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In a way it is amazing that the world does 
not recognize its creator.  I know that most reli-
gions have a scenario that they believe for the cre-
ation of the world.  I had a lady call me recently 
about another subject that I felt compelled to give 
her quite a Bible lesson.  It was obvious that 
though she considered herself a Christian, she 
knew very little of the Bible. But at the end of our 
conversation, she told me that she couldn’t just 
believe the Bible.  She had Indian friends that had 
their own story of how the world came into being 
and she had to give them credence because they 
were such nice people.  The problem is that, and 
she told me this, they worship several different 
gods, but she still had to respect their religion be-
cause of their strong belief and their being such 
nice people.  It is difficult for me to understand 
how people cannot want to know who their Crea-
tor is.  John 1:11 says, “He came unto his own, 
and his own received him not.”  John was 
speaking primarily of the Jews.  As we have been 
going through the New Testament this time I have 
been struck by how many times we see reference 
to the fact that the people apparently knew that 
the time of the coming of the Messiah was at hand 
and that they were expecting to see Him at that 
time.  The problem as I see it is that they were 
basically worshipping a false god.  They had 
made up the kind of Messiah that they were ex-
pecting to see so they missed the real Messiah be-
cause He did not fit what they were expecting nor 
did He do what they were wishfully expecting 
Him to do.  Though the prophets, especially Isai-

ah, had given them considerable detail on what to 
expect, what they contrived in their minds over-
rode what the prophets said. 

Verses 12, 13 deal with a subject that we 
want to spend quite a bit of time on as we go for-
ward in our study.  Sonship should be our goal.  
As we have often said before, salvation in the 
complete sense of the word includes justification, 
sanctification, and glorification.  Sonship and glo-
rification, though not synonymous exactly, are the 
result of sanctification, something that we need to 
strive for.   Many people, because they go to 
church, flippantly call themselves “born again 
Christians” without really knowing what this 
means or how one goes about becoming one.  The 
Jews that Jesus came to, but who received Him 
not were much like this.  To them their genealogy 
was what saved them.  Unfortunately, many of 
those calling themselves “born again Christians” 
have almost that same mindset.  Because of some-
thing they did, not necessarily what Christ did, 
they are saved and they need not go any further.  
The Jews put up a literal barrier in the temple to 
keep women and non-Israelites from the inner 
court, or in their mind, from getting close to God. 
This was pure hypocrisy.  That same hypocrisy 
keeps many people from getting close to God to-
day.  John tells us here that while the Jews as a 
whole rejected Jesus, those who did accept Him, 
He gave them “power” to become sons of God.  
The NASB Bible translates the word “power” as 
“right.”  It comes from the Greek exousia which 
Young’s Analytical Concordance defines as 
“privilege or authority.”  Note it does not say they 
became sons of God, but rather they were given 
the power (right, privilege, authority) to “become” 
the sons of God.  John goes on to say, “even to 
them that believe on his name.”  Then he says 
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“Which were born, not of blood, nor of the will 
of the flesh, nor of the will of man, but of 
God.” The word “born” is from the Greek gen-
nao.  Dr. Bullinger offers a note on this word, 
“When used of the father=to beget or engender; 
when used of the mother it means to bring forth 
into the world; but it has not the intermediate 
sense, to conceive.”  In saying this he is continu-
ing to speak of the sons of God, i.e. it is the sons 
of God that are begotten of God, not of man.  I 
read an explanation that might help us understand 
this better.  The explanation was that God im-
plants in us His seed (I would believe this to be at 
the time we receive justification) and a conception 
takes place within us and the embryo begins to 
grow until the time of the birth at which time we 
bring forth the man child, the new man.  I believe 
that this birth takes place at the resurrection when 
we are resurrected a new man, or a new person. 

While there is adequate explanation of the 
process of complete “salvation”, for lack of a bet-
ter word, as we study the complete New Testa-
ment, I often wish the writers of the Gospels and 
Epistles would add a little more explanation as 
they wrote.  It appears to me that all of the writers 
assume that everyone is going to strive to be sons 
of God, i.e. seek sanctification, but in making that 
assumption they give false hope to those who do 
not understand this.  These authors understood 
this, and the first resurrection, overcomers, the 
Great White Throne of Judgment, the lake of fire, 
etc., but until we have studied and understood the 
whole New Testament, we don’t understand all 
these things.  Because today we piecemeal the 
Scriptures, instead of trying to look at the whole 
picture, and as a result a great deal of mis-
understanding occurs.  We are going to see quite a 
bit more of being born again very soon in our 
study, so I will leave the subject temporarily for 
now. 

Vs. 14 says, “And the Word was made 
flesh, and dwelt among us, (and we beheld his 
glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the 
Father,) full of grace and truth.”  John is refer-
ring to Jesus’ transfiguration.  (Read Mark 9:2-4)   

(Read John 1:15-18)  John is referring to 
John the Baptist in vs. 15.  John the Baptist under-
stood, at least to some degree, who Jesus was.  He 
says that Jesus was coming after him.  As we have 
discussed before, Jesus did not really start His 
ministry until John was in prison, and had fin-

ished his ministry. But then John says that He “is 
preferred before me, for he was before me.” 
John was born before Jesus, so this isn’t what he 
was referring to.  He knew that Jesus pre-existed, 
therefore He was before John. 

The Apostle John goes on to tell more of 
what John the Baptist felt he received from Christ.  
No man hath seen God the Father, but he says that 
Jesus hath declared Him.  

(Read John 1:19-28) As I said a little bit 
ago, the people were expecting the Messiah to 
come, so any strange or different person who ap-
peared on the scene got their attention.  John the 
Baptist got their attention.  Priests  and Levites 
from Jerusalem were sent to find out who he was.  
He told them he was not the Christ, the anointed.  
He also denied being Elijah.  They then asked if 
he were that prophet which is a reference to Deut. 
18:18, “I will raise them up a Prophet from 
among their brethren, like unto thee, and will 
put my words in his mouth; and he shall speak 
in my name, I will require it of him.”  This was 
speaking of Christ, but apparently the Jews were 
not for sure about this. Finally they asked him di-
rectly who he was.  His answer was a quote from 
Isa. 40:3.  The question then was, why was he 
baptizing if he was none of these that they thought 
he might be?  His answer in vs. 27 really did not 
answer the question, but left it hanging.   
 (Read John 1:29-34)  This then completes 
the answer as to why he was baptizing with water.  
While John’s and Jesus’ mothers knew each other, 
apparently the two men did not know each other, 
or at least John had not recognized Jesus as the 
Son of God.  But the Holy Spirit apparently made 
it known to John for him to announce “behold 
the Lamb of God” as Jesus came to him to be 
baptized.  We have discussed before the reasons 
for Jesus being baptized, so won’t go into it in this 
lesson. John goes on to explain how Jesus chose 
His apostles.   

Beginning with vs. 35 we learn something 
that was not told us by the other authors of the 
Gospels.  (Read John 1:35-42)  Two of John the 
Baptist’s disciples followed Jesus after being told 
by John the Baptist, upon their seeing Jesus the 
next day after His baptism, “Behold the Lamb of 
God!”  We are only told the name of one of these 
disciples, Andrew, but it is generally accepted that 
the other was John.  Andrew believed who Jesus 
was and went and brought his brother, Simon, to 
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Jesus.  Jesus said to him, “Thou art Simon the 
son of Jona: thou shalt be called Cephas”.  
Cephas means a stone.  This takes us back to 
Matt. 16 where Jesus asked His disciples first who 
men were saying He was and then asked the disci-
ples, “Whom say ye that I am?  Peter  an-
swered, “Thou art the Christ, the Son of the 
living God.”  Jesus’ response then has left many 
people confused as to what He meant.  He said in 
vs. 18, And I say also unto thee, that thou art Pe-
ter, and upon this rock I will build my church; 
and the gates of hell shall not prevail against 
it.”  Cephas is Aramaic for Peter.  Jesus, by call-
ing Peter Cephas  at the beginning of His minis-
try, apparently foresaw the event we read in Mat-
thew 16.  A quick review of what Jesus meant in 
Matt. 16:18 might be in order.  The word Peter is 
from the Greek Petros which means a small or 
movable stone.  It is also in the masculine gender.  
The word rock is from the Greek Petra which 
means a large or immovable stone.  It is in the 
feminine gender.  What the “rock”, upon which 
Christ says He will build His church refers to, is 
the answer that Peter gave to Jesus, “Thou art 
the Christ, the Son of the living God.”  This is 
called a confession in some Scriptures and profes-
sion in others.  

(Read John 1:43-51)  The following day 
Jesus continued to add to the number of his disci-
ples that were eventually considered apostles.  He 
first finds Philip who in turn found Nathaniel, or 
Bartholomew, telling him that they had found him 
of whom Moses wrote in the law and that the 
prophets had written about, Jesus of Nazareth.  
Nathaniel was hesitant as he felt that nothing good 
could come out of Nazareth.  When he met Jesus, 
Jesus  called him by name surprising Nathaniel 
and then He told him that He saw him before Phil-
ip met up with him describing where he was and 
his surroundings.  This was all it took for Na-
thaniel as he recognized Him as the Son of God 
and the King of Israel. 

(Read John 2:1-11)  This first miracle that 
Jesus performed is a pretty well known story.  In 
vs. 4, by the way we use our language today, it 
could appear that Jesus was being quite disre-
spectful of His mother.  Just the opposite is true.  
“Woman” as used here was a very respectful man-
ner of addressing a woman.  In Greek circles it 
would be like calling her Madam. “What have I 
to do with thee?”  This is a Hebraism  that can be 

used in a number of different ways.  In this case I 
believe it fits the positive affirmation usage.  In 
effect He is saying, “what can I do for you though 
my time is not yet come?”  A firkin is about 9 gal-
lons English measurement.   

(Read John 2:12-17)  Jesus basically be-
gan His ministry at the time of Passover.  Three 
years later, the time of Passover when He was 
crucified, He did the same thing driving those 
who sold sheep and oxen for sacrifices and the 
money changers from the temple.  Once this was 
done, we’re told his disciples remembered an Old 
Testament scripture, Psalms 69:9, “For the zeal 
of thine house hath eaten me up; and the re-
proaches of them that reproached thee are fall-
en upon me.” 

I think we often question how we are to 
use Scriptures.  Very often, we find the New Tes-
tament authors use only a portion of a sentence or 
paragraph from the Old Testament.  Normally this 
would not be something I recommend as most 
people today would not know if you were using it 
in context.  Because of this I believe we should 
use enough Scripture to show the context.  But 
then People were much better informed in the 
Scriptures than most are today, so they would 
have known if a person was taking things out of 
context.  The point is that we should be able to 
use Scripture as the authors of the New Testament 
did.  We should let them be our teachers. JRL 
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RUSSIAN CHAPTERS 
OF EZEKIEL 

Chapters 38 and 39 of the book of Ezekiel 
are often referred to as the Russian chapters the 
Bible.  Before the fall of the Soviet Republic, 
most people I knew pretty much agreed  that these 
prophecies meant Russia would invade Israeli, 
and then the ex-Israelite nations  (the lands of un-
walled cities) but when the Soviet Republic fell 
new interpretations came to light.  As with all 
prophecy, we have to wait for the fulfillment of 
the prophecy to see and understand the full signif-
icance of the prophecy.  So it is with this prophe-
cy.  I would like to present another possible inter-
pretation that has some credibility to me.  I was 
alerted to this possibility from some papers writ-
ten by Dr. Stephen Jones.  While I may not follow 
his thinking completely, I have to give him credit 
for the idea.   

(Read Eze. 38:1-13)  The first thing we 
need to do is identify the names and characters 
and places involved.  The name Gog appears only 
in these two chapters and in Rev. 20.  Young’s 
Analytical Concordance says of Gog, “A prince of 
Rosh, Meshek, Tubal, and Tiras, in ancient Scyth-
ia or Tartary.”  The NASB translation renders vs. 
2 as, “Son of man, set your face toward Gog of 
the land of Magog, the prince of Rosh, 
Meshech and Tubal, and prophesy against 
him.”  In Gen. 10:2-3 we find that Gomer, Ma-
gog, Meshech and Tubal were sons of Japheth, 
son of Noah.  These verses read, “The sons of 
Japheth; Gomer, and Magog, and Madai, and 
Javan, and Tubal, and Meshech, and Tiras.  
And the sons of Gomer; Ashkenaz, and Ri-
phath, and Togarmah.”  Note that Ashkenaz and 
Togarmah are the sons of Gomer.   
 Before we look at who “Rosh” is, let us 
look to see where the land of Magog is.  Rev. W. 
M. H. Milner in a booklet titled “The Russian 
Chapters of Ezekiel”, (a collection of articles by 
the above author that appeared in The National 
Message in London, England in 1923) makes the 
statement, “Magog is Mongolia.  That is, the 
country so named, and the adjoining areas peo-
pled by those the actual Mongolians—nothing  

whatever to do with the use of the term 
Mongolian as a generic designation for the 
“Yellow Race.”  He then goes on to say, “M’gog, 
as a geographical term used by Hebrews of old 
and Arabs of today (Majuj), denoted that vast 
stretch of country to the north of the Black Sea, 
Caucasus, Caspian Sea, Hindu Kush, and Altai, 
known to the later Greek geographers as Skythia, 
and to us as the Russian Empire in Europe and 
Asia.  Thus, without proceeding further, we may 
know the land which is identified with Gog.” Rev. 
Milner was a noted philologist (one who studies 
written records, their authenticity and original 
form, and the determination of their meaning, a 
linguist.) 

Now to who the “Rosh” were or are.  The 
Rosh were obviously not related to Japheth.  Ac-
cording to Russian history, the Rosh were Scandi-
navian Vikings who moved into what we now call 
Russia.  The Encyclopedia of World History, by 
Peter Stearns, p. 224 tell us, “The eastern Slavs 
settled on the territory of present-day European 
Russia from the 5th to the 8th centuries.  In the 8th 
century some of the eastern Slavs were under the 
protectorate of the Khazars, an Altaic people who 
established a strong and prosperous state along 
the lower Volga.  After the end of the 8th century, 
the northern part of Russia began to be penetrat-
ed by the Scandinavian Vikings, called in the old 
Russian chronicles Varangians or Rus (hence the 
name of Russia)”. Reading further we are told 
that in 957, “The Russian princess Olga visited 
Constantinople and was converted to the Chris-
tian faith.” A few years later, in 965 her son Svi-
atoslav “defeated the Khazars on the lower Volga 
and proceeded to establish a Russian state in 
place of the Khazar Empire.” 

So Russia got its name from some Scandi-
navian Vikings who apparently ruled Russia for a 
period of time and in the process defeated the 
Khazar kingdom, which incidentally was located 
at that time where the ex-Israelites of the Assyrian 
captivity had been taken over 1000 years before.   

At the time the prophecy we are looking at 
in Eze. 38 begins to take place, Gog appears to be 
the ruler over the Rosh, and the descendants of 
both Meschech and Tubal.  He is to be joined by 
Persia, Ethiopia, and Libya plus Gomer and To-
garmah and are to invade the mountains of Israel. 
The interpretation that I have been most familiar 
with is that Russia and her cohorts would come 
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against the land of Israel (land of Canaan) and 
then have a second thought and come against the 
true Israel nations, the land of unwalled villages.  
This may still be a strong possibility.  I believe 
that it is possible that there will be a double ful-
fillment of this prophecy as I want to also present 
another possible fulfillment. 

As I understand Rev. Milnar, there are 
four primary races, or families, making up the 
population of Russia.  They are the Rosh, de-
scendants of the Vikings; the Mongolian, de-
scendants of Magog; the Muscovites, descendants 
of Meschech; and the Bulgarians or Slavonians, 
descendants of Tubal.   

The history we just read about the Khazars 
is very important as they claimed to be descended 
from Togarmah, though they are known today by 
the name of Togarmah’s brother, Ashkenaz.  Even 
though Kazaria was at one time a very strong and 
prosperous and great kingdom, very little is 
known of them today.  However, in 1976, a Jew-
ish author, Arthur Koestler wrote his book, “The 
Thirteenth Tribe”, in which he wrote how the 
Khazar leaders had converted to Judaism around 
740 A.D., and how the rest of the people soon fol-
lowed the example of the leaders.  His premise 
was that the Russian and Eastern Jews of today 
are the descendants of those Khazar converts to 
Judaism.  They are known today as Ashkenazi 
Jews and make up 85% to 95% of the people we 
call Jews today.  Most of the rest of today’s Jews 
were at one time centered in Spain and are known 
as Sephardic Jews and they trace their lineage to 
those Jews who were dispersed by the Romans in 
the first century.  These also include descendants 
of Edom who assimilated with the Jews in Jerusa-
lem and surrounding area after 126 B.C.   

What Koestler had to say about the 
Khazars was not new, just more widely read.  The 
Jewish Encyclopedia, under the heading of 
Chazars (i.e., Khazars) has this to say, “A people 
of Turkish origin whose life and history are inter-
woven with the very beginnings of the history of 
the Jews of Russia.  The kingdom of the Chazars 
was firmly established in most of South Russia 
long before the foundation of the Russian monar-
chy by the Varagians (855)….   

“It was probably about that time that the 
chaghan (king) of the Chazars and his grandees, 
together with a large number of his heathen peo-
ple, embraced the Jewish religion.  According to 

A. Harkavy (‘Measef Niddahim,’i), the conversion 
took place in 620; according to others, in 740.  
King Joseph, in his letter to Hasdai ibn Shaprut 
(about 960) gives the following account of the 
conversion….” 

Hasdai ibn Shaprut was a Jewish doctor in 
Cordova, Spain, which was the seat of the Muslim 
government during that time.  He heard about the 
Jewish kingdom of Kasaria from merchants that 
traveled through the area and that their king’s 
name was Joseph.  He wrote a letter to King Jo-
seph asking him many questions about his king-
dom, the land, what tribe of Israel they belonged 
to, about their religious rituals, and more.  The 
king answered his letter.  Quoting Mr. Koestler as 
he wrote about the contents of King Joseph’s let-
ter, “Joseph then proceeds to provide a genealogy 
of his people.  Though a fierce Jewish nationalist, 
proud of wielding the ‘Sceptre of Judah,’ he can-
not, and does not, claim for them Semitic descent; 
he traces their ancestry not to Shem, but to No-
ah’s third son, Japheth, or more precisely to Ja-
phethh’s grandson, Togarma, the ancestor of all 
Turkish tribes.”  The king added in his letter that 
Togarma had ten sons, and that they were de-
scended from Khazar, the seventh.  Mr. Koestler 
indicated there was a bit of a mystery as to why 
they named themselves after Ashkenaz rather than 
after Togarmah, his brother.   

The king’s account of their conversion to 
Judaism was that his ancestor, King Bulan, found 
his religion wanting and looking for another reli-
gion asked a Christian bishop from Constantino-
ple, a Muslim cleric and a Jewish Rabbi to present 
their cases for their religion.  After hearing from 
all of them, he asked the Christian and the Muslim 
both the same question, “Which religion came 
closest to their religion?”  Both answered Juda-
ism.  Being a kind of buffer kingdom between the 
Christians on the west and the Muslims on the 
east, taking up the Jewish religion seemed the 
right thing for him to do both from the standpoint 
of the question he asked and the political situation 
his kingdom was in between the two competitive 
religions of Christianity and Islam.   

After Jacob stole Isaac’s blessing by de-
ception, Esau came in thinking he was going to 
receive the blessing.  Upon finding out that Jacob 
had already received it, he begged his father Isaac 
to give him a blessing also.  Beginning in Gen. 
27:39, Isaac told him, “Behold, thy dwelling 
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shalt be the fatness of the earth, and of the dew 
of the heaven from above; And by thy sword 
shalt thou live, and shalt serve thy brother; 
and it shall come to pass when thou shalt have 
the dominion (become restless), that thou shalt 
break his yoke from off thy neck.”  Because Ja-
cob had stolen the blessing by deception, God is 
going to give Esau a time when he will break 
Jacob’s yoke from off his neck.   

Then we are told in Malachi 1:4,  
“Whereas Edom saith, We are impoverished, 
but we will return and build the desolate plac-
es; thus saith the LORD of hosts, They shall 
build, but I will throw down; and they shall 
call them, the border of wickedness, and, the 
people against whom the LORD hath indigna-
tion for ever.”  

We need to remember that the birthright 
that Isaac gave to Jacob carried the promise that 
God had given to Abraham that his seed would 
rule the world.  Esau apparently did not fully real-
ize what this meant until after he had traded the 
birthright for a bowl of food.  However, once he 
realized this, it was and still is his intent on get-
ting it back.  This is the intent and theme of Zion-
ism.  It is the belief of the Zionist that once the 
temple is rebuilt in Jerusalem and the Zionist has 
full control of Jerusalem, he (speaking corporate-
ly) will then be able to rule the world.  Building 
up to this of course is gaining control of the world 
economic system, political system and religious 
system.  They have made great headway so far in 
accomplishing this and God has allowed it be-
cause of what Jacob did and what Isaac told Esau.  
When we realize that today’s Jews, who are most-
ly Zionists, are made up of Jews who reject 
Christ, Edomites, and descendants of the Khazars 
(Gomer and Torgarmah) who have taken up the 
Jewish religion and the Zionism that goes with it, 
then I think we can see the prophecy of Isaac to 
Esau and the intent of Edom as recorded by Mala-
chi coming to pass.  We have to keep in mind the 
last part of Malachi 1:4 however.   

We have probably seemed to be all over 
the board in this lesson, but it has been to make 
the point that the invasion spoken of up through 
verse 10 of Eze. 38 may have already taken place 
in that the Zionists have certainly invaded Pales-
tine at this point.  Vs. 5 tells us that Persia, Ethio-
pia and Libya would join them.  These are coun-
tries where Sephardic Jews have lived for centu-

ries and these Jews have migrated to the Israeli 
state as Zionists.  About 1% of the Israeli popula-
tion is from the Falashas, who are black Jews 
from Ethopia.   Essentially, Ezekiel was speaking 
of a great Zionist invasion of “the mountains of 
Israel,” Ashkenazim from the north and Sephar-
dim from Africa and from as far as Iran.   
      In Eze. 38:8 we read, “After 
many days thou shalt be visited: in the latter 
years thou shalt come into the land that is 
brought back from the sword, and is gathered 
out of many people, against the mountains of 
Israel, which have been always waste: but it is 
brought forth out of the nations, and they shall 
dwell safely all of them.”  The Zionists claim this 
applies to them now in the land of Palestine.  
However, up to and ever since 1948 when the 
British government agreed to let the Jews have 
this land as a homeland, there has not been peace 
or security, especially after 1948.  If I read history 
correctly, the Palestinians were at reasonable 
peace prior to 1948, but it was even then some-
what tenuous.  The Zionists have attempted to 
portray themselves as the invaded rather than the 
invaders, but they made their mission very clear 
following 1948 that they intended to, through im-
migration, invade the land.  At that time 700,000 
Palestinians were forced out of their homes and 
never allowed to return.  This has continued to 
happen to present.  If this was the invasion that 
verse 8 speaks of, and I believe it reasonable to 
believe that it is, as we read further, I think we 
would have to agree that there is more than one 
invasion.   

While there was not a military invasion in 
the classic sense, neither can there be in the sense 
that we might think as we read verse 9.  In our 
modern day warfare, stopping such a massive 
force as we might envision here would be no dif-
ficult task, especially to a nation with nuclear ca-
pabilities.   

(Read Eze. 38:10-12)  Here we find a sec-
ond invasion that is to happen in addition to and at 
the same time as the first invasion.  This invasion 
is to be of a land of unwalled villages without bars 
or gates.  The intent here is to take a spoil. 

(Read Eze. 38:14-23)  This tells us that the 
people who were dwelling in the land of unwalled 
villages without bars or gates are God’s people of 
Israel.  This would eliminate those who we today 
call Jews as we have already established that the 
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majority of people who are called Jews today are 
NOT God’s people Israel.  However, as we have 
studied the prophets over the last several months, 
I think we can identify God’s people Israel as the 
Anglo-Saxon, Celtic and Scandinavian people of 
western Europe, Britain, North America, Austral-
ia, etc., most all of whom occupy lands that are un
-walled and not heavily fortified with the people 
living in relative safety. 

Have the Zionists that we have discussed 
also gone elsewhere besides Israeli?  I think we 
all know the answer to this.  Mr. Benjamin Freed-
man, an ex-Jew, who was raised a Jew, moved in 
the inner circles of Zionism with some of the most 
powerful people in the world like Bernard Baruch, 
Samuel Untermyer, President Woodrow Wilson, 
Joe Kennedy, John F. Kennedy and others gave a 
speech in 1961 in Washington D.C. by starting it 
out saying, “Here in the United States, the Zion-
ists and their co-religionists have complete con-
trol of our government.”  In this speech he tells 
how Germany had won World War I by the year 
1916, and the Kaiser had offered peace terms to 
the vanquished.  He tells how his own fellow-
Jews had then told the British government that 
they would induce America to enter the war on 
their side, if the British would give Palestine to 
the Jews. So the Balfour Declaration (a letter from 
the U.K. Foreign Secretary to Baron [Walter] 
Rothchild stating that the British government 
looked with favor on establishing Palestine as a 
home for the Jews and promising they would do 
all they could to bring it about.) was written in 
1917, America entered the war, and Germany lost. 

Germany had treated the Jews very well 
up to that time, but when the betrayal was known, 
it caused great resentment among the German 
people.  This, of course, led to the election of Hit-
ler in 1933, and ultimately to WW II. 

The point is that a foreign agent has taken 
over the governments of most of the nations de-
scending from the Israelites of the Assyrian cap-
tivity.   

If I am correct in the interpretation of this 
prophecy to this point, obviously we are not at the 
end of the prophecy yet.  How literal the rest of 
the fulfillment will be I believe we will only have 
to wait to see.   

(Read Eze. 39:1-7)  Obviously we are 
dealing with events at the end of this age.  To con-
firm this, vs. 4 says, “Thou shalt fall upon the 

mountains of Israel, thou, and all thy bands, 
and the people that is with thee: I will give thee 
unto the ravenous birds of every sort, and to 
the beasts of the field to be devoured.”  then if 
we look ahead at verses 17-20 (Read) we find this 
phraseology expanded considerable.  With this in 
mind, turn to Rev. 19 where God is talking about 
the fall of Babylon.  In verses 17-18 we read, 
“And I saw an angel standing in the sun; and 
he cried with a loud voice, saying to all the 
fowls that fly in the midst of heaven, Come and 
gather yourselves together unto the supper of 
the great God: that ye may eat the flesh of 
kings, and the flesh of captains, and the flesh of 
mighty men, and the flesh of horses, and of 
them that sit on them, and the flesh of all men, 
both free and bond, both small and great.”  I 
believe we are talking about the same event or 
time.  However, as I said, I don’t know how literal 
this will be.  What was literal in the Old Testa-
ment in the types and shadows we see the events 
in the New Testament often have a different type 
of fulfillment after the cross.  For example, Rev. 
17 talks of the woman who’s name was Mystery, 
Babylon the Great, the Mother of Harlots and 
Abominations of the Earth.  Jezebel was the 
Old Testament type of this corporate woman of 
the New Testament and she was literally eaten by 
the dogs.  But because we’re told that Christ 
would come on a white horse, clothed in a vesture 
dipped in blood with His sword being a sharp 
sword coming out of His mouth (Rev. 19:11-15), 
I think the battle that we see depicted here to be 
something very different from the battles of the 
Old Testament. The sword being His Word tells 
me that we won’t see literal bloodshed, but to 
those affected, death might have been better than 
to face the living God. 

(Read Eze. 39:8-29)  Again, if we are cor-
rect in identifying the participants of the events of 
these two chapters, I believe we are in the midst 
of these prophecies.  Because it has looked in the 
past and might be beginning to look again like 
Russia might attack the old land of Israel and the 
people of true Israel, I think we need to keep in 
mind that it is only a portion of the people who 
make up today’s Russian population that we’re 
told are going to do the invading.  It is not the 
Rus, or those of Meshech or Tubal, but basically 
Gomer and Torgarmah and some from Persia, 
Ethiopia and Libya.  No nation or individual has 
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been identified as Gog.  If we have correctly iden-
tified this group as Zionists, then I believe we can 
easily identify them today and we certainly know 
that their interests have been to take a spoil from 
the lands that they have invaded and to rule the 
world.  God’s intent is expressed in verse 25-29 
after He describes the destruction of the armies of 
Gog.  Vs. 28 is especially relevant, “Then shall 
they (Israel) know that I am the LORD their 
God, which caused them to be led into captivity 
among the heathen: but I have gathered them 
unto their own land, and have left none of 
them any more there.”  

It may be well to point out that this 
doesn’t totally spell the end of this entity called 
Gog.  Rev. 20, after speaking of the first resurrec-
tion and the thousand year reign of Christ,  says in 
verses 7-9,  “And when the thousand years are 
expired, Satan shall be loosed out of his prison, 
and shall go out to deceive the nations which 
are in the four quarters of the earth, Gog and 
Magog, to gather them together in battle: the 
number of whom is as the sand of the sea.  And 
they went up on the breadth of the earth, and 
compassed the camp of the saints about, and 
the beloved city: and fire came down from God 
out of heaven, and devoured them.”  I look at 
this as the final fulfillment of Eze. 38-39.  We 
aren’t given any details of what this means, but it 
does tell us some about the “thousand years” and 
conditions at the end of that time.  It will not be a 
time of perfection as there will still be death.  All 
the enemies of Christ, including death, have not 
yet been put under His feet.  The stone that Daniel 
saw in his vision in Dan. 2 has not yet filled the 
whole earth but is still growing.   

I look at Satan as the Babylonian system, 
the system that man has devised over the centuries 
to take the place of God’s system.  Gog is but an 
element of that system.  That God releases them at 
the end of the thousand years gives God legal 
cause to bring about the full and final destruction 

of the system.  Note that it is destroyed by fire, 
God’s judgment.  Anything more that I might see 
beyond that time would be pure speculation be-
yond my imagination.  I don’t believe we will un-
derstand what happens beyond that point until we 
reach that time.  JRL 

Whoso rewardeth  evil for good, evil shall 
not depart from his house.  Prov. 17:13 

 
 


