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Some of Luke chapter 8 has been recorded 
by Matthew and Mark, but there are some things 
that this is the first or only time we find them in 
scripture.  (Read Luke 8:1-3)  Matthew and Mark 
tell us of these women, but at the time of Jesus’ 
crucifixion.  Luke tells us that they were minister-
ing to Jesus during His ministry and apparently 
financially supporting Him as well.  Not much is 
known of Suzanna, but we are told here that Joan-
na was the wife of Chuza, King Herod’s steward.  
Steward was probably the highest and most trust-
ed position in King Herod’s household. Chuza 
was married to a daughter of Theophilus, to 
whom Luke was writing this letter.  It would be 
plausible that Herod had given Chuza the job of 
finding out all he could about Jesus and that Joan-
na had learned of Jesus through spies that Chuza 
had sent to learn what Jesus was doing.  At any 
rate, Herod had heard of what Jesus was doing 
and at Jesus’ trial, Pilate sent Him to Herod as we 
are told in Luke 23:6-8: 

“When Pilate heard of Galilee, he asked 
whether the man were a Galilaean.  And as 
soon as he knew that he belonged unto Herod’s 
jurisdiction, he sent him to Herod, who himself 
also was at Jerusalem at that time.  And when 
Herod saw Jesus, he was exceeding glad for he 
was desirous to see him of a long season, be-
cause he had heard many things of him; and he 
hoped to have seen some miracle done by him.” 

Herod had probably heard these things 
from Chuza and it could have been that the finan-
cial support that Joanna was supplying was actu-

ally from Chuza. 
This is the first time that Mary Magdalene 

appears by name in the book of Luke, but as we 
mentioned in our last lesson, she could have been 
the woman that washed Jesus’ feet with her tears 
and dried them with her hair in the house of Si-
mon, the Pharisee.  The Bible does not tell us 
much about Mary Magdalene, but she plays a 
very prominent part in early church history.  Ra-
banus Maurus, the Archbishop of Mayence, who 
lived from 776-858, compiled a treatise known by 
the title, Life of St. Mary Magdalene.  This manu-
script is reportedly in the Magdalen College Li-
brary at Oxford University.  At the close of this 
compilation, the writer transcribes Origen’s homi-
ly (teaching) on Mary Magdalene.  J.W. Taylor, in 
writing his book, The Coming of the Saints was 
given access to this manuscript and quotes exten-
sively from it in his book.  I find what he has to 
say about Mary Magdalene quite interesting and 
would like to quote a few excerpts from his book.  
I need first to mention that Mary was a sister to 
Martha and Lazarus. 

““In the territory of Jerusalem, on the Mount of 
Olives, at fifteen stadia to the east of the Holy 
City, is situated the little town of Bethany, the 
country of Mary Magdalene, of Lazarus and of 
Martha. Here was born the blessed Martha, the 
venerable hostess of our Lord. 
 “Her mother, whose name was Eucharia, was 
descended from the royal family of the House of 
Israel. Her father, Theophilus, was a Syrian 
prince and governor of the maritime country. 
“St. Martha had a sister of great beauty named 
Mary and a young brother called Lazarus. All 
these were noted for their fine character and in-
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telligence, and for their knowledge of the lan-
guage of the Hebrews, in which they had been 
well instructed.” (p. 83) 
 Taylor continues, 
“In the 2nd chapter we are further told that they 
possessed a rich patrimony of lands, of money, 
and of slaves, that a great part of the city of Jeru-
salem (beside the village of Bethany) belonged to 
them, and that they also had lands at Magdala 
(on the left side of the Lake of Galilee), and at an-
other Bethany (or Bethabara), the scene of the 
preaching of St. John the Baptist. 
“The Three lived together, and Martha as the eld-
est of the family had the administration of their 
property. As the younger sister grew up she 
moved from Bethany and took up her residence at 
Magdala, either on her own property there, or as 
the wife or mistress of one of the rich inhabitants 
who dwelt on the borders of the lake. 
“There, for a time, she lived a life of sin, in con-
scious disobedience to the command of God and 
to the wishes of her family until aroused by the 
preaching of our Lord and pardoned by Him in 
the house of Simon the Pharisee. 
“The latter is said to have been related to St. 
Martha ‘by the ties of blood and of friendship.’ (If 
this means that Martha, who is described as being 
much older than the other children, was only half-
sister to them and specially related to Simon, it is 
interesting to note that Mary, in coming to his 
house to see the Saviour, was also, at the same 
time, in a certain sense returning home.) “In the 
tenth chapter we are told that it was at Magdala, 
at the estate of Mary Magdalene, where Martha 
and Mary Magdalene entertained our Lord and 
His disciples as recorded by St. Luke 
(10:38).” (pp. 83, 84) 
“The 34th chapter contains the narrative of the 
day of Pentecost and the descent of the Holy 
Ghost. It also tells of the life of the early Church, 
and of the honour and esteem in which St. Mary 
Magdalene and the holy women, with whom she 
had been so much associated, were held by the 
Apostles. In doing this, reference is made to the 
dispute recorded in Acts 6:1, as arising from 
some jealousy of the preference accorded to these 
by the holy Apostles. It was for this reason (in the 
first place) that the seven deacons were appoint-
ed—Stephen and Philip, Parmenas and Timon, 
Prochorus, Nicanor and Nicholas. 
“This and the succeeding chapter narrate how 

Lazarus, Martha and Mary sold their properties 
in Jerusalem, Magdala and the Bethanies, the 
house at Bethany near Jerusalem alone being pre-
served, and brought the amount to St. Peter as 
chief of the Apostles.” (p. 87). [Note Acts 4:34, 
35] 
 (Read Luke 8:4-8)  To understand this par-
able, we have to understand that it is talking about 
the kingdom of God, not the church.  At this 
point, the disciples did not understand, so they 
asked Jesus what the parable meant.  (Read Luke 
8:9-15)  The product of the grain that is being 
sowed is understanding.  I believe that our church 
world has become so “salvation” oriented that on-
ly a few have an understanding of the kingdom.  
So when the gospel of the kingdom is preached, 
many do not understand.  For example, virtually 
every denomination have some condition that they 
put on salvation, whether it be baptism, public 
confession, church attendance, and even some, 
monetary contribution.  As a result, one denomi-
nation will accuse another of teaching that one has 
to work for their salvation while holding them-
selves aloof as the one pure path to salvation.  
Seldom, if ever, have I heard that “justification”, 
the first step of complete salvation, is totally free, 
no conditions, it just has to be accepted.  And then 
these other things are part of sanctification, earn-
ing a position in the kingdom.  To me understand-
ing this clears up the whole argument about con-
ditions for salvation.  I certainly believe that we 
should be baptized, should confess our faith pub-
licly, should regularly meet with like minded peo-
ple to learn more of God and His plan and should 
contribute to the ministry and to the poor and 
needy around us.  But these things and more are 
things we should do because we love God and 
want to please Him in our lives.   
 But as I said, this is not well understood 
and as a result, people upon hearing the Word of 
God become confused and their earthly self re-
jects the Word to eliminate the confusion.  The 
word “devil” is from the Greek “diabolos” which 
means accuser, or calumniator.  I believe we can 
see how that can come from man’s own inner self.  

How many times have you seen young 
Christians in particular overjoyed and excited 
about being a Christian?  I have seen it many 
times, but it doesn’t take too long for them to be-
come disenchanted and drop out of Christian cir-
cles.  It is my belief that because they are only 

http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Acts%206.1
http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Acts%204.34
http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Acts%204.35
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given the milk of the word by those who should 
be teaching and encouraging them, they lose inter-
est.  Serious Bible study is what is needed, but 
few ever receive it. 

Probably the most common problem is 
exemplified by Jesus’ parable of the seed falling 
among thorns.  It is very difficult to give up one’s 
worldly pleasures in order to study God’s Word 
seriously.  If we don’t participate we feel that we 
are being shunned by society.  Plus we enjoy 
those worldly pleasures.  It’s like a man I once 
knew that smoked.  He knew that he should give 
up smoking for health reasons, but he enjoyed 
smoking.  This made it near impossible for him to 
quit.  The same goes for our worldly pleasures.  
To put God first over these pleasures is extremely 
difficult, particularly by people who have depend-
ed on someone or something else besides them-
selves for their entertainment. 

The good news is the seed that lands on 
good ground.  These are the people who take hold 
of the Word, study it, discuss it, share it, and live 
by it.  These are the people who will have part in 
the first resurrection and will rule and reign with 
Christ in His kingdom here on the earth. 

(Read Luke 8:16-18)  These verses are 
often read as if separate from the parable of the 
sower.   This is a mistake, it is a continuation of 
the parable.  If a person is the good ground in 
which the word of the kingdom is sown, Jesus is 
saying to let your light shine, i.e. the understand-
ing that has been given to you should show in the 
way that you live your life.  If we contrast this 
with verse 10, “Unto you is given to know the 
mysteries of the kingdom of God: but to others 
in parables, that seeing they might not see, and 
hearing they might not understand” it at first 
might seem a little confusing.  Jesus is quoting 
from Isa. 6:9-10, 9“And he said Go, and tell this 
people, Hear ye indeed, but understand not: 
and see ye indeed but perceive not.  10Make the 
heart of this people fat, and make their ears 
heavy and shut their eyes; lest they see with 
their eyes, and hear with their ears, and under-
stand with their heart, and convert, and be 
healed.”  In verse 9 God is accusing the people of 
hearing, but not understanding and seeing but not 
perceiving.  In verse 10 He is telling Isaiah to 
cause the people of hear and see, but understand 
not.  In verse 11, Isaiah asks how long this would 
be.  God’s answer is until the land lay waste and 

uninhabited.  There is a law in Exodus 21:26 that 
says, “If a man smite the eye of his servant, or 
the eye of his maid, that it perish; he shall let 
him go free for his eye’s sake.”   In keeping with 
this law, if God caused blindness in Israel, He is 
then obligated to let Israel to go free.  If we look 
at the whole picture, this is what God is doing.  
The good ground, or those that hear and under-
stand, are being set free and Jesus is saying to let 
your light of freedom shine forth. 

Notice in verse 18 that Jesus says, “Take 
heed therefore how ye hear.”  He is not saying 
what you hear, but how you hear.  In all of the 
examples that he gave, the wayside, the rock, 
among thorns, and the good ground, all heard the 

same thing, so it wasn’t what they heard, but how 
they heard it, maybe it would be better understood 
is we said “what they did with what they heard.”  
Then the rest of the verse, “ for whosever hath, 
to him shall be given; and whosoever hath not, 
from him shall be taken even that which he 
seemeth to have.”  The NASB translation renders 
this portion of the verse, “for whoever has, to 
him shall more be given; and whoever does not 
have, even what he thinks he has shall be taken 
away from him.”  This sounds like the seed that 
fell on the rock.  It came up but soon withered 
away.  But I think this is talking about God’s 
kingdom here on the earth.  To those who have 
learned to take responsibility, more will be given 
in the kingdom, but those who did not know how 
to hear, what they think they have in the kingdom 
will be taken away, i.e. they will not share in the 
life in the kingdom with Christ until the second 
resurrection.   

(Read Luke 8:19-21)  We have all heard 
the saying that “blood is thicker than water” 
meaning that relatives are closer to you than 
friends.  I’m sure that most of you have found this 
is not true.  The people with whom you are com-
fortable sharing God’s Word with are usually 
closer to you than family.  I don’t think these 
verses mean that Jesus was disrespectful of His 
family, but I think we would have to agree that 
His disciples were closer to Him.  Two of His 
brothers, James and Jude were not believers until 
His crucifixion.  John 7:5 tells us, “For neither 
did his brethren believe in him.”  James went 
on to become Bishop of Jerusalem after Peter left 
Jerusalem and both James and Jude have books 
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they wrote in our New Testament, but all of this 
happened after Christ’s crucifixion. 

(Read Luke 8:22-25) This would have 
been quite an experience for the disciples that 
were with Jesus.  I’m sure they were bailing water 
out as fast as they could, but the boat was still fill-
ing up.  It had to be a very frightening experience 
for them.  But then picture yourself in their place 
when Jesus rebuked the wind and the waves and 
there was calm. 

(Read Luke 8: 26-40)  This story in Mat-
thew has two men possessed by demons instead of 
just one as Luke tells the story.  Different com-
mentators vary considerably in trying to explain 
the difference.  So far as the purpose of the story 
is concerned, I am not going to worry about the 
difference.  The point of the story is that Jesus 
cast the demons out of the man and they went into 
the swine and the swine ran into the sea and 
drowned.  The word “devils” here is from the 
Greek “daimon” which means demon or shade.  I 
believe it is important to make this point so that 
we know that there is not a common meaning to 
the word devil as we find it in the King James 
translation. As I have said before, I don’t know 
what one of these demons is, but I know that it is 
a creation of God, thus subject to Him as is evi-
denced in this story.  The word “torment” is from 
the Greek “basanizo” which according to 
Young’s Analytical Concordance means “to try, 
test, torment.”  This was normally done by a jail-
er.  So the inference seems to be that the demon 
was asking not to be imprisoned.  I assume that 
this had something to do with the lake since in vs. 
31 we’re told, “And they besought him that he 
would not command them to go out into the 
deep.”  The word “deep” is from a word that liter-
ally means “abyss.”  In this same story in Mat-
thew 8:29 the demon said, “art thou come hither 
to torment us before the time?”  So it appears 
that the demons knew who Jesus was and that 
there was a time of judgment coming in which 
they would be imprisoned, or judged.  They re-
quested that they be allowed to enter into the herd 
of swine nearby so Jesus granted their request and 
the swine all ran down a steep place into the sea 
and drowned.  

I was amused, as I was studying this, at a 
story that Dr. Stephen Jones told of knowing a 
man who had a deliverance ministry.  The man 
said that he had once dealt with a man that was 

demon possessed and when he asked the demon 
what his name was, the answer was Legion.  The 
man said to the demon, I thought you all died in 
the sea.  The answer was, the swine stupid, not us.  
I am still not sure quite what to think of demon 
possession today, but this story amused me.  I still 
have a lot to learn. 

The people of Gardara became quite fear-
ful of Jesus presumably because of this power He 
had over these demons.  I would guess that they 
had the question in their minds, “What else can 
He do if He can do this to the demons?”  So they 
requested that He leave their city, which He did.  
The man from whom the demons were cast out 
wanted to go with Jesus, but Jesus refused him 
telling him to return to his own house and show 
what great things God had done for him.  He did 
this publishing it throughout the whole city. 

We will continue with the eighth chapter 
of Luke in our nest issue.  JRL 

He that spareth his rod hateth his son, but  
he that loveth him chastenth him betimes. Prov. 13:24 
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A STUDY OF THE  
BABYLONIAN SYSTEM 

Daniel 4 appears to have been written by 
Nebuchadnezzar himself.  Today, when a govern-
ment wants to make a statement in writing on be-
half of the government, we call the statement a 
white paper.  This appears to be what Nebuchad-
nezzar did.  In this paper he begins saying,  “I 
thought it good to shew the signs and wonders 
that the high God hath wrought toward me.  
How great are his signs and how mighty are his 
wonders! His kingdom is an everlasting king-
dom, and his dominion is from generation to 
generation.”(vs. 2-3) He then tells the story of a 
dream that he had in which he saw a strong tree in 
the midst of the earth whose height was very 
great.  The leaves were lovely and there was much 
fruit, food for all. He said that all flesh fed from 
the tree.  As he watched, a watcher and an holy 
one came down from heaven and cried aloud and 
said, “Hew down the tree, and cut off his 
branches, shake off his leaves, and scatter his 
fruit: let the beasts get away from under it, and 
the fowls from his branches:  Nevertheless 
leave the stump of his roots in the earth, even 
with a band of iron and brass, in the tender 
grass of the field: and let it be wet with the dew 
of heaven, and let his portion be with the 
beasts in the grass of the earth: Let his heart 
be changed from man’s and let a beast’s heart 
be given unto him; and let seven times pass 
over him.” (vs. 14-16) 
 He asked Daniel to interpret the dream for 
him.  Daniel told him that the tree represented 
him, King Nebuchadnezzar.  The cutting down of 
the tree indicated that the king would be driven 
from men to dwell with the beasts of the field and 
he would be made to eat grass as do oxen.  He 
says that they shall wet him with the dew from 
heaven and he would be in this situation for seven 
times or seven years.  Because they were to leave 
the stump, Daniel says that he could be assured of 
his kingdom after that he “shalt have known that 
the heavens do rule.” (vs. 26)  We are told that at 
the end of twelve months, this actually happened 
to Nebuchadnezzar, after which he is writing this 
paper.   
 I believe that this can also be considered a 
prophecy of the Babylonian System.  Persia was 

the one to cut down Babylon and brass band 
(Greece) and the iron band (Rome) (refer to the 
metal image that Nebuchadnezzar saw in Dan. 2) 
held the system together for seven times, or 2520 
years.  A time represents 360 hours, days or years 
in prophecy.  In this case I believe it is years. 

We need to skip over chapters 5 and 6 mo-
mentarily to look at chapter 7.  Chapter 7 of the 
book of Daniel takes us to the reign of Belshazzar, 
probably a grandson of Nebuchadnezzar, and was 
to be the last king of Babylon.  During his first 
year we’re told that Daniel had a dream and vi-
sions that disturbed him very much.  He said he 
saw four great beasts come up out of the sea.  
Symbolically, the sea represents people.  They 
were each different from the others.  The first was 
like a lion with eagle’s wings.  As he watched in 
this dream the wings were plucked off and the 
beast was lifted up from the earth and made to 
stand on its feet as a man and a man’s heart was 
given to it.  The second was like a bear and we are 
told that it raised up on one side and it had three 
ribs in the mouth of it between the teeth of it and 
it was told to rise up and devour much flesh.  The 
third appeared as a leopard and it had four wings 
of a fowl and it had four heads and dominion was 
given to it.  Daniel then saw a fourth beasts, but 
he had apparently never seen anything like it so 
he doesn’t name it, but rather just describes it.  He 
first says that it was dreadful and terrible.  It was 
exceedingly strong and had great iron teeth.  It 
devoured and break in pieces and stamped the res-
idue with its feet.  It was different from the other 
beasts and it had ten horns.  As he watched, Dan-
iel says in verse 8,”I considered the horns, and 
behold, there came up among them another 
little horn, before whom there were three of 
the first horns plucked up by the roots: and 
behold, in this horn were eyes like the eyes of 
man, and a mouth speaking great things.” 

In verse 17 we’re told, “These great 
beasts, which are four, are four kings, which 
shall arise out of the earth.”  In the first dream 
that Nebuchadnezzar had of the metal image with 
the various parts being different metals, we deter-
mined that the four metals that made up the image 
represented four kingdoms or empires.  The first 
was Babylon, the head of gold; the second Persia, 
the arms and breast of silver; the third Greece rep-
resented by the thighs of brass; and the fourth 
Rome, the legs of Iron and feet of iron and clay.  I 
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believe that the animals listed here represent the 
rulership of these four kingdoms or empires. I 
think it is obvious that the 4 kingdoms that Daniel 
saw represented by the beasts are the same four 
kingdoms that Daniel saw represented by the dif-
ferent metals in the image that was in the dream 
of Nebuchadnezzar.  However, instead of repre-
senting the four kingdoms, we’re told that these 
beasts represented the kings, i.e. the driving forces 
behind these four kingdoms.  I don’t think we 
would have much difficulty understanding from 
history that the lion represented the Babylonian 
kingdom and Nebuchadnezzar; that the bear rep-
resented the Persian Empire, and that the leopard 
with the four heads represented Alexander the 
Great and the four generals who inherited the Gre-
cian Empire upon his untimely death.  That the 
fourth unnamed beast represented the Roman Em-
pire and the men behind it would not be ques-
tioned.  But when we say “the driving forces be-
hind these four kingdoms,” what does this mean?  
Government, in and of itself is not evil as God has 
assigned responsibility to government from the 
beginning.  However, if we look at any organized 
society, there are three main types of activity that 
make up this organization.  They are political, 
economical, and religious, whether we are speak-
ing of God’s system of government, or man’s sys-
tem of government.  It is the development of these 
man’s system activities that, as we look at these 
four beasts, brings our attention to the description 
of the beasts.  First we’re told that they came from 
the sea.  Sea in Biblical prophecy is often symbol-
ic for people, as I believe is the case here.  These 
beasts came up out of the people.  In Babylon we 
find the foundation of these man made systems.  
Nebuchadnezzar established the Gold Standard 
which has become the object of worship for all 
who wish to become great in the worldly econom-
ic system.  The Chaldean mysteries laid the foun-
dation for man-made and man-controlled religion. 
Though man assigns to this economy the strength 
of the king of beasts  and the religious rituals and 
ceremony is assumed to be the wings to soar into 
the heavens, the impossibility is recognized in the 
lion having his wings plucked and having to stand 
as a man, thus revealing the frailty and weakness 
of having only the wisdom of man. 
 In the description of the bear we’re told it 
had three ribs in it’s mouth.  Ferrar Fenton trans-
lates “ribs” as “tusks.” The bear is told to arise 

and devour much flesh.  If we consider the ribs to 
be tusks and these tusks to represent the three sys-
tems, political, economical, and religious of 
man’s system of government, I think history tells 
us plainly that it is these three things that powered 
the rise, and thus destruction, of the Persian gov-
ernment.  The bear is truly a good representative. 
 To the great power to crush and destroy, 
we see added the cunning of the leopard with a 
more aggressive development of the human econ-
omy and a greater pronounced superstitious eccle-
siasticism in the Grecian Empire that followed the 
Persian Empire.  That Daniel was not able to 
name the fourth beast should not be surprising 
because how could he have comprehended the full 
significance of the political, economical, and reli-
gious aspects of the this developing Babylonian 
system we find manifested in the Roman Empire.  
To what could he have compared it to?  In Rev. 
12, John saw this same beast which he called a 
dragon.  But then in Rev. 13, John saw the com-
posite of all of these beasts.  Verse 2 tells us, 
“And the beast which I saw was like unto a 
leopard, and his feet were as the feet of a bear, 
and his mouth as the mouth of a lion: and the 
dragon gave him his power, and his seat, and 
great authority.”  So John saw the same thing 
that Daniel saw only it had become one beast in-
stead of the four.  The fourth beast that Daniel 
didn’t name, John calls a dragon, but they both 
saw the same thing. 

Verses 1-14 of Daniel 7 gives us the vision 
that Daniel saw and the order of what happened.  
The rest of the chapter fills in the blanks, so to 
speak, as Daniel had great questions as to what he 
saw.   
 Now let us go back to chapter 5 as this 
chapter tells us how Babylon fell.  Verses 1-2 tell 
us, “Belshazzar the king made a great feast to a 
thousand of his lords, and drank wine before 
the thousand.  Belshazzar, whiles he tasted the 
wine, commanded to bring the golden and sil-
ver vessels which his father Nebuchadnezzar 
had taken out of the temple which was in Jeru-
salem; that the king, and his princes, his wives, 
and his concubines, might drink therein. 
 As I mentioned earlier, Belshazzar was to 
be the last king of Babylon as we will see as we 
study further.  The word “father” should read 
“forefather” as Nebuchadnezzar was probably his 
grandfather.   



7 

 

Isaiah, the prophet, prophesied many years 
before of this man.  Isa. 14 tells us the story.    
Note in verse 4 that this proverb and prophecy 
that Isaiah is giving is against the king of Baby-
lon.  Belshazzar is this king spoken of in Isaiah’s 
proverb.  But note the difference between what 
Nebuchadnezzar became in his kingship, a man 
who fully acknowledged God’s sovereignty, His 
power, and His purpose.  Yet a couple of genera-
tions later we have a power hungry, greedy man 
intent on placing himself above God.  Isaiah 
clearly described the man as we see in Daniel 5.  I 
might point out that “Lucifer” means “Day Star”.  
I would assume that this was a name Belshazzar 
appropriated for himself.  Vs. 12 of Isa. 14 says, 
“How art thou fallen from heaven , O Lucifer, 
son of the morning!”   In Rev. 22:16 Jesus refers 
to himself saying, “I am the root and the off-
spring of David, and the bright and morning 
star.”  Understanding that “anti” as used in the 
term “anti-Christ” means “in the place of”, I think 
we could call this man a true “anti-Christ.” 

During this feast, in which Belshazzar at-
tempted to put himself on par with or above God 
by drinking his wine from the golden and silver 
vessels that Nebuchadnezzar had taken from the 
temple in Jerusalem, there appeared a man’s hand 
which wrote a message on the wall.  This obvi-
ously put great fear into Belshazzar as he did not 
know what the message meant.  After calling in 
his astrologers, Chaldeans, and soothsayers to ex-
plain it to him and their not being able to, the 
Queen, the king’s mother, suggested he call in 
Daniel.  The king buttered Daniel up telling of all 
that he had heard that Daniel had done, then he 
asked him to interpret the writing promising him 
the position of third ruler if he could interpret the 
writings.  Daniel first reiterated the story of Nebu-
chadnezzar, how he came to great power because 
God gave him his kingdom, but when Nebuchad-
nezzar in pride considered that he had accumulat-
ed great power on his own, God drove him from 
power to the point that he had to eat grass with the 
oxen until he repented and acknowledged that 
God ruled the kingdom of men after which God 
returned him to great power.  He then accused 
Belshazzar of lifting himself up against God and 
then interpreted what was written:  MENE, 
MENE, TEKEL, UPHARSIN.  Literally the 
words mean NUMBERED, NUMBERED, 
WEIGHED, DIVIDED OR BROKEN. Vs. 26-28 

gives us Daniel’s interpretation:  “MENE; God 
hath numbered thy kingdom, and finished it.  
TEKEL; Thou art weighed in the balances, 
and art found wanting.  PERES: Thy kingdom 
is divided and given to the Medes and Per-
sians.”   

The Persians had laid a siege against the 
city but had been unable to break through into the 
city.  Darius the Mede came upon a brilliant plan 
in which he had his soldiers dig a diversion ditch 
above the city off of the Euphrates river, which 
ran under the walls of the city as it entered and 
exited the city, and diverted the river out onto the 
plain until the water receded enough so that the 
soldiers were able to go under the wall and enter 
the city.  The same night that Belshazzar was hav-
ing his great feast was the night that the Persians 
executed their plan and slew the king and took 
over the kingdom of Babylon.  So we see God’s 
judgment on Babylon primarily because of their 
idolatry.   

However, there is another facet to the sto-
ry that we need to consider as we look at the Bab-
ylonian system.  We find the word “Chaldean” 
used in three different ways, often in the same 
text.  Often “Chaldean” is used to refer to all Bab-
ylonians.  Sometimes only to the residents of 
Chaldea, as a state of Babylonia.  It is also used to 
refer to a relatively small group because of their 
apparent special “ability.”  In Dan. 5:7 tells us, 
after King Belshazzar saw the hand writing on the 
wall,  “The king cried aloud to bring in the as-
trologers, the Chaldeans, and the soothsayers.”  
Here Chaldeans refers to a group of men who ap-
parently could perform magic, interpret dreams 
and other apparitions.    What they did has be-
come known as the Chaldean Mysteries.  While 
these mysteries influenced or became a part of the 
religions of Babylon, they went beyond that, but 
did it mostly in secret.  If you look up “Chaldean 
Mysteries” on the internet, you will find several 
theories as to what these mysteries actually were.  
If you read some of these theories you will proba-
bly be surprised to see some of the practices of 
these mysteries as part of our so called Christian 
worship rituals.  Many of the secret organizations 
today have their foundation in these mysteries.  

It is my understanding that when Persia 
took Babylon, the Chaldean priests and leaders 
moved their headquarters, so to speak, to Per-
gamos which is probably why in Rev. 2:13, where 
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Christ is instructing John to write to the church at 
Pergamos, He says, “I know thy works, and 
where thou dwellest, even where Satan’s seat 
is: and thou holdest fast my name, and hast not 
denied my faith, even in those days wherein 
Antipas was my faithful martyr, who was slain 
among you, where Satan dwelleth.” 
 The point we need to understand for now 
is that these mysteries were a part of the character 
of this man-system in its beginning which has al-
ways been opposed to God.  We will dwell a little 
more on this as we continue our study. 

If we look at the first part of Daniel 6, it 
would appear that the Persian Empire is off to a 
good start.  Darius, king of the Medes, was ruling.  
Darius was father-in-law to Cyrus, who was king 
of Persia.  Apparently they had jointly taken Bab-
ylon and then Cyrus left Darius to rule over Baby-
lon while he continued his conquest of other na-
tions.  Reading further in Daniel, we see that Cy-
rus took control of Babylon later on.   

Cyrus was also prophesied many years 
before he was born.  Isa. 44:28 first mentioned 
Cyrus, “That saith of Cyrus, He is my shep-
herd, and shall perform all my pleasure: even 
saying to Jerusalem, Thou shalt be built; and 
to the temple, Thy foundation shall be laid.” 
Then in Isa. 45:1 we find a somewhat strange 
statement of God concerning Cyrus, especially 
after what we have seen already concerning the 
leadership of Persia being compared to a bear.  
“Thus saith the LORD to his anointed, to Cy-
rus, whose right hand I have holden, to subdue 
nations before him; and I will loose the loins of 
kings, to open before him the two leaved gates; 
and the gates shall not be shut.” Please continue 
reading vs. 2-6 and then especially vs. 7, “I form 
the light, and create darkness: I make peace, 
and create evil: I the LORD do all these things.”  
This helps us understand the big picture.  While 
God certainly is not evil, He does use evil to com-
plete His purpose.  Cyrus was to do good things 

such as release the Jews from the Babylonian 
(now Persian) captivity, the Persian leadership 
was to continue to rule by oppression, an evil in 
the sight of God.  God’s ultimate purpose is to 
rule all men here on the earth in peace.  He has 
put a plan together to accomplish this.  Our pur-
pose is to understand that plan and learn to abide 
by it.  The purpose of this study is to understand 
the opposing force that God has created in opposi-
tion to Himself to play it’s part in this plan.   JRL 
 


