NEW ADDRESS: Cecil Hook, 905 Forest Canyon Cove, Round Rock TX 78664. We
expect to be there about June 17. My email address will not be changed, but I will be offline until settled in. Contact may be made to Mira‟s cell phone: 503-703-1678.
My thanks go to Greg Rasaka for his “outside-the-box” study below. Without trying to
enforce dogmatism, he exhibits the heart of a true student. Because of its length, I have
cut the essay into two segments for this and the next issue of Freedom‟s Ring.
Some of you might have known Owen and Elda Aikin. Elda Jean, one of my sisters, died
Saturday, June 5. They retired to the old farm place near Rochester, Texas several years
ago after having served churches in Paris, Quebec, and the States for many years.
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Another Look At Satan, No. 1
Greg Rasaka
Introduction to Satan
Perhaps now is the time to look closer at Satan. You do not have to agree with what I
conclude, but I do ask that you give this careful consideration. Just because a lot of men
have said something is so for centuries, does not make it truth. On the other hand, what
God says holds as truth throughout the centuries. I also think there have been plenty of
those, through the ages, who have seen things in a different light. The difference is the
publicity, or lack of publicity given to them. The things we will discuss here may go
against your present way of belief, but we need to realize that often what we assume to be
correct, is actually erroneous. If we have an incorrect concept of Satan, that can reflect
negatively on so many other concepts in the Bible. What does the Bible really say about
Satan? Does the Bible actually teach that Satan is a being that is responsible for all evil?
Does the Bible really teach that there is an evil being that is so powerful that he can ruin
God‟s creation, and keep it in turmoil for millennia? To hear what is commonly preached
in pulpits, on the TV and the radio, you would certainly think so. Yet I doubt that any one
of those believes that Satan is all-powerful, all- knowing, and omnipresent. Yet he is
supposedly wreaking havoc all over the world at any given moment. I think much of that
way of thinking perpetuates because it gives us someone to blame, as if mankind is
incapable of such evil. Well, according to the Bible, man is completely capable of such
evil.
Understanding the Words
A loanword is a word taken from another language that is completely or partially letter
for letter. In other words, transliterated. This is done when there is no equivalent word
or name in the second language. The problem is, often times there is a corresponding
word in the second language. This causes confusion, especially when the translators take
the liberty of picking and choosing when to translate and when to transliterate, depending
on their understanding of the text. Consequently, the very meaning of the loanword is
changed. Though not always practical, for the most part, a translator should translate,
and leave the interpretation to the reader.

Satan is one of those loanwords. The word “satan” (7854) is a Hebrew word meaning,
“adversary,” or “accuser.” I ask you to ask yourself as we go along, whether or not it is
proper to assign the word satan as a proper name at all, or should it be rendered as
adversary or accuser each time. If you have a copy of Robert Young‟s Literal Translation
of the Holy Bible, you may notice that he never uses the word Satan, but rather,
Adversary. Sometimes he capitalizes it and sometimes not, depending on his own
understanding of its use. In the NASB, we find the word “Satan” used 18 times. The
same word, “satan,” appears 9 other times in the Hebrew text, but is translated
“adversary” or “accuser.” These are Nu. 22:22, 1 Sam. 29:4, 2 Sam. 19:22, 1 Kings, 5:4,
11:14,23,25, Ps. 109:6. The English reader is unaware that the same word, “satan” is
used. There is another word “satan” (7853) that is spelled the same with one vowel
sound different (according to the Masorets). This is the root from which 7854 comes. It
is a verb meaning to accuse or oppose, but is also translated as a noun, “accuser”
or “adversary.” It is never translated as “Satan.” As I said, we need to understand if this
word is actually ever applied as a proper name for an evil archenemy of God. If it is,
then there is no problem with the rendering, Satan. If not, the rendering should be thrown
out and replaced with adversary or accuser. For those who may not know, the ancient
Hebrew language had only one case, in other words, no capitalization to help us out. We
will take a look at the places where our English Bibles use the word Satan shortly, but I
want to say a few words about the Greek first.
The corresponding word in Greek is “satanos” (4567), also a loanword from the Hebrew.
Satan is found only once in the Septuagint (Greek OT, abbreviated LXX), in 3 Kings
11:14 (1 Kings 11:14 in English Bibles). “Then the Lord raised up an adversary
[satan] to Solomon, Hadad the Edomite; he was of the royal line in Edom.” There is
no mystery here. The man was an adversary to Solomon.
So in the LXX, what word do we find in place of „satan”? We find “diabolos” (1228),
which is commonly translated, “devil.” The word means “slanderer” or “false accuser.”
We have taken this loanword and made it as a title for this arch evil being. Is this proper?
Check out the renderings in the following passages. Wouldn‟t it sound funny to render
the word “diabolos” as “devil” in these three places? “Women must likewise be
dignified, not malicious gossips (diabolos), but temperate, faithful in all things” (1
Tim. 3:11). “…unloving, irreconcilable, malicious gossips (diabolos), without self
control, brutal haters of good,…” (2 Tim. 3:3). “Older women likewise are to be
reverent in their behavior, not malicious gossips (diabolos) nor enslaved to much
wine, teaching what is good,…” (Titus 2:3). The title “the devil” is not used in the
Hebrew OT at all. The King James Version uses the word “devils” four times when
referring to false gods, to which sacrifices had been given.
I hope you can begin to understand how misleading our translations can be, both built
upon, and perpetuating the idea of an arch evil being, we call Satan, or the devil.
Ultimately, you must make up your own mind based upon your own diligent study. I
hope you have learned by now, not to base your understanding upon popular opinion, or
what the “authorities” claim as truth. I won‟t tell you what to believe, but I will present
some things for you to use as food for thought.
Looking Closer at Satan

Let us begin in Genesis. It is commonly claimed that the serpent in the garden was Satan.
If the serpent is taken literally in the garden, it would seem that the serpent was the cause
of Eve to sin. If taken figuratively to represent the evil, rebellious nature of man, or one‟s
own voice of temptation, the element of a separate deceiver is removed. In the case of
Cain‟s sin, a separate deceiver is not in the picture at all (unless one infers it), only the
element of sin. God told Cain that “…sin is crouching at the door and its desire is for
you, but you must master it” (Gen. 4:7). Now let‟s look at what God said in Gen. 6:5.
“Then God saw that the wickedness of man was great on the earth, and that every
intent of the thoughts of his heart was only evil continually.” That is a strong
statement against man. Do we see God blaming man or Satan? God destroyed the world
because of man‟s evil nature, not because of Satan. If Satan was the cause of all this evil,
wouldn‟t it have made more sense for God to destroy Satan and spare mankind?
Say you were in charge of a group of kids, and you taught them proper, but the group of
kids turned to evil ways because some dirt bag down the street had influenced them.
Would you think it best to destroy the kids, or destroy the dirt bag? By destroying the
dirt bag, you could remove the evil and straighten out the kids again. If you destroyed the
kids, what would be gained? The evil would still be there to infect the next bunch of
kids. However, if the evil was a part of the kids themselves, and there was no outside
influence, the only way to rid the evil would be to destroy the kids. Which did God do?
He destroyed the “kids.” However, God saved eight people, and from them, the seed of
evil has lived on in them and grown, remaining with us yet today.
Now look at Gen. 8:21. “... I will never again curse the ground on account of man, for
the intent of man’s heart is evil from his youth...” Here again man is accused of evil
and Satan is nowhere mentioned. James states in ch.1:14-15, “But each is tempted
when he is carried away and enticed by his own lust. When lust has conceived, it
gives birth to sin; and when sin is accomplished, it brings forth death.” There was a
perfect opportunity to set the blame on Satan, but James puts the blame on man‟s evil
nature. One may point out that later, in 4:7 James says, “Resist the devil and he will
flee from you.” But does this passage necessitate an arch evil being? Getting rid of the
loanword and translating “diabolos” instead, it can read, “Resist the slanderer (or false
accuser) and he will flee from you.” In the time that James was writing, the Jews were
most definitely the false accusers of the brethren. They slandered the followers of Christ
unrelentingly.
Satan In the Old Testament
We will look at the places where “satan” has been translated, “Satan.” The first place it
is found in the Bible (NASB) is 1 Ch. 21:1. Does this account necessitate a separate
deceiver? Or was it purely the fact that David got cocky and fell victim of his own evil
desires? The word is also used three times in Zech. 3:1-2. However, this is a prophetic
vision and so taking it literally is not sound exegesis. The only other place where the
word Satan is found in the OT is in the first two chapters of Job. Here it is used 14 times.
In this text Satan is portrayed as a personage. I see the book of Job as an elaborate
parable, a literary invention dealing with the sufferings of man, and why man cannot
understand why the righteous suffer along with the sinners. (Being a parable does not
detract from the value of the message any more than the parables that were spoken by
Jesus.) For one thing, if Satan is an evil being, how could he be in the presence of God as
is portrayed in Job? Think about it. In the same light, how could he be in the presence of

God along with Adam and Eve in the garden? Does that make sense? If sinful man
cannot be in the presence of God, how can Satan, the greatest sinner of all be in the
presence of God?
Satan’s Origin a Myth
Many contend that Satan was a fallen angel. This idea is taken mainly from two passages,
Isaiah 14 and Ezekiel 28. Both are erroneous conclusions. Let‟s look first at Isaiah 14. By
reading only selected parts of this prophecy, one can easily come to the conclusion that it
is speaking of the devil and how he had fallen from his heavenly place. But let‟s not start
in the middle. Instead, proper exegesis requires that we get the context first. The
prophecy begins with 13:1 and states that it is an oracle concerning Babylon. He goes on
telling of cataclysmic destruction, which was typical for prophetic language concerning
the destruction of a nation. In verse 17, God says he will use the Medes to destroy them.
Verse 19 again tells us the subject is Babylon and that they will be destroyed like Sodom
and Gomorrah. The discourse continues into chapter 14, and verse 4 identifies the subject
as the king of Babylon. Again, verse 22 identifies the subject as Babylon. Isaiah 13:1
through 14:23 need to be read as a whole. After you finish reading through 14:23, read
Dan. 5:18-30, and compare the language. It is strikingly similar, and both are speaking of
the arrogance of the king of Babylon.
Much of the error stems from 14:12 and the King James Version. “How art thou fallen
from heaven, O Lucifer, son of the morning.” First, the term Lucifer is merely the
Latin translation of the Hebrew word helel (1966), meaning day star, star of the morning,
or shinning one. Isaiah 14:12 of the KJV is the only place it can be found in the Bible. It
comes from the root word halal (1984), meaning to be boastful. This has wrongly been
taken as the former name for Satan. The reason for this is because of the preconceived
idea that the text is speaking of Satan and his alleged fall from heaven. Next, the word
translated “heaven” is not shamayim (8064), the normal Hebrew word for heaven or sky.
The word here is maal (4605), and it means above or upwards. With this in mind it is
easy to see that the text is saying that the king of Babylon, morning star, has exalted
himself above all, and God destroyed him as a result. The devil is not the subject at all.
The term morning star is a figure of speech meaning brightness that is short lived.
Ezekiel 28 is a similar misconception. Verses 2 &12 plainly address the subject to be the
leader of Tyre. But let‟s back up and get the context. Chapter 25 tells of God‟s judgment
on Ammon, Moab, Edom and Phillistia. The next judgment pronounced is that on Tyre.
Chapters 26, 27 and 28:1-19 are dealing with Tyre. After this we have judgments on
Sidon and Egypt. Why would an account of the fall of Satan be stuck in between? Such
would not fit the context.
A king represents his nation, and so this prophecy is not only against the king, but also
the nation as a whole. Chapter 26:2,3,4,7 & 15 show the subject to be Tyre. In chapter
27, verses 2,3,4,8 & 32 all reveal the subject to be Tyre as well. Then chapter 28 seems
to be directed to the king of Tyre. Because of the lofty language used, it is commonly
thought that the text must to refer to the devil, even though the text says it is the king of
Tyre. Once an idea is cemented in tradition, it is very difficult to get rid of it.
Now 28:13 in particular causes difficulty, “You were in Eden, the garden of God.” One
instantly thinks that this could only be Satan, as he was in the garden of Eden. (Eden is a

loanword meaning delight). The LXX says, “You were in the delight of the paradise of
God.” Above, we challenged the idea that the serpent refers to Satan (at least the
common conception of Satan). The text is God‟s word and cannot contradict itself. The
text says it is the king of Tyre, so what does the phrase “You were in Eden, the garden of
God” mean? It has to be figurative like it is in Genesis. Apparently, Tyre must have
been righteous, and found great favor with God at one time, but then became highly
elated as a result, and God destroyed it. If this was an account of the fall of Satan,
wouldn‟t the text say so? Verses 2 & 9 both say, “You are a man and not God.” Was
Satan a man? Certainly not traditionally.
The text speaks of how Tyre gained riches and wisdom by trade. How would this refer to
Satan? What does Satan, a spirit, need with gold, silver and precious stones. Power is the
desire of Satan (traditionally speaking). From 28:12 to the end of the chapter is highly
figurative language. It is poetic and symbolic in nature. Is there really any sound reason
to insert Satan as the subject here? It goes against the very context of the entire prophecy.
In 28:2,12, God tells Ezekiel to tell this to the king of Tyre. Now, suppose for a moment
that the subject is Satan. How is Ezekiel supposed to deliver a message to Satan?
Why must we force Satan into the context when the text itself tells us time and time again
that the subject is Tyre and its king?
I don‟t think that Satan butted in on God‟s creation and deceived Adam and Eve. God
could have removed Satan from the picture, but did not. God created Satan or evil for a
purpose, and was part of God‟s plan all along. No one or nothing can foil God‟s plan.
You say, “God is righteous and cannot create evil.” The fact is, there is evil in God‟s
creation and if you say God did not create evil, then you are forced to say that God
created something that was imperfect and became evil. Either way it boils down to God‟s
works. God foreknew this and therefore cannot be considered as brought on by an outside
force. It was not an oversight on God‟s part. I know some of you may not see this the
way I do, but let‟s not let that interfere with our pursuit of truth. The Bible though, does
say God created evil. Proverbs 16:4 states, “The Lord has made everything for its own
purpose, even the wicked for the day of evil.” Also, Isaiah 45:7, “The one forming
light and creating darkness, causing well being and creating calamity; I am the
Lord who does all these.” Salvation was not a plan to counter man or Satan. God is in
control of all his creation.
So, in the OT, little is revealed concerning Satan. What is the adversary? Is it in reference
to an evil being or the inherent evil within man? Or is it sometimes referring to one and
then the other? These are questions that remain to be satisfactorily answered as far as I‟m
concerned. The evidence seems to be in favor of the evil intent of man, rather than an evil
being, as opposed to tradition, which insists Satan to be the supreme evil being. From
what we have seen, tradition seems to be correct in understanding that the terms “satan”
and “diabolos” are interchangeable. They are both in reference to an accuser.
To be continued next week.
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