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Introduction to Daniel
DANIEL IS A BOOK OF PARADOXES. !e first six chapters are deceptively 
simple stories of faith under pressure. Daniel and his three friends have 
been forced to leave their homeland, Israel, and se"le in the Babylonian 

king’s palace. !ey are compelled to learn foreign ways in preparation to 
serve the government, which has made a hostile incursion against Israel 
and looms dangerously over that country of their birth. Each chapter 
brings new challenges, and each time they rise to meet the crisis. Nei-
ther Daniel nor his three friends waver in their faith or ponder their 
actions. !ey certainly seek divine help, but they are confident in their 
God, even if God might not preserve their lives through a trial (cf. 

3:16–18). God, however, is up to the task, demonstrating his sovereignty, 
his power over evil human intentions, again and again. Clear and 
encouraging, these six stories have spoken forcefully to many believers, 
including the youngest of children. Many of us who grew up in the 
church remember the stories of Daniel as a staple of children’s Sunday 
school programs and vacation Bible school lessons.

Not so with the second half of the book, however! !e simple division 

between chapters 6 and 7 masks a radical shi# in genre and complexity. 
While children resonate with the lessons of Daniel 1–6, seasoned Bible 
scholars scratch their heads over Daniel 7–12 with the move from simple 
stories to obscure apocalyptic visions (see description and discussion of 
apocalyptic at the beginning of the commentary on chapter 7). !e first 
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half of the book are stories about Daniel; the second half are visions of 
Daniel. Even though there is a dramatic contrast in genre between the 
two halves of the book, however, the overall message of the book is uni-
form: In spite of present appearances, God is in control.1

!e Sovereignty of God

THE BIBLE IS a book about God. Daniel is no exception; it too is a book 
about God. We emphasize this at the beginning because the focus of the 
camera, to use a film analogy, is o"en on the human characters: Daniel, 
the three friends, Nebuchadnezzar, Belshazzar, Darius, Cyrus. But we 

1 Other features of the book, beyond the theme of divine sovereignty, unite the 

two halves of Daniel. !ese include the obvious similarities between Daniel 2

and 7. Even closer study indicates a chiastic arrangement between chapters 2–7, 

which J. G. Baldwin, “!eology of Daniel,” NIDOTTE, 4:499, outlines as follows:

A.Four empires and God’s coming kingdom (ch. 2)

B.Trial by fire and God’s deliverance (ch. 3)

C.A king warned, chastised, and delivered (ch. 4)

C˛.A king warned, defiant, and deposed (ch. 5)

B˛.Trial in the lions’ den and God’s deliverance (ch. 6)

A˛.Four empires and God’s everlasting kingdom (ch. 7)

Furthermore, the book as we have it is wri#en in Aramaic and Hebrew, and the 

distribution of the two languages overlaps the distinct genres (with Aramaic in 

2:4b–7:28, Hebrew in 1:1–2:4a and 8:1–12:13).
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must not be misled; Daniel’s main function is to reveal God to us, the 

readers.

!e Bible, however, is not interested in presenting its readers with an 

abstract understanding of the nature of God. We have li"le in the Bible 

that resembles modern systematic theology; certainly there is no listing 

and description of his a"ributes. God reveals himself in relationship 

with his people. We can see this in the dominant metaphors of God in 

the Bible. He is king, warrior, shepherd, husband, father, and mother, 

assuming that his people are his subjects, his soldiers, his sheep, his wife, 

his children.2 As we will see, the book of Daniel utilizes some of these 

metaphors of relationship in support of the overall theme of divine 

sovereignty, but here I wish to draw a"ention to the fact that his 

sovereignty is not described abstractly in this book, but in the midst of 

the historical process, in the ni"y-gri"y of life.

We can anticipate fuller treatments by simply mentioning the first 

few verses of chapter 1, where we see that it is really God, not Nebuchad-

nezzar, who is behind the Babylonian’s assertion of power over Judah. It 

is God, not Nebuchadnezzar and his educational and dietary regime, 

who is behind the extraordinary skills of Daniel and his three friends. It 

is God who is behind Daniel’s ability to penetrate the secret of 

Nebuchadnezzar’s dream in chapter 2. Each chapter tells a different 

2 
For a further explication of this point and an extended discussion of the warrior 

image, see T. Longman III and D. Reid, God Is a Warrior (Grand Rapids: Zonder-

van, 1995).
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story, but each one is a story of divine sovereignty.
God is all-powerful, and this narration and demonstration of his 

power has one important purpose: the encouragement of a beleaguered 
people. Faithful Israelites must have suffered in exile as they remem-
bered the good relationship that they as a people had with their God in 

the land of Palestine. !ey must have suffered as they were forced to 
work for the good of the nation that oppressed them. And they did suffer 
as they found themselves in situations where they were pressed to com-
promise or else face dire consequences. !e message of Daniel that God 
is all-powerful and in control in spite of present conditions intended to 
present a powerful encouragement to these people.

But who were these people? Who were Daniel’s original audience? 
And, for that ma#er, who was Daniel himself? !ese questions lead us 

into the midst of one of the thorniest questions of the book.

Daniel and Its Original Audience

THE BOOK OF Daniel sets Daniel in the sixth century B.C. !ere is no doubt 
or dispute about that. Major figures from this time period, known from 
other biblical and ancient Near Eastern sources, play an important role 
in the book: Nebuchadnezzar, Belshazzar, Cyrus, as well as Jehoiakim. 

Daniel 1:1 is dated to the third year of the reign of Jehoiakim (605 B.C.) 
and the latest references include one to the “first year of King 
Cyrus” (1:21; 539 B.C.) as well as that great king’s third year (10:1; 537 B.C.).

Details of this period as they relate to the text will be given at the 
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appropriate place. However, briefly, the sixth century was a crucial 
moment for God’s people and an interesting epoch in the history of the 
ancient Near East. In terms of the la"er, the beginning of the book of 
Daniel coincides with Babylon’s rise on the dust of the Assyrian empire. 
Nebuchadnezzar’s incursions into Palestine from his command center in 

Riblah, Syria, coincide with Babylon’s bid to push Egyptian power out of 
the region. Under Nebuchadnezzar, Babylon grew stronger and stronger 
and reached the height of its power. A#er his death, that power slowly 
dissipated, though there were interesting moments under such rulers 
(not named in the book of Daniel) as Neriglissar and Nabonidus (for the 
la"er’s association with Belshazzar, see comments on Dan. 5). On the 
horizon lurked the developing power known as Persia, beginning in the 
middle of the sixth century to expand its imperial pretensions. Under 

Cyrus Persia finally took Babylon in 539 B.C.

With this crucial date we can turn to the story of Israel, more specifi-
cally the southern kingdom of Judah, in the sixth century. !e year 539 
B.C. was an important one for God’s people because with the ascension of 
Persian power came a change of policy toward subjugated peoples. 
While the Babylonians exiled the leaders of captured peoples like the 
Judeans to utilize their skills and resources at the center of the empire, 

the Persians felt it be"er to return these people to their homeland. !e 
exile from which the Israelites returned in 539 B.C. began in earnest in 
587/586 B.C., though earlier incursions are documented in 597 and, as 
we argue in the commentary on Daniel 1:1–3, in 605 B.C.
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Of course, the se"ing of material like what we have in Daniel 1–6 does 
no more than give us the earliest date for the composition of the book. 
Nowhere do these chapters claim that Daniel or anyone else wrote them. 
!ere is no claim for a sixth-century date of the book. !ey are accounts 
about the sixth century, not necessarily compositions of the sixth cen-

tury.
!e same may be said of the last six chapters of the book, but here 

there is a wrinkle. As mentioned above, these chapters contain prophe-
cies by Daniel. !e prophecies are recounted in the first person, but note 
that there is a third person frame. For example, the second section 
begins: “In the first year of Belshazzar king of Babylon, Daniel had a 
dream, and visions passed through his mind as he was lying on his bed. 
He wrote down the substance of his dream. Daniel said …” (7:1–2a). !e 

composition of the final form of Daniel 7–12 likewise, therefore, makes 
no claim on a sixth-century composition.

However, we cannot use these textual facts to escape an exegetical 
problem that has plagued the study of the book of Daniel for many years. 
!ough the prophecies have a third person frame, they are delivered by 
Daniel in the first person and therefore make an implicit claim to origi-
nate in the sixth century. !e prophecies themselves, in other words, 

require a sixth-century se"ing, and here is the problem.
!e issue concerns the fact that the first six chapters, while present-

ing themselves as historical narrative, are surrounded by issues of histor-
ical accuracy, while the second six chapters, which are prophecy, are 
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uncannily accurate and precise through the second century B.C., at least 
up to a definite point. To many, these facts appear to result from a sec-
ond-century date of composition, where some of the historical persons 
and events of the Babylonian and Persian periods are a bit murky, while 
the more recent events of the Greek period are well known and clear. In 

other words, chapters that present the events of the third and second 
centuries B.C. as prophecy appear to have been wri"en a#er the fact, and 
we can recognize the a"empts at real prophecy by their failure to predict 
accurately (see the extended discussion in connection with the prophecy 
of ch. 11).

!e conundrum is that faithful interpreters find themselves on two 
sides of the debate. On the one hand, there are those who believe it is 
necessary to stick to a sixth-century composition. Others feel that the 

text drives them to a second-century date, and if they believe that the 
Bible is the Word of God, they must then struggle with the theological 
issue of a book that, at least on the surface, a"empts to deceive its audi-
ence into thinking it is prophesying future events when in reality it is 
casting the past into a future tense.

One a"empt to get around this conundrum is to point to the well-
established use of pseudonymity in the ancient Near East.3 Indeed, such 

pseudonymity was well practiced and o#en involved no a"empt at 
deception. !e original audience knew what the author was doing.4

3 !is describes the general argument of a perceptive commentator like J. 

Goldingay, Daniel (Waco, Tex.: Word, 1989).
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However, I would argue that this approach fails when applied to the 
book of Daniel. !e only way that Daniel’s intention as demonstrated in 
the text can be achieved is by duping the audience. In other words, in 
prophecy given a"er the fact (vaticinium ex eventu) the idea was to con-
vince the audience that the prophet was a true prophet to whom God 

had revealed the future. A"er showing that by predicting events that 
had already passed, then there was an a#empt at a real prophecy. !is is 
more than a literary device, and one must question whether such a tex-
tual strategy would find a place in God’s Word.

!is should not, however, obscure the extent of the difficulties of 
promoting a sixth-century date. !e historical problems in the first part 
are real, and the solutions to some we can only speculate about (see 
commentary). Moreover, there are problems that need to be addressed 

at the end of chapter 11, when the prophecy appears to fail. We will pro-
vide another explanation than a late date at that point in the commen-
tary, but we will not glibly push the problem under the rug.

!ese are difficult issues that will divide faithful interpreters for 
years. We must resist the temptation to turn this issue into a simple 
litmus test. Some argue that anyone who holds to a sixth-century date is 
a hopeless “fundie” who refuses to look at the evidence. Others will 

brand those who opt for a second-century date as “liberals” or “compro-

4 See my study of ancient Near Eastern pseudonymity with an emphasis on royal 

autobiography; T. Longman III, Fictional Akkadian Autobiography (Winona Lake, 

Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 1991).
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misers.” I know that there will be reviewers of my work and approach 

who will view me as so"minded or so"hearted on this issue, but I argue 

that it is an unhelpful simplification to categorize on the basis of some-

one’s conclusions on this ma#er. At the very least, we need to look at the 

motives and arguments behind the conclusions as well as at the treat-

ment of the text in the light of the commentator’s conclusions on the 

date of the book.

In view of the evidence and in spite of the difficulties, I interpret the 

book from the conclusion that the prophecies come from the sixth cen-

tury B.C. I find the problems amenable to hypothetical solutions and the 

theological issues of a late date difficult to surmount. However, two bril-

liantly insightful commentators on the book would strongly disagree 

with me. J. Goldingay interprets the book as finally redacted in the sec-

ond century B.C. (for a description of this century, see the commentary 

on Daniel 11), but at the same time he is motivated by a strong desire to 

follow the teaching of the text. He also clearly believes in the supernatu-

ral universe presented by the Bible and does not doubt that God can 

speak about the future. Furthermore, as we look below the surface of 

Sibley Towner’s excellent contribution on Daniel,5 we note that he 

understands the book to be divine self-revelation, even though he cate-

gorically denies the possibility of the type of prophecy we find in the 

la#er part of the book. To simply rule out these two theologically astute 

interpreters on the basis of their late date of the book would be a 

5 
W. S. Towner, Daniel (Atlanta: John Knox, 1984).
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tragedy.6

In short, while the present commentary still finds a sixth-century 
date defensible, it refuses to discount all those who interpret from a 
second-century date. We agree with J. Baldwin, also an eminent inter-
preter of the book of Daniel,7 who in one of her last publications before 

her death stated: “!e fact that the standpoint of the writer (sixth or 
second century B.C.) cannot be ascertained for certain does not greatly 
affect the interpretation.”8

 THE ISSUES SURROUNDING the relevance and application of 
the Old Testament to our lives and society at the turn of the third mil-
lennium A.D. is complex and debated. How does a text that was originally 
addressed to an audience in the sixth century B.C. retain its significance? 

Many Christians have difficulty relating to the Old Testament because of 
its distance from our lives. I would describe the book of Daniel’s distance 
from us in three areas:

(1)Chronological. !e book of Daniel was wri$en over two and a half 

6 On the other hand, there are other interpreters who do not feel a need to strug-

gle with this issue because they do not believe the Bible is divine revelation by 

any definition of the term.
7 Baldwin has also strongly and clearly advocated a sixth-century date in her 

commentary (Daniel, TOTC [Downers Grove, Ill.: InterVarsity, 1978).
8 J. Baldwin, “!eology of Daniel,” NIDOTTE, 4:499.
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millennia ago. Times change. I recently watched a television show 
about America in the 1950s and was struck by how different life was 
in my youth than it is now, and there we are only speaking about 
forty years.

(2)Cultural. Daniel was addressed to Israelites living in Babylonian 

exile. !e world of Daniel was an ancient Near Eastern world. Our 
Western culture is completely different, and even current Middle 
Eastern cultures bear only the slightest resemblance to the world 
in which Daniel and Nebuchadnezzar lived.

(3)Redemptive-historical. Perhaps here is where Daniel and the whole 
Old Testament are strange to Christians. In a word, Daniel lived in 
the world before the coming of Christ. We live looking back on his 
earthly ministry, death, and resurrection. Christians find the New 

Testament more immediately applicable for obvious reasons.

!at there is continuity between the New Testament and the Old Tes-

tament is obvious to anyone who reads the Bible. !e New Testament is 
saturated with Old Testament references. It builds on the foundation of 
the Old, and there are a number of passages that strongly assert its con-
tinuing validity. Perhaps most notable is Jesus’ affirmation of the Law 
and Prophets (a first-century A.D. way of referring to what we know as 
the Old Testament):

Do not think that I have come to abolish the Law or the Prophets; 
I have not come to abolish them but to fulfill them. I tell you the 
truth, until heaven and earth disappear, not the smallest le$er, not 
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the least stroke of a pen, will by any means disappear from the Law 
until everything is accomplished. Anyone who breaks one of the 
least of these commandments and teaches others to do the same 
will be called least in the kingdom of heaven, but whoever practices 
and teaches these commands will be called great in the kingdom of 

heaven. For I tell you that unless your righteousness surpasses that 
of the Pharisees and the teachers of the law, you will certainly not 
enter the kingdom of heaven. (Ma". 5:17–20)

Jesus then goes on to talk about some specific ethical issues from the 
Old Testament, and the amazing thing is that, while he affirms the Old 
Testament teaching on murder, adultery, divorce, and so forth, he subtly 
transforms that teaching to something more internal and demanding. 
Adultery is not just sleeping with a woman; it is lusting a$er her. Mur-
der is not just physically killing another person; it is anger toward 
another. Some would argue that Jesus draws a distinction not with the 

Old Testament teaching, but with human tradition that had grown up 
around the law, but I don’t think a careful reading of the Sermon on the 
Mount in the light of the Old Testament can sustain that analysis. As we 
read the New Testament, there is neither strict continuity (as 
theonomists would insist) nor discontinuity (as some dispensationalists 
would have it), but rather both continuity and discontinuity between the 
Old and New Testaments.9

9 For an excellent treatment of this issue, see B. Waltke, “!eonomy in Relation 
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Sorting out continuity and discontinuity cannot be reduced to a for-
mula or simple principle. We have to ask questions about the transfor-
mation of culture and the movement of redemptive history. We will sort 
these issues out as we deal with specific passages in Daniel.10 However, 
here we may introduce a couple of major issues that will affect our 

approach throughout.

Christ, the Center of Biblical Revelation

THE BIBLE IS a book about God. It is God’s self-revelation, and as we have 
seen, the book of Daniel masterfully demonstrates God’s sovereignty 
over his people’s past, present, and future. God’s sovereignty infuses his 
people with confidence and hope in the midst of a difficult world. When 
Daniel’s original audience read the book, they were given a new vista on 

their situation and their God.
Christians need to read the Old Testament from the perspective of the 

original audience, to be sure. But it would be a mistake to stop there. 
A$er all, we have received further revelation, and this further revelation 

to Dispensational and Covenant !eologies,” in !eonomy: A Reformed Critique, 

ed. by W. Barker and R. Godfrey (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1990), 59–87, and T. 

Longman III, “God’s Law and Mosaic Punishments Today” (pp. 41–57 in the same 

volume).
10 My book Reading the Bible with Heart and Mind (Colorado Springs: NavPress, 

1997) is an a%empt to deal with this issue with the major genres of the Bible (his-

tory, law, wisdom, poetry, prophecy, gospel, epistle, and apocalyptic).
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casts its illuminating light back on the Old Testament. Saint Augustine 
captured what I mean with his well-known and catchy phrase: “!e New 
Testament is in the Old concealed, and the Old Testament is in the New 
revealed.”

!e point is that continuing revelation has not imparted new mean-

ing to the Old Testament but has illuminated the richer meaning of 
many texts that were not clear to the Old Testament people of God. 
!ough debated, I believe this is what 1 Peter 1:10–12 indicates:

Concerning this salvation, the prophets, who spoke of the grace 
that was to come to you, searched intently and with the greatest 
care, trying to find out the time and circumstances to which the 
Spirit of Christ in them was pointing when he predicted the suffer-
ings of Christ and the glories that would follow. It was revealed to 
them that they were not serving themselves but you, when they 
spoke of the things that have now been told you by those who have 

preached the gospel to you by the Holy Spirit sent from heaven. 
Even angels long to look into these things.

Perhaps most illustrative of the point I am making are two comments 

made by Jesus a#er his resurrection. His disciples were in a quandary 
about the events surrounding his death. !ey did not understand what 
was happening. How could their leader, in whom they had invested such 
hopes, end his life in such an ignominious way? Jesus chides two differ-
ent groups of his followers in two different, but similar passages:
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He said to them, “How foolish you are, and how slow of heart to 
believe all that the prophets have spoken! Did not the Christ have 
to suffer these things and then enter his glory?” And beginning 
with Moses and all the Prophets, he explained to them what was 
said in all the Scriptures concerning himself. (Luke 24:25–27)

He said to them, “!is is what I told you while I was still with 
you: Everything must be fulfilled that is wri#en about me in the 
Law of Moses, the Prophets and the Psalms.”

!en he opened their minds so they could understand the 
Scriptures. (Luke 24:44–45)

Most Christians would affirm that a handful of passages in the Old 
Testament predict Christ’s coming in a spectacular way. If asked, they 
would point to the promise of the virgin birth in Isaiah 7, a reference to 
the “Anointed One” or Messiah in Psalm 2, and a few other passages. If 
we looked closely at these passages, we would see that they too have an 

Old Testament se#ing and are not messianic in a narrow sense. How-
ever, the point I want to emphasize is that Jesus’ words invite a much 
broader understanding of how the Old Testament anticipates his com-
ing. In Luke 24 Jesus speaks in global terms (“Moses and all the 
Prophets,” “all the Scriptures,” “the Law of Moses, the Prophets, and the 
Psalms”). As we read the Old Testament, we can read it with the expecta-
tion that we will encounter Christ there.11

11 E. P. Clowney, Preaching and Biblical !eology (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 
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!is principle can be and o"en is abused. It is wrong to take a short 
passage of Scripture out of context and twist it until some vague connec-
tion with Christ is seen. It is dangerous to read the Old Testament in the 
light of the New before first reading the Old Testament in its original 
context. But it is equally incorrect for a Christian to neglect to read the 

Old in the fuller light of the New Testament. A"er all, the Bible, while 
composed of many different writings from many different time periods, 
is ultimately one organic revelation, whose author is God himself. We 
would naturally expect that later revelation will more fully disclose the 
truths of earlier Scripture. We will operate with this principle in the 
commentary that follows. Of course, the reader will have to judge 
whether we have persuasively shown how Christ is anticipated in a par-
ticular passage or whether we have fallen into the trap of pressing the 

case too strongly.

“Go Thou and Do Likewise”: Do We Follow the Example of 

Daniel?

AS WE STUDY the book of Daniel, we expect to hear God’s story. !e book 
is filled with human characters and actions, but God is the subtle back-

ground character. We have also just argued that the Old Testament, 
including Daniel, is not just a theocentric book, but also a Christocentric 
book. Christ is anticipated in the Old Testament and proclaimed in the 
New. By emphasizing what might be called the theological message of 

1961), develops this idea fully.
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the book, we avoid a common fallacy—a purely moralistic approach to 
the Old Testament. Most sermons and teaching on the book err by fall-
ing into the trap of simply turning Old Testament characters into heroes 
and villains: “Be like Daniel!” or “Don’t be like Belshazzar!” Such teach-
ing removes the focus of the biblical book from the intended main point, 

God, and thus misses the power of the passage.12

!ere is a further pitfall for which we need to account. Daniel 1–6 is 
historical narrative; it tells us what happened to Daniel and his three 
friends in the Babylonian and Persian courts. Is it legitimate to assume 
that just because Daniel is a hero of the faith that his actions are pre-
sented as normative for all time? When the question is presented baldly 
in this manner, the answer is certainly no. Just because Daniel acted in a 
certain way does not mean that his actions are instructions to how we 

should behave today. Daniel’s vegetarian diet in the first chapter cer-
tainly should not have us pushing meat away from our tables. We don’t 
have to pray in an upstairs room or in a room with windows (6:10) to 
pray sincerely. We must be very careful not to fall into the trap of saying 
that Daniel’s actions are necessarily normative for our actions.

However, neither are they totally irrelevant. !e Bible is not only a 
theological book; it is also an ethical book. !e Old Testament historical 

books are not just there to teach us what happened in the past or about 

12 Following the warning given by J. H. Walton, L. D. Bailey, and C. Williford, 

“Bible-Based Curricula and the Crisis of Scriptural Authority,” Christian Educa-

tion Journal 13 (1993): 83–94.
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the nature of God in the abstract, but also intend to shape our emotions 
and our actions.13 God could have given us a philosophical or theological 
treatise if his goal was to simply inform us about his nature, but instead 
he gave us his Word in the form of stories and poems that evoke the 
whole person—will and emotions as well as intellect. !at the Old Tes-

tament narratives have a didactic intention14 is suggested by the preface 
to Psalm 78:

O my people, hear my teaching;

listen to the words of my mouth.
I will open my mouth in parables,

I will u"er hidden things, things from of old—
what we have heard and known,

what our fathers have told us.
We will not hide them from their children;

we will tell the next generation

the praiseworthy deeds of the LORD,
his power, and the wonders he has done.

13 S. Greidanus, Sola Scriptura: Problems and Principles in Preaching Historical Texts

(Kampen: J. H. Kok, 1970) narrates a debate among Dutch interpreters and 

preachers that drove a wedge between moralistic preaching and “redemptive-

historical” preaching. !e issues and debate are instructive, but the conclusion 

we should reach is that it is a both/and solution, not an either/or.
14 As argued in T. Longman III, Literary Approaches to Biblical Interpretation 

(Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1987), 70.
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He decreed statutes for Jacob
and established the law in Israel,

which he commanded our forefathers
to teach their children,

so the next generation would know them,

even the children yet to be born,
and they in turn would tell their children.

!en they would put their trust in God
and would not forget his deeds
but would keep his commands.

!ey would not be like their forefathers—
a stubborn and rebellious generation,

whose hearts were not loyal to God,

whose spirits were not faithful to him. (Ps. 78:1–8)

!e “parables” that follow in Psalm 78, which have as their intention 

obedience, are stories from Israel’s past, mostly behavior to avoid. His-
tory can have a didactic function, and Old Testament history’s lessons 
continue in an important sense in the New Testament period as well. 
A"er reminding his readers of the crossing of the Red Sea and the desert 
wandering, Paul asserts: “Now these things occurred as examples to 
keep us from se#ing our hearts on evil things as they did” (1 Cor. 10:6). 
!roughout the New Testament, different historical episodes of the Old 
Testament are recited to serve as paradigms of behavior in the post-

Christ period (e.g., Heb. 11:4–40; James 5:10–11, 16–18).
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However, warnings about simple appropriation of the Old Testament 
are crucial. !e chronological, cultural, and redemptive-historical dis-
tance must be taken into account as we adjudicate the application of an 
ancient text to a modern situation. Readers of this commentary will 
have to judge for themselves whether I have persuasively charted the 

course through the potential pitfalls, but, as discussions in the specific 
chapters will underline, they can be sure that I am aware of the dangers 
both of neglecting this important aspect of the biblical text as well as 
blindly assuming that the ancient text provides normative role models 
and principles of living for us today.

Outline of Daniel

I. Daniel and the !ree Friends in Nebuchadnezzar’s Court (

1:1–21)

A. Jehoiakim Delivered Into Nebuchadnezzar’s Hand (1:1–2)
B. Training for Service (1:3–7)
C. Avoiding Defilement (1:8–16)

D. Success Given to Daniel and His Friends (1:17–20)
E. !e Extent of Daniel’s Ministry (1:21)

II. !e God of Wisdom Reveals Nebuchadnezzar’s Dream to 

Daniel (2:1–49)

A. !e King and His Advisors (2:1–13)
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B. God’s Revealing of the Mystery to Daniel (2:14–23)

C. !e Dream and Its Interpretation (2:24–45)

D. !e King’s Response (2:46–49)

III. God Saves the !ree Friends from the Fiery Furnace (3:1–30)
A. Nebuchadnezzar’s Image of Gold (3:1–7)

B. !e Accusation Against the !ree Friends (3:8–12)

C. !e Confrontation With Nebuchadnezzar (3:13–18)

D. !e Miraculous Deliverance (3:19–27)

E. Nebuchadnezzar Worships God (3:28–30)

IV. Nebuchadnezzar’s Pride Takes a Fall (4:1–37)
A. Nebuchadnezzar’s Decree to Praise the Lord (4:1–3)

B. !e Dream Report and the Search for an Interpreter (4:4–18)

C. !e Dream Interpretation (4:19–27)

D. !e Fulfillment of the Dream (4:28–33)

E. Healing and Concluding Doxology (4:34–37)

V. !e Writing on the Wall (5:1–31)
A. !e Profanation of the Holy Vessels (5:1–4)

B. !e Enigmatic Writing on the Wall (5:5–12)

C. Daniel’s Interpretation of the Inscription (5:13–28)

D. Reward and Punishment (5:29–31)

VI. Daniel in the Lions’ Den (6:1–28)
A. !e Plot Against Daniel (6:1–9)

B. !e Trap and Reluctant Punishment (6:10–18)

C. Daniel’s Rescue and the Accusers’ Demise (6:19–24)
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D. Darius’s Decree (6:25–28)

VII. !e Vision of the Four Beasts (7:1–28)

A. Horror by the Sea (7:1–8)

B. Heavenly Power (7:9–14)

C. Divine Victory (7:15–28)

VIII. !e Ram and the Goat (8:1–27)

A. !e Vision of a Ram and a Goat (8:1–14)

B. !e Interpretation of the Vision (8:15–27)

IX. Daniel’s Prayer of Repentance (9:1–27)

A. Preparation for Prayer (9:1–4a)

B. Invocation and Confession (9:4b–10)

C. God’s Punishment (9:11–14)

D. Appeal for Mercy (9:15–19)

E. !e Prophecy of the Seventy Weeks (9:20–27)

X. !e Vision of a Heavenly Messenger (10:1–11:1)

A. A Heavenly Vision (10:1–9)

B. A Conversation With a Supernatural Being (10:10–11:1)

XI. !e Scope and End of History (11:2–12:13)

A. Persia and Greece (11:2–4)

B. Struggles Between the Kings of the North and the Kings of the 

South (11:5–20)

C. !e Climactic King of the North (11:21–35)

D. !e King Who Will Do As He Pleases (11:36–45)

E. !e Salvation of God’s People (12:1–4)
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F. Final Words (12:5–13)
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