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January 28, 2023 
 
Just a little information on the “antichrist” before going any further would be in order. 
According to Thayer, John was the only N.T. writer to employ the term. Using it five times (once 
in the plural), “he employs it of the corrupt power and influence hostile to Christian interests, 
especially that which is at work in false teachers who have come from the bosom of the church 
and are engaged in disseminating error”… and “is now fulfilled in the many false teachers, most 
worthy to be called antichrists”.  

Paul uses a similar term for a specific personage in 2 Thes 2:3-10 and John again alludes to this 
type of activity in Rev 13 and 17. The Greek word (Strong’s #500) terms the singular as “an 
opponent of the Messiah” but the plural of the same means there exists many opponents of 
Christ (1 Jn 2:18). There are many who support a millennialist doctrine that teaches of a specific 
person who is yet to appear on the scene but the scriptures make no such contextual assertion. 
Paul stated that “the mystery of lawlessness is already at work” (2 Thes 2:7) concerning the 
“lawless one” (v. 8) which was present at the time of his writing.     

The Mystery Beast of Revelation: Lesson 18 

1. What does the Bible say about the antichrist? 
 

The statement “the antichrist of the last days will not be an open opposer of Christ, but 
will actually seek to take the place of Christ” needs to be dealt with here. The “beast of 
Revelation 13” had to do with Caesar worship and the consequences Christians faced if 
caught in the act of defiance. It has nothing to do with a ‘future’ antichrist. The time 
frame of the Revelation needs to be respected in order to correctly interpret its mystery. 
Much of the Revelation to the churches of Asia concerned preparedness for the then 
coming persecution. It concerned the fall of Jerusalem (chapters 5-12 where chapter 12 
began the transition into revealing the true threat to the churches) in the form of what 
John had “seen” (1:19).  Chapters 13 thru 20:7 then pertain to the churches of Asia 
according to what John was told would “take place after this” (1:19). The context of the 
persecution found in the Revelation, according to Jesus’ own words concerning “things 
which must shortly come to pass” (1:1) have already transpired. Why on earth would 
John be told to warn the Asian churches of something that wasn’t to happen until two 
thousand years into the future? 

 
We have already dealt with the idea of Satan being “Lucifer” in a past pamphlet but it 
needs to be covered again since it’s obvious the writer has his heart set that Lucifer is 
another name for Satan. The Revelation lists the different designations for this person as 
“the great dragon”, a.k.a., “that old serpent, called the Devil, and Satan” (12:9; 20:2). If 
his name was Lucifer wouldn’t you think it would have been added to that list with his 
other names? Once again, the reference to Lucifer in Isaiah 14 contextually concerned 
“the king of Babylon” (v. 4) and in no way refers to Satan in that chapter. It is the only 
place in the Bible that Lucifer is used which means, in this case as a jest, “the morning 
star”. It does not concern Satan’s fall from Heaven but how this monarch, the king of 
Babylon, was such a narcissist that his pride lead to his fall. So to state that “it was 
Lucifer who first wanted to take the place of Christ” (how Isaiah 14 can be a reference 
to this one can only guess, which I believe the writer did), and it is he who continually 
opposes and misrepresents Him” is quite the stretch and would take a lot of scriptural 
gymnastics to come to such a conclusion.        
 

2. How does the Bible describe the power that will bring spiritual danger to the world? 
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As stated above, Paul wrote that “the man of lawlessness” in 2 Thes 2:3 was already “at 
work” (v. 7) and did not state “that before Jesus returns to this planet, the church would 
experience a major spiritual ‘falling away’, revealing the ‘man of lawlessness’”.  
According to Dave Miller, Ph.D., this person “would have referred to the personification 
of Roman imperialism, and would have been equated with ‘the abomination of 
desolation’ that Jesus, quoting Daniel 9, alluded to in Matthew 24:15 and Luke 21:20. 
Verse 4 would refer to the Roman general who introduced his idolatrous insignia into the 
Holy of Holies in A.D. 70”. (Apologetics Press © 2003) 

 
So let’s look at the context of 2 Thes in the timeframe of Paul’s writing (approx. AD 53) 
which was pre-70 AD, before destruction of Jerusalem. Verse 3 states that a “rebellion 
comes first” before this person (as noted above to be Roman imperialism personified) 
was to be “revealed”. This rebellion originated in Jerusalem from “unemployment, 
unrest, hatred of the rich, hatred of Christians, strikes by Temple workers” and a “deep 
social rift between the rich and the poor”. “The actual beginning of the fight for the city 
began when Florus, a Roman procurator, decided to take a part of the Temple treasury.” 
(Ray Murray, Jr.- The Destruction of Jerusalem)  
 
Verse 4 speaks of the emperor worship the Caesars demanded (Rev 13) which neither the 
Jews nor the Christians would accept. Paul then, in 2 Thes 5:2, reminds them how he 
warned them of these things before when he was with them. The restraint of verse 6 has 
to do with how the Romans perceived Christianity as being just another sect of the 
Jewish religion and thus not illegal according to Roman law which demanded that all 
religions register with Rome for legal status in order to exist. This prevented Christianity 
from being perceived “illegal” as a separate religion from Judaism and was thus able to 
spread throughout the Roman Empire without hindrance (except in vain from the Jews 
at first and later from the Romans).   
 
And now verse 8: Once Jerusalem and the Mosaic sacrificial system were eliminated; 
Christianity came to be seen as a religion which was illegal since it was now considered 
separate and apart from Judaism.  The “revealed”, vicious persecutor of the faith was 
Roman imperialism with its state religion of Caesar worship. The Gospel exposed its 
“activity of Satan” and its “power and false signs and wonders” and “wicked deception for 
those who are perishing because they refused to love the truth and so be saved” (vs. 9-
10). This all correlates with Revelation 13:4-8, 12-17 concerning Rome’s power which was 
given her by Satan (“the dragon”- v. 4) and where those who received the “mark” (of 
ownership) are the ones “whose names are  not written in the book of life of the lamb” 
(v. 8). This all correlates with 2 Thes 2:11-12.    
 

3. From where did the Bible writers warn apostasy would arise in planet Earth’s final days? 
 

The phrase “when the Bible says the last-day antichrist will sit ‘in the temple of God’, it 
is stating that this entity will rise up in the Christian church” is incorrect. We have seen 
that there will be no one person who is to rise up in such a position since there are (and 
have been) “many antichrists” according to what John wrote by inspiration (1 Jn 2:18). 
And no matter how many times “the New Testament refers to God’s people or God’s 
church as a ‘temple’” (1 Cor 3:16, 17; 6:19; 2 Cor 6:16; Eph 2:20-22) the context of 2 
Thes 2:4 has to do with the Roman Empire and its imposition of state religion (Caesar 
worship) on the realm above all others (including the true one). This again is Rev 13:6 
referring to God’s “dwelling”. The passage listed in the pamphlet from Acts 20:29-30 has 
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nothing to do with “planet Earth’s final days” on this subject. Paul was addressing the 
elders at Ephesus and how false teachers would arise from their midst pulling followers 
of such away from the truth after them. The writer is grasping at straws for scripture to 
make an attempt to try and prove his spurious millennial doctrines but cannot even 
comprehend the basic understanding and context of the passages he quotes. He seems to 
be attempting to put a round peg into a square hole and without proof to back such 
claims. Any references given are easily disputed.  

 
4. What did Daniel see emerging from a windswept sea? 

It is true that Daniel chapters 2 and 7 are speaking of the same events and kingdoms. In 

Dan 7:2-3 the “winds of heaven” represent the workings of God and the “four great 

beasts” represent the same kingdoms of Nebuchadnezzar’s dream in chapter 2.  

5. What were the four nations Daniel saw? 

True the nations that the beasts represent are the Babylonian (lion with eagle’s wings), 

the Medo-Persian (bear), Greek (leopard with 4 wings and 4 heads) and the Roman 

(beast with iron teeth and ten horns).   

6. What would take the place of the fourth kingdom? 

Where the writer got the idea that “the 10 horns represent the 10 powers that rose from 

the divided Roman Empire” and “Today, these nations are in what we recognize as 

Western Europe” one again can only guess. The ten horns represent ten Caesars: 

Augustus (27 BC-14 AD), Tiberius (14-37 AD), Caligula (37-41 AD), Claudius (41-54 AD), 

Nero (54-68 AD), Galba, Otho, Vitellius (68-69 AD), Vespasian (69-79 AD) and Titus 

(79-81 AD). These are the same as the “seven kings” of Rev 17:9-11 where Galba, Otho 

and Vitellius aren’t counted (“he [Domitian] shall subdue three kings”- Dan 7:24) 

because of their short but total reign of about five months between 68 and 69 AD. The 

everlasting kingdom (Dan 2:45), the church, was the “stone… cut out of the mountain 

(Rev 21:10) without hands” which broke in pieces and replaced the four kingdoms before 

it (Babylonian, Medo-Persian, Greek and Roman).  

7. What did Daniel see coming up out of the 10 horns? 

Concerning the “little horn” of Dan 7:8, the writer’s supposition doesn’t match the 

historical context of this prophesy. Titus and Domitian were sons of Vespasian. Titus (the 

tenth horn) died of a fatal fever (81 AD) and was replaced by his brother (the “little 

horn”) who ended the Flavian Dynasty. The “three of the first horns plucked up by the 

roots” were Galba, Otho and Vitellius. Vespasian’s army murdered Vitellius in 69 AD 

thus the rooting up of the three horns before Domitian which ultimately gave him 

control of the Roman Empire. Horn, in scripture, has to do with power or authority.  

8. What are the characteristics that clearly identify the little horn?  

That is something the writer does not “clearly” explain in the true meaning of the 

context. To go off script (scripture) stating “it rises from Western Europe, from ‘among’ 
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the rest of the horns” I believe he needs to go back and restudy his history. And what are 

“the ten tribes of Europe” he refers to since in reality the ten horns represent ten 

Caesars? He also manipulates numbers to come up with dates to fit his uninspired 

prophesies. The “time, times and half a time” equals three and one half (an incomplete 

broken seven) thus representing a short or incomplete period, simple as that (seven 

being a number of completion). He seems to try and awe people through confusion into 

making them marvel at his ‘intelligence’.  

9. Who is the little horn power of Daniel 7? 

Once again taking Daniel’s prophesies, which had come to pass in John’s visions in the 

Revelation, and making them fit thousands of years into the future has to be the ultimate 

of sacrilege. When Daniel prophesied via inspiration what was future to him and John 

later revealed by inspiration the fulfillment, of which was occurring in his lifetime, how 

can uninspired men today “twist to their own destruction” (2 Pet 3:16) these things and 

with such arrogance?  Is it safe to just rely on “Protestant Reformers” who “identified the 

Roman papacy as the ‘little horn’ power” of Daniel 7:8? The writer then gave 10 points 

to “prove” his theory.  First he doesn’t list the “ten nations” he claims the ten horns 

represent, without which his proof lacks whatever credibility he ‘might’ have had. Most 

of the points concerning the Vatican are obvious such as in point 2 “the Vatican is a 

‘small’ nation” but that, even along with the others, doesn’t automatically mean it 

correlates with the “little horn” of Dan 7:8. And to pluck dates out of history in order to 

fit his “1,260 years” theory in point 9 does not fit the “deadly wound” explanation for 

Rev 13:3. Nero committed suicide on June 9, 68 AD thus ending his persecution of the 

saints and his war against the Jews but his rule resurrected (“his deadly wound was 

healed”) with Vespasian who became Caesar. Do you see how it is so much easier using 

historical events to explain these passages than to just pull post Roman Empire events 

out of thin air to prove an assumption (at best)? 

Line item #10 states; “The Vatican attempted to change God’s law by substituting 

Sunday for the Bible Sabbath, removing the second commandment from its official 

teachings, and dividing the 10th commandment into two separate commandments”. 

Sunday was not even a term used in the first century (nor was the term “Bible Sabbath”). 

But “the first day of the week” has been scriptural for when the church meets since her 

inception (Act 20:7; 1 Cor 16:2). The idea of a “Bible Sabbath” has been promoted since 

Ellen White revealed in her fabled trip to Heaven where she supposedly saw the ark 

opened by Jesus Himself with “the tables of stone folded together like a book” stating 

“Jesus opened them and I saw the ten commandments written on them with the finger 

of God-the holy Sabbath looked glorious-a halo of glory was all around it. I saw that 

the Sabbath was not nailed to the cross”. (Early Writings of Mrs. White, page 26) 

Question (facetiously): Did she meet Mohammad there on his winged steed Barak?  

Scripture will help us show who is false concerning the above statement (either one or 

both are since both can’t be correct). First we need to see that the Ten Commandments 

are part of what was nailed to the cross (Col 2:14) since they represent the Law God gave 

to Moses.  2 Cor 3:6-8 concludes beyond argument that the Law included the Ten 
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Commandments “written and engraven in stones” which Moses brought down from Mt. 

Sinai having to “put a veil over his face, that the children of Israel could not steadfastly 

look to the end of that which is abolished” (v. 13- Emp. added). And it would be 

absurd to believe the stones are the same ones set up by Joshua in Deu 27:2-3 since the 

context doesn’t allow it. Paul stated in 2 Cor 3:3, “Forasmuch as ye are manifestly 

declared to be the epistle of Christ ministered by us, written not with ink, but with the 

Spirit of the living God; not in tables of stone, but in fleshy tables of the heart.” (Emp. 

added)  Compare also 1 Kings 8:9, 21 with Heb 8:7-10. If the “covenant” in the ark was 

represented by the stone tablets (1 Kings 8) and God substituted it for the “new 

covenant” (Heb 8) then what was nailed to the cross was the covenant that represented 

both the Law of Moses and the Ten Commandments (which were part of that Law).  

10. How influential will the little horn’s role be in planet Earth’s final days? 
 

Wow! The writer must believe Hal Lindsey’s book “The Late Great Planet Earth” is 
inspired since it seems he got more of his research from it than he did from an actual 
Bible! Once again, why would Jesus tell John to warn the churches of Asia back then 
about something that wasn’t to happen during their lifetime or for hundreds of years 
thereafter, especially once it’s understood that John revealed Daniel’s prophesy of what 
was to happen during John’s lifetime? Again, the “little horn” represented Domitian who 
lived almost two centuries ago so it has nothing to do with “planet Earth’s final days”.  

 
11. How can something be wrong when it looks so good? 
 

True, “There is a way that seems right to a man, but its end is the way of death” (Pro 
14:12). All these pamphlets may “seem” right… It is true that the Roman Catholic Church 
has perverted scripture but they aren’t the only ones. Moses, in Ex 31:13-17, said the 
Sabbath was a covenant between God and Israel in that dispensation. Nowhere in 
scripture is it said to be a covenant between God and Christians in this last dispensation.  
But in order for the writer to convince us that we are still to observe the Sabbath he has 
to separate the Ten Commandments from the Law of Moses. But they are inseparable. 
Heb 8:6-9. The writer’s “gospel” being promoted here “is riddled with inconsistencies 
and inaccuracies” (Gal 1:6-9).  

 
12. Where should our faith be directed in preparation for the return of Jesus?  
 

Though the pamphlet quotes Act 16:31 as the answer, in light of what has been taught, 
here another passage comes to mind. Even though Jesus was responding to Satan’s 
temptation to turn stones into bread His answer fits the discussion here; “every word 
that comes from the mouth of God” (Mat 4:4) and not from the mouth of uninspired 
man. This is why I am not opposed to anyone checking up on my answers since if I’m 
wrong I want to know about it because I don’t want to approach the judgment only to 
hear that I was teaching false doctrines that sent others to Hell.  
 

13. How can a person hope to be faithful to God in a time when “all the world” follows this 
entity?  

 
I don’t believe “all the world” is following “this entity” whatever that means. If it is 
referring to the Vatican as this pamphlet is espousing (and not that I support the Roman 
Catholic Church), then it is a false statement that doesn’t deserve an answer since any 
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answer would be just as false. We’ve already dealt with the “lawless one” as having been 
Roman imperialism. Staying faithful to God has to do with growing in grace “and in the 
knowledge of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ” (2 Pet 3:18).  
 

I hope you study these answers “to see if these things were so” (Act 17:11). As implied above, I 
am only a Bible student and not an inspired expert by any stretch, but I have learned a few 
things in studying this pamphlet as I hope you will also.  

 

 Sincerely, 

In Him, 

Charli 

 


