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Appendix I, How Paul 'mates' the anaphora to History: eudokian+epainon 78 sevens Time Balance Summary, BC/AD conversion, continued

(e]

However, in Judaea, Herod personally administered Roman taxes until he died. Some years he paid the taxes personally, instead of wholly taxing the Jews. This
was done to keep peace. Again, you can find many sites on this, and even documentaries on Herod from the History Channel, ISBE Encyclopedia, etc.

So we won't find ROMAN records of this first census, since HEROD handled it. Herod is dying in what we call '4 BC' = 1 BC. So if Augustus designated Quirinius as
'governor' for that special function of collecting a head tax already handled by the Jewish system as part of Temple tax collection; since dying Herod wanted
Augustus to administer his own will; then it's a special kind of 'governorship'. Augustus has a TRUSTEE FUNCTION with respect to the will of Herod; so this isn't a
normal SPQR operation. Same rank needed, but special function of behalf of the imperium. Would be the first Roman census all the same, as Herod was dying.
Would be in Jewish not Roman records, as Herod managed Roman tax collection via Jews i.e., Matthew the TAX COLLECTOR. Even logic, would tell you that.

If Quirinius was to collect the Jewish tax, why not collect it for the WHOLE REGION that year? He'd already be in the area, since he was rector to Gaius, who was then in
Syria to head off Phraates V's rebellion. Aha, many troops to protect the money, honey. Handy justification for Quirinius' rank, to do a job of private imperial
trusteeship. All the 'governors' involved, would love to save expense/hassle of transport, too. Here they get a respected Imperial emissary who is so trusted, he
cares for Augustus' own family! Whew. And of course being so trusted, Quirinius can act as eyes and ears, someone outside the system. Auditing it. Ooops.

Rather, now we better value why Luke wrote as he did: he distinguishes between the FIRST census, and the one in 6 ce which caused the uproar. For the next
time Quirinius does it, he HAS the office of governor (Bible loves wordplay) - when Judaea became a province in 6 CE -- they revolted.

That second census, is its own first: forin 6 Cg, the Romans no longer use the Jewish system; Judaea became a PROVINCE as a result of Herod's will and Augustus'
ruling on it; due to fights over Archelaus. Surely Quirinius was used, as he was familiar to the Jews, 7 years later. See, Luke is tying cause and result, by wordplay.
That's a frequent rhetorical style, in Bible, to link two related events with wordplay. Here, same guy as before. Two firsts: first due to Herod dying, then a new
first PROVINCIAL STATUS, as a result of Herod dying. Luke's readers would smile at the connection. Luke is very fond of finessed understatement.

9. Historians also use Herod's death year; they use astronomy, to date it. So we must go through that, next. We know from Bible that Christ's birth is only three months
prior to Herod's death (Chanukah to Passover). Roman historians use eclipses to date Herod's death. But there are eclipses every year. So pick the wrong one, and you
get the wrong year. Whether the right 'eclipse’ should be visible from Rome or Jerusalem, is another factor. Scholars guess at this stuff. So their estimates can be
wrong. Yet even eclipses they use, still balance to Christ's birthdate. Choose the eclipse of Jan 1 BC or March 4 BC for Herod, and we still balance.

Why do we still balance? Paul might be correcting the Roman Auc. Everyone Paul wrote, knew Varro cobbled an estimated 35 regnal years per 'king'. Augustus made
that fashionable, and Claudius made it law. God foreknew 'our' 4 BC remains based on it, and what problems we'd have reconciling to Bible, as a result.

4 Bc should also be 1 B¢, as Christ is born 3 years later than scholars account, due to David's SEVEN years' later death. The Catholic error cut four years from Augustus'
reign, so masks error amount; as scholars insist on misreading Bible's Exodus 12 command of solar years, and instead treat years as lunar in Daniel 9:26, they don't see
how that verse exposes their SEVEN-YEAR DISCREPANCY. So for centuries we've wasted millions of dollars, wrangling over His Birth year. All due to laziness.
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Appendix I, How Paul 'mates' the anaphora to History: eudokian+epainon 78 sevens Time Balance Summary, BC/AD conversion, continued

Josephus' account of Herod's Temple has a 3-year accounting variance that might undo 'proof' by contenders of a 4 BC eclipse, based on a 20 Bc construction start. Or,
just its announcement. So if Josephus dates from when Herod conquered Jerusalem 37 B¢, construction began 16 BC. John 2:20's '46 years' tallies to Luke 2:23, at 30 AD.

[Eclipse-dating follows the Roman AUC system. He was born 3 months before Herod died. Key here is Mosaic law re the 40 days' purification AT TEMPLE, Luke 2:39, Leviticus 12. Next key, Herod's killing infants
up to two years old: mothers stopped nursing, at the baby's age two; eliminates guesswork, to just kill all sucklings. Next, Bible text of Matthew and Luke imply NO long delay between Birth and Herod's
death; text is short, staccato, go to Bethlehem, return to Nazareth after at least 40 days of purification from Chanukah (which ran 8 days), and 6 days' travel back - then the magi arrive in Nazareth -- oikia, Matt
2:11, not phatne, Luke 2:7; that same night, Joseph leaves for Egypt, so the magi were tracked by Herod's spies, Matt2:16. Note Joseph has gold from the magi. Greek paidion is used for any child except a
newborn. So Matthew 2:9, 13, 14, 16 use paidion - verse 16, all males BELOW 2 years old. It's also a term of endearment. So Christ is maybe 60 days old when they left for Egypt = end Shebat. Bible says nothing
more, so they didn't stay long. Would have taken 15-30 days' travel. Herod lives another month (Adar); then Augustus audits Herod's will, which is violently contested. Say another six months.]

10. Christ is born 4103 from Adam. That's real. We provably misread Bible's years. That's real, too. Yet we've seen how His Death is balanced to Abraham's too-early
maturation, in the Mosaic Law; and, to other major dates in the Bible Time Distance Table, which only derive from Bible. Noah's predecessors are all accounted, there.
Just add siring ages. After Jacob, Bible lists time based on other events: Joseph's age when kidnapped, Jacob's age on entering Egypt, etc. So, you use those.
Occasionally, God balances back to a birth, especially David's in 1Kings 6:1, so we misread it - and, to Christ. Whose witty Birthday prophecy no one recognizes, in
Haggai 2. But Luke and Matthew's wordplay show Chanukah plainly enough. Greek wordplay on Adar in Luke 1:36 compared with verse 26 is plain. So too, Lights,
shepherds seeing angels but no one else did; the Family's guardian angel playing 'star' to moonstruck-magi and moderns, yet no one in Jerusalem saw it, Matt 2:3 - while
the Family roomed in Bethlehem then Jerusalem, during Mary's post-partum purification; then to Nazareth = Chanukah = 'dedicated'. As in, Feast of Lights, Dedication.

11. So our Bc/AD snafu reflects a real snafu in TIME, the 3.5 year lag between David's death and Temple start. We deemed David dead at 70, added 3.5 years, so are SHORT
the other 3.5, to balance to Christ: Who was born 3.5 years later than that, due to David's SEVEN YEARs later death, to die within allotted TEMPLE time. In GeneYrs.xls, |
plotted out how Temple Time was based on David's 490-year time grants. Each grant ran out, 1-3 years later. So Temple would lose protection, had it not been rebuilt
in time. We don't notice that connection, as our 3.5-year errors offset: so we often end up with the right Bc and AD dates. So our DAvID'S DEATH error, persists:

4-year overstatement of Roman Aug, re its total age; maybe due in part to fake consuls plugged in, during the 300's BC. Or other reasons.

Another four-year error, this one Catholic, debiting Augustus' own time. Offset.

Others are due to ambiguities over measuring regnal-year start points, or similar conundra, like

do you measure Tiberius 15th year including or excluding his co-regency? Difference? 3-4! Offsetting!

Then, the eclipse thingy: 3-4 years there, too. Again, offsetting.

Or, when Herod really began building the Temple: measured from two different regnal periods, and the difference? 3-4 years! Offsetting!

Our scholars mistaking David's death age by what? 3-4 years, net of offset with the 3.5 year hiatus, in 1Kings 6:1!

Temple construction's total 7.5 year period which suddenly becomes 10 - is it esconced within the interim between David's death, so is upfront, and what about
it beginning in Ziv, but ending in Bul> Measured from what? Difference? 3.5 years, from David's death, in EITHER direction.

Chanukah is three years after the Temple desecration which we call 167, so Chanukah is 164, each in our '8c'.

Daniel 9:26's 483 years, are NOT lunar. So its EXTRA SEVEN YEARS, is ignored. Yet that too, is offset by the seven year cut they make in David's age at death, which in
turn is offset by the usual credit they add for deeming his rule at 1000 BC. So we still get to the right birth year, either 4 BC or 1 BC? DIFFERENCE...




p. 140 of 147

Meter Notes Paul's Chronology Chart, continued Go to: Doc of Time PaulChrono Preface Pregnancy 1 2 14 Title Page
Go to: End Notes Meter Notes Outline Pregnant Verse Notes ChronoChart abcdefgh ABCDEFGHIJKLMN Verse345678910111213 14
Appendix | links:  1st eudokian 1st eudokian+1st epainon 2nd eudokian 2nd eudokian God's Meaning 3rd eudokian 3rd eudokian+2nd epainon 3rd eudokian+3rd epainon Appendix Il

ChronoChart Appendix | Appendix Il V3 1-10 10-20 20-27 27-3737-47 V4 47-56 56-66 66-73 73-77 77-84 V5 84-94 94-105 105-114 114-121
V6 121-133 133-141 141-147 V7 147-157 157-165 165-175 175186 V8 186-195 195-205 V9 205-215 215-222 222-231 231-238 V10 238-252 252-260 260-267 267-275 275-283
V11 283-291 291-301 301-308 308-320 V12 320-334 334-343 V13 343-352 352-360 360-372 372-379 379-388 388-398 V14 398-404 404-412 412-418 418-425 425-434

Appendix I, How Paul 'mates' the anaphora to History: eudokian+epainon 78 sevens Time Balance Summary, BC/AD conversion, continued

Isn't that recurring 3.5 year anomaly amazing? Yeah, and maybe it warns us, we don't reconcile correctly. Worse, we don't account time backwards from endpoints,
though Bible always does - Luke 3:23 for example, requires you to calculate BACKWARDS. So we make more errors. Numbers bore us. So we allow errors to repeat,
and don't RETURN TO THE SOURCE, Scripture. So we continue the inane Ussher chronology, now a lie 1500 years old, retold daily. Since we want simple answers. Because
we accept Dear Dr. So and So's 'respectable' calculation of the past, however honestly or dishonestly WRONG it was. Because we won't admit error. Etc.

12.In any event, the Lord was to die the 1000th year of David's death, 4143 from Adam. Paul accounts to match Roman time, as that's what people used: 752 AuC =
Christ's birth, end of that year. So Paul writes in 56 based on that accounting; maybe his letter wasn't delivered by Tychicus until 58-59, so perhaps we mistake where
Paul was, when he wrote. The postscript re Tychicus, could have been added later, when sending the circular letter. The audience getting the letter, would know if it
was written two years prior. The meter is plain enough. Or, maybe it was currently delivered in 56, and Paul wrote while in jail, still in Palestine. He was treated well,
not yet tried. He had rights.

We call that year 58-59, which also reflects the offsetting errors which continue to dog us. Our accountings go back and forth between Bible's years, and the Roman.
So are not consistent. So sometimes the dates are right, and sometimes wrong. The Roman accounting doesn't include the three year cutoff of David's age. But as
you've seen, it has its own error problems. So when someone says '58' based on the Roman accounting, you'll have a one or even two (for rounding) variance, versus
Paul. When the error is compounded by using the Roman calendar in conjunction with Bible years, people will just adjust back or forward to what they think right;
sometimes the error cancels out the error made with respect to David, and sometimes not. And we never fix it by going back to the Bible, but instead just repeat the
same old information based on hearsay. It's a nightmare. But then, we never fix the lie of Good Friday, either.
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Appendix I, How Paul 'mates' the anaphora to History: Parallel Temple Trio Time Balance Summary

Temple Trio means God Rescues History Via Individual Believers Who Vote For Bible. Especially, amidst Apostasy.

o From proetheto to prothesin, 301-231 = 70 syllables. VOTING. Bad votes by believers, caused Diocletian. Moldy display 'bread' for Christ.
o From prothesin to proelpikotas, 343-301, 42 syllables. GENERATION BUILDING. God uses Persecution and Diaspora under Diocletian and
then Constantine, to enable Generation Building Outside Corrupt Roman Empire. Hence Rome herself, shrinks and breaks apart.

Sum is 112. Temple Trio factors: 70 and 42, equal 56 x 2, as parallel; aka, 16 sevens. So the Trio historically parallels Isaiah 53, Daniel 9:11+12, and 25+26.

o lsaiah paired 70's, 42's, and 56's. The latter, in Isaiah 53:1+2, 5+6, cover Manasseh and TEMPLE DOWN, see 2Kings 24. From Passover to Pentecost to 9th Av.
o Daniel tracks Isaiah's chronology, so paired 58's (to stress lateness), Dan9:11+12 (on time of Manasseh, reason for TempLe Down). Missed the holy appointments.

0 God paired 57's to show timeline of 2nd Temple Going Down, Dan 9:25+26. Time from Passover to 9th Av, counting the days on which the holidays fall.

0 So Paul here equates paired 56's, thus 'talking back to' all three passages. That means Church will go down, too, aka Rapture. But by then, it will be complete, due to
the proelpikotas being completed. So the day of exit, is not counted. So 56, not 57. And no 58, since Gob WILL DO IT ON TIME. So Paul stops the meter at 434.

o Sum of all three anaphora: 94 sevens = 658 - 16 overlap in eudokian = 586 (Bc) +56. Balances back to Daniel 9:4 and Isaiah 53:4, from year Paul writes. Paul picks up at
TEmPLE DOWN, as Messiah's 'body' is TEMPLE BUILT. So Paul PRAYS FOR ITS BUILDING in Eph1:15-23; so Eph 2 is about TEMPLE WALLS; so Eph 3 explains its 'mystery' -- hidden until
Israel halted construction -- so Church construction takes as long as it takes. Eph 4 says how: CHURCH IS BUILT VIA BIBLE TAUGHT -- was that chapter in any prelate's Bible?
Guess not. For 'church father' Gentile Pharisees write pil-pul tomes on clothing, bathing, what HOUR do you fast?! But Eph 5 says BIBLE USED defeats Satan in Eph 1:10
Trial. BIBLE, not baby behavior. Eph 6 Roman panoply, is but chirped. So Paul prays Eph1:15-23, 3:15-19, since God just had him plot Church Childish, Future!

o Note the overlap is subtracted, to balance back to Daniel and Isaiah. The subtraction means God Rectifies Time. Overlap is from 215-231, in the eudokian anaphora.
There were two imbalances: first, in eudokian anaphora, the Severan period: when civil war, mothers and babies rule; for '"Mother Church' was invented by Irenaeus,
Tertullian, and above all Origen, who saw Church as utopia. Other imbalance was Constantinian period, overlapped in the epainon anaphora. It was offset by Paul
benching at 133, not 121, where the 1st epainon began. Net imbalance was +2, by end of the epainon. 1st epainon is only 12 syllables, but the 2nd's overlap = 14 (434-
320). So -2 in Flood-Duration tie, 133 - 334. Genesis 7-8, Days Flood remained pre-raven but post-rain = 203. Paul uses 201. Balances. So next he tied Noahic Genesis
entry/exit at 57+57, to Dang:25+26. Balances 2nd epainon pair; also ties to Noah's entry/exit, exactly. [+2is also a BC/AD adjustment: Christ was born at end of Roman year.]

o Soin Temple Trio, Paul again mates Dang:25+26. Another -2. Temple Trio equates to 56+56, not 57+57. Why? Church begins and ends on JEWISH TIME. Rapture is both
Crucifixion and Ascension parallel. Jewish day begins at sunset. One day short entry/exit. Started on Pentecost. Exits on Rapture. Methu+selah: when she exits, it begins.
Meaning? Church is the '56' of History. Individually. Just as Daniel was, for Israel. This INDIVIDUAL meaning is so vital, Paul tags Dan 9:25+26 three times: eudokian
sum = Dang:24-27; then 2nd epainon = Dang:25+26; now Temple Trio, as both a 70 and a 42, which equals two 56's: thus Paul ties to those verses in Isaiah 53, as well.

0 God thus targets Constantine as Revelation 17 Model Of Apostasy: meter links his years thrice to Flood Judgment, then to Manasseh, Temple Down, End of Time.
Timing of Temple Trio meter links his death year as failure to become proelpikotas, instead dying as merely proel. Flat condemnation of ecumenism in any form.
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Appendix I, How Paul 'mates’' the anaphora to History: Parallel Time Balance Summary, continued

Three-anaphora-Doctrine Summary: God Makes Church Balance Time. Individually. He flat condemns ecumenism; it caused Apostasy, as it superimposes a group of
'elites' between God and you. The ultimate idolatry and fornication, is religion. It substitutes self people things, for relationship with God. That's been Bible's theme since
Genesis. Religion comes in two flavors, ascetic and indulgent. Both substitute out relationship with God, in favor of FITTING IN WITH PEOPLE. Israel used its priesthood and
rituals to create an intervening human power, thus violating the Law. Church did the same thing. So Bible always shows that only INDIVIDUALS carry Time; for only One
Individual, paid for sins. So it's never a 'group’ thing. Societies need governing; but spiritual life is always and only INDIVIDUAL. So Paul traces that fact in three anaphora.
Mated them to Flood and Israel's past, to parallel then-future, Church failure. Church will not go God's Way. BE WARNED. Revelation then 'talks back to' Ephesians, to
show that apostasy. Thus proving, the future warned against. Ends with Rapture as GROUP FAILURE, but INDIVIDUAL SUCCESS. Made by, the HoLY SPIRIT.

o First, via eudokian anaphora, Autonomy: How God Rectifies Time, to Preserve Autonomy. Started at Trajan, when apostolic succession lie became popular;
ended at Constantine, when that same lie became a GOVERNMENT. Believe as | command, else you suffer. So God reduced the impact of that tyranny, first by using 3rd
century brawling-bishop fractiousness, to splinter Rome's ruling spheres; then, He used persecution by Diocletian and the Constantines, to cut Rome up. So the
eudokian anaphora ends at 320, when the toleration edicts were newly passed. EXIT WINDOW, OPENED. TIME TO FLEE. The window wiill close, in 360's.

Paul thus parallels Bible history: same PAST TYRANNY CHARACTER of Time, to know what time it is, 'now'. So, he balances first to Isaiah 53's 126, Manasseh and his
successors. Daniel stressed it, so Paul ties to Daniel, too. Whole eudokian meter mates Daniel 9:24-27. Yep, that bad. The 'kings' are church leaders who sought to
rule the world, instead of being ruled by God. Ironic, since each believer has a kingly inheritance - 'inherit the kingdom', in Galatians, inter alia - if he learns God,
instead of the world. But the bishops, favor Caesar. So Paul maps the eudokian meter to Isaiah 53:3-10, to link the character of that time, to the character of Church
denouement. Paul then mates the meter sum, to Daniel 9:24-27: to link TIMING of Church denouement, and to show GOD'S JUDGMENT, of it.

o Second, the epainon anaphora shows God balances Time to Care For Bible. You can't praise Him without Word, Hebrews 11:6; so He makes sure you can always
Get Word. And if you refuse, you perish. The bishops refused. They substituted petty rituals, gossip, made up miracle lies, the works. Just read the 'church fathers'.
0 So, whole epainon meter = Daniel 9:14-19 = WHY JERUSALEM WAS RAZED (read here: Jerusalem Il and Rome).

o Last epainon pair also piggybacks Dang:25+26. Parallel: mene mene tekel upharsin. CHURCH AND HER SELF-STYLED RULERS, BELITTLE BIBLE. So God scatters Bible outside
Rome, from Bar Kochba to Odovacer; decimating Jerusalem then Rome, in the process.
o For Lev 26, Deut 28 apply to Custodians of Word: so if Rome won't Care for Bible, God won't Care for Rome.
o FLooD TIME. Hence bald Noah tie on five levels:
o Daniel 9:14-19 and hence Paul's meter, triple-match Days Noah was in the Ark: at 308, +7, and +50. To play on 'Year' analogy, as Noah's time is precedence.
o Next, Paul made first epainon pair match post-rain, pre-raven Flood Time.
o Finally, Paul used the 2nd epainon pair to triple-match 57+57:
o = Noah's entry/exit time.
o = Passover to 9th Av judgment on 2nd Temple. = FLoop oF TROOPS in Dan 9:25-26. Which Paul metered prophetically, 10-years-future. Thus it occurred.
o So 2nd epainon, spanning 320-434, is God's Negative Ruling Against Constantine: all his own progeny die next generation; then Rome itself breaks up, by
the fourth generation of successors. Rather blatant show of Divine Disapproval. Strong warning against imitation, huh.
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Appendix I, How Paul 'mates’' the anaphora to History: Parallel Time Balance Summary, continued

o Then, Paul severally balances to Adam, using sum of eudokian anaphora plus epainon, first to the old Millennial schedule; then moved right on, Christ bought a
new 490 - during which some new proelpikotas must mature - to BUY THE REST OF HARVEST TIME. Now a recurring 490 replaces the original 50-year Harvest-the-
Gentiles, allotment. Sudden deatbh, if at least one person, doesn't supermature.

o We know the first person was Paul, 2Tim4:7-8.

oIt's a Time loop: we Church individually are always the '56' of History. If someone doesn't supermature to get that +490 each cycle, History ends.

o With Rapture. As a societal group we'll be ready, Ephesians 4:13. Meaning, mostly peons who didn't bother to mature, in the time given. So we don't get more
time. Rapture happens when believers ALL quit on Bible. How? Ecumenism. Dark Ages Il, only far worse. Pattern of the first 434 years; at end, only Spirit Votes;
only the few, mature. Most Christians remain apostate throughout Church Age. So just as Rome, Jerusalem, the Jews and apostate 'church' lost time, so will we.

o Sonow third, Temple Trio, how 490 individual supermaturation, works:
o Christ Set Before, like a meal. That's proetheto.
o We 'eat' His thinking, so become Shewbread like Him. That's prothesin.
o A few mature earlier, so are the proelpikotas: Buying Time for the rest of the 'crop', To Grow. To Buy time for the whole world, actually. Same since Adam.
o The historical parallel is to Noah, Isaiah and Daniel again, as in the 2nd epainon -- focusing on 56 or 57 or 58, don't be late like Manasseh!
o But oh, Church was late:
231-301, MOLDY BREAD VOTE;
301-343, MOLDY BAKERY GENERATED,
so God generated the end of Constantine, and then Rome.
So the epainon of the proelpikotas could complete Autonomy, and hence Bible Care.
That's the Moral of verses 13-14: Go it Alone, as Christ Did. In His day, the Jewish 'elders' corrupted Judaism. In our day: Gentiles, too.

(]

(0]
(0]
(0]
(0]

o Thus Paul fully accounts how Church Completes and Balances Time, Epht:10's theme. Both to Millennium, and to his date of writing. FULL CIRCLE. The anaphora
metrically tie to Millennial accounting in 15-18 ways (severally and in aggregations). Perhaps the ones most relevant for us, are:

0586+56 = 94 sevens -16. The -16 is the eudokian imbalance. Ties to Daniel and Isaiah's use of 5868¢, as we saw. For Christ should have died at age 40, not 33.

o Next, subtract epainon imbalance of 14: so 56, becomes 42. = Paul's date of writing: 4200 - 42 = 4158. For God gave Gentiles 2100; then, 2100 to the Jews. 2nd
2100 = age 98 (start) for Christ; for He was supposed to die at age 40, = King as long as David; 57 years after that, Millennium was to begin.

o Also unadjusted: 94 sevens = 98+490+70, which balances backwards to Adam and Christ's Birth, then forward: new Time Grants, for Church.

o Next, adjusted solely for epainon imbalance: 94 sevens = 658 x 7 = 4606 -14-434 =4158, the year Paul writes: As 56 YEARS INTO THE NEW 490.

o Full circle. Greek drama focused on a DAY. Unity of time and place and space, Hebrew I'moed: all fed into and from, that Day. While yet Today. Day of the Lord.
Every day. So, 'day' with adjustments. He died 7 years early, 91AD. If no Rapture, a new 490 begins, + 70-year voting period, same model ever since Adam fell.
Now you know why John wrote Revelation in 91 AD. Why he uses Aristotle's Poetics to craft Revelation's Real and Future Time, as a quadrilogy, mix of epic and
tragedy: Play 1= Rev 1-3, Church; Play 2 = Rev 4-19, Trib; Play 3 = Rev 18-20, Mill; Play 4 = Rev21-22:5, Eternity; Rev 22:6ff as moral/epilogue. Keying off, Ephesians.
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Appendix ll: Reconciliation Hypothesis for Diocletian's Death Date in 316
Modern scholars challenge each other, especially over Lactantius' validity. So let's re-order the facts given us, logically. Let me know if you find any contra facts.

a. InMay 311, Galerius dies. Dynastic alliances now are mission-critical. Galerius was maybe age 61 when he died. Was married to Diocletian's daughter Galeria Valeria
since 293, and there were no kids in that marriage. He had a son and daughter, prior. We don't know Valeria's age, but she'd been married to Galerius for 18 years
when he dies. So she's probably age 35-40. She adopted his son, Candidianus, who is in his late teens, and is betrothed to a daughter of Daza's.

b. Maxentius is about age 33 here, and married to Galerius' daughter (by his first wife), since 293. They have at least one son who at this point is about age 17.
C. Licinius, longtime chum of Galerius -- they were in the army together -- has 'grey hairs' so is probably 46 at this point, thus nine years older than Constantine.

d. Licinius is single; this is very odd. He was made Caesar back in 308 (carnuntum), yet no marriage deal was made? So maybe Licinius first planned to marry Valeria. In
310, Galerius lay dying, and Maximian was dead. Licinius knew Valeria for years. It would have been best, to marry him. If Licinius had proposed, she said no; or,

made excuses to delay. So the match with Constantia, resulted from her refusal/delay. (How else account his being single in 308-310, his later hostility towards Valeria? Why else would she
be safer in Daza's territory, per Lactantius d.M.P. 392 Why else return after Daza's death, "willing to bestow.. that which she denied to Daia"?)

e. Ergo, Licinius SECRETLY negotiated to marry Constantia, who was Constantine's sister. (She had to be age 18 or younger, since Constantius had married Theodora circa 293.)
Constantine would not move against Maxentius, until he had his flanks covered. So he covered them, after Galerius died in 311. Licinius would not have contracted
with Constantine, so long as Galerius lived. There was probably another SEcRET deal, to save Galerius' daughter and grandson, from Maxentius.

f. Or, the match to Constantia was proposed while Galerius long lay dying, and he approved. SECRETLY. He's thinking, Maybe Constantine will get killed; my loyal friend
Licinius will get the Empire, and my son Candidianus can succeed him. Maybe Diocletian, broached the idea in the first place.

g. Inany case, Diocletian knew and approved. For Diocletian was AGAINST Daza, FOR Constantine, FOR UNITY, and this 'procedure’ was the very thing he'd set up. This
explains why Diocletian didn't help Maximian nor Maxentius. They weren't playing Empire according to the rules Diocletian set up.

h. So Licinius thinks he will eventually inherit Europe and northwestern Asia, at least. Through conquest, through marriage. Cheaper victory, bide your time.
i.  So Licinius thinks Daza will be his other long-term enemy, not because Daza is any good, but because he's rich. And hot-headed. Proven, back in 310 when he started
calling himself Augustus, campaigning against the Persians. While Licinius went against the Sarmatians.

jo  Sowhen Galerius dies in May 311, Daza and Licinius arm, but don't fight. Daza had moved first, presenting Licinius with a quid pro quo.
k. For Daza realizes he needs a stronger dynastic claim; being a nephew of Galerius is no longer enough. Daza's daughter's betrothal to Candidianus, isn't enough.

I.  So Daza also SECRETLY negotiated with Maxentius. Perfect reason for alliance, in the name of Galerius' KIDS. Recall, it took a whole year for Galerius to die. So Daza

allied with Max earlier, not as Lactantius states in his Para 43. So his Para 42 on Diocletian's death was retrospective exposition. (Barnes footnote 39: "Lactantius, Mort. Pers.
42, 3 f.: 'ita viginti annorum felicissimus imperator ... in odium vitae deductus, postremo fame atque angore confectus est. Unus iam supererat de adversariis dei <Maximinus>; cuius nunc exitum ruinamque
subnectam'." If 'supererat ' references the OFFICE of Imperator, Barnes errs. Next, Lactantius' paras. 42 and 43 mix time elements. Maxentius erected Daia's statues AFTER he and Constantine went to war;
surely Maximian wasn't alive; he opposed Daia. Para 44 is the war with Maxentius; then Constantine tears the statues down. Nor would Diocletian object, as Maximian disgraced the Empire. Last, in Latin or
Greek you switch time elements back and forth to Explain Cause for a current reality, even in the same sentence: a form of parallelism which can't translate well, as exegetes struggling with Daniel 11, know.)
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Reconciliation Hypothesis for Diocletian's Death Date in 316, cont.

m. So Daza wants leverage with Licinius. So he wants Valeria -- daughter of Diocletian, not merely Galerius -- and the son of Galerius, Candidianus, his future son-in-law.

And if Licinius proposed but Valeria said no; and if Licinius was already secretly engaged to Constantia, well - then all agree to Daza's demand.

Since Diocletian knows the SECRET match between Constantine and Licinius, he knows Galeria will be freed from Daza, eventually. He wants to protect his wife,
daughter and Candidianus, whom Galeria has come to love; so the boy is like a son to Diocletian. He knows eventually Daza will go down. So Diocletian probably
counsels his daughter to play along, don't worry honey you won't be there long, just keep being nice to Daza but don't marry him.. plead the widow-in-mourning thing, just
as you did to Licinius. So, she does. And the meanwhile, acts as eyes and ears for Diocletian.

So in early summer 311, instead of fighting - Licinius and Daza negotiate a split of the territory; Daza is willing to take less, if he gets the daughter and son. With Prisca,
Diocletian's wife, as a hostage. With visiting rights to Diocletian, of course. How secret this is from Constantine, well...

So Licinius thinks he hedges his bets in case his own marriage to Constantia, won't work out. Then Licinius can 'rescue' them from the likely-to-lose, Daza. It's a royal
hostage situation. No wonder Valeria can refuse. The union between Licinius and Constantine is a secret, still; so Daza has no reason to be threatened.

So in summer 311, along with his 'share' of the territory, Prisca, Valeria, Candidianus go with Daza for a very long visit. Get acquainted with the betrothed.

Daza can then pledge loyalty to Maxentius, but plead secrecy: hey guy I can't send you troops, I've got to keep up appearances, here.

Now it's autumn 312, and after letting Maxentius create a cause de guerre so The Senate Will Beg To Be Invaded, Constantine plays the in hoc signo vicious game. Then
Maxentius drowns, in hoc signo traduces, 28 October 312 everyone lovey-dovey, all hail SPQR and now I'll tax you worse than Maxentius ever could.

Now ex-post-Roma in November 312, Valeria needn't be coy. She refuses to marry Daza, as he's next to go. She doesn't tell him that, of course. But she needs to get
back to Diocletian, as Daza IS the next to go. Maybe she pleads leave based on Diocletian's health, lemme go to Daddy and chat with him. Anything to get away. Daza

retorts, Your dowry belongs to me; go to Daddy on your own. So, she tries. He obstructs her. [Yet Valeria could have reached Diocletian within six weeks, see post and shipping times;
he'd pay whoever transported her, once she got there. If Daza really chased her from place to place, he isn't after her money. He could legally keep her property, just SEND her back. So he's not worried she'll
leave, even campaigns next in Armenia, with his wife and kids! In short, someone wanted her to play maybe-I'll-marry-you with Daza, and she thereby acts as intelligence for Diocletian et alia.]

So now, it's February 313, nuptials announcement and okay-to-be-Christian Milan Edict twixt the happy new brothers-in-law-to-be fighting with each other.
Which surprised Daza, always the last to know. He was fighting in Armenia. So he rapidly mobilizes to go against Licinius. In winter. Daza thinks Well, I've got his
progeny in my custody, gotta defeat them all, then Valeria can't refuse, I'll be her only protector. Which explains why he's mobilizing in winter.

Diocletian refused to attend the wedding, as his wife, daughter and adopted grandson are under Daza. Instead pleads Daza let them come to him. Daza refuses.

So Constantine and Licinius become suspicious. Surely Daza's not mobilizing ALONE, right? So both brothers-in-law suspect secret support for Daza. But whose? Well,
Constantine can suspect Licinius and Diocletian. Licinius can suspect Constantine and Diocletian. No one imagines that Daza acts alone. Hence they reprimand
Diocletian, for refusing to attend. (Postscriptin 39, Aurelius Victor. Not to be read as cause of death.) Obviously, Diocletian is alive and hopes to get his family back.
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aa.

bb.

Reconciliation Hypothesis for Diocletian's Death Date in 316, cont.

Daza leaves - late February, for he reaches Byzantium by April; and on the same day he attacks Licinius -- on the 30th, he rescinds his edict against Christians. Prisca,
Valeria, and Candidianus had escaped by then. From Syria. Trying to get to Dalmatia. Probably they caught a boat from the coast. From there to Thessalonikiis a
standard boat route. So from Thessaloniki, they go northwest over land, to Diocletian. That should take but six weeks. Then again, they sometimes go the same
route as Daza's army, so maybe normal transport would have been used up by his troops. Maybe they first detoured south, to catch a boat not requisitioned for his

troops. Still, they got there within two or three months. [Lactantius says Valeria showed up at Nicomedia aka Izmir in disguise. Then fled when Candidianus (with Daza) was executed. So she
must have gone to Diocletian first, then doubled back to follow the army. Else she'd have no idea where to go, and would lack the means.]

So 313, war between Daza and Licinius; Daza, accompanied by his original wife and kids all dying, by summer. Licinius then piously announces the Edict of Milan, in

Nicomedia. [Notice how the wording of the Edict contradicts Lactantius' previous paragraphs' claim of a miraculous battle between Licinius and Daia. For the Edict announcement is after the victory, and
still Licinius doesn't call either himself or Constantine, Christian. So Lactantius' account is sheer bluster. Gibbon wondered about the 15 months' being dated after the women escape, as the Latin depicts,
saying that if that were so, the date of Lactantius' composition would have to be after the first civil war between Licinius and Constantine. Yeah, it was - but not by Lactantius. Others - maybe students of his -
amended the account, later. You can tell, because the text suddenly varies style from that horrible effusive nonsense, to just the facts. Compare, if you will, Chapter 50 with the two chapters before and after.
Then compare to his Chapter 39. Contradictions and rhetorical style shifts abound; someone's filling in data, not paying attention to whether it FITS the original writing. What we moderns have, must be a
composite text of different editions, for you just know that Constantine would never permit such effusive praise of Licinius.]

Constantine doesn't do anything to help. Licinius notices that. Maybe it's a trap, so Constantine can more easily win, later! Licinius had no son in summer 313 when he
beat Daza. But in July 315, Constantia bore him a son. So Licinius murders all rival sons. [Lactantius' account of Licinius' actions, is sheer garbage. Lactantius had praised Valeria for
refusing Daia, then suddenly praises Licinius for killing Valeria? And then still praises her and her mother at death? Fishy, huh. Aurelius Victor's account is rather less flattering.]

So now we come to the crux of the matter. '15 months'.. begins WHEN? Lactantius doesn't say. There are 15 months from the end of 313, when Licinius finishes
fighting the Persians, and his son's birth. There are also 15+ months between his son's birth, and Constantine's December 316 ruling at Serdica (2nd 'Serdica' in that link).

1. Licinius was surprised by Daza's attack, having just made peace with him and divided up new territory back in 311. So everyone's tired. They don't want to fight.
Maxentius and then Daza, forced the issue. The victory is a time for happiness, not murder.

2. Diocletian wouldn't kill himself over accusations he refused to attend a wedding that he himself had approved. They wouldn't assassinate him, either. They need his
expertise. They need his family. (Again, post-mortem postscriptin 39 Aurelius Victor should not be read as cause for Diocletian's death. Suetonius writes the same way.)

3. Between 313 and 315, Licinius has every reason to make nice with all potential heirs, because he has no son of his own. He just finished fighting, marrying;
Constantine needs a rest, as does he. If Licinius had proposed to Valeria, he still might entertain marrying her, too. Or at least, befriending her. He needs her, now:
she's more mature than his wife, and remains an Augusta of the realm. Why wouldn't he succor Candidianus and Severianus; Daza maybe forced them to go along -
to keep Valeria compliant. Licinius is the hero, now. He didn't start that war.

4. Moreover, Licinius just acquired Daza's huge territory, so needs added legitimacy, to ensure stability. The last thing he'd want, is to murder potential allies. He
could create subkingdoms, instead. The relatives know the territory. He doesn't. He has no motive to want uprisings, in his newly-won lands.

5. Constantine just got Europe and Africa; Licinius, all of Asia and a new bride. They jointly announced toleration and peace, too. So there's no reason to claim Licinius
immediately murdered anybody, after he beat Daza. So Lactantius' choppy account here -- suddenly quite weird, you must admit -- is just gossip or invention.
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Reconciliation Hypothesis for Diocletian's Death Date in 316, cont.
cc. Soit's more likely all this went according to Diocletian's plan (at n). So the rest of 313+, is reconstruction, consolidation, peace.
y g P 313 p

dd. Thatis, until 315. Again, in July of 315, Licinianus (Jr.) was born. Aurelius Victor's 41[4] relates that Crispus, Constantius, and Licinius Jr. were born; and by the time
the latter was "twenty months old", they were all named cesares.

So now we have an interval of almost two years from July 315, to the March 317 treaty between Licinius and Constantine. So let's account that time.

ee. 315: Licinius has his OWN son, by a Constantine. Maybe over the ensuing months, Constantia became unhappy with the competition she'd surely feel from Valeria
and her relatives. Maybe Licinius became unhappy. Maybe this shift in potential dynastic succession had everyone taking sides. For although both emperors had
barbarian incursions, the Eastern 'underbelly' of Licinius was better protected. He had good control of the trade routes. Access to Asia and China, on which Europe
depended. So economically, he had a better chance of winning any ultimate showdown. So could afford, to wait. Since he's nine years older than Constantine, he'd
be more inclined to relax and enjoy his first child, than to fight. There's still no motive for him to suddenly murder rivals: because they AREN'T rivals. But allies.

ff. So what happened, to create a new war? The usual scholarship puts their next war ending at either 314 or 317. In between are the birth(s), the affair with Bassianus,
who Constantine appointed to take over Italy and Africa. Also between, had to be the reunification of Diocletian with his family. Ancient sources are alleged to
conflict: hence the modern concern over which "3 December", Diocletian died. | propose there is no conflict in the ancient sources, but in our reading of them.

gg. Barnes says Constantine attacked Licinius at Cibalae on 8 October 316 because his own son was finally born from Fausta, and he wanted to upstage the earlier-born,

Licinianus. [See here for more of Barnes' contention. The date sounds right, but the contention, wrong. Constantine already had sons of higher right. Naturally, since Fausta was a daughter of Maximian,
Constantine would resuscitate the memory of her father, for the sake of his new son.]

So let's think: Constantine is the aggressor, technically. Zosimus writes that AFTER they fight, they made a truce naming Licinius' son, then TWENTY MONTHS OLD, a
Caesar. (See end of his para 20, Book 2 of New History. Page 139=85 of pdf here. Textis Greek and Latin. On the web, everyone copies from the same wrong English translation, which says 'years' vs. Latin
'months'. But tertullian.org corrected the translation, here.) So: 20 months from July 315, is July 317 minus four months, or March 317. Constantine insisted on removing Valens.
Note: Licinius didn't name his own son, Caesar. So he wasn't planning a takeover. Valens' appointment was reactive, defensive, as Constantine was the aggressor.

So what happened between 315 and 317, to justify sudden war? It can only be, that Diocletian DIED. Until he died, his presence and mediation was sought (i.e., in the
nonsense with Maxentius and Maximian, attendance at the wedding with Constantia). So Diocletian must die first. So if Constantine and Licinius make a truce after
two battles on 1 March of 317 -- Diocletian probably died the previous December, and was sick for a while, prior. End of Victor's para.39 says Diocletian was 68 when
he died, 9 years retired. 68-9=59. End 316-9= end 307. Balances from Carnuntum, when Maximian was told growing cabbages was happier, and Galerius got the Caesars
he wanted. For until Carnuntum, the Tetrarchy wasn't stable. Diocletian, stabilized it. At that point, you can say he truly retired.

Why Licinius became hostile to Valeria, is conjecture. Maybe she caused trouble. Maybe she was suspected of causing trouble. Who knows. But she lost her
protection, when her father died. She and her mother. So maybe the 15 months, is dated from Diocletian's death, not after Daza died. Which also accounts for
Licinius' sudden anti-Christian edicts. Which accounts for why he ordered execution for Valeria and Prisca, whether they 'wandered', or not. Note that Lactantius'
writing is schizoid, so you have to ask if the accounting of Valeria, was really his. | bet not: we all know that Church Father writings were doctored. Time to stop
slavishly condemning, or praising them.




