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THE EVANGELICAL THEOLOGICAL SOCIETY
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PURPOSE

“To foster conservative Bililics! scholarship by providing o soediom for the oral
ewchange and writton expression of thought and research i tie genaral field of the

thenlogreal diseiplines as centered in the Seriptares "
Constitution, Art. I

DOCTRINAL BASES

e Bkl alane, aod the Bible oo its entinety, s the Word of God swritten and

thirefore iiverrant in Uie nulograghs. God (s o Teinity, Futher, Son, and Holy Spirit,
paeh wa vnersatod parsan, ane 10 essence, sgual in power aod glory.”

BACKGROUND

This anticle was recommended for publication in JETS by Grant R. Qshorn,
Professor of New Testament at Trinity Evangelical Divinity Schoel and author
of  Revelation (Baker Academic. 2002, pant of the "Baker Exegetical
Commentary on the New Testament™ series), afier he (asz Respondent (o the
group), the auther, and approximately twenty  Stone-Campbell  adherents
discussed this approach 1o the book of Revelanon during an afternoon Group
Study session on the topic of eschatology at the 36th Annual Meetng of the
Evangelical Theologicat Soctety in San Antomin, Texas, November, 2004

Most of the article’s comenis are taken from the author’s doctoral
dissertation ulled. “The Superiority of Preterism: An Evaluation of the Four
Major Evangelical Views of the Rewrn of Christ” (Trnity Theological
Seminary and the University of Liverpool, 2003) in which the author advocates
a complete synthesis of the eschatological views of preterism. premillennialism,
amillennialism, and postmillennialism.

This proposed pretenst-idealist solution o the problem of conilicting and
confusing end-ume views 15 being Turther developed for preseniation and
outworking in forthcoming books and articles from this author.
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AN EXEGETICAL BASIS FOR A PRETERIST-IDEALIST
UNDERSTANDING OF THE BOOK OF REVELATION

JOHN NOE®

When attempting to arrive at a proper understanding of the Bible's [nst
boik, four foundational questions must be addressed: 11) When was this book
most likely written? (2) How do we handle itz time statements? (31 When was
or will it be fulfilled? (4) What is its relevance for us teday? Over the course
of church history, lour major evangelical eschatological views have evolved.
Each answers these four questions differently.

I'n Part 1 of thas article [ will present each view, along with some criticism
from proponents of the other views. The four views are the preterist view.
the premillennial view, the amilleonial view, pnd the postmillennial view. In
Part 11, I will evaluate their different understandings and conclude by offering
# saynthesis.

I. A PRESENTATION OF VIEWS

1. The preterist view.  Muost preterists! believe that the Book of Revelation
gpeaks to particular circumstances and events that were fuliilled within the
lifetime of the bonk's original first-century audience and that there s nothing
in it about our future. Rather, it was comcermed fully and exelusivily with the
firat century and not with sabsequent periods. This view places its date of
writing prior to AD 70—muos=t likely, betweon ap 63 and 68—and ils spon-
fulfillment in An 70 in conjunction with Christ’s divine visitation, coming, and
return in the destruction of Jerusalem and the Temple.

J. Stunrt Russell, a nineteenth-century preterist anthor, portraved the
Book of Revelation as being concerned “primarily and principally with
events with which its first readers only were immediately interosted . . .
events all shortly to come to pass.”™ He believed that “the Apocalypse is
nothing else than a transfigured form of the prophecy on the Mount of
Olives, . . . expandad, nllegorised, and . . . dramatised. . . . Firel and chiefly
the Parousia. .. ."" In other words, and in the opinion of most preterists, Lhe
Book of Revelation is only another version of Christ's Olivet Discourse, simce

*Jdahn Nod i@ presidest of the Praphscy Roformatlon Inatitute and reeides at 5236 Epst T2nd
Fireet, Indinnapolis, [N 468250

'"The term “preterists™ means “full peetesiats” in contrast to “partial pretonsis

£ ). Stuart Russell, The Pomusa (Grnd Rapids: Baker from the 1887 edition testsd by T. Fiahir
Uovwan, 18831 364 (hin gpoodar from Catholic Theeghts on the Bible snd Theology, ¢ bap, =oxv, p, L

" Ihid #7475
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“the subject of both is the same great catasirophe, viz. The Parousta, and
the ovents nccompanying it?. . an event which He [Jesus] declared would
happen before the passing away of the existing generation, and which sume
of the disciples would live to witness™

Pretorsts further point out that Revelation's 3 \o-year perind (42 months.”
“1,260 days,” and “time, tmes, half Gme"; Rev 11:2, 3; 12:6, 14; 13:5) corre-
apotids with the exact time frame of the worst tribulation in Jewish history,
the an 6670 Jewish-Roman War. Tt culminated in the destruction of Jeru-
silemm and the Temple and forever ended biblica! Judatsm and the old cov-
enant, aninal sacrifice system-—just as Chreist had perfectly predicted
(Matthew 23-24).

Another fie-in is the symbal of Bahylen in Revelation 18. Preterists main-
tamn that this Babylon represents first-century Jerusalem and is not a symbol
for Rome, Mew York City, or uny city anywhere, us is commonly assumed.
They believe its identity can be clearly seen by the hermenvutical principle
ol letting “Seripture interpret Seripture” and can be aptly demonstrated with
four simple syllogisms:©

Muajar premise #1: Three times tids Babylon is called “() great city” (Rev
15:9, 16, 19)

Minor premse #1: “The groat city” is “where also their Lord was crucified”
{Rev 11:5)

Conclusion: Jerusalom is Revelation's Babylon

Major premise #2; Babylon was guilty of “the blood of the propheis™ (Rev
17:6; 18:24)

Minor premise 82: According to Jesus and Paul, only Jernsalem killed the
prophets (Matl 23:34-35; Luke 13:33; 1 Thess 2:15-16)

Conclusion: Jerusalem iz Revelation's Babylon

Magor premise %4 John's people are commended, "Come out of her. my
people, so that vou will not share in her sing, so that you will not
receive any of her plagues” (Rev 18:4)

Minor premise 43: The only city Jesus ever commanded his followers to
flee From iz Jeruzalem—when they saw two specific signs (Mati 24:15-
16; Luke 21:20-21). Eusebius recorded that this departure happened
and no Christinns were trapped and destroyed in the sivge and destruc-
tion of Jerusalem iu an 707

Conglusion: Jerugalem is Revelation's Babylon

! fnd. 3710,

P Ibid B35, Alss see preterisl Miltom 8. Terry, Bilical Apoculypiios 1Urand Hopids: Waker.
|98AT 6.

* For mors pee Don K. Proston, Whe Ls This Bobylon (Ardmore. O nop, nad ) 20810, Al ses
M. T. Wnght, Jesus mmd the Victary of God, ol 2 [ Lopulon. SPCH, 1290 329, 264,

d Euneluns, Ecol. Ml Book I, V, in NPNF 1134

A PRETERIST-IDEALIST UNDERSTANDING OF REVELATION ]

Major premiise Bd: This Babylon would be destroyed (Rev 18:2, 8, 10, 11,
17, 19-23)

Minor premize #4: The only city Jesus gaid would be destroyed was Jern-
salem—it would bo “left to yvou desolate™ (Matt 23:38) with “not one
stone left an aanther”™ (Matt 24:2)

Cunclusion: Jerusalem is Kevelation's Babyion

Amillennialist Donald Guthrie suggests that “the symbol of Babyion was
chosen beeause it stood for the oppressors of God's people.™ in first-coniury
Jerusaiem, apostaty Judaism was persecuting God's emerging church.

Bul amillennizalist Stanley W. Paher protests that “this conclusion suffers
on many grounds.™ First, he nceuses preteristz of “playling] down the im-
portance of historical backgrounds, such as Jewish writings contemporary
with and immediately previous” to John's writing that “with one accord” see
“Rabvlon as . Home ™" Second, he reporis thut “all church writers.” in-
cluding Tertullion, Jereme, and Avgustine, “aszociated Babylon with Rome,”
and that this beliel” was “the unchallenged position of the ehblesia for the
next twelve centuries.""" Third, he stipulales that Home was “the hub of the
world's econamic systems” of that day and only this Rome meats Hevelation
18’8 eommorcinl and luxury descriptions. ' Fourth, while he recognizes thal
Revelativg 11:8-9 “is the trump card [or early date advoeates,™™ he labels
as an “inconsistent hermeneutic” the taking of Sodom and Egypt figuratively,
as the text =ays, huot Lthen “shiftiing] gears to make the '‘great eity . . . where
also their Lord was crucified’ refler Lo a §iteral location, historic Jeru-
sialem.""* Fifth, regarding “the bloud of the prophsts,” he cluims that “this
proof | . . 18 inconclusive” and that this biood “was the biood of New Testa-
meni prophets”'®—i e, “beginning in Ap 64, Babylon-Rame also was a city of
[thiz| bloodshed.”'" He concludes that a “reiuvented Babylon as Jerusalem”™
is “a conclusion obviously historically wnjustifiable.” Yet Paher does not
explain how Rome might fit (he sbove third and fourth syllogizms. He also
seems Lo equivecate by sayving that “the ‘great city’ is worldwide in scope,
and not confined to ane Toeality.™!"

* Dimald Gutbre, Moe Testamont Theodoey {Dasmers Greae, L InlerVarsdly, 19310 BLA

" Stanléy W Paher, The Book of Reialasinm s Westery Balydon Rome, A0, 95 (Rano, NY: Nevadi
Prblieativmes, 2031 15

" Iwd 67

W Ikl a7

kA 11013 Ancther argument e Revalation's Badylon being Roma i the “Tahylm® ised in
| Pedier 5 13, from whets Pater wrnts hic apiatls. Sines seennd-century chorch traeliton held b
TPater was m Home ot the eod of Wiz life, somes theeefore link these twa clpee. Bul many cominas
Laries dlsagree wilh this squdiion. See Matthew Hearys Commentary un the Whide Hibde, Adam
Clarke’s Commeniory, and Jomoeson, Faopsvel, nad Rrous Commemiary

" Prher, Book of Berelation's Myatery 169

18 phad. 160,

W Ihid 174,

" i 185,

(T2
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FPrelerists additionally butiress their view by literally honoving the time
statements in Revelation's first and last chapter. Like bookends, these are
seen as selting the historical context for the soon and now-past fulfillment
of the whole of the prophecy:

+ “what must soon |shortly] take place”™ (Rev L:1; 22:6 vav)

*  “Blessed is the one who reads the words of this prophecy . . . who hear
it and take to heart [obey) what is written in it" (Rev 1:3: 22:7 wav)

s “the time is near |ai hand]" (Rev 1:3; 22:10 v}

»  *I3o not seal up the words of the prophecy of this book™ (Rev 22:10; note:
Dandel was Lold Lo “close up and seal the words" of bis book "until the
time of the end” [Dan 12:41; in Revelation, that time is now “near” or
*at. hand™

» “Behold, I am coming soon!” { Hev 22:7, 12)

*  *Yeu, [ am coming suon.” (Rev 22:20)

Postmillennialist and partial preterist Gary DeMar opines that “these
possages and many others like them tell us that a significant eschatological
pvent was to occur in the lifetime of those who heard and read the proph-
pries.” ™ B pretorists grgue that these full context-embracing phrases demand
fullillment of the whole propheey within a very short time and certainly within
the lifetime of the book's original recipienta. This includes the consumma-
tion and glorious coming/return of Christ in finality. All is claimed to have
peeurved within two fo seven years, depending upon the exact date of this
hook’s writing.

Thus, Russell counseled, “To regard it as a revelation of the distant future
when it expressly declares that it treats of things which must shortly come
to paes; and to look for it fulfillment in mediseval or modern history, when
it affirms that the time is at hand, is to ignore its plainest teaching, and
ensure misconception and failure.”' He further stated that “the interpreter
who does not spprehend and hold fast this guiding principle ts incapable of
understanding the words of this prophecy, and will infallibly lose himself and
bewilder sthers i a labyrinth of conjecture and vain speculation ™

Hence, preterists maintain that Revelation only becumes difficult, if not
impasaible, to understand when it is lifted oul of its self-declared, first-
century time context and when 1ts sipns and symbols are not allowed to be
interpreted hy the principle of letting “Seripture interpret Seripture.” Thus,
modern-day preterist Max R. King prociaims that “thers iz notbing . . . more
to be (ulfilied. Gud's work through Christ is finished. U is [ull, complete and
everlasting ™! But many disagree.

* Gincy DeMar, Loast Doy Mocdsess {Breitwecd, TH: Welgamuth & Hyatl, 16815 24,

* Russall, The Parase 374,

® [hid. 33132

N nax B King, The Crass and ithe Paroawo of Ohrisl {Warren, 0N Writing anil Research
Miitstey, The Parkman Rowd Chinreh of Cheisl, 1087 #a2
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J. Barton Payne, [or one, rejects the pretenst fimiting of “the range of
the book's applicability to the 1at Christian eentury.” He argues that "this is
a position which, when held with con=igstency, denies sll modern relevance
to John's predictions,”™ Likewise, Michael Wilcock derides the preterist
view a5 “veiled language events of John's own fime, and nothing more ™
Premillennialist Grant R. Osborne raiges another valid eriticizm when he
aganils preterism “beenuze it limils the universal language of the book tall
‘proples, languages, tribes, and natjons’) to the Jewish people” and “since
final judgment and the end of the world did oot come . .. [in ap 7074

2. The premiliensinl view. Dispensationsl premillennialism is known
for ita insiatence that the words of prophecy be interpreted “literally when-
ever this does not lead to absurdity,” Therefors, they maintain o “foturietic
interpretation” of Revelation * But historic premillenninlists “combine the
futurist and preterisl views,” stipulating that it had a "meszsage for Johin's nwn
day and thal it [also] represents the consummation of redemptive history.”™®

Since most premillenninlists date the writing of this book “arcund an 95,77
they believe its focus i2 not on a contemporary fulfillment at all, but “on the
tast periodis) of world histors™*® and “spenks of the personal return of Chriat
i earth.”™ They doclare that this view “best aceords with the principle of
literal interpretation.”™ Based npon Rev 1:19, they trifurcate the prophecy
as “the past vision of the glorified Christ (chap, 1, esp. wv. 11-18}. . . the
presernit condition of the churches (chaps. 2-2) . . . and as the third part. the
future happenings {chaps. 4-22)."%" Amillennialisi Robert H. Mounce rightly
prutesis, however, that “the major weakness with this pogition is that it leaves
the book without any particular significance for those to whom it is addressed”™
and, eonsegquently, “1t would bo Httle comfort for a first-century believer facing
persecution ™

Historic premillenninlist George Eldon Ladd readily admits that “the in-
terpretation ol Lhis book has= bean the most difficelt and confusing of all the
books of the New Testament.”™ Prime examples are Revelation’s time state-
ments in both ite first and last chapters. Although they utilize simple words
like “soon,” “al hand,” “near.” “quickly,” and “shortly,” mest premillennialist

= I Aarton Pavne, Eneye ligreding iof Bitdicee! Prophecy (Geamnd Ropide Baker, 19735 551
! Michael Wilcock, [ Sae Homren Opened | Downers Oreve, [L InterVarsity, 1075) 23,
H Geant B Oalsorine, Revelutpon {BECNT,; Cmund Bapile Baker Academiz, 208621 20
* Mlillard J. Erickenn, A Hasic (ade i Kschatndogy (Grund Huprds: Haker, 19770 97
= Mid, 98
= Hobert L Thomas, Recefatison }-F (Chicege: Moody. 18535 2(.
= Ihidk: 32,
B ihid. Ba
= el
" fhid. 146
! Hobers 11 Monnes, The Saok of Revelation (rev, od ; Grand Repids Esrdmans, 1908) 24
' CGeerge Eldos Lubl A Thealogs of the New Teattmend (Grand Hapids: Espdmans, 1974, rev.
el |, TREL) BTD
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writers interpret them figuratively. 2 Peter 3:8 is frequently cited a8 justi-
fication. Or. as dispensationalist Robert L. Thomas explains, these words are
“descriptive of the speed with which the events will be carried aut nnce they
have began . . in ‘rapid-fire’ sequence or ‘apeedily.” ™ He also muintains that
“when measuring Ume, Scripture has a different standard from ours.™"

Mot =urprisingly, then, fellow dispensationalist Ed Hindson teaches that
“there are no specific time indicators of when . . . [the prophecies] will be ful-
filled.”™ Bul he confuses the ssue by adding that “the only indication of time
is the phrase “the time is at hand' (Greek, kairos engus). This may be trans-
lntedd ‘near’ or ‘suon. Taken with the phrase ‘come to pass shortly’ (Greek,
en tachei, ‘soon') in verse 1, the reader is left expocting the imminent return
of Christ.™

Postmillennialist and partial preterist DeMar sarcastically quips that “this
i= surprising since this line of argument is most often put forth by those who
insist on a literal interpretation of Seriptwre.”™ DeMar condemns this treat-
went of the time statements beeause it “calls into question the reliability of
the Bible and makes nensense of clear statements of Scripture.™

Amillennialist Mounes simply concedos that “it is true that history has
shown that ‘the things which muat shortly come to pass’ (1:1) bave taken

longer than John expected.”™ Bul Payne counters that “since the Book af

Revelation was written prior to the destruction of Jerusalem in ac 70, the
time rexis make perfoct sense™!

Most dispensational premillennialists affix the rapture of the church ta the
start of chapter four and claim that the following chapters through Lwenty
deal with the *Jewish poriod of the Tribulation.” They cite the fact that the
word “church” is used many times in Revelation 1-3, but not at all in Reve-
lation 4-20, and therefore deduee that the church has been raptured. Ladd
terms this ressaning "a tenuous inference, not a declaration of inspired Serip-
ture.”** He sees no pretribulational rapture io Revelation but only the "de-
seription of Lthe second coming of Christ .. in chapter 19; and the Raptura
af the Charch is altogether omitted.”" Hence, for Ladd, “there is only one
coming of Christ, and it Lakes place ai the end of the Tribulation,** which
he plagea in Revelation 8-16.%

Like the preterists, classic dispensationalist John F. MacArthur agrees
*ihe afflictions of Christ ... in Matthew 24 closely parallel the dreadful

" Thomas, Repefation -7 54-565

B il 55-56

% Ed Hindson, Approgching Armageddon: The Warld Preposes for Wir With God | Engnme, Ok
Harveal House, 1997108

5 Thad

" DeMar, Last [hyys Madness T14.

= Thul - 215

% Mounce, The ook of Necwlafion 248

Y Payne, Encyclepedio af Bibfooal Prephecy 582

" Georgs Eldon Ladd. The Blessed Hope (Orand Rapids: Berdmens, 10561 38

M lhid. 75

** [hidd. ta2

W Ihadl. 75
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judpments deseribed in Revelation 7-19" and are in “the same eschatological
era signified by the last of seventy prophetic ‘weeks’ reforred to in Daniel
$:26-27,7" But for him, the fuliliment is all vet future and none of it past

Also typical of this futaristic view 18 Larry Spargiminn’s assesament of
the role of modern technology. He proclaims that “for the ficsl time 10 the
history of the world, the prophecies of the Book of Revelation ¢an now be ful-
filled, and that everything is in place for the fulfillment of this Tribulation
seennrio.” ' Likewise, John H. Sailbamer chimes in that “the book of Keve-
lation is about the final cataclysmic event that will yet transpire on the
garth. . .. the Antichrist. .. |and] the Final Judgment "™

But postmillennial Keith A. Mathison reterts that these interpretations
are "highly disputed.”™ DeMar challenges that “nething in the hook of
Revelation . . . mentions the Antichrist” nor hig “making a covenant with
the Jews and then breaking it."®

3. The amillennial view. While amitlennialist Jerry Neweombe believes
the Bible's last book describes “how the world will end,”™ fallow proponent
Anthony A. Hockema thinks that “neither an exclusively preterist nor an
exclusively futurtst view of this bock does full justice to it.” He eees a con-
tinuation of the “already-not vot tension”™ that “runs through the entire book.”
He highlights the following verzes as some of the references that apply to
the Second Coming: Rev 1:7; 19:11-16; 22:7, 12, 201.%

Hoekema deseribies his amillennialist inlerpretation of Revelation as
fallows:

Firzt, there are references to events, people, and plaees of the time when the
ook of RHevelation was written, Second, the principles, commendations, and
warnings contained in these letters have value for the church of all fime.
These two observations, in fact. provide & clue for the interpretation af thi
entire book Since the book of RHevelation was addressed to the church of the
firat century A.D)., ils message had reforence to events ocourring al that time
and was therefore meaningful for the Christians of that day. But sinve the hock
wna algn intended for the church through the ages, its messsge is atill relsvant
for us today {until] the final judgement at the end of rllﬂtnr_',',m

Guthirie makes nole thal *Christians clearly do not escsipe from persecution
in this book ™ He too equates the Revelation with Jesus” Olivet discourse and

W John F. Macirthure, The Second Coming: Sigae of Chrasts Returs nnad fhe End of the Age
iWheston Crosswsy, 1999 f4. For & preterist fllillmend of Damel’s soenty sesks sea Jubn
Mod, Beyond (e End Times (Rradford, PA Internations| Protecist Association, 19800 T1-88,

T Larry Bpargmina, The Anti-Froghete: The Challesgeof Pretersem (Oklabome City: Hearth-
stone, SHH 23

¥ John H Saillamer, Biliecal Prophecy |Grand Rapide. Zondervan, 1995) 71

* Koith A Muihjsen, Pestaillesaiolion: An Bsedotology of fope {Phillshurg, K: Preshyvienan
anil Reformpwnl, 19990 177

" DeMar, Last Pays Madarss 1T4.

al Jurry Mewvnmibe, Caming Again o WhenF [ olorpds Springs: Chariot Victar, 19864 297

n Anthony A Huwkeria, The Bibds aod the Future (mnd H!Fﬂd# Ferdmans, 19781 65

= ihid. 22024
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finds that “all the signs mentioned by Jesus in the Matthew 24 = Mark 13
discourse recur among the woes of the Apocalypse.” He posits that “clearly
the interpretation adopted will affect the question whether the tribulation
itself cun be considered a sign of the parovusia.”™*

Regarding the date of its writiog, amillenvialist R. C. Sproul leans toward
postmillennialist Kenneth L. Geniry, Jr's “excelient work.” Sproul specolates
that “if he [Gentry| is correct in arguing for a date prior to Ah 70, then swesp-
ing revisions must be made in our understanding of this book’s conten! and
focus.™™

Two hermeneotical approaches to the book of Revelation are employed
among amillennialists: the historicist and the idealist interpretations. As
Dennis E. Juhnson documents, both span the time “between the ascension
of Chrigt and his retwrm st the end of history, although they differ an .
whit they syinbolize.” Notably, these two approaches are in contrast ta the
preterist and premillennial views which “agree that the visions concentrate
on a maore limited time period preceding Christ’s second coming,™

a, Higtoricist interpretation, This interpretation was “favered by the re-
formers.” It “cees 1o the Revelation a propbecy of Lhe history of the chuarch.”
But as Ladd indicates, "thia method can be millenarnan . . - nonmillenarian
... or pustmillenarian.”*" According to Mounce, this “historical” theory was
crected around the 12th century hy medieval thealogians who were followers
of Joachim and were growing concerned aboul abuses in the Church. ™

Thus, historicists aee Revelation as depicting specific and identifiable
historieal events, institutions, movements, and periods that transpire in a
chronological sequence throughout the entire church age. These hegan in the
first century, have continued through the centuries, and will eventually lead
ap to the Lord's returp. Preterist Milton S. Terry, however, complained that
while histericism “presumed that the Book of Revelation contains detailed
predictions of the Roman papacy, the wars of modern Europe, and the fortunes
of Napoleon,”™ he found “nowhere in the prophecies of this book & prediction
uf Turkish armies, or papal bulls, or the German Refurmation of the six-
teentb century,” as has been claimed by some historicists,™

The primary methodalagy applied by historicists is the “year-equals-a-day
principle” (“year-day theory™), Symbolically, they inzist, one day in prophecy
is equivalent to one year in actual history. This 1s hased an the precedent of
Ezek 4.6 and Dan 9:24-27. The 1,260 days of Rev 12:6 are scen us vears of
tribulation and applied to the long reign of the papacy. Accordingly, these days
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begaa ag varly ns ap 533 with the decree isaned by the easiern Emperor,
Justinian, to muke the bishop of Reme head of all the holy Churches. They
lasted until 1794, during the fime of the Freneh Revolution ( L759-1794)
and the beginning of the end of papal power in France, or until the defeat of
papal troaps by Napolean around 1500,

Using this historicist interpretation, many sixtesnth-century Reformors
“found in the Antichrist a prophecy of the Papacy.™ Hence, the original form
of the Westminster Confession of Faith taught a Vatican and papal fulfillment
of the harlot and second beast of Hevelation 11, 12, and 13 and 17.%* This was
later removed. Given thia level of prominence, it seems surprising that Luther
“dealt with the doctrine of ‘last thinge' in only fragmented ways. Calvin, too,
gave it only passing attention. Noteworthy among his voluminous writings 1s
the absence of o commentary on the boak of Revelation.™ But as Ladd points
aut, historicism “so dominaled Protestanl study of prophetic truth for three
conturies that it has frequently been called ‘the Protestant’ interpretation.™*

Today, Halley's Bible Handbook presents an historicist interpretation and
provides examples that conld have been fulfillments. For instance, Halley
suggests that the rise of I=lam in the seventh century ab might be the ful-
fillment of the fifth trumpet judgment of Rev 9:1-11 with ite unleashing of
“horrible Monsters, with complex appearance of Locusts, Horses, Scorpions,
Lionz, and Humans. "

Bul Ladd is not impressed. He recounts that "a major difficulty with this
view is that no conzensus has been achieved as to what the outline of history
lare=zeen in the Revelation really is"™ Likewise, Johnson urges caution as
he notes that “historicists have not agreed on which events or time periods to
idontify with each vision.™ He sees Lhese disagreements ns “symptomatic
of an interpretative approach that lacks appropriate controls to rein in the
interpreter’s imaginatien.” He further objects that “a symbolic agenda for the
gpecific events of history for centuries and millennia to come virtually seals
up the meaning of the book to John's first hearers . . . transforming the
boak .. into . . laliveiled booki, al least for the seven churches to whom it
was first gent, ™™

Perhapa historiciam’s most famoeus advocate was William Miller. During
historicism's heyday 1o the early 1800s, Miller made his predictions of Christ'e
return in 1543 and 1844, Classic dispensatirmalist Thomas [ee points ot that

“this kind of date-setting helped destroy confidence in the system.™
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But Terry 15 more adarmanl. He ingists that the year-day theory has “no
valid support.”™ He remarks, “TWhy should we ignore the statements of the
Jewish historian [Josephus), and search in the pages of Gibbon, or in the
annals of modern Europe, to find the fulfillment of prophecies which were sa
signally fulfilled before the end of the Jewish age?"' Amillenpialist Leon
Muorris alen eriticizes the theory hecause it "largely ignore[d] the world wuiside
western Europe.”™ Yet amazingly. this theory “prevailed up until approxi-
mately 1620, when all possible termination periods for the 1,260 years ex-
pired withaeut any historical fulfillment.”™

Marvin C. Pale summarized the current status of this interpretative
theory thus:

While the historicist approach once wes widespread, today, for all practical
pirposes, it has passed from the srene. 1ts failed attempts to locate the fullill-
ment of Rewalation in the course of the circumstances of history has doomed it
to coptinual revision as time poased and, nltimately, to ohscurity fa situation,
o wilght add, if Jesus larries, thal contemporary deomsaday prophets maoy
eventually find themselves in!). ™

Thus few people today give this theory any credence. There is one major
exception—the Seventh-Day Adventists, who are premiliennial. They utilize
nit only Revelation's 1,260 days, but also Daniel's 1,290, 1,335, and 2,300 days
as well, as part af their year-day theory. With all these numbers fitting into
their equations, they see us today living in between Lhe 6th and 7th seals
and trumpets, and with the seven plagues all vet futare,™

b Idealist interpretation. Idealism iz the other aymbolic form of interprei-
ing the book of Revelation that is most afien associaled with the amillennialist
pozition. In its pure form, idealism does oot tie the prophecies ta any par-
ticular post-NT event. Instead, it sees them as "basic principles on which God
acti throughout history "™ Thus, these principles relate (o people of every
generation

Ercksun dieseribes it Lthis way, "the idealist or symhbolic interpretation
dehistoricizes these events, making them purely symhaolic of truths that are
timeless in character.”™” They are “timeless . . . truths ahout the nalure of
ruality or human existence that either are continuously present or continually
regur,” "
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Henece, idealist G. K. Beale characterizes Revelation as "a symbalic por-
Lraval of the conflict hetween good and evil, between the forces of God and of
Satan, .. . a timeless depiclion of this struggle.” Buf he also disclaims that
“the problem with this alternative ia that . .. |it| does not depict any final
ciansummation to history . . . land] it ideniifies none of the book's symbols
with particular historical evenle” This is the opposite of the problem faced
by tiie preterist and historicist views. Benle advocates what he calls an
“eclecticiam” approach coupling idealism’s “transtemporal™ applicability
with “a fina) consummation™ ™ and “an Antichrist who comes at the end of
histary. "

Lik# histericists, however, amillennialists alzo "differ an the relationship
of the visions to what they symbolize and to each other.” Jobnson, for one,
beligves thal these visions symbalize “abstract trends or forces that may
find expression in a variety of historical particulars without being limited
to one.”™" These particulars include insights into both “hehind-Uie-seenes
heaveuly sources and at olher times . . . of their visible, earthly outworking
in the exparience of churches, countries, and cultures.™"

Hence, idealism agrees with preterism in that John'e visions revenled
“dvnamics and developuents ., . of Ehe first-renlury,” 1t also agrees with his-
toricism that “the visions symbolized the conditions cenfronting the chureh
throughout the entire church age.™ And, 1t agrees with futurism 1n that the
forces of evil ore “far from defeated. "™ Idealism's all-encompassing embrace
is possible because this interpretative approach does not limit itsell to only
one historical reality, as do the other views. Therefore, Johnzon concludes
that Hevelation speaks of “forces and trends that would long outlive and far
tranzeend ancient Rome, izsues that confront twenty-first-century Christians
just as they confronted our first-century counterparts.™"

Ladd seems to characterize idealism in a positive light as “the assurance
to muffering sainta of God's final triumph without the predicticn of concrete
evenls sither in the past or future.™™ Yet he objects in that “the genre of
apocalyptic literature always used apocalyptic symbolisro 1o deseribe events
in history; and we must expect the Apocalypse Lo share al least Lhis feature
with other books of its churacier ™™

Morriz ncknowledges that :dealism’s strength 1s thal it “secures its [Rev-
elation’s] relevance for all periods of the church's history.” But he flags as a
major lability “its rofusal to see a firm historical anchorage ™ Amillenninlist
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Merrilt €. Tenney contends ithat while idealism “does contain much that is
true. [ts flaw is not 50 much in what it affirms as io what it denies.™

But dispenzationalist Jeffrey strongly disagrees with this timelessness
approach. He blasts its interpretation of Revelation’s visions and prophecies
“as mere allegories and figures of speech” which does "not expect any . . . to
be literally fulfilled.” This is done, he aesumes, “Lo aveid the clear predictions
of Christ coming ™

c. Partial-preterist interpretation. Most, if not all, amillennialiats subscribe
to a partial-preterist understanding in varying degrees. Maoy think that a
“large proportion of Revelation's visions were [ulfilled in the early Christian
centuries” with only chapters “20-22 . still present or future.”™ The ful-
filled parts are thon applied idealistically as principles for our lives und world
today. Guithrie’s amillennialist take, on the other hand, sees chapters 1-6 in
“an historical application ™ Bui chapters 7-22 he assigns “alone . . . to the
future winding up of human histery.™ As a group, however, amillennialists
wenerally oppose full preterism and costend that “those who adopt the view
that the whole beok is no more than a tract for its pwn time dismiss the
prophetic element of a future parousia."™

4. The postmillennial view. Like amillennialists, postmillennialists
teke a partial-preterist approach, envisioning that "a large portion of the
book consiats of a prophecy that was fulfilled in the first century.” Hence,
Mathison charges that the idealist, lustoricisl, and futurist approaches do
“got do justice to” andfor are “ignoring” the numerous time references and
deseriptions 1o the text.™ Gary North argues that since Revelation was
written prior to an 7(, “the Great Tribulation is not ahead of us; it is long
hehind vs” and that “all futurism'—dispensationalisms, most contemporary
non-dispensational premillenmialism, and the more popular forms of amil-
lennialism—is dead wrong. "™

Mathison, like amillennialist R. C. Sproul, credits fellow postmillennialist
Gentry with “documenting in exhaustive detail the dating of the Book of
Hewvelation: hefore ap 70." He sugpgests that Gentry's dating evidence “has
removed the most significant criticism of the preterist . . . interpretation.™"
Gentry has decided that “a date in either Ap 85 or early 66 would seem most
suitable."™ DeMar defends a date “around ab 64—65" aod, therefore, stresses
that “we should be looking for a first-century application ™
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DeMaor also stresses thal “the prophetic key™ is “delermining the time
frame [rom the Ume texts.” Hence, he dismisses “distant futorist interpreta-
tinns as untenable. ™™ He admonishes that “there is no need to be ambiguous
ahout the meaning of ‘nesr,” shortly,' und ‘quickly.’” He chides dispensalion-
alists’ manipulations of these words and insists that the "translators chose
these English words becaunse they convey the proper meaning of their Greek
enunterparts.” He further delineates Lhat “if’ these words meant something
olec, then iranslators wenld have used the appropriate words." He concludes
that “these time markers indicate that the events depicted . . . ware to happen
withour delay” nnd thut "these time indicators™ are to be “taken literally.”
Thus the events they depict “are history, fulfilled prophecy.”™ But, DeMaur
charges that when biblical scholare adopted & fatunatic view, they must
resort e Treinterpreting and relativizing the time texts and, thus, ohscuring
the plain teaching of the Bible '™

Gentry maintaios thot Lthe time statements in Rev 1:1, 3 and repeated
in Rev 22:6, 10 are “the Lext-bracketing temporal indicators” and “cannot
lightly be dismissed.”™" In his opinion. “origingl relevance . . is the lock
and the time-texts the key to opening the door of Hevalation.” He, tno, ashs,
“What terme eonld John have used to spesk ol conlempurary expectation
ulther than those Lhat are, in fact, found in Revelation 1:1, 3; #2:6, 10 and
other places?™ 1™

But Gentry and DeMar are partial pretervists: 5o Gantry sees chapters B
through 19 as portraying “the judgment of leracl in eyelical fashion.”™ And
while he notes that the “forty-two months”™ [Rey 11:2] or "1260 davs” [v. 3]
“indicates the peried of the Jewish War with Rome,”"™ he also ohserves that
“the Baok of Revelation renlly does not speak to pestmillennialism until it=
last three chapters. There. it holds forth the postmillennial hope of an expand-
ing and dominating kingdom of Christ "**

De¢Mar adds that “Revelation depicts a Lemporal judgment upon a nation
that had ‘crucified the Lord of glory” (1 Corinthians 2:8), . . . Thiz iz why
Revelation conld describe the comang conflagration as“near.” . . . The force of
these words is decisive . . . they were to begin with the peopls to whom the
book was written and not thousands of years in the future.”"™ But he punders
“if the Bible ean be interpreted go ‘svon’ can mean ‘late.” and ‘near’ can mean
‘distant,” and 'shortly’ can mean ‘delayved,’ and vice versa, then the Bible can
mean anything and nothing” He dutifnlly asks, "Can we trust 2 God whose
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Although postmillennialists believe that chapters up through 19 were ful-
filled in ap 70 and chapter 20, at least the first part, describes the present
time as more and more people are eoming into the millennial kingdom and
under the rule and reign of Christ, they dilfer on the mesaning of ¢haplers 21
and 22. Postmillennialist Marcellus .. Kik explains that some believe these
realities ure partially prosent in “the Church of Gud upen garth” hut awail
consumimation in the “Consummated Kingdom.” Hewever, Kik calls this ~an
error.” He aszorts that “the Bride, the Church, nnd the Holy Jeruzalem are
owe and the same thing,” It is not “heaven,” "a material city,” and not
“the consummated state. ™™ Other postmillennialists subscribe to Isaiah’s
(Isa G5:17-20; 66:22) "new heaveos and & new earth” g5 begmning in history,
but separate Revelation’s “a new heaven and a new earth” (Rev 21:11 as vet
future and bevond history.

Mathisun posils another dichetomizing scheme. He teaches that the
language of “New Heavens and a New Earth . . . can be used as a descrip-
tion of ongoing change in the existing state of affaira (2 Cor 5:17; Gal 6:15),
but 1t iz also used to deseribe the state of affairs after the final judgment
12 Pet 3:130 In other words, there is an . . . ‘already’ ‘not yel' fulfilled.""™
S0 he believes that “the new h=aven anil new earth {of Hevelation 21-22] is
not whaolly future. . . . Bul neither is it wholly present . . . untii the Second
Coming.*""

Hik, to the contrary, argues that the earth and the heaven that fled way
in Rev 20011 teach “us the end and annihilation of the meterial earth and
heaven” which “have been conlaminated by the sin of man.” He depicts this
verse A8 “one of the clesrest statements in Scripture of the non-eternity of
the earth and the heavens.”'*!

CGentry acknowledges these disagreements in postmillennial ranks. but
suggests that “thera is ample evidence . . . of a refashioning of the earth for
the eternal abode of the saints.”'!'? His “key passage” is 2 Peter 3, which he
admits “has been the aouree ol 2 gond deal of confusion.” Some think 2 Peter
4's “a new heaven and a oew earth” refers to “the present era introduced by
the destruetion of Jerusalem, others apply it Lo the consummate new heavens
and new earth."'"* In his comments on Revelation, however, he claims that
“the New Creatipn/Jerusalem of Revelation 21-22 began in the first century”
and “stretches out into eternity in its ultimate consummation "M*

Postmillennialists do, however, agree with prenulleantalists, and agammnst
pmillenninlists, thot the evenis of Revelation 20 chronologically fullow thase of
chupter 19. But postmillennislists do not view the rider on the white horse
as being Jesug” Second Coming Rather, they see this as Jesuz nding vie-
toriously over his enemies with the sword coming out of his mouth which is
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“the Goapel ns preached by His followers” during the church age. ' Stanley
J. Grenz sxplains that this passage is seen by postmillennialists as depicting
“a process that occurs in history and not the Second Coming, |hence] the
golden age precedes, rather than follows, the Lord's return.”""

II. AN EVALUATION OF VIEWS

L. Asseszing the dating evidonce.  The preterist interpretation is criticized
and discredited by those who date the writing of the book of Revelation 1n circa
a0 95 or 9617 This date 1= termed “the late dale.” And ns Mathisen cor-
rectly affirms, “such a date would effectively rule out a preterist interpreta-
tion.” """ Jeftrey charges that preterists only adhere to the early date (pre-
aD 70) because they “are forced by the needs of their theory ™' But Sproul
effectively argues that “il’ Revelation was writien belore an 70, then a cage
could be made that it describes chiefly those events leading up to Jerusalem’s
Falf. "

While Lhe majority of scholars have subseribed w the late date, a sizeable
and growing minority has found the evidenes for the early daie more abun-
dant, eredible. and compelling. Norih proposes that “Gentry demulished it
[the late-date theory) in Before Jerasalem Fell™ He nlso reports that “so far,
there his been no detailed published refutation.”™" In hus book, Gentry docu-
ments the evidence for both the early and late dates—ie. during Nero's reign
c. AD 63-65 versus during Domitian's reign . ab 95, respectively. He ulso lists
pumernus scholars who have favored the early date.'™ Among those are
Louis de Alcazar, F. F. Bruce, Rudolf Bultmann, Adam Clark, Alfred Eder-
sheim, George Edmondson, F. W, Farrar, David Hill, J. B. Lightfoot, Sir Tsaac
Newton, Bishop Thomas Newton, John A T. Robinson, J. Stuart Russell,
Philip Schaff, Moses Stuart, Milton Terry, and Cornelius Vanderwaal.

Notaldy, Philip Schaff, who wrote History of the Christian Church in eight
volumes, and in the prefaee to his revised edition, sdmits that “on two points
1 hiave changed my opinion—the second Roman captivity of Paul . . . and the
date of the Apocalypse (which 1 now assign, with the majority of modern
critica, to the year 68 or 69 instead of 95, as before) "™

The major pivcce of evidence cited by the popular late-date theorists is the
switmess of Trenseus""*" (an 130-202), who wrote around AD 180191 Sproul
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terms [renaeus's second-hand testimony in his famous work Against Heresies
as “the chiel’ argument for a late date.”"™" Beale emphasizes its importance
by conceding that “the earlier date may be right, hut the internal evidence
i nol sufficient to outweigh the firm tradition stemming from Irenaeus, 9
Irenasus’s questionable pazsage is rendered thusly:

Wi will not, however, incur the riek of pronnuncing positively ns to the nume
of the Antichrist; for i it were necesaary that his name should be distinetly re
vealed in this present time, it would have been announced by him who behald
{he apocalyptic vision. For thut wie seen no very long tfime since, but almest in
our day. towards the end of Domitian's reign. '™

Terry elaborates that whils the evidence for the Inte diate rests “on the sole
testimony of [renasus, who wrote & hundred years after that date,” his “words
admit of two different meanings.”"™ DeMar explains that “a study of this
pessage [actually pnly one sentence) makes it difficult to know whether he
was saying Lhat John “was seen . toward the end of Domitian's reign,” that
he was still alive in ap 95, ur that the ‘apocalyptic vision . .. was seen
toward the end of Domitian'z reign”” DeMar counsels that “the grammatical
construction of the . . . text” makes it impossible ta be “dogmatic one way or
the other "9

Sproul spells out the difficulty this way: “ls the antecedent of 7hat (in
the final sentence) the vision or iz it John, the one who saw the vision? Is
Irenneus saying that John's vizion ook place during the reign of Domitian
fwhich would date the Book of Hevelation aftor the destruction of Jerusalem)?
Or 1s Irenaous saying simply that John, who hived into the reign of Domitian,
wiis seen at that late time?” Sproud adwmits that these words of Irenaens “ron-
tain a certain ambiguity.” As a result, “this precludez them from being used
as definite proof for dating Lhe Apocalypse during the reign of Domitian. ™10
Hence, Mathison concludes that Irenasus's statement is “inconclusive at
best.”""! But Paher contests this. He helieves Trenaeus's siatement is clear
and rompelling evidence for the late date and takes exception ta early date
advocates trying to “neutralize Irenneus’ statement.”"™ He argues that “hy
the rule of antecedents. the ‘that’ has to refer to the nearest noun which is the
last word of the previous sentence, ‘viaion. ™'

Anvther problem with Irenaeus i= the credibility of Lis witness. In addition
to his quote being quite “ambiguous” and its meaniog highly disputed,'* he
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said nothing about the date of the writing of Revelation and even claimed
that Jesus' carthly ministry lasted approximately fifteen years and that he
lived to be almost fifty vears old """ Consequently, Gentry concludes that “a
careful scrutiny of the lrenasan evidence {or a late date for Revelation tends
to render any confident employment of him suspect. The difficulties with
Irenmeus in this matter are many and varied, whether or not his witness is
accepted as credible. A bold ‘thus saith Irenaeus,” cannet be conclusive of
the matier ™"

1 ngree with Geotry and many other reputable scholars who have seriously
studied thiz dating issue that *a date in eithar Ap 65 or early 66 would sesm
mast suitable """ Other arguments for this early date also seem superior,
bath quantitatively and qualitatively, to those advanced for the late date. '™
Gentry further understands that “the multiple statenients us Lo the imminent
expeciation of radieal upheaval in Revelation are more understandsable in the
60s than in the 90s. These expectations were of the persecution of the Church,
the destruction of the Temple and [srael, and of upheaval at Rome—chaas
anparalleled in the events of the A 90s """ Payne agress with Gentry that
“the internnl evidence, which is drawn (rom the predictions contained in the
book itself, is more suited to the davs of Nero” [ap §4-68] """ But Paher objects
and rebuts that “the unified testimony” of the Church for “the firs three
centuries nnd into the fourth™ had John extled on Patmes “late in the first
century.”"** He further argues that the late date better “harmonizes” with
Revelation's portrayal of the "social and religious climate™** wnd “the con-
dition of the seven churches "'*

{ighorne takes a more cantious course, After reviewing the historical
deiails regarding emperor worship, persecution of Christians, and the back-
ground of the seven churches, he roncedes that “good argumenta can be made
for un origin under cither Nero or Domitian.” Yet he sides with “a date in
the mid-90s under Domitian® as having “better evidence."'" Likewise,
Beale favors the late date but admits “ithere are no single arguments that
poing elearly to the early or late date.” "% As we have seen, other scholars have
decided otherwise. Gentry, for one, counters thul “a solid case for a Neronie
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date for BRevelation can be set forth from the available evidences, hoth in-
ternal and external *'*"

OF the two types of dating evidence, scholars hiave generally recognized in-
temal evidence as preferable and taking precedence over external evidence.
John A. T. Eabinson in his book Redafing the New Tesiament poinls out that
Hevelation, along with all NT books. says nothing about the destruction of
Jorusalem in an 70. He terms thiz omission as “one of the oddest factz" and
questions why this event “is never once mentioned as a past fact” by any
NT hook, even though it is “predicted” and “would appear ta be the siugle
must datable and climatic event of the peripd.”™ This emission propelled
Rubinzon’s redating study. His hypothesis and eventual conclusion was that
“the whole of the New Testament was written before 70." He places the
writing of Revelation in ap 68 ' Admittedly, Robinson's argument is an
argument from silence. But thoze who claim that Revelation was written in
AD $5-96 do have major difficulties explaining this facl.

Henry C. Shelden even charges that “Irenaeus . . . mizcanceived the time
of John's exile, and that the Apocalypae was written between the Neranian
persecution nod the fall of Jerusalem "' In further support, Terry acknowl-
edges that “no critic of any note has ever claimed that the later dnte is re-
quired by any internal evidence.”'™ He cites s “n most weighty argument for
the early date . . . the mention of the temple, court, and city in chapters xi,
1-3" and the “further designation, in verse 8, of that city” as being “where
alsn their Lord was crucified™ ™ —le. first-century Jerusalem. But Paher
counters that *a literal temple in Jerusalem . . . did not have 1o be in existence
to validats the vision. ™" He references Ezekiel “who recorded the [his| vision
aof the new temple and city 14 years after the desiruction of the physical one
in 586 no (40:1-48:35) " 1*

Nevertheleszs, the early date also has external evidence. In reealling the
Syriac versian of the Bible, which dates baek to at least an 464" and possibly
hack to second century,'™ James M. MacDonald reported, “this book is en-
titled “The Revelation which was made by God 1o John the evangelist on the
island of Patmos, into which he was thrown by Nerp Caesar.”™'™

In my opinion, the weight of dating evidence greatly favors a pre-an-70
writing. Therefore, as Sproul has suggested, this clears the way for un an 70
fidfiliment
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2. Honoring the time statements.  The concept of time is just as imporiaut
in tha book of Revelation s it 15 elsewhere in the NT. Henee, DieMar is correet
whun he clurifies that "the most tmportant factor in determining when o
prophesy is Lo be Muifilled is the time element " Unfortunately, most com-
mentators are committed (uturisis end, as Doug Wilson observes, they must
“attempl to evade the first-ceniury relevance of these verses. . . . One [way|
is to undermine the menning of the word near lor ai hand) [Rev 1:3; 22:10]
in much the same way they do with shorily in verse 17" Not surprisingly,
they then complain that Revelation's structure is “complex and difficult to
determine.” ™ This conclusion, however, is nnwarranted when the book s left
withun the time context it places upon itsell,

First and foremost, Revelation was addressed to seven real first-century
churches (Rev 1:4; 2;1-3:22). Brent Kinman rightly deduces that this his-
torical fact iz "normally taken az evidence that John's message was lor a
centemporary aulience. '™ .

Second, Revelation was given to reveal, and not to conceal, "what must
aoon take place”™ (Rev 1:1; 22:6). These words are the book's overarchimg
time statement. They are contained in both Revelation's prologue and epi-
logue and encompass Lthe whaole of the prophecy. Therefore, one's intarpreta-
fion ¢f this book must begin by looking at the whole of the prophecy, or the
“big picture,” befure explormg any of its parts.

Muounce, however, provides a clussic equivorating example as he wriles,
“the most satisiving selution is to take the expression ‘'must soon take ploce’
in a straightforward sense.” So far 80 good, bul then he adds a disclaimer:
“remembering that in the prophetic outluvk the end 15 always imminent, """
In ather words, for Mounce the meaning of this time statement is meaning-
less. [t can be shretched like a rubber band far cul into the future Thomas
agrees with Mounce and joins his voice with the chorus assuring readsrs
that “when measuring time, Scripture has a different standard from ours.™'™
Dut this Lype of manipulation simply puls an intolerable strain on the plain
and natural meaning of commonly used and normally understood words.

Perhaps, Uavid S. Clark’s admanition i well worth heeding here. He
cautions that “stretching language to the brenking point to make ‘shortly’
mean several thousands of yvears . . [ia] only trifling with words, and the
Word of God. '™

Churles L. Feinherg offers a different take. He proposes that Rev 1:1 “gives
o basis for the historical interpretation of the bouk. Evenls are seen here
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from the perspective of the Lord and not from the human viewpoint.”'®* But
DeMar rightly retorts that “there is no passage that pointa us to viewing
t:me ‘from the perspective of God.! "' The fact is that this book was written
Lo man “to show his servants what must saoon take place” (Rev 1:1) Mounee’s,
Thomas's and Feinberg's commepts are representative of those who have
sought to interpret the relevant passages in Revelation related Lo time in &
non-literal manner in order to find a meaning in keeping with thoir Returistic
intorpratation. Bruce Manning Metzger, on the ather hand, is mnst direct and
emphatic: “The word soon indicates that John intended his message lor his
own generation '™

Another related contextusl difficulty stumbled over by many inter-
preters is the elaim that Rev 1:19 denotes “a straightforward chronalogical
division of Revelation into three conaeentive and mutually exclusive his-
torical periods ** What is fargotten ar ignored is that this verse, tag, is
part of the whale of the prophecy and Jueated within thig book's overall
time-statement parameter. Therelore 1ts future aspects are controlled by and
consigt az a part of the things that “must soon take place” (Rev 1:1; 22:6).
This time parameter establishes both the context and structure lor the entire
book. And, as William W. Klein o af. state, “context ia structure.” "™

Regarding structural relevancy, Gentry elaboratea that John in *writing Lo
=even historical churches . . . expects thoae very churches to hear and under-
stand (Rev 1:3; 22:10) the revelation (Rev 1:1} nnd to heed the things in it
IRev 1:3, 22:71, because of the nearness of the evenis |Hev 1:1, 3: 22:6, 10).”
Gentry rightly terms this “original relevance,” which he defines as “the
loek and the time-texts the key to spening the door of Revelation.,” He also
appropriately asks, "What terms could John have used to speak of contem-
porary expectation other than those that are, in fact, found in Hevelation 1:1.
3; 22:6, 10 and other places?"'""™ Unfortunately, Gentry, like ather partial-
preterist pogimillenninlists, Inter violates his own contextual structure, as
we shall see

Terry fittingly submits that "thess simple words of time must he subjected
to the most violent and unnatural treatment in order to make the statements
of the writer compatihle with the [distant future] exposition.” ™ For instance,
‘shortly” [en tacher], “short,” ar “soon” [fachkos] is consistent in its literal mean-
ing everywhere else it 15 used in the NT i{see, e g, Rom 16:20; 1 Cor 4:19;
7:29: Phil 2:19; 2:24: 1 Tim 3:14; 2 Tim 4:9; Heb 13:23; 2 Petf 1:14; 3 John 14;
Rev 1:1; 22:6}, But Spargimino bernoans thal "preterists try to argue that
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thir is the only meaning that it has.” He postulates that “‘shartly” could very
well be a reference to i partion of the Book of Revelation.”'"" As we have
seen, others propose that “shortly” really means that “once they begin, they
unfold quickly.”'™

Likewise, “quickly”™ has but one literal and consisten| meaning everywhere
it is used (see, e.g., John 11:29, 31; 13:27; Acts 22:18; Rev 3:11; 22:7, 12, 20).
“At hand” or *near” {engus) also has one literal meaning—i.e. close in relation
ta time or distance (see, e.g., Matt 26:18, 45-46; Luke 21:20; Johp L] G:4;
7:2. B: 11:55; Rev 1:3; 22:10). Again, DeMar rightly reminda us that these
words antd phrases “are used hundreds of times in the New Testament, and
they mena what they mean in everyday speceh.” In anticipation of & transle-
tion objection, he furtber adds “the translators chose these very clear Engiish
words to represent their Greek equivadents.” In anticipation of another ob-
jection, he entreatz that “nothing in the conlext of HE‘-'HHIinE indientes that
these words should have sperialized and unique meanings.”'™ Therefore, be
properly concludes that there is “no justification to shkip over two thnuaaﬂd
vesirs of church history to engege in apeculative methods of interpretation ™™

In my opinion, the best hermeneutical priociple to apply for understanding
these words is comparing Seripture with Scripture, When we do, us DegfAlar
has neted, " ‘near, ‘quickly,’ and ‘shorily’ nre used in a liferal sense in eves
other New Testament passage where they oecur.” Yet “in the Book of Revela-
tion we are told that they should be interpreted figuratively,” Again, DeMar
ironically reminds us that “this line of argument 1% most___:'-ften put forth by
those wha ingist on a literal interpretation of Scripture.”'" But disregarding
the plain und natural meaning of commonly used and understood words and
advocating interpretation-by-exception approaches only “makes nonsense
of clear statements of Scripture. ™™ DeMar rightly and further warns that
“hased on the way ‘quickly,’ ‘near.” and ‘shorily’ are used in Genesis through
Revelation, any student of the Bible who does not interpret these time texts
in the wav the Bible uses them bs in jeopardy of denving the integrity of the
Bitle.”'™ The plain truth is, once again, “the plaie meaning of the text is
thrown out the window [18] to justify n svstem of lhefrlug}'.::"‘ In contrast,
DeMar submits that “the force of these words is deeisive.”" ™

Arnother factor often overlooked is that Revelation's first-century recipients
were Lo nbey the whole of its prophecy if they wanted to receive its blessing
iRev 1:3: 22:7). Therefore, the whole of this prophecy had to be “obeyable” in
their lives, back then and there. Yet in apite of this and other plain and elear
salf-declarations thut “a significant eschatological event was to aceor in the
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lifetime of those who heard and read the prophecies.”'™ debates over the
meaning of ils commanly used and normally understood words rige on in
scholarly cireles. "' As a result, many interpreters “in defiunce of all gram-
matical laws, proceed to invent a non-natural methad of interpretation, ac-
cording to which ‘near” becomes ‘distant. and ‘quickiy’ means ‘ages hence,
and ‘af hand' signifies ‘afar off. "'

But again DeMar ia right in recognizing that “the first resders of the Rev-
elation scroll would have immediately applied the prophecy to themeslves.
There is nothing to indicate a distant future mterpretﬁr'inﬁ 1% And since
Revelation was most likely written prior to ap 70 and its elesr time state-
ments bookend its entire contents, Johnson is also right in saying that the
fulfiliment of “Revelation is not about events and hestile forees remote from
their | lstcenturyi struggle,” ™ but sbout “fulfilment . . . in the near future
Ito John's readers), which to us is the distant past.”'® Craig K. Koester
eoncars that Revelation “is primarily a book for its own time" ™ and "would
have been clearest to those who lived in John's own time.”'"™ Mounce rec-
ommends that “it seems more reasonable to aceept the Apacitlypse on its own
terms und uriderstand John as the channel through whom God revealed “what
must soon take plaee’ (1:1) 71

The averriding contextunl problem, however, which confronts all who take
any type of a faturist position 1s how and where to bifurcate the book—part to
the past and part to the future. Ig it after chapter three, six, nineleen, or jnst
anywhere? Since this book’s lime statements span the whole of the prophecy,
it appears that it fulfillment is either all or nothing. Any bifurcation wonld
appenr te be arbitrary and a violation of the time-sengitive parameters the
book places upan itsell. Postmillennialist Gentry provides a classic example
of thiz as he writea that “moest of the prophecies before Revelation 20 find
fulfillment in the fall of Jerusalem (an 700" Of course, hiz “most of” phrase
complicates hifurcation and fulfillment matters even furlher. The fact is that
there is no textual or exegetical justification for dividing this book anywhere.
Its fulfillment unity is self-impesed and must be honered.

Preterist King drives this unity point home by characterizing ihos= wha
make "litthe or no attempt . . . to honor those clearly stated time restrictions”™
a5 taking “a head-in-the-sond course of action ™ He argues that “John leaves
no room . . . for aoy division to be made of his message into two differont,
widely separated eschatons.”'™
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Anuther highly significant factor ignored or dismissed are the angel’s
words “do not seal up” (Rev 22:10) These words are in dromatic contrast to
Daniel’s time and prophecy. Daniel wis told to “close and seal” Lhe words of
his prophecy because its fulfillment was some six hundred year away, at "the
time of the end” (Dan [2:4, 9). But in John's day thit time of the end was “at
hand” (Rev 1:3; 22:10). Koester nghtly discerns that “Revelation was an open
book from the time it was written onward.”™" Walhout fittingly adds that
“evervibing in these visions 1k oear. . . . If we fail to see these visions with
John, it is the equivalent of sealing them up.”"™ Thus stretehing the (uifill
ment of all or some of Johw's vizion oul for almost two thousand years pway
from his time is the equivalent of sealing them up.

While trifling with the time statements or aszsigning specialized meamng
violates commanly aceepted principles of hermensutics and basic rules of
grammar, some simply choose to ignore them completely. '™ Others go so far
u# to elaim that “there are no specifie time indicators” in the book of Heve-
lation. ¥ These devices are “tools of the trade” far all postponement, dichat-
cruzing hermeneutics. They are necessitated. But taking fulfiliment of any
passage oul of its sell-imposed historical snd time-sensitive context strips
Huvelation of its natural, plain, und intended meaning, All such approaches
are weak and must be discarded.

What is needed for a proper understanding of this most abused book is o
careful and honest exegesis—one that preserves the integnity aoil harmony
of the whole ol the prophecy and its associated events. Arbitrary divisions and
anti-textual assertions have no part in this process. The simplest solution s
to recognize that the whole of the propheey was written, first and foremost,
to first-century Christians. Its book-ending and content-hrucketing time state-
ments must be taken literally und plainly, They make perfect sense and Lear
witness o this book's unity and original sudience relevancy. If this relevancy
is nol true, it is simply inexplicable why this book's original recipients weare
never informed of thie fact, thus giving Revelation the character of deception
ruthier thao of rovelation.

Russell suceinetly summarized the imporlince of Revelation's time state-
meints this way: “Tt may trudy be said that the key haz all the while hung hy
the doar, pluinly visible in every one who had eves (o see; yet men have tried
Lo pick the lock, or force the dour, or ¢limb up some other way, rather than
avall themselves of so simple and ready w way of admissinn as Lo vwse the key
made and provided for them, ™'

. Revognizing fulfillment.  The book of Revelation does not contain end-
oi-the-world predictions vr events, Nor dees 1t “denl with the consummation
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of history,” a5 is commonly held *** Rather, it fully predicted and symbolically
and accurately dezoribes the events leading up Lo and including the fall of
Jerusalem i a coming of the day of the Lord in ap 70, Appropriately,
Johnzon terms “suspect” any “interpretations of the visions that lie eom-
pletaly bevond the original readers’ frame of referenee. ™™ The whale of the
prophecy deals with things that “musi [and did) soon take place™ (Rev 1:1;
of. 22:85 [lut, as we will ses, this fulhllment does not exhaust Revelation's
meaning and relevance.

Revelation ix also a fourth, but amplified, version of Jesus’ Qlivet Dis-
eourse. As Uentry correctly points out, “if, 9= it seems likely, Revelatinn is
indeed John's expesition of the Olivet Discourse. wo must remember Lhat in
the delivery of the Discourse, the Lord emphasized that it . . . was to ocour in
His generation {Matt 24:341, 7% which it did. But, az we will see, it iz more
than jusi a fourth version

First and foremost, the Book of Revalation does deseribe a local series of
events that occurred in the past. 1ts blessings, judgments, and events deseribe
readities very near to its wnting aod intended for its original avdience. But
just tike the birth, life, death, resurrection, and ascensian of Jezug, which
wore alsu local evenils, Hevelalinn's fullillment has universal applicalions and
implications, Locally is jusl how Ged chose lo implement and complete his
plan of redemption.

In addition to the first-century relevancy of Hevelation's time state-
ments and the covenantal identity of its "a new heaven and 2 new sarth”
inot. covered in Lhis article),'™ two uther connecling poinls must be re-
emphasized: 11) the textual identification of Revelation's A4:-year period
(“42 montbs,” “1,260 days,” and “tine, times, hall time™; Rev 11:2, 3; 12:6, 14;
13:51 with the Ap 66-70 Juwish-Roman War; (2} the four textual syllogisms=
connecting Revelation's “Babylon” as being first-century Jerusalem. Despite
Paher's objections, these textual points provide strong evidence in support
of a pre-an 70 date for the writing of Revelation and fulfillment in the time
of Jesus’ contemporares. These events ended forever biblical Judaism, its age,
and the old covenant system {Heh 8:13; 9:10). But there is more.

In addition, in this biok we find a “divine visitation” and “divine judg-
ments. "™ Thus Carroil maintains that Revelation “lends urgency and dra-
matic power to the expectation of Jesus’ parousia. This svent . . . unfalds
in the visions."™" But the specifie Greek word parousia is never used in
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Revelation. Su Carrall claims that the coming or commygs promised in the
letters to the seven churches | Revelation 2 and 31 “hint at 3 coming ol Jesus
ta the church apart from his end-time parousia.” ™ Paher iz more emphatic.
He sees “several camings of Christ in Revelation 2-3" until “the last of all
comings” which he reems “the Lord’s final return.” He further differentiates
between two comings: one coming in “Matthew 24:29-30, where Christ came
on the clonds against one locality, Jerusalem of Judea;™ and another coming
in “Revelation 1:7 . .. a [future] werld wide judgment, where "every eye,” the
prople of the earth, will see Him. """ Cansequently, what this Ap 70 coming
of Christ was, or wia not, is 0 matter of contention between full and partial
proterisis. R, C. Sproul, for one, acknowledges that it was “n parcasin or
coming of Christ . . [but| not the parousia v

Reluctantly, Ladd conceded about the preterist view that “there must b
un element of truth in this approach for surely the Revelation was intended
to speak to ite own generation.”™" Yet he criticized C. H. Dodd's realized
eschatology for “emptying il |eschatology] of its futuristic eontent. ™ 1
believe Ladd's criticism is equally valid for the modarn-day preterial view ol
Revelation’s prophecy. which brings us to our final suction.

4 Acknowledging ongoing relevance end Limeless applications. Many
preterisls employ & reductionistic hermeneutic claiming that the extent of
Revelation's prophecy applies anly to its fulfillment in the events leading up
e and including a0 70. As Morris caustically notes, “the preterist view .
staris with the situation of the church in the first century and ends ihere . .
making it meaningless for all subsequent readers.”™" Johnson astutely adds
ihnt past fulfiliment “leads some preterist interpreters Lo minimize the
presant and yet future applications of Revelation.™™ Spargimino's criticism
is more blunt: “Preterism, however, with ite insistence that virtually all
prophecy has beer fulfilled. sees the future as a vast uncharied sea . .. we
can virtunlly know nothing aboul the future. Ts this how God aperates? ™

Apgain, in my opinion, these criticisms are quite valid. Therefore, in
this section | will propoas that the book of Revelation is mere than "a tract
for its own times.”" In gther words, iLs prophecy was nol exhausted in an
50 70 fullillment. That preterist limitation is too restrictive. Furthermore,
it contradicts what this book of prophecy savs about itself Mounce comes
cloge to realizing a fuller meaning when he says about Jobo "the apthor
himsell could without contradiction be preterist, historicist, futurisi, and
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idealist."®"! Krayhill, while taking "largely . . . a preterist view,” wisely
suggesis that “the Word of God eannot be tethered to any one school of inter-
pretation. In the end, I want parts of several methods of mterpretation, ™'

Klein er al. are al=a on track when they suggest “a combination of preterist
and futurist inlecpretations emerges as bost. ™" David 3. Dockery advo-
cates 4 similar svnthetic approach:

Both the futuriet and preterist views hove their strengths and weaknesses
Instend of chossing only ane or the sther, a “hothiand™ appreach Lhat applies
the strengihs of cach i= o better option The preterst position by itsell fails
to understand that RHevelation confranis the modem reader with promises,
challenges, and choices that are similer. if not identical to these faced by Lhe
book’s original readers. The futunst position by itsell is proneg to see Hevela-
ton as a erystal ball with o literal timetable of events that will happen in the
futars *H

For thess and other inlerpreters, it seems the gigos, symbols, and content
of Hevelation are just too rich to he confined within one view or limited to
only one time period or to one particular people. Even classic dispenaationalist
Spargiming acknowledges that “the Hook of Revelation must not be limited
in time or extent. Revelation abounds in universal statements that suggesat
fulfillments bevond the canfines of the ancient Roman world. ™5

Below are six exegetical lnsights supporting a universal and timeless
sensns plentor—ie. “a fuller sense . . . the possibility of more significance
to. . [al passage than was consciously apparent to the original author,™""

Firat and foremeat, nnee again, the whals of this prophecy, from frst tn
last, was written (0 encourape itg original sudience. They were under severe
persecution and in peed of relief. The whole of it, therefore, is rooted, time
reatricted, and fulfilled in one, immedinte, specific. and real coming of Chrizt
in judgment in an 70, As Russell acknowledges, “the coming of the Lord is its
grand theme "' That contemporary and hiztorical setling was Revelation’s
one and only fulfillment. At the same time, Klein ¢f el are right in application
that “the historical meaning of the text must play a controlling role™™" a1
we explore a sensus plenior.

Second, and in graphic fashion, John was nlso tald to “eat™ the little scroll
and that he “must prophesy agnin about many peoples, nationa, languages and
kings” (Rev 10:9—-11). Clearly, as Osborne has pointed out.”*" these “peoples,
nationd, irnguages, and kings™ are a different anid broader group of recipients
ol thi=z prophecy than John's original group, the area of ihe seven churches

1 Meunce. The Book of Revelation #0.
Y1, Nelwn Kravhill, “Apocalypee Now,” Chrenionity Today 43712 (October 25, 1900 32,

B Klwin et al, Introdacdion o Biblical Mnterprecation 369,

" Devid B Deckery, *1s Revelation Prophecy ar History?™ Chmefranily Todor 4318 | October
25, 190} HE

B Spargriine, The Aadi-Prophets 180

S Henry A, Virkler, Hermensaticn [(Grand Rapids: Aaker, 1981 25,

U Russell, The Porowsia 531

I Klein e ol ftraducton fo Bibfical Imderpretnbion 125
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[Rev 1:4, 111 Traditionaily, however, commentatars have tried to minimize
the meaning of this dramatic symbolism. They cantend it tnly meant a per-
sonal application for Jolu. Suggested applications, along with my comments,
include:

o John must vet receive the rest of the prephecy (chapters [1-22). But
John was not going anywhere. He was there fur the duration. This
explanation is not only highly reductionistic, in comparizon with the
dramatic symbolism used it is superfluous and weak.

o John weould later trewel through the area of the seven churches sharing
this prophecy verbinlly (a book tour; of sorts). Bat it was nol necessary
for Jdohn to travel about doing this. That was the purpose of sending
the leiters. They were 1o be read in the seven churches,

o Tiis was o commissioning for John. But, 2= Beale properly nates, John
“has heon commissioned on at least two previous cocasions (1:10-20
anid 4:1-20." and also in Rev 1.19,%" Therefore, another commission-
ing would be unnecsssary and redundant.

Third, similar expressions are found five other times in Rev 5:9; T 13:7;
14:6: and 17:15 (alse see Rev 22:9 and Dan 4:1; T:145 In Rev 59, for ex-
ample. idealist Beale terms this a “phrase of universality,”™ ™ as it umver-
anlizes the application of Jesus™ sacrifice.

Fourth, if this expression’s use i Rev 10:11 is eonsistent with this
book’s other five uses, and we employ the hermeneutical principle of lelting
“Scripture interpret Scripture,” then it must carry the same univcj_*j&hzed
meaning here us well. Beale acknowledges this “widening application™ and
affirms that its consistency of use is “an exegetical rationale” for “applying
it [the whole prophecy] universally.” Hence, these words refer “to all peoples
throughout the world.”™* Johnson specinlly notes that “kings” replaced
“‘iribes’ as the fourth element in the gquartet,”™ In Rev 1:6 and 5:10, be-
lievers gre called “kings." Likewise, Walhout concludes that these graphic
verses “expand the vision to a broader leval . . [to] what the entire Claristian
community as a whole experiences.”™* He extrapolates it to “to all peoples
and langunges, to all natinns and governmenis” and “as applying to the eatire
Christian community, the chareh.™ Because of this passage, Koester in-
sists Revelation is "a message thal pertaina to every nation.”**® Holman
clpime that this language means “wherever in the world the chorch exists”

=% penle, The Bodk of Renelotion 553, Alea see Osborné, Repelation 401-5.
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and is “sulfering.”"™ “That the Apocalypse is concerned with the whole of
humankind is evident. ™ Thus & universalization and timeless application
are the most natural way to understand a consistent use of this terminolomy.

Fifth, the relevance of Revelatian’s prophecy (itg realities, principles, and
portravals) is not limited to a one-fime, historic, and static eschatologic:il
fulllliment for its own day, which it was. This revelation goes beyond A 70—
but with its an 70 fulfillment serving in a typological manner. This cogoing
relovancy and timeless applications are part of the uniqueness of Revela-
Liui's prophecy and further dilferentiate it rom Jesus" Olivet Discourse. How-
ever, these ongoing aspects resiat predictability because John's prophesying
“again” was general and no longer time-sensitive or place-specific. Instead,
Revelation's imagery and visions now serve as a type for repenating patterns
af Chriat's ongoing involvement and activity in history and in individual
lives, In other words, John's prophecy now transcends its fulfilment time
and context into new historical and persunal applicatinons. Post-an 70, thig
prophecy 18 not anly timeless but multifaceted.

Universalized timelessness has long been the strength of the idealisL
tamillennial) interpretation of Revelation—even though idealista may have
the end at the wrong end (at a future and unseriptural "end of time” versus
the Seriptural “time of the end” in Ap 701 ™! Joseph A. Seiss expounds this
uniqueness this way: "It is an open beok, and meant to be ever kept open to
the view of the Church from that time forward to the end.*™ But in my
opinton, an eschatplogically veformed and preterist-idealist application would
help us better understand how the rise and fall of empires, the hislory of
nationg, the lives of people. the comings and goings of groups, institutions,
and other enrporate bodies are controlled by God and Christ, as depicted in an
angeing sense in Revelation (see also Dan 2:21). This same ongoing dynamic
abould also include Christ's comings, sppearings, and visitations contained
therein, Henee, Morris is moving in the right direction whan he slates that
“the word of Juhn iz concerned not with any one group of people . . but with
many. This has had striking fulfillment through the centuries.”" He is also
correct in recognizing that “this secures ils [Revelation’s] relevance for all
peribds of the chureh’'s histary,”™!

Hoekema acknowledges this duslistic significance thus: “lts message had
reference tn events ocenrring at the time and was therefore meaningful tor
the Christians of that day. But since the book was also intended for the
charch through the ages, its message is still relevant for us today."™" This
ongoing relevancy also perfectly corresponds with God's redemptive grace
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and purpose. While totally local in fulfiliment, all are universal in goal, seape,
and application. Seen in this manner, Revelation is truly a prophecy of “the
eternal gospel to proclaim to thoze whao live on the earth—to vvery nation,
iribe, language and people” (Rev 14:6).

Sixth, there is no suggestion of a termination of these applieations. The
popular terminology of a “finallast judgment.” & 'l.].-.m.l blle-lsmg." # *final
coming,” a “final day of the Lord.” or a “final Antichrist” is non-seriptural,
and. 1 submit, unseriptural. Therefore, in the prophecy of the book of Heve-
lation, we moderns have real, ongoing biessings, warnings, comings, judg-
ments, and interactions of Christ with which to be personally invalved and
concerned (Rev 1:4; 22:7, 14-19:. Yet there is no antichriat therein, Hather,
‘many antichrists,” who fit the deseriptions found ondy in | John 2018, 32; 4:3;
2 John 7%, still rogm the earth today and will in the future.

This relevancy realization is not a lesser reality or 4 second-rate ophien
in comparison with solely past or mestly futuristic fulfillment \ir:_u';«‘ In
effect, 1t 18 more significant than any gingle view. Our recoguition of Reve-
lation's total fulfillment and total relevancy, here and now, in our lives
should create a greater sense of reaponsibility, a groater maotivation for
nhedience, and a groater desire Lo worship than the trudi:mnr_jl dr.*l’em‘lm:lt
views—past or future God threngh Christ continues to act in hL.ﬂt.ur'v." aml_lu
the lives of his saipts in an apoealyptically revealed and preterist-idealist
IENET.

M. CONULUSION OF SYNTHESIS

“The revelation of Jesus Christ” (Rev 1:1) has a fuller significance and
deeper churacter beyond its ap 70 eschatological folfillment. Conseguently,
the preterist notion that it only applies te an 70 when Christ supposedly came
i “Anality” is @ weakness to be amended = Tt also applies to ather historieal,
:n_u_-n::pnht.ical. community entities, corporate badies, and individuals at dif-
Ferent times and in different places throughout the world. The exact nature
of these ungoing applications is. perhaps, a Dent 29:29 and certai nly beyond
(he seape of Lhis article, but fertile ground for future work. ™™

The idealists are right in that “the Apocalypse is thus a theologival poem
setting forth the ageless struggle between the igingdom u[_' light und the
kangdom of durkness." ™ And in u prelurist-idealist synthesis. the strengih
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of ideallsm remains thui it “secures ita relevance for all periods of the
church’s history.” But its major weakness—i.e. “its refusal io see a firm his-
torical anchorage™ ™ —is removed. That missing anchorage is supplied by
Revelation's an 70 [ulfillmeni.

Nevertheless, [ believe Morriz is inaccurate when he claims that Reve-
latinn'z visions “have in a gense been fulfilled many Hmes over.”™" In con-
trast, I submit the better understanding iz ane specifie fulfillment, but many
general applications. These univeraal and multifaceted applications, how-
ever, are just as real, relevant, and powerful for us today as Mlfillment was
for its priginal recipients. This relevancy also means that cur failures Lo
understanding and ohey all the wards of this propheey have resulied in
many of us not recelving Hevelation's promised earthly blessing (Rev 1:3;
22:71, Likewise, our subtracting from and/or adding ta this prophecy subject
us to ita promigsed earthiy plagues and loss of access to the tree of life and
the holy city, here and now (Rev 22:18-19). These stated warnings and can-
acquences must aléo be open-ended and ongeing in nature, otherwise they
are toothless and irrelevant.

In conclusion, no single view of Revelation iz adeguate But I helieve a
synthesis of the preterist and idealist views, and wm this order. betier en-
eomprsses the full and proper character of the book of Revelation than any
ane view in and of itzelf. With this perspective, and from an 70 on, the book
of Revelation truly is a “tract for aff times.”
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