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What do The Historical-Critics Have to Say
Both the preterist and the futurist see Antiochus IV Epipiphanes as the little horn of Daniel 7, 8 and 9.  But historicists see him as only occupying  a minimal role in these prophesies.  The first Christian commentator to identify the little horm with Antiochus IV Epiphanes, was Hippolytus, student of Irenaeus and later become bishop in Rome in the third century A.D.  Preterists say that Antiochus IV Epiphanes dominate the prophesies.  Futurist say that it first represents Antiochus IV Epiphanes, but later the points to a personal anti-christ that will appear in the last days.  Historicist say that he occupy a position of minor importance, that he is but only a part of one of the four horns.


Jewish Interpreters
Earliest Jewish sources that interprets the little horn as Antiochus IV Epiphanes is the Septuagint (LXX) which diverges from the Mesoretic Text (M.T).  This shows the M.T. to be a superior witness to the original form of the prophesy.  Divergent explained by the translation to make it fit an Antiochus fulfilment. "This implies that (for them) the Antiochus view is not sufficiently clear from the original text without such added assistance.  The other sources such as the books of Maccabees, Sibylline oracles and the Qumran will not be dealt with. But suffice it to say that Maxwell is of the idea that I and II Maccabees quote phrases from Daniel 8 and 9.


Josephus
Josephus a Jewish historian, took a historicists view to chapter 7 and 9, but took a preterists view in chapter 8.

The History of Antiochus IV Epiphanes
In Daniel 7 we have the goat which is a symbol of Greece.  And the horn that broke "when he was strong and great", a symbol of Alexander the great.  The Greek Empire was divided among Alexander's four generals after much strife.  Lysimachus took the north, Ptolemy took the south, Cassander had Macedonia and Seleucus took the east.


The Seleucid dynasty ran from 312/211 - 65 B.C.  It was a Hellen​istic kingdom known as Syria.  Antiochus III, who must have been the seventh king, was called "the Great" because he restored the original Seleucid Dominions.  But at the battle of Magnesia, 189 B.C. all of Asia Minor was controlled by the Romans, who arouse from the west. Antiochus IV, son of Antiochus III, being in his youth was taken hostage so that Antiochus III can honour the treaty.  At his father's death the Romans allowed  Antiochus IV to take his fathers throne.  He wanted to become famous from his fathers exploits.  He himself assumed the title of Epiphanes meaning "God Manifests".
  Wanted to spread the Hellenistic culture by giving money to various cities to build Greek temples and Greek gymnasiums.
 


Antiochus IV Epiphanes was the eight ruler of the Seleucid line of kings and reigned during the period of 175 - 164 B.C.  He should be found between the juncture between the Seleucid and Roman rulers.  He persecuted the conserva​tive Jews and suspended the temple service between 168 - 165 B.C. 


At the beginning of his reign, Antiochus IV Epiphanes expelled the godly high priest Onias III from office and replace him with his younger brother Jason because of bribery.  But a Jew by the name of Menelaus, who was also from the high priest family, bribed  Antiochus IV for the position of high priest.  While  Antiochus was campaigning in Egypt, Jason sieged Jerusalem because of Menelaus.  In dealing with Jason on his return, Antiochus brought the temple to pillage.  Menelaus was reinstated as high priest.  In 168 B.C.,  Antiochus again seized the temple and converted the temple sanctuary into a temple for Zeus and offered a pig on the alter.
 


Antiochus IV Epiphanes was sarcastically called by his contemporaries as "Epimanes" - the mad man.  He had a short lived triumph in the south (Egypt) and defeated by the Roman ambassador, Popilius Laenas.   Antiochus IV Epiphanes was asked to leave.  Popilius Laenas drew a circle around him and demanded an answer from him before he left the circle.

Why is  Antiochus IV Epiphanes Not the Little Horn of Daniel
1.Hasel is of the idea that this little horn did arouse from the four winds and not from a previous horn as many critics has once thought.
   His reason are based on grammatical problems which we will try and have a quick look at.

Nouns in Hebrew are either considered masculine or feminine and it is a rule that the pronoun must agree with their nouns. 

"In the Hebrew of Daniel 8:8, 9 "horns" is feminine and winds is either masculine or feminine,  In the phrase "out of one of them," the pronoun "them" is masculine.  This means that the noun for "them cannot be "horns" but must be "winds."  Thus the little horn was to appear out of one of the four winds."

Others are of the idea that the little horn grew out of one of the four horns. And they refer to history as prove that Rome did rise out of Greece.

"Some writers who are opposed to the identification of Rome as the little horn go to great lengths in perverting plain, authentic history in order to evade the idea that Rome can reasonably be described symbolically as arising from one of the divisions of Alexander's empire."

Although McCready might have a point in accepting the little horn to be Rome, yet he fails to see that there was definitely much friction between Rome and Greece.  The Battle of Magnesia is but just one of the example that can be mentioned.  It is true that much of Greece's influence was accepted by Rome, and this is because it was for the good of the Roman Empire, but this is no indication that Rome slowly grew out of Greece. 

2.In Daniel 8, the ram (Medeo-Persia) is referred to as being "great", and the goat (Greece) is referred to as being "very great".  The little horn is referred to as "exceeding great", indicating the superior power of this kingdom.  Not anyone from the Seleucid dynasty including Antiochus IV was greater then Cyrus (Medo-Persia) or Alexander (Greece).  We know that he was called Epimanus the "mad man" by his own people and that he was killed while trying to raise money to pay tribute to Rome.  

Roman historian Livg, Greek historian Plybius and the writers of I and II Maccabees portray  Antiochus IV Epiphanes as a "born loser"  and "tragic little man".  He did not "prosper" nor was he "exceeding great" (verse 9).  

The little horn showing the superior greatness over its predecessors, reveal that it does not refer to Antiochus IV Epiphanes because he was not greater than Greece or Persia.
 

3.He could not have stood up against the Prince of princes (Jesus Christ) because he died in 164 B.C. long before Jesus was born.

4.The nature of the little horn is that of the reflection of a kingdom and not a single king.  Antiochus IV reigned from 175 - 164 B.C. and did not appear at the "latter end"  of the Seleucid kingdom (Daniel 8:23), but in the middle of the line of Seleudcid kings.  Horns represents kingdoms and he was an individual king - a part of one of the four horns and by no means the strongest.

5.The little horn "waxed exceeding great", toward the south, and toward the east and toward the glorious land (Daniel 8: ).  Antiochus IV was defeated in the south (Egypt) by Laenas the Roman. In the "glorious land" (Palestine), where Antiochus IV Epiphanes first seemed successful, all his ambitions came to nothing.  When he came to power he was already in possession of the east (Mesopotamia),
 and in the In the east 164 B.C. he died there.  Attempts to fit his desecration of the Jewish temple into the 2300 days have failed.

6.He also did not uproot three kingdoms of Daniel 7 and 8, - Herulites Vandals, Ostrogots.

7.He took away the daily sacrifice but the destruction of the sanctuary was not by him.  The temple was destroyed by the Romans in 70 A.D. under Titus.  Daniel 8: 11 states that the temple would be destroyed by the little horn himself.

The Little horn is Rome.
1.The parallel of the little horn in chapter 8 with chapter 7 where beast grew out of it.  In Daniel 2 and 7, Rome follows Greece.  I.e. Greece is followed by Rome in Daniel 8 also.

2.Rome arose in the west, out of one of four horns

3.Pagan and Christian Rome constituted a continuum.

4.Roman Empire - tool control of Middle East and latter end 8: 23, unlike Epimanes.

5.Roman Empire grew exceeding great towards the south (Egypt), east and to the glorious land.

6.Pagan Rome magnified itself against the Prince of Host verse 11 - Pontius Pilate crucified Jesus.

7.Pagan and Christian Rome destroyed mighty men and people of saints - persecution of Church.

8.Pagan and Papal took away the continual burnt offering and overthrew the place of sanctuary verse 11 - the burnt down temples but only walls were left over.

Conclusion
We can see in the light of the evidence presented here that it is no easy task to identify Antiochus Epiphanes as the "little horn" of Daniel chapters 7, 8, and 9.  In fact it is an impossibility.  The little horn can clearly be seen as the rise of the Roman Empire.  It fulfils the prophesies in great detail, unlike when it is applied to Antiochus Epiphanes.
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