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From the Lions’ Den to the 
Angel’s Den

Sabbath Afternoon

Read for This Week’s Study: Daniel 6, 1 Sam. 18:6–9, Matt. 
6:6, Acts 5:27–32, Mark 6:14–29, Heb. 11:35–38.

Memory Text: “So the governors and satraps sought to find some 
charge against Daniel concerning the kingdom; but they could find 
no charge or fault, because he was faithful; nor was there any error 
or fault found in him” (Daniel 6:4, NKJV). 

After the Medo-Persians take over Babylon, Darius the Mede 
recognizes the wisdom of Daniel and invites him to be part of 
the new government. The aging prophet so excels at his public 

duties that the new king appoints him a chief administrator of the whole 
Medo-Persian government. 

However, as the chapter unfolds, Daniel faces the result of what 
could rightly be called the first sin—that of jealousy. Yet, before the 
story ends, we can see that Daniel is faithful, not only to his secular 
duties under the Medo-Persians, but most important to his God. And 
we can be sure that, to a great degree, his faithfulness to God directly 
impacts his faithfulness in these other areas, as well.

Daniel’s experience with persecution serves as a paradigm for God’s 
people in the time of the end. The story does not imply that God’s 
people will be spared from trials and suffering. What it does guarantee 
is that, in the conflict with evil, good will ultimately win out, and God 
ultimately will vindicate His people.

* Study this week’s lesson to prepare for Sabbath, February 15.

*February 8–14Lesson
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Jealous Souls 
Even in heaven, a perfect environment, Lucifer feels jealous of 

Christ. “Lucifer was envious and jealous of Jesus Christ. Yet when all 
the angels bowed to Jesus to acknowledge His supremacy and high 
authority and rightful rule, he bowed with them; but his heart was filled 
with envy and hatred.”—Ellen G. White, The Story of Redemption, 
p. 14. Jealousy is such a dangerous feeling to harbor that in the Ten 
Commandments themselves, alongside the forbiddance of murder and 
theft, there is the command against covetousness (see Exod. 20:17). 

Read Daniel 6:1–5, along with Genesis 37:11 and 1  Samuel 18:6–9. 
What role does jealousy play in all these stories?

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

Daniel’s administrative abilities impress the king but provoke the 
jealousy of other officers. Thus, they conspired to get rid of him by 
accusing him of corruption. But as much as they search, they find no 
fault in Daniel’s administration. “They could find no charge or fault, 
because he was faithful; nor was there any error or fault found in him” 
(Dan. 6:4, NKJV). The Aramaic word translated as “faithful” also can 
be translated as “trustworthy.” 

Daniel is blameless; there is nothing the officers can do to raise an accu-
sation against him. However, they also perceive how faithful Daniel is to 
his God and how obedient he is to his God’s law. So, they soon realize that 
in order to frame Daniel, they will have to produce a situation in which 
Daniel will be faced with the dilemma of obeying either God’s law or the 
law of the empire. From what the officers have learned about Daniel, they 
are absolutely convinced that under the right conditions he will side with 
his God’s law over the empire’s. What a testimony to Daniel’s faithfulness! 

What kind of struggles with jealousy have you had to deal with, 
and how have you dealt with them? Why is jealousy such a deadly 
and crippling spiritual fault?

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

Sunday
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The Plot Against Daniel
Read Daniel 6:6–9. What is the thinking behind this decree? How does 

it play on the king’s vanity?

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

Darius may appear silly in promulgating a decree that he soon wishes 
to repeal. He falls into the trap laid by the officers, who are smart 
enough to play with the political circumstances of the recently estab-
lished kingdom. Darius has decentralized the government and estab-
lished 120 satraps in order to make the administration more efficient. 
However, such action entails some risks in the long run. An influential 
governor can easily foster a rebellion and split the kingdom. Thus, a 
law forcing everyone to petition only to the king for 30 days seems a 
good strategy to foster allegiance to the king and, thus, prevent any kind 
of sedition. But the officers mislead the king by claiming that such a 
proposal has the support of “all” the governors, administrators, satraps, 
counselors, and advisors—an obvious inaccuracy, since Daniel is not 
included. In addition, the prospect of being treated as a god may have 
been appealing to the king.

There is no evidence that Persian kings ever claimed divine status. 
Nevertheless, the decree may have been intended to make the king 
the sole representative of the gods for 30 days; that is, prayers to the 
gods have to be offered through him. Unfortunately, the king does not 
investigate the motivations behind the proposal. Thus, he fails to per-
ceive that the law that would allegedly prevent conspiracy was itself a 
conspiracy to hurt Daniel.

Two aspects of this law deserve attention. First, the penalty for trans-
gression is to be cast into the lions’ den. Since this kind of punishment 
is not attested elsewhere, it may have been an ad hoc suggestion of 
Daniel’s enemies. Ancient Near Eastern monarchs placed lions in cages 
in order to release them on certain occasions for hunting. So, there was 
no shortage of lions to maul whoever dared to violate the king’s decree. 
Second, the decree cannot be changed. The unchangeable nature of the 
“law of the Persians and Medes” also is mentioned in Esther 1:19 and 
8:8. Diodorus Siculus, an ancient Greek historian, mentions an occa-
sion when Darius III (not to be confused with the Darius mentioned in 
Daniel) changed his mind but could no longer repeal a death sentence 
he had passed on an innocent man.

Monday
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Daniel’s Prayer 
“But you, when you pray, go into your room, and when you have 

shut your door, pray to your Father who is in the secret place; and 
your Father who sees in secret will reward you openly” (Matt. 6:6, 
NKJV).

Read Daniel 6:10. Why doesn’t Daniel simply pray quietly without 
anyone seeing him?

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

Daniel is an experienced statesman, but, above all, he is God’s 
servant. As such, he is the only member of the government who can 
understand what lies behind the king’s decree. For Darius the decree 
amounts to an opportunity to strengthen the unity of the kingdom, but 
for the conspirators it is a strategy to get rid of Daniel. 

Of course, the real causes and motives behind the plot lie in the cosmic 
battle between God and the forces of evil. At this time (539 b.c.) Daniel 
already has received the visions recorded in Daniel 7 (553 b.c.) and 8 
(551 b.c.). So, he can understand the royal decree, not as a matter of mere 
human politics but as an instance of this cosmic war. The vision of the 
Son of man delivering the kingdom to the people of the Most High and 
the comforting assistance of the angel interpreter (Daniel 7) may have 
brought him the courage to face the crisis head-on. He also may have 
reflected on the experience of his companions, who have been brave 
enough to challenge the decree of Nebuchadnezzar (Daniel 3).  

Thus, he does not change his devotional habits but continues his 
customary practice of praying three times a day toward Jerusalem. In 
spite of the prohibition to make petition to any man or god but the king, 
Daniel takes no precaution to hide or disguise his prayer life during 
those critical 30 days also. He is an absolute minority since he is the 
only one, among dozens of governors and other officers, on a collision 
course with the royal decree. Through his open prayer life, though, he 
demonstrates that the allegiance he owes to God comes before his alle-
giance to the king and his irrevocable decree.

Read Acts 5:27–32. Though the admonition here is clear, why 
must we, when acting in defiance of human law, always be sure 
that what we are doing is truly God’s will? (After all, think of 
people who died rather than betray a belief or belief system that 
we believe is wrong!)

Tuesday
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In the Lions’ Den
Read Daniel 6:11–23. What does the king say to Daniel that reveals 

just how powerful a faithful witness Daniel is to God? 

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

The conspirators soon spot Daniel praying—that is, doing exactly 
what the decree has forbidden. And as they bring the accusation before 
the king, they refer to Daniel in a demeaning way: “that Daniel, who is 
one of the captives from Judah” (Dan. 6:13, NKJV). In their eyes, one 
of the chief officers of the empire, the king’s favorite, is no more than 
“a captive.” In addition, they pit Daniel against the king by saying that 
Daniel “does not show due regard for you, O king, or for the decree that 
you have signed” (NKJV). Now the king realizes he has been entrapped 
by signing the decree. The text says that “he labored till the going down 
of the sun to deliver him” (Dan. 6:14, NKJV). But there is nothing he 
can do to save the prophet from the prescribed punishment. The irrevo-
cable law of the Medes and Persians must be applied to the letter. Thus 
the king, however reluctantly, issues the command to throw Daniel to 
the lions. But in doing so, Darius expresses some glimmering hope, 
which sounds like a prayer: “ ‘Your God, whom you serve continually, 
He will deliver you’ ” (Dan. 6:16, NKJV). 

The biblical text does not say what Daniel does among the lions, but 
one can assume he is praying. And God honors Daniel’s faith by send-
ing His angel to protect him. In the morning, Daniel remains unharmed 
and ready to resume his activities in the government. Commenting 
on this episode, Ellen G. White says: “God did not prevent Daniel’s 
enemies from casting him into the lions’ den; He permitted evil angels 
and wicked men thus far to accomplish their purpose; but it was that He 
might make the deliverance of His servant more marked, and the defeat 
of the enemies of truth and righteousness more complete.”—Prophets 
and Kings, pp. 543, 544.

Though this story has a happy ending (at least for Daniel), what 
about those accounts, even those in the Bible (see, for instance, 
Mark 6:14–29), that don’t end in deliverance here? How are we 
to understand them?

_____________________________________________________

Wednesday
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Vindication 
Read Daniel 6:24–28. What testimony does the king give about God?

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

An important point of the narrative is the fact that Darius praises 
God and recognizes God’s sovereignty. This is a culmination, even 
a climax, of the praises or expressions of recognition offered to 
God in the previous chapters (Dan. 3:28, 29; Dan. 4:1–3, 34–37). 
Like Nebuchadnezzar, Darius responds to Daniel’s deliverance 
by praising God. But he does more, too: he reverses his previous 
decree and commands everyone to “fear before the God of Daniel” 
(Dan. 6:26). 

Yes, Daniel is miraculously saved, his faithfulness rewarded, evil 
punished, and God’s honor and power vindicated. But what we see here 
is a mini-example of what will happen on a universal scale: God’s peo-
ple delivered, evil punished, and the Lord vindicated before the cosmos.

Read Daniel 6:24. What might we find rather troublesome about this 
verse—and why?

_____________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________

There is, however, one disturbing problem, and that is the wives and 
the children who, as far as we know, are innocent, and yet who suffer 
the same fate as the guilty ones. How can we explain what seems to be 
a mishandling of justice? 

First, we should note that the action is decided and implemented 
by the king according to Persian law, which includes the family in the 
punishment of the culprit. According to an ancient principle, the entire 
family bears responsibility for the offense of a family member. This 
doesn’t mean it’s right; it means only that this story fits with what we 
know about Persian law.

Second, we must note that the biblical narrative reports the event 
but does not endorse the action of the king. In fact, the Bible clearly 
forbids that children be put to death because of the sins of the parents 
(Deut. 24:16). 

In the face of injustices such as this and so many others, what 
comfort can you get from such texts as 1 Corinthians 4:5? What 
does it say, and why is the point it makes so important? 

Thursday February 13
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Further Thought: Daniel’s deliverance has been recorded in Hebrews 
11. What can be called “The Hall of Fame of Faith” says that prophets, 
among other accomplishments, “stopped the mouths of lions” (Heb. 11:33). 
This is wonderful, but we should keep in mind that the heroes of faith are 
not only those who escaped death as Daniel does but also those who suffer 
and die courageously, as Hebrews 11 also notes. God calls some to witness 
by living and others by dying. Thus, the narrative of Daniel’s deliverance 
does not imply that deliverance is granted to everyone, as we learn from the 
multitude of men and women who have been martyrs because of their faith 
in Jesus. However, the miraculous deliverance of Daniel does show that God 
rules, and He will eventually deliver all His children from the power of sin 
and death. This will become clear in the next chapters of Daniel.

Discussion Questions:
	 Frenchman Jean-Paul Sartre once wrote that “the best way 
to conceive of the fundamental project of human reality is to say 
that man is the being whose project is to be God” (Being and 
Nothingness: A Phenomenological Essay on Ontology [New York: 
Washington Square Press, 1956], p. 724). How does this help us 
understand, at least on one level, why the king falls for the trap? 
Why must we all, in whatever our station in life, be careful of this 
same dangerous inclination, no matter how subtly it might come? 
What are other ways we might want to be “like God”?

	What kind of witness do we present to others in regard to our 
faithfulness to God and to His law? Would people who know you 
think that you would stand for your faith, even if it cost you your 
job—or even your life?

	What do you see in Daniel that makes him a person that God 
can use effectively for His purposes? With the Lord’s help, how 
can you develop more of the same characteristics?

	 In what ways could Daniel have been justified in deciding, in 
light of the decree, to have changed the way he prayed? Or would 
that have been a dangerous compromise? If so, why?

Friday
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Praying Spanish Mother
By Rebeca Ruiz Laguardia

As a 10-year-old girl, Pilar Laguardia stared at the starry heavens over 
Spain and asked herself, Who created the stars? Do we have a Creator, 
or are we just the result of chance?

This question filled her thoughts for years. She asked relatives 
for their opinions, but no one could provide a satisfying answer. She 
attended church services on Sundays, but the sermons about burning 
hellfire and a tyrannical and vengeful God caused her to drift away from 
her family’s faith.

An illness nearly killed her at the age of 22. Laguardia was terrified 
about dying without any answer to her question about God. 

One day, in anguish, she opened the window and screamed at the sky, 
“God, if You exist, I want to know You! Help me! Answer me!”

God answered three days later when a Seventh-day Adventist church 
member, Simón Montón, knocked on the door of her home. Montón 
invited Laguardia’s father, an agnostic sheepherder, to evangelistic meet-
ings, and he accepted out of curiosity. Laguardia asked to go along, but he 
insisted on going alone. Laguardia persisted and finally won the argument. 

Laguardia, sick and weak, entered a Seventh-day Adventist church 
for the first time in the late 1960s. She heard beautiful hymns and the 
end-time prophecy of Daniel 2. Although her father never returned after 
the first night, she attended until the end of the meetings. On the last 
night, she received a book as a gift, and a church member wrote down 
her address. 

Several days later, a woman visited her at home and offered Bible 
studies. Through the weekly studies, Laguardia received answers to her 
questions about God. She found calm and peace for the first time.

Pastor Luis Bueno baptized Laguardia 10 months after the Bible stud-
ies began.

She married at 32, but it was difficult for her to conceive a child 
because of her health problems. Again, she went to God in prayer—and 

became pregnant with me. 
My mother, pictured, born in the humble 

home of a Spanish shepherd 73 years ago, is 
joyfully leading souls in the flock of the Great 
Shepherd today. I’m thankful to God for giving 
me such a mother. 

Rebeca Ruiz Laguardia lives in Spain. Read about 
her missionary work in this quarter’s Youth and Adult 
Mission Quarterly.



Part I: Overview 

Key Text: Daniel 6

Study Focus: Daniel 6, 1 Sam. 18:6–8, Matt. 6:6, Acts 5:27–32, Mark 
6:14–26, Heb. 11:35–38.

Introduction: Daniel 6 highlights the faithfulness of Daniel. He was 
willing to be devoured by lions rather than compromise his relationship 
with God. Eventually his faithfulness to God and loyalty to the king were 
vindicated.

Lesson Themes:

1.	Faithfulness. In spite of the decree that forbade petition to any god or 
man but to the king only, Daniel continued to pray toward Jerusalem. He 
could have shut the windows and prayed in secret; instead, he decided 
not to compromise his testimony. His commitment to the truth ranked 
much higher than the protection of his own life.

2.	Vindication. As a result of Daniel’s loyalty to God, the angel of the 
Lord closed the mouths of the hungry lions. Daniel was protected and 
vindicated before the king and those who sought to take his life. The 
experience of that most remarkable Hebrew exile stands as a token of 
God’s ultimate vindication of His people throughout the ages as they are 
opposed and persecuted by the powers of evil. 

Life Application: Aspiring Christian politicians often point to the experi-
ence of Daniel as a justification for entering the fray of public service. 
What a blessing for the church and society if every Christian politician 
and public officer would emulate the faithfulness of Daniel! 

Part II: Commentary

1. Faithfulness
Daniel was one of three governors in charge of supervising the satraps 
by checking their assignments and auditing their accounts in order to 
prevent loss to the king’s revenues and assure the proper functioning 
of the government (Dan. 6:2). Fraud and bad management have been a 
problem since ancient times. Some ancient Near Eastern texts also reflect 
the climate of competition, rivalry, and intrigue among court scholars and 
advisors, who often addressed the king with accusations against a real or 
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perceived competitor. So, in this regard, the situation reflected in the court 
of King Darius was not exceptional, in that the governors and satraps 
wanted to get rid of Daniel. Jealousy may have played a major role, given 
that Daniel was to be appointed by the king as a kind of prime minister. 
In connection with this possibility, we also should bear in mind that the 
integrity of Daniel may have been a stumbling block to those seeking 
personal advantages and illicit profit from public office. Finally, these 
corrupt officials may have turned against Daniel because he was a Jew 
(Dan. 6:13, compare with Dan. 3:12), and, as such, he was faithful to his 
God rather than to their gods. 

In spite of the royal decree, Daniel does not change his prayer habits. 
He continues to pray three times a day (compare with Ps. 55:17). Daniel’s 
house likely had an upstairs private room on its flat roof. From a window 
facing the west, Daniel prayed toward Jerusalem, where the temple lay in 
ruins. At the inauguration of the temple, Solomon instructed the people 
to pray toward the temple (see 1 Kings 8:35, 38, 44, 48). David seems 
to have practiced the same principle (see Ps. 5:7, Ps. 28:2). Jerusalem 
became the locus of God’s presence because the temple stood there. 
Hence, such a gesture symbolized commitment to Yahweh, the God who 
chose Jerusalem as the place where He would put His name. Moreover, 
Daniel hoped for the restoration of Jerusalem as the fulfillment of the 
covenant promises (Jeremiah 31 and Ezekiel 36). Daniel was a resident 
alien in Babylon; his true citizenship was in Jerusalem. 

So, the first thing we learn about Daniel from this narrative is his 
professional integrity as an officer of the empire. Most certainly, Darius 
invited Daniel to serve because of his unblemished reputation as a public 
servant. In addition, Daniel’s integrity also was clearly perceived by his 
enemies. In this regard, two observations bear mentioning. First, Daniel’s 
enemies recognized that they could not find anything against him in his 
service to the king: “So the governors and satraps sought to find some 
charge against Daniel concerning the kingdom; but they could find no 
charge or fault, because he was faithful; nor was there any error or fault 
found in him” (Dan. 6:4, NKJV). Second, the most impressive aspect of 
the enemies’ plotting lies in the fact that they perceived that Daniel’s ulti-
mate loyalty was to his God. This devotion indicates that Daniel lived his 
faith and expressed his convictions openly. Everyone knew what mattered 
most to Daniel. So, the enemies decided to strike him at the heart of his 
core conviction. In doing this, they did not expect Daniel to compromise 
but to remain faithful so that he could be put to death. Daniel, however, 
perceived no conflict between his responsibilities as a government officer 
and as a servant of the true God. In fact, Daniel took his public service 
as an opportunity to honor the God who is the ultimate sovereign over 
everything. 
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2. Vindication
Probably the most salient feature of the narrative about Daniel in the lions’ 
den is the fact that Daniel was delivered from the lions. This happy end-
ing is consistent with other biblical narratives, such as the deliverance of 
Daniel’s friends from the fiery furnace, as well as the restoration of Job. 
Above all, it is consistent with the Bible’s macro-narrative itself, which 
concludes with the destruction of evil and the establishment of God’s 
eternal kingdom. Daniel’s vindication over his enemies points to the 
ultimate vindication of God’s people, as depicted in the prophetic section 
of Daniel (Daniel 7–12). It does not mean, however, that every faithful 
servant that is persecuted will be delivered as Daniel was. The gallery of 
martyrs throughout history shows that sometimes God allows His servants 
to pay the ultimate price for their loyalty without apparent vindication this 
side of heaven. But the deliverance of Daniel stands as a token of God’s 
eschatological vindication of His people and shows that He holds the ulti-
mate power over the forces of evil. The God who prevented the lions from 
devouring Daniel will eventually forever silence Satan, the ultimate lion 
and accuser of the brethren (1 Pet. 5:8).

Daniel’s faithfulness to God found expression in his allegiance to God’s 
law. Thus, when human law conflicted with God’s law, Daniel showed 
no hesitation about which law to obey. The decree was issued according 
to the law of the Medes and Persians, “which does not alter” (Dan. 6:8, 
NKJV). Here a conflict between two laws—both claiming immutability—
emerges, which will reach eschatological proportions in the attempt of the 
little horn to change the times and the law (Daniel 7). So, if the law of 
the Medes and Persians cannot be altered, what about the law that reflects 
the character of God? The conflict between the eternal law of God and 
human counterfeits is a crucial aspect of the great conflict encapsulated in 
the experience of Daniel. As much as Daniel was loyal to the state, when 
the laws of the state conflicted with the law of God, he demonstrated no 
hesitancy over which law to obey. 

Daniel’s faithfulness was vindicated by God. Darius had no doubt about 
the integrity of Daniel, so much so that he made strenuous efforts to find 
a loophole in the imperial law. Eventually the king was forced to give in, 
though with hopes that the God of Daniel would deliver him. According 
to the biblical narrative, the stone that sealed the mouth of the cave was 
sealed with the king’s “own signet ring and with the signets of his lords” 
(Dan. 6:17, NKJV). This double sealing was intended to ensure that 
Daniel’s fate remained unchanged. As plausibly suggested by a commen-
tator: “The accusers, who likely were present and wanted the lords’ signet 
seal used, would have desired in this way to insure against the possibility 
of the king himself sending men to rescue Daniel; and the king would have 
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wanted to insure against these accusers’ trying to take Daniel’s life some other 
way, if the lions did not.”—Leon J. Wood, A Commentary on Daniel (Grand 
Rapids, MI: Zondervan, 1973), p. 169.

But the vindication of Daniel implied the condemnation of those who 
plotted against him. This outcome is the dark but necessary side of vindica-
tion. The king commanded that Daniel’s enemies be thrown into the same 
pit to which Daniel had been consigned, which resulted in their destruction 
by the lions. To the modern or postmodern mind, it is difficult to accept the 
fact that the king included the families in the punishment of the conspirators. 
However, note that the king was simply following an ancient, though hor-
rible, practice. God did not command that to be done. What God did was to 
save Daniel from the lions, which made clear the prophet’s innocence in all 
matters related to the king. But above all, we should bear in mind that it was 
not only Daniel who was vindicated but also God Himself was vindicated 
before Darius. The king finally confessed that the God who delivered Daniel 
was the true and living God: “His kingdom .  .  . shall not be destroyed, and 
His dominion shall endure to the end” (Dan 6:26, NKJV). These words aptly 
conclude the narrative section and encapsulate the core of the theological 
message conveyed by the prophetic section.

  
 Part III: Life Application

Dear youth, what is the aim and purpose of your life? Are you ambi-
tious for education that you may have a name and position in the 
world? Have you thoughts that you dare not express, that you may 
one day stand upon the summit of intellectual greatness; that you 
may sit in deliberative and legislative councils, and help to enact laws 
for the nation? There is nothing wrong in these aspirations. You may 
every one of you make your mark. You should be content with no 
mean attainments. Aim high, and spare no pains to reach the standard. 
—Ellen G. White, Messages to Young People, p. 36.

1.	 What kind of public offices, if any, are compatible with the Christian 
life?
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2.	 Where and how do you draw the line between loyalty to the state 
and loyalty to God?

3.	 If Daniel is a model, what are the four things that he did that 
aspiring politicians and public officers would do well to emulate? 
(See Dan. 6:10, 11.)

Notes
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