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LESSON I. 

Fairer Of Countenance 

Daniel 1 

 

The fourth of the major prophets is Daniel. It is the historical section of his book of 

prophecy which we purpose to present for discussion the remainder of this society year. It is well 

for us to ask at the outset what this name, Daniel, means. For it surely is with divine wisdom that 

the Almighty raises up a prophet for His people in the midst of the Captivity who bears this 

name. The name, Daniel, means “My God is Judge”, and that is not only the name of this book, 

but it is also the message of the book. That Jehovah is the judge of His people comes beautifully 

to manifestation in His dealings with His faithful ones in all that which we read of Him in the 

historical section of this book of prophecy. The first of these events we consider in this lesson. 

The kingdom of Judah as well as the kingdom of the ten tribes felt the sting of God’s 

wrath and was taken into captivity. Of this the first two verses of this book remind us. And then 

we are told that King Nebuchadnezzar who took Judah captive also took of the sons of the 

nobility to train them for work in his kingdom. Four of these young men stand out because of 

their great faith wherewith they were blessed. The chiefest of these is Daniel through whom God 

had this book of prophecy written. The others were, according to their Jewish names, Hananiah, 

Mishael and Azariah. The king gave them Assyrian names and instructed Melzar, the prince of 

the eunuchs, to feed them well and to give them a thorough training in the knowledge of that day. 

Daniel and his three friends refused to eat the meat and to drink the wine that the king 

had appointed for them. That they did not consider it proper to be feasting here in Babylon while 

Jerusalem and the Temple were in ruins is undoubtedly true. Yet the reason Daniel gives for their 

refusal is that to eat would defile them. This does not mean that it was meat from unclean 

animals. Then they could have received the wine. But it was customary for these heathen kings 

to dedicate their food to their gods (see I Cor. 10:20). God plainly approves (He is their judge) of 

their action, for at the end of ten days they are fairer of countenance than the others. The pulse 

was a wholesome food made of vegetables and was not a starvation meal. Yet it is God who in 

the short period of ten days made such a marked distinction between them and the others who 

enjoyed the meat and wine. He showed His approval again at the end of three years when these 

were the wisest by ten times of all the wise men he had in all his wide realm. 

 

Points for Discussion: 

1. The captivity of Judah, (a) What purpose did it serve, that is, what reasons can you 

suggest for which God sent the Captivity? (b) Why did the good suffer with the bad? 

Does the fact that “God is our Judge” bring any comfort to the good who suffer with the 

wicked? Will we need to remember that in the day of the Antichrist, or has this book no 

value for us with a view to that day? Explain why you take this stand. 

2. The changes of the names, (a) Can you prove from this book whether God approved 

of these names being changed? (b) Consult your Bible Dictionary or commentary for the 

meaning of the names of these young men before they were changed. Would you say that 

the devil was at work here trying to hide the identity of the covenant people by taking 



away their beautiful covenant names? How do their original names express covenant 

fidelity? Should we today copy the names of the world movie stars, for example, or 

should we too strive to express our covenant faith by the names we choose? (c) Can you 

prove whether or not these four young men meekly submitted to these Babylonish 

names? 

3. The faith of these young men. Do a little research of your own. How old do you think 

they were? Is there any significance that they have, such strong faith at this age? Do you 

find such things today? Why not? The fact that there are only four who are faithful, what 

is the significance of that fact? 

 

LESSON II. 

Nebuchadnezzar Has A Dream 

Daniel 2:1-18 

 

In His good pleasure God had given to Nebuchadnezzar a strange dream which had 

prophetic significance. But it did not please God to have him understand the dream apart from 

the interpretation to be given by believing Daniel. The way in which Daniel is called in to per-

form the task of interpreting the dream is a story in itself. This we will treat in this lesson, 

leaving the interpretation to the next lesson. 

Perhaps the greater share of our discussion of this passage will be determined by our 

interpretation of the world, “the thing is gone from me”, in verse 5. The whole question is 

whether Nebuchadnezzar means that the dream has gone from him so that he has forgotten it or 

whether he means that his decree that they tell him the dream as well as the interpretation has 

gone forth and that he will not retract. Personally we are convinced that the latter is the proper 

interpretation of this expression. 

 The king had a terrible dream. He felt that it had a very important meaning, and therefore 

he wanted above all to have this dream explained correctly. To determine whether his wise men 

were capable of giving the proper interpretation he demands also of them that they tell him what 

it was that he dreamed. Read verse 9 in this light, and you will notice that the king does not trust 

these wise men of his. He may have had occasion before this to question their advice and 

interpretation. With the great reward promised and the severe penalty threatened it would seem 

that at least one of the wise men would attempt to tell the king that he had such and such a dream 

using vague and veiled language both to escape the punishment and to earn the reward, but none 

do. But the strongest proof that this is the king’s meaning is from the words themselves. The 

original, according to the commentator Keil in the light of research in the Old Persian language, 

can be translated, “the word (command) has been made known by me”, or even, “The command 

is gone out from me.” The word we have translated as “thing” does not then refer to his dream 

but to the command that they tell him the dream as its interpretation. And had the king entirely 

forgotten his dream, then how can we explain what we read in verse three that the dream 

troubled him. This must mean that, as verse 1 says, the terrible dream brought him to 

consciousness, and then being awake, and remembering the awful dream, he is troubled to know 

its leaning. Note too that in verse 16 Daniel speaks only of telling the king the interpretation, the 

king knows the dream, but the proof of the genuineness of the interpretation lies in the ability of 

one to tell also what it was. 

The wise men in their desperation spoke unadvisedly to the king. His fury mounted upon 

these whom he already distrusted, and the execution of the wise men began. This would mean 



that Daniel and his three friends would also die and also all the other seed of Judah, the royal 

seed, perhaps, since the goodly young men of noble birth were all in this service of the king. The 

devil is at work here! 

But Daniel in the courage of faith dares to assure the king that God will give him the 

dream and the interpretation. Having done so he goes home to pray. Indeed, God never puts to 

shame those who put their trust in Him! 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. The giving of a vision to Nebuchadnezzar. Why do you suppose God gave such an 

important vision to an unbeliever? (Note how different this dream is from usual dreams. 

Nebuchadnezzar himself is nowhere in the vision. In our dreams we are always the 

important character). Was this grace of God to speak thus to Nebuchadnezzar? Is the 

Word of God always grace to those to whom it is spoken? Explain. 

2. Daniel’s courage. God does not give such courage without means, does He? How did 

He work such great confidence in Daniel? How does He do so today? Why do we not 

have visions today? Do we have an infallible interpretation to guide us unto the end? Will 

there be men of courage in the days of the Antichrist? What then of Luke 18:8? 

 

LESSON III. 

Daniel Explains the King’s Dream 

Daniel 2:19-49 

 

The dream that Nebuchadnezzar had consisted of two parts. In the first part he saw a 

strange, yea a weird statue. The head of this image was made of gold, the breast and arms were 

of silver, the belly and thighs were of brass, the legs were of iron and the feet a mixture of iron 

and clay. In the second part of the vision he saw a stone that had been cut out of the mountain 

without hands which strikes this huge image at its feet of iron and clay, crushes the whole image 

and grinds it to powder. Well may Nebuchadnezzar be troubled in spirit at having seen such a 

vision in his dream. For the interpretation is as awful as the dream itself. 

Daniel told the king that this image represented the world powers as they are apart from 

Christ. For notice that this image which the king saw was entirely distinct from the stone cut out 

without hands. And the stone did not at all come from any part of that image. He told the king 

that he was this head of gold, he in all the glory and majesty of his kingdom. After him there 

would come another glorious kingdom but one of less glory even as silver does not compare with 

gold. Then would follow other kingdoms, each time the glory becoming less while the strength 

(of cruelty as well as force) would increase till there' would arise the last kingdom which was 

very weak by virtue of its two parts which never mix, namely, iron and clay. And since the 

whole structure rests upon these feet, the whole kingdom of the Antichrist—for this it 

represents—is doomed to destruction regardless of how much temporary glory it may have had. 

And note too that the image is in the form of a man. Man with all that he may make of this world 

and as he lives apart from Christ is due to complete destruction and eternal punishment. And 

note also that the farther one goes in tracing this image the more divided it becomes. It 

commences as a head, but then immediately you have breast and arms, belly and thighs to be 

followed by two legs and two feet with ten toes. 

That stone cut out without hands is very plainly, in the first place, Christ Himself, Who 

was not born of the will of man (not cut out with hands). Then it is also His Church which comes 



into being purely by the grace and work of God’s Spirit so that no hand of man is responsible for 

its presence. We do not produce or bring forth the Church. God does it by His hand which the 

believers feel, though to the natural eye it is not seen. In the vision no human hand brings forth 

this rock, but it is God’s hand that brings it forth. Yea, rather, Christ as to His Divine nature is 

not created or formed. He exists eternally. But here the idea plainly is the kingdom of heaven. 

For in verse 44 Daniel speaks of it as a kingdom. 

The king hearing the dream retold and correctly interpreted falls down before Daniel and 

spoke of God as the God of gods. Daniel is highly exalted and requests that his three friends also 

be exalted. 

 

Points for Discussion: 

1. The kingdoms represented by the image. Taking the kingdom of Assyria as your 

starting point, since Daniel says that Nebuchadnezzar is that head of gold, what does 

Scripture and history teach us as to the identity of the other kingdoms? Is the kingdom of 

Belshazzar, see chap. 5, the same as this head of gold? Is the kingdom of the Antichrist 

represented by feet of iron and clay? 

2. The king’s reaction to the interpretation. Does the behavior of Nebuchadnezzar reveal 

him to be a believer? What fault would you find with his confession in verse 47? 

3. The victory of the stone. What encouragement can we derive from the things recorded 

about this stone? Verse 35 presents it as a great mountain that fills the earth. Does this 

mean that we may expect a great numerical growth in the Church in the future? Is there 

any connection between the victory of the Kingdom of Heaven and the fact that it is cut 

out without hands? Explain. 

 

LESSON IV. 

Daniel’s Three Friends 

In The Fiery Furnace 

Daniel 3 

 

The dream that Nebuchadnezzar had evidently went to his head. He had been told that he 

was that head of gold, and now he certainly intends to live as such a head of gold. He had a huge 

image built in the plain of dura, and since he had been told that he was the head of gold, he made 

this image of gold. It was ninety feet high and nine feet wide. It was not meant to be an image of 

his god. It is not impossible that the image was a representation of Nebuchadnezzar himself. But 

note in verse 12 a clear distinction is made between this image and his gods. We believe that the 

image meant to represent his world power, in fact it meant to be a symbol of his new order of 

things. To worship the image was to give thanks to the gods for making him so mighty and great, 

and was therefore a very sinful thing to do. 

The king surely set himself up here as the antichrist of that day. He was ruler of a world 

power. And even as we read of the Antichrist in Rev. 13 that the Antichrist commands that an 

image be made and that all those who do not worship it must be put to death, so this king 

demands of men that they worship him. Daniel had told him that God had given him dominion 

over all men. This meant that he had the right to rule all these whom God put under him, but it 

does not mean that he may demand them to worship him. 

Daniel’s three friends refuse, and it surely appears as though they are the only ones who 

dare to refuse. To refuse meant, in the king’s eyes, disloyalty to him and his kingdom. That is 



why all these princes from the various provinces, governors, judges, sheriffs, in fact all who held 

office were required to come here at this time and show by their worship their loyalty to this evil 

king. Was he already thinking of the kingdom of silver that came after him, or even possibly of 

that stone that would crush the whole image? But though a terrible death is threatened them, the 

three friends refuse and even tell the king that they will not do otherwise even though he would 

give them another opportunity to bow down to the idol. They were sure that if it pleased God He 

could save them, and they would not disobey Him even if He was not pleased to deliver them 

from this death. Therefore they need not speak with caution and leave the impression with the 

king that they might do otherwise. They are not filled with worries and cares as they speak. 

The king has them cast into the fire which had been made seven times hotter. But to the 

astonishment of all they are not burned. The only things that burn are the ropes which bind them, 

and now they are free to walk in the midst of the fire. The Angel of the Lord appears there with 

them to save them. And when the king has them called out of the fire, the smell of the smoke is 

not even upon them, their hair is not singed, their clothes were not scorched. Truly, anywhere 

with Jesus we can safely go. Into the furnace they went with Jesus, the Angel of the Lord. Even 

the king saw Him. And what a beautiful commentary on the days which lie before us. We will be 

persecuted without measure, but when God calls us to come out of this furnace into His heavenly 

house, no scar, no smell of the battle will be upon us, our robes of righteousness will be spotless 

and our bodies shall be glorious. 

 

Points for Discussion: 

1. Daniel’s absence. How do you explain that Daniel was not here? Does his absence 

accentuate at all the courage and faith of these three friends? Or would it not have made it 

easier for them had he been there to encourage them? Do you suppose that it was for 

Daniel’s sake that the king intended to give them another opportunity? And was Daniel 

perhaps by the king when these men were called in for their refusal? 

2. The courage of these young men. Did the vision of the preceding chapter and its 

meaning have anything to with their courage? In other words, could we have expected 

such great faith without this word of encouragement by God? 

3. Christ in the furnace. What conclusions can we draw from the appearance of Christ in 

the furnace with the young men? Besides showing concern for them, does it also show 

that when the Church is persecuted it is also persecuting Christ? To all spiritual 

implications did Nebuchadnezzar the antichrist of that day say “Away with The Christ” 

when he put His faithful saints in the furnace? What do these things teach us for the fu-

ture? Will we see Christ in any way with His Church in the tribulation that is in the future 

for His Church? Explain. 
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