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January 28, 2023 
 
The following is in response to the pamphlet titled “The Mark of the Beast” of which some of the 
information here relates to the last tract (“The Beast of the Revelation”). Using the phrase 
“planet Earth” I believe the writer, again, must have a familiarity with the book “The Late Great 
Planet Earth” by Hal Lindsey. It seems he must get his information from that and or similar 
publications and not from historical accounts or from an elemental exegesis of the Bible and 
must be relying on the gullibility of his readers to continue to be able to make such bizarre 
claims. 

The Mark of the Beast: Lesson 19 
 

1. “What did the prophet Daniel see happening on planet Earth at the end of time?” 
 

The author quotes Dan 12:1 as his reference to this claim. “At that time” though refers 

back to chapter 11 so in order to know the context we need to refer back to the previous 

chapter and how it relates to chapter 12 which has nothing to do with “the end of time”. 

That concerned the compact made between Antiochus the Great who gave his daughter 

Cleopatra in marriage to the Egyptian king Ptolemy VI Philometer, in order to bring 

peace between Egypt and Syria.  Historical accounts show Antiochus IV Epiphanes, 

Cleopatra’s brother, did not intend to comply with the terms of the treaty to surrender 

the territory but instead invaded Egypt by deceit. Antiochus was known as the most 

feared O.T. persecutor of the Jews, mainly since they abandoned their Lord, but once 

Israel returned to God he was no longer of use to Him. The successful revolt from Israel 

via the help of Judas Maccabeus finally ended with Antiochus being struck with a plague 

similar to that of Herod in Act 12:23. So you see this has nothing to do with “a final 

conflict” that would “engulf the earth, preparing the way for the enforcement of the mark 

of the beast”. That is reading into scripture without any evidence to back up such 

fantastical claims.  

 

2. “What is the consequence of receiving the mark of the beast?” 

How can the writer relate the jumping from Daniel to Revelation 13:16-17 in an attempt 
to link these two passages as though both relate to the beast here? In point #9 we will 
deal with who this “beast” represents but that should have been revealed in the 
beginning in order to support the rest of the author’s suppositions. The questions are 
posted backwards further confusing his audience (on purpose?).  Coinage of Rome so 
claimed Caesar as God (Dominus et Deus- Domitian is God) and the refusal to use 
coinage thus stamped, or to participate in the pagan guilds (which promoted temple 
prostitution and idol worship), either would have effectively limited or cut off a 
Christian’s participation in trade.  The mark here is figurative but does indicate 
ownership (3:12).  Everything from their associations to the very thoughts in their heads 
must have been in allegiance with, thus belong to, Rome. This has absolutely nothing to 
do with some future wartime rationing since those passages in the Revelation concerned 
the churches of Asia of the first century AD. Once again, why would the churches of Asia 
of the first century and the time shortly thereafter be so concerned about something that 
wasn’t to happen for twenty centuries into the future when John was inspired to warn 
them of what was so imminent and to “shortly come to pass” (Rev 1:1) within that 
generation? Christians who refused to comply were in danger of economic hardship, 
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Roman crucifixion or torture. To have a mark (figurative) of anything showed 
association, whether with Rome (and thus Satan, i.e., the dragon- 13:2) or with God 
(18:4).  It is as simple as that but it seems the author needs to make things sound 
difficult in order to woo his readers. 
 

3. “How many people will receive the mark of the beast?” 
 

Since Rome is no longer a world power, and the mark had to do with Caesar worship 
back then, how can the author make it out to be so critical as if it has yet to occur? 
Accusing the Bible of making such claims, the author is making himself out to be some 
sort of modern day prophet when the Bible makes no such assertions (Deu 18:22).  These 
things “were written for our learning” (Rom 15:4). The sealing showed the distinction 
between the righteous and those who were enemies of God, in this context beginning at 
Pentecost with Peter’s sermon, and “they that gladly received his word were baptized” 
and “continued in the apostles’ doctrine…” (Act 2:41-42) thus with Holy Spirit 
involvement (v. 38) through the inspired word (Eph 1:13; 4:30).   
 

4. “Where is the seal of God placed?” 
 

The question, according to what has been stated in point #3, should read “where was”. 
To state that this refers to being placed in “the frontal lobe of the brain” the author 
misses the point of this being in a figurative language. It has here to do with the 
conscience of those intent on pleasing God. Those “sealed” in Rev 7:3 were those of 
faithful pre New Testament Israel who received their “white robes” (Rev 6:9-11) along 
with those “which no man could number, of all nations…” (7:9) thus indicating a post 
Pentecost addition of Gentiles into the kingdom. “White robes” indicate a cleansing 
which began with the coming and establishment of Christ’s church/kingdom on the day 
of Pentecost.   
 

5. “What does God write on the foreheads of those who receive His mark?” 
 

According to Rev 14:1 and 22:4 the separation between those in allegiance to Rome and 
those in allegiance to Christ would have been marked by the mark of ownership that 
would have separated them. In these two passages God’s “name” showed evidence of 
ownership and submission to the Father whereas the mark of the beast (Caesar) 
revealed an allegiance to Satan.  
 

6. “Who does God call us to worship in earth’s final days?” 
 

Citing Rev 14:7 as an end of the world prophesy lacks credibility. Again, the Revelation 
was written to those of John’s generation and has nothing to do with modern day events 
thus taking out of context these passages in order to try and prove a false millennial 
doctrine. The first “beast” is not Satan and thus evidence of the writer’s ignorance on the 
subject. As comments on the next point will show, this is an attempt to link Rev 14:7 with 
Eze 20:20 in vain concerning keeping the Old Testament fourth commandment of the 
Sabbath as still being valid under the New. Rev 14:7 does NOT quote “directly from the 
fourth commandment (?), which calls people to remember the Sabbath day and keep it 
holy (Ex 20:11)”. Anyone reading these two passages without bias will see no correlation 
exists between them.  
 

7. “Which part of God’s law is a special sign of God’s authority?” 
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As several passages attest (Ex 31:16; Lev 25:2; Neh 13:18) the law of the Sabbath was 
given to Israel. Jesus, Who mediated the Law via angels (Gal 3:19), stated that He is 
“Lord also of the Sabbath” (Mk 2:28) and the apostle Paul by inspiration stated “let no 
man therefore judge you in meat , or in drink, or in respect of an holyday, or of the new 
moon, or of the Sabbath days” (Col 2:16- Emp. added). He was stating that whether a 
person kept the Sabbath or not was a matter of conscience rather than by force of Mosaic 
law, i.e. the fourth commandment, that had been nailed to the cross (Col 2:14) making it 
null and void once the law was written on hearts (2 Cor 3:3; Heb 8:10-13).  “For if it is 
the adherents of the Law who are to be heirs, faith is null and the promise is void” (Rom 
4:14). And you can’t separate the Ten Commandments from the Law of Moses which 
would be like separating the cross from the Gospel. Both are pieces of the same pie. 
 

8. “Why is the Sabbath called the seal of God?” 

The word “sanctify” in Eze 20:12 (Heb.6942) has to do with making or pronouncing 

someone or something clean and has no definition or gloss for “seal”. Someone or 

something that has been sanctified can be sealed but to equate “seal” and “sanctify” as 

having the same meaning is without merit. That said, there are no passages that link or 

call “the Sabbath… the seal of God”; thus again exposing the author’s bias and attempt to 

bind it as a command in the New Testament. Maybe he calls it “the seal of God” but 

nowhere in scripture (other than in Rev 9:4) can such a phrase be found as it supposedly 

applies to the Sabbath. And God does not need “permission to re-create the sinner in His 

image” by “the Sabbath being [His] special sign” (whatever that means). Would that 

mean that “the sign of circumcision (which was between God and Israel) as a seal of the 

righteousness that [Abraham] had by faith” (Rom 4:11) also be valid as a law even 

though Paul stated that “circumcision is that of the heart, in the spirit, and not in the 

letter (of the Law)” (Rom 2:29)?  

9. “Who is the beast who has his own mark of authority?” 

It is quite the stretch to label the beast “being referred to here is Vatican City”. The “sea 

beast” (13:1) of Revelation 13 represented the Caesars of the Roman Empire whereas the 

“earth beast” (13:11) represented the state religion of Rome that was subordinate to the 

Caesars’ whims and whose authority was delegated by the emperor.  

10. “What is the number of the beast?” 

There is no encrypted formula (as some would believe) to be used to determine who this 
“man” is.  Depending on the system, whether Latin, Greek, Hebrew or Aramaic (etc.), 
one could come to any number desired, through manipulation of the system.  The 
number “six” was known to the Jew, and thus the Christian, to be a number of 
imperfection (five being the number representing the human [five complete digits per 
hand and foot], seven being a number of completion [earth created and God rested in 
seven days], and thus six as a number pertaining to neither which doesn’t add up).  
Therefore 666 would represent the ultimate number of imperfection thus denoting an 
imperfect person who is without God.  In this context, anyone who was owned by Rome 
(Caesar and thus Satan) was without God. (Mat 6:24 No man can serve two masters: 
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for either he will hate the one, and love the other; or else he will hold to the one, and 
despise the other. Ye cannot serve God and mammon. )   

Just as 12 is a number of perfection, the numbers 144 (12x12) and 144,000 (12x12x1000) 
become the ultimate numbers of perfection (7:4-8; 14:3).   

 
“The two-horned land beast (Revelation 13:11-18), who enforced worship of the sea 
beast, referred to the official governmental organization known as the Roman Concilia 
that was responsible for supporting and regulating all details relative to emperor 
worship (Summers, pp. 178-179; Swete, pp. 168ff.). This evil legal entity was authorized 
to instigate economic sanctions against those who refused to appropriate the “mark” of 
the beast, “mark” being a symbol for proof of their submission to Caesar worship (vs. 
17).”                                          Copyright © 2003 Apologetics Press, Inc.  All rights reserved.   
 
Maybe if the author of these pamphlets referred to the Bible and known history, instead 
of his other “It Is Written Study Guides”, he might find actual facts backed by biblical 
and historical truth instead of from his own ‘circular reasoning’.  
 

11. “Where is the mark of the beast placed?” 

Stating “the mark of the beast is a symbol of allegiance to the false religion of the last 

days” negates the validity of the question here. It did serve as representing a person’s 

allegiance to the Roman Empire, as the nations had state installed puppet kings (Herods 

in Palestine) and were in adherence to Rome’s cult religion, but has no reference to any 

future event dreamed up by some modern day self-proclaimed decipherer of biblical 

secrets.   

12. “What is the mark of the authority of the beast of Revelation 13?” 

Claiming that “the change of the Sabbath is a mark of Rome’s authority, because the 

Vatican instituted Sunday worship without any biblical authority” is giving the Catholic 

Church credit for something that was instituted first by apostolic inspiration. The 

Sabbath and “first day of the week” are not equal in that even though both have 

command, example or necessary inference to back any claim of their relevance, both 

being instituted via inspiration, the one (Sabbath) pertained to the Old Covenant which 

was replaced by the other under the New. The Sabbath was between God and the Jews 

(O.T.) while Sunday worship (no command for it to be a day of rest under the N.T. no 

matter what the “pope decreed”) is between God and Christians consisting of Jew and 

Gentile alike. Where is the command to Christians in the N.T. to rest on the Sabbath? 

You won’t find it without manipulating scripture to do so. It was “upon the first day of 

the week, when the disciples came together to break bread” (communion) wherein “Paul 

preached unto them” (Act 20:7) and when collecting for the saints in Jerusalem  it was 

“upon the first day of the week” that he told the Corinthian brethren to “let every one of 

you lay by him in store, as God hath prospered him, that there be no gatherings when I 

come” (1 Cor 16:2), all three of these representing acts of worship. So no, the Vatican 

didn’t change anything that wasn’t already in practice long before the heretic Roman 

Catholic Church even came into existence. All it did was make an attempt to resolve 
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disputes between Jews and Christians along with pagans in order to merge them and 

gain a larger following of gullible adherents 9similar to what Mohammad did).    

13. “What does the papacy believe it has the power to do?” 

Daniel 7:25 concerns the rise of Emperor Domitian (AD 81- the “little horn”- Dan 7:8; 

8:9) and not “the papacy”. The author seems to give the Vatican more credit than they 

deserve by allotting to them the ability “to change God’s times and laws by changing 

Sabbath observance from the seventh to the first day of the week, and by altering the 

second and the 10th of the Ten Commandments”. Concerning Dan 7:25 and the phrase 

“times and laws”; “times” concerned the consecration of religious holy days or sacred 

rituals/practices that were decreed by the gods or by the God; and “laws” pertained to 

religion, replacing established practices with a system of emperor worship.  

14. “Who has the mark of the beast today?” 

It is not “when this mark is enforced by law” since the mark in question has been extinct 

since the Roman Empire ended its rule over the then known world. The writer seems to 

think and thus proclaim without merit that this mark has yet to be “enforced” and that 

“nobody will have the mark of the beast” until forced on the populace by the Vatican. 

Again, he gives no credible scriptural or historical evidence to substantiate his futuristic 

claim where such does exist to refute it. 

15. “What are the characteristics of those who avoid the mark of the beast?” 

Again, since this mark has been extinct as long as the Roman Empire has, how would 

anyone recognize something that doesn’t currently exist? Of course one is recognized by 

his character as either being righteous or wicked but these are not evidence of this mark 

as being presently in existence.  

16. “What relationship does Jesus have with those who receive the seal of God?” 

The seal of God can be found in such passages as Act 2:38-39 where obedience to the 

righteous ordinance of baptism, along with continuing “steadfastly in the apostles’ 

doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and in prayers”, will put the adherents 

into a covenant relationship with Christ.    

Eph 1:13 In Whom ye also trusted, after that ye heard the word of truth, the Gospel of 
your salvation: in Whom also after that ye believed, ye were sealed with that Holy Spirit 
of promise, 14 Which is the earnest of our inheritance until the redemption of the 
purchased possession, unto the praise of His glory. (Emp. added)  

 

I hope my comments about the author of these pamphlets don’t offend. It gets so 

frustrating to see such professional quality of workmanship in printing being wasted on 

such unprofessional, unsubstantiated and unstudied (obviously) materials.  

 

In Him, 
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Charli 

 


