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what you did have came from some of these Germanic tribes who

gave what real strongth there was to the Roman empire during this
bikme time, but its name and its reputation carried a great deal

of welght, It's a period of great intermingling of peoples There
is a marked sihilarity of those two centuries to that descriptions

S Verse 34 says the stone strikes the statue upon its
fect of iron ahd clavye

In | symbolic pilcture therz are apt to be many elements
that are just part of the picture and do not convey a meaning; like
the two arms and possibly the ten fingerse. We don't know whether
the fingers were shown or not or whether Nebuchadnezzar noticed
them or note. WQ donit know whether the arms were longer than usual
or shorter than usual. There were the normal features that a
statue would have 80 that to know which hava arnganing you need

_ . _ __an interpretation. Unless you have something pictured that is very

vary Hnau unu ual. Like you have here different metals, The metals
‘themdelvVesinly hoE-have i Ngd & apecificrmeaning, but the fact that
vou ﬂava gferent metal certainly is an unusual thing which has
Jﬁéaﬁ$ngs 18- &l civange fron one enpirevho-anatheres -

TTisLeL I e o Btdﬁe strikes the statiue and it speci€ically:says upon
its feet of iron and clay. Since the statue represents a pro-
gression 'of; ﬂ%eﬁ&ﬂi wvhen:ftsspacifically says: theistone: strikes

the statue on 'the feet of iron and clay that Suggests very strongly
?ﬁﬁaﬁﬁtﬁéﬁéﬁhﬁﬁiBésdribad‘ﬁﬁltuﬁ’hmtting of the statue by the stone
and demolisheq it, is something that would take place in the Fifth
‘period- of the statuey rathivrithan in onaofisthe first :fours That
would seem to me to be quite cbvious.

But there are those who do not like that idea at alle I noticed
iniong’ eémm:am the statémeny 7is made: The striking of the
feet 1s Bymbolical and does not necessarlly have any particular
referénce-to EHE FHUEEN RKingdoms The: lmage dis struek on the feet
because such a blow will cause i1t to totter and fall. Wherc else
“Hould oné . strike a Blow that-would cauge the entire image to
£al112z"

”'“Tﬁaﬁ”iﬁ'a Case where o man has a < ertatn interpretation that -
he walt$ td ‘BEand Por Snd/ d% Hé Eriss toi twltBt gverything in line
with it or explain away anything that does not fit with it. This
particular commentary I am not critisizing it greatly on this
accounts It is a little worse than a gooﬂﬁm&ﬁVewemméntariea in
this direction but not a great deal. lMostipsopla approwch it with
a definite idea in mind and they try to Fitsaveryehiag in whiih
with thelr idea or explain away what does not seem to fit. It is
spacifically sald the stone strikes the image upon its feet that
are of iron and ElayylWhy Hother tortall where it struck? Why not
just say it strucL the image and destooyed it? There would seem
likely to be some reason for waying where it struck, but more than
that hitting it on the feet is a very unusual and strange thing!
If one of you were standing here and if for some reason 1 wanted
to domoiish yvou, I can't imagine 1I'd pick up a stone and try to
hit you upon the feetl I think that would be the last place I
would think of aiming 1t. IFf there was a statue here I wanted to
%ﬂOCk overy I might hit 1t in the head, in the chest, perhaps even

n the legs but I can't inmegine I would try ts Wit it in &

\g o try to knowk it overd ) e el
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