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This book is dedicated to all Bible teachers. No
one knows it all, and not everything that is
taught is always accurate, but most do their best
to sincerely teach eager minds the Word of God,
preparing the next generation of Bible teachers.
Thank you.

Also to every Bible student who sincerely wishes
to grow in the Word. Question everything and
take nothing for granted.

And to the greatest teacher, the Holy Spirit. No
one can guide us into all truth like Him.
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INTRODUCTION

S a young pastor just getting started, | was filled with ambition
for the Lord and a desire to build a strong work. Naturally, as
most preachers do eventually, | turned to Revelation since |

knew that people were instinctively interested in this prophetic book. |
had hopes that teaching the book would draw people to the church.

I began teaching a year-long series of Bible studies on this most
fascinating book. Having grown up hearing and studying Baptist
doctrine, | held to the basic premillennial (futuristic) belief of
Revelation. This belief stated that Jesus will return one day in the future,
rapture out the saints, and then throw the world into a chaotic seven-year
period known as the Great Tribulation. Following this Great Tribulation,
Jesus would return once again and throw Satan in prison for 1,000 years
while He ruled and reigned on this earth.

There are, naturally and unfortunately, many differing beliefs in this
regard. Even within the futuristic take on Revelation, there are various
and conflicting beliefs. All told, these differing opinions can create
tremendous confusion to the Bible student or layman who finds these
beliefs confusing, contradictory, convoluted, and inconsistent.

My purpose with this book is not to be the definitive work on the subject.
I’1l leave that to more intelligent folk than I. In some respects, I will be
adding to the myriad of beliefs out there and thus once again prove that
even likeminded people can have differing viewpoints—and still be
Christians. No, my purpose is to provide a perspective that aligns more
closely with the Scriptures as we read them. Finding this consistent
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alignment of Scripture has ever been the problem with the study of
Revelation—regardless of the viewpoint you approach it with. In our
study, we often re-interpret Scripture to make it fit a certain approach or
perspective. This is the problem | want to avoid in this book.

What | want to accomplish is a means by which you, the reader, can
study the book of Revelation in a simple manner, without all the hype,
convolution, and bizarre attempts to connect the dots.

I hope you will forgive any bias on my part. | do have a bias; | think
every person does, but | want to be upfront and honest about it. My hope
is that you’ll take this honest evaluation of the Scriptures to heart and see
that Revelation is not as complicated as people have made it. This work
will not be an exhaustive study of the End Times. Rather, this book is
meant to be a starting point that will make all your other studies of the
subject fall into perspective easier and more in line with Scripture.



A HISTORIC = FUTURISTIC
APPROACH

ost scholars agree that there are four basic approaches to the
M book of Revelation. These approaches are not, by any means,
the entirety of the views. They represent the more well-

known and established ones.

1. Historicist Approach — This view believes that most all
of the events in Revelation have already happened
throughout history. Amillennialism finds a home in this
approach.

2. Preterist Approach — This position believes either that
all the events in Revelation speak of the destruction of
Jerusalem in 70 A.D. or they speak of events that have
already happened in the Roman Empire.

3. Futuristic Approach — This point of view believes that
the events in Revelation are yet to happen. This group
includes both Premillennialism and Postmillenialism
beliefs. A subset of Premillenialism is the Pre-
tribulation, Mid-tribulation, and Post-tribulation
Rapture beliefs.
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4. ldealist Approach — This approach which is also
known as the “Spiritual Approach,” believes that
Revelation is mostly symbolic and is more
representative of concepts and ideas of Christianity.

Of course, there are those who differ some with my definitions, but in
large part, you would encounter these four perspectives in studying the
book of Revelation from outside source material. | believe, for most
people, their approach to the book of Revelation is colored by larger
doctrinal issues. How a person falls on what is considered to me more
core or central doctrinal issues will largely determine which approach is
taken toward Revelation. This is not true across the board, but it is true
enough.

Because | believe in salvation by faith and through grace, a literal
interpretation (not metaphorical) of the events in the Old Testament, a
real Heaven, a real Hell, | tend to hold more to a futuristic perspective of
the book of Revelation—as literal events that are yet to happen.

Depending upon your spiritual upbringing, you may have a different set
of core doctrinal beliefs. This in turn would favor you toward one or
another of the approaches to Revelation that may differ from mine. This
book is for those who believe that the events in Revelation are largely
still to come. My bias finds too many contradictions and faults with the
other perspectives when compared to my beliefs.

However, my own study has shifted me somewhat into a combination of
a historical and a futuristic perspective. And it is this study, specifically
on the Great Tribulation and the Day of the Lord that | want to share with
you.

Problems with the Futuristic and Idealist Approaches

My study quickly pointed out several flaws in the futuristic approach.
Having been reared in traditional Baptist beliefs, | began fortifying
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myself with the Scriptures to back up what | believed—and that is when
| started running into problems.

It began with Revelation 4:1 which states:

Revelation 4:1 — After this | looked, and, behold, a door was opened in
heaven: and the first voice which | heard was as it were of a trumpet
talking with me; which said, Come up hither, and I will shew thee
things which must be hereafter.

For most of my church life and, indeed, through my Bible college years,
I was taught that this verse marked the Rapture in Revelation—as,
undoubtedly, many who are reading this book have been taught. Now, |
happen to believe that all Scripture agrees, and that Scripture ought to
back up Scripture. I didn’t just want to gloss over the verse based on
what | had always been taught. | wanted to back it up.

When | set out to do it, | could not. There were too many contradictions,
loopholes, assumptions, presumptions, and twisting of the Scriptures to
make it work. | called pastor after pastor asking for their input, advice,
material, and teachings as | sought additional scriptural proof that
Revelation 4:1 was indeed the Rapture. The more | talked to people, the
more confused | became. It seemed that nearly every preacher with
whom | talked had a different idea of what the verses meant exactly.
Many disagreed with each other, which did not help me at all. | pointed
out the verses that confused me, listened to their explanations, and came
away shaken at how often | felt even more confused than helped.

I never swayed from my belief in a futuristic approach to Revelation, but
I did find fault with ALL of the prevailing subset beliefs in this approach.
There are two basic futuristic approaches to Revelation:

1. Premillennialism — This belief holds that Jesus’ Second
Coming will happen before a literal 1,000-year reign of Jesus
Christ. His coming will be the start of that reign.
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2. Postmillenialism — This belief purports that through the
preaching of the Gospel, the world will eventually be
Christianized and thus usher in the reign of Christ. Those who
take this stance believe that the Second Coming of Christ will
occur at the end of this period.

My study began to reveal flaws in both beliefs, which | found disturbing.
What’s more, within this belief, there are a variety of opinions regarding
the Rapture. And | found both faults and validation for all three of the
“Rapture” theories within Premillennialism.

The word ‘Rapture’ is not found in the Bible. This descriptive term
means “a snatching away.” The word is used to describe the belief that,
at some point, Jesus will not only return, but take His saints out of this
world. There has been (and will no doubt continue to be) much debate
among Premillennialists as to when this snatching away will actually
occur. My initial study found validation and flaws for all three of the
prevailing beliefs, which are as follows:

1. Pre-Tribulation Rapture — The Rapture of the saints
happens before the seven years of tribulation.

2. Mid-Tribulation Rapture — The Rapture of the saints
happens halfway through the tribulation period.

3. Post-Tribulation Rapture — The Rapture of the saints
happens after the seven years of tribulation.

With these descriptions in mind, let me break down some of the problems
that | had. An honest evaluation of the verses in question below will
reveal clearly the problem with ALL of the views. Some of the objections
tend to point to one or the other of the prevailing beliefs, and | could
clearly see where a particular stance on the Rapture came into being. The
problem is when each camp attempts to explain away the other verses—
the ones that support the other camps.
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Objection #1 — The disciples asked Jesus three questions at the
beginning of Matthew 24. The typical Pre-tribulation belief says that
these were answered in a different order than they were asked. If so,
where, pray tell, did Jesus answer the first question about the
destruction of the temple? This question bothers all but the Post-
tribulation view believers.

Objection #2 — The verses that describe the Rapture in Matthew 24 are
those between verses 29 and 51. Most agree on this conclusion. Why
then does the “Great Tribulation” appear in verse 21—before the
Rapture? This mention seems to lend weight to the Post-tribulation
view.

Objection #3 — If the Rapture is described starting in Matthew 24:29,
why then does the Bible say, “Immediately following the tribulation
of those days...”? Even a cursory study of the Scriptures tells us that
the “tribulation” of verse 29 is the same “great tribulation” of verse
21. How can the rapture follow the Great Tribulation? Doesn’t this
verse give credence toward the Post-tribulation view?

Objection #4 — Matthew 24:34 tells us that Jesus told His disciples that
their generation will not pass until ALL these things were fulfilled.
Doesn’t this give credence more toward the Preterist or Historic
approach to Revelation?

Objection #5 — If Revelation 4:1 is addressing the Rapture, why then
does the sixth seal in Revelation 6:12-17 so closely parallel—almost
word for word—the description of the Rapture in Matthew 24:29-
51? Doesn’t this lend credence to the Mid-tribulation view?

Objection #6 — If the Rapture happens in Revelation 4:1, why then does
Revelation 7:9-14 tell us of a multitude that no man could number
that was saved out of the Great Tribulation? Does this not lend
credence to the Mid-tribulation view?
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Objection #7 — Is it not true that several men of God have had similar
experiences to John in Revelation 4:1? Enoch was taken by God in
something similar to a rapture, Ezekiel had the experience twice,
Elijah was carried into heaven in a whirlwind, and the two witnesses
in Revelation 11 had nearly identical experiences. Could not
Revelation 11 (the two witnesses who are called up with a trumpet)
be the Rapture of the saints? Would this Scripture not lend credence
to the Mid-tribulation Rapture view?

Objection #8 — If the Rapture happens midway through or after the
Tribulation, why does God repeatedly warn us that we need to be
ready for His coming—a coming that will be quite unexpected and
quick—TIike a thief in the night? If we see signs of the Tribulation,
then will we not know that the Lord’s coming will be soon? It can’t
be as a thief in the night when the thief tells you that he is coming in
the next seven days, can it? Doesn’t this verse lend credence to the
Pre-tribulation view?

Objection #9 — If the seals are part of the Tribulation, then why do the
martyrs in the fifth seal believe that God has yet to begin the
tribulation of man? In fact, they are told to wait for a season until
more Christians are Killed. Why do they think that the Tribulation
has not yet started? Does this lend credence to the Preterist or
Historic approach to Revelation?

Objection #10 — If the Tribulation is a time for God to show vengeance
for a world that has rejected Him, His people, and His Word, why
then would God allow the Christians to suffer through any part it?
Does not 1 Thessalonians 5:1-9 tell us that the Christians will have
no part in the wrath mentioned—the Tribulation? Does not this lend
credence to the Pre-tribulation Rapture view?

These are just a few of my objections. | would raise one of these
objections to any number of pastors in an effort to understand and find
resolution, listen to the counter argument, and be amazed at how they
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twisted the Scriptures to say other than the simple clear meaning of the
verses. | was astounded and extremely disappointed.

At this juncture, you may already be wondering which one of the Rapture
views | hold. Strictly speaking, by the definitions given, I hold to none
of them. T don’t think any of them are correct. In fact, | believe that only
by mangling the Scriptures can any of them be proven.

But I do believe, and will endeavor to prove scripturally, that the Rapture
occurs before the seven years of which Revelation speaks. Still, I am not
a Pre-tribulationist. Keep reading, and you’ll learn why.

This Bible study is about approaching the Premillennial perspective to
the Scriptures in a way that will eliminate the majority, if not all, of the
objections and flaws inherent in the belief. Oh, there will always be
someone who can find flaws, but if you are a Premillennialist and you
also find it difficult to reconcile the way the verses read, then you will
truly enjoy this book.

Thus, in this book, | will approach the book of Revelation with several
basic understandings:

e \We CAN understand the book of Revelation.

e That, unless God explains otherwise, we will take
everything in Revelation literally.

e That the inspired, undefiled, non-contradictive Holy
Word of God is found in the King James version of the
Bible!

Let me explain these points.

First, I will readily agree that there are some things that God does want
to remain hidden from us like, for example, the seven thunders
mentioned in Revelation 10:1-4. John was prepared to tell us all about
them when God stepped in and forbade it. But in general, if God wrote
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it for us, He wanted us to understand it. | believe that it is avoiding the
issue to say that God doesn’t want us to understand the book of
Revelation. For if that is true, then we have another problem, for my
Bible says that God is not the author of confusion (1 Corinthians 14:33).
Matthew 13:11 and Luke 8:10 tell us that Jesus wished His disciples to
KNOW the mysteries of God. We, as born-again Christians, are the
recipients of that promise! | state again: the book of Revelation CAN be
understood!

Second, the book of Revelation addresses many issues that appear
confusing and seemingly impossible to understand. When faced with
these, many Biblicists revert to the classic mode of explanation—
symbolism (the idealistic or spiritual approach to Revelation). That there
is symbolism in Revelation is without question. However, to say that the
entire book is symbolic leaves me in serious doubt. A rule of thumb is
that when God explains His symbolism, then we know it is symbolism.
An example of God’s explaining His own symbolism is in Revelation
1:20 and 17:7-18. If God is consistent, which | believe He is, then He
will ALWAYS explain the symbolism that He uses (see Daniel 7:15, 16;
8:16 and 9:21-23).

To say that the entire book of Revelation is written figuratively allows
room for many interpretations, including some very wild ones. I am only
interested in God’s thoughts. Think about this: if the book of Revelation
is symbolic in its entirety, then it would hardly be a stretch to attribute
the writings to my old high school. For example, I could make a case that
the principal of my high school was the Antichrist, and my biology
teacher the False Prophet, my school ID the mark of the beast, and so
forth. If my world was limited to my high school and my understanding
of things merely bound to that small realm, then yes, | could come to
such an absurd conclusion—and even defend it vehemently. It would not
be hard to take any major event in history and twist it to fit Revelation in
a figurative way. Figuratively, twisting events into a spiritual meaning
can be easily done with World War 1, the Roman Empire, and other
major periods of history. T don’t want to base this entire text on
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assumption and presumption. Therefore, unless God tells us differently,
we will take it literally.

Third, there are now so many different Bible versions that the
unintended—or perhaps intended—consequence is that it has bred more
confusion than clarity. Because of copyright laws, no two Bibles can be
exactly alike. If you take any two versions and set them side by side, then
you can only make three assumptions:

e Either this one is wrong, and that one is right
e  Or this one is right, and that one is wrong
e  Or they are both wrong

But they both can’t be 100 percent right because they say different
things! It is not the purpose of this book to go into why | have chosen the
King James Bible as my standard. All Scripture in this book has been
taken from the King James Bible.

My hope—and goal—is to show you that Revelation is not nearly as
confusing as most people make it, and that with just the right bit of
understanding, the entire book can be opened to your understanding and
edification. This is not a verse-by-verse study. Rather, this is an
overview—a starting point—so that you can do your own study, clearly,
without confusion and without the need to twist Scripture to fit a
prevailing belief.

I do not want this book to become a substitute for your own study. God
blesses the person who reads Revelation—NOT THIS BOOK
(Revelation 1:3)!

The Advantages of the Futuristic Approach

I am a Premillennialist. There are a variety of reasons for my taking this
stance. Firstly and foremost, | find it to be the most consistent view of
the Scriptures. For me, once the initial problems with this approach were
reconciled, everything fell into place so easily and so beautifully, that |
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had to just sit back and sigh in relief—my relief wasn’t the result of my
study resembling my old belief. | was prepared to believe whatever the
Scriptures would teach. My relief came about because, for the first time,
all the Scriptures actually made sense and worked together.

This book aims at bringing the foundational building blocks together in
such a way that you too may find a compelling and satisfactory
perspective of Revelation and the end times.

Secondly, Premillennialism is the belief widely held by the early
church—before Catholicism. The disciples held this belief.! This fact in
itself is significant. These are the men who were closest to Jesus, who
heard Him teach, who passed that knowledge to their own converts. |
find it interesting that the Catholic church later began persecuting those
who held this belief.

For a time, the Catholic church succeeded in driving the belief out for
the most part, and the belief—also known as Chiliasm—found refuge in
a few scattered groups who were in hiding from the Roman Catholic
Church. Eventually, the belief regained more momentum through the
Anabaptists, Hugenots, and some Puritans.

My other reasons are contained in this book.

Problems with the Historic and Preterist Approaches
Have the events in Revelation already happened or are they still to come?

Before we get into the heart of this book, it will be necessary to address
this particular controversy. | have already stated my position as well as
some of the problems I have had with my own stand—which is the
impetus of this book. Now | need to clearly define why | take the
futuristic approach.

L www.theopedia.com/Premillennialism (as of 12/24/2013).
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Because of the phraseology of certain verses in Revelation, many people
claim that the book of Revelation describes events that happened shortly
after it was written—sometime between 50 — 100 A.D. This is a Preterist
approach to Revelation. The answer, either way, will be persuasive as to
how we view the rest of the book of Revelation. Here are the verses:

1. Revelation 1:1 — The Revelation of Jesus Christ, which
God gave unto him, to shew unto his servants things
which must shortly come to pass; and he sent and
signified it by his angel unto his servant John.

2. Revelation 22:6 — And he said unto me, These sayings
are faithful and true: and the Lord God of the holy
prophets sent his angel to shew unto his servants the
things which must shortly be done.

3. Revelation 3:11 — Behold, | come quickly: hold that fast
which thou hast, that no man take thy crown.

4. Revelation 22:7 — Behold, | come quickly: blessed is he
that keepeth the sayings of the prophecy of this book.

5. Revelation 22:12 — And, behold, | come quickly; and
my reward is with me, to give every man according as
his work shall be.

The controversy lies more in the first two verses—Revelation 1:1 and
22:6. If the verses mean that the events are to happen shortly after they
are written (which they seem to say at first glance), then either most or
all of what the verse addresses has occurred already.

This would be made simple if we could find in history the literal events
of Revelation. But there are no historical events that exactly match the
events described by John. Only by symbolic means can one claim that
history has already witnessed the book of Revelation. For example, by
using such a method of symbolism, I could make a persuasive argument
that Nebuchadnezzar was the Antichrist, despite him having lived well
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before Christ was born. This is an example of one of the major flaws in
the Preterist and even the Historic approaches to Revelation.

Regardless, many of the events listed in Revelation are staggering. If
they had already happened, there should be tremendous documentation
on it. For example:

1. Revelation 6:12-17 — These verses record that every
one will see God. Such an event would have been
recorded in history, and | cannot find any reference to it.
To say that this event is symbolic is rather prosaic. How
do you know it is symbolic? Where is your scriptural
proof?

2. Revelation 11:3-12 — This is the story of the two
witnesses who were Killed, resurrected, and taken into
Heaven. If this spectacular event had already happened,
then somewhere somehow it would have been recorded
since the Bible says the entire world will either witness
or know of this event. But history is silent on this event.

3. Revelation 19:1-21 — Where in history has Jesus
Himself descended to the earth and destroyed all His
enemies with such a slaughter that a river of blood
flowed as deep as a horse’s bridle? If this event is one
that is still to happen, then how do we know that the rest
of the events are yet to happen? If these events had taken
place in past history, this incident surely would have
been included.

4. Revelation 20:1-7 — Has Jesus physically reigned on the
earth? People say yes—in their hearts. But when He
rules for the 1,000 years mentioned in Revelation, He
will do it with a rod of iron (Revelation 2:27, 12:5,
19:15)! When has that happened? And what about this
mass resurrection? History is silent on both events.
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5. Revelation 21:1 — When has there been a new heaven
or a new earth? Or is this symbolic as well? When did a
heavenly city descend out of heaven?

The Historic and Preterist approaches have responses to these questions,
but they are based on a symbolic representation instead of literal events.
Again, | find this stance problematic since meaning can be attached to
any event in history—if you try hard enough. Attaching symbolic
meanings opens the door for too much confusion, and God is not the
author of confusion.

But if these events are still to happen, what do Revelation 1:1 and
Revelation 22:6 mean when they say “shortly be done” or “shortly come
to pass”? If the Bible is true (and we can’t ignore any verse and all
Scripture must agree), then we have a puzzle on our hands. But | believe
that these phrases can easily be explained.

The Greek word that is translated “shortly” in both of the above-
mentioned verses is “tacho,” but only when preceded by the Greek
preposition “en” which means simply “in,” “by,” “with” and so on.
Interestingly enough, two other verses in Revelation have the word
“short” in them:

Revelation 12:12 — Therefore rejoice, ye heavens, and ye that dwell in
them. Woe to the inhabiters of the earth and of the sea! for the devil
is come down unto you, having great wrath, because he knoweth that
he hath but a short time.

Revelation 17:10 — And there are seven kings: five are fallen, and one
is, and the other is not yet come; and when he cometh, he must
continue a short space.

However, in both of these verses, a different Greek word, “oligos, ” is
used. Reading these last two verses leaves no doubt that He means that
some event will come to pass not far in the future in relation to the other
events listed. The verses in question, however, do not use this word. The
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use of a different Greek word indicates that a different meaning is
implied. But in what manner does this difference take?

You could argue that the words mean exactly the same thing. True, but
only if the consistency of that can be proven. For example: If 1 said, “That
is nice looking,” does that statement convey the same idea as if | said,
“That is absolutely gorgeous!”? Of course not! The statements convey
two different messages. Indeed, when a different Greek word is used,
there must have been a need to convey a different message. Remember
that God used the same man to pen all four verses!

Therefore it stands to reason that the Greek word “tachos” conveys a
different message than the word “oligos.” To prove this, one only needs
to look at the contexts of other verses that use the word “tachos.” Here
are the other references:

1. Luke 18:8 — I tell you that he will avenge them speedily.
Nevertheless when the Son of man cometh, shall he find
faith on the earth?

2. Acts 12:7 — And, behold, the angel of the Lord came
upon him, and a light shined in the prison: and he smote
Peter on the side, and raised him up, saying, Arise up
quickly. And his chains fell off from his hands.

3. Acts 22:18 — And saw him saying unto me, Make haste,
and get thee quickly out of Jerusalem: for they will not
receive thy testimony concerning me.

4. Acts 25:4 — But Festus answered, that Paul should be
kept at Caesarea, and that he himself would depart
shortly thither.

5. Romans 16:20 — And the God of peace shall bruise
Satan under your feet shortly. The grace of our Lord
Jesus Christ be with you. Amen.



A HISTORIC - FUTURISTIC APPROACH

A careful analysis of these verses would quickly lead a person to realize
that the connotation is not that of an event that will come to pass in the
near future, but of something done in a short amount of time! For
example, in Acts 12:7, an angel tells Peter to rise up quickly (tachos).
The angel is not telling Peter to get up sometime in the near future, but
when he starts to get up, not to be slow about it! Do it fast!

That is the difference. While “oligos ” indicates an event that will happen
in the near future, “tachos” indicates an event that, when it happens,
will occur in a short space of time—in other words, quickly or speedily.
Jesus, therefore, wasn’t saying that the events foretold in Revelation
would necessarily happen in the near future. He was saying that when
they do happen, they will happen fast—within a short amount of time!

The rest of Scripture and Jesus’ teaching bears out this explanation.
Examine:

1. 1 Corinthians 15:52 — “In a moment, in a twinkling of
an eye!” is obviously not referring to something that
happens in the near future, but in the quickness of an
event.

2. Matthew 24:27 — This verse explains that His coming
will be like lightning! He meant that it takes place in a
short amount of time.

3. 1 Thessalonians 5:2, 2 Peter 3:10 — Both verses tell us
that He will come like a thief in the night—unexpectedly
and suddenly.

4. Matthew 13:36 —His coming will happen suddenly!
There you have it. Jesus NEVER gave a time frame for when the events
in Revelation would occur (Matthew 25:13). He just said that when they

begin to happen, they will happen in a short amount of time. To be exact,
seven years is the time frame of Revelation.
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This explanation does not mean that they could not have happened back
then; it just means that it could still be in the future somewhere too. My
own opinion, to which I will speak more on later, is that from 70 A.D.
on, everything that needed to be fulfilled was fulfilled for Jesus to return.
I don’t believe He has yet, but nothing remains that needs to be done for
His return.

Advantages of the Historic and Preterist Approach

I would be less than honest if | did not point out that some arguments
within the Historic or Preterist approaches are valid. Indeed, some of
them are quite compelling and, in my opinion, very biblically based.

I have come to agree with several of them and have incorporated them
into my singular approach to the book of Revelation. | found,
interestingly enough, that they only reinforced my overall futuristic
approach.

For example, the Preterist view on Daniel’s 70 weeks (Daniel 9) is quite
compelling and much more solidly biblically based than what the typical
Premillennialist possesses. | had been taught that the last week of Daniel
was in fact not part of the first 69 weeks, but that week was somehow
separated by thousands of years and will be fulfilled within the seven
years mentioned in Revelation.

The Preterist view is that all 70 weeks were fulfilled shortly after Jesus’
death. In fact, they hold that Jesus’ death fulfilled every single one of the
prophecies listed in Daniel 9:24. A substantial amount of Scripture
supports this view, and only someone who is stubborn and closed minded
will dismiss these biblical arguments without duly considering them.

A historical argument for some of the Seals mentioned in Revelation 6
are also very compelling. I will address this argument later, but suffice it
to say that incorporating these biblical arguments into my understanding
of Revelation has laid a very solid, comfortable, and compelling
foundation that | want to present here.
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You could say that 1 am about 30 percent Historic and 70 percent
Futuristic in my approach to the book of Revelation. In fact, it is this
merging of these approaches that have solved all the problems and flaws
that I found, making Revelation simple, sound, and sacred. As you read
further, you may find aspects of all four of the major approaches to the
book of Revelation.

When Jesus gave the disciples the prophecy in Matthew 24, all of it was
still in the future to them. John’s Revelation came as late as 96 A.D.,
nearly 26 years after Titus’ destruction of Jerusalem. He had already
begun to witness some of Jesus’ prophecy coming true. No longer was it
100 percent futuristic.

Nearly 2,000 years have elapsed since John’s Revelation as of this
writing. Some of what would have been futuristic to John is now history
to us—I would say as much as 30 percent.

Eventually, once we are beyond the new Heaven and the new earth in
Revelation 21, all of this will be history to us. At that point, | will be 100
percent Historic in my approach to Revelation.

The point is that, as time passes, we are getting closer and closer to the
fulfillment of these events.
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A BASIC OUTLINE OF
REVELATION

od gives an outline of the book in Revelation 1:19. It is not
perhaps the only outline, but it will give us a start on a practical

look at Revelation and how everything will come together.

Revelation 1:9 — Write the things which thou hast seen, and the things
which are, and the things which shall be hereafter.

1. The things that thou hast seen (Revelation 1).
2. The things that are (Revelation 2-3).
3. And the things which shall be hereafter (Revelation 4-22).

This verse, of course, is a basic outline of the book of Revelation. We
can divine a more detailed outline for each of the three sections that
might additionally help readers in their understanding of the book. The
following outline is for the sake of the reader, not only in reading the
book of Revelation, but also for this book as well. The reasons for
dividing up the book in this manner will, in some cases, be apparent, but
not in others. 1 will explain “why” in much more detail as we go through
Revelation.
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What Thou Hast Seen (Revelation 1)

1. An introduction to the book itself and to the letters
written to the seven churches

The Things Which Are (Revelation 2-3)

1. Letter to the Church of Ephesus (Revelation 2:1-7)
Letter to the Church of Smyrna (Revelation 2:8-11)
Letter to the Church of Pergamos (Revelation 2:12-17)
Letter to the Church of Thyatira (Revelation 2:18-29)
Letter to the Church of Sardis (Revelation 3:1-6)

Letter to the Church of Philadelphia (Revelation 3:7-13)
Letter to the Church of Laodicea (Revelation 3:14-22)

No ok~ wd

The Things Which Shall Be Hereafter (Revelation 4-22)

1. The start of the heavenly vision and the 7 seals
(Revelation 4:1-7:17)

2. The First Cycle, the Seven Trumpets (Revelation 8:1-
11:19)

3. The Second Cycle, the Dragon, the Antichrist and the
False Prophet (Revelation 12:1-14:20)

4. The Third Cycle, the Seven Vials (Revelation 15:1-
19:21)

5. The Thousand Year Reign of Christ and the Great White
Throne of Judgment (Revelation 20:1-15)

6. The New Jerusalem (Revelation 21:1-22:21)
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THE SEVEN CHUR CHES

his is another controversy that needs to be addressed. To begin

with, let me reiterate what | have already said. Unless God says

something is symbolic, we will assume that He meant exactly
what He originally said. Nowhere in Revelation does He even infer that
the seven churches are, in fact, seven ages of church progression. That is
not to say that that theory is completely wrong. It is simply to say that
God does not say emphatically that it is. God treats theses churches as
individual entities of that time. Why should we do any differently?

The verse that is used to justify this thinking is Revelation 4:1.

Revelation 4:1 — After this | looked, and, behold, a door was opened in
heaven: and the first voice which | heard was as it were of a trumpet
talking with me; which said, Come up hither, and I will shew thee
things which must be hereafter.

God tells John that He will be shown things “hereafter.” The word
“church” is no longer mentioned in Revelation from that point. The
question is, does He mean after the church age or after the present point
in time of John’s own life?

First, I want you to notice what God did not say. He didn’t say “after the
churches”; neither did He use the truncated word, “after.” He said
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“hereafter.” The word “here” means “present” or “now”; thus it seems
apparent that Jesus meant the AFTER the present moment of His
conversation with John. In other words, Jesus was talking to John about
events that would occur after their conversation.

Also note that these seven churches were seven real, existing churches.

Of that fact there is no doubt. All seven churches were located in Asia
Minor (Turkey) and located close to the Aegean Sea or the
Mediterranean Sea. Patmos, the island to where John had been exiled, is
located off the coast of Asia Minor (Turkey) in the Aegean Sea. These
seven churches happened to be the closest churches within reach of his
pen. They were the seven most likely churches to receive something
from John.

In conclusion, it would be very difficult to prove scripturally that the
seven churches mentioned are, in fact, the seven ages of the church. |
would be more inclined to believe that each and every church can go
through similar problems as these seven did, and that all churches ought
to take heed lest they fall into similar patterns of sin and decadence.

I happen to believe that the simple answer is the best answer.

2 Corinthians 11:3 — But | fear, lest by any means, as the serpent
beguiled Eve through his subtilty, so your minds should be corrupted
from the simplicity that is in Christ.
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THE GREAT
CONTROVERSY

his whole affair and controversy revolve around the Great

Tribulation versus the Great Day of the Lord. This is the meat of

this small book. To understand Revelation and a proper approach
to it, it is necessary to understand three concepts:

1. The Rapture
2. The Great Tribulation
3. The Day of the Lord

A person’s belief regarding the teachings on these three concepts dictates
how he will perceive the rest of Revelation. It is essential, therefore, that
you understand exactly what these are, what they describe, and what they
talk about. With these three events clearly understood, you will have
little difficulty in understanding the book of Revelation.

The Rapture is a single event that happens within a twinkling of an eye.
But the other two events, the Great Tribulation and the Day of the Lord
describe much longer periods of time. The Rapture is tied to both of
them. But how? In what way? The majority of this chapter will discuss
that.
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The Problem

The Rapture (which is not a Biblical word, rather a descriptive word that
means “a snatching away”) is a puzzling event to most people. The Bible
clearly talks about this event in 1 Corinthians 15:51-58, 1 Thessalonians
4:13-18 and Matthew 24:29-25:30. As a Biblical truth, it is an
undeniable fact to me. The Rapture will happen. Jesus will take all His
elect out of the world in a supernatural manner.

The difficulty is in isolating the event in Revelation and how it relates to
the other two events, the Great Tribulation and the Day of the Lord. This
is the great controversy that has only added to the entire disputation of
our understanding of Revelation. Some see the Rapture as only symbolic.
Others think it happens after what is typically known as the Great
Tribulation. Others think it will happen only after the Millennial Reign
of Christ. And there are those who believe that the Second Coming of
Christ is split into two parts. The first is the rapture of the saints, and then
seven years later, Jesus finishes His return by conquering the world and
setting up His millennial reign.

Over the centuries, the explanations for the book of Revelation have
become more complex, more distorted, and more abused than one would
generally expect. The reason for this complexity is simple for the
Futuristic approach: since the book describes events yet to happen, we
have no historical record to check against our theology. It allows for
speculation and innovation on behalf of the reader. For the other
approaches, there is a similar problem. There are no historical events that
perfectly match the ones described in Revelation, so there is much
squeezing of the Scriptures into a shape that resembles some historical
event. The problem, with a little imagination, is that this can be done
with many events. In an attempt to avoid these mistakes, | will follow
these three simple rules throughout this book:

1. All Scripture must agree. If it does not, we have a
contradiction that would discredit everything.



THE GREAT TRIBULATION AND THE DAY OF THE LORD

2. We must try to do away with assumptions. A thesis that
is built on assumptions is in