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pre.tribulational and the tribulation is future
which Pseudo-Ephraem wrote,

® The purpose for the gatheringwas so that they would not “see
tbe confusion that is to overwhelm the world because of their
sins.” Here we have the purpose of the tribulation judgments
stated and that was to be a time of judgment upon the world
because of their sin, thus, the church was to be taken out,

3) Finally, the Byzantine scholar Paul Alexander clearly
believed that Pseudo-Ephraem was teaching what we call
tgday a pre-trib rapture. According to Alexander, most Byzan-
tine apocalypses were concerned with how Christians would
survive the time of severe persecution by Antichrist. The
normal approach given by other apocalyptic texts was a short-
ening of the time to three and a half years, enabling the survival
of some Christians. Unlike those texts, this sermon has
Christians being removed from the time of tribulation.
Alexander observed:

It is probably no accident that Pseudo-Ephraem does not

mention the shortening of the time intervals for the Antichrist’s

persecution, for if prior to it the Elect are ‘taken to the Lord,”

i.e., participate at least in some measure in beatitude, there is

no need for further mitigating action on their behalf. The

Gathering of the Elect according to Pseudo-Ephraem is an

alternative to the shortening of the time intervals.20

to the time in

Conclusion

Regardless of what else the writer of this sermon believed,
he did believe that all believers would be removed before the
tribulation-a pre-trib rapture view. Thus, we have seen that
those who have said that there was no one before 1830 who
taught the pre-trib rapture position will have to revise their
statements by well over 1,000 years. This statement does not
prove the pre-trib position, only the Bible can do that, but it
should change many people’s historical views on the matter.Q
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After 30 years, the dean of dispensationalism, Charles
Ryrle has rewse.d and expanded what many believe to be
h1_s best theological work introduced in 1966 Dispensation-
alism Today. What motivated the retired Dallas Seminary
professor to rework this book? The answer appears to be
the development of a supposed new brand of dispensa-
tionalism knownas "progressive dispensationalism." Why
do we think that? Because the only new chapter in the
book is the one examining this new trend which is spear-
headed by two current Dallas Seminary faculty Craig
Blaising and Darrell Bock.

Friend and foe alike, need to read Dispensationalism in
order to really understand the significance of this influen-
cial Bible study movement. Ryrie gives a cogent presen-
tation of dispensationalism: a definition and description,
its origins, its hermeneutics, its view of salvation, the role
of Israel and the church, its eschatology, and how dispen-
sationalism relates to progressive dispensationalism, ul-
tradispensationalism, and covenant theology.

In contrast to the trends of the last few years, Ryrie's
need for revision is not because he believes traditional
dispensationalism has failed and needs reworking as do
the progressive dispensationalists. Instead, he believes
that traditional dispensationalism needs to be reaffirmed
in light of its critics of the last 30 years, both within and
outside of dispensationalism.

Ryrie, in this revised and expanded work, did notjust
tack on a new chapter on progressive dispensationalism,
instead he has thoroughly reworked the whole book,
bringing each chapter up to date, where needed, by
including in his interaction the past 30 years of responses
to his original work. This is why everyone, even those
who have read the original work, will want to obtain and
read the new edition. -

Itis significant to note that Ryrie has not backed off of
his three essentials for dispensationalism: 1) A consis-
tently applied literal hermeneutic leading to 2) a distinc-
tion between God's plan for Israel and the church, result-
ing in 3) the glory of God as the focus of God's plan. He
shows that many within the dispensational camp have
been backing off of these essentials partly because they
have sometimes misunderstood them.

At a number of points, Ryrie has even sharpen his
original arguments in the revision. This should not be
surprising that any work can be improved through the
digestion of material from both friend and foe alike. Thi
new revision should insure that Dispensationalism wil
remain the standard polemic for dispensationalists anc
the target of its opponents. Perhaps many
nondispensationalists will have to revise their books ir
light of Ryrie's revision.

Anyone wishing to stay current on the subject o
dispensationalism must read this book. £




