Daniel's prophesied “1290 days” of “trouble”
     In Daniel 12:11, the English text first conveys that the prophesied 1290 days began “from the time that the daily sacrifice (in the temple) shall be taken away, and the abomination that maketh desolate set up”.  However this wording allows two chronological interpretations of the period, both being historically untenable. According to such wording, the 1290 days could only fall 1) between the ceasing of the sacrificing and the time the 'abomination' was set up,  or 2) after both events had occurred close together.  [A popular theological view imagines Daniel's 1290 days applies to a temple restoration thousands of years yet future, despite such being unsustainable by any authority of Scripture.]
     The first interpretation of the two events cannot be valid, that is, such events here requiring a substantial time difference between them which has no logical or Biblical support, it being evidenced in 167 B.C., for example, that when the temple was desecrated (1 Maccabees 1:29ff.), the ending of sacrificing by the invading forces was quickly followed by the 'abomination' being set up.  Similarly in A.D. 70, the sacrificing ended when such became impossible, that is, when the temple was besieged by the Romans until they took it 3 weeks later and the 'abomination' then set up in it.
     The second interpretation of these 2 events requires the counting of 1290 days from after the event of the sacrifice ceasing:  That is, with the prophecy of the sacrifice ceasing being applied to the temple capture in A.D. 70, such would require an ending of the 1290 days in A.D. 74, a year when no known significant event occurred. Thus from the text as translated, neither interpretation of the 1290 days as starting from A.D. 70 is plausible. Consequently, and regardless of the English order of wording, the 1290 days can only have started from an earlier point, and ended with the fall of Jerusalem in A.D. 70.
     In Daniel's chapter 12 prophecy, the most significant period referred to is that which is first mentioned, that is, a period termed “a time of trouble” for Israel in Jerusalem (verse 1).  An immediate question asked was “How long shall it be to the end (of this)?” (verses 6,8).  In reply however, only a cryptic indication of the time of such ending was given to Daniel, that is, that it would take “a time, times, and an half” (verse 7).  Only after an urging from Daniel to further explain was he given the precise length of such “times”, being 1290 days, but without a starting point – only that it was “from (a) time...[Hebrew]” (verse 11).
     Thus the only logical answer Daniel could have gained, albeit limited, was that these 3 defining periods [ 'time of trouble' (12:1), 'time, times, and an half' (verse 7) and 'from time (of trouble)' (verses 1 and 11)] would each have begun simultaneously.
     Further, the prophecy required that after the end of the 1290 days, there was to be added a period of precisely 45 days, so specifying a last opportunity to escape from Jerusalem.  That is, there were to be the 1290 days plus another 45, or a total of “1335 days” (verse 12), which started from the “time of trouble”, after which no hope of survival would remain.  Those who had remained and were now “wise” enough to understand the significance of events (verse 10), would have necessarily concluded that when the daily sacrifice had been “taken away”, such 1290 days had just been fulfilled, and that there remained a space of 45 days in which to flee the city (before the onset of unrestrained slaughter).
     Therefore since the prophecy can be seen to be historically substantiated only when it is understood that the 1290 days preceded the destruction of the temple, then the English rendering can only be a translation error and has no application beyond the fall of Jerusalem.
