—whoever they may be—of the Ptolemaic throne 
in Egypt and the Seleucid throne in Syria and Babylonia.  The two realms lie 
either side of Palestine and thus directly concern Judea, and are the two most 
powerful of the Hellenistic monarchies. 
p. 295 
 
 
 
Jamieson, Fausset & Brown say: 
 
Here the prophet leaves Asia and Greece and takes up Egypt and Syria, these 
being in continual conflict under Alexander’s successors, entailing misery on 
Judea, which lay between the two.  Holy Scripture handles external history only 
so far as it is connected with God’s people, Israel [JEROME]. 
p. 759 

C
opyright ©

 2017 by B
ible Teaching R

esources by D
on A

nderson M
inistries. The author's lecture notes incorporate quoted, paraphrased and sum

m
arized 

m
aterial from

 a variety of sources, all of w
hich have been appropriately credited to the best of our ability. Q

uotations particularly reside w
ithin the realm

 of fair use. 
It is the nature of lecture notes to contain references that m

ay prove difficult to accurately attribute. A
ny use of m

aterial w
ithout proper citation is unintentional.



 

Daniel/Study#21 – Daniel 11_2-20.doc 

53 

Keil & Delitzsch say: 
 
From the 5th verse the prophecy passes to the wars of the kings of the south and 
north for the supremacy and for the dominion over the Holy Land, which lay 
between the two.  
p. 433 
 
 
 
Lucas says: 
 
 In what follows, ‘the king of the south’ and ‘the king of the north’ refer to 
the rulers of the Ptolemaic dynasty in Egypt and the Seleucid dynasty in Syria 
and Mesopotamia.  These were the two most powerful of the Hellenistic kingdoms, 
and Palestine lay between them and became an area over which they fought. 
p. 280 
 
 
 
Showers calls these next verses: 
 
THE WARS BETWEEN THE KINGS OF THE SOUTH AND THE NORTH FOR 

DOMINION OVER ISRAEL (11:5–20) 
p. 151 
 
 
 
He says further: 
 
 Of the four divisions of Alexander’s kingdom, only two proved to be 
significant in the ancient world — the division ruled by the Ptolemies which 
headquartered in Egypt and the division ruled by the Seleucids which 
headquartered in Syria.  Since Egypt was south of Israel, Christ called the rulers 
of Egypt “the king of the South.”  Since Syria was north of Israel, He called the 
rulers of Syria “the king of the North.” 
p. 152 
 

C
opyright ©

 2017 by B
ible Teaching R

esources by D
on A

nderson M
inistries. The author's lecture notes incorporate quoted, paraphrased and sum

m
arized 

m
aterial from

 a variety of sources, all of w
hich have been appropriately credited to the best of our ability. Q

uotations particularly reside w
ithin the realm

 of fair use. 
It is the nature of lecture notes to contain references that m

ay prove difficult to accurately attribute. A
ny use of m

aterial w
ithout proper citation is unintentional.



 

Daniel/Study#21 – Daniel 11_2-20.doc 

54 

Showers says further: 
 
 The king of the south (v. 5) was Ptolemy I Soter who ruled Egypt from 323 
to 285 B.C.7  Seleucus I Nicator served him for several years, but in 312 B.C. 
Seleucus became ruler of Babylonia.8  Through time Seleucus also gained control 
of Syria, southern Asia Minor and the Iranian Plateau.  This made him the ruler 
of a much larger kingdom than that of Ptolemy Soter. 
pp. 152–53 
 
 
 
Wiersbe says: 
 
The nations here are Egypt (south) and Syria (north), and the rulers change 
regularly.  The little nation of Israel was caught between these two great powers 
and was affected by their conflicts.  All of these people and events may not be 
interesting to you, but the prophecies Daniel recorded tally with the record of 
history, thus proving that God’s Word can be trusted.  The Ptolemy line provided 
the rulers in Egypt, and the Seleucid line the rulers in the north (Syria).  
p. 134 
 
 
 
He says further: 
 

V. 5—Ptolemy I Soter and Seleucus I Nicator.  Seleucus was the stronger of 
the two and ruled over a large empire, but it was his alliance with Ptolemy that 
enabled him to seize the throne of Syria. 
p. 134 
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v. 6  After some years, they will become allies.  The daughter of the king of the 
South will go to the king of the North to make an alliance, but she will not 
retain her power, and he and his power will not last.  In those days she will 
be handed over, together with her royal escort and her father and the one 
who supported her. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 6: 
 

After a few years, the two of them will make a pact, and the daughter of the 
king of the south will marry the king of the north to cement the peace 
agreement.  But her influence will weaken and her child will not survive.  
She and her servants, her child, and her husband will be betrayed. 

p. 1603 
 
 
With the phrase “AFTER SOME YEARS” in verse 6, we JUMP AHEAD  
73 YEARS from the death of Alexander the Great. 
 
 
The TWO KINGS now: 
 
 1. Ptolemy II—who ruled from 285-246 in the “SOUTH” and then 
 
 2. Antiochus I—who ruled 280-261, who is the king in the “NORTH.” 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 

Ptolemy I Soter died in 285 B.C. and Ptolemy II Philadelphus, Ptolemy’s 
son, ruled in Egypt (285-246).  Meanwhile Seleucus was murdered in 281 and his 
son Antiochus I Soter ruled till 262.  Then Seleucus’ grandson Antiochus II Theos 
ruled in Syria (262-246).  Ptolemy II and Antiochus II were bitter enemies but 
finally (after some years) they entered into an alliance in about 250.  This alliance 
was sealed by the marriage of Ptolemy II’s daughter Berenice to Antiochus II.  
This marriage, however, did not last, for Laodice, whom Antiochus had divorced in 
order to marry Berenice, had Berenice killed (she was handed over).  Laodice then 
poisoned Antiochus II and made her son, Seleucus II Callinicus, king (246-227). 
p. 1368  
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Peterson paraphrases verse 6: 
 

After a few years, the two of them will make a pact, and the daughter of the 
king of the south will marry the king of the north to cement the peace 
agreement.  But her influence will weaken and her child will not survive.  
She and her servants, her child, and her husband will be betrayed. 

p. 1603 
 
 
 
Lucas says: 
 
 In about 250, Ptolemy II made an alliance with Antiochus II, grandson of 
Seleucus I, by giving him his daughter Berenice in marriage.  Antiochus divorced 
his wife Laodice, so disinheriting his two sons by her.  Berenice bore him a son, 
but after two years he was reconciled to Laodice.  Shortly after this he died, 
reportedly poisoned by Laodice.  She then arranged the murder of first Berenice’s 
child (so ensuring the succession for her son Seleucus II) and of Berenice herself 
and many of the Egyptian attendants who had accompanied her.  In the same year 
Berenice’s father died. 
p. 280 
 
 
 
Goldingay says: 
 
 “After some years an alliance will be made . . .”  About 250 B.C., half a century 
later, Ptolemy II attempted to mend relationships with the Seleucid empire, whose 
capital was now at Antioch, by marrying his daughter Berenice to Antiochus II, who 
divorced his first wife, Laodice, and excluded their sons Seleucus and Antiochus from 
succeeding him.  “But she will not be able to hold onto her power . . .”  After two 
years, Antiochus apparently went back to Laodice, who then had him killed, along 
with his son by Berenice (thus clearing the way for her own son Seleucus), Berenice 
herself, and a number of her Egyptian attendants.  Berenice’s father also died in the 
same year. 
p. 296 
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Smith says: 
 
 There were frequent wars between the kings of Egypt and Syria.  Especially 
was this the case with Ptolemy Philadelphus, the second king of Egypt, and 
Antiochus Theos, third king of Syria.  They at length agreed to make peace upon 
condition that Antiochus Theos should put away his former wife, Laodice, and her 
two sons, and should marry Berenice, the daughter of Ptolemy Philadelphus.  
Ptolemy accordingly brought his daughter to Antiochus, bestowing with her an 
immense dowry. 
pp. 284–85 
 
 
 
He then says further: 
 
 “But she shall not retain the power of the arm;” that is, her interest and 
power with Antiochus.  And so it proved; for some time shortly after, in a fit of 
love, Antiochus brought back his former wife, Laodice, and her children, to court 
again.  Then says the prophecy, “Neither shall he [Antiochus] stand, nor his arm,” 
or seed.  Laodice, being restored to favor and power, feared lest, in the fickleness 
of his temper, Antiochus should again disgrace her, and recall Berenice; and 
conceiving that nothing short of his death would be an effectual safeguard against 
such a contingency, she caused him to be poisoned shortly after.  Neither did his 
seed by Berenice succeed him in the kingdom; for Laodice so managed affairs as to 
secure the throne for her eldest son, Seleucus Callinicus. 
 “But she [Berenice] shall be given up.”  Laodice, not content with poisoning 
her husband, Antiochus, caused Berenice to be murdered.  “And they that brought 
her.”  Her Egyptian women and attendants, in endeavoring to defend her, were 
many of them slain with her.  “And he that begat her,” margin, “whom she 
brought forth;” that is, her son, who was murdered at the same time by order of 
Laodice.  “And he that strengthened her in these times;” her husband, Antiochus, 
as Jerome supposes, or those who took her part and defended her. 
 But such wickedness could not long remain unpunished, as the prophecy 
further predicts, and further history proves. 
p. 285 
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Patrick & Lowth say: 
 
. . . In process of time the successors of these two kings, viz. Ptolemy Philadelphus, 
the son of the former Ptolemy, and Antiochus Theus, the grandson of Seleucus 
Nicator, shall enter into a league or confederacy with each other. 
p. 676 
 
 
 
Young says: 
 
 Antiochus II, called Theos (God), the grandson of Seleucus I, for political 
purposes, married Berenice, the daughter of Ptolemy Philadelphus.  But 
Antiochus was already married to Laodice, who had given him two sons, Seleucus 
Callinicus and Antiochus.  Berenice was brought to Antiochus in great pomp.  Two 
years later Ptolemy died, and Antiochus divorced Berenice, taking back Laodice, 
from whom he had been separated.  Laodice, fearing lest her husband might again 
turn to Berenice,5 had him poisoned and encouraged her son Seleucus to murder 
both Berenice and her infant, thus obtaining the throne for himself. 
p. 236 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
 A period of history is passed over which some interpreters compute to have 
been sixty-one years.  New kings are on the throne, but they are still the king of 
the south and the king of the north. 
p. 481 
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Haskell says: 
 
Worldly policy of intermarriage was followed, and as Spurrell renders verse 6, 
“After some years they [the kings of the north and south]  shall be associated; for 
the daughter of the king of the south [Berenice, daughter of Ptolemy 
Philadelphus] shall come to the king of the north [Antiochus Theos] to make 
agreements.”  Antiochus put away his lawful wife, Laodice, in order to marry 
Berenice, and the results of this transgression of God’s law are given by the pen of 
inspiration.  “The arm shall not retain its strength, neither shall their offspring be 
established; but she shall be given up, and her attendants, and her child, and her 
supporters at those times.”  Human pen can not make the history any plainer 
than did Gabriel in relating it to Daniel nearly two hundred years before it 
occurred.  Berenice lost favor in the eyes of Antiochus Theos, who thereupon 
recalled Laodice.  The jealous wife then caused Antiochus to be poisoned, and 
placed her own son on the throne.  Through her influence, also, Berenice, her child 
by Antiochus, and her Egyptian attendants and supporters, were all murdered.  
pp. 194-5 
 
 
 
Lange says: 
 
To make an agreement; properly, “to make a straightening, to establish a just and 
peaceful condition.” 
p. 240 
 
 
 
Longman says: 
 
 Some years later (ca. 250 B.C.) a dynastic marriage was planned, 
presumably to soothe matters between the two royal houses (cf. v. 6).  Ptolemy II 
Philadelphus gave his daughter Berenice in marriage to Antiochus II Theos, who 
was the grandson of Seleucus.  Antiochus II had divorced his first wife, Laodice, to 
marry Berenice.  A son, whose name we do not know, was born of the second 
union, but then Antiochus reconciled with Laodice, who promptly had her 
husband, Berenice, and he son poisoned; thus “she will not retain her power” (v. 
6). 
p. 275 
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Walvoord says: 
 
Within a few years of the marriage, Ptolemy died; and Antiochus then took back 
his wife, Laodiceia.  To gain revenge, however, Laodiceia murdered her husband 
as well as his Egyptian wife, Berenice, and the infant son of Antiochus and 
Berenice.  The reference to “he that begat her” is, of course, to Ptolemy II whose 
death precipitated the murders which followed. 
p. 259 
 
 
 
Blair says: 
 
 Another period of time elapsed, to 250 B.C., when the king of the north and 
the king of the south sought to make an alliance: “in the end of years they shall join 
themselves together” (verse 6).  This alliance was brought about through the 
marriage of the daughter of the king of the south, Princess Berenice, to Antiochus 
Theos, the king of the north.  To enter into this marriage, Antiochus had agreed to 
divorce his wife and to make the first-born child in his new marriage the heir to the 
kingdom.  But the Scripture declares that “she shall not retain the power of the 
arm; neither shall he stand, nor his arm: but she shall be given up, and they that 
brought her, and he that begat her, and he that strengthened her in these times.”  
Tragedy soon followed as these prophecies were fulfilled.  The king’s former wife, 
Laodice, was the instigator of a plot that resulted in the murder of Bernice and all 
her attendants.  Laodice was reinstated as queen by Antiochus, but, not long after, 
she poisoned him and her son Seleucus Callinicus was crowned king. 
p. 215 
 
 
 
Stortz says: 
 
 After many years of hostility between these two kingdoms, they desired to 
promote a lasting peace and become allies.  Antiochus II, the grandson of Seleucus I, 
was ruling Syria, the kingdom of the north.  Ptolemy II was ruling in Egypt, the 
kingdom of the south.  To seal the alliance, Ptolemy gave his daughter Bernice in 
marriage to Antiochus II.  The marriage was accompanied with great celebration as 
Berenice came to the Seleucid capital of Antioch.  Antiochus put his first wife Laodice 
away and sent her and her sons to Ephesus in Asia Minor.  But Berenice did not retain 
her power as queen because Antiochus II grew tired of her after a son was born.  He 
went to Ephesus to live with Laodice, but he was poisoned by her to insure her 
children’s right to the throne of Syria. 
p. 195 
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Stortz says further: 
 
 Berenice was handed over to Laodice, who had Berenice and her infant son 
murdered.  Laodice had most of her leading supporters killed too.  At the same 
time, the father of Berenice, Ptolemy II, died. 
p. 195 
 
 
 
Showers says: 
 
 Several years after Ptolemy I Soter and Seleucus I Nicator, two new kings, 
Ptolemy II Philadelphus (285–246 B.C.) of Egypt and Antiochus II Theos (261-246 
B.C.) of Syria, formed an alliance.  Ptolemy’s daughter, Berenice, was married to 
Antiochus to bind the alliance.  Ptolemy forced Antiochus to divorce his first wife, 
Laodice, in order to marry Berenice.  The marriage did not last, however.  When 
Ptolemy died a few years later, Antiochus abandoned Berenice and took back 
Laodice.  Laodice was so jealous over her divorce that she had her husband, 
Berenice, Berenice’s baby and all those who had accompanied Berenice from Egypt 
murdered.9 
p. 153 
 
 
 
Wiersbe says: 
 

V. 6—Ptolemy II Philadelphus and Antiochus II Theos.  As was often done 
in the days of monarchies, the rulers used marriage as a means of forming strong 
political alliances, a policy Solomon had followed . . . However, Ptolemy demanded 
that Antiochus divorce his wife Laodice in order to marry his daughter Berenice.  
Ptolemy died after two years, so Seleucus took back his former wife, who then 
murdered both him and Berenice.  It was one marriage where they all didn’t live 
happily ever after. 
p. 134 
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Jeremiah says: 
 
 And what really happened?  These two kings were constantly at each 
other’s throats.  In those days they had an interesting was of handling 
disagreements.  If you were the king of the South and you weren’t getting along 
with the king of the North, you’d take your daughter and offer her to the 
opposition.  They used to marry their daughters off like a peace treaty.  (And 
women think they have it tough today!) 
 So, the third king of Syria, who called himself Antiochus the God (quite an 
ego) decided to make a treaty with the king of the South and marry the daughter 
of the king of Egypt.  One small detail: He was already married.  No problem.  He 
divorced his wife and married the daughter of the Egyptian king anyway.  Now 
the wife of Antiochus didn’t like that one bit, so she murdered his new wife and all 
of her attendants.  Guess what the king did?  Foolish fellow, he took his wife back.  
As soon as they were remarried, she poisoned him. 
p. 219 
 
 
 
(The Worn Out Woman by Dr. Steve Stephens & Alice Gray) Sisters, OR: 

Multnomah. Copyright – Steve Stephens & Alice Gray, 2004.  
 

Sometimes in a whisper, often with tears streaming down their cheeks, 
these women shared their weariness and frustration: 

• Most days I feel overwhelmed. 
• I want to run away and start over again. 
• I’ve wished my life away. 
• I hardly ever experience intimate or tender moments with the Lord. 
• My days are filled with things I don’t want to do. 
• When I read the Bible, it’s out of habit rather than desire. 
• The joy and excitement are gone. 
• I wake up feeling discouraged. 
• I’ve taken on responsibilities that I never wanted. 
• I feel like I’m missing me.  But maybe it’s God I’m missing. 

p. 14 
 
 

Don’t ask me to relax;  
it’s my tension that’s holding me together. 

AUTHOR UNKNOWN 
p. 21 
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(The Walk Out Woman by Dr. Steve Stephens & Alice Gray) Sisters, OR: 
Multnomah. Copyright – Alice Gray & Dr. Steve Stephens, 2004.  

 
A VOW 
 

If things get better for us, I will love you. 
If things get worse, I will love you. 
If we get rich beyond our wildest dreams, I will love you. 
If we grow poorer and don’t own much, I will love you. 
If you get sick, I will love you. 
If you remain healthy, I will love you. 
. . . No matter what happens, I will always love you. 

GARY AND BARBARA ROSBERG2 
 
2.  Gary Rosberg and Barbara Rosberg, Serving Love (Wheaton, IL: Tyndale, 2003), 18. 
p. 227 
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Husband Sends a $17,000 Apology 
 
After 17 years of marriage, Marianne finally left Larry.  “It was a culmination of 
things,” said Larry.  “But I am desperately trying to save our marriage.” 
 
Marianne left their home in Orlando, Florida, and went to her parents’ home in 
Jacksonville.  She changed her cell phone number so he couldn’t reach her.  Her 
parents blocked him from entering their gated community, so he sent her five-
dozen roses.  His goal was to ask forgiveness, to plead for the chance for the two of 
them to work on their relationship. 
 
When none of those actions brought any response from his estranged wife, Larry 
took out a full-page ad in the Florida Times-Union on January 25, 2005.  The ad 
read: “I can only hope you will give me the chance to prove my unending love for 
you.  Life without you is empty and meaningless.”  
 
The cost of a full-page ad meant that Larry sent Marianne a $17,000 apology.  A 
relative told Larry that his wife had seen the ad. “She said my wife read the ad 
and started crying,” he said.  “But so far I’ve had no response from her.” 
 
When it comes to our relationship with God, we’ve all sinned, and it’s broken our 
relationship with him.  No amount of money, no extravagant effort can right that.  
But what if God chose to offer us forgiveness anyway?  According to the Bible, he 
has. 
 

Citation: Rubel Shelly, Nashville, Tennessee; source: “Man Begs Wife’s  
Forgiveness in $17,000 Ad,” CNN.com, (1-26-05) 

 
© 2005 PreachingToday.com & Christianity Today International 

 
(PreachingToday.com) 
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(14,000 Quips and Quotes: A Collection of Motivational Thoughts and Humorous 
One-Liners Categorized for Ease of Use by E. C. McKenzie) Peabody, MA: 
Hendrikson Publishers, Inc. Copyright – Baker Book House Co., 1980.  

 
A man in New Hampshire complained about slow mail delivery, “Today, I received 
an invitation to the wedding of a couple who are already divorced.” 
p. 410 
 
 
 
Writer Judith Viorst on Marriage 
 
“One advantage of marriage, it seems to me, is that when you fall out of love with 
him, or he falls out of love with you, it keeps you together until you maybe fall in 
again.” 
 

Citation: —Writer Judith Viorst in Redbook magazine  
“What Is This Thing Called Love?” Redbook (February 1975);  

submitted by J. Richard Love 
 

© 2005 PreachingToday.com & Christianity Today International 
 
(PreachingToday.com) 
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v. 7  “One from her family line will arise to take her place.  He will attack the 
forces of the king of the North and enter his fortress; he will fight against 
them and be victorious. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 7: 
 

 “‘Sometime later a member of the royal family will show up and take 
over.  He will take command of his army and invade the defenses of the 
king of the north and win a resounding victory. 

p. 1603 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 

Berenice’s brother, Ptolemy III Euergetes (246-221), succeeded his father 
and set out to avenge the death of his sister Berenice.  He was victorious over the 
Syrian army (the king of the North), put Laodice to death, and returned to Egypt 
with many spoils. 
p. 1368 
 
 
Ptolemy III will reign from 246-221. 
 
 
He was Berenice’s brother.  He is heading north with an intense passion for 
getting even for all that they had done to his family, especially to his sister. 
 
 
He does THREE THINGS when he heads north: 
 
 1. He enters the “FORTRESS” of the “KING OF THE NORTH,” 
 
 2. He “FIGHT[S] AGAINST THEM,” and 
 
 3. He is “VICTORIOUS.” 
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Longman says: 
 
 Needless to say, these actions did not help the relationship between the 
Seleucids and the Ptolemies.  In verse 7 we have an allusion to the fact that 
Ptolemy III Euergetes, Berenice’s brother, came to the throne in 246 B.C. and 
waged war against the son of Laodice, Seleucus II Callinicus, who had inherited 
the northern throne.  In the process of the successful campaign, Ptolemy III stole 
the images of the gods and returned them to Egypt.  However, his success was not 
long-lived for Seleucus II attacked the south and, though he did not take Egypt, 
recovered his land.  The battles continued.  
p. 275 
 
 
 
Haskell says: 
 
 This aroused the royal house of Egypt, and a brother of Berenice, a shoot from 
her roots, advanced into the territory of Antiochus with a large army. 
p. 195 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
 After Ptolemy Philadelphus there comes Ptolemy III, called Euergetes.  He 
is the one spoken of as coming up in “his . . . place.”  This new king was of the 
same stock as Berenice and thus “a scion of her roots.”  He did in reality make 
strong inroads into the Syrian power and laid low all that the Syrians had built 
up, so much so that Syria was brought extremely low . . . 
p. 483 
 
 
 
Young says: 
 
One of the shoots from Berenice’s roots, i.e., from her ancestry, will stand in the 
place of Ptolemy Philadelphus.  The reference is to the brother of Berenice, 
Ptolemy Euergetes, the third Ptolemy in Egypt.  He comes unto the army, i.e., 
against the army of the North (not to power Haevernick, nor to his own army 
Hitzig, Kliefoth), and enters even the stronghold (i.e., the fortresses and territory) 
of the king of the North.  In this expedition he does according to his will against 
his enemy’s subjects and succeeds in putting to death Laodice, the murderess of 
his sister. 
p. 236 
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Patrick & Lowth say: 
 
One of the same stock or original with Berenice; viz. her brother, Ptolemy 
Euergetes, shall succeed his father in the government of Egypt, and shall revenge 
his sister’s quarrel, by invading the frontiers or territories . . . of Seleucus, and 
prevail against him.  
p. 677 
 
 
 
Smith says: 
 
 This branch out of the same root with Berenice was her brother, Ptolemy 
Euergetes.  He had no sooner succeeded his father, Ptolemy Philadelphus, in the 
kingdom of Egypt, than, burning to avenge the death of his sister, Berenice, he 
raised an immense army, and invaded the territory of the king of the north, that is, 
of Seleucus Callinicus, who, with his mother, Laodice, reigned in Syria.  And he 
prevailed against them, even to the conquering of Syria, Cilicia, the upper parts 
beyond the Euphrates, and almost all Asia.  But hearing that a sedition was raised 
in Egypt requiring his return home, he plundered the kingdom of Seleucus, took 
forty thousand talents of silver and precious vessels, and two thousand five hundred 
images of the gods.  Among these were the images which Campyses had formerly 
taken from Egypt and carried into Persia.  The Egyptians, being wholly given to 
idolatry, bestowed upon Ptolemy the title of Euergetes, or the Benefactor, as a 
compliment for his having thus, after many years, restored their captive gods.  
pp. 285–86 
 
 
 
Fyall says: 
 
 The struggle continued when Berenice’s brother, Ptolemy III, (Euergetes) 
became king of Egypt.  He was one from her family line and he vigorously 
campaigned against Seleucus Callinicus.  Verse 8 with its reference to Ptolemy 
seizing the images of gods is a reminder of Chapters 1 and 5 and the significance 
of temple vessels as a sign of the conqueror’s power.  Seleucus, of course, fought 
back but had to retreat. 
p. 169 
 

C
opyright ©

 2017 by B
ible Teaching R

esources by D
on A

nderson M
inistries. The author's lecture notes incorporate quoted, paraphrased and sum

m
arized 

m
aterial from

 a variety of sources, all of w
hich have been appropriately credited to the best of our ability. Q

uotations particularly reside w
ithin the realm

 of fair use. 
It is the nature of lecture notes to contain references that m

ay prove difficult to accurately attribute. A
ny use of m

aterial w
ithout proper citation is unintentional.



 

Daniel/Study#21 – Daniel 11_2-20.doc 

69 

Feinberg says: 
 
 This prophecy was fulfilled when Berenice’s death was avenged by her 
brother, Ptolemy Euergetes of Egypt.  As soon as he heard what was happening to 
his sister in Syria, he mustered his army out of Egypt.  He originally intended to 
rescue Bernice, but by the time he arrived with his army, it was too late to save 
her.  Ptolemy Euergetes then undertook to avenge her death in a campaign of 
conquest, and he succeeded in subduing Syria, Cilicia, and Mesopotamia as far as 
the river Tigris.  When he returned to Egypt in triumph, he brought with him the 
great wealth that he had plundered abroad.  After Laodice brought about the 
death of Antiochus Theos, she had her son, Seleucus II Callinicus crowned in his 
place. 
pp. 155-6 
 
 
 
Blair says: 
 
 “Out of a branch of her roots shall one stand up in his estate” (verse 7).  The 
one who would “stand up in his estate” was Bernice’s brother, Ptolemy Eurgetes, 
who avenged the death of his sister with a mighty army, thus retaliating for the 
humiliation inflicted upon Egypt.  This is foretold in the prophecy of verse 7: 
“Which shall come with an army, and shall enter into the fortress of the king of 
the north, and shall deal against them, and shall prevail,” . . . 
p. 216 
 
 
 
Stortz says: 
 
One from her own family arose to take his place.  This was Ptolemy III, the 
brother of Bernice.  Greatly angered by the murder of his sister, he attacked the 
Seleucid realm by land and by sea. . . . 
 Seleucus II, the son of Laodice, was in power at the time.  He fled back to 
Asia Minor while the army of Ptolemy III plundered his kingdom and carried the 
spoils back to Egypt.  The last sentence describes an unsuccessful counterattack 
by Seleucus II.  
pp. 195–96 
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Showers says: 
 
 Berenice’s brother, Ptolemy III Euergetes (246–221 B.C.), succeeded his 
father as king of Egypt.  To avenge his sister’s murder he marched north, defeated 
the Syrian army, invaded Syria and put Laodice to death.  He conquered large 
areas of the Seleucid kingdom and carried back to Egypt 40,000 talents of silver 
and 2,500 idols.  He remained more powerful than the Syrians for a number of 
years.  However, around 240 B.C., the new Syrian king, Seleucus Callinicus, made 
a retaliatory invasion against Egypt.  He was defeated and had to return home 
(vv. 7–9). 
p. 153 
 
 
 
 
Wiersbe says: 
 
Ptolemy III Euergetes and Seleucus II Callinicus.  The new king of Egypt was the 
brother of Berenice, and he was intent on defending his sister’s honor and 
avenging her death.  He attacked the northern power, won the victory, and 
collected a great deal of wealth.  Then the two kings ignored each other for some 
years until Seleucus attacked Egypt in 240, was defeated, and had to return home 
in shame.  He was killed by a fall from his horse and his son Seleucus III Soter 
took the throne, only to be assassinated four years later.  Antiochus III the Great, 
who ruled from 223 to 187, succeeded him. 
pp. 134-35 
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v. 8  He will also seize their gods, their metal images and their valuable articles of 
silver and gold and carry them off to Egypt.  For some years he will leave 
the king of the North alone. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 8: 
 

He will load up their tin gods and all the gold and silver trinkets that go 
with them and cart them off to Egypt. 

p. 1603 
 
 
There are FOUR THINGS that Ptolemy Euergetes does after he is victorious in 
the north.  He seizes: 
 
 1. “THEIR GODS,” 
 
 2. “THEIR METAL IMAGES,” 
 
 3. “THEIR VALUABLE ARTICLES OF SILVER,” and 
 
 4. “THEIR VALUABLE ARTICLES OF . . . GOLD,” 
 
 
“AND [HE WILL] CARRY THEM OFF TO EGYPT”—back home again. 
 
 
The verse then tells us: 
 

“FOR SOME YEARS [Ptolemy Euergetes] WILL LEAVE THE KING OF 
THE NORTH [Seleucus II Callinicus] ALONE.” 

 
 
SELEUCUS II CALLINICUS is the SON OF LAODICE. 
 
 
Ptolemy III Euergetes took quite a load with him back south to Egypt: 
 

“THEIR GODS, THEIR METAL IMAGES AND THEIR VALUABLE 
ARTICLES OF SILVER AND GOLD.” 

 
 
All of these he carried with him back to Egypt. 
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Feinberg says: 
 
. . . As we have seen, Ptolemy Euergetes took from his conquests great spoils of 
every kind.  Jerome claims that when he returned to Egypt, Ptolemy brought with 
him 40,000 talents of silver and 2,400 gold vessels and images.  Among these were 
many Egyptian idols that Cambyses had taken to Persia when he conquered 
Egypt in 525 B.C.  By returning these sacred artifacts to their rightful places, 
Ptolemy endeared himself to the people of Egypt.  It was for this reason that he 
was given the additional name of Euegetes, which means “benefactor.” 
p. 156 
 
 
 
Boice says: 
 
Then Bernice was avenged by her brother, another Ptolemy, who attacked Syria 
and looted its temples.  Josephus, who related this history, records that Ptolemy 
III returned to Egypt with 4,000 talents of gold, 40,000 talents of silver, and 2,500 
objects that had been in the cities and temples of the northern kingdom.  This is 
what verse 8 describes. 
p. 112 
 
 
 
J. Vernon McGee says: 
 
It is recorded that Ptolemy Euergetes took into Egypt as booty four thousand 
talents of gold, forty thousand talents of silver, and twenty-five hundred idols.  Do 
you see how this Scripture was literally fulfilled? 
p. 597 
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(The 8th Habit by Stephen R. Covey) New York, NY: Publisher. Free Press / 
Simon & Schuster – FranklinCovey Co., 2004.  

 
Whatever weakens your reason, impairs the tenderness 

of your conscience, obscures your sense of God, 
takes off your relish for spiritual things, whatever 
increases the authority of the body over the mind, 

that thing is sin to you, however innocent 
it may seem in itself. 

 
SUSANA WESLEY (JOHN WESLEY’S MOTHER) 

p. 66 
 
 
Do you realize that with the action that is taking place in verse 8, we are nearly 
300 years into the future from the time this vision is being given to Daniel in 534 
B.C.?  We are now to somewhere in the 240 B.C. area at this point. 
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v. 9  Then the king of the North will invade the realm of the king of the South but 
will retreat to his own country. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 9: 
 

Eventually, the king of the north will recover and invade the country of the 
king of the south, but unsuccessfully.  He will have to retreat. 

p. 1603 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 

After this humiliating defeat, Seleucus II Callinicus (the king of the North) 
sought to invade Egypt but was unsuccessful.  After his death (by a fall from his 
horse) he was succeeded by his son, Seleucus II Soter (227-223 B.C.), who was 
killed by conspirators while on a military campaign in Asia Minor. 
p. 1368 
 
 
 
Young says: 
 
The subject is the king of the North, Seleucus Callinucus, who after two years, 
succeeded in regaining his power.  He then proceeded to march against Ptolemy c. 
240 in which he was completely defeated.  
p. 237 
 
 
 
Walvoord says: 
 
The inclusion of this background material leads up to the important point, which 
is the burden of the prophecy in verses 10-19—the ascendancy of Syria over Egypt 
and the return of the Holy Land to Syrian control.  This set the stage for the 
persecutions of Israel under Antiochus Epiphanes, which is the major concern of 
verses 21-35 of this prophecy. 
p. 260 
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v. 10  His sons will prepare for war and assemble a great army, which will sweep 
on like an irresistible flood and carry the battle as far as his fortress. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 10: 
 

 “‘But then his sons will raise a huge army and rush down like a flood, 
a torrential attack, on the defenses of the south. 

p. 1603 
 
 
“HIS SONS” in verse 10 refer to the SONS OF SELEUCUS II. 
 
 
These sons’ names are: 
 

Seleucus III and 
 
Antiochus III. 

 
 
They do TWO THINGS: 
 
 1. “PREPARE FOR WAR” and 
 
 2. “ASSEMBLE A GREAT ARMY.” 
 
 
They then HEAD SOUTH: 
 

“LIKE AN IRRESISTIBLE FLOOD AND CARRY THE BATTLE AS FAR 
AS HIS FORTRESS.” 
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The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 
Seleucus III’s brother, Antiochus III the Great, became the ruler in 223 at 18 
years of age and reigned for 36 years (till 187). 
 The two sons (Seleucus III and Antiochus III) had sought to restore Syria’s 
lost prestige by military conquest, the older son by invading Asia Minor and the 
younger son by attacking Egypt.  Egypt had controlled all the territory north to 
the borders of Syria which included the land of Israel.  Antiochus III succeeded in 
driving the Egyptians back to the southern borders of Israel in his campaign in 
219-217. 
p. 1368 
 
 
 
Walvoord says: 
 
 Although Seleucus Callinicus was unsuccessful in his attack on Egypt,  
his successors described as “his sons” proved to be more successful.  Seleucus III 
(226–223 B.C.) came to an untimely end, having perished in battle in Asia Minor, but 
the task was ably carried on by Antiochus III the Great (223-187 B.C.).  Because of the 
passing of Seleucus, the plural of the first part of verse 10 is changed to the singular.  
Antiochus the Great was able to mount several campaigns against Egypt; and largely 
because of the indolence of the Egyptian ruler, Ptolemy Philopator (221-203 B.C.), he 
restored to Syria the territory as far south as Gaza. 
p. 261 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
. . . We read here, “His sons will mobilize and assemble a multitude of great 
forces.”  This referred to the sons of Seleucus II Callinicus, who died when he fell 
from his horse.  His sons were known as Callinicus II Ceraunus and Antiochus III 
the Great.  Callinicus Ceraunus died soon after his father, leaving the throne to 
his fifteen-year-old brother. 
p. 156 
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Showers says: 
 
 The sons of Seleucus Callinicus, Seleucus III Ceraunus (226–223 B.C.) and 
Antiochus III the Great (223–187 B.C.), gathered a huge Syrian army together.11  

Seleucus was killed in an early battle in Asia Minor, so Antiochus took charge of 
the army.  He made great rapid conquests, retaking Syrian territory held by 
Egypt.  By 219 B.C. he had conquered into parts of Israel and the Transjordan. 
p. 153 
 
 
 
Stortz says: 
 
 The sons of the king of the North, Seleucus II, who had an unsuccessful 
attack on Egypt, prepared for war and assembled a great army.  Seleucus II had 
two sons.  The older, Seleucus III, began to assemble forces to attack Egypt but 
was killed in a revolt four years after becoming king.  He was succeeded by his 
younger brother, Antiochus III, who swept on “like an irresistible flood” and 
carried the battle “as far as his fortress” (11:10).  He completely defeated the king 
of the South, Ptolemy III (Euergetes).  Antiochus reestablished control over most 
of the land they had formerly held and kept Egypt at bay through almost thirty-
six years of constant fighting. 
p. 196 
 
 
 
Goldingay says: 
 
 “His sons will commit themselves to war . . .”: Seleucus II was succeeded by 
his sons, Seleucus III (226–223) and—on his murder during a campaign in 
Turkey—Antiochus III (223–187).  The latter attempted to turn the tide of 
aggressive power between the Seleucids and the Ptolemies . . . 
p. 296 
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Lange says: 
 
Callinicus, and that his two sons, Seleucus III.  Ceraunus . . . and Antiochus III. 
the Great . . . are intended. 
p. 242 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
 Though Seleucus Callinicus, as we saw above, had attempted to regain 
what Syria had lost he had succeeded only in making a bold attempt.  The rulers 
who are now mentioned as “his sons” they are Seleucus the Third and Antiochus 
the Third, who jointly carried on what their father had not been able to 
accomplish.  But they did not work together long because the former came to an 
untimely end.  It is for this reason that the gathering of a throng is ascribed to 
both, and that the verb is then changed to the singular, for it is Antiochus III, 
called also the Great, who then carries on alone.   
p. 485 
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v. 11  “Then the king of the South will march out in a rage and fight against the 
king of the North, who will raise a large army, but it will be defeated. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 11: 
 

 “‘Furious, the king of the south will come out and engage the king of 
the north and his huge army in battle and rout them. 

p. 1603 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 

The king of the South in this verse was Ptolemy IV Philopator (221-204 B.C.).  
He was the one driven back by Antiochus III the Great . . . Ptolemy IV came to meet 
Antiochus III at the southern borders of Israel.   
p. 1368 
 
 
 
Showers says: 
 
 Finally Ptolemy got angry with the advances toward Egypt by Antiochus.  
He assembled an army consisting of 70,000 infantry, 5,000 cavalry and 73 
elephants and marched against Antiochus.14  Antiochus had 72,000 infantry, 6,000 
cavalry and 102 elephants.15  In 217 BC. the two armies clashed at Raphia.16  
Egypt won a great victory.  Antiochus lost 10,000 infantry, 300 cavalry and five 
elephants through death and 4,000 prisoners through capture.17  Ptolemy became 
very proud over his victory, but he did not press his advantage.  Instead of 
retaking all lost territory from Syria, he returned home to his life of ease (vv. 11-
12).18 
p. 154 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 
Ptolemy IV was initially successful in delaying the invasion of Antiochus (Ptolemy 
slaughtered many thousands). 
p. 1368 
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v. 12  When the army is carried off, the king of the South will be filled with pride 
and will slaughter many thousands, yet he will not remain triumphant. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 12: 
 

As the corpses are cleared from the field, the king, inflamed with bloodlust, 
will go on a bloodletting rampage, massacring tens of thousands.  But his 
victory won’t last long, 

p. 1603 
 
 
After the tremendous victory by the “KING OF THE SOUTH” over the army of the 
North, there are THREE THINGS that are said about the “KING OF THE 
SOUTH.”  He will: 
 
 1. “BE FILLED WITH PRIDE,” 
 
 2. “SLAUGHTER MANY THOUSANDS,” and 
 
 3. “NOT REMAIN TRIUMPHANT.” 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
But since he was so much addicted to luxurious living, it was a matter of little 
concern to him whether the success was properly utilized to the full or not.  He 
promptly returned to his former indolent mode of life and so proved the truth of 
the statement that he “shall not prove himself strong.” 
p. 487 
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Feinberg says: 
 
He was naturally lazy and profligate, and he gave himself over to the indulgence 
of his every desire.  The reason for his great pride was his successful conquest of 
Syria. 
 After his victory, Ptolemy gave himself up with abandon to a life of luxury 
and licentiousness.  He began to lose the allegiance of his own subjects because of 
his conduct.  He was viewed with growing disfavor, and when he failed to press his 
advantage over Antiochus of Syria, his own people revolted against him. 
p. 158 
 
 
 
Fyall says: 
 
Ptolemy won this battle but failed to press home his advantage and the victory 
was not consolidated.  Moreover the ominous phrase filled with pride reminds the 
reader of Nebuchadnezzar and Belshazzar and creates the expectation of his 
downfall. 
p. 169 
 
 
 
Smith says: 
 
 Ptolemy lacked the prudence to make a good use of his victory.  Had he 
followed up his success, he would probably have become master of the whole 
kingdom of Antiochus; but content with making only a few menaces and a few 
threats, he made peace that he might be able to give himself up to the 
uninterrupted and uncontrolled indulgence of his brutish passions.  Thus, having 
conquered his enemies, he was overcome by his vices, and, forgetful of the great 
name which he might have established, he spent his time in feasting and 
lewdness. 
p. 288 
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v. 13  For the king of the North will muster another army, larger than the first; 
and after several years, he will advance with a huge army fully equipped. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 13: 
 

for the king of the north will put together another army bigger than the last 
one, and after a few years he’ll come back to do battle again with his 
immense army and endless supplies. 

p. 1603 
 
 
This is the REASON that the “king of the South . . . will not remain triumphant:” 
 

“FOR THE KING OF THE NORTH WILL MUSTER ANOTHER ARMY, 
LARGER THAN THE FIRST; AND AFTER SEVERAL YEARS, HE WILL 
ADVANCE WITH A HUGE ARMY FULLY EQUIPPED.” 

 
 
On our calendars we now are prophesying things that will take place in 203 B.C. 
 
 
We are witnessing things in this writing that are 331 years into the future. 
 
 
 
Fyall says: 
 
 By verse 13 ‘the king of the North’ is now Antiochus III . . . who earned for 
himself the title ‘the Great’ because of his vigorous campaigning and making up 
lost ground after his defeat at Raphia.  He raised a huge army to attack Egypt 
again, an enterprise in which he was helped by internal uprisings against 
Ptolemy.  It is at this point that the writer’s perspective again becomes plain 
because violent men from among your own people (v. 14) take a hand in the 
struggle.  Plainly much of the fighting referred to in these verses must have taken 
place in ‘the Beautiful Land’ and it is hardly surprising that some of the Jewish 
community should have come involved.  The reference is obscure but it is plain 
that various factions were fighting among themselves. 
pp. 169-170 
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Miller says: 
 
 At this point in the chapter a significant development takes place. No 
longer are the Ptolemies dominant, but vv. 13–35 describe the ensuing period of 
Seleucid supremancy. 
 Approximately fifteen years later (202 B.C.) Antiochus III again invaded 
Ptolemaic territories with a huge army.  The occasion for this invasion was the 
death of Ptolemy IV in 203 B.C. and the crowning of his young son (between four 
and six years of age), Ptolemy V Epiphanes (203–181 B.C., as the new king.  
Antiochus III took full advantage of the opportunity and attacked Phoenicia and 
Palestine; by 201 B.C. the fortress in Gaza had fallen to the Syrians. 
p. 295 
 
 
Why will the “king of the South . . . not remain triumphant”?  Well, there are a lot 
of reasons but the biggest REASON is given in verse 13: 
 

“FOR THE KING OF THE NORTH WILL MUSTER ANOTHER ARMY, 
LARGER THAN THE FIRST; AND AFTER SEVERAL YEARS, HE WILL 
ADVANCE WITH A HUGE ARMY FULLY EQUIPPED.” 

 
 
His “ARMY” is described in TWO WAYS: 
 
 1. “HUGE ARMY” and 
 
 2. “FULLY EQUIPPED.” 
 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 13: 
 

for the king of the north will put together another army bigger than the last 
one, and after a few years he’ll come back to do battle again with his 
immense army and endless supplies. 

p. 1603 
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v. 14  “In those times many will rise against the king of the South. The violent 
men among your own people will rebel in fulfillment of the vision, but 
without success. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 14: 
 

 “‘In those times, many others will get into the act and go off to fight 
against the king of the south.  Hotheads from your own people, drunk on 
dreams, will join them.  But they’ll sputter out. 

pp. 1603-04 
 
 
 
The NET Bible translates that last phrase, “BUT WITHOUT SUCCESS”: 
 

. . . they will falter 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 
But after a brief interruption Antiochus returned with another army (much 
larger) and turned back the king of the South. 
p. 1368 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says further: 
 

Syria was not Egypt’s only enemy, for Philip V of Macedonia joined with 
Antiochus III against Egypt.  Many Jews (your own people . . . also joined 
Antiochus against Egypt.  Perhaps the Jews hoped to gain independence from 
both Egypt and Syria by joining the conflict, but their hopes were not realized. 
pp. 1368-69 
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Feinberg says: 
 
 This prophecy was fulfilled in 203 B.C., some fourteen years after the 
previous war.  Antiochus had conquered the Parthians and other eastern peoples 
in the interim, and he used the wealth procured by those conquests to finance his 
newest campaign into Syria.  Secular history verifies every statement made in this 
chapter and confirms every detail of these predictions, which were made long 
before the events actually occurred. 
p. 158 
 
 
 
Feinberg says further: 
 
 The Angel now told Daniel what the people of Israel would do during these 
events.  “The violent ones among your people,” he said, “will also lift themselves 
up in order to fulfill the vision, but they will fall down.”  We must bear in mind 
that throughout these wars between Syria and Egypt, the people of Israel were 
sometimes under Egyptian domination and sometimes under Syrian domination, 
since Palestine was usually the scene of their struggle. 
p. 159 
 
 
 
He says still further: 
 
 The Angel told Daniel that all this would be done “in order to fulfill the vision.”  
In other words, the Israelites would fulfill all that had been foretold concerning them, 
not by their own design but as a natural result of the actions of the kings of the north 
and the south.  When the Angel went on to add, however, that “they will fall down,” 
He meant that the goal the Israelites hoped to achieve would not be realized.  They 
would not succeed in freeing themselves from Egyptian domination, nor would they 
gain political independence. 
p. 159 
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Showers says: 
 
 In 203 B.C. Ptolemy Philopator and his wife died.  Their son, Ptolemy V 
Epiphanes (203–181 B.C.), became king of Egypt when only four years old.  
Antiochus the Great saw this as the opportune time to retaliate against Egypt.  
He marched south with a larger, well-equipped army which he had developed 
through some successful eastern campaigns during the fourteen years since 
Raphia (v. 13).19 
 Antiochus did not fight Egypt alone.  He made a league with Philip V of 
Macedonia, Egyptian rebels who opposed their child-king and Jewish men of 
violence who resented Egypt’s influence in Israel.  Egypt controlled Israel again 
after the battle at Raphia in 217 B. C.  The Jewish rebels decided to help 
Antiochus the Great take Israel away from Egypt.20  They thought that their 
alliance with Syria would aid Israel, but instead it brought their nation into 
Syria’s grasp and made it subject to the horrors that Antiochus Epiphanes would 
bring upon it in later years.  Thus, their action helped to bring about the 
fulfillment of the vision in Daniel 8 (v. 14). 
pp. 154–55 
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v. 15  Then the king of the North will come and build up siege ramps and will 
capture a fortified city.  The forces of the South will be powerless to resist; 
even their best troops will not have the strength to stand. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 15: 
 

 “‘When the king of the north arrives, he’ll build siege works and 
capture the outpost fortress city.  The armies of the south will fall to pieces 
before him.  Not even their famous commando shock troops will slow down 
the attacker. 

p. 1604 
 
 
As the “KING OF THE NORTH” comes south, he will: 
 
 1. “BUILD UP SIEGE RAMPS” and 
 
 2. “CAPTURE A FORTIFIED CITY.” 
 
 
Then the “FORCES OF THE SOUTH” are described as: 
 
 1. “POWERLESS TO RESIST” and 
 
 2. “THEIR BEST TROOPS WILL NOT HAVE THE STRENGTH  
  TO STAND.” 
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Showers says: 
 
 In 198 B.C. Antiochus the Great conquered a leading Egyptian general, 
Scopas, by besieging and conquering Sidon, the fortress city in which Scopas was 
located.  Three attempts to rescue the besieged Scopas by three chosen Egyptian 
generals (Eropas, Menacles, Damoyenus) failed.  This victory for Syria ended 
Egypt’s rule in Israel (v. 15).21 
 Antiochus now had no opposition for some time.  He had a free hand to do 
what he wanted in the Middle East.  He came to Israel and took complete control 
of that land (the word translated “destruction” means completeness and referred 
to Israel being completely in his hand).22  Antiochus treated the Jews well — he 
released Jerusalem from taxes for three years and sent money to the Temple  
(v. 16).23 
p. 155 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
 We read in this verse, “The king of the North will come, cast up a siege 
mound, and capture a well-fortified city.”  When Antiochus defeated Scopas at 
Paneas, the Egyptian general fled and entrenched himself in the city of Sidon.  
Antiochus pursued him there and laid siege to the city.  Further, “The forces of the 
South will not stand their ground, not even their choicest troops, for there will be 
no strength to make a stand.”  King Ptolemy sent a choice army, led by three 
select generals, to rescue Scopas.  It was too late, however; the siege of Sidon 
reduced the city by famine, and Scopas was forced to surrender.  In all these 
details, the fulfillment of these prophecies is confirmed by history. 
p. 160 
 
 
 
Fyall says: 
 
 In any case the initiative remains with Antiochus who captures Sidon, the 
fortified city of verse 15.  Or at least it seems that the initiative lies with him until 
verse 16 restores the perspective.  The invader will do as he pleases, and we now 
know that this is the prelude to the downfall of every tyrant we have met in 
Daniel.  He vaunts himself in ‘the Beautfiful Land’ and thus like Nebuchadnezzar, 
Belshazzar, Alexander the Great and many others he defies God himself. 
p. 170 
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Stortz says: 
 
 The last sentence of this section refers to a revolt by a faction of Jewish men 
in the land of Israel.  They gave their support to Antiochus in hopes of gaining 
freedom from Egypt.  Their vision of better conditions for Israel under Antiochus 
failed because it was ultimately his son who brought such horrible pain and 
destruction upon the people of God. 
 The Egyptian forces at that time tried to retain control of Israel, and this 
resulted in one of the great battles in the career of Antiochus III, at Gaza.  In 198 
B.C. Antiochus gained control of Israel, which the Ptolemy Dynasty had controlled 
for more than a century. 
p. 196 
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v. 16  The invader will do as he pleases; no one will be able to stand against him.  
He will establish himself in the Beautiful Land and will have the power to 
destroy it. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 16: 
 

He’ll march in big as you please, as if he owned the place.  He’ll take over 
that beautiful country, Palestine, and make himself at home in it. 

p. 1604 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 
 Antiochus then sought to consolidate control over Israel from which he had 
expelled the Egyptians.  The fortified city seems to refer to Sidon which Antiochus 
captured in 203 B.C.  Antiochus III continued his occupation and by 199 had 
established himself in the Beautiful Land . . . 
p. 1369 
 
 
You will notice FOUR THINGS about the “king of the North”—who is called  
“THE INVADER” here in verse 16: 
 
 1. “[HE] WILL DO AS HE PLEASES,” 
 
 2. “NO ONE WILL BE ABLE TO STAND AGAINST HIM,” 
 
 3. “HE WILL ESTABLISH HIMSELF IN THE BEAUTIFUL  
  LAND,” and 
 
 4. “[HE] WILL HAVE THE POWER TO DESTROY IT.” 
 
 
Really this would be better translated: 
 

“He has everything in hand.” 
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Leupold says: 
 
Of Antiochus the Great, Rappopert reports that he “released Jerusalem from all 
taxes for three years, and afterwards from one-third of the taxes.  He also sent a 
large sum of money for the service of the Temple, and released the elders, priests, 
scribes, and singing men from all taxes for the future.” 
p. 489 
 
 
 
Lucas says: 
 
With Scopas’ surrender, Antiochus III became the master of the whole of 
Palestine, including Jerusalem and Judea, which from then on were in the 
Seleucid sphere of influence.  The statement that he ‘will do as he pleases’ links 
this king with the warrior king (3) and the contemptible person (36). 
p. 282 
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v. 17  He will determine to come with the might of his entire kingdom and will 
make an alliance with the king of the South.  And he will give him a 
daughter in marriage in order to overthrow the kingdom, but his plans will 
not succeed or help him. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 17: 
 

Then he’ll proceed to get everything, lock, stock, and barrel, in his control.  
He’ll cook up a peace treaty and even give his daughter in marriage to the 
king of the south in a plot to destroy him totally.  But the plot will fizzle.  It 
won’t succeed. 

p. 1604 
 
 
We are now at 193 B.C. in verse 17.  We are now 341 YEARS INTO THE FUTURE 
from when we started our study with the beginning of Daniel’s vision in 534 B.C. 
 
 
This “KING OF THE SOUTH” is Ptolemy V. 
 
 
Antiochus has a daughter by the name of CLEOPATRA that he is going to give in 
marriage to the “KING OF THE SOUTH.”  
 
 
His PURPOSE in doing that is: 
 

“IN ORDER TO OVERTHROW THE KINGDOM [OF THE SOUTH].” 
 
 
But we learn “HIS PLANS”: 
 
 1. “WILL NOT SUCCEED” or 
 
 2. “WILL NOT . . . HELP HIM.” 
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The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 
Antiochus sought to bring peace between Egypt and Syria by giving his daughter 
to marry Ptolemy V Epiphanes of Egypt.  But this attempt to bring a peaceful 
alliance between the two nations did not succeed . . . 
p. 1369 
 
 
 
Lucas says: 
 
 Concerned about the growing power of Rome, Antiochus III did not try to 
invade Egypt.  Instead, he seized some of the coastal areas of Asia Minor which it 
controlled.  He then entered into a marriage alliance with Ptolemy V, giving him 
his daughter Cleopatra to be his wife.  Whatever hopes he had of furthering his 
designs against Egypt through her proved false.  She became staunchly loyal to 
her husband, even encouraging an alliance between Egypt and Rome against her 
father.  So his plans did ‘not succeed, or come about for him’. 
p. 282 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
It is a fact that is verified by history that Antiochus the Great gave his daughter 
Cleopatra in marriage to Ptolemy Epiphanes, and that it was the purpose of the 
father to gain an advantage over the king of Egypt by trusting that his daughter 
would be her father’s ally rather than her husband’s.  That is what is meant by 
the infinitive of purpose “to destroy it,” i.e., the kingdom.  The next statement is 
also verifiable: “This shall not stand, neither shall it be to his advantage.”  The 
girl felt it her duty to be faithful to her husband and so refused to be a tool in her 
father’s hands.  
pp. 490-91 
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Stortz says: 
 
 Despite thirty-six years of military victories, Antiochus III was not able to 
completely conquer Egypt; so he decided to use diplomacy. 
p. 197 
 
 
 
He says further: 
 
 What he did and what is prophesied in these verses is that Antiochus the 
Great decided to give his daughter in marriage to the king of Egypt, hoping that 
she would influence her husband to support her father’s purposes.  The king of 
Egypt was Ptolemy V; the daughter that Antiochus gave was named Cleopatra, 
who became the first influential Egyptian to bear that famous name.  She gave 
her loyalty to her husband instead of standing with her father.  
p. 197 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
 Antiochus’s daughter, the famous Cleopatra, was given in marriage to an 
Egyptian prince.  It was the old scheme of international politics in which a 
marriage is contracted to cement political relationships.  This was in fulfillment of 
the prophecy that “he will also give him the daughter of women.”  Antiochus had 
hit on this plan because he was now at war with the Romans as well and needed 
to use his armies against them. 
 Antiochus had to be sure that Egypt would not join the Roman forces 
against him, and its neutrality could best be assured by just such a marriage of 
convenience.  Thus, Cleopatra was given in marriage to Ptolemy V Epiphanes, son 
of Ptolemy IV Philopator.  The Egyptian prince was then thirteen years of age. 
p. 161 
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Showers says: 
 
 As part of this treaty, Antiochus married his daughter, Cleopatra, to the 
Egyptian king, Ptolemy Epiphanes, in 197 B.C.  Ptolemy was about ten years old 
at that time.24  Antiochus planned for his daughter to work for him against her 
husband.  She was supposed to work from the inside to ruin Egypt as an opponent 
of Syria.  The scheme didn’t work.  Cleopatra constantly sided with her husband 
against her father (v. 17).25 
p. 155 
 
 
 
Patrick & Lowth say: 
 
 But she shall not stand on his side,]  When she was married to Ptolemy, she 
forsook the interest of her father, and embraced that of her husband: and we find 
her joining with him in an embassy to the Romans, to congratulate the victory 
they had obtained over her own father . . . 
p. 678 
 
 
 
Longman says: 
 
 But in the meantime he set himself up in the “Beautiful Land,” which of 
course is Palestine . . . Antiochus then decided on an age-old strategy to keep his 
opponents in line—the institution of dynastic marriage.  He gave his daughter 
Cleopatra to Ptolemy V in marriage with the hopes that she would incline his 
heart toward his father-in-law and serve as a kind of ambassador-spy in the 
potentially hostile empire of Egypt.  However, as our verse seems to indicate, the 
plot did not come to fruition as Antiochus had hoped.  Cleopatra, as sometimes 
happened in these dynastic marriages, placed, if not her affections, at least her 
self-interest with her husband.  Indeed, she became the leading power in Egypt 
after the death of her husband in 182, and her son Ptolemy VI Philometer 
succeeded her eight years later.  
p. 277 
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Ironside says: 
 
 Verse seventeen was fulfilled in his effort to undermine the remaining 
influence and power of Ptolemy Epiphanes by giving him his daughter Cleopatra 
to wife, having previously charged her that she should, after her marriage, in 
everything act for her father’s interests.  But it was written, “she shall not stand 
on his side, neither be for him.”  Cleopatra proved a faithful wife to Epiphanes, 
supporting him against her father, who was naturally much disappointed that his 
well-laid plans had completely miscarried. 
p. 200 
 
 
 
(Holiness: The Heart God Purifies by Nancy Leigh DeMoss) Chicago, Illinois: 

Moody Publishers. Copyright – Nancy Leigh DeMoss, 2004.  
 

Some time ago, I found myself with a deeply distraught friend who had 
recently learned that her husband had been unfaithful to her.  At one point, she 
collapsed on the floor next to my feet and began to sob uncontrollably.  As I knelt 
beside her and began to weep with her, she said, with deep emotion,  
“I never imagined I could ever hurt so deeply or feel so rejected!” 

For perhaps twenty minutes, this devastated woman just cried and cried 
and cried, grieving over the breach in the intimate, exclusive relationship she had 
once shared with her husband.  As I held my friend in my arms, I had a whole new 
sense of what our sin and unfaithfulness does to God.  I hope never to forget that 
picture. 
pp. 74-75 
 
 
 
(Holiness: God’s Plan for Fullness of Life by Henry Blackaby) Nashville, TN: 

Thomas Nelson. Copyright – Henry Blackaby, 2003.  
 

“Oh,” I said.  “Let me tell you why.  Do you know when God had a purpose 
for your life?  Before the world was made!  For twenty-one years the holy God was 
shaping your life.  He put Scriptures into your heart as a little girl.  He caused you 
to feel the call of missions when you were a young girl involved in a missions 
education program.  He took you to college, and He shaped your life for Himself, 
and then He took that tender, precious, clean life and He gave it to me.  When I 
was at the altar, I said, “Oh, God, help me to guide her as Your servant.”  And 
then I said, “Marilynn, tell me every commitment you have ever made to God.  I’ll 
spend the rest of my life helping you fulfill those commitments.”  I have held her 
life as a sacred trust. 
p. 75 
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(Sanctuary: Finding Moments of Refuge in the Presence of God by David 
Jeremiah) Nashville, TN: Integrity. Copyright – David Jeremiah, 2002.  

 
But when it comes to the functioning and the operation of the Christian 

home, God has given guidelines so that the home will work according to order and 
according to His plan.  He has said, “I’m going to give you the joy of personal 
relationships within the context of a loving environment called the home,” which 
He established in the Garden of Eden.  And He said, “Here’s how I want this to 
work.  I want the husband to be the lover and the learner and the leader, and I 
want the wife to be supportive and submissive in that relationship.  When you do 
that, there will be blessing, joy, and honor, and it will be an exciting experience.” 
p. 218 
 
 
 
Peterson summarizes verse 17 well when he says: 
 

Then he’ll proceed to get everything, lock, stock, and barrel, in his control.  
He’ll cook up a peace treaty and even give his daughter in marriage to the 
king of the south in a plot to destroy him totally.  But the plot will fizzle.  It 
won’t succeed. 

p. 1604 
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v. 18  Then he will turn his attention to the coastlands and will take many of 
them, but a commander will put an end to his insolence and will turn his 
insolence back upon him. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 18: 
 

 “‘Later, he’ll turn his attention to the coastal regions and capture a 
bunch of prisoners, but a general will step in and put a stop to his bullying 
ways.  The bully will be bullied! 

p. 1604 
 
 
There are FOUR THINGS that are said here now about Antiochus the Great: 
 
 1. “HE WILL TURN HIS ATTENTION TO THE COASTLANDS,” 
 
 2. “HE WILL . . . TAKE MANY OF THEM,” 
 
 3. “A COMMANDER WILL PUT AN END TO HIS INSOLENCE,” and 
 
 4. “[THAT] COMMANDER . . . WILL TURN HIS INSOLENCE BACK  

UPON HIM.” 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 

Antiochus III then turned his attention to Asia Minor in 197 B.C. and 
Greece in 192.  However, Antiochus did to succeed because Cornelius Scipio (a 
commander) was dispatched from Rome to turn Antiochus back.  Antiochus 
returned to his own country in 188 and died a year later.  Antiochus III the Great 
had carried on the most vigorous military campaigns of any of Alexander’s 
successors, but his dream of reuniting Alexander’s empire under his authority was 
never realized. 
p. 1369 
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Longman says: 
 
 Antiochus never tired of ambition, and in accordance with the prophecy of 
verse 18 started annexing parts of Asia Minor as well as some Greek islands.  In 
196 B.C. he encroached on Thrace.  All of this began to arouse the attention of the 
new power in that part of the world, Rome.  He did not obey Roman warnings, so 
the Roman senate sent the consul Lucius Cornelius Scipio against him.  Antiochus 
was defeated at Thermopylae in 191 and Magnesia in 190.  He then had to retreat 
to the core of his empire.  He had been reduced to stealing precious materials from 
the temple of Bel at Elymais, and he died in 187.  
p. 277 
 
 
 
Showers says: 
 
 Beginning in 197 B.C., Antiochus the Great conquered several Aegean Sea 
islands and portions of Asia Minor and Thrace.  He even invaded and conquered 
parts of Greece.  Rome was seeking to control these areas, so Antiochus boasted 
concerning what he was doing to Roman interests.  Rome sent the Roman general, 
Lucius Cornelius Scipio (Scipio Asiaticus), to deal with him.  In 191 B.C. Scipio 
forced him out of Greece.  In 190 B.C. Scipio defeated Antiochus terribly in the 
Battle of Magnesia in Asia Minor.  In 188 B.C. the Romans forced him to 
relinquish all of Asia Minor.26  Now the Romans boasted concerning what they 
were doing to Antiochus’ interests (v. 18). 
pp. 155–56 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
 We read here that “a commander will put a stop to his scorn against him; 
moreover, he will repay him for his scorn.”  Antiochus had indeed captured many 
islands in the Mediterranean, yet a Roman commander was ultimately able to 
defeat him and restore Rome’s honor.  He was Lucius Cornelius Scipio, brother of 
the famous Scipio Africanus.  Through Scipio, the scorn that Antiochus had 
heaped upon the Romans would rebound on his own head.  Once again, the 
testimony of history confirms every detail of these prophetic Scriptures. 
p. 162 
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Stortz says: 
 
 Discouraged with his attempts in Egypt and not satisfied with the amount 
of land he already controlled, Antiochus turned his attention to the coastlands, a 
word used in Scripture to designate all the lands across the Mediterranean Sea to 
the west of Israel.  This is recorded for us in verse 18: “Then he will turn his 
attention to the coastlands and will take many of them, but a commander will put 
an end to his insolence and will turn his insolence back upon him.” 
 As he attacked the coastlands, he was turned back by the forces of a rising 
new superpower.  Few had heard much about this future world power called 
Rome, the fourth kingdom of Daniel 2, “strong as iron — for iron breaks and 
smashes everything” (v. 40).  The Roman armies defeated Antiochus the Great at 
the famous battle of Thermopolae and completely overcame him at Magnesia.  The 
Roman commander demanded that he surrender his navy, give up most of his land 
in Asia Minor, pay a huge indemnity, and give Rome tribute for the next twelve 
years.  The Roman commander also chose twenty men as hostages.  One was 
Antiochus’ younger son, Antiochus IV, later known as Antiochus Epiphanes. 
p. 197 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
 Rome resented this particularly because she exercised a kind of mandate 
over Thrace.  The expedition of Antiochus finally called forth the active resistance 
of Rome, which led to a battle near Magnesia in 190, in which battle Lucius Scipio 
administered such a sound drubbing to Antiochus that the “presumptuous 
boastings” of the Syrian were silenced once and for all.  Yet Scipio himself was not 
to make the same mistake that the man whom he had conquered had made.  He 
achieved his victory “without repaying him with like boasting.”  This implies a 
nobler and a more restrained conduct on the part of the Roman general. 
p. 491 
 
 
 
Wiersbe says: 
 
 Antiochus decided to attack Greece but was defeated at Thermopylae (191) 
and Magnesia (189).  The “prince on his own behalf” (v. 18) was the Roman consul 
and general Lucius Cornelius Scipio Asiaticus who led the Roman and Greek 
forces to victory over Antiochus.  At an earlier meeting, Antiochus had insulted 
the Roman general, but the Romans had the last word. 
p. 135 
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v. 19  After this, he will turn back toward the fortresses of his own country but 
will stumble and fall, to be seen no more. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 19: 
 

He’ll go back home and tend to his own military affairs.  But by then he’ll be 
washed up and soon will be heard of no more. 

p. 1604 
 
 
There are THREE THINGS that are said about him when he “TURN[S] BACK 
TOWARD THE FORTRESSES OF HIS OWN COUNTRY”: 
 
 1. “[HE] WILL STUMBLE,” 
 
 2. “[HE] WILL . . . FALL,” and 
 
 3. “[HE] WILL . . . BE SEEN NO MORE.” 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
 This statement seems to have a sharp note of sarcasm.  He whose face had 
in warlike conquests been turned against the fortresses of others shall after his 
humiliating defeat turn to “the fortresses of his own land.”  Here no trouble or 
defeat could befall him.  
p. 492 
 
 
 
Stortz says: 
 
 With his kingdom reduced and his treasury depleted, Antiochus the Great 
made his eldest son, Seleucus IV, co-regent and went to the eastern part of his 
kingdom in search of funds.  Daniel 11:19 says, “After this, he will turn back 
toward the fortresses of his own country but will stumble and fall, to be seen no 
more.”  When Antiochus III tried to rob the treasury of a small temple in the east, 
the guardians of the temple attacked and killed him, and he was seen no more. 
pp. 197–98 
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Feinberg says: 
 
. . . Beaten back on every front when he attacked the Romans, Antiochus finally 
decided to return home and seek the protection and security of his own fortresses.  
He attempted no further campaigns of conquest, but was content to seek security 
in his own dominions.  That was the fulfillment of the first part of this verse, 
which predicted that he would “turn his face toward the fortresses of his own 
land.” 
 The second part of the verse states, however, “He will stumble and fall and 
will be found no more.”  Antiochus attempted to plunder a temple in Elam.  This 
arrogant sacrilege so angered the people that an insurrection against him erupted, 
in which the king and his guards were all killed.  Thus came Antiochus the Great 
to an ignoble end.  Here, too, end the prophecies concerning Antiochus the Great; 
the details and particulars of his reign, conquests, and wars are as accurate as if 
they had been written after the event. 
pp. 162-3 
 
 
 
Showers says: 
 
 Antiochus the Great had been defeated so soundly that he had to withdraw 
to the protection of his own land, Syria, never again to conquer the strongholds of 
other lands.  In 187 B.C. he was killed while trying to rob a temple in Elam in 
order to replenish his exhausted treasury (v. 19).27 
p. 156 
 
 
 
Lucas says: 
 
The ‘commander’ who did this and so ‘put an end to his insolence’ was Lucius 
Scipio. Antiochus was forced to accept humiliating peace terms at the Treaty of 
Apamea in 189.  He became a vassal of Rome, and had to send twenty hostages to 
Rome (including his son, the future Antiochus IV) and pay a huge indemnity.  
Humiliated and short of funds, he had to return to his ‘strongholds’ in Syria, 
Mesopotamia and lands to the east. 
p. 282-3 
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Goldingay says: 
 
. .  Antiochus thus returned to Syria; he was assassinated at Elymais in 187 while 
attempting to pillage the treasury of Bel, one of his own gods, to pay the tribute 
imposed on him by the Romans after their victory. 
p. 298 
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v. 20  “His successor will send out a tax collector to maintain the royal splendor.  
In a few years, however, he will be destroyed, yet not in anger or in battle. 

 
 
 
Peterson paraphrases verse 20: 
 

 “‘He will be replaced shortly by a real loser, his rule, reputation, and 
authority already in shreds.  And he won’t last long.  He’ll slip out of history 
quietly, without even a fight. 

p. 1604 
 
 
We are talking here about SELEUCUS IV who reigned from 187 to 176 B.C. 
 
 
 
The Bible Knowledge Commentary says: 
 

Antiochus III’s son Seleucus IV Philopator (187-176 B.C.) heavily taxed his 
people to pray Rome, but he was poisoned (destroyed . . . not in . . . battle) by his 
treasurer Heliodorus. 
p. 1369 
 
 
 
Goldingay says: 
 
 “There will arise in his place . . .”: his successor, Seleucus IV, was an 
unfortunate and unpopular ruler whose main concern had to be paying the tribute 
imposed on his father.  The oppressor he sent round in this connection was his 
finance minister Heliodorus, whose acts included attempting to pillage the 
treasury of the temple at Jerusalem.  This was the event of Seleucus’s reign not 
merely because of its unexpected thwarting . . . but because of its being an anti-
fulfillment of an OT prophecy . . . Seleucus died in 175.  According to Appian, 
Wars . . . he was assassinated in a plot engineered by Heliodorus in which 
Seleucus’s younger brother Antiochus—now on his way back from Rome—may 
also have been involved . . . There is perhaps a slur in the comment on his 
ignominious death, “not in the heat of battle.” 
pp. 298-9 
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Lucas says: 
 
 Antiochus the Great left two sons.  One, Antiochus, was a hostage in Rome.  
The other, Seleucus IV, succeeded him on the throne.  He inherited his father’s 
great debts, so his primary concern was to replenish his treasury.  2 Macc. 3 
dramatically tells the story of his abortive attempt to pillage the treasury of the 
Jerusalem temple.  Hearing from a temple official of the wealth in the treasury, he 
sent his prime minister, Heliodorus (the ‘tribute collector’), to seize it.  He was 
prevented from doing this by a divine apparition which nearly deprived him of his 
life.  According to Appian . . . Seleucus IV was assassinated in 175 in a plot 
hatched by Heliodorus. 
p. 283 
 
 
 
Feinberg says: 
 
This successor’s reign would be relatively brief compared to that of Antiochus.  In 
fact, history records that Seleucus Philopator ruled for only eleven or twelve years, 
compared to the thirty-seven-year reign of Antiochus.  He died “neither in anger 
nor in battle”: his death would come about neither through the revolts of his 
people nor through the wounds of war.  In this particular, too, Philopator fulfilled 
the prophecies of Scripture.  For unlike his predecessors, he died by the hand of 
his own minister, Heliodorus, who poisoned him. 
p. 164 
 
 
 
Leupold says: 
 
 Only that is told about this Syrian king which bears upon the fortunes of 
the people of God.  It is well known that this ruler had an enormous tribute to pay 
to the Romans annually, even a thousand talents.  This led to heavy exactions 
from the tributary nations.  The manner in which this affected the Jews was that 
a special tax collector by the name of Heliodorus . . . was sent to appropriate the 
rich treasures of the Temple at Jerusalem, report of which had been brought to 
the king.  The “glory of the kingdom” would, therefore, be the Holy Land, which 
was already previously (v. 16) called by a similar name, “the glorious land.”  The 
word which we have translated “exactor,” noghesh, could mean oppressor of any 
sort but will here, no doubt, well apply to the Heliodorus just mentioned, remains 
of two statues of whom, by the way, have been found.  
pp. 492-93 
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Longman says: 
 
 His son Seleucus IV Philopator (187–175) succeeded him, but he was not 
popular because of the burden he put on the people to raise the tribute to keep the 
Romans off his back.  One of his ministers was a man named Heliodorus.  
According to 2 Maccabees 3 he was the one who tried to sack the temple in 
Jerusalem.  Seleucus IV died under mysterious circumstances just as his younger 
brother, who had been made a hostage in Rome after the battle of Magnesia, was 
returning to his homeland.  That younger brother’s name was Antiochus IV, who 
got the nickname Epiphanes.  The attention of the text turns now to this highly 
significant figure. 
p. 277 
 
 
 
Ironside says: 
 
 In verse twenty we read, “Then shall stand up in his estate one that causeth 
an exactor to pass over (margin), in the glory of the kingdom, but within few days 
he shall be destroyed, neither in anger, nor in battle.”  This was the son of 
Antiochus, Seleucus Philopator, who in desperate need of money owing to the 
wretched condition in which his father had left the kingdom, sent Heliodorus to 
plunder the temple of Jehovah at Jerusalem.  Upon his return with the booty, he 
treacherously assassinated his master after he had reigned twelve years, a “few 
days” as compared with the long reign of Antiochus which extended to nearly forty 
years. 
p. 201 
 
 
 
Patrick & Lowth say: 
 
. . . Seleucus Philopator, the son of Antiochus, shall succeed in the kingdom of 
Syria . . . His father by the treaty of peace was obliged to pay a thousand talents 
for twelve years together to the Romans: and it was the main business of his son’s 
reign to raise this money upon his subjects.  His necessities put him upon offering 
to seize the treasures which were laid up in the temple at Jerusalem; for which 
attempt his treasurer Heliodorus, was miraculously punished. 
p. 679 
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Walvoord says: 
 
 The Seleucid king ruling between the times of Antiochus the Great and 
Antiochus Epiphanes, Seleucus IV Philopator, is mentioned here for his 
oppression by taxation of the people of Israel.  Because of the rising power of 
Rome, he was forced to pay tribute to the Romans of a thousand talents 
annually.24  In order to raise this large amount of money, Seleucus had to tax all 
the lands under his domain, including special taxes from the Jews secured by a 
tax collector named Heliodorus (2 Mac. 3:7) who took treasures from the temple at 
Jerusalem.25  As Zöckler points out, “Soon after Heliodorus was dispatched to 
plunder the temple, Seleucus Philopator was suddenly and mysteriously removed.  
This explains the statement, ‘within a few days he shall be destroyed’ (11:20), 
possibly by poison administered to him by the same Heliodorus.”26  This set the 
stage for the terrible persecutions by Antiochus Epiphanes which followed. 
pp. 263-64 
 
 
 
Gaebelein says: 
 
 This is Seleucus Philopater B.C. 187-176.  He was known as a raiser of 
taxes.  He had an evil reputation with the Jews because he was such an exactor 
among them.  His tax-collector Heliodorus poisoned him and so he was slain 
“neither in anger, nor in battle.” 
p. 173 
 
 
 
Young says: 
 
In the place of Antiochus the Great will appear another king Seleucus Philopator.  
He will cause an exactor, i. e., one who collects money, to pass through the land for 
the sake of the kingdom.  This one is Heliodorus, the prime minister, who was 
sent to seize the funds of the temple treasury.  However, a divine apparition is 
supposed to have frustrated him.  M shows that the position of Heliodorus as 
prime minister has been supported by archaeological evidence.  The text is 
historically accurate, for after a short time Seleucus was suddenly and 
mysteriously removed, possibly through poisoning administered by Heliodorus. 
p. 240 
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Showers says: 
 
 Antiochus the Great was succeeded by his son, Seleucus IV Philopator 
(187–176 B.C.).  The Romans required him to pay a 1,000 talent tribute each year.  
This forced him to levy heavy taxes on the peoples of his kingdom.  Seleucus sent 
his prime minister, Heliodorus, to Jerusalem to take the wealth of the Temple 
treasury.  A short time after this, Seleucus suddenly and mysteriously died, 
possibly of poisoning in 176 B.C. (v. 20).28 
p. 156 
 
 
 
Stortz says: 
 
 The reign of Seleucus IV (187–176 B.C.), the successor of Antiochus III, is 
referred to in verse 20: “His successor will send out a tax collector to maintain the 
royal splendor.  In a few years, however, he will be destroyed, yet not in anger or 
in battle.”  In comparison to the thirty-six years of his father’s reign, the eleven 
years of his own reign seemed like “a few years.”  He sent out a tax collector to try 
to replenish the money his father had lost, but to no avail.  His chief minister 
conspired against him and killed him.  He was destroyed, and “not in anger or in 
battle.” 
p. 198 
 
 
 
Wiersbe says: 
 
 The Syrian leader died in 187 and his successor was his son Seleucus IV 
Philopator, who oppressed the Jewish people by raising taxes so he could pay 
tribute to Rome.  Shortly after he sent his treasurer Heliodorus to plunder the 
Jewish temple, Seleucus Philopator suddenly died (probably poisoned), thus 
fulfilling verse 20.  This opened the way for the wicked Antiochus Epiphanes to 
seize the throne. 
pp. 135-36 
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McCoys and Hatfields Bury Hatchet 
 
After 125 years, the infamous feud between the Hatfields and McCoys is finally 
history.  Sixty descendants of the original clans gathered on Saturday, June 14, 
2003, in Pikefield, Kentucky, to sign a document declaring an official end to more 
than a century of hatred and bloodshed. 
 
Most think the feuding between the McCoys of Kentucky and Hatfields of West 
Virginia began in 1878 when Randolph McCoy accused one of the Hatfields of 
stealing a hog.  The Hatfields won the “hog war’’ when a McCoy cousin sided with 
the opposing clan.  
 
Feelings festered and other incidents occurred that finally resulted in the shooting 
death of Ellison Hatfield in 1882.  Retaliation begat retaliation until the feud 
claimed 11 more family members over the next ten years.  Subsequent conflicts 
between the two clans have involved court battles over timber rights and cemetery 
plots. 
 
The treaty calling for peace reads: “We do hereby and formally declare an official 
end to all hostilities, implied, inferred, and real, between the families, now and 
forevermore.  We ask by God’s grace and love that we be forever remembered as 
those that bound together the hearts of two families to form a family of freedom in 
America.”  
 
Reo Hatfield, who first thought of the ceremony, said, “We’re not saying you don’t 
have to fight, because sometimes you do have to fight.  But you don’t have to fight 
forever.’’ 
 
Although the treaty was largely symbolic, both the governor of Kentucky and the 
governor of West Virginia were present for the nationally televised ceremony. 
 

Citation: Stephen Leon Alligood, “American Profile,” CBS News.com (6-14-03); 
submitted by Greg Asimakoupoulos, Naperville, Illinois 

 
© 2005 PreachingToday.com & Christianity Today International 

 
(PreachingToday.com) 
 
 
The one great desire that you have as you come to the conclusion of a passage is 
that you wish that somehow there will be a peace between the north and the south 
and that Israel, in the middle, would find some real rest. 
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CONCLUSION: 
 
What are some of the lessons we can learn from this particular study? 
 
 
LESSON #1:  God has been incredibly faithful to Daniel through his ninety-five 

years of service. 
 
 
LESSON #2:  History truly is His story. 
 
 
LESSON #3:  “And we know that God causes all things to work together for good 

to those who love God, to those who are called according to His purpose” 
(Romans 8:28 NASB). 

 
 
LESSON #4:  God gives each of us an opportunity in humility and brokenness to 

surrender to His purpose and plan for life and find the joy and blessing that 
can be ours. 

 
 
LESSON #5:  “I make known the end from the beginning, from ancient times, 

what is still to come.  I say: My purpose will stand, and I will do all that  
I please” (Isaiah 46:10 NIV). 

 
 
LESSON #6:  “There is a time for everything, and a season for every activity 

under heaven” (Ecclesiastes 3:1 NIV). 
 
 
LESSON #7:  “Many are the plans in a man’s heart, but it is the Lord’s purpose 

that prevails” (Proverbs 19:21 NIV). 
 
 
LESSON #8:  “In his heart a man plans his course, but the Lord determines his 

steps” (Proverbs 16:9 NIV). 
 
 
LESSON #9:  You cannot see this specific fulfillment of this incredible passage 

without truly believing in a sovereign God who controls all things. 
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Matthew Henry says: 
 
 From all this let us learn, 1. That God in his providence sets up one, and 
pulls down another, as he pleases.  Some have called great men the foot-balls of 
fortune; or, rather, they are the tools of Providence.  2. This world is full of wars 
and fightings, which come from men’s lusts.  
p. 1102 
 
 
 

C
opyright ©

 2017 by B
ible Teaching R

esources by D
on A

nderson M
inistries. The author's lecture notes incorporate quoted, paraphrased and sum

m
arized 

m
aterial from

 a variety of sources, all of w
hich have been appropriately credited to the best of our ability. Q

uotations particularly reside w
ithin the realm

 of fair use. 
It is the nature of lecture notes to contain references that m

ay prove difficult to accurately attribute. A
ny use of m

aterial w
ithout proper citation is unintentional.



 

Daniel/Study#21 – Daniel 11_2-20.doc 

112 

Dyer says: 
 

THE ELUSIVE SEARCH FOR PEACE 
 

The twentieth century was not kind to those who hoped it would usher in an era of 
world peace.  As the century began, the false belief that the world was evolving 
into a better place united with the biblical teaching of a kingdom of righteousness 
. . . and many proclaimed that humanity was already creating its own kingdom of 
God on earth. 
 This idea that the message of God’s love and peace was about to sweep the 
world was captured in the words of the song written by H. Ernest Nichol in 1896. 
 
 We’ve a story to tell to the nations that shall turn their hearts to the right, 
 A story of truth and mercy, a story of peace and light, 
 a story of peace and light. 
 For the darkness shall turn to dawning, and the dawning to noonday bright, 
 And Christ’s great kingdom shall come to earth, 
 the kingdom of love and light. 
 
 Less than two decades into the new century the hoped-for peace was 
shattered by World War I.  Yet since it was called “the war to end all wars,” one 
senses people still believed that once it was fought, peace would finally come to 
the world.  Unfortunately, “the war to end all wars” didn’t live up to its name. 
 The final eight decades of the twentieth century were a string of wars – 
from the worldwide conflagration of World War II to the brutal regional conflicts 
that continue to erupt in Africa, Central America, and the Middle East.  The 
periods between were punctuated with atrocities and horrors . . . from the 
Holocaust against the Jewish people to the genocide in Russia, China, and parts of 
Africa, to the legalized murder of millions of unborn children around the world. 
 The threat of nuclear annihilation began at the end of World War II.  The 
danger of the world’s superpowers launching thousands of nuclear warheads 
against each other has diminished.  But it has been replaced with the equally 
unsettling threat of rogue states or extremist groups building or acquiring nuclear 
weapons . . . and setting them off in major cities around the world.  Add to this the 
old—but suddenly new—danger posed by chemical and biological weapons, and we 
have a world that has entered a new century and a new millennium, with a 
collective anxiety disorder. 
pp. 11-12 
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(All That Really Matters by Sheila Walsh) Colorado Springs, CO: Waterbrook 
Press. Copyright – Sheila Walsh, 2003.  

 
 Even for God’s beloved children, life on this earth can be heartbreaking, but 
those who put their trust in the Lord never lose the last round.  Therefore, we can 
rest in his sovereignty, refusing an end run around our inevitable suffering.  A 
belief in the sovereignty of God means that whether we understand what is 
happening or not, whether God seems silent or not, whether evil seems to be 
winning over good or not, we gather up our faith and say to God, “I love you.  I 
trust you.  This hurts me, but I know that you know the end from the beginning 
and have my good at heart, so I say Yes! to you and No! to trying to grab control 
and fix everything myself.” 
p. 49 
 
 
 
(Made in Our Image by Steven J. Lawson) Sisters, OR: Multnomah. Copyright – 

Dr. Steven J. Lawson, 2000.  
 

Divine sovereignty simply 
means that God is God. 

A. W. PINK 
p. 91 
 
 
 One of the fundamental truths in the Bible is this teaching that God is 
sovereign.  By this, we mean God reigns over all His creation, governing and 
guiding all things to their divinely appointed end.  Although, from a human 
perspective, it may appear otherwise, He is in charge of the universe, exercising 
absolute control over all things.  As our sovereign Lord, He does always as He 
pleases, only as He pleases, and all that He pleases. 
p. 92 
 
 
OUR DAYS ARE NUMBERED 
God has numbered our days, and He directs our lives.  Every aspect of our 
existence, from the time of our birth to the length of our days, is divinely 
orchestrated according to God’s master plan.  Psalm 139:16 says, “And in Your 
book were all written the days that were ordained for me, when as yet there was 
not one of them.”  God recorded all the days that we have to live in His book of 
providence long before we entered this world. 
p. 102 
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(Searching for Heaven on Earth by David Jeremiah) Nashville, TN: Integrity 
Publishers. Copyright – David Jeremiah, 2004.  

 
In 1890, Anna Price wrote a beautiful hymn that provides a fine tonic for the 
gloominess of Solomon in these first seven verses of Ecclesiastes. 
 

Above the trebling elements, 
Above life’s restless sea, 
Dear Savior, lift my spirit up, 
O lift me up to Thee! 
 
Great calmness there, sweet patience, too, 
Upon Thy face I see; 
I would be calm and patient, Lord, 
O lift me up to Thee! 
 
And when my eyes close for the last, 
Still this my prayer shall be 
Dear Savior, lift my spirit up, 
And lift me up to Thee! 

pp. 9-10 
 
 

WHEN ALL IS SAID AND DONE, what’s the point of all I’ve said and done? 
p. 55 
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(Life as a Vapor by John Piper) Sisters, OR: Multnomah. Copyright – Desiring 
God Foundation, 2004.  

 
Open the eyes of our hearts, Father, 

to see the precious and limited role of Your Law 
in bearing the fruit of love in our lives. 

Lead us into deep and personal union with Jesus. 
Let this relationship with the living Christ 

transform our minds and wills 
so that we want what He wants 

and hate what He hates. 
Make us, by this union, 
radically loving people. 

In Jesus’ name, we pray, 
Amen. 

p. 108 
 
 
 
Leader Forgot the Big Picture 
 
In the movie The Bridge on the River Kwai, the lead character, Colonel Nicholson, 
is a prisoner of war in Burma who leads his men to build a bridge for his Japanese 
captors.  Nicholson is an officer of high integrity, dedicated to excellence, a great 
leader of men–and thus well trained to complete any mission that he is given.  
 
He builds a beautiful bridge.  By the film’s end, he finds himself in the painful 
position of defending the bridge from attack by fellow officers who want to destroy 
it to prevent Japanese trains from using it.  There’s a chilling moment of 
realization, right before he detonates the bridge, when Nicholson (Alec Guinness) 
utters the famous line, “What have I done?”  He was so focused on his goal–
building the bridge–that he forgot the larger mission of winning the war. 
 

Citation: Marshall Goldsmith, “Goal 1, Mission 0,” Fast Company (August 2004) 
 

© 2005 PreachingToday.com & Christianity Today International 
 
(PreachingToday.com) 
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(High Calling: The Courageous Life and Faith of Space Shuttle Columbia 
Commander Rick Husband by Evelyn Husband with Donna VanLiere) 
Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson. Copyright – Evelyn Husband, 2003.  

 
In his journal Rick wrote, 
 
Proverbs 3:5-6: “Trust in the Lord with all your heart and do not lean on 
your own understanding.  In all your ways acknowledge Him, and He will 
make your paths straight.”  That, to me, was a very comforting reminder 
that God is in control and He has my best interests in mind.  It has been a 
real big mental adjustment for me to realize that I may very well not 
become an astronaut even though it is what I have seen as my destiny for 
such a long time.  It is very comforting to know, though, that God loves me 
and He has blessed me beyond anything I could imagine throughout my life 
and I have every reason to believe that everything would work out for the 
best here.  Romans 8:28 [NASB] says, “And we know that God causes all 
things to work together for good to those who love God, to those who are 
called according to His purpose.” 

pp. 61-62 
 
 
As we come to the conclusion of this study, my heart is overwhelmed with 
thanksgiving for God’s total and complete control of the plan and purpose for my 
life.   
 
 
We have witnessed together the prophetic picture of 358 years—from 534 B.C. to 
176 B.C.—and how it has played out totally accurate in every detail, as far as the 
record of history is concerned. 
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