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Editorial 
 

Our intent this month was to set out the prophetic role of the Catholic 

Church in Bible Prophesy.  In the January Issue of The Berean for 2019, 

we did this for the Northern Confederation led by Russia.  Working 

alongside the Northern Confederation through all their actions will be the 

Catholic Church.  So, we thought we could, this January, set out what the 

Church will be doing in their side-by-side role. 

 

As we examined the writings of the pioneers on this topic, it became 

apparent that to complete the  above task would require a lot of new and 

original writing.  Just as today, we interpret Bible Prophesy in terms of the 

world in which we live, so did the pioneer brethren.  Bro. Thomas expected 

the return of our Lord near the end of his lifetime (circa 1867-1870) and 

viewed the prophesies of the end in that light.  The world has drastically 

changed in the succeeding 150 years.   

 

Bro. Thomas identified (correctly I believe) the unclean spirits like frogs 

to be the socialist spirit originating in the Red Republicans of the first 

French Revolution (1789-90) which raised their heads more perfectly and 

completely in the second French Revolution of 1848.  You will observe, 

in the Signs article of this issue, that it is the socialist spirit of 1848 which 

bro. Thomas identified as the unclean spirits like frogs. 

 

The expression “out of the mouth of” is where events have appeared to 

me, to have greatly changed.  In bro. Thomas’ day, he looked for this 

expression to mean that the three named entities of Rev. 16:13, (the 

dragon, beast, and false prophet) would be persecuted by the frog 

spirits…and truly they were.  The dragon, which he identified as Istanbul 

and the head of the Ottoman Empire, did have its victory against Russia in 

the Crimean War of 1856 thanks to the British and French, and then the 

French dictated to the Sultan the terms he would accept in victory.  The 

beast, which bro. Thomas identified as the Austrian Empire, was defeated 

by France in Italy, in the Franco-Austrian war of 1859, and the French 

continued to assist in the fall of the Hapsburgs both in Italy, and in the 

river region of Europe.  And in 1867, the French had to intervene to keep 

the Italians from conquering the pope, who bro. Thomas identified as the 

false prophet.  Following the French intervention, the French entered into 

an agreement to remove all temporal power from the false prophet. 

 

This appeared to be the fulfillment of the prophetic words, “out of the 

mouth of.”  But alas, these things did not lead the world to Armageddon, 

as required by Rev. 16:14-16.  Instead today, 150 years later, we see a 

vastly different world.  The dragon of Istanbul appears to be more perfectly 
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identified as the Slavic Dragon of Russia, who will occupy Istanbul prior 

to his descent into the Middle East.  The beast of the Hapsburg dominated 

Austria has been replaced by a union of nations, whose judicial seat 

remains in Vienna, called the European Union.  These have chosen for 

themselves a flag with twelve stars in a circle, of which its designer tells 

us represent the 12 stars in the crown of the woman of Rev. 12:1.  Such is 

a perfect symbol of the Beast.   

 

And finally, we have seen the Catholic Church develop, in 1960, a doctrine 

they called “Liberation Theology.”  This manner of teaching was designed 

to be compatible with the socialist principles, in the event that the Soviets 

of Russia had won the Cold War of the late 20th century.  But just as the 

French Girondin found it impossible to control the socialists of the 

Mountain (the Red Republicans) which sadly resulted in the “Reign of 

Terror,” so the Catholics have found it impossible to suppress the unclean 

spirit they released.  So energetic has that spirit been so that they forced 

Pope Benedict, a staunch opponent of the new movement, into retirement, 

and brought to the fore one who has embraced the principles of the 

theology, celebrating many of the priests who teach it, if not the theology 

itself. 

 

In this we see that “out of the mouth of” was to have a far more reaching 

meaning than that which was apparent in the 1860s.  The unclean spirit 

first persecuted these named powers, but then each power subsequently 

embraced that force which had persecuted them.  First the Romanovs in 

Russia fell to the Bolsheviks in 1917.  Next, the European Union voted 

itself socialist in 1992.  And recently, the new pope embraced Liberation 

Theology for the first time in 2013.  So now we see that in a far more direct 

way than could have been imagined in 1867, the words supporting the 

unclean spirits are coming directly from the mouth of the Russian Dragon, 

the European Beast, and the Catholic Pope. 

 

Beyond that, the prophetic interpretation of bro. Thomas remains 

unchanged.  The Russian dragon, with the support of the false prophet will 

lead the European beastly alliance of nations against Israel, resisted by the 

English-speaking nations of the world, with India.  The English-speaking 

nations, identified as the ships of Tarshish with her young lions will fall 

under the oppressive, northern advance.  After a period of solidifying her 

gains, the Northern Confederation will be defeated in that great battle of 

the day of God Almighty, known as Armageddon, by Christ and his saints.  

The portion of the nations left begin to deal with the new reality, which is 

the force in Jerusalem who has delivered the Jews.  For ten years, this new 

power will identify the pope as the anti-christ, and demand all come out of 

it and render complete obedience to Jesus Christ in Jerusalem.  The nations 

will then, after that ten years teaching to the political heavens of the earth, 
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rebel, and give their complete power to the pope.  The pope will then ride 

the goat nations of the earth in a rebellion against Christ and the Saints: a 

war and teaching process that will last 30 years.   

 

Because of these changes, I did not feel adequately prepared to try and 

give a detailed explanation of the future role of the Catholic Church, 

beyond the brief summary provided here is this editorial. 

 

Still, it is important to fully understand the general role of the Catholic 

Church in all this, to understand more perfectly how to resist the enemy.  

The true enemy of man is fallen human nature, identified more perfectly 

in the Scriptures as the diabolos or Devil.   “Dia” in Greek means over, 

and “ballo” means to throw.  The diabolos or Devil, then, is a Scriptural 

personification of the force within us, which causes us to be overthrown.  

When that force consumes a political faction, such as paganism, or a state 

government, that force itself retains the name of the diabolos, or the Devil.  

Hence Peter warns us of the government thus: 

 1Pet. 5:8  Be sober, be vigilant; because your adversary the devil, as 

a roaring lion, walketh about, seeking whom he may devour:  

 

In like manner, when the devil of Paganism found itself defeated at 

Milvian Bridge, 312 AD, it worked with the Laodicean Christians till they 

had embraced and included virtually every principle of Paganism in the 

Laodicean Catholic Church.  They embraced the rival evil gods of 

paganistic superstition, and called them “the Devil, and the Satan with 

their demons.”  They embraced the immortality of souls and the torture of 

souls in the fires of hell.  And they embraced the greatest lie of all, which 

was the pagan Trias, remade into the Christian Trinity.  Thus, the Catholic 

church became the Devil and the Satan, through its embracing of all the 

superstition, evil, cruelty and wickedness human nature could imagine. 

 

After coming to power as prophesied in Rev. 12, and morphing into its 

role as “The Dragon,” it persecuted those true Christians who would not 

accept the Catholic Church as the exclusive expression of Christianity in 

the earth, nor accept the Roman Bishop as preeminent.  Thus, the true 

Christians were forced to flee to the appendages of the empire, where there 

was a place prepared for them for 1,260 years, scripturally defined as a 

thousand two hundred and threescore days in Rev. 11:3. 

 

This period of 1260 years of protection to the two witnesses against 

Catholicism was made up of first, a period of sealing when from 312 to 

390 AD, God “sealed them” in that He provided for their protection during 

this interim period (Rev. 7) as they fled from the scourge of the Catholic 

Church.  By 390 AD, God had put in place the Catholic antagonists who 

would be the Earth-witness, or those who would do battle against the 
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Catholics and thereby, though unknowingly, provid a protective arm to the 

true believers, who were symbolized in Revelations 11 as the  Woman-

witness.  This period of 1,260 years lasted from 312 AD to 1572 AD.  At 

that time, the Earth-witness betrayed its role, when the Huguenots came to 

celebrate one of their leading lights, Henry of Navarre, (future King Henry 

IV of France)  marrying the Catholic sister of King Charles IX of France, 

after converting to Catholicism.  The Huguenots being the Earth-witness 

of that day, having made this alliance with Catholicism were no longer in 

a position to witness against the Catholic Church and were massacred in 

Paris during that very celebration. 

 

The two witnesses then were killed as Rev. 11:7 promised, and from 1572 

to 1685, war was successfully conducted against the two witnesses until 

in 1685.  The Catholic Church won a revocation of the treaty of Nantes 

which had granted some religious freedom from the Catholic Church, and 

finally attained their great victory of the death of the witness.  They sent 

medals throughout the empire at that time, celebrating this victory.  Upon 

the medals was written the proclamation, “the Heretics are Extinct.”  They 

intended their medal to mean that all opposition to Catholicism was 

extinct.  And so it was in tenth of the earth or France, in which the prophesy 

was focused. 

 

Their dead bodies lay in the streets for 3½ days.  This being a religious 

death, the days are measured in lunar rotations of 30 days each, rather than 

solar rotation of 360 days.  So, for 3½ times 30 or 105 years, the two 

witnesses were dead. 

 

But exactly as the prophesy demands, 105 years later came the French 

Revolution of 1790, and the Earth-witness rose up with terrible might 

against Catholicism.  This great revolution persecuted the Church in 

France and set the stage for the weakening and eventual ending of Papal 

power anywhere.  The Earth-witness was again on her feet.  

Commensurate with the French Revolution of 1790, the American 

Revolution which had recently taken place, saw its Constitution ratified in 

1790, creating another Earth-witness to oppose Papal power. 

 

This was followed shortly by the development of the truth by bro. John 

Thomas, who was involved with the bringing of the Woman-witness back 

to life. 

 

As we said previous, 1848 was the unleashing of the three unclean spirits 

like frogs against Catholicism.  That year saw the publishing of Karl 

Marx’s “Communist Manifesto,” giving order to the socialist movement 

begun in France in 1793.  1848 saw the unclean frog like spirits of 

socialism pervade all of Europe, though only in its infant stage.  Socialism 
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was politically defeated everywhere, but as the Encyclopedia Britannica 

says: 

Encyclopedia Britannica:  “Despite the defeat of the revolutions, 

however, important changes resulted from the 1848 rising. 

Manorialism was permanently abolished throughout Germany and 

the Habsburg lands, giving peasants new rights. Democracy ruled in 

France, even under the new empire and despite considerable 

manipulation; universal manhood suffrage had been permanently 

installed. Prussia, again in conservative hands, nevertheless 

established a parliament, based on a limited vote, as a gesture to 

liberal opinion. The Habsburg monarchy installed a 

rationalized bureaucratic structure to replace localized landlord rule. 

A new generation of conservatives came to the fore—Metternich had 

been exiled by revolution—who were eager to compromise with and 

utilize new political forces rather than oppose them down the line. 

Finally, some new political currents had been sketched. Socialism, 

though wounded by the failure of the revolutions, was on 

Europe’s political agenda, and some feminist agitation had surfaced 

in France and Germany. The stage was set for rapid political 

evolution after 1850, in a process that made literal revolution 

increasingly difficult.” 

 

This is the result of 1848 and the going forth of the unclean spirits.  And 

it led directly to the ending of the next prophesy concerning the Church.  

She was to lose her ability to wear out the saints, and this happened exactly 

as prophesied.  I mentioned earlier that among the proclamations the 

Catholic Church made in its early days, was that the Roman bishop was to 

be the preeminent bishop throughout Rome’s kingdom.  This was done by 

a decree from Emperor Phocas in 607 AD.   

 

Bro. Thomas gives us the outline for this period in Eureka: 

“From AD 324 to AD 604–8, was this “god of guardian saints” [the 

Roman Bishop—JP] in the embryo, or foetal state. He was quickened 

into political life as a future imperial element of the fourth beast 

dominion of the Court, by Justinian’s Code, AD 529, and his Decretal 

Epistle, AD 533, which affirmed the Roman Bishop’s universal 

supremacy in spiritual affairs. Seventy-five years after this 

quickening, he was born God of the Roman earth by Phocas, the 

Dragon emperor, acknowledging the supremacy of his See, AD 604; 

in grateful commemoration of which, and other benefits, the New 

Deity caused to be erected by the exarch of Italy a Corinthian fluted 

column of Greek marble, standing on a pyramid of eleven steps, on 

the top of which was a gilt statue of Phocas. The date of the pillar was 

AD 608; and the occasion of the honor is stated in the inscription to 

be, ‘Pro innumerabilibus Pietatis ejus Beneficiis, et pro Quiete 
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procurata Italioe, ac conservata Libertate.’ Surely, the birth of “the 

God the earth” was an event to be celebrated in grateful honor upon 

the imperial creator! Perhaps a baser wretch than Phocas never wore 

the dragon-crown, but the baser the more worthy in the estimation of 

the new god. By the murder of the imperial family, the usurper had 

given absolute liberty and supremacy to the Roman bishop; besides 

bestowing liberal donations upon the Roman churches. He was 

therefore entitled “His Piety;” and the pillar was erected “For the 

innumerable benefits of His Piety, and for the quiet procured to Italy, 

and the preservation of liberty.” 

 

This then was the start of the forty and two months of Rev. 11:1 and of the 

time, times, and dividing of times of Daniel 7:25.  It was a period of time 

in which the Roman bishop would, where possible, wear out the saints.  

 

And true to the prophesy, taking the Phocas’ decree to have been in AD 

607, the power to wear out the saints was taken away from the Roman 

bishop in every city of the earth including Rome, in AD 1867, when 

General Garibaldi would have conquered Rome, but Rome was saved by 

the French who took over the administration, and themselves restricted the 

power of the pope.  Italy formally took control of the Vatican City in 1870. 

  

Since that day, the pope has lost all of his ability to punish those who 

disagree with him.  It is true that the Lateran Treaty of 1929 between 

Benito Mussolini and Pope Pius XI granted certain powers and authority 

to the Pope in the restricted area of the Vatican City, an area of less than 

100 acres.  The powers granted are similar to what a foreign embassy 

might enjoy in any nation. But the role of the pope in world politics has 

continued to be almost non-existent since 1867.   

 

That is not to say that Catholic influence has not been effective in national 

politics  It has been highly effective at times, such as in the persecution of 

Jews in World War II, where Jesuit Priests were sentenced for war crimes; 

or in the suppressing of the effects of the Soviet Union in Poland and East 

Germany in1987.  It is only to say that the Catholic church itself, has had 

no power to persecute its opponents. 

 

This will continue to be the Catholic lot until after Armageddon.  The 

nations of the world will not be disposed to yield their power to the 

Church, regardless of how cooperative the Church will want to be with 

them, until they believe that they are facing a threat that requires a spiritual 

answer.  Then they will be faced with the decision as to granting power to 

that theology that all their lives, they have been fed; or embracing the true 

explanation of religion which will then be proceeding from Zion.  Sadly, 

Revelations tells us they will choose the former: 
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Rev. 17:11-14  “And the beast that was, and is not, even he is the 

eighth, and is of the seven, and goeth into perdition. And the ten horns 

which thou sawest are ten kings, which have received no kingdom as 

yet; but receive power as kings one hour with the beast.  These have 

one mind, and shall give their power and strength unto the 

beast. These shall make war with the Lamb, and the Lamb shall 

overcome them: for he is Lord of lords, and King of kings: and they 

that are with him are called, and chosen, and faithful.”  

 

Just exactly what ten nations are indicated by the ten horns is impossible 

to say.  Perhaps it is a symbol of the entirety of the nations of the European 

world yielding to the Pope, or perhaps, following the wars which may be 

necessary to unify Europe under Russia, ten nations emerge as preeminent.  

Whatever the symbology is intended to show, it will be the Catholic 

nations of the world, united in purpose under the beast and its harlot rider, 

which will bring thirty years of war against Christ and the Saints. 

 

The current pope, Pope Francis, says he does not embrace Liberation 

Theology, though he embraces all its teachings relevant to this life.  What 

he doesn’t accept is Liberation Theology’s virtual ignoring of the spiritual 

meanings in the Scriptures.  Since Liberation Theology focuses entirely 

on the current existence, it has no place for concerns of a future kingdom.  

Spiritually, it teaches a foolish doctrine that: “No one can have salvation, 

unless everyone has salvation.”  It is as if they believe that the clay can tell 

the Potter what He can and can’t do!  The Pope disagrees with this aspect 

of Liberation Theology, for he believes there will be a spiritual event in 

which he will be called upon to play a major role.  Observe his objection 

to Liberation Theology: 

Catholic National Register, 2013  “Pope Francis’ frequent references 

to spiritual realities are a sign of his nonalignment with liberation 

theology, while at the same time having a deep concern for the poor.  

During a homily for a daily Mass April 30, the Pope said that Christ 

is the one to whom ‘the prince of this world’ comes but can do 

nothing against.   

“’If we don’t want the prince of this world to take the Church 

into his hands, we must entrust it to the One who can defeat the 

prince of this world,’ said Pope Francis.” 

 

This is the Catholic Church teaching of the coming of Anti-christ, who, as 

we show in this Berean, is instead, the coming of Jesus Christ.  Pope 

Francis can’t fully embrace Liberation Theology because he believes that 

a force (which he will call Anti-christ) will eventually appear which will 

threaten the Catholic Church and the Catholic alliance of nations.  Pope 

Francis  wants to be in position to rally support and fight against him.  He 

will soon get his wish. 
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GOD IS OUR REFUGE AND OUR STRENGTH 
BY ROBERT ROBERTS 

 

THE 46th Psalm is peculiarly beautiful and instructive. In two points, it has 

a very practical application to all of us, even now. The former is in the first 

verse: “God is our refuge and our strength; a very present help in trouble. 

Therefore, will not we fear, though the earth be removed and though the 

mountains be carried into the midst of the sea. Though the waters thereof 

roar and be troubled, though the mountains shake with the swelling 

thereof.”  
 
This lesson belongs to our present life. There are times, no doubt, when it 

is more applicable than others; and, probably, its greatest application will 

be when the world, in its present constitution, is being torn to pieces by 

the destroying judgments of the coming time of trouble. Still, it belongs, 

in its breadth, to the troubled life we now live in the flesh. Every man that 

truly learns the truth, learns to feel in his inmost breast, a confidence in 

God that reaches below the ordinary and proximate occupations of his 

mind. This confidence is the backbone of the new man, the central pillar 

of the house, preserving and sustaining when other things would fail. It is 

a confidence resting on knowledge: it is not a matter of temperament or 

craniology. The best temperament and organization may lack it; the 

poorest may possess it; though, doubtless, the best soil brings forth the best 

harvest in this as in all respects.  
 
Our knowledge in the case is derived from the Word. In this matter there 

is no good thing apart from the Word, and no wise life apart from the daily 

reading of it. Constant feeding on the knowledge of God contained in the 

Word, will produce this confidence which rests in God amid all the 

changeful circumstances of the present evil world. Under this process, our 

very troubles we take from God; they cease to frighten or distract; we take 

them as a needed correction from the hand of Him who doth not willingly 

afflict the children of men; for is it not written in the enlightening Word 

that “Whom the Lord loveth He chasteneth, and scourgeth every son 

whom He receiveth.” If this was ever true of any of the children of God, it 

is true of all. If true in the days of Paul, it is not untrue in ours.  
 
True, we have no persecutors such as were common then; but we stand 

related to many sources of trouble, and God knows how to manipulate 

these so as to put us through the discipline required. He knows what our 

cases require and will adapt our troubles accordingly. But in the midst of 

all—the very severest, the most threatening, the most calamitous, yea, 

even to the verge of death and unto death itself—it is a standing 

consolation that God reigns, though He appears not to do so, and that all 
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things work together for God to those who love Him, who are the called 

according to His purpose. This consolation leads us to join with a hearty 

“Amen,” in the opening of this psalm: “God is our refuge and our strength: 

therefore, will we not be afraid.” 

 
The consolation applies even to matters that are not matters of calamity, 

but of care only. We can understand what Jesus means when he says, 

“Take no thought (merimnà—care, worrying, anxiety) for to-morrow.” 

We can respond to this intelligently and thankfully in faith. We remember 

that he said, “Your Father knoweth what things ye have need of,” and that 

if we seek first the kingdom of God, these things will be provided, even as 

they were for all the fathers now sleeping. Believing this, we can rest, 

obeying that other exhortation which says, “Cast all your care upon Him, 

for he careth for you.” This is a great protection from the feverish care of 

temporal things that consumes the soul of those who have not set God 

before them: it is a constant solace in the midst of a generation that is bent 

on providing a reserve of the wherewithal to eat, drink, and be clothed. 

 
In a particular sense is this confidence in God a privilege in the day in 

which we live. It is a day of much threatened trouble. Whether we look at 

the growing combinations of labour against capital; the steady 

organization of democracy in its demands against the privileged classes; 

the enormous development of armies on the Continent, the embittered 

conflict between priestcraft and modern free thought now assuming 

threatening shape, the political troubles springing out of the claims of the 

Pope to be obeyed in all the realms of Europe or at the vexed questions, 

east and west, which are with difficulty prevented from breaking out into 

a devouring flame, we can see the elements of commotion and public 

disaster gathering in thick and ominous clouds on every hand.  
 
The spectacle causes uneasiness in thoughtful minds. The uneasiness 

easily deepens into terror when the situation is thoughtfully surveyed in 

all its completeness and details. Apart from the truth, we could not help 

sharing the apprehension that prevails wherever there is intelligence 

enough to realise what is going on. But how different is the frame of mind 

created by the truth. So far from being afraid, we rejoice at the manifest 

tokens of the approaching day of God. We sing in our hearts, “God is our 

refuge and our strength, a very present help in trouble. Therefore, will not 

we fear though the earth be removed, and though the mountains be carried 

into the midst of the sea.” 

 
But our right to rejoice in this comfort depends upon our relation to the 

second point. Let us look at this. It comes out of what is said in the 10th 

verse: “Be still and know that I am God. I will be exalted among the 
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heathen I will be exalted in the earth.” In this verse we have the whole 

policy of the divine operations in the earth condensed into a sentence as it 

were. “I will be exalted” Look at what phase of the divine work we will, 

we shall find this is the result aimed at.  
 
Why did God afflict Egypt with great plagues, and drown Pharaoh and his 

host in the Red Sea? Was it merely to deliver the enslaved Israelites? No. 

“For this cause have I raised thee (Pharaoh) up, to show in thee my power, 

that my name may be declared in all the earth.”  
 
Why has God driven the children of Israel out of their land, and scattered 

them as wanderers among the nations? Because they forgot His name and 

His praise, casting away the law of the Lord of hosts, and despising the 

word of the Holy One of Israel.  
 
Why does He purpose their restoration from all the countries whither He 

has scattered them? That His name may be honoured in all the earth. He 

tells them, “Not for your sakes do I this, saith the Lord God, be it known 

unto you. Be ashamed and confounded for your own ways, O house of 

Israel”—(Ezek. 36:32), but for mine holy name’s sake, which ye have 

profaned among the heathen, whither ye went”—(ver. 22).  
 
Why are the hordes of the northern Gog to be smitten on the mountains of 

Israel? That Israel may be delivered? Nay, “I will bring thee against my 

land that the heathen may know me when I shall be sanctified in thee. O 

Gog, before their eyes—(Ezekiel 38:16).  
 
And why, lastly, in our salvation has God adopted a procedure which stops 

every mouth, and makes all the world guilty before Him? That God may 

be glorified in the manifestation of favour, and that no flesh may glory in 

His presence. This is Paul’s answer who spoke of these things in words 

which the Holy Spirit teaches. 

 
The great aim in the whole plan is to exalt God to the supreme place of 

honour in the recognitions and affections of men. Some shallow minds 

among unbelievers perceiving this, have called the God of the Bible a 

selfish tyrant. The suggestion is as essentially unreasonable as it is 

daringly blasphemous. The supremacy of God means the well-being of 

men. There can be no peace on earth till there is glory to God in the highest. 

The highest well-being of man is in the holiest service of God. This is the 

case even now: how much more evident will it be when godly men are 

made immortal? God is the fountain of all power, life and faculty. He 

exists of Himself and by Himself from eternity. Estranged from Him or 

unsubject to Him, man must from his very constitution fail of well-being. 
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When this is realised we shall mightily appreciate the wisdom and the 

goodness of God in aiming at His own exaltation in all His dealings with 

men. 

 
But let us look at the practical application of this great and wide-reaching 

fact to our present individual cases. If God says “I will be exalted in the 

earth”—if this is the object of His past dealings with nations—is it not 

obvious that we must realise this result as individuals before we can be 

acceptable before Him? Of what value at last will be our technical 

enlightenment in the truth, if it fails in inducing the one great result aimed 

at in all its operations—the enshrining of the Deity in our hearts as the 

highest reverence, the strongest affection and the great moving power of 

our lives?  
 
Wise men and women will see the answer for themselves. Jesus has placed 

this as “THE FIRST AND GREAT COMMANDMENT:” “Thou shalt love the 

Lord thy God with all thy heart and with all thy strength and with all thy 

soul and all thy mind.” And since it is only those who “do His 

commandments” that will “enter through the gates into the city,” we may 

be quite certain that no man will pass through those gates who lacks in the 

obedience of “the first and great commandment.” The Favoured multitude 

who pass those portals have “the name of the Father written on their 

foreheads:” what is this but the symbolic representation of that knowledge 

and love of God, which dwelling richly in the mind, enable their possessor 

to obey “the first and great commandment?” 

 
Therefore, brethren, let us go on unto perfection, not laying again the 

foundation of faith towards God and repentance from dead works. There 

is a liability to rest satisfied with the apprehension — the intellectual 

apprehension — of first principles. In our own day particularly, we are in 

great danger of stopping short at the understanding of the promises in their 

relation to popular fallacies and superstitions, and to be taken up with the 

agitation and demonstration of these things as propositions that can be 

successfully maintained, Bible in hand, against the delusions of the so-

called orthodox world. We are in danger of remaining outside the holiness 

of the truth, contented with an intellectual assent to its elementary 

principles while uncontrolled by the law of God, uninfluenced by His love; 

untouched by His zeal; unennobled by His greatness. Forewarned is 

forearmed. The daily studious, prayerful reading of the Scriptures is the 

only way of coming within range of their spiritualizing influences. The 

“sincere milk of the word” is the one element under heaven that will 

nutrify the babes in Christ and cause them to grow into young men and 

fathers—healthy and strong. 
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The psalm also introduces us to a time—now at the door, when it will be 

of the very first consequence to have successfully attained to this thorough 

furnishing in every good work. “The heathen raged; the kingdoms were 

moved. He uttered His voice, the earth melted.” What is this but the time 

of the end and the change that comes with it, compressed into a sentence.  

 
The picture drawn we partly see before our eyes. Political commotion of 

every sort prevails everywhere among the “kingdoms:” the “heathen” 

rage. Doubtless, they will do so more violently when Christ arrives to 

begin his work of “destroying those who destroy the earth;” but the 

preliminary irritations and upheavings are in full progress. We but wait the 

“uttering of the voice” referred to. Before that voice, which stilled the 

storm on the sea of Galilee, the tempest descending will cease, and the 

earth, or present order of things, melt away but not until judgment has run 

its appointed course, and spent its full fury on the head of the wicked: “The 

fierce anger of the Lord shall not return until He have done it, and until He 

have performed the intents of His heart; in the latter days ye shall consider 

it”—(Jer. 30:24).  
 
The execution of this fierce anger is referred to in this psalm. “Come, 

Behold, the works of the Lord, what desolations He hath made in the 

earth, He maketh wars to cease unto the ends of the earth.” War will be 

abolished by war, even the war of the great day of God Almighty, in which 

the power of man will be broken, and the arm of divine authority 

established in all the earth. 

 
For the beginning of this mighty work we are waiting and longing. It will 

not begin till the Lord has set His own house in order in the judgment of 

His people. Therefore, we wait “the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ and 

our gathering together unto him.” This is the supreme event for us. The 

work to be done among the nations afterwards is nothing to us if we are 

not accepted; nay, worse than nothing; it will be to us terror and calamity; 

for the rejected are sentenced to “depart” to share in the fiery judgments 

that destroy the devil and his angels, or the world in its sin-constitution.  

 
Therefore, our whole interest and anxiety are concentrated on the personal 

arrival of the Lord; and this reacts powerfully on the present time, for our 

status at that time is determined by what we are now. The judgment seat 

will add nothing new to our case. It may declare the forgiveness of our 

shortcomings, but it will not proclaim a faithfulness that does not now 

exist; it will be but a manifestation of our present selves as we appear in 

the light of the divine scrutiny. Our whole attention, therefore, ought to be 

given to our present walk and conversation. Our aim ought to be to walk 

as before God, giving diligence, as Peter exhorts, to make our calling and 
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election sure. The judgment of man will go for nothing on that occasion. 

Human approbation will be worthless if the divine approval is withheld: 

human condemnation will turn to great honour if the Lord be pleased with 

our work. Our wisdom is to make the Word (daily read) the man of our 

counsel and the guide of our steps. 

 
The Lord comes in a time of trouble. We see this time of trouble 

widespread throughout the world now, slowly coming on as it has been for 

twenty years past. Still, we shall see worse times than these, and it would 

not be inconsistent with former works of God if we were permitted to feel 

the bite of it strongly just before deliverance Joseph “made himself 

strange” to his brethren, even to the point of contriving the sharpest agony 

for them before making himself known. Israel’s affliction in Egypt grew 

more bitter as the time of release drew near. The whole congregation were 

shaken over the pit of destruction, as it were, just before Pharaoh’s 

overthrow in the Red Sea. The darkest moment of the disciples’ experience 

was just before the glorious resurrection of Christ. So, it may be that his 

latter-day brethren will in divine ways, feel the iron in their souls 

immediately prior to the arrival of the Friend of Friends to their 

deliverance. They are made to feel it now; but let them not be downcast if 

the heavens become blacker and the road rougher. The Lord is at hand. 

Our afflictions at the heaviest are light, and in the hand of divine wisdom, 

they are made to work out for us “a far more exceeding and eternal weight 

of glory.” 

 

The Great Movement of the Post-

Adventual Time 
By Dr. Thomas. 

 
THE Russo-Gogian enemy having been beaten off from the channel of the 

river (Euphrates) to the stream of Egypt (the Nile), “it shall come to pass 

that the great trumpet shall then be blown, and the Israelites shall come 

who were ready to perish in the land of Assyria, and the outcasts in the 

land of Egypt, and shall worship Yahweh in the holy mount at Jerusalem” 

(Is. 37:12; 17:3). Another prophet says, “Adonai Yahweh shall blow the 

trumpet, and he shall be seen over Israel” (Zech. 9:14). The trumpet to be 

blown by the Anointed One of Yahweh, styled Adonai Yahweh, is a 

proclamation to the world: as it is written, “I will send, of those that escape 

to the nations, to Tarshish, Pul, Lud, sounders of truth: to Jubal and Javan, 

the coasts far off that have not heard my name, neither have seen my glory; 

and they shall declare my glory among the nations” (Is. 66:19). “Yahweh 

gives the word; great is the company of those that publish it” (Psa. 68.). 
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This company is Apocalyptically represented as an “angel flying in the 

midst of the (Babylonian) heaven”; and the truth they sound out about the 

fame and glory of the Lord is styled “the good news of the aion.” It 

commands the nations to transfer their allegiance to the Deity, under 

penalty of the judgment in case of refusal. Its words are, “Fear the Deity, 

and give glory to Him: for the hour of His judgment is come”; and to Israel 

scattered in all the Kingdom of Babylon, and in its capital especially, the 

proclamation saith. “Come out of her, my people, that ye be not partakers 

of her sins, and that ye receive not of her plagues.” 

 

The sounding of this proclamation will cause a general movement among 

the Jews, who will be allured by it, and prepare to leave the lands of their 

captivity. “I will allure her, saith Yahweh, and bring her into the 

wilderness, and speak friendly to her heart” (Hos. 2:14). As to the Latino-

Babylonian powers of Europe, they will be stirred up to war by the 

proclamation. In the Apocalypse they are styled the Beast, the False 

Prophet, and the Kings of the earth; of whom it is said “they and their 

armies gathered together to make war against the Lamb, and against his 

army.” When this war actually breaks out, the contest will be between the 

Jews as the Lord’s army, and the armies of the Babylonian kings; and is 

styled, “the war of the Great day of God Almighty.” The period of its 

continuance is the day during which “the judgment sits upon Daniel’s 

fourth beast: and the result of which is, the “thrones are cast down,” and 

their kingdoms become Yahweh’s and his Christ’s. 

 

The time allotted to the blowing of the great trumpet will be, I doubt not, 

several years. There will be much to accomplish among the nations which 

do not belong to the Latino-Greek Babylonian dominion. Yahweh did not 

send Israel against the Canaanites till forty years after the fall of Pharaoh; 

and although it will not be so long as this, I have reason to believe that the 

war between the Jews and the Papal Powers will not begin until sometime 

after the smiting of the Russo-Gogian Image; how long after is conjectural. 

 

The great trumpet to be blown announces that “the hour of the Deity’s 

judgment is come”; and in the quote upon the fate of Babylon, it is said, 

“in one hour is Thy judgment come.” Now, in that judgment, not only 

Rome, but the Papacy, or false Prophet-power, the imperial Beast that 

sustains it, and the Papal Governments and nations are judged. The time, 

therefore, in judging or executing vengeance upon the one, is the period of 

judgment for them all. At that crisis, they will all be confederates in arms 

against Christ and his armies; for it is written concerning the Papal powers, 

represented by the Ten Horns, or Ten Toes, of the Russo-Gogian Image, 

“they shall receive power as kings one hour with the Beast,” or Little Horn, 

with the Eyes and Mouth. “These have one mind and shall give their power 
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and strength to the beast.” For the Deity hath put in their hearts to fulfil 

His will, and to agree, and give their kingdom to the beast, until the words 

of Deity shall be fulfilled.” These shall make war with the Lamb. 

Therefore, John says, “I saw the beast and the kings of the earth, and their 

armies gathered together to make war against him and against his army.” 

“But the Lamb shall overcome them:” for “the beast was taken, and with 

him the false prophet, and cast alive into the lake of fire; and the remnant 

were slain with the sword of the King of kings and Lord of Lords,” that is 

by Israel, as shown elsewhere. 

 

Bible days are twelve hours long; so that an hour is the twelfth part of a 

daytime. If the time be an eniautos, that which returns upon itself, with 

another twelfth termed a month, then an hour signifies only thirty days, 

being diminished by the greater term, as in Rev. 9:15; but if it stands 

absolutely, that is, with no other sign to qualify it, it signifies thirty years, 

or the twelfth of a time of 360 years. Half-an-hour is used Apocalyptically 

as significative of years in the saying, “there was silence in the heaven 

about the space of half-an-hour”; that is between the opening of the 

Seventh Seal and the casting fire upon the earth—a period, historically, of 

fourteen years, being “about the space,” but not quite “half-an-hour,” 

which is fifteen years. There was peace among the rulers for fourteen 

years, or, from AD 323 to 337, as may be seen by reference to Gibbon’s 

“Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire.” 

 

Thirty years, then, being the duration of an hour in these places, the 

confederacy of the Papal powers will continue thirty years, during which 

judgment is being executed upon them by the people of the holy ones, who 

torment them with all the calamities of war. These thirty years’ war are the 

last years of Micah’s forty for the grinding of the shattered elements of the 

Image to powder by the Stone and ending with the annihilation of Babylon 

at the expiration of its 2520 years. 

 

The Coming of Jesus Christ, or Anti-

Christ, a tragic case of mistaken identity. 
 
We would like to say at the outset that we have no desire to cast ridicule 

on anybody’s religious organization or denigrate any other church in any 

way.  But the facts, as we shall show today, are, that the Scriptures 

themselves speak of a very dangerous organization would develop, which 

would be religious in character.  Of this institution and its various 

daughters (that is, those religions which grew out of the mother church) 

we are commanded by God: 
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2 Cor. 6:14-17  Be ye not unequally yoked together with unbelievers: 

for what fellowship hath righteousness with unrighteousness? and 

what communion hath light with darkness?  And what concord hath 

Christ with Belial? or what part hath he that believeth with an infidel?  

And what agreement hath the temple of God with idols? for ye are 

the temple of the living God; as God hath said, I will dwell in them, 

and walk in them; and I will be their God, and they shall be my 

people.  Wherefore come out from among them, and be ye separate, 

saith the Lord, and touch not the unclean thing; and I will receive you, 

 

So, while we have no desire to be critical, we would be derelict in our duty 

before God if we failed to point out to those in the churches of modern 

Christendom, the very dangerous, and precarious position which they are 

in. 

 

On the following page, there is a chart which exhibits the problem which 

has been developing in the religious world of today.  In modern Bible 

Book stores, it is virtually impossible to go to the section on prophesy, and 

not be completely inundated with the concern over a figure the world calls 

Anti-christ, and the event the world calls the rapture.  This teaching is by 

no means new.  But this popularity in the protestant movement that we 

witness today, is very new.  It is an old doctrine, but more recently 

popularized in the 1970s, and has been picking up steam ever since. 

 

I can remember a Baptist preacher on the radio back in the 1970s saying, 

if you don’t understand that the Pope is the Anti-christ, you are already 

Catholic.  Now this doctrine permeates not only the Catholics, but nearly 

all other denominations.  This chart was prepared by a Christadelphian 

years ago to highlight the conflict between movement, and the teachings 

of the Bible. 

 

 
The Supposed Future Antichrist 

of Popular Expositions 

 

The Christ of the Scriptures at 

His Appearing 

1. Antichrist will appear 

suddenly. 

 

"The way in which this dictator is 

going to step onto the stage of 

history will be dramatic. 

Overnight he will become the 

byword of the world. He is going 

to be distinguished as 

1. Christ will appear suddenly. 

 

"For as a snare shall it (his 

coming) come on all them that 

dwell on the face of the whole 

earth." (Luke 21:35)  
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supernatural..." -- Lindsey, Hal, 

"The Late Great Planet Earth," 

Zondervan Publishing House, 

Grand Rapids, 1970, page 108. 

2. Antichrist himself, or his chief 

cohort, the False Prophet, will 

be a Jew. 

 

"This person (The False Prophet), 

who is called the second beast, is 

going to be a Jew. Many believe 

he will be from the tribe of Dan, 

which is one of the tribes of the 

original progenitors of the nation 

of Israel." -- Lindsey, Hal, "The 

Late Great Planet Earth," 

Zondervan Publishing House, 

Grand Rapids, 1970, page 112. 

"Several other items lead Bible 

students to conclude that antichrist 

will be a Jew. It is hard to believe 

that Israel would receive a Gentile 

Messiah. No Gentile could pose as 

Christ with any success." -- John 

L. Benson, "Will the Real 

Antichrist Please Stand Up?" BP 

Publications, Denver, 1974, page 

37. 

2. Jesus is a Jew. 

Where is he that is born King of 

the Jews?" (Matt.2:2).  

  

Among Christ's immediate co-

rulers will be Jews -- the twelve 

apostles.  

"Ye also shall sit on twelve 

thrones, judging the twelve tribes 

of Israel." (Matt. 19:28) 

3. Antichrist will claim that he is 

the Messiah of Israel. 

 

"The antichrist will actually pose 

as the Messiah; he will claim 

Messianic titles and privileges... 

The antichrist is a person who will 

attempt to convince Israel that he 

is their long-anticipated Messiah." 

-- Lindsey, Hal, "The Late Great 

Planet Earth," Zondervan 

Publishing House, Grand Rapids, 

1970, page 10.  

 

3. Jesus will exercise his 

appointed office of Messiah 

 

"I will overturn, overturn, 

overturn it: and it shall be no 

more, until he come whose right it 

is; and I will give it him." (Ezek. 

21:27) 

 

"And he shall reign over the house 

of Jacob forever; and of his 

kingdom there shall be no end." 

(Luke 1:33) 

 

"And I will pour upon the house 

of David, and upon the inhabitants 

of Jerusalem, the spirit of grace 
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and of supplications: and they 

shall look upon me whom they 

have pierced, and they shall 

mourn for him, as one mourneth 

for his only son, and shall be in 

bitterness for him, as one that is in 

bitterness for his firstborn." (Zech. 

12:10)  

 

4.. Antichrist will perform 

miracles. 

 

"With (sic) the counterfeit christ 

arrives, he will perform miracles 

in order to convince Israel that he 

is the prophet like Moses. The 

man of sin sits as a priest in the 

temple and engages in a prophetic 

ministry." -- Lindsey, Hal, "The 

Late Great Planet Earth," 

Zondervan Publishing House, 

Grand Rapids, 1970, page 22. 

 

"In other words, Satan himself is 

going to give him fantastic power. 

He is going to be able to work all 

kinds of miracles. This is one 

reason that Christians should not 

get too excited when they see a 

miracle. It may not be a miracle 

from God. Satan is a miracle 

worker..." -- Lindsey, op. cit., 

page 106. 

4. Christ will perform miracles. 

 

"Then the eyes of the blind shall 

be opened, and the ears of the deaf 

shall be unstopped. Then shall the 

lame man leap as an hart, and the 

tongue of the dumb sing; for in the 

wilderness shall waters break out 

and streams in the desert." (Isaiah 

35:5,6) 

5. Antichrist will reside in 

Jerusalem. 

 

"Jerusalem ... the capital and 

centre of the world dictator's (i.e., 

Antichrist's rule..." -- John F. 

Walvoord, "Armageddon," 

Zondervan Publishing House, 

Grand Rapids, 1974, page 170. 

5. Jesus will rule from 

Jerusalem. 

 

"O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, which 

killest the prophets... Ye shall not 

see me, until the time come when 

ye shall say, Blessed is he that 

cometh in the name of the Lord." 

(Luke 13:34, 35) 

 

"Yet have I set my king upon my 

holy hill of Zion." (Psalm 2:6) 
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"For out of Zion shall go forth the 

law, and the word of the Lord 

from Jerusalem." (Isaiah 2:3) 

6. Antichrist will rebuild the 

Temple of Jerusalem and be 

involved with the service 

therein. 

 

"The Antichrist will deify himself 

-- just like the Caesars did. He 

will proclaim himself to be God. 

He will demand that he be 

worshipped and will establish 

himself in the temple of God. (2 

Thess. 2:4) There is only one 

place where this temple of God 

can be and that is on Mount 

Moriah in Jerusalem, on the site 

where the Dome of the Rock and 

other Moslem shrines now stand. 

There are many places in the 

Bible that pinpoint this location as 

the one where the Jews will 

rebuild their Temple." -- Lindsey, 

op. cit., pages 109-110. 

 

"The Israelis will then be 

permitted to reinstitute the 

sacrifice and offering aspect of the 

law of Moses. This demands that 

the Temple be rebuilt, because 

according to the law of Moses, 

sacrifices can only be offered in 

the Temple at Jerusalem. 

Apparently all this will be done 

under the protection of the 

Antichrist of Rome. (P.S. The 

Arabs are not going to like this 

idea of rebuilding the Temple one 

bit.)" -- Lindsey, op. cit., page 

152.  

 

6. Jesus will rebuild the Temple 

at Jerusalem and be involved 

with the services therein. 

 

"After this I will return, and will 

build again the tabernacle of 

David, which is fallen down; and I 

will build again the ruins thereof, 

and set it up: that the residue of 

men might seek after the Lord..." 

(Acts 15:16,17) 

 

"Thus speaketh the LORD of 

hosts, saying, Behold the man 

whose name is the Branch; and he 

shall grow up out of his place, and 

he shall build the temple of the 

LORD: Even he shall build the 

temple of the LORD; and he shall 

bear the glory, and shall sit and 

rule upon his throne; and he shall 

be a priest upon his throne: and 

the counsel of peace shall be 

between them both." (Zech. 6:12, 

13)  

 

7. Antichrist will form a 

covenant with the Jews. 

 

7. Jesus will be a great leader 

and will re-introduce the Jews 



21 

 

"The Romans under Titus did the 

destroying, so the coming prince 

would have to be someone out of 

the Roman culture... (Others say 

that Antichrist must be a Jew, 

rather than someone of the Roman 

culture -- see point 2 above. This 

shows the immense amount of 

unsubstantiated speculation that 

has been done.) This Roman 

prince will come to power just 

before the return of Christ. He will 

make 'a strong covenant' with the 

Israelis, guaranteeing their safety 

and protection. The word 

translated 'strong covenant' has the 

idea of a treaty or mutual 

protection pact." -- Lindsey, op. 

cit., pages 151-152. 

 

"It will be a covenant which will 

permit Israel to continue and 

renew her religious ceremonies 

including the building of a Jewish 

temple and the reactivation of 

Jewish sacrifices." -- Walvoord, 

op. cit., page 117. 

into God's true everlasting 

covenant. 

 

"And so all Israel shall be saved: 

as it is written, There shall come 

out of Zion the Deliverer, and 

shall turn ungodliness from Jacob: 

For this is my covenant unto them, 

when I shall take away their sins." 

(Romans 11:26, 27) 

 

“Incline your ear and come unto 

me; hear, and your soul shall live; 

and I will make an everlasting 

covenant with you, even the sure 

mercies of David. Behold, I have 

given him for a witness to the 

people, a leader and commander 

to the people." (Isaiah 55:3,4) 

 

"Behold, the days come, saith the 

LORD, that I will make a new 

covenant with the house of Israel, 

and with the house of Judah." 

(Jeremiah 31:31) 

 

 

8. Antichrist will somehow 

defeat Russia when it attacks 

Israel. 

 

"With the world balance of power 

dramatically in his favour and the 

world dazzled by Russia's defeat 

(in its attempt to invade Israel) the 

Antichrist will show his true 

colors. He will declare himself 

world dictator and move to crush 

all opposition." -- Walvoord, op. 

cit., page 141. 

8. Russia will be defeated by the 

power of Almighty God at a 

time very close to, if not 

coincident with, Christ's return 

to commence his rule on earth. 

 

"Thus will I magnify myself, and 

sanctify myself; and I will be 

known in the eyes of many 

nations, and they shall know that I 

am the LORD." (Ezek. 38.23) 

 

The Bible clearly teaches that 

God, and not a human agency will 

destroy Russia when it moves 

south; the idea that some 

individual will do this is totally 

foreign to scripture. 
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9. Antichrist's rule will 

commence with a proclamation 

and those who refuse to submit 

to it will be crushed. 

 

"Ironically, the Mediterranean 

leader will begin his world 

government by proclamation. 

Using his consolidated position of 

power in the Middle East, he will 

promise a new day of peace and 

prosperity for all who recognize 

his leadership... This man's 

absolute control politically, 

economically, and religiously will 

give him power such as no man 

has ever had in human history. 

His brilliance as a leader will be 

superhuman for he will be 

dominated and directed by Satan 

himself. But during his 3-1/2 year 

rule, he will ruthlessly crush all 

opposition." -- Walvoord, op. cit., 

page 161. [Emphasis added] 

 

9. Christ's rule will commence 

with a proclamation and those 

who refuse to submit to it will be 

crushed. 

 

"And I saw another angel fly in 

the midst of heaven, having the 

everlasting gospel to preach unto 

them that dwell on the earth, and 

to every nation, and kindred, and 

tongue, and people, saying with a 

loud voice, Fear God, and give 

glory to him; for the hour of 

judgment is come; and worship 

him that made heaven and earth 

and the sea, and the fountains of 

waters." (Rev. 14:6, 7) 

"And he shall judge among many 

people, and rebuke strong nations 

afar off..." (Micah 4:3) 

 

 
From this chart, we can see that the world is poised for a great religious 

war, a conflict between the Pope and the one he will identify as the Anti-

christ.  But the religions of the world are poised to take the wrong side. 

 

It is not difficult to determine exactly who antichrist is from the Scriptures.  

It is carefully explained to us several times in detail, such as in 2 Thess. 2, 

and Rev. 17.  Even a casual examination of these chapters can leave no 

question in anyone’s minds of exactly who the Anti- Christian force in the 

world is. 

 

Let’s look first at 2 Thess. 2.  When we begin to examine 2 Thess. 2, we 

find a great deal of similarity between the situation which caused Paul to 

write this chapter, and the world today.  Both now and then, there is a 

feeling of a great impending event.  In Paul’s day, when he wrote these 

words, the time was fast approaching in which the Jews were to be 

punished for their wickedness, which culminated in the crucifying of the 

Messiah.  Jesus himself had prophesied of this event.  
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Remember the parable that Jesus told the Jews just prior to his crucifixion?  

He gave them the parable of a man planting a vineyard, who leased it out 

to husbandmen.  And he sent his servants to collect from the husbandmen, 

but they beat them and cast them out of the vineyard. Finally, the Lord of 

the Vineyard sent his beloved son: 

Luke 20:13-16  Then said the lord of the vineyard, What shall I do? I 

will send my beloved son: it may be they will reverence him when 

they see him.  But when the husbandmen saw him, they reasoned 

among themselves, saying, This is the heir: come, let us kill him, that 

the inheritance may be ours.  So they cast him out of the vineyard, 

and killed him. What therefore shall the lord of the vineyard do unto 

them?  He shall come and destroy these husbandmen, and shall give 

the vineyard to others. And when they heard it, they said, God forbid. 

 

The vineyard, of course, was Israel.  The husbandmen were the Jews.  

They were about to kill the Son, and all knew it.  And Jesus asked them, 

what will happen to these.  The answer was given to the world in 70 A.D. 

when the Romans came and tore down the temple, completely destroying 

the nation of Israel.   

 

Now this coming persecution did not simply affect Jerusalem.  It was a 

trial brought upon all Jews and Christians regardless of where they were 

living.  History tells us that both the apostle Paul and the apostle Peter 

died in this intense persecution.  Peter warned of this event this way: 

1 Pet. 4:12-13  Beloved, think it not strange concerning the fiery trial 

which is to try you, as though some strange thing happened unto you:  

But rejoice, inasmuch as ye are partakers of Christ's sufferings; that, 

when his glory shall be revealed, ye may be glad also with exceeding 

joy. 

 

And so, Paul, too, warned of the impending trial which was very soon to 

come upon the earth.  But some in Thessalonica, misunderstood.  They 

thought that Paul was alluding to the return of Christ to establish his 

kingdom being at the door, rather than the destruction of the Jewish 

commonwealth.  In Paul’s day, they reasoned that if the return of Christ 

was so near, they needn’t work anymore.  And so, this Second letter to the 

Thessalonians was to put all that in perspective. Yes, Christ would return 

to the earth to establish his kingdom. The second letter begins with this 

reassurance of Paul’s basic message. 

2 Thess. 1:6-10  Seeing it is a righteous thing with God to recompense 

tribulation to them that trouble you;  And to you who are troubled rest 

with us, when the Lord Jesus shall be revealed from heaven with his 

mighty angels,  In flaming fire taking vengeance on them that know 

not God, and that obey not the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ:  Who 

shall be punished with everlasting destruction from the presence of 
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the Lord, and from the glory of his power;  When he shall come to be 

glorified in his saints, and to be admired in all them that believe 

(because our testimony among you was believed) in that day. 

 

This was when the saints were to rest.  When the Lord was revealed from 

heaven.  When he returned from heaven with flames of fire, taking 

vengeance on those that knew him not.  The rest was not for the present.  

And to those who insisted on taking their rest in this lifetime, the apostle 

told them: 

2 Thess. 3:10-11  For even when we were with you, this we 

commanded you, that if any would not work, neither should he eat.  

For we hear that there are some which walk among you disorderly, 

working not at all, but are busybodies. 

 

And as we said, there is a great deal of similarity between then and now.  

Now, we see the nations of the world aligning themselves perfectly, as 

required in Ezekiel 38.  And it is interesting that the same verse which 

caused the confusion then, is causing confusion now.  Paul wrote in his 

first letter to them: 

1 Thess. 4:13-18  But I would not have you to be ignorant, brethren, 

concerning them which are asleep, that ye sorrow not, even as others 

which have no hope.  For if we believe that Jesus died and rose again, 

even so them also which sleep in Jesus will God bring with him.  For 

this we say unto you by the word of the Lord, that we which are alive 

and remain unto the coming of the Lord shall not prevent them which 

are asleep.  For the Lord himself shall descend from heaven with a 

shout, with the voice of the archangel, and with the trump of God: 

and the dead in Christ shall rise first:  Then we which are alive and 

remain shall be caught up together with them in the clouds, to meet 

the Lord in the air: and so, shall we ever be with the Lord.  Wherefore 

comfort one another with these words. 

 

Those in Paul’s day reasoned that this verse meant they needn’t worry 

about work.  In our day, this verse is understood to mean that they needn’t 

worry about Christ’s return.  They believe that the verse says that when 

Christ returns, they will all be raptured up into the clouds, and there will 

they ever be with the Lord.  The concern is left for those who are not 

raptured up to the clouds.  They will have to deal with the coming of 

Antichrist, as described in the chart, and the terrible judgements which 

shall befall the world.  But the faithful will be raptured away to safety, in 

the clouds, and there will they ever be with the Lord. 

 

The second chapter of this book shows just how wrong both were.  Paul 

begins the chapter 



25 

 

2 Thess. 2:1-2  Now we beseech you, brethren, by the coming of our 

Lord Jesus Christ, and by our gathering together unto him,  That ye 

be not soon shaken in mind, or be troubled, neither by spirit, nor by 

word, nor by letter as from us, as that the day of Christ is at hand. 

 

Here, the apostle Paul is clearly setting a difference between the 

judgements to come upon the existing world in 70 AD, and the coming of 

Christ.  It is the latter he is addressing.  And he specifies that no matter 

what anyone tells you, in any form, even if it’s supposed to be a letter that 

Paul wrote, that the day of Christ’s return would not come until the 

following conditions--which he was about to discuss--had been met.   

 

We might look at this chapter as a mystery story.  A “who done it?” as it 

were.  Paul gives a number of clues that we can use to easily identify who 

it is that Paul calls “the man of sin,” “the son of perdition.” 

Paul goes on: 

2 Thess. 2:3  Let no man deceive you by any means: for that day shall 

not come, except there come a falling away first, and that man of sin 

be revealed, the son of perdition; 

 

Here, in this verse, we have the first three clues.  Before the return of 

Christ, there must be (Clue 1),  A falling away.  The falling away is easy 

to understand.  The prophesy is that the Christian churches must become 

corrupt before Christ returns.  What a powerful prophesy.  But how 

consistent is it with what Paul said would happen?  Pau warned,  

Acts 20:29-31  For I know this, that after my departing shall grievous 

wolves enter in among you, not sparing the flock.  Also of your own 

selves shall men arise, speaking perverse things, to draw away 

disciples after them.  Therefore watch, and remember, that by the 

space of three years I ceased not to warn every one night and day with 

tears. 

 

Here is Paul’s prophesy for the future of the ecclesias in Acts, and it is 

completely consistent with what he told the Thessalonians.  The ecclesias 

must be corrupted, through false teachings that the true lovers of God 

might be revealed. 

 

Next (second clue) we are told that the Man of Sin must be revealed.  Now 

that word “revealed” is interesting, for it is apokalupsis, and it is the same 

word used for the title of the last book of the Bible.  The Apocalypse, or 

the Revelation.  And the Revelation also deals extensively with the 

development of a religious power in the earth which would oppose Christ 

and the Saints.  We read of it in the 17th of Revelations. 
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Rev. 17:14  These shall make war with the Lamb, and the Lamb shall 

overcome them: for he is Lord of lords, and King of kings: and they 

that are with him are called, and chosen, and faithful. 

 

This power of Revelations 17 is also called one who goes into perdition, 

just as in 2 Thess. 2, the man of sin is referred to as the son of perdition. 

Rev. 17:9-11  And here is the mind which hath wisdom. The seven 

heads are seven mountains, on which the woman sitteth.  And there 

are seven kings: five are fallen, and one is, and the other is not yet 

come; and when he cometh, he must continue a short space.  And the 

beast that was, and is not, even he is the eighth, and is of the seven, 

and goeth into perdition. 

 

Now perdition means the loss of hope, or the ruination of hope.  There is 

something in this man of sin, and this beast of Revelations that causes the 

loss of Hope, causing him to become anti (or opposed to) Christ.  What is 

it?  We have no reason to guess.  The Scriptures are quite clear about it.  

John uses this specific term four times, and always in the same vein. 

1 John 4:3  And every spirit that confesseth not that Jesus Christ is 

come in the flesh is not of God: and this is that spirit of antichrist, 

whereof ye have heard that it should come; and even now already is 

it in the world. 

 

This is very clear.  If any do not confess that Jesus Christ is come in the 

flesh, then they are antichrist, or opposed to Christ.  John (who wrote about 

20 years after Paul’s letter to the Thessalonians says this is he of whom ye 

have heard that it should come and is already here. 

 

Again, John writes: 

2 John 1:7  For many deceivers are entered into the world, who 

confess not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh. This is a deceiver 

and an antichrist. 

 

Here again, John is very clear about the antichrist.  He is a deceiver; in that 

he ruins hope.  He pretends that he gives hope, while taking it away.  And 

he does so by not confessing that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh. 

 

And John also writes: 

1 John 2:18-22  Little children, it is the last time: and as ye have heard 

that antichrist shall come, even now are there many antichrists; 

whereby we know that it is the last time.  They went out from us, but 

they were not of us; for if they had been of us, they would no doubt 

have continued with us: but they went out, that they might be made 

manifest that they were not all of us.  But ye have an unction from the 

Holy One, and ye know all things.  I have not written unto you 
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because ye know not the truth, but because ye know it, and that no lie 

is of the truth.  Who is a liar but he that denieth that Jesus is the Christ? 

He is antichrist, that denieth the Father and the Son. 

 

Here, in plain English, we have the explanation of what the spirit of 

antichrist is.  It is the denial that Jesus is the Christ.  Well, what does all 

that mean?  Christ is from the Hebrew word, Messiah, and it means to be 

anointed.  Jesus of Nazareth was specially anointed of God to be His son, 

and to die for the sin of mankind.  To believe this, we must believe that 

Jesus is come in the flesh.  What flesh?  The flesh of mankind.  Human 

nature.  Well, doesn’t everyone believe that?  The answer to that question 

is a resounding no! 

 

The corruption of the church in the fourth century was highlighted by the 

development of the Trinity doctrine.  This emerged out of a debate 

between two men, one called Athanasias, who argued for the Trinity, and 

another named Arius, who argued against it.  The great debate of 

Christianity which occurred in 325 A.D. at the city of Nicaea was over a 

word, and that word was “consubstantial”.  The Trinitarians affirmed that 

Jesus was consubstantial with God.  “Consubstantial” means “of the same 

substance” as God.  If Jesus was of the same substance or nature with God, 

then he could not have come in the flesh.  Sure he did, we are told.  This 

is the great mystery, on how he could be at the same time, human nature 

and divine nature.  Yes, such would truly be a mystery.  How was Jesus 

the identical nature of God, and at the same time, of the same nature of 

man.  Well, this is the divine mystery, we are told.  But I’m getting ahead 

of myself.  We’ll come back to this. 

 

Also, what we know of the antichrist from the third verse of 2 Thess. 2 

(Clue 3), is that he was prophesied to come before the return of Christ, that 

he was to be a man of sin, and to take away the hope of mankind.  Now 

think of how different this is from the modern theory of anti-christ.  Paul 

says he comes before Christ’s return.  The modern view is generally that 

he develops after the rapture. 

 

But Paul goes on: 

2 Thess. 2:4  Who opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is 

called God, or that is worshipped; so that he as God sitteth in the 

temple of God, shewing himself that he is God. 

 

He sits in the temple of God, showing himself that he is God.  Here we 

have a very power and exacting explanation of the force which was to 

develop.  Does anyone fit that view today?  How about the Pope?  The 

Cathedral in Rome is called St. Peter’s Basilica, and it is referred to in 

Catholic literature as “The Temple of God.”  And it is in this cathedral that 
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St. Peter’s chair exists.  When the Pope sits in that Temple of God, and in 

Peter’s chair, then anything he says is infallible.  So, when he is in that 

chair, he is showing himself that he is God.  The Catholic expression for 

this is that the pope is speaking “ex cathedra” or translated, from his chair.  

That is, from the chair they say was Peter’s (though this has been 

scientifically disproved, the chair cannot have been from the first century 

when Peter lived).  Peter is imagined by the Catholics to have been the 

first pope, and to have conferred this privilege to those who sat in the chair.  

The following is from the Encyclopedia Britannica. 

 

“Papal Infallibility, in Roman Catholic theology, the doctrine that the 

pope, acting as supreme teacher and under certain conditions, cannot 

err when he teaches in matters of faith or morals. As an element of 

the broader understanding of the infallibility of the church, this 

doctrine is based on the belief that the church has been entrusted with 

the teaching mission of Jesus Christ and that, in view of its mandate 

from Christ, it will remain faithful to that teaching through the 

assistance of the Holy Spirit. As such, the doctrine is related to, but 

distinguishable from, the concept of indefectibility, or the doctrine 

that the grace promised to the church  assures its perseverance until 

the end of time.  

 

“The term infallibility was rarely mentioned in the early and medieval 

church. Critics of the doctrine have pointed to various occasions in 

the history of the church when popes are said to have taught heretical 

doctrines, the most notable case being that of Honorius I (625-638), 

who was condemned by the third Council of Constantinople 

(680-681, the sixth ecumenical council).  

 

“The definition of the first Vatican Council (1869-70), established 

amid considerable controversy, states the conditions under which a 

pope may be said to have spoken infallibly, or ex cathedra ("from his 

chair" as supreme teacher). It is prerequisite that the pope intend to 

demand irrevocable assent from the entire church in some aspect of 

faith or morals. Despite the rarity of recourse to this claim, and 

despite the emphasis given to the authority of the bishops in the 

second Vatican Council (1962-65), the doctrine remained a major 

obstacle to ecumenical endeavours in the late 20th century and was 

the subject of controversial discussion even among Roman Catholic 

theologians.”  

 

As Britannica points out, the Catholics own conventions have convicted 

Popes of being in error, yet they claim they are infallible.  So, by their own 

testimony, they exult themselves above God, teaching heresy, and at the 
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same time claim that they are “vox Dei” or the voice of God when speaking 

from the chair in “the temple of God.” 

 

They really leave little doubt as to what Paul is describing, do they.  Paul 

goes on in 2 Thess. 2: 

2 Thess. 2:5-7  Remember ye not, that, when I was yet with you, I 

told you these things?  And now ye know what withholdeth that he 

might be revealed in his time.  For the mystery of iniquity doth 

already work: only he who now letteth will let, until he be taken out 

of the way. 

 

That word “Letteth” there is a hard word to understand the way it is 

written.  It means, in the old English of King James, “restrained.”  

“Restrained.”  This corruption of the ecclesias that Paul described was 

already at work in the ecclesias in Paul’s day.  How then can anyone say 

that it is a force or power or individual still coming?  But Paul says, it was 

at work in the ecclesia in his day.  Only there was a force restraining it, 

but when that force is taken out of the way, then would this power, this 

mystery, be revealed. 

 

The question becomes, what force was restraining the brethren from 

corruption.  Some might say that it was the Holy Spirit.  But that this is 

not the case is obvious from the New Testament text.  The Holy Spirit was 

held by the apostles and all that they laid hands on, yet the New Testament 

epistles are a testimony to the error that was springing up in their midst.  

In fact, in Corinth, the Holy Spirit gifts themselves had become a source 

of confusion to the early church, and Paul condemns them for not dealing 

correctly with the spirit. 

 

The force which restrained the corruption of the church was the fact that it 

was a capital offense to be a Christian.  If you knew that you would be 

persecuted—even killed for your belief—it made becoming a Christian  

very serious indeed.  This was not a social event.  It was a deadly serious 

matter.  So, the force that was protecting the church from corruption, was 

the Persecution of the Pagans.  When persecution was intense, as in the 

earliest of days, the church remained faithful to divine principles.  When 

persecution was relaxed, the corruption occurred. 

 

Well, when did Pagan persecution finally go away?  It went away with the 

rule of Constantine the Great.  The world under the reign of Emperor 

Diocletian had become a very miserable place for Christians.  Persecution 

was very severe.  But his persecution had the effect of purifying her from 

its errorists, because for ten years, from 303 AD to 313 A, the persecution 

of Christians was intense. 
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Diocletian had divided his empire into three sections and given it to three 

generals.  The section of western Europe had been given to a general 

named Constantius.  All three knew that with the death of Diocletian, there 

would be a struggle for supremacy in the empire.  To strengthen himself, 

Constantious let it be known that Christians would not be severely 

punished in his third.  Now true Christians, which were determined to be 

obstinate by Diocletian because they would not compromise their 

principles, were still persecuted, but nominal Christians, or those willing 

to mix their Christianity with Pagan principles could live in peace.  This 

gave Constantious a great advantage in the coming war.  The problem was 

that Constantious died before Diocletian and his third was eventually 

controlled by his son, Constantine.  Constantine followed the procedure of 

his father, and when Diocletian died in 313 AD, he eventually fought with 

the other generals, defeating them, and establishing himself as sole ruler 

in the empire.  He then legalized Christianity. 

 

When he legalized Christianity, he immediately found a serious problem.  

The empire was immediately torn apart in religious battles pertaining to 

Christianity, which generated serious strife between the real Christians, 

and those Christians who were in process of blending Christianity with 

Paganism.  To resolve this crisis in his empire, Constantine assembled 

bishops at Nicaea in 325 AD.   

 

Now it’s important to remember that Constantine himself was a Pagan.  He 

was brought up to understand the mysteries of paganism from his youth.  

While still a Pagan, Constantine was permitted to sit—center stage—at 

Nicaea and hear, and dispute with those presenting their various 

arguments.  In fact, all the speakers were required to address their talks to 

Constantine.  After hearing both sides, Constantine declare in favor of the 

Trinity.  There is no small wonder in this.  The Trias, as it was called in 

Paganism was a firmly established principle.  Plato 800 years earlier had 

defined the Trias, almost identically to the Trinitarian creed.  The 

Christians (not Christadelphians, but the paganized Christians themselves) 

called this “New Platonic” thought.  It was a very simple thing for 

Constantine, trained in the intricacies of Paganism to declare for his roots. 

 

When this occurred, those who opposed the Trinity, were given a chance 

to repent, or be punished.  It was at this point that the force which was 

restraining the development of the Antichrist was removed, and the man 

of sin was revealed.  The Trinity doctrine was a mass of contradiction that 

Athanasias had put together.  How there could be three Gods, not one God, 

and yet be one God, not three Gods is inexplicable.  How all are equal, 

coexistent, yet born and developed is equally impossible. 
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When asked to explain the illogic of the Trinity, Trinitarians say they 

can’t.  It is a divine mystery they say.  Well, it is a mystery all right.  It is 

the mystery which developed when the force that was holding back 

Antichrist was removed.  The mystery that developed nearly the instant 

that it became legal to be a Christian in the World was the mystery of 

Trinity, but styled in 2 Thess. 2, it is styled the mystery of iniquity. 

 

Now note the title of the woman in Revelations 17. 

Rev. 17:5  And upon her forehead was a name written, MYSTERY, 

BABYLON THE GREAT, THE MOTHER OF HARLOTS AND 

ABOMINATIONS OF THE EARTH. 

 

Paul concludes his explanation of this man of sin or antichrist, he who 

denied that Jesus came in the flesh common to all mankind this way: 

2 Thess. 2:8-12  And then shall that Wicked be revealed, whom the 

Lord shall consume with the spirit of his mouth, and shall destroy 

with the brightness of his coming:  Even him, whose coming is after 

the working of Satan with all power and signs and lying wonders, and 

with all deceivableness of unrighteousness in them that perish; 

because they received not the love of the truth, that they might be 

saved.  And for this cause God shall send them strong delusion, that 

they should believe a lie:  That they all might be damned who 

believed not the truth, but had pleasure in unrighteousness. 

 

Again, the important thing to notice is that the man of sin or Antichrist, is 

destroyed at the coming of Christ.  This contradicts the teachings of the 

moderns Christians, because to them, Christ comes to rapture them away, 

and then is the Antichrist developed. 

 

So, Antichrist must be a force that existed in the early Church but was 

restrained until the power which restrained it was taken out of the way.  

Then it was free to develop the lie which it would style a mystery, and 

destroy the hope of man, sending the Church into perdition.  And then also, 

it was set to oppose Jesus Christ at his return.  Antichrist, then, is simply 

the pope.  It was this force which was in the early church.  It was called 

Gnosticism, incorrectly translated “Science falsely so called” in  

1 Tim. 6:20-21  O Timothy, keep that which is committed to thy trust, 

avoiding profane and vain babblings, and oppositions of science 

falsely so called:  Which some professing have erred concerning the 

faith. Grace be with thee. Amen. 

 

The Gnostics or Science falsely so called, believed that the Gospels were 

fabricated by the apostles as stories to aid in proper behavior, but that 

Christ only actually appeared to the disciples when he showed himself on 

the Mount of Transfiguration where his garments showed so white as no 
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fuller could whiten them, and again when he showed himself as a bright 

light to Paul on the road to Emmaus. 

 

The Gnostics argued that Christ was not a man, but a spirit of God.  It was 

this belief within the Church that was eventually released, and with some 

necessary modifications, the Christ of the true church was corrupted, 

changed from human nature to a nature consubstantial, or of the same 

substance with God.  And this evolved into the great mystery at Nicaea 

250years later. 

 

But you know, this is not something that only Christadelphians in the 20th 

century had noticed.  After the Catholics obtained supreme power in the 

empire, the Catholic church, in order to curb what they called “heresies” 

forbade the reading of the Bible.  They reasoned that man was too ignorant 

to understand the Bible.  That the church alone had the authority to 

interpret the Bible, and so they removed it from the common man.  This 

continued from the sixth century till the Holy Roman Empire began to 

seriously decline, loosening the church’s control of the people in the 12th 

century.  But when they did begin to read the bible, they realized exactly 

these points we have brought forward.  The Antichrist was not a force 

coming, but a force already here, (even in the 12th century) and that force 

was to continue till Christ returns.   

 

For instance, in A.D. 1180, the Waldensians published a treatise entitled, 

"Treatise on Antichrist", in which the Papacy was nominated as the man 

of sin and the Catholic Church as the harlot of Babylon. This was followed 

a little over three centuries later by John Wycliffe's "The Mirror of 

Antichrist", in which essentially the same points were made. In 1520, 

Martin Luther published his book, "The Babylonian Captivity of the 

Church", in which the theme was repeated. The influence of these ideas as 

to who Babylon and the Antichrist were can be most graphically illustrated 

by the following cartoons which appeared in a widely read publication 

issued in 1521, only four years after Martin Luther publicly challenged the 

Roman church with his ninety-five theses. 

 

The protestant writers of that day made it abundantly clear who Antichrist 

was, and this explains why one of the first steps the Catholic Church took 

as part of the “Counter-reformation” was to introduce new interpretations 

as to who Antichrist was—an individual who was to appear in Jerusalem 

at the end of the age—and not the Roman Catholic system throughout its 

long history of persecution, as claimed by the protestant reformers. The 

need for this new interpretation arose directly as a result of the evidence 

against the Church—namely the remarkable conformity between her 

actions and what was prophesied about a persecuting power to arise out of 

the Roman Empire. 
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The Roman Church was losing ground steadily in Europe. In 1540, 

Ignatius Loyola founded the now infamous Society of Jesus (Jesuits) as 

the order who was to spearhead the Counter-reformation. It soon became 

apparent that persecution was not going to change people's minds as to the 

meaning of the Apocalypse; and thus, a truly brilliant strategy was 

devised: Develop new interpretations! 

 

Two of the most brilliant scholars in the Jesuit Society were appointed to 

carry out the work: F. Ribera and L. Alcasar. And what were the 

explanations they put forth? Let us hear the answer from a Catholic writer: 

 

"The Futurist School, founded by the Jesuit Ribera in 1591, looks for 

Anti-Christ, Babylon, and a rebuilt Temple in Jerusalem, at the end 

of the Christian Dispensation. 

 

The Preterist School, founded by the Jesuit Alcasar in 1614, explains 

the Revelation by the Fall of Jerusalem or by the fall of Pagan Rome 

in 410 A.D.  More specifically, Ribera treated much of Revelation as 

a commentary on Matt. 24; the city where the witnesses of Rev. 11 

are slain as Jerusalem; and Antichrist as reigning for 3-1/2 years at 

the end of the age. He believed Rome was mentioned in the 

Apocalypse but that this referred to a final apostacy by the Antichrist 

in Rome (not the Pope) at the end of time. 

“Alcasar, on the other hand, expounded the Revelation as 

follows: ‘Rev. 1-11 referred to the destruction of Jerusalem by 

the Romans and the rejection of the Jews; Rev. 12-22 the 

overthrow of Paganism, and establishment of the empire of the 

Roman Church over Rome and the whole world, the judgment 

of the great Whore, and the destruction of Babylon, being 

effected by Constantine and his successors; and Rev. 21, the 

New Jerusalem, the glorious state of the Roman Church in 

heaven.’” 

 

Protestant expositors immediately reacted to these ideas: 

"But mine anger and indignation burst out against the Jesuits. For 

when I had by chance light upon Ribera, who made a commentary on 

this same holy Revelation, Is it even so? said I Do the Papists take 

heart again; so as that book, which of a long time before they would 

scarce suffer any man to touch, they dare now take in hand, to intreat 

fully upon? What! was it but a vain image or bug, at the sight whereof 

they were wont to tremble a few years since, even in the dim light, 

that now they dare be bold to look wishly upon this glasse in the clear 

sunshine; and dare to proclaime to the world that any other thing 
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rather is poynted at in it than their Pope of Rome?"' (Thomas 

Brightman, circa 1600) 

 

Other writers, such as Nicolas Vignier the Younger, rose up to answer the 

expositions put forth by the Roman writers; for example, he wrote a book 

entitled (loose translation from the French) "The Theater of Antichrist: 

Which is a response to Cardinal Bellarmine, Sieur de Remond, Ribera, 

Viegas, Sanderus and others which by their writings condemn the doctrine 

of the English Reformers on this Subject" (Rochelle, 1614). 

 

And so the controversy continued: the Protestants maintained that the book 

of Revelation was currently being fulfilled and the Romanists that it was 

either in the future or the past. 

 

It was in this vein that the battle raged until the late 20th century.  Now, 

nearly all the protestant churches except some form of the Catholic 

defense, and focus the power of Antichrist on Israel, instead of on Rome.  

All the authors quoted in the chart handed out, are protestant authors. 

 

Now Revelations 17, where the woman wearing the badge of Mystery 

appears is said to be riding a beast with 7 heads, and 10 crowns upon her 

head.  But the angel explains the meaning of all this to John: 

Rev. 17:9-15  And here is the mind which hath wisdom. The seven 

heads are seven mountains, on which the woman sitteth.  And there 

are seven kings: five are fallen, and one is, and the other is not yet 

come; and when he cometh, he must continue a short space.  And the 

beast that was, and is not, even he is the eighth, and is of the seven, 

and goeth into perdition.  And the ten horns which thou sawest are 

ten kings, which have received no kingdom as yet; but receive power 

as kings one hour with the beast.  These have one mind, and shall give 

their power and strength unto the beast.  These shall make war with 

the Lamb, and the Lamb shall overcome them: for he is Lord of lords, 

and King of kings: and they that are with him are called, and chosen, 

and faithful.  And he saith unto me, The waters which thou sawest, 

where the whore sitteth, are peoples, and multitudes, and nations, and 

tongues. 

 

The seven heads are seven mountains.  The city of Rome is romanticized 

in literature as the city on 7 hills, or mountains.  

 

There are 7 kings, five are fallen, one is, and one is yet to come.  And the 

eighth is of the seven.  Gibbons tells us that Rome had 7 governments.  

When John wrote, five of them had fallen.  The Regal, Councilor, 

Dictatorial, Decemviral, and Triumvirate had all ceased to exist in 96 AD 

when John wrote.   The form of government in John’s day was the 
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imperialistic.  It was to last another 300 years and be replaced with the 

Gothic, or seventh head.  The Gothic would fail, and be replaced with the 

imperialistic again, hence the eighth was of the seventh, and went into 

perdition in 607 AD with the anointing of the Roman Bishop as Pope. 

 

The ten horns are nations who give their power to the beast for an hour.  

The word hour is from the word meaning a 12th, signifying a 12th of a time.  

A time is a scriptural expression, referring to the revolution of the earth 

around the sun.  The Jews had 12 30-day months, or 360 days in their year.  

A time came to represent a circle, which is where our 360-degree circle 

those familiar with geometry comes form.  A 12th of a time then, is 30.  

The nations give their power to the beast for 30 years in opposition to 

Christ and the saints. 

 

But John is still wondering, hence he is told at the conclusion of the 

chapter: 

Rev. 17:18  And the woman which thou sawest is that great city, 

which reigneth over the kings of the earth. 

 

Here was an unmistakable explanation of the mystery beast.  The beast 

was the city which reigned over the kings of the earth.  And what city was 

that, in 96 AD when John wrote.  It could only be Rome. 

 

Before the 1970s it seemed almost impossible that the nations would resist 

Christ when he returned.  How could this be?  Jesus returns and defeats 

the mighty nation of Russia on the mountains of Israel.  Surely all nations 

will understand that this is the Christ.  But now we can easily see how the 

Catholic interpretation of prophesy has worked—that the nations are being 

prepared to resist Christ at his return.  May it be our lot to all serve Jesus 

Christ, not anti-Christ when he comes to establish his kingdom. 

 

THE NUMBER OF THE BEAST 
 
“‘HERE is wisdom. Let him that hath understanding count the number of 

the beast;’—this implies that the number can be counted, but not without 

the exercise of intelligent skill. This very statement shows that the passage 

is designedly enigmatical, which is a prominent feature of all prophecy. 

 

“‘The number of the beast;’ this phrase seems almost unintelligible to the 

ordinary reader, who is not conversant with the usages of antiquity. It 

refers to a custom which prevailed among the ancients, of designating their 

mythical deities and distinguished heroes by the sum of the numerical 

letters which occurred in their proper names, e.g., Mercury was 

represented by the number 1,218, &c. 
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“‘The number of the beast;’ this, therefore, means ‘the number of the name 

(see verse 17) of the beast,’ which is ‘six hundred three score and six.’ 

 

“For it is the number of a man;’ this clause determines that the term ‘beast’ 

is only figurative. 

 

“Where shall we look for the beast? Inquirers have turned their eyes in 

every possible direction; and some, in so doing, have been powerfully 

influenced by considerations of interest — have looked in directions where 

they most earnestly desired to find him, but which afforded them not the 

slightest probability of gratification. 

 

“A careful perusal of the Apocalypse will leave the candid reader little 

reason to doubt that the beast stands in close relation to other portions of 

the Sacred Word, and figures largely in the spiritual affairs of the world; 

also, by comparing it with the prophecy of Daniel, that that ancient prophet 

had caught a glimpse of him (among three other beasts) in prophetic 

vision. Commentators have long since agreed that the ‘fourth beast’ of 

which Daniel wrote, represented the Roman Empire; and thither we look 

for the interpretation of our passage, bearing in mind that the political 

affairs of that kingdom have been wedded to the spiritual, and that the 

Pontiff sways the sceptre over both Church and State. 

 

It is certainly remarkable how many names are here suggested (some 

referring to the Church, some to the State, some to the Pope, and some to 

them all) which suit the conditions of Rev. 13:18. A few will be adduced, 

with the numerical computations annexed to each, and brief explanatory 

remarks. 

 
This Greek adjective signifies ‘the Latin.’ Under each letter of the word is 

placed the number which it represents (according to the Greek mode of 

notation), and the sum of all is ‘six hundred, threescore and six.’ 

 

An objection may be raised to taking a word from an ancient language. 

But the propriety of so doing appears from the fact that the New Testament 

was written in Greek, the writer, therefore, thought in Greek, and we most 

naturally look for a Greek word to answer our present purpose. 

 

Another objection has been raised by some, who would rob us of this 

example, against the orthography of the word. They insist that it should be 

Lat-i-nos instead of Lat-ei-nos. But we have only to meet them with a 
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reference to Paul-ei-no, Anton-ei-nos, Sab-ei-nos, and hosts of other 

words which they have never found it to their interest to dispute. 

 

The signification is peculiarly applicable to the Roman power; the 

headquarters of the hierarchy is at Rome, the old Latin city; the Pope is 

therefore the Latin Man; the Church is Latin, from beginning to end; its 

members read the Bible in Latin and pray in Latin; Mass is read in Latin, 

and in this language almost all the exercises of public worship are 

performed to this very day. And if we take into consideration the much 

more extended power of the Roman kingdom in the days of the apostle 

John, which was so great as to be called ‘the Latin world,’ we can see a 

remarkable propriety in his designating the Beast as Latin, if he was indeed 

predicting with reference to the Papacy, as is most generally supposed. 

 
“The Latin Kingdom.’ This phrase has also been suggested as a solution 

of our passage and is altogether plausible in sentiment. Opponents object 

to it because the adjective is spelled with an i in the middle syllable instead 

of ei, for which we contended in No. 1. But as they disapproved of the ei 

there, they will of course be gratified with the simple i here; we insist that 

either may be used. It may be remarked that this solution is applicable to 

the Latin kingdom, spiritual or temporal, or both. 

 
 
“‘The Italian Church’—another solution which has been offered by some. 

And although the final letter of the first word should properly be Eta 

instead of Alpha, it is nevertheless somewhat remarkable, when taken in 

connection with the others. 
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“‘The Apostate’ also lays a fair claim to being the ‘beast,’ whose number 

John said was ‘six hundred three score and six.’ The numeric value of the 

letter Sigma is 200, and of Tau 300; but the Greeks combined and 

represented them by a distinct written character, which is still retained as 

the representative of the number six. 

 

5. In Hebrew there are two words, both of which are translated by the 

English Roman, or the Latin Romanus, but differing in signification; the 

former denotes a Roman dwelling-place, and the latter one who occupies 

a Roman dwelling-place. But is it a very remarkable fact that each of these 

words, although varying from the other in orthography, exactly answers 

the condition of our text, as may readily be seen. We give the names of the 

Hebrew letters and their numerical value. 

 

Resh 200 Resh 200 

Vav     6 Men   40 

Mem   40 Ayn   70 

Yodh   10 Nun   50 

Yodh   10 Vav     6 

Tav 400 Shin 300 

Total 666  666 

 

6. One more solution: In the first verse of this chapter (Rev. 13.) we read 

that this ‘beast’ had upon its seven heads ‘the name of blasphemy,’ which 

means that it would not only take to itself high-sounding titles, but such as 

no man might wear without robbing God of His glory. 

 

“The Pope is guilty of the most blasphemous arrogance when he styles 

himself ‘Vicarius Filii Dei’ (Vicegerent of the Son of God), which is 

engraven on his mitre, and is considered his most honourable appellation. 

The amount of the numbers represented by the numeral letters which occur 

in this name (as ascertained by the Roman system of notation) is as 

follows:— 

 

In Vicarius In Filii In Dei TOTAL 

V = 5 I = 1  D = 500 506 

I = 1 L = 50 I = 1 52 

C = 100 I = 1  101 

I = 1 I = 1  2 
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U = 5   5 

112 53 501 666 

 

 

 “These are a few of the solutions, which have been received from various 

sources, all pointing towards Rome. A great number are rejected, as they 

seem altogether too fanciful, while those presented in this article bear 

striking marks of plausibility. 

 

“There are also many ingenious solutions on record, which are to be 

rejected, because not at all consonant with the connection in which 

Revelations 13:18 stands; having been advanced either by Romanists, who 

are, of course, extremely anxious to avert the expectant gaze which this 

passage directs to them, or by civil monarchs, who were eager to read 

therein the destiny of opposing powers.”—Writer in the “Newark Daily 

Advertiser.   

 

The Mystery of Iniquity and the Signs of 

the Times 
 

By Bro. Robert Roberts 
 

Christadelphian Interpretations Called in Question 

 

In the developments resulting from the Spirit’s operations in the first 

century, there has been a “Mystery of Iniquity,” as well as a “Mystery of 

Godliness;” and the one mystery has been as much the subject of 

misapprehension and controversy as the other. The cause of the 

misapprehension is the same in both cases—the illogical reading of the 

word. Certain passages are seen in a strong light; a theory is—not extracted 

from, but built upon them; others are left out of account, and the result is 

a view which, while simple and satisfactory on the limited evidence 

considered, does not harmonise the Scriptures as a whole, but causes 

lameness by inequality; and which, when closely scrutinized on its own 

merits, reveals inherent defects that are fatal. In the absence of “authority,” 

the truth of the matter requires, for its perception, what might be called a 

round-about process of taking many things into account, which makes it 

difficult and distasteful to those whose minds act on the surface. There will 

always be those who will take the short cut of judging by appearances. It 

is easy and satisfactory for the uninstructed swain to believe that the sun 

is a little ball of fire revolving round the earth. The truth of the matter is to 

him simply impossible. So it is in other things. 
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A correspondent, impressed with the truth, has been reading or hearing 

some specious mystifications on the subject of the Man of Sin, and being 

new to such questions, he is overpowered with the apparent evidence, and 

in the heat of premature conviction, runs a tilt against “the whole structure” 

of the truth, violent enough to make it topple over, if it were not securely 

rivetted on an immovable foundation. He rushes no fewer than thirty times 

to the assault, in a series of as many categorical questions and 

observations, the united force of which he evidently considers sufficient 

to lay the Christadelphian citadel in everlasting ruins. If it were not for the 

respect we have for his honesty, we should let his impetuous onslaught 

shiver itself on the granite walls, as the same sort of attack has done before. 

But as an honest man is better inside the walls than outside, dashing his 

brains out in the vain attempt to beat them down; and as the effort to 

dissuade him from his treasonable enterprise may help to strengthen the 

hearts of the garrison, and entice some from the ranks of the murderous 

foe, we take notice of his questions. 

 
Question 1.—Is corruption apostacy; or have the Papists ever fallen away 

from the truth? 

 
“Corruption,” here, is metaphorically employed. Let us see what it is 

literally, and we shall be able to see whether metaphorically, it is apostacy 

or not. Corruption is the decomposition of animal substance. It is a process 

that destroys life, as in putrefaction. It involves the change of that which 

is good and healthy and vitalizing, to a state in which the opposite prevails. 

“Apostacy” is a Greek word, occurring but twice in the New Testament. 

Once it is translated “falling away,” (2 Thess. 2:3), and once “forsaking,” 

(Acts 21:21). This is about as near an English equivalent as can be given. 

Corruption is a process of “falling away” from or forsaking vital 

conditions. Therefore, corruption is a process of apostatizing, and when 

complete, is a state of apostacy or a state of having fallen away, or having 

forsaken. Now the application of this to the matter in hand, is very obvious, 

and may in brief be put in the form of “Yes” to the first part of the question. 

 
As to the second part of the question, we can only understand it on the 

supposition that the querist restricts it to the contemporary generation of 

papists. We take it that he means the papists are not in the truth, but that 

they cannot be said to have fallen away from it, never having known it—

it being too absurd to suppose he means they are in the truth. Well, nobody 

affirms that they have fallen away in the individual sense, but the 

community of which they are the perpetuation, has. As founded by the 

apostles in the ecclesia that received Paul’s epistle, the Church of Rome 

was originally in the truth, but gradually fell away from it, until there was 

developed in her midst the absurd pretender who now rules the roost in the 
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cage of unclean birds now established there—illustrating the statement of 

Paul, that the revelation of the Man of Sin would be consequent on the 

“falling away” that was to come “first.” The present generation of papists 

are just as much in the fallen away state as if the falling away had taken 

place in their day; and that they are scripturally to be looked at and spoken 

of in the light of what their fathers did, is evident from Christ’s language 

to the Scribes and Pharisees, who were but the living representatives of an 

apostasy that had taken place long before their day; and from the fact that 

then unborn generations of Jews have suffered for the national sins 

committed then. When descendants endorse the crimes of those having 

gone before, they share the guilt. 

 
Question 2.—Have the Popes ever come in their own name? 

 
Who says they have? They ought to have, our correspondent may reply, if 

they answer to Paul’s Man of Sin. How so? We know the answer; for this 

is a very old controversy, if our correspondent knew. Because it will be 

answered, Jesus said to the Jews, “If another come in his own name, him 

ye will receive.” This is no answer at all. Jesus is not speaking of the little 

horn of Daniel’s Fourth Beast and Paul’s “Man of Sin,” who were to have 

to do with Gentile dominions and institutions. He is speaking of what the 

Jews would do, in the event of a false Christ presenting himself to them in 

his own name, while rejecting himself who presented himself in his 

Father’s name. And his words came to pass. For as he predicted (Mark 

13:22), false Christs arose and deceived many. Notably was his saying 

illustrated in the case of the impostor Barchochebas, who proclaimed 

himself the Christ in his own name, and was received by the Jewish nation, 

who revolted against the Romans under him, and brought upon themselves 

dire disaster in consequence. 

 
Question 3.—Why make the Son of Perdition a plurality of persons? 

 
We don’t make it so: it is so. Officially, there is but one, and if the persons 

installed were immortal, he would be individually one, but being mortal, 

he is obliged to be replaced. If our correspondent thinks it inadmissible 

that the singular should be used in merely the official sense, it shows he is 

more forgetful of the Scriptures than a man proposing to come to a violent 

verdict ought to be. Daniel 11, which outlines the history of a long line of 

kings, reaching from the days of Persia, speaks throughout as if “the king 

of the north” and “the king of the south” were one person. In prophecy, 

they are one, because officially one; in history, they are many, because a 

succession of individuals filled the same office. So with “the high priest,” 

under the law. In the discourses of Moses, he is spoken of as one, because 

officially one, though individually many. 
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Question 4.—When have the Popes exalted themselves above all that is 

called God? 

 
The answer is, they have always done so, in that, claiming to be highest 

power, they claim to be God on earth, accepting even the title of “our Lord 

God, the Pope.” They admit no rival authority. “All that is called God,” 

comprehends everything current among men, in the name and shape of 

religion. Those to whom the word of God came were called Gods (John 

10:35), and over all, the Popes have exalted themselves, as the world has 

known to its cost, for twelve centuries and more. 

 
Question 5.—When have they been above every other object of worship? 

 
Always. No other potentate on earth receives “adoration,” or extends the 

toe to be kissed. Before the Pope, the people prostrate themselves, and 

receive his benediction, with the reverence due to the voice of heaven. He 

is higher than kings and higher than all bishops—“above every other 

object of worship.” Is he above God? our correspondent may enquire. This 

is impossible actually. In the only sense in which it is possible, he is. The 

only form in which the authority of God is presented to men, at present, is 

in His word, and the Pope is higher than this, for his authority is placed 

above it, and, as we all know, he has many times tried to prevent its 

circulation. 

 
Question 6.—What is the temple of God? 

 
There are two; one the building erected by Solomon, at Jerusalem; and the 

other, the community developed by the preaching of the word—(2 Cor. 

6:16). 

 
Question 7.—When have the Popes sat in it as God? 

 
In the first, they never sat, and never can sit; and any building that might 

now be erected at Jerusalem, would not be the temple of God, but a mere 

edifice of human contrivance, like the Mosque of Omar, which now stands 

upon the site of the ancient temple. The temple of God, in the future age, 

is to be built by the Messiah (Zech. 6:12), and he will take care that no 

“Antichrist” obtains possession of it after he has driven “the unclean spirit 

out of the land” (Zech. 13:2), and raised up the desolations of former 

generations—(Isa. 61:4). 

 
In the second, they have; for “the church,” though now turned away from 

the truth, was the temple of God, as originally developed by the labours of 
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the apostles, and now presents the antitype of the literal temple, when 

deserted by the glory of the divine presence (Ezek. 10:18, 19), and 

profaned by robbers and the abomination of the sow. And their sitting has 

been “as God;” for they claim to be the vicar of God—that is the substitute, 

deputy, or representative of God—sitting ecclesiastically and 

architecturally in a temple as or for God. 

 
Question 8.—Have the Popes ever sat in any other temple than those at 

Rome and Constantinople? 

 
Question 9.—If not, on what principle are they sitting in the temple of 

God? 

 
Answered above. 

 
Question 10.—What else is the mystery of iniquity than the spirit of 

Antichrist? 

 
The difference between one and the other is that the spirit of Antichrist is 

false doctrine, in a naked, plain, or non-mysterious form; while the 

mystery of iniquity is the same thing dressed up sacerdotally, and palmed 

off upon the world as the genuine article. Does it not saviour of mystery 

that the false should look like the true? that lawlessness should take the 

form of great professed subjection? that wickedness should be tricked out 

in the habiliments of righteousness? that ungodliness and blasphemy 

should address mankind in words of great piety and devotion, and come to 

be accepted as a system of holiness, like the whited sepulchrism of old, 

which appeared to men to be righteous, but within was full of hypocrisy 

and all iniquity? So great is the mystery that very few see through it. The 

majority are struck speechless, as it were, with fascination, and say there 

is no mystery at all: that the Roman church is the true church: that the Pope 

is “Holiness” personified: that his words are infallible: that his city is “the 

eternal city;” and that his system alone contains health, happiness, and 

salvation for mankind. Woe be to all in league with her whose name is 

Mystery—(Rev. 17:5; 18:4). 

 
Question 11.—If the Popes are the anti-Christ, when did they “deny the 

Father and the son?” 

 
They have always done so in the constructive sense of John’s words, as 

defined by himself—a sense that does not require a man to deny that there 

is a God, or that there was such a man as Jesus; but that simply requires 

him to hold such a doctrine as involves him in practical denial. Thus, John 

says, “Whosoever denieth the Son, the same hath not the Father.” If the 
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supposed party were a professed Atheist, there would be no need for the 

words italicized. Constructively, a man is without God who denies the 

truth concerning Christ, even though he may believe in God. A man denies 

the Father and Son who does not receive the truth. Thus John says, 

“Whosoever transgresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath 

not God.” In the same way, Jesus maintained that the Jews, 

notwithstanding their acknowledgment and claims of God for their Father, 

rejected the Father in repudiating him—(John 15:24).  

 

It is the effect of a man’s principles or conduct that decides the character 

of them in divine estimation and description, and not the words in which 

they may be professed. Thus Shemiah was held to have “taught rebellion 

against the Lord ” (Jeremiah 29:32), although it was professed regard for 

the Lord’s institutions (verses 24–26), that instigated his proceedings 

against Jeremiah. Thus also Sennacherib was declared to have “reproached 

and blasphemed” the Holy One of Israel; though his invasion of the land 

of Judah and summons to Hezekiah to surrender, were founded on a 

professed authority from Jehovah—(Isa. 36:10; 37:23). Thus also John 

teaches that men denying that Jesus came in the flesh, virtually denied him 

altogether, though teaching a theory concerning him which nominally 

involved the recognition of his claims. These he styles “false prophets”—

(1 John 4:2).  

 

They had been brethren, but seceded from the fellowship of the apostles, 

on a theory they had that Jesus was too pure and holy a character to have 

been a man of the nature of ordinary men. They taught that Jesus was a 

divine apparition among men, in the form of a man, for their instruction 

and improvement, but not a real flesh and blood man. This, says John, “is 

that spirit of anti-Christ whereof ye have heard that it should come, and 

even now already is in the world”—(1 John 4:3).  In not receiving the truth 

concerning Christ, John maintained they denied him, and denying him, 

denied the Father. The only principle on which men can continue “in the 

Father and the Son,” is thus clearly stated by him: “If that which ye have 

heard from the beginning shall remain in you, ye also shall continue in the 

Son and in the Father”—(1 John 2:24).  

 

Now the Popes have all along denied the Father and the Son, in both the 

senses dealt with by John. They have denied that Christ came in the flesh. 

They have taught that his nature was “immaculate,” and in our own day, 

have gone the length of promulgating the immaculateness of his mother, 

the “Virgin Mary.” They have not abode in the doctrine of Christ which 

was heard from the beginning, and therefore are without Father and Son, 

who are in effect denied, though in words professed. 
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Question 12.—Papists as well as Protestants, admit and confess that Jesus 

came in the flesh. Hence, how can they be anti-Christ? 

 
Answered above. 

 
Question 13.—If the Popes are the Man of Sin, how is it they are not, at 

the end of 1,260 years, “consumed by the brightness of the Lord’s 

coming?” 

 
Because it is not written that so it would be. It was written that the Little-

Horn should prevail for that time (Dan. 7:25), and so it has; and now it is 

a mere shadow, fast sinking to the mere false-prophet position in which 

the Lord finds it when he comes to shatter Nebuchadnezzar’s image, in 

“the war of the great day of God Almighty.” 

 
Question 14.—If the Papacy is “that wicked,” how is it that she is 

destroyed by the beast and not by the Lord? 

 
She is not destroyed and will not be till the Lord come. It is out of the 

power of man to root the Roman Catholic religion out of the earth. What 

the ten-horned beast is doing is to persecute the woman on its back.—

(Rev. 17:16.) The 1,260 years being up, (and immediately on the expiry 

thereof) the military element of the Little Horn (represented by Austria), 

seceded from the ecclesiastical, and by the dissolution of the Concordat, 

left the “Holy See” to look out for itself, with the result illustrated in the 

Garibaldian attack in 1867, and the intervention of the frogs who have to 

develop the last phase of the False Prophet’s fortunes. 

 
Question 15.—If the Papacy is the Man of Sin, on what principle can she 

hate herself and burn herself with fire? 

 
To this rather obscure question, we can only say that the Harlot, which is 

the ecclesiastical element of the Papacy—the “Church” as distinct from 

the “State”—does not and will not hate herself nor burn herself with fire. 

It is the horns of the beast that do the hating and the eating and burning—

(Rev. 17:16)—a process exemplified in the attitude of all the states of 

Europe, within the last ten years, towards ecclesiastical establishments in 

their several dominions, and daily tending more and more to open hostility. 

The secularization of ecclesiastical property—or the taking from the 

church the property she had and applying it to state uses—is the 

unmistakable symptom of the practical hatred of the Whore by the horns. 

 
Question 16.—Why does Popery perish by human power, if she is the Man 

of Sin? 
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She does not “perish by human power.” Popery will be destroyed by the 

Lord Himself; for nobody else can do it. Let the experiment be tried of 

uprooting a system of superstition believed by half the population of 

Europe! It is only in respect of her political power and temporal 

possessions, that the horns, which are “human power” politically 

embodied, are permitted to vex her towards her latter end, preliminary to 

her final and utter perdition at the hands of the Lord. 

 
Question 17.—What Pope has come with power and signs, working 

miracles—no sham? 

 
None, nor ever shall come. Our correspondent is under a mistake in 

supposing that such a thing was ever predicted. The workings of the Man 

of Sin were to be characterized by “power and signs and lying wonders, ” 

or “shams;”—(2 Thess. 2:9), and the man must be historically ignorant 

indeed who is not aware that pretended miracles have been amongst the 

principal weapons of Rome. “Power” she has had, bestowed upon her by 

the imperial court at Constantinople, in the days of the Eastern empire: in 

apocalyptic language, “the dragon gave him his power and his seat and 

great authority;”—(Rev. 13:2), “signs and lying wonders” she has given 

abundantly, and pity the man who imagines they are “no sham,” but 

“true!” Not so think the servants of Jesus, whose glory it is to stand aloof 

in virgin purity from the Ecclesiastical Adulteress of the Age, and all her 

besotted progeny. 

 
Question 18.—When was “the truth” presented to them, that they might 

either receive or reject it? 

 
In the early centuries, just as Israel, under Moses, was offered a blessing 

or a curse, according to their continuance in or departure from the truth, 

Mosaically promulgated—(Deut. 11:26–28). Israel in the early days 

became disobedient, and subsequent generations, as at this day, inherited 

the curse. So it is with the Gentiles. The dispensation of faith was extended 

to them by the ministry of the apostles, but they abode not therein, and 

have in themselves and successors realized the consequences. “The Jew 

first and also the Gentile,” is the rule of all divine procedure. 

 
Question 19.—What is the “strong delusion” and the “lie” which is sent 

on account of rejection? 

 
The “strong delusion” is the state of mind preparatory to the reception of 

the “lie.” It is distinct from the “lie” itself, though leading to it. Our 

correspondent writes as if it was one and the same thing. A parallel to this 
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delusion is seen in the case of Israel, upon whom was poured the spirit of 

slumber, making their “hearts fat” and their ears dull of hearing—(Isaiah 

6:10; Rom. 11:8; Matt. 13:15). This was a judicial retribution for 

privileges long abused. So the Gentiles when their turn came, were 

similarly visited, because similarly perverse. The agency of the deluded 

state in the case of the Jews was their own leaders. The leaders of this 

people cause them to err—(Is. 9:16).  “Ye (Scribes and Pharisees) have 

taken away the Key of Knowledge”—(Luke 11:52).  So with the Gentiles. 

God has employed their own devices to their own confusion. These 

devices, as embodied in the system, are symbolized by the apocalyptic 

Mother of Harlots, to whom the words are addressed: “By thy sorceries all 

nations were deceived.”—(Rev. 18:23).  

 

The strong delusion comes therefore by a natural process from the 

circumstances developed by human perversity. We see this illustrated in 

the state of society around us. As to what “the lie” is that this predisposed 

state leads people to believe, just as “the truth,” is a phrase in the singular 

number comprehending many elements, so “the lie” is made up of many 

falsehoods. “Wine of fornication” is its apocalyptic symbol, and if anyone 

wants to know its literal constituents, let him study the doctrines 

ministered to the world by the Mother of Harlots, and he will be 

enlightened. The doctrines of the Church of Rome on God, Christ, the 

devil, man, duty, destiny, &c., &c., constitute “the lie” which Christendom 

is led away by to its damnation. The Christadelphians repudiate the lie and 

teach the truth. 

 
Question 20.—“If all the Papists are to be damned for believing the lie, 

why does the Deity call his people out of her, that they be not partakers in 

her destruction? 

 
In order that ceasing to be Papists, by discarding the lie and embracing the 

truth, they may be saved from the perdition decreed for Papists and 

Protestants alike. All will certainly be damned who believe not the truth, 

but have pleasure in unrighteousness—(2 Thess. 2:12). Does our 

correspondent imagine that parties “partaking of the sins” of the Harlot-

Mother (Rev. 18:4), are God’s people while in that state? No, no; the 

exhortation is “Come out from among them, and be ye separate, and (then) 

I will receive you, and ye shall be my sons and daughters”—(2 Cor. 6:17, 

18). The “call” is rather to show that at the last moment of Rome’s career, 

even Papists may forsake the communion of “Mother-church;” and 

possibly to foreshadow the fact, that contemporaneously with her end, 

there would be a coming-out from her, resulting in the development of a 

people prepared for the Lord. 
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Question 21.—If the time allotted for her existence be 1,260 years, how 

was it she was developed A.D. 328, and is now in existence, 1542 years? 

 
The period of 1,260 years is not the “time allotted for her existence;” 

understanding by “her,” the Roman Catholic Church. The period 

mentioned is “the time allotted” for the existence of the little horn of 

Daniel’s fourth beast, and the leopard lion-mouthed beast of Rev. 13:2, 

which are both representative of a political development from within the 

Roman Catholic Church, and not the Roman Catholic Church itself. The 

apostasy is one thing: the political result of the apostasy is another. The 

distinction is observed in Paul’s chapter (2 Thess. 2) on the Man of Sin. 

“There shall come a falling away first, and (second) that Man of Sin shall 

be revealed.” The apostasy paved the way for the manifestation of what 

was otherwise an impossibility—viz., a pretended vicar of Christ, aspiring 

to, and receiving from, the imperial power enthroned at Constantinople, 

universal authority over the consciences of men, with power to inflict 

temporal penalties on those who should disobey his will.  

 

This personage was not finally developed till A.D. 606. In 1866, exactly 

1,260 years from that period, his existence in this aspect came to an end; 

for since the military events of that year, resulting in the dissolution of the 

Concordat with Austria, the substitution of the hostile democracy for the 

friendly Bourbons in Spain, and the assumption of political authority by 

France within the walls of Rome, the Pope has ceased to be a political 

personage, except in name. He can no longer enforce his authority by 

means of the civil power. The civil power is indeed turning hostile to him 

in all the countries of Europe, as evidenced in the diplomatic coalition 

against the doctrines of the Ecumenical Council. The answer to question 

21 is, therefore, obvious. 

 

Question 22.—If the Popes or Papacy be the Man of Sin, how is it that the 

one is always a feminine person, “woman,” “harlot,” &c., and the other 

always a masculine? 

 

The answer to this is involved in the last given. The Papacy has a feminine 

element and a masculine, answering to “church” and “state.” The origin of 

this distinction must be found in the genuine system of which the Papacy 

is the counterfeit. That system is the system of Christ, in its full 

development. In this, the masculine element is Christ, who is the husband 

or the head; the feminine element is the church, which is his bride or body. 

Hence, the false system presents the same features. There is the Pope the 

head, and the church his body. The true church is a wife; the false church 

is, therefore, represented as a harlot; and as a harlot has a paramour, and 

an outside constituency of traffickers in lust, so this ecclesiastical harlot 

has a paramour or head in her Pontiff king, and customers in “the kings of 
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the earth,” with whom she has committed fornication—(Rev. 17:2).  Our 

correspondent has suffered himself to be led into difficulty by losing sight 

of the distinction between the Harlot Church of Rome and the monster 

political power that has grown out of it. The one is “she;” the other “he.” 

 

Question 23.—If times, times, and the dividing of time, in Dan. 7:25, and 

Rev. 12:14, be 1260 years, how is it that the seven times of Dan. 4:16, are 

not 2520 years? 

 

Because, when applied literally, as in the case of Nebuchadnezzar’s 

expulsion from Babylonish society, seven times are seven literal periods 

of 360 days each. When applied symbolically, the time represented would 

be the period mentioned, viz., 2520 years; and it is evident from several 

facts in the case that this secondary sense is intended, though on the 

surface, the vision appears to be restricted to Nebuchadnezzar’s individual 

experience. The tree of the vision represented Nebuchadnezzar, but as 

Nebuchadnezzar represented the empire, of which he was the head (Dan. 

2:38), the tree in representing him would represent the empire also, and 

with this suggestion several things agree. First, a tree is a frequent symbol 

of a kingdom—(Ezek. 31; Matt. 13:31, 32).  Second, the Nebuchadnezzar-

tree after being cut down, was banded with brass and iron (Dan. 4:23), 

which has no counterpart in the individual fulfilment, but answers to the 

political fortunes of the Nebuchadnezzar dynasty, inasmuch as Greece and 

Rome (represented by brass and iron—Dan. 2:39, 40,) were politically 

wound around the Babylonian tree stump, after the tree had been shorn by 

the Medo-Persian sanctified ones—(Isaiah 13:17).  Third, the seven times, 

symbolically construed, coincide with the other periods in this way, that 

2520 years reckoned as the period allotted for the existence of the kingdom 

of men, and dating from the first year of Nebuchadnezzar’s reign, 

terminate 45 years after all the other periods are run out, and thus give a 

margin for the second exodus and the wonderful events by which the 

kingdoms of the world are wrested from the hands of their present rulers, 

and transferred to the dominion of the Son of David. These constitute so 

many reasons for believing that even the seven times of Dan. 4:16, are 

representative of as many years as there are days in the period so described. 

To be continued. 

 

Discussion on Signs 
 
Our discussion of the “three unclean spirits like frogs,” and our 

identification of that unclean spirit with socialism has generated some 

questions which we would like to address from a prophetic standpoint.  

The first question has to do with the teaching of the pioneer brethren on 
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this subject, and whether the introduction of socialism into a prophetic 

discussion of the three unclean spirits like frogs, is something new. 

 

Bro. Thomas, when living in Hoboken, N. J. near the end of his life 

subscribed to a newspaper called The New York Herald.  At the time, it 

was said to be the most widely distributed journal in the world.  Bro. 

Thomas was a frequent contributor to the editorial page of the newspaper, 

though it was infrequent that he was actually published.  He penned a letter 

to bro. Roberts concerning his frustrating experiences with the Herald, and 

the “Fourth Estate” (the Press) in general.   

 

Bro. Thomas had recently responded to the Herald editor, essentially 

agreeing with him, while trying to explain why the condition of Europe 

was so desperate, as the editor had been observing, and where these events 

were leading.  To bro. Thomas’ surprise, the editor printed his work, but 

under the heading of “Religious,” rather than the political discussion bro. 

Thomas intended.  Observe his complaints about the editor claiming his 

editorial was “religious,” rather than political. 

“…He [the editor of the New York Herald—JP.] had been writing 

quite sensibly about “the very madness of discord” occurrent in the 

old world [Europe—JP.], whose nations, he said, were angry, and 

inquired “What shall we call it?” and “How, when, and where is this 

great deluge of human passion to subside?” To these questions I 

replied in a letter, of which the enclosed is an exact copy. From past 

experience, I was not sanguine of any notice being taken of the letter 

or its writer. But, to my surprise, I found it in last Sunday’s Herald, 

under the columnar heading “Religious, ” which, considering that it 

was about Red Republicanism and European Despotism in Church 

and State, both of which are to be destroyed by the coming avenger, 

was as appropriate a place for it as in the columns headed “Rowdy 

Roosters” or “Horse Notes!” But the truth is, that newspaper editors 

know so little what is religious in a scriptural sense, that it is all gospel 

with them delivered from a pulpit, or religious that speculates on the 

intangible and vague (Christadelphian 1871 pg. 72). 

 

Note that bro. Thomas says he was writing to the editor about the “Red 

Republicans.”  Today, if we used the term “Red Republicans” some might 

think it a reference to the colors given on our televisions sets to Republican 

voting states during American election years.  Many of us may not know 

the name “Red Republican” as it applied in bro. Thomas’ day.  In his day, 

it was a name given to the most extreme members of the revolutionaries 

in the French Mountain Party (Le Montagne), which was the most 

revolutionary of the prominent parties of the 1789 French Revolution.  (It 

was this revolution which was the first vial of Revelations 16.)  So, the 

Red Republicans were the extreme of the extreme in their fight against the 
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monarchy, papacy, and all their trimmings.  After (arguably because of) 

the reign of Terror, the Red Republicans became insignificant in the first  

French Revolution, but they came back with a vengeance for the second 

revolution, 1848.   

 

The Red Republicans in 1848 worked under the name Social Democrats, 

and gained at one point, as much as 32% of the population’s vote.  But in 

their quest for socialism, they used the most extreme methods.  This is 

what bro. Thomas says his article was about.  It was about the most radical 

socialist revolutionaries of the French revolution.  When we look at the 

article in question to see what bro. Thomas wrote about the “Red 

Republicans,” we find this: 

“Mr. Editor of the New York Herald.—In your article on ‘The 

Spanish Volcano, &c.,’ of December 21, you declare the fact that ‘the 

nations are angry, and the harvest of the world is rapidly ripening.’ 

This is true, but they are not so angry as they soon will be. I was 

forcibly struck when I read your remark; for it is the declaration of a 

state of the nations of old Europe, predicted eighteen hundred years 

ago, as the condition of political affairs which was to precede, and be 

contemporary with, the reaping of that ‘harvest of the world,’ you 

correctly say, ‘is rapidly ripening.’  

 

“The prediction I refer to is in the following words, ‘And the nations 

were angry, and Thy wrath (O Lord God Almighty) is come; and the 

Time of the Dead that they should be judged, and that thou shouldest 

give reward to Thy servants the prophets, and to the saints, and to 

them that fear Thy name, small and great; and shouldest destroy them 

that destroy the earth’—(Rev. 11:18). So, you see there are two 

parties that are angry, namely, the Almighty and the nations of the 

earth; and you may see also, that this two-fold angriness, is 

contemporary with the Resurrection and Reward of the righteous 

dead; and the destruction of the military and spiritual oppressors and 

destroyers of society. 

 

“In the same article you inquire ‘What are we to call it? the madness 

of discord working without fixed aim or definite boundary.’ I reply 

that a name has been already given to it in the   document from which 

I have already quoted. It is there designated in the phrase ‘three 

unclean spirits, like frogs, working miracles’—miracles in the sense 

expounded by you in your editorial of December 18th, in which you 

say ‘We live in an age so full of marvels that men cease to wonder. 

The more apparently impossible the event, the more likely it is to 

happen.’  
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“These ‘unclean spirits’ are, as you say, ‘the very madness of 

discord,’ and they are ‘like frogs,’ for they are of the Napoleonic and 

Gambetta species [Leon Gambetta being a French radical republican 

leader  in bro. Thomas’ lifetime, who after bro. Thomas’ death turned 

moderate, was rejected by the Red Republicans and eventually led 

the third revolution, 1871-1880—JP.], croaking peace in terms of 

relentless war—l’empire c’est la paix—practically illustrated in the 

situation that now obtains!  

 

“Frogs are the original heraldic symbols of the barbarian nations that 

invaded Gaul and settled there after emigrating from the marshes of 

Westphalia. The early kings of the French bore three frogs upon their 

shield. They were the original arms of France. You may, therefore, 

see why the Spirit of God in foreshadowing ‘the very madness of 

discord,’ as you term it, likened it to frogs.  

 

“It is an unclean spirit, emanating from the democratic and social 

republicanism of 1789. It is the Red Republican spirit of the French 

Mountain, to which kings and priests, constitutional or otherwise, are 

an abomination. This spirit has never been eradicated from Europe 

since it established the French Republic, and cut off the head of Louis 

XVI., in the year III. It occupies the extreme left in the Italian 

Parliament, and demands the smashing-down of the Papacy, the 

dissolution of the so-called ‘Sacred College,’ and the scattering of the 

entire episcopacy of the Popish church from Rome. Senor Castellar 

and his friends in Spain, Mazzini and Garibaldi in Italy, Gambetta in 

France, &c., are its incarnations in that country. It dreams of a United 

States of Europe. This is its Utopia—a mere castle in the air, a 

shadow, the grasping at which brings discord and ruin upon 

themselves and those that would suppress them” (Christadelphian 

1871, pg. 75-76). 

 

Here we can plainly see that bro. Thomas is stating that the unclean spirit  

was the spirit of the “Red Republicans,” the “extreme left” within the 

French Revolution and other European revolutions, which was the early 

spirit of Socialism.  Bro. Thomas didn’t believe there were three differing 

spirits, but three spirits, all essentially one and the same, being frog-like 

and unclean and emanating from three mouths.  In Elpis Israel he wrote: 

“There are three spirits, and three mouths, that is, one spirit 

proceeding out of each mouth; but as they are all three like frogs and 

unclean, though proceeding from three different mouths, they are in 

nature, origin, and tendency, the same.” 

 

IN 1789, these can’t truly be said to be “Marxist,” as Marx had at this time, 

played no prominent role.  If they were to be identified with any particular 
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philosophy, it would be with Friedrich Hegel.  But Marx codified (and 

rearranged into a more material application,) the principles of socialism, 

by 1848.  He published the Communist Manifesto in that year.  Though 

the spirit of the Red Republicans cannot always be said to be Marxist, they 

can always be said to be socialist.   

 

The Red Republicans continued as a force in France, and by the time the 

second revolution came, 1848, the Red Republicans were again a leading 

force, still called by the name of Red Republicans, but sometime simply 

the Red Party.  Here is a description from Karl Marx’s work called “Class 

Struggle,” of the Red Party.  (I don’t quote this to get involved in the 

politics of the 1848 revolution—the second revolution—but only to 

identify who the Red Republican Party was). 

“As against the coalesced counterrevolutionary bourgeois class 

[those who participated the removal of the monarchy but opposed 

replacing it with socialism are called by Marx 

‘counterrevolutionary’—JP], the sections of the petty bourgeoisie 

and peasant class already revolutionized naturally had to ally 

themselves with the high dignitary of revolutionary interests, the 

revolutionary proletariat [socialists—JP.]. We have seen how the 

democratic spokesmen of the petty bourgeoisie in parliament, that is, 

the Montagne [the Mountain Party—JP.], were driven by 

parliamentary defeats to the socialist spokesmen of the proletariat, 

and how the actual petty bourgeoisie, outside of parliament, was 

driven by the concordats à l’amiable [friendly agreements], by the 

brutal enforcement of bourgeois interests, and by bankruptcy to the 

actual proletarians. On January 27 Montagne and the socialists had 

celebrated their reconciliation; at the great banquet of February 1849, 

they repeated their act of union. The social and the democratic party, 

the party of the workers and that of the petty bourgeois, united to form 

the Social-Democratic party, that is, the Red party.” 

 

So, it is clear, (and any anyone familiar with the details of the French 

Revolution already understands these things,) that the Red Republicans, 

the Red Party, and the Social-Democratic party are all the same.  When 

bro. Thomas is identifying the unclean spirit like frogs to be that spirit of 

the Red Republicans, he is specifically speaking of the developing 

principles of socialism.  That is the unclean spirit, he says, which never 

ceased to infiltrate Europe, and that will continue to make the nations 

angry until the day of the resurrection, and beyond.  He gives names of 

prominent socialist of his day (1871) which were active in venting the 

anger of the nations. 

 

By 1871, the Red Republicans and the socialist movement, called by the 

world “the People’s Spring” had again failed in their desire to change 
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France, though as bro. Thomas points out, the spirit of socialism had 

infected the entire European Continent.  Here is a comment on the work 

of the Red Republicans from an Irish News Paper editor in November of 

1870, the same month in which bro. Thomas penned the editorial above.  

This is the kind of thing bro. Thomas would have read in his day. 

“If we were to look over the history of France for the last quarter of 

a century [1846-1871—JP.], it would be found that most of the 

troubles and disorders which have afflicted that great nation have 

arisen from the presence of the vile faction who call themselves Red 

Republicans. It was they that made an absolute monarchy possible in 

a nation which is passionately attached to liberty. The great majority 

of the French people—the peasantry and the bourgeoisie—love peace 

and fear revolution: and, therefore, they gave their consent to 

imperialism, which they thought would secure them the one, and 

protect them against the other. When a Republican form of 

Government was adopted, the Napoleonists abandoned for the time 

their predilections, the representative of legitimate monarchy left out 

of view his divine right, the sons of the man who was King of France 

twenty-two years before offered to serve in the ranks and do the 

humblest duty in a war administered by a lawyer.  

 

“Throughout the greatest part of France there was displayed a heroic 

and self-sacrificing patriotism, which showed that the apparent 

apathy of the last eighteen or twenty years was neither the result of a 

lack of high spirit nor a lack of good feeling. There was absolutely 

but one exception in these miserable Red Republicans. They remind 

one of thieves who would steal in a burning house, with certain 

destruction staring them in the face; they are like these sailors who 

break into the spirit-room when a ship is sinking. They snatch the 

moment of the country’s peril to indulge their base passions—their 

hatred of order, their hostility to religion, and to all that good men 

respect. If anything were needed to show how near insanity is anti-

religious fanaticism, it would be afforded in the conduct and 

demeanor of these wretches.  

 

“Their acts at Marseilles afford a type of the demeanor of the whole 

party. But it would be a mistake to suppose that these scoundrels in 

any way represent France. They are the mere scum of cities. Their 

poisonous doctrines have not at all penetrated the rural districts of 

France, which comprise three-fourths of the population. They do not 

materially leaven even the Republican party in France, small as that 

really is. They are, in fact, so practically and politically insignificant, 

that, in order to make themselves prominent, they have to distinguish 

themselves by mere vice and criminality.  
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“Any wretch can secure the attention of men by an outrage. The 

aspiring youth who fired the Ephesian dome outlives in fame the 

pious fool who raised it. These challenge the wonder of the world by 

the astounding nature of their wickedness, which can revel in 

religious persecution and idiotic squabbling, at a time when the 

country needs all its energies for defence. But they are no more 

France than the convicts of Spike Island are Ireland. They are merely 

the blot on the fair face of the country, the stain upon its honor—the 

one base thing that the land has shown in the midst of her misfortunes. 

For their existence we can only pity rather than blame France, and it 

should not in any degree diminish our sympathy for the mass of that 

great nation.” 

 

I agree with the editor’s characterization of the spirit of this movement, 

though not with his evaluation of prominence of the Red Republicans.  If 

they were as insignificant as this editor suggests, he would have taken no 

notice of them.  As bro. Thomas points out, they are the spirit which 

infiltrated all of Europe, and of which we can today see has now driven 

Russia, Europe, and even today the Pope to socialism. 

 

*     *     *     *     * 

 

Next, we are asked if all socialism is the same, and if the socialism today 

is different from socialism in the 19th Century, or the days of bre. Thomas 

and Roberts.  The confusion here is mostly just about words.  In general 

discussions, (and especially in the 19th Century,) socialism is often used to 

denote collectivism, which would include fascism, socialism, and 

communism, essentially all the governments where the individual 

sacrifices his rights for the benefit of the state.  It is essentially Marxism 

in all its various forms.  If we are using socialism specifically to refer only 

to the type of economic system where the government owns the means of 

production, then no, not all socialism is the same.  But then this would not 

be the right question as regards Bible prophesy.   

 

The question should be is all collectivism (Fascism, Socialism, 

Communism) the product of the going forth of the three unclean spirits of 

the second event of the sixth vial, also known as the Second French 

Revolution of 1848?  To this I would answer, yes.  It is all the same.  The 

political execution of this spirit differs, according to the politics of the 

nations and the times.  It may be politically advantageous to leave the 

means of production in the hands of state appointed individuals for a while 

(fascism), rather than have the state assume immediate ownership of all 

the means of production (socialism).  But these are just transitory 

differences of the same unclean spirit of the sixth vial.   
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The blurring of these terms was even apparent in 1848.  In a speech to the 

French National Assembly following the revolution of February, noted 

author and political commentator of that day, Alexis de Tocqueville, stated 

the matter this way: 

“NOTHING CAN be gained by not discussing issues which call into 

question the very roots of our society and which, sooner or later, must 

be faced. At the bottom of the amendment which is under 

consideration, perhaps unknown to its author but for me as clear as 

day, is the question of socialism.  

 

“Yes, gentlemen, sooner or later, the question of socialism, which 

everyone seems to fear and which no one, up to now, has dared treat 

of, must be brought into the open, and this Assembly must decide it. 

We are duty-bound to clear up this issue, which lies heavy upon the 

breast of France. I confess that it is principally because of this that I 

mount the podium today, that the question of socialism might finally 

be settled. I must know, the National Assembly must know, all of 

France must know—is the February Revolution a socialist revolution 

or is it not?  

 

“It is not my intention to examine here the different systems which 

can all be categorized as socialist. I want only to attempt to uncover 

those characteristics which are common to all of them. Now, the first 

characteristic of all socialist ideologies is, I believe, an incessant, 

vigorous and extreme appeal to the material passions of man.  

 

“Thus, some have said: “Let us rehabilitate the body”; others, that 

“work, even of the hardest kind, must be not only useful, but 

agreeable”; still others, that “man must be paid, not according to his 

merit, but according to his need”; while, finally, they have told us 

here that the object of the February Revolution, of socialism, is to 

procure unlimited wealth for all. 

 

“A second trait, always present, is an attack, either direct or indirect, 

on the principle of private property. From the first socialist who said, 

fifty years ago, that “property is the origin of all the ills of the world,” 

to the socialist who spoke from this podium and who, less charitable 

than the first, passing from property to the property-holder, exclaimed 

that “property is theft,” all socialists, all, I insist, attack, either in a 

direct or indirect manner, private property. I do not pretend to hold 

that all who do so, assault it in the frank and brutal manner which one 

of our colleagues has adopted. But I say that all socialists, by more or 

less roundabout means, if they do not destroy the principle upon 

which it is based, transform it, diminish it, obstruct it, limit it, and 
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mold it into something completely foreign to what we know and have 

been familiar with since the beginning of time as private property.  

 

“Now, a third and final trait, one which, in my eyes, best describes 

socialists of all schools and shades, is a profound opposition to 

personal liberty and scorn for individual reason, a complete contempt 

for the individual. They unceasingly attempt to mutilate, to curtail, to 

obstruct personal freedom in any and all ways. They hold that the 

State must not only act as the director of society, but must further be 

master of each man, and not only master, but keeper and trainer. For 

fear of allowing him to err, the State must place itself forever by his 

side, above him, around him, better to guide him, to maintain him, in 

a word, to confine him. They call, in fact, for the forfeiture, to a 

greater or less degree, of human liberty, to the point where, were I to 

attempt to sum up what socialism is, I would say that it was simply a 

new system of serfdom.  

 

“I have not entered into a discussion of the details of these systems. I 

have indicated what socialism is by pointing out its universal 

characteristics. They suffice to allow an understanding of it. 

Everywhere you might find them, you will be sure to find socialism, 

and wherever socialism is, these characteristics are met.” 

 

The Bible takes no notice of man’s petty politics, or what de Tocqueville 

calls “the details of these systems.”  They vary with each new voice who 

has a new idea that “will work this time.”  And even though the unclean 

spirit of 1848 has been a colossal failure wherever tried, resulting in the 

murder of 100 Million souls in the 20th Century alone, the advocates of 

these principles still push forward, believing that if only the right people 

were in charge, collectivism of some sort, could work.  Who, for instance, 

could forget President Barack Obama, upon his election, proclaiming “We 

are the ones we have been waiting for,” in his promise to bring collective 

ideals to the US.  This is the attitude of all collectivists.  They simply 

believe that collectivism hasn’t really failed in the USSR, or in Poland, 

East Germany, Cuba, Venezuela, etc., etc., etc.   It just wasn’t executed 

properly, but they are the ones who know how to do it. 

 

If I were to speculate as to what makes the collective spirit unclean, I 

would say at its root, it is that it eventually destroys everyone’s motivation 

to work and produce.  Since the entrepreneurial class has its rewards taken 

from them, and given to the less industrious,  soon they stop their 

entrepreneurial efforts.   Likewise, the less industrious are provided for 

whether they work or not, so why work?  And as production decreases, 

nations run out of money.  As Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher once 
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famously said, the problem with socialism is that eventually you run out 

of other people’s money.   

 

Once that happens, nations will begin to rob and persecute minority classes 

(the Jews first) within their society to try and pay their bills, but eventually 

they must war against each other to find the funds necessary to carry on, 

hence the question the Ships of Tarshish asks of the King of the North, 

“Art thou come to take a spoil?”  Napoleon’s great wars were first and 

foremost, to rob the money from neighboring nations to satisfy and feed  

the French people who created the revolution in the first place. 

 

Or perhaps it is the great lie which makes it unclean.  The promise of the 

French Revolution in 1789 was liberty, fraternity, and equality.  These are 

all divine principles.  But under socialism, and the Second Revolution of 

1848, these principles were pretended to be upheld, when in truth these 

freedoms are all given up by the individual to the benefit of the state, and 

the ultimate enslavement of the individual.  The realization of this is what 

made Hegel a favorite of the German Crown.  They could see that 

socialism, when mature, is simply a return to the monarchical system using 

different names, or as de Tocqueville called it, a new form of serfdom.  

The rulers are called elites instead of the monarchy, and rule lawlessly 

over the serfs, renamed proletariat.  But it is the same system.  Power is 

removed from the individual, and granted to the state, whether led by 

Prime Minister or King. 

 

The difference between bro. Thomas’ exposition of the frogs, and the one 

I have been advocating for many years now, has not to do with the unclean 

spirit of French socialism.  We both agree that the unclean spirits like frogs 

is the socialist energy which came out of France.  We agree that the mouth 

of the Beast is Vienna, Austria.  The mouth of the False Prophet is the 

Pope in Rome.  He saw the mouth of the Dragon as the Sultan in Istanbul.  

I see it as Russia, whose final staging point before invading Israel will be 

Istanbul. 

 

But the principal difference in our expositions is in the words “out of the 

mouth of.”  Bro. Thomas felt this meant that the French as a nation, were 

doing something to the dragon, beast, and false prophet.  I interpret it to 

mean that the dragon, beast, and false prophet proclaim, embrace, and out 

of their own mouths, defend the principles of French Red Republicans. 

 

In bro. Thomas’s day, France had essentially collapsed and dominated 

Istanbul, which she did by 1856 due to France’s role in the Crimean war.  

Bro. Thomas thought that this event in 1856 was the fulfillment of the frog 

spirit out of the mouth of the dragon.  He thought the wars between France 

and Austria in Italy in the 1860s, culminating in 1866 and seriously hurting 
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the Hapsburg empire, were the second phase or the frog spirit out of the 

mouth of the Beast.  And he thought the collapse of Papal power due to 

Louis Napoleon III promising to evacuate French troops in two years (a 

promise made in September 1866) and leaving the destiny of the Pope to 

the revolutionary forces of the excommunicated Victor Emmanuel and 

Garibaldi  would be the frog spirit out of the mouth of the false prophet.  

He thought that these three events would lead to Armageddon, circa 1867 

– 1870. 

 

While all these things happened exactly as bro. Thomas projected, the 

energy of 1848, as I said, then called the People’s Spring, was about as 

successful as our more recent Arab Spring.  It had energy for a while, but 

eventually the monarchies regained their power.  And where they didn’t, 

the capitalists defeated the socialists.  But though the revolutions were put 

down, the spirit of socialism, that is, the spirit of the Red Republicans of 

France, had infested the whole globe and laid the foundation for what we 

have today.  So, I think it fair to say that it was not the Crimean War, the 

Italian struggle for independence, and the loss of papal power in 1867 that 

leads the world to Armageddon.  But the same spirit that led to all these 

events has now been embraced by those who once were defeated by it, and 

that spirit in the mouth of these combatants will lead the world to 

Armageddon. 

 

My exposition suggests the fulfillment of these prophesies is in the 

Russian Dragon, the European Union Beast, and the Pope all speaking the 

principles of the French Red Republicans, that is, all embracing socialism 

(collectivism if you must).  I suggest these bodies, united and angry, 

preaching the wonders of socialism out of their own mouths, bring the 

world to Armageddon. 

 

My order of events is the same as bro. Thomas’ and consistent with Rev. 

16:13.  He saw the dragon (Istanbul) first effected by the French, in 1856.  

I see the dragon (the Slavic dragon) first speaking the principles of the Red 

Republicans with the Bolshevik revolution of 1917.  Just as bro. Thomas 

saw the Beast secondly thrown out of Italy in 1866, so I see the Beast in 

the form of the European Union vote themselves socialists in 1992.  Bro. 

Thomas saw the final event to be the fall of the temporal power of the Pope 

in 1867, so I see Pope Francis’ embracing of socialism through Liberation 

Theology, the theology of socialism, in 2013.  So rather than seeing French 

socialism destroying these states (as was temporarily done to their 

Monarchies) I see the states themselves speaking out of their own mouths, 

the principles of the French Red Republicans of 1789 and 1848. 
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Hints for Bible Markers 
Psalm 13 

 

Although it has been written before, it is still profitable to bring back to 

mind that with the Psalms, and on this occasion with this Psalm, we are 

peering into the mind and emotions  of our Lord and Master. Through the 

Psalms we can learn much more of Christ’s feelings, thoughts, emotions, 

and sufferings, than can be gleaned from the New Testament. 

 

Psalms 13:1, 2 
 

“How long wilt thou forget me, O LORD? forever? how long wilt thou 

hide thy face from me?” 

 

“How long shall I take counsel in my soul, having sorrow in my heart 

daily? how long shall mine enemy be exalted over me?” 

 

How long is asked at minimum, four times in four separate but related 

questions. It speaks to us of  the intense desire, the acute longing for 

deliverance, along with his great anguish of heart. How long to the 

deliverance from persecution and death? How long must my life be filled 

with suffering, sorrow, and persecution caused by the lack of 

understanding and love of God by all those around you, to whom the 

wonders of God’s love are in full display around them.  

 

These questions were rhetorical in nature for truly the Son of God knew 

the answers. His love and trust were placed in his Heavenly Father for he 

understood “the needy shall not always be forgotten: the expectation of the 

poor shall not perish forever” (Psalms 9:18).  But the questions needed to 

be asked that we might be made aware of the true agony of suffering with 

sin in and around you, day in and day out.  

 

In the middle of the first verse the question ‘forever?’ is asked, which 

appears to be out of context in regard to the previous sentiments. However, 

Strong’s Concordance defines the word “netsach”  which is translated 

forever as: “a goal, that is, the bright object at a distance travelled 

towards;” Brown-Driver-Briggs’ Hebrew Definitions defines it as 

“eminence”, which Noah Webster's  Dictionary of American English 

defines as “Elevation, height, in a literal sense.” This idea of being a goal 

or an elevation fits perfectly with Jesus’ description of the change to spirit 

nature at ascension. Thereby, providing him and us with a comforting 

thought within the times of sadness and sorrow.  

bro. Beryl Snyder 




