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Daniel Lecture # 3 Sept, 25, 1978

The assignment had two parts: look at Daniel 7 and see
which vv, are part of the vision, and which are part of the in-
terpretaticn. Also, which: are {lgurative and which literal.

Most of vou did very well, There were two or three from whom I
expactad good papers wio I came to thne conclusion thay alther
werenot listening at the end of the hour or that thoay were nmuch
mores execesis than they thought they ware, necause they simply
gave me a comparrison of ch, 2 and ch, 7 as teo the agencra’ cource
of events, 'nt the assignment at ail. That would not detract from
the mark but did not add anything to it bYecause they did rot deal
with the two things that T asked for: which parts of the vision
are ficurative and which are literal.

I got the imoression that one or two did not ~learly under=
stanc what we mezn Ly ficurative {or suymbalic), Te_Dan, 2 we nad
a vision Mebuchadnezzar had. Daniel describes the visinn. In vv.
31.35, and every single thirg in that vision was figurative. A
symbol,., If you heard that vision you could not have krown what
much of it mcant, They are symbolse Uniess you had se=en the sane
figures used some other time, vov have no way to approach it.

Or unless you have an idea what it is supposed to describe and
then you can make a comparrison. It is strictly figurative, Per-
haps "strictiy" 1z a2 little bit tecc sirong, but michty little.
The only thing I noticed that is at all literal 1is the statement
at tre ¥x erd "and fill the whole earth." Whatcver it was filied
the whole earth, That, of course, is a rather lilteral statement,
But It could be pert of the dreaem vwhich he had.

Up to that there is a ctatue. As ve noticed there arce many
things in the statue. We don't just know how many there were., We
don't knew hew rany ¥Yirngers were visikle. We have no reason ¢

think the two arms and chest had a specific reference to a seconcd
kingdor or anvthing of the kiImsx kind. We have nc definite evidence
as to specific meaning of the first three metals, We are tol~
the faurth one indicates strengtn. There are nany things which
are just fiqures and mayhe just part of the gerneral plcture,

As to which parts have a meaning and what they mearn, ws have
no basis whatever to gc on unless we had the Interpretation.

(Cuestion: « « « « I8 it the whole earth that wa know, or
the whole earth that they know?)

Of course this was just a dream. In tha dream ALd he see 3
Adii¢ alobe: Did he sea2 the stone flowing around and covaring the
whole globe? Or did he sea the stone enlarqe so as to covar everve
thing he could see? We don't know. When we get o the interpretation
we have a literal interpretation, and there we have to aslk the
questinn veou just ralsed. What does the intarpretation m2an in that
regard? That is a question I don't want to take time with hers nocw.
It%s the sort of questicn 1'd rather have you glve nms in writing
and 1'11 sa@e whether it fits in with the course of our discussion
or wh=ther I should discuss it with your personally. I wish you
would give it to me in writing.

That is all figurative, all symbol, The interpretatior is all
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