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Written by the professor of Old ~estament as a res ult of study bye. group 

ot faculty members of the Grand Rapids Baptist Taeologieal .,eminary. and Jjible 

Inat1t\1te, this little vol ume affirms the pretribulation rapture view. 

The rlan ot the book is very eimple: the author first discusses the passages 

or ~oripture which supply the stronger reasons for saying that the rap ure will 

precede the tribulation; then he studies those passages whioh osttribulatianists 

general ly use to support thei r vievrpoint and concludes that they do not in reality 

cor.tradict the first group of passa es. In other words, he concludes that the 
. 

•Yes" passages say yes very clearly and the "No" passages do not r ally se.y no. 

The "Yes" passages discussed are those relating to the tribulation itself, 

those related to the doctrine of imminenoy, and pertinent sections in 1 and 2 

l'h.esaalon.ians. The" o" pas ages inQlude those oonneoted with the concept ot the 

"endff• t h Olivet discourse, and Old and ew Testament teaching on the res rrection . 

The procedure of the book has obviously determined the slant of its 

oontents J that is, the slant is Biblical rather the.n theological , din large 

measur.e the book is a discuss i on of various interpretations or th speJ'oif1c 

Scriptures involved in t he question. In any respects this approach is eesirable, 

for it will undoubtedly commend t he book to the interest of a larger circle or 
Christiana. The striightforward simplicity of both prooedure and diaou.ssion 

makes this a book which one oan px confident,:'jly put into anyone ' s hands. 

There is 011e area, however , which t his approach does not include, d that is 

the reUtion of t he doctrine of the church to the pretribulati n rapture. 

The author deals with i* somewhat on pages 20-28~ but much more could me made 

of ecclesiology as a doctrine and its bearing on the question. 



Thia would ot course involw dis~ensation&liam which , though not deliberately 

avoided in the book, is not prominent. Possibly this could be because ot a . ' . 
publisher's request rather than an author's choice. but someone noeds to say 

olearly that boyon any question one of fhe principal ree.sone 'l#b.y there is 

so much posttribule.t1onal protnillenniali~ abroad. today 1s si: ply beoa:u.se 

there has boon an abandonment of dispensational premillennialitmt. 

All of tho discussionn af specific Scr ipture pe.a seges are extremely 

rair. Although the author has not attempted to document the arguments of 
side 

either ri-,rnrl:wt f'rom. their literature. he has stat8d them. ta.irly and 

s UJlml.e.rizod ';;hem e.ccurataly and in many oases with helpful conciseness. 

The discussio of Revelat:i.on 3 ,10 struo~ the reviewer as being particularly 

well put,wnile it wets felt that there might have been ~ore detail given 

oonoerning t he identificat io of the Restrainer in 2 'l'hessalonians 2. 

· • ood f ollows r . S ... hu/ler English's suggestion that apostasia mean1 

d~pa.r ture in 2 Thessalonians 2,3 and t h~s 1s ·a. ref~renoe to the rapture. 

uis U'gument very co·nvinoing. 

I 

Thie book i s highly o~ ended as a straightfor,,vard Scri ptural defense 

of pretribulati niam. Se:::n.o wi ll say t hat it is not _oanplete, but for its 

purpose and aud.imioe this could soarceli Etve~ be a sertous ob_jection,.,. 

The only incompleteness 18 its lack of Scripture i:ndex. Otherwise,. it 

will ,undoubtedly fill a need fol' large number of believers which more 

technieal books will not meet. 

C. c. Ryrie 


