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Issue 1612

A STUDY OF THE BOOK OF

MARK
In our last issue, we began our study of the
Gospel of Mark. We are continuing that study
beginningwith Mark 4:26.
(Read Mark 4:26-29) He likens the kingdom of God to a grain plant. While we can see
the plant spring up from a seed and ultimately develop into a ripened head of grain, we cannot explain how that happens. But when it is ripe, we
harvest it. So it is with the kingdom of God, we
can see it grow, but only God knows how and
when it is ready for the harvest, but when it is He
will harvest it.
(Read Mark 4:30-34) We studied this parable in Matthew, but we need to take heed to
verse 34. Though we see this same thing said
elsewhere, we need to again take note of the fact
that we’re told that Jesus spake not to the people,
particularly the Pharisees and priests, except in
parables. Thus we know that such stories as the
rich man and Lazarus is a parable and not a fact.
This is important for our understanding.
(Read Mark 4:35-41) It is significant that
One who can control the forces of nature can control the force of man. While peace, or shalom in
the Hebrew, is used as a greeting quite often, only
Christ has the power to bring about complete
peace.
(Read Mark 5:1-20) When we read what I
assume to be the same story in Matthew there
were two men instead of one and Jesus did not ask
the demon what his name was. There could have
been two events or there could have been a difference in how Mark heard the story from what Mat-

thew apparently witnessed. Keep in mind that
Jesus’ ministry lasted 3 ½ years so I don’t think
we can rule out two separate events though in this
case, I would rather believe that there was just a
difference in what Mark heard and the actual
event.
(Read Mark 5:21-24 and 35-43) We read
a brief version of this story in Matt. 9. We are
given more detail here. In Matt. 9 the ruler told
Jesus that his daughter was already dead, but
asked Jesus to raise her from the dead. Here he
said she was at the point of death only to be told a
little later by ones of his household that she had
died. Jesus told those that had gathered, for what
we today call a funeral, that she was not dead, but
only sleepth, then proceeded to raise her from the
dead. I think that Jesus telling people to not tell
anyone how they were healed only assured that
they would tell everyone they knew about it.
(Read Mark 5:25-34) Again we read this
story in Matthew.
(Read Mark 6:1-6) There is no difference
between this and Matt. 7.
(Read Mark 6:7-13) This was the beginning of the ministry of the apostles. More complete instructions were given in Matt. 10. Sending
them out two by two, i.e. six pairs, was in keeping
with the law that required two witnesses to confirm a matter. We have discussed some in the
past as to what the evil spirits, or demons, actually
were. Obviously they are a creation of God since
Jesus had authority and power over them, something that He conveyed to His apostles as well.
These spirits had limited power and Jesus knew
that limit. This takes us back to Isaiah 45:7 where
God says that He created evil. We have to understand that there is a difference between creating
evil and being evil. Jesus used these evil spirits,

who had done evil and obviously knew that they
were facing judgment for their practicing evil, to
establish His authority during His ministry. I’m
not sure what other purpose they serve other than
to witness to Christ’s authority as Creator, thus
Sovereign of all.
(Read Mark 6:14-29) We read the story of
John the Baptist’s execution in Matthew so we
won’t dwell on it very much. If we were trying to
establish a time-line of the events of the time, I
believe we could say that Christ did not really
start His ministry until John finished his and was
put in prison. The sending out of the apostles to
teach and heal probably took place during John’s
time in prison. Herod, though he arrested John
the Baptist, we’re told he did it for Herodias’
sake, but He apparently did not want to do so.
However, because of his oath to the daughter of
Herodias, he had to execute him to save face.
When
he
heard
of
what
Jesus
Christ was doing, he apparently feared that John
had been raised from the dead and if so, he was in
a very dangerous position. He really wanted to
see Christ, but I don’t think he got that privilege
until Jesus had been arrested and in an effort to
find someone who would kill Him and take the
blame for it, He was brought before Herod.
(Read Mark 6:30-44) The apostles are
reporting what all they did and saw during the
missionary trip that Jesus sent them on in vs. 7.
Jesus understood that they needed a time to rest
and relax and suggested they all take a ship and
go to a deserted place to do so. Unfortunately, the
people went around the lake on foot and found
them anyway. We’re told that even though Jesus
and the disciples were tired and worn out, Jesus
had compassion on the people and began to teach
them. Then follows the story of the feeding of the
five thousand men plus women and children, that
we have already studied.
(Read Mark 6:45-56) Mark leaves out the
story of Peter first walking on the water and then
sinking when his faith began to fail him. Otherwise, the story is pretty much the same as we read
in Matthew. It was in the fourth watch or the
night, i.e. about 3:00 in the morning that Jesus
walked out to the disciple’s boat. The disciples
were having a rough time rowing because of the
wind, but once Jesus was received into the boat,
the wind calmed, but then John tells us that they
were immediately at the shore, i.e. the whole boat

with the men in it experienced a little time travel.
Ferrar Fenton renders the latter part of verse 51
and verse 52 as follows: “And they were much
astonished in themselves; for they did not reflect upon the loaves, because of their degenerate hearts.” In retrospect, it is difficult for us to
understand why the disciples had such a difficult
time accepting the miracles that Jesus did, but I’m
sure if we put ourselves in their shoes, we would
not be much different.
(Read Mark 7:1-13) Mark is first relating
some of the rituals that the Pharisees had incorporated into their law system. It was not washing of
ones hands for cleanliness sake, but rather their
washing had to be done in a certain way for the
sake of a ritual. For someone to eat without going
through this ritual first was a sin so far as the
Pharisees were concerned. The same applied to
the washing of cups, pots, brazen vessels and tables. Incidentally, the word “washing” is from the
Greek “baptismos” from which we also get the
word “baptize.” Notice also that the Pharisees are
calling these so called laws, the traditions of the
elders.
When they confronted Christ about why
His disciples ate with “unwashen hands”, Jesus in
turn confronted them with an example of how
they rendered God’s laws null and void by their
traditions. He told them that they laid aside the
laws of God by their traditions and then in vs. 10
He first quotes the fourth commandment to them,
“honour thy father and thy mother; and Whoso curseth father or mother, let him die the
death.” (Ex. 20:12 and 21:17) He then tells them
that they say, “If a man shall say to his father or
mother, It is Corban, that is to say, a gift, by
whatsoever thou mightiest be profited by me;
he shall be free. And ye suffer him no more to
do ought for his father or his mother.” Anything that the son has that he could use to benefit
his parents, he simply tells them that it is dedicated to God, so it can’t be used to help his parents.
The son is then no longer allowed to help his parents, thus Jesus says they make “the word of
God of none effect through your tradition,
which ye have delivered.” He then tells them
that there are many other things of like matter
where through their traditions, they continue to
make the word of God of none effect.
(Read Mark 7:14-23) Note Jesus is not
saying that nothing from without a man, that en2

tering into him won’t make him sick. He is saying that it won’t defile the man, i.e. make the man
common or unclean in the spiritual sense, because
it goes into the belly, not the heart. What goes
into the belly goes out in the draught He says, the
body’s way of purifying all foods. It is what
comes out of a man, i.e. from the heart or mind
such as evil thoughts, adulteries, fornications,
murders, thefts, covetousness, wickedness, deceit,
lasciviousness, and evil eye, blasphemy, pride,
and foolishness. No mention that the “devil” put
those thoughts in man’s mind, rather man himself
is responsible for them.
(Read Mark 7:24-30) This story is given
in more detail in Matt. 15. There she is referred
to as a woman from Canaan where here in Mark
she is referred to as a Greek, a Syrophenician by
nation. There were Phenicians in Syria and also
in North Africa, so we are told that she was from
Syria here. There are some who believe that this
was the only miracle that Jesus performed on this
trip and that the trip was made specifically for
Him to perform this miracle. In so doing, He
made it clear that even though this woman was
not of Israel, her belief and faith brought her the
answer to her petition.
(Read Mark 7:31-37) The more Jesus
charged people to not tell of Him the more they
told. We see this happening over and over
through the gospels.
(Read Mark 8:1-9) This is a repeat of this
same story that we studied in Matthew.
(Read Mark 8:10-13) I don’t know what
kind of a sign that the Pharisees wanted to see.
The healing miracles that Jesus had performed
should have been sufficient, but they were seeking
something else. We’re told that they were tempting Him by asking for a sign and Jesus refused to
give them any other sign, but this leads us into
what He told His disciples next.
(Read Mark 8:14-21) Even the disciples
had a difficult time understanding what they saw
and heard. Jesus was warning them of the hypocrisy of the Pharisees and also that of Herod, the
Tetrarch. But they misunderstood because He
used the word “leaven” and thought it was because they had neglected to bring food for their
journey. They had already seen the miracles of
feeding the five thousand men plus women and
children on five loaves and the feeding of the four
thousand on seven loaves and a few fish, yet in-
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stead of realizing what Jesus was talking about,
their thoughts were on food.
(Read Mark 8:22-26) This was another
miracle in which Jesus charged the men whom He
healed to not tell anyone what had happened.
We’re not told what the man did, but how could
someone who had been blind, but could now see,
not tell anyone about what had been done to him?
(Read Mark 8: 27-30) Again this story is
told in more detail in Matt. 16. With Peter replying “Thou art the Christ.”, he was saying
“Thou art the anointed.” This was understood
as the Messiah. Peter probably did not fully understand just what he had said, because it was the
Holy spirit who spoke through him.
(Read Mark 8:31-33) Jesus began to
openly teach His disciples that he would be crucified by the chief priests and scribes, but that He
would arise from the dead in three days. Peter,
always thinking on man’s level and apparently
being a relatively strong man, took Jesus aside
and basically told Him not to talk that way as they
could defend Him. Jesus reprimanded him severely telling him that he did not seek out the
things of God, but rather the things of man. In
calling Peter Satan, Jesus is just telling him that
he was an adversary to God’s ways.
(Read Mark 8:34-38) As I said before, I
am not sure just what “taking up one’s cross”
meant before the crucifixion of Christ. The word
translated “cross” simply means a stake. Note
that Jesus first says that a man must first deny
himself, i.e. put Christ above self, and then take
up his cross. As we said in studying Matt. 16,
taking up one’s cross probably means whatever is
holding one back from putting Christ first. This
could be many things, but that stake, that thing
that is holding one back must be taken up so that
it no longer holds one back.
Jesus is talking about both this life and the
resurrected life for the age, i.e. what I believe is
the thousand years talked about in Rev. 20.
“Soul” simply means life in either case.
(Read Mark 9:1-10) What Jesus is referring to in verse 1 is what happened in verses 3-7.
The three apostles witnessed “the kingdom of
God come with power.” Vs. 6 says they were
afraid and did not know what to say and then vs.
7, “And there was a cloud that overshadowed
them: and a voice came out of the cloud, saying, This is my beloved Son: hear him.” If we

think back to when God spoke the Ten Commandments to the people of Israel and the people’s reaction, I think we can have some idea of the power exhibited here by God the Father speaking to
these three apostles. They would have had good
reason to be afraid.
It is interesting to me that the apostles
questioned among themselves what rising from
the dead would mean. They had witnessed the
raising of the dead, yet they did not seem to understand what that meant so far as Jesus was concerned. We’re told that Jesus charged them not to
tell any man what they had just witnessed until
after He had risen from the dead. They did as He
had charged them.
(Read Mark 9:11-13) When I first read
this, the question came to me as to why they said,
“Why say the scribes?” Then I realized this was
where they learned the scriptures. Books were
few and far between, so it was the job of the
scribes and the priests to teach the people. Most
of the writers of the New Testament had a very
good working knowledge of the Old Testament
and quoted it quite often. So this question about
Elias or Elijah was quite natural. Again, Jesus,
without naming him, refers to John the Baptist as
being the Elias, or the spirit of Elias, that the
scribes referred to.
(Read Mark 9:14-29) This story tells us
several things about evil spirits. First there is
more than one kind. That this is manifested in the
fact that not only did it cause what we would call
epileptic fits, but also caused the boy to be deaf
and dumb, I’m not real sure. But the fact that Jesus said that with this kind it took prayer and fasting to cast it out, would set it apart from some of
the other demons we have studied about. We also
see that it seemed to be the mission of the evil
spirit to destroy the boy it was in. When it saw
Christ, it seemed to take special effort to do all the
damage it could knowing it was about to be cast
out. Still, Jesus had power over it, thus it still had
to be a creation of God.
(Read Mark 9:30-32) Jesus continues to
teach His disciples that He was to be killed and
then would rise on the third day. But the disciples
still did not understand, but were afraid to ask for
any further explanation. JRL

MALACHI

TO MATTHEW

We do not have a Biblical history of
events from the time of Malachi to the beginning
of the New Testament in the Gospel of Matthew.
However the story started in the Old Testament is
continued in the New so we need to look at what
happened to the major players of the Old so that
we can follow them in the New. We began last
issue looking at the three divisions of the whole
house of Israel. We are continuing from there this
issue.
Because of the sins of each of these elements of our story, they have separated themselves from God. God says of Israel that He has
put away and divorced her. Yet, because of
God’s unerring truth and the fact that He does not
change, the promises made to Abraham and his
seed and to David and his seed must be kept.
God, looking into the future, tells of remarrying of
Himself to Israel, of the reuniting of Israel and
Judah, and of the King of Kings sitting on the
throne of David ruling all Israel and all Israel rul4

ing all the world under Him. In order that they
might be brought back into a righteous relationship to Him, we have been told that Israel first has
to be redeemed and that all of Israel’s sins have to
be atoned for. To accomplish this we have been
told that the one who is to do this, this ruler of
Israel, is to come from Bethlehem; He is to contend with unrighteousness in Jerusalem and is to
ultimately give His life as the price of redemption
and the sacrifice for atonement; He is to arise
from the dead and will ultimately assume the
throne of David as King of Kings. We should see
preparations for this to happen during this next
400 years.
All of these elements are part of a fifth
kingdom, spoken of by Daniel, that God has
promised will ultimately destroy four successive
world empires, or kingdoms, that began with the
kingdom, or empire, or Babylon. We have seen
through Scripture this first kingdom fall and the
second, the kingdom of Persia arise. We can assume some further development in this succession
of empires as well as this fifth kingdom during
this next 400 years also.
One other important element of our story
is that of Esau, or Edom as his descendants have
come to be known. Remember that he sold his
birthright to Jacob and then through some deceit
on the part of Jacob, he also lost his father’s blessing to Jacob. However, Isaac, in giving a secondary blessing to Esau told him that he would live
by the sword and would serve his brother. However, he told him that the time would come when
he would break Jacob’s yoke from off his neck
and he would have dominion over Jacob. We
then found that Edom seemed to be a part of everyone who attempted to do damage or hurt to Israel and Judah. The prophet Obadiah told us that
Edom should not have done that and predicted the
ultimate complete destruction of Edom. We need
to see what happens to Edom during these next
400 years.
Much more has been written and prophesied to come to pass, but this at least gives us the
status of these major elements of our story so that
we can follow them as we pick up our story again
in the New Testament.
A better understanding of New Testament
history and doctrine can be enhanced somewhat if
we take a look first at what secular history tells us
has transpired with the primary elements of our
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story during these 400 years and before, between
the last writings of the Old Testament and the
writings of the New Testament.
Looking first at the world empires foretold
by Daniel, we left the Persians as the dominant
kingdom, the second in the succession of four
world empires. The Greeks were a group of
states, or smaller nations, in Asia Minor who were
also under the Persian rule. They rebelled openly
in 496 B.C. when they captured and burned Sardis, the capitol of Lydia. Darius, king of Persia,
set out to avenge this rebellion and ended up being defeated at the battle of Salamis in 480 B.C.
However, the Greek states still remained ununified though they did form a confederacy to defend themselves. Phillip, father of Alexander the
Great and king of Macedonia, one of the Greek
states, succeeded in uniting all Greece into one
kingdom in 338 B.C. and started building an army
to invade Persia in 337 B.C. He was assassinated
in 336 B.C. and the project of invading and conquering Persia fell to his son Alexander who very
successfully carried out this ambitious mission.
Greece then became the third successive world
empire. Alexander, died an untimely death and
the kingdom, or empire, was divided among 4 of
his primary generals. They were able to remain at
peace for nearly 100 years.
About 210 B.C., the Romans, who had
been advancing with rapid strides, found occasion
to interfere with Greek affairs. Philip V, of Macedon, had allied the Greeks with Hannibal of Carthage and when the Romans defeated Hannibal,
they also sent an army to punish Philip V. The
Romans defeated Philip in 197 B.C. and forced
him to agree to a peace treaty that supposedly recognized Greek independence. The Greeks soon
learned, however, that they had agreed to a foreign master. They formed a league of states to
resist Rome, but even the league was still subject
to Rome. Rome demanded that certain states and
cities be removed from the league and the league
openly resisted the demand in 147 B.C. Corinth
was then captured and destroyed by the Romans
in the ensuing war in 146 B.C. With the destruction of Corinth also went the end of any independence the Greeks had. Greece became a state of
the Roman Empire. However, Greek thought and
culture made a definite conquest over the more
primitive Roman civilization. So by New Testament times Rome was the kingdom in power, but

Greek language and culture was predominant
among the people of the Palestine area.
Israel, or the Northern Kingdom, as early
as 700 B.C. was being called Ghomri (or Khumri
in Assyrian) by their Assyrian captors after Omri,
one of Israel’s former kings. This name took on
different forms through time. A large group of
Israelites, who attempted to escape by moving
north in 679 B.C., were called Gimira (one of the
forms of Ghomri) according to evidence uncovered by archaeologists early in the twentieth century. They were pursued and defeated by the Assyrian army, but still a large number of them did
escape to the shores of the Black Sea. In recording some of these same activities, the Greeks referred to these Israelites as Kimmeroi (Cimmerian
in English). They tell us the Cimmerians were
driven to the regions west of the Black Sea about
600 B.C. However, the larger body of the Israelites, by a treaty with the Assyrians, when the Assyrians were being threatened by the Medes and
Persians, were allowed to establish colonies as far
north as the south side of the Caucasus Mountains
and east of the Caspian Sea. Assyria fell to the
Medes and Persians in 612 B.C. and when the Israelites were also attacked, they moved through
the Dariel Pass of the Caucasus Mountains into
the steppe regions of what we now know as South
Russia. The Greeks called these Israelites Scythians.
Secular history picks them up from these
fairly recent archeological findings. The Scythians and Cimmerians collided with each other and
the resulting battles drove the Cimmerians west
and north where they became known as the Celts,
Gauls and Cimbri.
By the end of the fourth century B.C., the
prosperous kingdom of Scythia had been formed
by the Scythians. The Sarmations, a mixed, nonIsraelite people of probably Iranian origin, advanced into Scythia and drove the Scythians north
and west to the shores of the Baltic Sea. The Romans called these original Scythians “Germans”
to indicate that they were the “genuine” Scythians. These Germans broke into several divisions
and became known as Angles, Saxons, Jutes,
Danes and Vikings to name a few.
The Celts, during this time were expanding in all directions in Europe with some invading
Italy and sacking Rome in 390 B.C. Another
group moved back into Asia Minor in 280 B.C.
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and were called Galatians by the Greeks as were
another group of Celts who settled Gaul or modern France. Some moved into Spain where they
became known as Iberes (Gaelic name for Hebrew) and then later these Iberes moved to Ireland
where they were called Scots and then to northern
Britain where they established the nation of Scotland. Other Celts moved into Britain becoming
the foundation of the British race. As the Celts
moved out of Europe, other Germanic tribes
poured in behind them establishing the Gothic
nations of the Vandals, Lombards, Franks, Burgundines, and others.
So at the beginning of the New Testament
times, the Israelites, who had been taken captive
by the Assyrians which in turn was ultimately taken over by the Babylonians, obeyed God’s commandment to move west out of this captivity and
now occupy a good part of Asia Minor, most of
Europe, Spain and the British Isles.
As for Judah, the book of Esther, which
records events that took place after the return of
the remnant of Jews to Jerusalem that we read
about in the book of Ezra, tells us that at that time
the Kingdom of Persia consisted of one hundred
twenty-seven provinces from India to Ethiopia
and that there were Jews in every province. In the
New Testament, we find this to still be the same.
(Acts 2:5)
The remnant that returned to rebuild the
temple and Jerusalem are the only Jews we have a
written history of as a group. We have seen that
descendants of David are among this group including descendants of the throne or king line.
We have also seen their problems with interracial
marriage and their apparent propensity for sin.
However, the work of Ezra in trying to prepare
himself in the laws of God and to teach it to others was continued by others who tried to master
the text and teaching of the law in every detail.
The scribes of the New Testament were the spiritual descendants of Ezra and the people who followed him in this work.
There is a wider circle then of those who
meticulously tried to carry out their teachings.
These became known as the Hasidim (God’s loyal
ones) two centuries before Christ. Many of the
Hasidim joined with the Maccabees in a revolt
against the Selucid Empire (one of the divisions
of the Greek Empire that resulted following Alexander the Great’s death). The Maccabees had

considerable success in uniting and expanding
Jewish influence but eventually the Hasidim parted company with the Maccabees because they
took on the role of high priest though they were
not descended from Aaron. Ultimately, further
division occurred so that by New Testament time
there were several sects, or parties, among the
Jews known as Pharisee’s, Sadducees, Zealots,
etc. By New Testament time, the sect of the Pharisees had obtained dominant positions in the Sanhedrin, or Jewish senate while the Sadducees had
control of the high priesthood.
The Pharisee’s religious conception was
that the Babylonian captivity was caused by Israel’s failure to keep the Torah (what they called
the Mosaic law). To them the Torah did not
merely consist of fixed commandments, but was
adaptable to changing conditions. God’s will
could be inferred from it for situations not expressly mentioned by it. They set out to establish
the content of the Torah and then to make a hedge
(a series of interpretations) about the basic laws so
no one could accidently break a law. (For example: the law said there was to be no labor on the
Sabbath. To hedge this they came up with thirtynine specific activities that were then considered
labor and prohibited on the Sabbath. An example
of this was they established how far a person
could walk on the Sabbath without it becoming
labor. Acts 1:12 speaks of a Sabbath day’s journey. By their definition, walking that certain distance was not considered labor but if a person exceeded it by one step, he was guilty of laboring on
the Sabbath.) They were convinced that they
alone had the right to interpretation and then they
claimed these interpretations (which they called
the “traditions of the elders” and we now call the
“Talmud”) came from Moses on Mt. Sinai. Understanding what they were doing will help us understand why Christ was so opposed to them and
their law.
Some history of the house of David during
the approximately four hundred years is given to
us in Matt. 1:17 and Luke 3:23-38. Remember,
however, that the promise to David that his house
would exist forever and that his descendants
would always occupy the throne was through his
son Solomon. The genealogy given in Luke 3 is
through David’s son Nathan and is the genealogy
of Joseph who, though thought to be the father of
Jesus, was in no way actually directly related to
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Him. The genealogy in Matt. 1 is through Solomon and as such is actually the genealogy of
Mary, thus of Jesus. In verse 16, the word translated “husband” is literally “man” and is translated in the King James as husband, man, sir, and
fellow. Some translations translate it “father.” In
this verse, the literal “man” would be more correct I believe. It could read father of Mary with
Mary being the thirteenth generation from Jeconias and Jesus being the fourteenth. Generations
are not reckoned after women in the Bible, so it
would be easy to see why the translator made the
error in the King James version, but in this case
Mary is the only one of her generations since she
was a virgin until after the birth of Jesus. So Joseph, her father, could be the “man” of both his
and her generation.
While we are not told where the throne of
David is in the Bible, its existence is certainly recognized. There is adequate evidence that one of
the daughters of Zedekiah, whom Jeremiah had
charge of after Zedekiah was taken prisoner by
Nebuchadnezzar, married a prince who was a descendent of Zarah, one of Judah’s twin sons by his
daughter-in-law, and that the current British royalty has descended from this couple and that the
throne they occupy is a continuation of David’s
throne. This is a study in itself that we do not
have room here to go through. The timing, the
artifacts brought to Britain by this couple and an
old seer (whom I believe to have been Jeremiah)
lend a great deal of support to this tradition.
Assuming this to be true, with what we
have learned about the migrations of the tribes of
Israel under the name of Celts and others who
made up the basic population of Britain, the
throne then would be back among Israelite people
where we were told it would be by the prophets.
The important thing for us to realize as we begin
New Testament times is that the throne does still
exist; the line of David from which Christ was to
come is intact and represented in Judah and that
all that has been promised and prophesied in conjunction with Jesus Christ is in readiness.
In 126 BC, John Hyrcanis, the then leader
of the Maccabees, thus the ruler of Judah at the
time, defeated the Edomites and forced them to be
circumcised and to adhere to Jewish law which
basically brought an end to Edom as a nation.
Josephus tells us that basically the Edomites became Jews. This then gives us some insight into

how King Herod the Great, who is certainly not of
the line of David, but an Edomite, has obtained
the favor of the Roman government to name him
king over all Judea. As such he is subject to the
Roman government and as we have discussed in
the past, is, as an Edomite, actually opposed to
Jesus. It is during his reign that we will pick up
our story in the New Testament.
The importance of the four kingdoms or
empires represented by the metal image in Nebuchadnezzar’s dream that Daniel interpreted in
Daniel 2 is grossly underestimated today I believe. We need first to understand that this image
remained intact until the stone cut our without
hands destroyed it completely. So there is considerably more to this than just four different kingdoms succeeding each other by conquest. In Dan.
7 Daniel had a dream in which there were four
great beasts which I believe represented the leadership of these four world ruling kingdoms.
These beast’s descriptions give us an idea of the
character of these kingdoms. Daniel doesn’t liken
the fourth beast to a known animal but just tells us
that it was dreadful, terrible and exceedingly
strong and different from the other three beasts.
We have already noted that these four kingdoms
were Babylon, Persia, Greece and Rome and that
at the time of the New Testament, Rome was the
kingdom in power.
In Revelation 12 John sees a beast that he
calls a dragon and then in chapt. 13 he sees a
beast that has characteristics of each of the three
beasts that Daniel describes and then tells us that
the dragon gives it it’s power. I believe that this
beast represents the combination of all four of
these beasts into one. This indicates to me that
each of these kingdoms have taken on characteristics of their predecessors and added to it so the
conglomerate beast, or the final beast and kingdom is the ultimate enemy of God. Starting in
Rev. 14 it is referred to as Babylon. I look at this
as man’s way, a kingdom of all that man repre-

sents as opposed to what God represents. As individuals we are a part of either man’s system of
God’s system. To understand what is happening
in the world today, we have to understand these
two systems.
In Rev. 12:9, John calls the dragon, which
is a major component of this beast system, “that
old serpent, called the Devil, and Satan, which
deceiveth the whole world.” We need to give
this beast system considerable attention as we
study the New Testament. JRL
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