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ASHIGNYENT ou PROPHECLIES OF DANLEL

QUESTLON: Sp601fy whicnh , if any,words in verse pan:T:13 are
literal and which are to ve wunderstood as_symbolie

Dan T7:13 King James Version
I saw in the nignht visions =nd behold one lixe tne "son
of man" came with the clouds oif neaven and came to tne
Ancient of days and they brought nim near before nim

The $tatement that Daniel saw visions fro: yod in the nignt is to

be taken literally, that 1s,vohn actually saw the vision as describe
They were not dreams.

"Daniel saw " one like the Son of Man '". One can take this literally for it means
exactly that an individual in the form of a man appeared . The phraze however in
in itself is well known to Christians in those passages in the Gospels that
record Christ's identification of himself with this title and which Dr. MacRae
lists in the assignment. However Daniel was the first to use the phraze which
he may have himself merely thougl to be a prophet but he was much more likely
because of other prophecies before his time that this wss messiah, who ne
described as .oming "with the clouds of heaven". Should this be
taken lisrally? Lt would seem so pbecause that could be expected
wen comit; dowu ifrom hezven as wnev 19:11 ff scys he will,

"In the verse above tne #8on of man" is s:id to approach "the
ancient ol deys". Here we have a descriptiye phrase that eaﬁna%‘"’
pe easily catalogued. Judged by 1ts litera¥’sense it seemskgg,pma-“
a figure of speech which metaphorically would make us think of
Him whois the oldest being in the universe - the eternal ¢od Him-
selt. in verse Y of the scme chapter such a person is introduced
as sitting on a tkrone so radiant that it had the appearance of

"fiery flames" . Also he was winistersd to ny thousands oI servants.
Of course a discription of God in relatioo tvo time must be
understood o. taken anthropomorpnically ; Iurthermori gg gh%30$ i%l
ne 1s seen weeriong a whitve garmeat witn hasr hair +“1 g8
a description of tne aged... theg¢ eternal (?)

tn our attempt TO decide wnat 1s liternl snd waat is symoolic
we would do well to heur his words:

"A symbol" says Vos, “is in 1is religious sighnlilicaance
sonething that proioundly porrrys cerv:in face or
principle or rel:tionship of & spiritual nature 1n a
visible #form. rhe thiungs 1t pictures zre of present
existence and poreseni application, +they are in rorce =t th
time in which the sympbol operates." pl44,148 Biblical fg§§

et us apply this excellent explanation of symbols to the term
"Ancient of days" in Daniel {:13 and v 9, 1tis no doubt sym-
bolic of Deity and it 1s & forceful d=zgcription for trat
moment , of the eternal as well as t:e character of fatherly.
rne whole verse brings in tihe Economical peity rather than
the untological Deity.(rhe term"sSon of man" used by the Son
of God later to descripbe himselt is 1n thig vislion presented
to a rerson whose cymbol could stand for the fatherhood of
gGod , indicating @s 1t does elderliness anclientness to
conjure up the eternal God. So by vos's standards we have
here a symbol that is "forceful for the time of the vision
in whi.hit operates.
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