
On Black Holes and Archangels
Dr.Terlizzese  too  often  hears  from  Christian  leaders  and
laymen that film, philosophy, literature, music, mythology,
etc. (arts and humanities), are polluted wells that Christians
do better to avoid rather than risk contamination. Yet no such
warning is ever given about science and technology, always
readily  accepted  under  the  rubric  of  natural  revelation,
except  for  some  strange  birds  like  Jacques  Ellul  or  Neal
Postman. “On Black Holes and Archangels” attempts to bridge
this hypocritical divide in knowledge through raising art to
the status of science as a legitimate source of knowledge
concerning God and the human condition. As professor Lewis
Sperry  Chafer  once  wrote,  theology  uses  “any  and  every
source.”

Reversal of Theological Priorities
When  theology  students  talk  about  general
revelation they mean science. God shows himself
through  the  natural  world;  the  movement  of  the
stars, the rhythms of biology, the complexity of
chemical synthesis, the beauty of the Grand Canyon
and the like. Invariably, they almost always neglect human
nature as a prominent theological source in acute reversal of
theological priorities.

Comparatively, the bible says very little about the nature of
the  cosmos  and  the  animal  kingdom;  instead  it  focuses  on
Adam’s  Race  (humanity),  Adam’s  prominence  as  divine  vice-
regent,  his  fall  from  innocence,  the  pain  and  suffering
ensuing  from  a  ruptured  relationship  with  the  Maker;  the
creation of the Hebrew people and the sacrificial offering of
his  Son  (the  Second  Adam  [Romans  5:12-19;  1  Corinthians
15:45]) in the plan of redemption.
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The Bible is mostly about Israel’s reluctance to serve God.
Their  obstinate  disobedience,  their  refusal  to  recognize
absolute righteousness of the One God, the pleading of the
prophets to return to the Truth; their judgment and horrifying
dissolution, but final salvation thanks only to the divine
mercy of their heavenly Father, “all Israel will be saved”
(Romans 11:26). Israel serves as paradigm for all people, as
the new creation of humanity in the Second Adam that brings
the renewal of God’s creation, the natural world; “A shoot
will spring from the stem of Jesse . . . the lion shall lay
down with the lamb  . . . they will not hurt or destroy in all
My  holy  mountain,  for  the  earth  will  be  filled  with  the
knowledge of the LORD” (Isaiah 11:1-9; 27:6).

The  theological  reversal  of  priorities  places  science  and
reason over religion and faith, which interprets human nature
in light of the cosmos rather than the cosmos in light of
human nature and salvific transformation; as Adam goes so goes
nature; “Cursed is the ground because of you [Adam];” “the
creation will be set free from the slavery of corruption into
the freedom of the glory of the children of God” (Genesis
3:17;
Romans 8:19-22).

This reversal is reminiscent of C. P. Snow’s critical paradigm
called the Two Cultures.{1} Snow elucidated the theory that
modern epistemology splits between science and the humanities,
or  said  simply,  between  religion  and  science,  between
subjective and objective knowledge, creating an imbalance that
favors one way of knowing over the other. Any juxtaposition in
knowledge  will  result  in  the  denigration  of  religion  or
science that fails to recognize their inherent compatibility.

Evangelicals are quick to latch onto the split in knowledge,
recognizing science’s superiority as source of knowledge and
engine  for  technological  acceleration  in  a  theological
reversal of priorities that recognizes all things scientific
and  technological  as  gifts  from  God,  even  offering



metaphysical  justification  for  technological  acceleration
under  the  theological  rubric  of  general  revelation,  yet
disparaging  the  humanities  as  a  polluted  well.  However,
science  is  not  general  revelation,  it  is  only  the
philosophical  lens  used  to  interpret  it—which  is  not
incorrect,  just  incomplete.  A  consistent  application  of
general revelation must include the humanities as a valid
source  of  knowledge  on  human  nature  as  equal  to  science:
philosophy, religion, literature, art, film, etc., all present
a valid interpretation of human nature that serves as sources
for  theology.  L.  Sperry  Chafer’s  argued  decades  ago  that
theology uses “any and every source.”{2}

What is General Revelation?
Most evangelical theology divides revelation or God’s self-
disclosure into two categories called general revelation and
special revelation, a division of knowledge going back at
least  to  Saint  Thomas  Aquinas,  receiving  its  greatest
expression in the early modern period with the theory of the
Two Books by Francis Bacon. The first book of the knowledge of
God comes from the natural world, discerned and interpreted by
reason, open to all—hence general knowledge; modern science
and  philosophy  grounded  in  rationalism  develops  from  this
theological base. The second book of knowledge of God was
considered Holy Scripture, discerned and interpreted through
faith supported by reason—hence it is not open to all, only
the faithful.

General revelation refers to the knowledge of God outside of
the Bible in nature, history, and personal experience; it is
open  to  all  people  and  anyone  can  understand  it.  Special
revelation refers to the knowledge of God revealed in the
Bible alone, such as the dual nature of Christ as the God/Man,
the Trinity, the story of redemption and the knowledge of
salvation. It is special because only those who accept the
word of God by faith know these truths discerned by the Spirit



of God (1 Corinthians 2). The two forms of revelation always
complement each other. However, special revelation has greater
authority than general revelation as the exclusive source for
knowledge  of  salvation.  We  are  saved  through  special
revelation and never through general revelation which largely
teaches  humanity’s  need  for  God,  but  offers  no  solution
because that will only be found in special revelation.

God’s presence is revealed in nature but in a very limited
way.  Humanity  actually  knows  very  little  about  God  from
general revelation. People talk about “the love of God” but
that is not a concept drawn from the natural world. The poet
Tennyson  said  “nature  is  red  in  tooth  and  claw,”  meaning
nature is cruel and unforgiving. The reality of nature as
hostile and uncaring does not reflect the character of God. We
know God is love, only because the Bible, not nature, tells us
He is love (John 3:16; 1 John). Seeing a grizzly bear mother
eating her young on a nature documentary convinced me of the
truth of Tennyson’s statement.

General  revelation  means  God  reveals  himself  through  the
humanities  as  well  as  the  sciences.  The  opening  of  the
evangelical mind begins with a view of revelation that takes
the arts and humanities as seriously as the sciences as a
valid source of knowledge.

On Black Holes and Archangels
As the astronomer sees and reflects the divine glory of the
cosmos, so the philosopher, musician, novelist and film artist
reflects the inner light of soul—as complicated, profound and
stunning as the swirl of galaxies, as explosive as a supernova
and as deep and forbidding as a black hole! Artists explore
remote and inhospitable depths of inner space. They transport
the human spirit to destinies Magellan, Columbus and Verrazano
never dreamt of; where Voyager will never encounter, where the
telescope sees blindly . . . where angels fear to tread!



Art  explores  inner  recesses  of  human  nature  and  delivers
subjective knowledge on topics such as anxiety, alienation,
despair,  boredom,  hate,  faith,  love,  fear,  courage,  lust,
oppression and liberation, not quantifiable or objective, but
just  as  real  and  valuable  to  Christian  theology  as  the
scientist’s observations. Theologian of Culture Paul Tillich
insightfully argued that art was the spiritual barometer of
culture: “Art is religion.”{3} In order to understand culture
and the ultimate questions it asks in relating the Gospel
message, the theologian must turn to philosophy, literature,
paintings, music, etc.

Science and art are not in competition. Just as reason and
faith  complement  each  other  as  sources  of  knowledge,  so
subjective and objective knowledge act as two halves of the
same coin—the union of the left and right sides of the brain.
“Historian of Evil” Jeffrey Burton Russell writes,

This question of how we know seems unfamiliar because we have
been brought up to imagine that something is either “real” or
“not real,” as if there were only one valid world view, only
one way to look at things, only one approach to truth. Given
the overwhelming prestige of natural science during the past
century, we usually go on to assume that the only approach to
truth is through natural science . . . it seems to be “common
sense” . . . there are multiple truth systems, multiple
approaches to reality. Science is one such approach. But . .
. science is . . . a construct of the human mind . . . based
on  undemonstrable  assumptions  of  faith.  There  is  no
scientific proof of the bases of science. [There is] no real
difference between the subject and objective approach to
things . . . science has its limits, and beyond those limits
there are, like other galaxies, other truth systems. These
other systems are not without resemblances to science, but
their modes of thought are quite different: among them are
history,  myth,  poetry,  theology,  art,  and  analytical
psychology. Other truth systems have existed in the past;



still more may exist in future; we can only guess what
thought structures exist among other intelligent beings.{4}

Only  novelists,  film  makers,  poets  and  theologians  can
communicate the possible thought structures of angels, demons
or ETI’s. How does the thought process of an archangel differ
from that of seraphim and cherubim? The Star Trek franchise
may be our best introduction to alien civilizations in the
absence of any hard evidence.

Elysium: The Acceleration of the Status
Quo into Outer Space
The recent (2013) science fiction movie Elysium depicts the
human condition as it has existed throughout human history and
extends it to the space station Elysium. In the year 2154, the
class difference between the haves and the have not’s appears
in  bold  relief.  Elysium  is  a  haven  for  the  wealthy  and
technologically powerful elite who rule the sub-proletariat
peoples of earth living in squalor, misery and deprivation.
Los Angeles is reminiscent of the shanty towns of Rio de
Janeiro or São Paulo today. The few control the many through
the accumulation and withholding of wealth and technological
power,  especially  medical  machines  “Med-Bays”  that  reverse
cell  damage  and  heals  all  sickness  and  disease,  granting
virtual immortality.  A self-appointed champion of the people
Max Da Costa (Matt Damon) with nothing left to lose—since his
exposure to a fatal radiation dose has left him with five days
to live—mounts an assault on Elysium and accomplishes the
impossible,  a  revolution  that  gains  control  of  the  space
station’s computer system and the robot guardians, turning
them against the establishment and bringing relief to
the people of Earth.

Elysium serves as a great cinematic example of liberation
theology  and  window  into  the  human  condition  that  never
changes despite technological acceleration that empowers the



few to control the many. In any late stage of civilization,
from Egypt and Rome to modernity, the same conditions prevail:
the elite rule the many and technology makes no difference in
alleviating social inequalities. Technological advance, as the
movie portrays, only accelerates the status quo so that the
struggle for freedom and equality of all people simply takes
place off the earth on a space station.

The Enlightenment idea of progress envisions a global advance
of humanity across all social lines. Any concentration of
power and wealth in an elite group to the neglect of the rest
of the planet, regardless of how technologically advanced or
socially  integrated,  is  not  progress  but  regress.  Elysium
reflects contemporary global conditions—the status quo, the
way things actually are, projecting them one generation or
forty years into the future.

When technological acceleration grants the world equal social
conditions, such as the elimination of poverty, hunger and
disease in Africa and Latin America as in the Western world,
or the ready accessibility of health care in the United States
as in the Netherlands or Canada, then we do justice to the
noble word “Progress.” In the absence of social equality,
technological  growth  renders  the  same  absolute  social
imbalances and universal disillusionment in the modern world
as existed in the late Roman Empire, the concentration of
power in an elite, ruling ruthlessly over the masses without
hope of change, except on a global scale that moves rapidly
towards  dissolution,  where  robot  guardians  replace  the
Praetorian Guard.{5}

“Nein! Nein! Nein!”
There  is  no  saving  knowledge  of  God  in  history,  science,
economics, philosophy, math or whatever. NO! NO! NO! I am in
complete agreement with Karl Barth on this point: “Nein! Nein!
Nein!” No! Absolutely not! Never! The saving knowledge of
Christ comes only through the word of God and centers on the



work of Jesus Christ for all mankind. The knowledge of God in
general revelation is not saving knowledge of the Gospel. If
one could know God through the means of general revelation
then it would make special revelation and the coming of Christ
superfluous and useless. General revelation only condemns and
functions for Gentiles like the Law of Moses for Jews (Romans
1:18-32; Galatians 3).

General revelation prepares humanity for special revelation.
Knowledge of God and the human condition in general revelation
creates the need for special revelation. General revelation
shows humanity its sinfulness and need for a savior; “How
majestic is Your name in all the earth. Who have displayed
Your splendor above the heavens . . . What is man that Thou
art mindful of him?” (Psalm 8:1-4). Job gave the only possible
answer as a finite being when reminded of wonders of God’s
creation: “I know You can do all things . . . I declared that
which I did not understand . . . I retract and I repent in
dust and ashes” (Job 42:1-6). “The wrath of God is revealed
from heaven against all ungodliness and unrighteousness of men
who  suppress  the  truth  in  unrighteousness”  (Romans  1:18).
General revelation demonstrates God’s absence from humanity;
it reveals the “UNKNOWN GOD” (Acts 17:23).

Special revelation meets that need for reconciliation with God
in the Gospel of Jesus Christ. Salvation cannot come from any
other  avenue  than  special  revelation,  a  major  theological
premise the great theologian Karl Barth staunchly defended.
According to Barth, all revelation is special revelation and
all revelation imparts the saving knowledge of Christ.

General  revelation  brings  the  knowledge  of  God’s  absence,
consciousness  of  alienation  from  the  divine,  much  as  the
Mosaic Law brings the awareness of sin (Romans 1-3); but only
to set us up for the knowledge of the Savior that comes from
hearing the gospel of Christ preached (Romans 4-10). “Faith
comes by hearing and hearing by the word of Christ” (Romans
10:17).{6}
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“Is It Fair That People Born
Into a Christian Home Become
Christians and Everybody Else
is Doomed to Hell?”
Hey I just read your article on God judging people for sins
they didn’t know were wrong. It was very good and helped me a
lot but I still have a question. My brother is an atheist and
we have been having some friendly debates on God and such. And
the point he always makes that I cannot get over is when he
says that I am a Christian because I was raised in a Christian
home (as was he, but he says he fell away when he looked at
the facts himself instead of believing just what he was told)
so I am Christian. If I was raised in a Muslim home then I
would be Muslim. And the same goes for any other religion. He
has a good point. If I was raised in an Islamic family I would
believe that Allah was the true God. Why was I so lucky to be
born into the one right religion? So what is a good counter
argument? I would really appreciate your help.

Also, he makes the point that, let’s say a kid in North Korea
who has passed the age of accountability dies. Does he go to
heaven? If so then that means God is letting a non-believer
into heaven, right? If he doesn’t and goes to Hell, then that
seems a little unjust to let a kid who never heard of him go
to Hell. Now I know Romans 1:18-32 says that everyone hears of
God and I completely believe that and every other word of the
Bible, but how can some kid in North Korea or any other given
place have nearly as good of a chance as me to get into
heaven? I would love any help that you can give me.

Thanks for your letter. These are very good questions. First,
let me recommend a very good article by an excellent Christian
philosopher  that  addresses  some  of  your  questions.  It’s
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entitled, “‘No Other Name’: A Middle Knowledge Perspective on
the  Exclusivity  of  Salvation  Through  Christ”:
www.reasonablefaith.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5220.
Another helpful piece is this, called “Politically Incorrect
Salvation”:
www.reasonablefaith.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5223.

These articles, which you should probably read at least twice,
will help you think through many of these issues at a very
sophisticated level.

Here is my own brief response to your questions. This response
is not intended to be exhaustive; I’ve referred you to the
articles for a more thorough response.

First, I think that you are quite right that passages such as
Romans 1:18-23 clearly teach that God has made His existence
evident to all men (we can except, of course, very young
children and the severely retarded, etc. Please see an article
by Probe’s Founder, Jimmy Williams, answering the question if
babies go to hell). Since all men are the recipients of God’s
revelation  in  nature  and  conscience,  they  are  morally
responsible and accountable to Him for how they respond to
this revelation. Unfortunately, the vast majority of these
people  reject  God’s  revelation  and  they  have  no  one  but
themselves to blame for this. It’s very important that we
always bear this in mind. God has made His existence evident
to  all  men,  but  the  vast  majority  simply  reject  this
evidence—and for this, each is personally accountable to God.

Now, although God is very gracious, and will often send more
revelation even to those who reject the revelation they’ve
already been given, He is under no obligation to do so. If
people reject the revelation which God has given, He is not in
any way obligated to give them more. They are responsible for
what He has given, and what He has already given is more than
sufficient for them to know that God exists and that they are
morally accountable to Him.
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But what if someone in an Islamic country or North Korea were
to respond positively to God’s revelation in creation and
conscience? In that case, I think that we can safely say (on
the basis of such passages as Acts 8:26-40 and Acts 10) that
anyone who responds positively to God’s general revelation,
will  be  given  yet  more  revelation  (just  as  the  Ethiopian
eunuch and Cornelius the centurion were—both of whom became
Christians, by the way!).

In  other  words,  God  has  provided  everyone  with  enough
revelation to respond to Him in a positive way. For those who
do, God will provide yet more revelation (including the gospel
of Jesus Christ). But for those who do not, He is under no
obligation to provide yet more light to those who reject what
He’s already given.

For a much more thorough explanation, please refer to the
articles I mentioned. You can find more by William Lane Craig
here: www.reasonablefaith.org

Shalom in Christ,

Michael Gleghorn

Posted May 28, 2012
© 2012 Probe Ministries

“How Can Elijah and Enoch Be
Killed in Glorified Bodies?”
Elijah and Enoch were taken by God. [In Genesis 5:24, Enoch
“walked with God, and he was not, for God took him.” In 2
Kings  2:11,  Elijah  “went  up  by  a  whirlwind  to  heaven.”]
Therefore, I assume they are in a glorified body. How can they
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be killed if they are in a glorified body?

Thanks for your question. I’m guessing that you’re assuming
that Enoch and Elijah will be the two witnesses mentioned in
Revelation  11.  This  interpretation  may  (or  may  not)  be
correct. The two witnesses are never named, and there is no
way to know whether these two individuals are Enoch and Elijah
or not. They may be two entirely different people, who come in
the  spirit  and  power  of  Enoch  and  Elijah,  say,  without
actually being those two men. This would be similar to the
ministry of John the Baptist, who came in the spirit and power
of Elijah (see Luke 1:17). This actually makes more sense to
me.

However, if Enoch and Elijah are the two witnesses then, yes,
they will have to be in non-glorified bodies that are still
subject to death. But we shouldn’t think that Enoch and Elijah
have  already  received  glorified  bodies.  After  all,  the
resurrection of the righteous dead has not yet taken place
(except for Jesus). Enoch and Elijah, along with all the other
saints, are still waiting to receive their glorified bodies.
This  won’t  happen  until  the  resurrection  mentioned  in
Revelation 20. Finally, since Enoch and Elijah never actually
died, if this interpretation is correct, then we might view
this as their time to do so. Thus, while I am personally
inclined to take the former view (above), I do not think there
is any problem adopting the latter view I’ve just enunciated.
Of course, the truth may be different than either of these
views, but we don’t need to concern ourselves with that right
now.

Hope this helps.

Shalom in Christ,

Michael Gleghorn
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Four Views of Revelation
Dr. Patrick Zukeran presents a summary of four of the major
approaches to interpreting the book of Revelation and its
meaning for the end times: the idealist, the preterist, the
historicist, and the futurist views. For each, he presents the
basic approach, strengths of the approach and weaknesses of
the approach. Recognizing that God is the central mover in all
of  these,  he  encourages  us  to  keep  these  questions  from
dividing Christians in our mission of sharing Christ with the
world.

The Debate
One of the most intriguing books of the Bible is
the book of Revelation. The imagery of the cosmic
battle  in  heaven  and  on  earth  makes  it  a
fascinating book to study. However, much debate
surrounds  the  proper  interpretation  of  this
apocalyptic work. Is this book a prophecy of future events yet
to  take  place,  or  have  the  prophecies  of  this  book  been
fulfilled?

Two popular authors highlight the debate that continues in our
present time. In his hit series Left Behind, Tim LaHaye writes
a fictional account based on his theological position that the
events of Revelation will occur in the future. Popular radio
talk show host Hank Hanegraaff responded by attacking the
theology  of  LaHaye.  In  his  book  The  Apocalypse  Code,
Hanegraaff asserts that the events of Revelation were largely
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fulfilled in AD 70 with the fall of the Jerusalem Temple. He
criticizes theologians like LaHaye for taking a hyper-literal
approach  to  Revelation.{1}  The  debate  has  raised  some
confusion among Christians as to why there is such a debate
and how we should interpret the book of Revelation.

The issues at the core of the debate between Hanegraaff and
LaHaye are not new. Throughout church history, there have been
four  different  views  regarding  the  book  of  Revelation:
idealist, preterist, historicist, and futurist. The idealist
view teaches that Revelation describes in symbolic language
the battle throughout the ages between God and Satan and good
against  evil.  The  preterist  view  teaches  that  the  events
recorded in the book of Revelation were largely fulfilled in
AD 70 with the fall of the Jerusalem Temple. The historicist
view  teaches  that  the  book  of  Revelation  is  a  symbolic
presentation of church history beginning in the first century
AD through the end of age. The prophecies of Revelation are
fulfilled in various historic events such as the fall of the
Roman  Empire,  the  Protestant  Reformation,  and  the  French
Revolution.  The  futurist  view  teaches  that  Revelation
prophesies events that will take place in the future. These
events  include  the  rapture  of  the  church,  seven  years  of
tribulation, and a millennial rule of Christ upon the earth.

Each view attempts to interpret Revelation according to the
laws of hermeneutics, the art and science of interpretation.
This is central to the debate about how we should approach and
interpret  Revelation.  The  idealist  approach  believes  that
apocalyptic literature like Revelation should be interpreted
allegorically. The preterist and historicist views are similar
in  some  ways  to  the  allegorical  method,  but  it  is  more
accurate to say preterists and historicists view Revelation as
symbolic history. The preterist views Revelation as a symbolic
presentation  of  events  that  occurred  in  AD  70,  while  the
historicist school views the events as symbolic of all Western
church history. The futurist school believes Revelation should



be  interpreted  literally.  In  other  words,  the  events  of
Revelation are to occur at a future time.

The goal of this work is to present a brief overview of the
four views of Revelation and present the strengths of each
view as well as its weaknesses. It is my hope that the reader
will gain a basic understanding and be able to understand the
debate among theologians today.

The Idealist View
The first view of Revelation is the idealist view, or the
spiritual  view.  This  view  uses  the  allegorical  method  to
interpret the Book of Revelation. The allegorical approach to
Revelation was introduced by ancient church father Origen (AD
185-254)  and  made  prominent  by  Augustine  (AD  354-420).
According to this view, the events of Revelation are not tied
to  specific  historical  events.  The  imagery  of  the  book
symbolically presents the ongoing struggle throughout the ages
of God against Satan and good against evil. In this struggle,
the saints are persecuted and martyred by the forces of evil
but will one day receive their vindication. In the end, God is
victorious, and His sovereignty is displayed throughout ages.
Robert  Mounce  summarizes  the  idealist  view  stating,
“Revelation  is  a  theological  poem  presenting  the  ageless
struggle  between  the  kingdom  of  light  and  the  kingdom  of
darkness. It is a philosophy of history wherein Christian
forces are continuously meeting and conquering the demonic
forces of evil.”{2}

In  his  commentary  on  Revelation,  late  nineteenth  century
scholar William Milligan stated, “While the Apocalypse thus
embraces the whole period of the Christian dispensation, it
sets  before  us  within  this  period  the  action  of  great
principles and not special incidents; we are not to look in
the Apocalypse for special events, both for the exhibition of
the principles which govern the history of both the world and
the Church.”{3}



The symbols in Revelation are not tied to specific events but
point to themes throughout church history. The battles in
Revelation are viewed as spiritual warfare manifested in the
persecution  of  Christians  or  wars  in  general  that  have
occurred in history. The beast from the sea may be identified
as the satanically-inspired political opposition to the church
in any age. The beast from the land represents pagan, or
corrupt, religion to Christianity. The harlot represents the
compromised church, or the seduction of the world in general.
Each  seal,  trumpet,  or  bowl  represents  natural  disasters,
wars, famines, and the like which occur as God works out His
plan in history. Catastrophes represent God’s displeasure with
sinful  man;  however,  sinful  mankind  goes  through  these
catastrophes while still refusing to turn and repent. God
ultimately triumphs in the end.

The strength of this view is that it avoids the problem of
harmonizing passages with events in history. It also makes the
book of Revelation applicable and relevant for all periods of
church history.{4}

However, there are several weaknesses of this view. First,
this  view  denies  the  book  of  Revelation  any  specific
historical fulfillment. The symbols portray the ever-present
conflict  but  no  necessary  consummation  of  the  historical
process.{5} Rev.1:1 states that the events will come to pass
shortly, giving the impression that John is prophesying future
historical events.

Second, reading spiritual meanings into the text could lead to
arbitrary  interpretations.  Followers  of  this  approach  have
often  allowed  the  cultural  and  socio-political  factors  of
their  time  to  influence  their  interpretation  rather  than
seeking  the  author’s  intended  meaning.{6}  Merrill  Tenney
states,

The idealist view . . . assumes a “spiritual” interpretation,
and allows no concrete significance whatever to figures that



it employs. According to this viewpoint they are not merely
symbolic  of  events  and  persons,  as  the  historicist  view
contends; they are only abstract symbols of good and evil.
They may be attached to any time or place, but like the
characters  of  Pilgrim’s  Progress,  represent  qualities  or
trends.  In  interpretation,  the  Apocalypse  may  thus  mean
anything  or  nothing  according  to  the  whim  of  the
interpreter.{7}

Unless  interpreters  are  grounded  in  the  grammatical,
historical, and contextual method of hermeneutics, they leave
themselves open to alternate interpretations that may even
contradict the author’s intended meaning.

The Preterist View
The second view is called the preterist view. Preter, which
means “past,” is derived from the Latin. There are two major
views among preterists: full preterism and partial preterism.
Both views believe that the prophecies of the Olivet discourse
of  Matthew  24  and  Revelation  were  fulfilled  in  the  first
century with the fall of Jerusalem in AD 70. Chapters 1-3
describe the conditions in the seven churches of Asia Minor
prior to the Jewish war (AD 66-70). The remaining chapters of
Revelation and Jesus’ Olivet Discourse describe the fall of
Jerusalem to the Romans.

Full  preterists  believe  that  all  the  prophecies  found  in
Revelation were fulfilled in AD 70 and that we are now living
in the eternal state, or the new heavens and the new earth.
Partial preterists believe that most of the prophecies of
Revelation were fulfilled in the destruction of Jerusalem but
that chapters 20-22 point to future events such as a future
resurrection of believers and return of Christ to the earth.
Partial preterists view full preterism as heretical since it
denies the second coming of Christ and teaches an unorthodox
view of the resurrection.
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Church  historians  trace  the  roots  of  preterism  to  Jesuit
priest  Luis  de  Alcazar  (1554-1613).{8}  Alcazar’s
interpretation  is  considered  a  response  to  the  Protestant
historicist interpretation of Revelation that identified the
Pope as the Anti-Christ. However, some preterists contend that
preterist teachings are found in the writings of the early
church as early as the fourth century AD.{9}

Crucial to the preterist view is the date of Revelation. Since
it is a prophecy of the destruction of Jerusalem, preterists
hold to a pre-AD 70 date of writing. According to this view,
John was writing specifically to the church of his day and had
only  its  situation  in  mind.  This  letter  was  written  to
encourage the saints to persevere under the persecution of the
Roman Empire.

Preterists point to several reasons to support their view.
First, Jesus stated at the end of the Olivet Discourse, “Truly
I say to you, this generation will not pass away until all
these things take place” (Mt. 24:34). A generation usually
refers to forty years. The fall of Jerusalem would then fit
the time Jesus predicted. Second, Josephus’ detailed record of
the fall of Jerusalem appears in several ways to match the
symbolism of Revelation. Finally, this view would be directly
relevant to John’s readers of his day.

There are several criticisms of this view. First, the events
described in Jesus’ Olivet Discourse and in Revelation 4-19
differ in several ways from the fall of Jerusalem.

One example is that Christ described his return to Jerusalem
this way: “[A]s lightning that comes from the east is visible
even in the west, so will be the coming of the Son of Man”
(Mt.  24:27).  Preterists  believe  this  refers  to  the  Roman
army’s advance on Jerusalem. However, the Roman army advanced
on Jerusalem from west to east, and their assault was not as a
quick lightning strike. The Jewish war lasted for several
years before Jerusalem was besieged, and the city fell after a



lengthy siege.{10} Second, General Titus did not set up an
“abomination  of  desolation”  (Mt.  24:15)  in  the  Jerusalem
Temple. Rather, he destroyed the Temple and burned it to the
ground.  Thus,  it  appears  the  preterist  is  required  to
allegorize or stretch the metaphors and symbols in order to
find fulfillment of the prophecies in the fall of Jerusalem.

Another example of allegorical interpretation by preterists is
their  interpretation  of  Revelation  7:4.  John  identifies  a
special group of prophets: the 144,000 from the “tribes of
Israel.”  Preterist  Hanegraaff  states  that  this  group
represents the true bride of Christ and is referred to in Rev.
7:9 as the “great multitude that no one could count from every
nation, tribe, people, and language.” In other words, the
144,000 in verse 4, and the great multitude in verse 9 are the
same people.{11} This appears to go against the context of the
chapter for several reasons. First, throughout the Bible the
phrase “tribes of Israel” refers to literal Jews. Second, John
says  there  are  12,000  from  each  of  the  twelve  tribes  of
Israel. This is a strange way to describe the multitude of
believers from all nations. Finally, the context shows John is
speaking  of  two  different  groups:  one  on  the  earth  (the
144,000  referenced  in  7:1-3),  and  the  great  multitude  in
heaven before the throne (7:9). Here Hanegraaff appears to be
allegorizing the text.

Robert Mounce states,

The major problem with the preterist position is that the
decisive victory portrayed in the latter chapters of the
Apocalypse was never achieved. It is difficult to believe
that  John  envisioned  anything  less  than  the  complete
overthrow of Satan, the final destruction of evil, and the
eternal reign on God. If this is not to be, then either the
Seer was essentially wrong in the major thrust of his message
or  his  work  was  so  helplessly  ambiguous  that  its  first
recipients were all led astray.{12}



Mounce  and  other  New  Testament  scholars  believe  the
preterists’  interpretations  are  not  consistent  and  utilize
allegorical  interpretations  to  make  passages  fit  their
theological view.

Second, the preterist position rests on a pre-AD 70 date of
writing. However, most New Testament scholars date the writing
of the book to AD 95. If John had written Revelation after AD
70, the book could not have been a prophecy of the fall of
Jerusalem. This presents a significant argument against the
preterist position.

Preterists point to several lines of evidence for a pre-AD 70
date of writing. First, John does not mention the fall of the
Jerusalem Temple. If he had been writing two decades after the
event,  it  seems  strange  that  he  never  mentioned  this
catastrophic event. Second, John does not refer to either
Jesus’ prophecy of the destruction of the Temple (Mt. 24, Mk.
13, Lk. 21) or the fulfillment of this prophecy. Third, in
Revelation 11:1, John is told to “measure the temple of God
and the altar, and count the worshipers there.” Preterist
argue that this indicates that the Temple is still standing
during the writing of Revelation.{13}

The preterist view, particularly the partial preterist view,
is a prominent position held by such notable scholars as R. C.
Sproul, Hank Hanegraaff, Kenneth Gentry, and the late David
Chilton  (who  later  converted  to  full  preterism  after  the
publishing of his books).

The Historicist View
The third view is called the historicist approach. This view
teaches  that  Revelation  is  a  symbolic  representation  that
presents the course of history from the apostle’s life through
the end of the age. The symbols in the apocalypse correspond
to events in the history of Western Europe, including various



popes, the Protestant Reformation, the French Revolution, and
rulers such as Charlemagne. Most interpreters place the events
of their day in the later chapters of Revelation.

Many adherents of this position view chapters 1-3 as seven
periods  in  church  history.  The  breaking  of  the  seals  in
chapters 4-7 symbolizes the fall of the Roman Empire. The
Trumpet judgments in chapters 8-10 represent the invasions of
the Roman Empire by the Vandals, Huns, Saracens, and Turks.
Among  Protestant  historicists  of  the  Reformation,  the
antichrist  in  Revelation  was  believed  to  be  the  papacy.
Chapters 11-13 in Revelation represent the true church in its
struggle  against  Roman  Catholicism.  The  bowl  judgments  of
Revelation  14-16  represent  God’s  judgment  on  the  Catholic
Church, culminating in the future overthrow of Catholicism
depicted in chapters 17-19.{14}

There are several criticisms of this approach. First, this
approach  allows  for  a  wide  variety  of  interpretations.
Adherents have a tendency to interpret the text through the
context of their period. Thus, many saw the climax of the book
happening in their generation. John Walvoord points out the
lack of agreement among historicists. He states, “As many as
fifty  different  interpretations  of  the  book  of  Revelation
therefore evolve, depending on the time and circumstances of
the expositor.”{15} Moses Stuart echoed the same concern in
his  writings  over  a  century  ago.  He  wrote,  “Hithertho,
scarcely  any  two  original  and  independent  expositors  have
agreed, in respect to some points very important in their
bearing upon the interpretation of the book.”{16}

Second, this view focuses mostly on the events of the church
in Western Europe and says very little about the church in the
East.  Thus,  its  narrow  scope  fails  to  account  for  God’s
activity throughout Asia and the rest of the world. Finally,
this view would have little significance for the church of the
first century whom John was addressing. It is unlikely they
would have been able to interpret Revelation as the historical



approach suggests.

Prominent scholars who held this view include John Wycliffe,
John Knox, William Tyndale, Martin Luther, John Calvin, Ulrich
Zwingli,  John  Wesley,  Jonathan  Edwards,  George  Whitefield,
Charles Finney, C. H. Spurgeon, and Matthew Henry. This view
rose to popularity during the Protestant Reformation because
of its identification of the pope and the papacy with the
beasts of Revelation 13. However, since the beginning of the
twentieth  century,  it  has  declined  in  popularity  and
influence.

The Futurist View
The fourth view is the futurist view. This view teaches that
the events of the Olivet Discourse and Revelation chapters
4-22 will occur in the future. Futurist divide the book of
Revelation into three sections as indicated in 1:19: “what you
have  seen,  what  is  now  and  what  will  take  place  later.”
Chapter 1 describes the past (“what you have seen”), chapters
2-3 describe the present (“what is now”), and the rest of the
book describes future events (“what will take place later”).

Futurists apply a literal approach to interpreting Revelation.
Chapters  4-19  refer  to  a  period  known  as  the  seven-year
tribulation (Dan. 9:27). During this time, God’s judgments are
actually poured out upon mankind as they are revealed in the
seals, trumpets, and bowls. Chapter 13 describes a literal
future world empire headed by a political and religious leader
represented by the two beasts. Chapter 17 pictures a harlot
who represents the church in apostasy. Chapter 19 refers to
Christ’s second coming and the battle of Armageddon followed
by a literal thousand-year rule of Christ upon the earth in
chapter  20.  Chapters  21-22  are  events  that  follow  the
millennium: the creation of a new heaven and a new earth and
the arrival of the heavenly city upon the earth.



Futurists  argue  that  a  consistently  literal  or  plain
interpretation is to be applied in understanding the book of
Revelation.  Literal  interpretation  of  the  Bible  means  to
explain the original sense, or meaning, of the Bible according
to the normal customary usage of its language. This means
applying the rules of grammar, staying consistent with the
historical framework, and the context of the writing. Literal
interpretation  does  not  discount  figurative  or  symbolic
language.  Futurists  teach  that  prophecies  using  symbolic
language are also to be normally interpreted according to the
laws of language. J. P. Lange stated,

The  literalist  (so  called)  is  not  one  who  denies  that
figurative language, that symbols, are used in prophecy, nor
does  he  deny  that  great  spiritual  truths  are  set  forth
therein; his position is, simply, that the prophecies are to
be normally interpreted (i.e., according to the received laws
of language) as any other utterances are interpreted – that
which is manifestly figurative being so regarded.{17}

Charles Ryrie also states,

Symbols, figures of speech and types are all interpreted
plainly in this method, and they are in no way contrary to
literal interpretation. After all, the very existence of any
meaning for a figure of speech depends on the reality of the
literal meaning of the terms involved. Figures often make the
meaning plainer, but it is the literal, normal, or plain
meaning that they convey to the reader.{18}

Futurists acknowledge the use of figures and symbols. When
figurative language is used, one must look at the context to
find  the  meaning.  However,  figurative  language  does  not
justify allegorical interpretation.

Futurists  contend  that  the  literal  interpretation  of
Revelation finds its roots in the ancient church fathers.



Elements  of  this  teaching,  such  as  a  future  millennial
kingdom, are found in the writings of Clement of Rome (AD 96),
Justin Martyr (AD 100-165), Irenaeus (AD 115-202), Tertullian
(AD  150-225)  and  others.  Futurists  hold  that  the  church
fathers taught a literal interpretation of Revelation until
Origen  (AD  185-254)  introduced  allegorical  interpretation.
This  then  became  the  popular  form  of  interpretation  when
taught by Augustine (AD 354-430).{19} Literal interpretation
of Revelation remained throughout the history of the church
and rose again to prominence in the modern era.

The  futurist  view  is  widely  popular  among  evangelical
Christians today. One of the most popular versions on futurist
teaching is dispensational theology, promoted by schools such
as  Dallas  Theological  Seminary  and  Moody  Bible  Institute.
Theologians such as Charles Ryrie, John Walvoord, and Dwight
Pentecost are noted scholars of this position. Tim LaHaye made
this theology popular in the culture with his end times series
of novels.

Unfortunately, there have been and continue to be popular
preachers  who  mistakenly  apply  the  futurist  approach  to
connect current events to the symbols in Revelation. Some have
even  been  involved  in  setting  dates  of  Christ’s  return.
Although  their  writings  have  been  popular,  they  do  not
represent a Biblical futurist view.

Critics of this view argue that the futurist view renders the
book irrelevant to the original readers of the first century.
Another criticism is that Revelation is apocalyptic literature
and thus meant to be interpreted allegorically or symbolically
rather than literally. Hank Hanegraaff states, “Thus, when a
Biblical writer uses a symbol or an allegory, we do violence
to his intentions if we interpret it in a strictly literal
manner.”{20}

One of the key elements in the debate, particularly between
preterists  and  futurists,  is  the  date  of  writing  for



Revelation.  Preterists  argue  for  a  pre-AD  70  date  while
futurists hold to a date of AD 95. There are several reasons
for  the  later  date.  First,  Irenaeus,  in  his  work  Against
Heresies, states that John wrote Revelation at the end of
Emperor Domitian’s reign, which ended in AD 96. Irenaeus was a
disciple of Polycarp, who was a disciple of the Apostle John.
He thus had a connection with a contemporary of the Apostle
John.

Second, the conditions of the seven churches in Revelation
appear to describe a second-generation church setting rather
than that of a first-generation. For example, the Church of
Ephesus (Rev. 2:1-7) is charged with abandoning their first
love and warned of the Nicolaitan heresy. If John had written
Revelation in AD 65, it would have overlapped with Paul’s
letter to the Ephesians and Timothy. However, Paul makes no
mention of either the loss of first love or the threat of the
Nicolaitans. Ephesus was Paul’s headquarters for three years,
and Apollos served there along with Aquila and Priscilla. The
church of Smyrna did not exist during Paul’s ministry (AD
60-64) as recorded by Polycarp, the first bishop of the city.
Laodicea  (Rev.  3:14-22)  is  rebuked  for  being  wealthy  and
lukewarm.  However,  in  his  letter  to  the  Colossians,  Paul
commends the church three times (2:2, 4:13, 16). It would
likely take more than three years for the church to decline to
the  point  that  chapter  3  would  state  there  to  be  no
commendable aspect about it. Also, an earthquake in AD 61 left
the city in ruins for many years. Thus, it is unlikely that in
a ruined condition John would describe them as rich.

Preterists who favor the AD 70 date pose the question, “Why
doesn’t John mention the fall of the Temple which occurred in
AD 70?” Futurists respond that John wrote about future events,
and the destruction of the temple was twenty-five years in the
past. He also wrote to a Gentile audience in Asia Minor which
was far removed from Jerusalem. Preterists also point to the
fact that the Temple is mentioned in chapter eleven. Futurists



respond that although John mentions a temple in Revelation
11:1-2, this does not mean it exists at the time of his
writing. In Daniel 9:26-27 and Ezekiel 40-48, both prophets
describe the temple, but it was not in existence when they
described a future temple in their writings.

What did Jesus mean in Matthew 24:34 when He said, “[T]his
generation will certainly not pass away until all these things
have happened”? The common futurist response is that Jesus was
stating that the future generation about which he was speaking
would not pass away once “these things” had begun. In other
words, the generation living amid the time of the events He
predicted will not pass away until all is fulfilled.

Conclusion

The book of Revelation is a fascinating book, and the debate
regarding  its  interpretation  will  continue.  Despite  our
various  views,  there  are  some  common  threads  upon  which
Christians agree.{21} All views believe that God is sovereign
and in charge of all that occurs in history and its ultimate
conclusion.  Except  for  full  preterism  and  some  forms  of
idealism, all believe in the physical second coming of Christ.
All  views  believe  in  the  resurrection  from  the  dead.  All
believe there will be a future judgment. All believe in an
eternal  state  in  which  believers  will  be  with  God,  and
unbelievers will be separated from Him. All agree upon the
importance of the study of prophecy and its edification for
the body of Christ.

Unfortunately,  the  debate  among  Christians  has  often  been
harsh  and  hostile.  It  is  my  hope  that  the  debate  would
continue in a cordial, respectful manner which will challenge
every believer to accurately study and interpret the Word. We
all await the return of our Lord and together with the saints
of all ages say, “Amen, come Lord Jesus!” (Rev. 22:20)
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“The JW Argument ‘There Is No
Soul'”
One of the Jehovah’s Witnesses’ arguments is that if Lazarus
was dead and his soul was in Heaven, why would Jesus resurrect
him?  They argue, why would Jesus take Lazarus away from what
surely is a beautiful and wondrous place.  Thus, there must
not be a soul and when we die we just die. How do I answer
this? 

Thanks for your letter. The issue of personal survival after
death (but before the resurrection) is best dealt with by an
appeal to the authority of the Bible. If the Bible is a
trustworthy revelation from God, and if the Bible teaches a
conscious intermediate state between death and resurrection,

https://probe.org/the-jw-argument-there-is-no-soul/
https://probe.org/the-jw-argument-there-is-no-soul/


then it logically follows that human beings do experience
personal, conscious existence after death. So what does the
Bible teach on this issue?

The  Bible  clearly  speaks  of  personal  conscious  existence
between death and resurrection. Indeed, even The New World
Translation (1961), written by the Jehovah’s Witnesses, seems
to imply this. In Revelation 6:9-10 we read:

“And when he opened the fifth seal, I saw underneath the altar
the souls of those slaughtered because of the word of God… And
they cried with a loud voice saying: ‘Until when, Sovereign
Lord  holy  and  true,  are  you  refraining  from  judging  and
avenging our blood upon those who dwell on the earth?'”

Here the author of the Revelation sees the SOULS of those
killed on the earth. These SOULS are in the presence of God
and clearly conscious because they ask God a question and even
receive an answer (see v. 11). But how can this be if they do
not really exist between death and resurrection?

Other verses which teach conscious existence between death and
resurrection include Philippians 1:23; 2 Corinthians 5:6-8;
and of course Luke 16:19-31. There are many other which I will
not take the time to list.

The JW’s want to know why Jesus would raise Lazarus back to
earthly life if he was already in a better place? First,
although there may be a connection between Luke 16 and John
11, this is nowhere stated explicitly. Second, the Bible only
hints at why Jesus raised Lazarus. It indicates that He raised
Lazarus to inspire faith in His disciples (John 11:14), to
reveal God’s glory to the people (11:40), and to help the
people believe that Jesus had come from God (11:42). But WHY
Jesus raised Lazarus isn’t even the issue. Jesus may have
raised Lazarus for very good reasons that He didn’t bother to
tell us. The real issues are:

1. Is the Bible a trustworthy revelation from God? and



2.  Does  the  Bible  teach  that  we  have  a  soul/spirit  that
continues to exist between
death and resurrection?

If the answer to both of these questions is “Yes,” then it
really doesn’t matter if we can say why Jesus raised Lazarus.
He  did  it,  and  regardless  of  the  reason  why,  the  story
demonstrates that human beings experience personal, conscious
existence between death and resurrection.

Hope this helps.

Shalom,

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries

“What Makes You Better Than
Others to Critique ‘Embraced
by the Light’?”
What makes Russ Wise or Probe Ministries greater than anybody
else to say this is heresy or false teachings of God in his
analysis of Embraced by the Light? What makes you better than
anybody else?

If you are really intelligent then you can analyze everything
down to the “perfection of God.” There is no way man can
really understand the “Divinity of God.” Our mere words cannot
even explain or at least understand it. I think Russ Wise
should keep his opinions to himself and not say his words are
better  than  any  other.  I  wonder  what  kind  of  belief  or
religion Russ has? He must be in a perfect religion.
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I  noticed  that  something  seems  to  be  missing  from  your
complaint  about  Russ  Wise  and  Probe  Ministries:  God’s
perspective. It seems that you are unhappy with Russ’ analysis
of Embraced by the Light as if it were nothing but human
opinion. But both Russ and Probe Ministries analyze ideas from
a perspective based on what God has told us in His word. In
the same way that we can tell how crooked a stick is by
placing it next to one that is absolutely straight, we can
tell how incorrect the ideas in a book are by comparing them
to the straight truth of God’s word.

It has nothing to do with believing that we are better than
anyone else. We know better. We know it’s not about us at all.
It’s about having confidence that God really has revealed His
truth  to  us  in  the  Bible,  so  we  can  confidently  analyze
anything that contradicts His word. This confidence can be
erroneously confused with arrogance, but it’s not arrogance
because we are simply agreeing with what God has said. Like I
said before, we know it’s not about us.

I respectfully must disagree with you that “There is no way
man can really understand the ‘Divinity of God.’ Our mere
words  cannot  even  explain  or  at  least  understand  it.”  If
mankind had no choice but to try and figure out God on our
own, you would be absolutely right. But the message of the
Bible and the even more stunning message of Jesus Christ, the
God-man who left heaven to come to earth, is that we don’t
have to speculate about God. He has reached out to us. He has
spoken  truth  to  us.  He  has  revealed  Himself  to  us.  He
passionately wants to be known and loved (even if we can’t
fully understand Him because He is so other, so much more than
us), and He has made Himself knowable by speaking to us in His
word and in His Son. And it is on the basis of that revelation
that we can compare works like Embraced by the Light to what
God has said, and identify where they are wrong because they
contradict God. Not our mere human understanding of Godthey
contradict what God Himself said.



Thanks for writing.

Sue Bohlin

© 2007 Probe Ministries

“I Have Some Questions About
What Happens After Death”
I have read one of your publications titled “What Happens
After Death?” In the section “One Minute After Death” you make
this statement:

“What happens when we breathe our final breath? The Bible
teaches what will occur. First our immaterial soul and spirit
will be separated from our physical body. Second, we will
immediately receive the judgment that will determine our
eternal destiny. Those who have trusted in Christ’s payment
on the cross for our sins will enter into eternal life in the
presence of God.”

My questions are these:

a) It sound that the judgment of man is by batch, for not all
men died at the same time (from Adam to our time). My question
is: Does this mean that there are already people now in heaven
(paradise) and there are already people cast to hell?

b)  Does  this  mean  that  there  are  already  people  now  in
paradise and that they have seen our Lord and His son Jesus
Christ.

c) Since you are using Revelation 20:11-15, my question is:
What do you mean by “first resurrection” and “thousand-year
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reign” in Revelation 20:5?

d) In 2 Thessalonians 4:16, What do you mean by “dead in
Christ shall rise first” relative to the thousand-year reign
and judgment day?

Thanks for reading the article. Here are some answers for you.

a) It sound that the judgment of man is by batch, for not all
men died at the same time (from Adam to our time). My
question is: Does this mean that there are already people now
in heaven (paradise) and there are already people cast to
hell?

Yes, there are souls in heaven and hell now. When we die, our
soul separates from the body and goes to heaven or hell.

b) Does this mean that there are already people now in
paradise and that they have seen our Lord and His son Jesus
Christ.

Yes, those in heaven are in the presence of the Lord.

c) Since you are using Revelation 20:11-15, my question is:
What do you mean by “first resurrection” and “thousand-year
reign” in Revelation 20:5?

At  the  rapture,  when  Christ  returns  for  the  church  (1
Thessalonians 4:13-18), the bodies of the “dead in Christ” are
resurrected in the new glorified state and unite with their
souls. Then those who are alive and in Christ are raptured and
join  the  saints  in  heaven.  After  the  seven  years  of
tribulation when God’s wrath is poured out on the earth, the
bodies of those martyred for Christ in the Tribulation and the
bodies of the Old Testament saints are resurrected in their
glorified state. The resurrection of the bodies of all those
in  Christ,  Old  and  New  Testament  saints,  is  the  first



resurrection,  the  resurrection  unto  life.  After  the
resurrection of the saints comes the thousand-year rule of
Christ on the earth.

The second resurrection is the resurrection of all those not
in  Christ,  and  they  are  judged  and  sentenced  to  hell
(Revelation 20:11-15). This occurs after the thousand year
rule of Christ.

d) In 2 Thessalonians 4:16, What do you mean by “dead in
Christ shall rise first” relative to the thousand-year reign
and judgment day?

Presently, those who are in Christ (or Christians) are in the
presence of the Lord. The souls of Christians are in heaven.
At the rapture when Christ returns for the church, the bodies
of these believers will be resurrected from the dead and unite
with their souls. Their resurrected bodies will be glorified
and eternal as Paul describes in 1 Corinthians 15.

Thanks for asking your questions. I will use these questions
on my radio show in the future.

Patrick Zukeran
Probe Ministries

“Seven  Spirits  of
Revelation?”
I recently encountered a group that believes the seven spirits
of Revelation are seven aspects of the Holy Spirit … and the
Trinity is actually a “nine-ity” (for lack of a better word).
I obviously do NOT believe this hogwash, but I was wondering
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if  this  belief  has  ever  been  promulgated  in  history.  I
personally believe it’s a new heresy, but I wanted to check.

The  interpretation  of  the  “seven  Spirits”  in  the  book  of
Revelation as a reference to the Holy Spirit is actually not
new. A number of interpreters throughout church history have
adopted this position as their preferred view. However, it is
by no means the ONLY view that has been advanced throughout
church history.

John refers to the “seven Spirits” in Revelation 1:4; 3:1; 4:5
and 5:6. William Barclay points out that the Jews “talked of
the seven angels of the presence,” citing 1 Enoch 90:21. Of
course John does refer to seven angels of the seven churches
(1:20). What he means by “angels” is not entirely clear. He
could be referring to the pastors of the churches, or he might
be referring to guardian angels of the churches. Thus, some
commentators believe the reference to the “seven Spirits” is a
reference to seven holy angels before the throne of God.

Barclay mentions that another “explanation connects the idea
of the seven Spirits with the fact of the seven churches.”
Since  seven  is  often  used  as  a  number  of  completion,  or
perfection, in the Bible (and in the book of Revelation in
particular)  it  is  thought  that  the  “seven”  churches  are
representative of all churches, each of which has a share in
God’s Holy Spirit in order to carry out its ministry to the
world.

A third view ties the reference to the “seven Spirits” to
Isaiah  11:2.  The  Greek  translation  of  this  verse  in  the
Septuagint reads: “The Spirit of the Lord shall rest upon Him,
the spirit of wisdom and understanding, the spirit of counsel
and might, the spirit of knowledge and piety; by this spirit
He shall be filled with the fear of God.” In this view, the
“seven Spirits” of Revelation refer to this sevenfold ministry
of the Holy Spirit, particularly evidenced in the life of
Jesus, the Messiah.



Which of these views is correct? I honestly don’t know. Maybe
the correct view is none of the above! It’s important to point
out, however, that those who see the “seven Spirits” as a
reference to the Holy Spirit would not typically endorse any
but a Trinitarian view of God. Barclay cites Beatus as having
said, “The Spirit is one in name but sevenfold in virtues.”

Thus, while I personally do not know what John intends by his
reference to the “seven Spirits”, those who interpret this as
referring to the Holy Spirit are usually not heretics. They
could be, of course; but one need not reach that conclusion
from this particular interpretation. It is actually an old and
well-accepted view.

Hope this helps. God bless you!

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries

“What  Makes  the  Bible  a
Reliable Text on Angels?”
You cite the bible as a source of insight into angels. What
makes the bible a better source than any other fiction book
that has been written by anyone at anytime? Say I wrote a book
about angels because I wanted to get people to believe in
something they have never seen or felt or touched or smelled
or tasted. If I aged it 2 or 3 thousand years and there were
people like you around, would they believe it? What if I gave
it  a  prolific  name  like  The  Word,  or  Holy  Text,  or  The
Greatest Truest Book Ever Written, does it then become more
plausible? What are your thoughts?
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Hi ________,

My thoughts are that the Bible gives more than “insight” about
angels; it gives actual revelation–information from “outside
the box,” so to speak.

You can choose to call the Bible a book of fiction, but that
would only be because you haven’t considered the evidence that
shows it’s not. For instance, fulfilled prophecy alone is a
staggering evidence that it was divinely inspired, for who
else could write history in advance other than the God who is
outside of time?

I invite you to try and debunk the truth and validity of the
Bible.  Many  others  have,  and  they  have  become  its  most
convinced defenders. If it truly can be debunked, then it’s
not worth believing in. But if it’s true, and I completely
believe it is because of the evidence, then it’s worth paying
attention to.

I have a suspicion you have an opinion of the Bible that is
not  based  on  anything  more  than  a  contempt  for  God  and
possibly for the people who believe in the Bible. (And allow
me to concede, regretfully, that a lot of religious people say
and do things that make God wince because they misrepresent
Him so egregiously, and it has a negative impact on others who
are watching–people like you? I think God grieves over this.)

You might consider shoring up your reasons. Our website is
full  of  resources  that  provide  good  evidence  that
Christianity, and the Bible, are both true. If you don’t care
to check anything out, then at least I would hope you would be
honest  enough  to  admit  that  your  unbelief  is  based  on  a
refusal to investigate and not because there are good reasons
for it.

Respectfully,

Sue Bohlin



Probe Ministries

“Aren’t  All  Religions  Man-
Made?”
Let  me  get  this  straight:  your  view  is  that  “man-made
religions lead to spiritual death and only one [i.e., yours]
leads to life.” Aren’t all religions man-made? Without man,
there is no religion, because religion is a man-made concept.
Animals have no concept of Deity, or anything beyond their own
survival, so it cannot be a “God-given” concept innate to all
creatures; otherwise, the creatures of the wild would spend
more time worshipping and less time surviving. Thus, we have
proved religion is a concept restricted only to mankind. Man
has been interested in this concept for about the last 12,000
years.  This  interest  was  sparked  when  the  hunter-gatherer
societies  (concerned  with  survival  only)  evolved  into
agricultural societies. They saw the existence of a power
greater than themselves which made the crops grow and the
rains fall. If we look to the first man-made interpretations
of Deity, most of which were female, they date from about the
7,000 BC on. If all the concepts of Deity and religion from
7,000 BC to the birth of Christ were man-made religions, then
Christianity  is  one  in  an  ongoing  series  of  man-made
religions. Which brings me back to my original point, being
that since religion was created by man to bring him into
contact with That which was Greater then himself, all of the
world’s religions, from the oldest to the newest, are ALL man-
made, including Christianity. And if man-made religions lead
to spiritual death… how can any one religion claim to offer
the only way to life, especially one so young in the overall
history of religion? May God bless you with a history lesson.
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Peace.

Dear ______,

Our view is that Christianity leads to life because it is
about Jesus Christ, who defined Himself as life. All religions
are  not  man-made  because  Christianity  (with  its  roots  in
Judaism) comes from God to man. God communicated with people
through His written word (the Bible) and by sending His son
Jesus from heaven. In other words, He pierced our space-time
continuum and communicated with us.

All other religions are man’s way of attempting to find God.
Christianity is God reaching US.

The evidence for this is that the Bible is the only holy book
that  includes  true  prophecy,  history  written  in  advance,
because  an  all-knowing  God  knew  what  would  happen  in  the
future and made sure it was written down before it happened.
More evidence for this is that when Jesus came to earth, He
claimed to be God and said He would be crucified and come back
to life three days later, which He did.

Christianity  is  not  man-made  because  it  is  a  religion  of
revelation—the truth of God and not the invention of man.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries


