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pretty good job at editing, but I
went ahead and sent Mike some
articles to see what his work
looked like. Wow! He knew his
way around a sentence. So, I
started cleaning up the obvious,
low-hanging fruit in the articles
and then sent them to Mike for
his touch.

One thing that I have learned
over the years is that authors can
be sensitive about having their
writing edited, some more than
others. Some really appreciated
it (“Wow, you made me sound
great!”), while others, not so
much. I think another issue was
the back-and-forth time spent
explaining, clarifying, approving, and rejecting proposed
changes with the authors, which at times became a drawn-
out process. Because of these two factors, I began separating
my editing and Mike’s editing into two steps. I would do my
editing and then offer the author the opportunity to have
Mike go over the article for some “deep” editing. Perhaps in a
small part because my editing had improved by learning from
Mike, but mostly because of the extra time involved, authors
increasingly said that they were fine with the article after the
first round of editing. So, after about ten years of editing for
us, Mike faded back into the general readership.

The most recent change for the magazine has been bringing
Adam Maarschalk on board as the editor in the 2024 Summer
issue. Kayla and I met Adam at the Big Tex conference in
2018, where both he and I were speakers. I had seen Adam’s
name here and there online in various preterist postings but
had never read any of his material or interacted with him
personally. Both Kayla and I were impressed by his humble
and gracious spirit as well as his teaching material. Adam
became a frequent article contributor to the magazine, and in
2022 joined FCG’s board of directors.

Early on, after meeting Adam and learning that he edited
various school and professional papers for a living, as well as
tutored individuals in English, I felt that he was a natural fit
to eventually become the magazine’s editor, if he would be
interested. He was much more connected within the preterist
community than I and was a popular speaker at conferences.
After I retired in 2020, I tackled some much needed and time-
consuming projects around the house and property. I was
struggling to get the magazine issues out on time, and in fact
didn’t produce a 2020 Summer issue. (As a side note, over the
past 20 years, we have missed 11 of the 80 issues that should
have been produced.) My thoughts again turned toward
bringing Adam on board as the editor.
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In 2024, Adam graciously accepted the editor’s role for
the magazine, with the fall issue being the first in which
he solicited and edited the articles (I continue to do the
layout). The timing was providential because in January and
February of 2025 Kayla and I moved my parents from their
independent living facility to an assisted living facility. My
parents had to significantly downsize for the move, so after
we had them settled in their new place Kayla and I were still
sorting through their “extra” things to determine where they
needed to go (other family members, our attic for storage,
donations, etc.).

Sadly, my father’s health declined through the year, and he
passed away in October 2025. I spent the remainder of the
year focused on helping my mother deal with all the necessary
paperwork. Had Adam not already been functioning as editor,
it is likely that there would have been no issues published in
2025, or one at the most. His efforts have been and continue
to be invaluable.

Having Adam handle the article solicitation and editing
has given me a break between issues. Prior to him coming on
board, I would need to start working on the next issue as soon
as, or even before, I had wrapped up the current issue.

This has become increasingly the case as I continue to tweak
the website and add features for visitors. The website used to
have just pdfs of the issues, and that is still the case for issues
prior to the 2020 Fall issue. Since then, I have been creating
individual web pages for each article. Each page includes
pdfs for printing the article and commenting capabilities.
This requires an online table of contents for each issue also.
I've also been creating authors’ web pages, allowing visitors
to read more about each author and view a hyperlinked list
of their articles. All of
this means that after
I send an issue to the
printer, my work on that
issue is not done. I then
must update the website
(www.fulfilledcg.com).
Thankfully, my mind
is no longer distracted
by the need to solicit
articles for the next
issue.

Although not directly
related to the magazine,
I should also mention
that our “You've Gotta
Be Kidding, Right?”
video is on our website.
But back to the magazine, what will the next 20 years look like
for Fulfilled! Magazine? What does God have in store? I guess
we'll have to wait and see! T
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all the world

Glenn Hill: A Man Who Taught the Truth

+ 1

to Glenn Hill through his book, ‘Christianity’s

Great Dilemma: Is Jesus Coming or Is He Not?’ I
wish I could remember who told me to read it and/or
who gave me a copy of the book. Perhaps I am stirring
you to ponder the same? I encourage you to reach out
and thank that person
who introduced you
to, or gave you a copy
8 of, the book. Brother
Glenn would want you
8 to do that! I believe
I that I will support that
B9 sentiment through a
| 8 short review of my
knowing Glenn Hill,
as well as his life and
) AL legacy, for you faithful
RGN RPN [ulfilled]  Magazine

- Form’ordlinQnK, Pt:e‘stg‘;n 3 S readers.

I, LIKE MANY OTHERS, had my first introduction

CHRISTIANITY'S —
G GREAT T
2 DIEEMMA.
'Is]elsus Coming Again' 7/ -
or Is He Not? &4

It wasnt too long
after I finished reading the book, Christianity’s Great
Dilemma, and sharing thoughts about the past-
tense understanding of Jesus Christ “coming back”
(preterism) with others and on YouTube, somewhere
between the years 2010-2012, that I received a call
from Glenn Hill himself! He asked me my thoughts
about the book and my perspective of preterism, and
offered to send a bunch more copies for me to give
to people for free! Glenn loved to hear feedback on
his book and would share with such humility and joy
when he was given the opportunity. Glenn exuded
a generosity, a humility, and a love that not only
defined who he was, but could also be felt. This came
to be known as “The Glenn Hill Challenge.” Might
each of us feel challenged to actively listen as we talk
with others, getting to know and remember their
names, and giving them importance and value.
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Glenn’s Life & Legacy

A review of Christianity’s Great Dilemma
that was shared on Amazon highlights
these points and gets to the heart of
Glenn Hill’s legacy:

“The brilliance of Mr. Hill's book lies
in its simplicity. It is heavy on the
Scripturesandlight on theorizing. This
work is overflowing with judicious,
sound reasoning. Mr. Hill has a rare
knack for gently prodding the reader
to seriously investigate each Bible passage and just
allow the words to mean what they say, to those who
first heard them. Mr. Hill steers clear of an ‘in your
face’ approach, and chooses instead a much softer
“let us reason together” style of argumentation.
This gentle soul has been a pastor and preacher
with over 50 years of ministry under his belt. He
has risked and lost much to stand for a sensible
view of Biblical Eschatology.”

Glenn was born August 9, 1940 in Nash County, NC
and passed from thislifeinto eternity on November 30,
2025, while residing in Rocky Mount, NC. An online
obituary written by Glenn Hill's son explains that
Glenn lived “..a very public life as a minister, pastor,
an employee and as a business owner.” However, his
first calling and devotion was spreading the gospel
about the good
news of Jesus.”
Furthermore,
Glenn will be
missed and {

remembered as
“a devoted and
loving husband,

father, papa,

brother, uncle, EE—— -
and good friend _ ——
to many”’



~ be3as]
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Michael Miano

Michael Miano is the pastor of Blue
Point Bible Church in Blue Point, New

York. Glenn was a frequent speaker at

their Bible conferences.

Glenn’s Teachings

Glenn Hill became a fixture of various
Bible conferences from 2010-2020,
namely through, but not limited to,
Berean Bible Church in Virginia
Beach, VA and The Blue Point Bible
Church in Blue Point, New York. Most,
if not all, of Glenn’s presentations can
be found on YouTube through those
aforementioned churches’ YouTube
accounts. Throughout the years, Glenn
encouraged us to move From Hoping
to Having’ in our understanding of God’s provisions
as well as our eschatology. In his 2016 presentation,
‘An X-Ray of an Old Preacher’s Heart,; Glenn
explained, “When trying to convince someone
about the truth, I believe that my attitude, my spirit,
and my disposition are equally important to the
truth that I'm trying to convey;, if I will ever succeed
in that path” In 2019, speaking at the “What’s Next’
Bible Conference, Glenn exhorted the preterists
to consider, “What’s next for Preterism? Perhaps it
should be evangelism” And it was at Berean Bible
Church that the previously mentioned “Glenn Hill
Challenge” was developed.

Asthe doctrine of Hell continues to be a “hot” topic,
please remember that Glenn had plans to publish a
book on Hell, another ‘great dilemma’ that we find in
Christian theology and doctrinal discussions. There

my are plans for the
4 future development
¢ and publishing of
| Glenn’s thoughts in
that regard. Glenn
knew the harmful
effects of a theology
(study of God) and
false doctrines that
encourage a spirit of
cruelty rather than
a spirit of love and

AR

compassion. There are a couple of presentations
online wherein Glenn detailed his views on Hell:

1. “Jesus’ Use of Gehenna” - Berean Bible Church
(2015)

2. “There Is No Hell” - The Blue Point Bible Church
(2018)

A Blessing to Us & Through Us

Glenn encouraged us in study, offered and
demonstrated wisdom in an attitude of humility,
and reminded us of our call to be like our God who
cares about us, knows us, and numbers every hair on
our heads (see Matthew 10:30).

What a joy and blessing to have known Glenn
Hill. He has led many into the Kingdom. He
constantly encouraged many in the Kingdom and
lived a life that did so as well. Glenn truly lived up to
the oft-mentioned charge to one day hear “My good
and faithful servant,” and he put flesh on the ‘goal
of our instruction, to “..love from a pure heart, a
good conscience, and a sincere faith” (see Matt 25:23;
1 Tim 1:5)

Lord God, help us to live up to the “Glenn Hill
Challenge,” not just at annual conferences, but in
our everyday lives, in our necessary and intentional
evangelism. Glenn’s legacy is surely not past tense, as
to us and through us, brother Glenn lives forever. ¥
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THE QUESTION POSED IN THE title refers to Clement of
Rome (first century) and not to Clement of Alexandria
(second century). There were two different Clements
living a century apart. Our focus here will be on the first
century Clement of Rome.

Both futurist and preterist critics of the first-century
Rapture wonder why Clement of Rome was not caught up at
the Parousia in AD 66-70. They raise this objection because
they think he was still alive as a bishop of the Roman church
in AD 95, which was almost 30 years after the Parousia and
Rapture in AD 66.

So, their denial of a first-century Rapture is based on three
assumptions: (1) This Clement is the same co-worker of
Apostle Paul mentioned in Philippians 4:3, and (2) He was
still alive in AD 95, and (3) His two epistles (1 & 2 Clement)
were not written until AD 95.

The first assumption has lots of historical and biblical
support going all the way back to the first century.
For instance, according to P. F Beatrice, 1 Clement is
“unanimously ascribed to Clement of Rome” (Encyclopedia
of Ancient Christianity). Thus, it is almost certain (if not in
fact) that the Clement of Rome who wrote these two epistles
was indeed a co-worker of Apostle Paul.

And it is that close association with Paul in AD 63 which
tends to negate the other two assumptions about Clement
still being alive and writing his two epistles in AD 95, which
would have been more than thirty years after Paul was
martyred. Why was there such a long, silent gap?

But when we examine the internal evidence in his two
epistles, it seems far more likely that he wrote soon after the
death of Paul (late 63) and shortly before the Parousia began
in AD 66.

Clement Was Not Still Alive in AD 95

Some early Christian writers under the influence of the
Roman Church claim that Clement of Rome was still alive
and was the third bishop (pope) of Rome in AD 95. But
that theory is suspect for several reasons. And it is not just
preterists who say that.

There are many conservative Protestant historical scholars
(futurists) who question or deny the veracity of the Roman
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Catholic dogma of Apostolic Succession and an unbroken list
of bishops in the Roman church during that first generation
after AD 70.

That theory appears to have been either fabricated by
the later Roman Church hierarchy (historical revisionism,
interpolation) or historically misplaced by them in order
to support their ecclesial power structure at an earlier date
(i.e., the late first century).

Furthermore, Ignatius and Polycarp (AD 110 and
afterward) seem to quote or allude to First Clement as if
they considered it as almost having apostolic authority,
implying that First Clement had been around for several
decades before they wrote, and as if they considered it as
belonging to the generation of the apostles before AD 70.
So, it seems unlikely that :
they would have held First
Clement in such high esteem
if it had only been written a
decade earlier (AD 95) by one
of their contemporaries.

This means that we do not
have any solid unquestionable
EXTERNAL testimony at
the mouth of two or more
credible eyewitnesses coming
from that first generation
after AD 70 to support the
late AD 95 date. But we do
have trustworthy INTERNAL
evidence coming from Clements two epistles which
decisively points to an early pre-70 date, and that is why our
focus here will be on the much weightier internal evidence.

Post-70 Date Challenges ALL Full Preterists, Not Just the
Rapture Preterists

Paul said that Clement’s name was in the Book of Life (Phil
4:3). That necessarily implies that he was a true Christian.
Thus, it is clear that Clement could not have been left behind
if he was still alive when the Rapture occurred (AD 66).

So, if his two epistles had been written in the last decade
of the first century (AD 92-100), then it would mean that a




Nnad Why Was Clement Not Raptured?

Edward E. Stevens

Ed is President of the
International Preterist
Association

preteristl @preterist.org

true Christian and fellow-worker of Apostle Paul remained
on earth after the Parousia, Resurrection, and Judgment
without any awareness of those events having occurred.
And instead of claiming the fulfillments and documenting
those events, as we would have expected, Clement instead
asserts that those events are still future. Do you see the
dilemma this poses for us full preterists?

If Clement and any of the other pre-70 saints who
witnessed the Parousia and experienced all the things that
Jesus and the apostles told them to expect were still on earth
after the Parousia, they would have known that the Parousia
had taken place. They would have been dancing in the
streets and shouting from the rooftops — anything but silent
about it or unaware of it! The
fact that not a single pre-70
Christian shows up after AD
70 to mention the Parousia
as a past event is challenging
to all Full Preterists who do
not hold to the Rapture view.
But that silence is exactly
what we Rapture preterists
would expect to find if there
was a Rapture.

So, if Clement was still
alive and wrote his two books
in AD 95, then he not only
missed the Rapture, but ALL of the other endtime events
as well (Parousia, Resurrection, Judgment, etc.). And that
would not only prove that a Rapture did not take place in
AD 66, but also that all of the other endtime events failed to
occur as well. And that would falsify ALL of Full Preterism,
not just the Rapture view!

Thus, there is far more involved here than just the problem
of Clement missing the Rapture. If his two books were
written after AD 70, then he missed the whole complex of
eschatological events! And that is a critical dilemma for
ALL full preterists.

www.preterist.org

Post-70 Date Also Falsifies Futurism

Furthermore, futurists don’t get a free pass either. They have
just as much skin in the game as we preterists do. Think
about this.

Clement not only says that the endtime events are still
future but also that they were very imminent and “about to”
happen. He uses the Greek word MELLO 13 times (seven
times in 1 Clement and six times in 2 Clement). But since
the endtime events obviously did not happen soon after AD
95, it discredits Clement as a false prophet and renders his
two epistles worthless as evidence against full preterism.

And it discredits those pre-70 saints who supposedly
lived through the endtime events and still remained on
earth after the Parousia. They would have known that the
endtime events had occurred and would have claimed the
fulfillments. Why didn’t they speak up and set the record
straight when they heard Papias, Polycarp, and Ignatius
teaching that the Parousia was still future?

Their silence about what they had just experienced at the
Parousia totally discredits their Christian faithfulness and
would imply that the Parousia really did not occur after all.
And it would make Jesus and the apostles false prophets.
That is why R. C. Sproul, Sr. declared: “If Jesus is a false
prophet, my faith is in vain” (“The Problem of Imminency”
speech at the 1993 Cov. Esch. Symposium).

Something is desperately wrong with our interpretations
of Bible prophecy when our assumptions about the date of
writing imply that Jesus and the apostles were false prophets.
That would overthrow the faith of ALL Christians, including
futurists.

Dating Clement Before AD 70 Is the Solution

We full preterists cannot abide with the endtime events
being “still future” after AD 70, nor can futurists allow the
endtime events to be very imminent and “about to” happen
in AD 95. So, there is a lot at stake here for ALL futurists and
ALL preterists — not just for the Rapture preterists. And the
way to resolve this dilemma for both futurists and preterists
is to re-date Clement’s epistles before AD 70.

If it can be shown that Clement wrote before the
destruction of Jerusalem, then the historical dilemmas for

...continued on page 18

FULFILLED MAGAZINE « SPRING 2026 17



both futurism and preterism are vaporized. And we can
easily do that by examining the eschatological statements
in Clement’s epistles and
comparing them with the
eschatological statements
in our New Testament to
demonstrate that 1 & 2
Clement must have been
written about the same
time as the later New
Testament epistles (before

Clement of Rome
Edward E. Stevens

. . . continued from page 17

AD 70).
Internal Evidence Which Supports the Early Date

Clement taught that the temple was still standing in
Jerusalem, and sacrifices were still being offered there at
the time when 1 & 2 Clement were written. This alone,
if we had nothing else, is enough to date these epistles
before AD 70:

1 Clem 41:2 Not just anywhere, brothers, are the
continual daily sacrifices offered, or the freewill
offerings, or the offerings for sin and trespasses, but only
in Jerusalem. And even there the offering is not made
in any place, but in front of the sanctuary at the altar,
the offering having been first inspected for blemishes by
the high priest and the previously mentioned ministers.
[Michael W. Holmes, The Apostolic Fathers, Third
Edition]

He also wrote not long after both Peter and Paul had
been martyred, when the persecution was intensifying
(AD 64) and a vast multitude of the elect had been killed.
This sounds like the Neronic persecution had just begun:

1 Clem 5:1 But to pass from the examples of ancient
times, let us come to those champions who lived
nearest to our time. Let us consider the noble examples
that belong to our own generation.

1 Clem 5:2 Because of jealousy and envy the greatest
and most righteous pillars were persecuted and fought
to the death.

1 Clem 5:3 Let us set before our eyes the good apostles.

1 Clem 5:4 There was Peter, who because of unrighteous
jealousy endured not one or two but many trials, and
thus having given his testimony went to his appointed
place of glory.

1 Clem 5:5 Because of jealousy and strife Paul showed
the way to the prize for patient endurance.

1 Clem 6:1 To these men who lived holy lives there was
joined a vast multitude of the elect who, having suffered
many torments and tortures because of jealousy, set an
illustrious example among us.
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1 Clem 6:2 Because of jealousy women were persecuted
as Danaids and Dircae, suffering in this way terrible
and unholy tortures, but they safely reached the
goal in the race of faith and received a noble reward,
their physical weakness notwithstanding. [Michael W.
Holmes, The Apostolic Fathers, Third Edition]

1 & 2 Clement Have Same Perspective as the New
Testament

Furthermore, in the careful analysis of 1 & 2 Clement
by the committee members of the Oxford Society of
Historical Theology in their now-classic but still-valuable
1905 book entitled, The New Testament in the Apostolic
Fathers, A. ]J. Carlyle convincingly shows that 1 & 2
Clement were aware of and were written after Ephesians,
Hebrews, and I Peter (AD 62-63). This would allow a date
no earlier than 63.

Moreover, it is extremely significant

that I & 2 Clement use the same kind Expectations
of eschatological imminency language in A First Centu
the same frequency and intensity as those

last few New Testament books that were Ecword E. !

written in the last five years before the
Jewish War (AD 61-66). For instance,
compare the eschatological uses of the
Greek word ‘mello’ (“about to occur”) in
both Clement and the New Testament:

Usage of ‘mello’ in Clement

1 Clem 24:1 Let us consider, dear
friends, how the Master continually
points out to us the resurrection about
to be [Gk mello] of which he made the
Lord Jesus Christ the first fruit when he
raised him from the dead.

1 Clem 28:1 Since, therefore, all things
are seen and heard, let us fear him and
abandon the abominable lusts that
spawn evil works, in order that we
may be shielded by his mercy from the
judgments about to come [Gk mello].

1 Clem 42:3 Having therefore received

their orders and being fully assured by the resurrection
of our Lord Jesus Christ and full of faith in the word of
God, [the apostles] went forth with the firm assurance
that the Holy Spirit gives, preaching the good news that
the kingdom of God was about to come [Gk mello].

2 Clem 5:5 Moreover you know, brothers and sisters,
that our stay in this world of the flesh is insignificant
and transitory, but the promise of Christ is great and
marvelous: rest in the about to come [Gk mello]
kingdom and eternal life!




tations Demand

2 Clem 6:3 This age and the [age] that is about to come
[Gk mello] are two enemies.

2 Clem 18:2 For I myself am utterly sinful and have
not yet escaped from temptation; but even though I
am surrounded by the tools of the devil, I make every
effort to pursue righteousness, so that I may succeed in
at least getting close to it, because I fear the judgment
about to be |Gk mello].

2 Clem 20:2 Let us have faith, brothers and sisters! We
are competing in the contest of a living God, and are
being trained by the present life in order that we may be
crowned in the life about to come [Gk mello].

[Michael W. Holmes, The Apostolic Fathers, Third
Edition]
Usage of ‘mello’ in the New Testament

Acts 17:31 because He has fixed a day in
which He is about to judge [Gk mello]

. the world in righteousness through a
.l::l’.‘]'l'lllr}" H.‘El.ptl.ll.'t‘ Man whom He has appointed, having
swond E. Slevens furnished proof to all men by raising

Him from the dead.

Acts 24:15 having a hope in God, which
these men cherish themselves, that there
is about to be a resurrection [Gk mello]
of both the righteous and the wicked.

Acts 24:25 But as he was discussing
righteousness, self-control and the
judgment about to come [Gk mello], Felix
became frightened and said, “Go away for
the present, and when I find time I will
summon you.”

Rom 8:18 For I consider that the
sufferings of this present time are not
worthy to be compared with the glory
that is about to be [Gk mello] revealed
to us.

Eph 1:21 far above all rule and authority
and power and dominion, and every
name that is named, not only in this age
but also in the [age] about to come [Gk mello].

2 Tim 4:1 I solemnly charge you in the presence of God
and of Christ Jesus, who is about to judge [Gk mello]
the living and the dead, and by His appearing and His
kingdom:

Heb 1:14 Are they not all ministering spirits, sent out
to render service for the sake of those who are about to
[Gk mello] inherit salvation?

1 Pet 5:1 Therefore, I exhort the elders among you, as
your fellow elder and witness of the sufferings of Christ,

and a partaker also of the glory that is about to be
revealed [Gk mello]

See also: Heb 2:5; 6:5; 10:27; 13:14; James 2:1; Rev 3:10;
12:5.

Note the amazing similarity between Clement and the
New Testament! Clement spoke of the Resurrection,
Judgment, the Kingdom, eternal life, and the age to come as
being ‘about to occur,” just like the New Testament writers
did. No preterist can be comfortable with that “about to
occur” imminency language coming from a true Christian
who lived through the Parousia and wrote afterward!
It would mean that either Clement totally missed the
Parousia when it happened OR that the Parousia did not
occur in AD 66-70. But neither of those two options are
acceptable to the full preterist. Therefore, 1 & 2 Clement
must have been written BEFORE AD 70.

Range of Probable Dates for Clement

We have seen that Clement’s two epistles exhibit all the
characteristics of having been written at a time when -

 the temple was still standing

« sacrifices were still being offered

» Peter and Paul had recently been killed

« persecution was rapidly intensifying

o Clement was aware of Ephesians, Hebrews, and 1Peter
 the eschatological events were “about to occur”

So, this provides a very tight range of probable dates for
1 & 2 Clement. The earliest would be soon after Paul and
Peter were martyred (late 63 and early 64), and the latest
would be either just before or right after the beginning of
the Neronic persecution (June-August 64). This places I
& 2 Clement somewhere between late 63 and late 64.

Conclusion

We have seen that the external evidence for the AD 95
date is unsustainable in view of the absolutely decisive
internal evidence pointing to an AD 64 date. This means
that all of Clement’s statements about the endtime events
being still future and about to happen must apply to AD
70 and not to AD 95. And that completely discredits the
futurists’ use of Clement against Full Preterism, as well as
fellow preterists’ use of Clement to deny the Rapture.
Thus, since Clement’s two epistles were written near the
beginning of the Neronic persecution in AD 64, and since
he did not show up after AD 70 to write anything or claim
that the endtime events had occurred, then it implies that
Clement was either killed in the Neronic persecution
soon after he wrote his two epistles or that he somehow
escaped the persecution and remained alive until the
Parousia, at which time he would have been changed and
taken to heaven with the rest of the living elect saints. ¥
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Parting Thoughts

Evaluating N. T.

REETINGS, YOU NON-TExAS goyim! You know,
Gbeing a recording artist, I can still remember

my first recording deal with Columbia
Records back in ’89: “12 C.D.s for a penny, no
further commitment!” (ba-dum, splash). Last month,
I released my latest album project, and sales have
already been certified “Pewter” level. Only 499,998
more and I'll reach “Gold” status. Ok, enough ‘Dad
Humor’ The good news is that you can now download
the album for FREE on the front page of my website
(www.tjsmithministries.com), where you can also
download a digital copy of my book “Kingdom Come”
for $1 or the paperback for a little more, along with all
of my books. Now, back to the salt mines.

This Age and the Age to Come

I need to deal with one reason why we struggle with
biblical understanding. One of the most brilliant
theologians alive is N. T. Wright. This guy is scary
smart! I have the utmost respect for the ‘amount of
study’ he has invested in understanding Scripture, and
because of that respect, I must hold him accountable
for what he has written about these two ages.

Example 1: “One of the central ways of expressing
this hope [of Israel] was the division of time into
two eras: the present age and the age to come. The
present age was a time when the creator god seemed
to be hiding his face; the age to come would see
the renewal of the created world. The present age
was the time of Israel’s misery; in the age to come
she would be restored [T]: a Zionist belief]. In the
present age wicked men seemed to be flourishing; in
the age to come they would receive their just reward.
In the present age even Israel was not really keeping
the Torah perfectly, was not really being YHWH’s
true humanity; in the age to come all Israel would
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keep Torah from the heart (N. T. Wright, “The New
Testament and the People of God,” pp. 299-300).

In Mr. Wright's defense, I wasn't sure when I first
read this if this was his actual opinion or if he
was simply explaining the Jewish belief. Here is a
clear understanding of his opinions from his book
“Surprised by Hope” (p. 139):

“Nor will it do to say, as do some who grasp that part
of the point but have not worked it through [T]: N. T’s
slight against preterism], that the events of A.D. 70
were themselves the second coming of Jesus so that
ever since then we have been living in God’s new age
and there is no further coming to wait [T]: yep, he’s
a true Zionist]. This may seem to many readers, as
indeed it seems to me, a bizarre position to hold, but
there are some who not only hold it but also eagerly
propagate it and use some of my arguments to
support it” [T]: another backhand slap at preterists,
but with an English accent].

What N. T. clearly said was that he does not believe
we are living in God’s “new age.” Therefore, the only
logical conclusion is that he feels we are still living
in the same age as the first-century Jews, still under
Torah, and still awaiting a
Messiah. Question: Isn’t that the
real “bizarre position to hold,
as Wright wrote? According
to one of the century’s most
ardent scholars, God is not our
God. . .. yet, and we are not His
people . . . yet, even as Scripture
screamed loudly that when the
old covenant ceased and the new
began, that would be the result!
Paul wrote about this repeatedly.

N. T. Wri
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The real Israel was the New Jerusalem coming down
from God. She is our mother, not the fleshly mother
of the Torah/Law. Paul couldn’t have written any
more clearly to those who were reading with the
right lenses on (hint hint). The author of Hebrews
also made it plain when it was written that the way
to the “Most High” place could not be accessed while
the earthly temple stood. Therefore, access to God’s
presence was granted in AD 70 when that shadow of

God’s dwelling place was cast away like Ishmael and
replaced with the ‘mystery’ that Paul described as
“God within” Christ is the temple; we are in Christ;
we became the temple.

This could not have happened if we are living in the
“this age” Don’t think I am beating up on Mr. Wright
(although I could take him down!), but every public
figure of influence is subject to scrutiny. Lord knows
our own Don Preston, Ed Stevens, William Bell,
Mike Sullivan, David Curtis, and others get scorched
weekly. So, I have no problem subjecting N. Tls
research to some good-old common sense, Scripture,
and hermeneutics. Here is another quote from
Wright in which he refers to Mark 13 and Luke 13,
where Jesus prophesied the destruction of the temple
and Jerusalem (which happened
between AD 66-70):

“One of the main reasons, I
suppose (T7]: scratching his head
quizzically), why the obvious
way of reading the chapter
has been ignored for so long
must be the fact that in a good
deal of Christian theology the
fall of Jerusalem has had no
theological significance. This
has meant not only that Mark

tjsmithmusic@yahoo.com
www.tjsmithministries.com

13 is found puzzling, but also that all the references
to the same event elsewhere in the gospels - even
where it stares one in the face . . . have been read
as general as warnings of hellfire in an afterlife,
rather than the literal and physical divine judgment
through Roman judgment that we have seen to
be characteristic of Jesus story” (“Jesus and the
Victory of God,” Fortress Press, 1996, pp. 343-344).

I decided to underline the words that stuck out to me
in his quote. My thoughts while reading this were,

“Really??? You suppose?? You know that the
obvious way to read this passage is literal and
physical?!! You know that it’s a fact that the Church
has ignored the obvious meaning? You believe that
the Church finds this passage puzzling because they
place no value on Jewish historical events?”

If I could sit down with Mr. Wright over a spot of tea
and crumpets, I would ask:

1. “How can you propagate these untruths that you
admit you know are wrong?”

2. “How can you continue to ignore the obvious
interpretation of this passage?”

3. “How can you continue to publish works and
write volumes of theology ideas, knowing that
you are the one guilty of placing no theological
significance on the fall of Jerusalem, and therefore
not reading the chapter in the most obvious way?
Mr. Wright, here is what I ‘suppose’: It is you who
ignores the obvious way of reading this passage,
even when it stares you in the face, because you
place no theological significance on the fall of
Jerusalem, and that is why you cannot grasp the
message of ‘the literal and physical divine judgment
through Roman judgment that we have seen to be
characteristic of Jesus’ story.”
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In the previous statement by N. T., he was correct about the destruction of Jerusalem having no theological
significance in the modern Church. It is sad that the Church has ignored the importance of the Jewish Wars. But

beyond that insight, Wright admits that it is difficult to understand, “even where
it stares one in the face,” yet he continues to swallow his futurist-Zionist mantra

N. T. Wright like castor oil without once thinking that maybe he stumbled over something

TT Smith

enlightening and inspiring: that Yeshua did EXACTLY what He said, when He
said, and how He said He would do it, to THAT generation. Wright goes on to

- - - continued from page 21 note that today's scholars, preachers, and laymen tend to read Jesus’ apocalyptic

discourse on the Mount of Olives (Matthew 24, Mark 13, and
Luke 21) as an account of the end of the space-time universe
and Jesus’ downward travel to earth in a chemtrail-filled cloud.

But Wright rejects this view (fortunately) as being totally out of sync with the time and place
of Jesus’ first-century ministry and points out in “The Resurrection of the Son of God” (the
hardcover version, p. 209):

“We must...stress again: as far as the disciples, good first-century Jews as they were, were
concerned, there was no reason whatever for them to be thinking about the end of the space-
time universe... There was no reason, either in their own background or in a single thing that
Jesus had said up to them at that point, for it even to occur to them that the true story of the
world, or of Israel, or of Jesus himself, might include either the end of the space-time universe,
or Jesus or anyone else floating down to earth. The disciples were, however, very interested in
a story which ended with Jesus’ coming to Jerusalem to reign as king. They WERE looking
for the fulfillment of Israel’s hopes, for the story told so often in Israel’s scriptures to reach
its appointed climax. And the ‘close of the age’ for which they longed was not the end of the
space-time order, but the end of the present evil age...”

Man, o' man. The problem here is that N. T. already stated that we are still in the same “age” as
the first century. He seems to convey two different viewpoints that make it hard to tell where
he stands. Surely no person can be this brilliant and perceptive to the nuances of Scripture,
yet unable to solve the puzzle. If Jesus was explaining that His first-century judgment “about
to come” upon Israel was His divine “coming,” and if the believers all understood that as the
“Second Coming” promised to them, then that was probably what it was.

The reason that these passages confound Wright and almost all 19th - 21st century theologians
is that they approach the entire doctrine of eschatology from a presupposition that He MUST
come back and that it MUST be physical. This is really the unorthodox view. For this doctrine
to survive, it must have two “second comings,” which the Bible never referred to. The writer of
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Hebrews mentioned that God would “in those days” make a new covenant with Israel (which is spiritual now) and
would be their God and they would be His people. If God has yet to create this new covenant that we think we’ve
been enjoying for 2000 years, then He is not yet our God, and we are not yet His people. That new covenant was
the “age to come.” Paul wrote that he and his fellow believers had been transferred from the kingdom of darkness

into the kingdom of light. There was no mention of the “kingdom of dusk” in between.

In N. T’s opinion, we are still paused somewhere in the middle. If N. T. believes that the “age to come” is future,
then that means we are all still failing horribly under Torah. We have failed to keep the Law, to make the pilgrimages

back to the holy land, and to make sacrifices.
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Yet Paul wrote that true Jews were those who believed in Christ and kept Torah with their hearts. This was in
the present tense then, meaning that Torah was being kept in the hearts of believers back then, signifying that the
prophecies from the Old Testament were fulfilled.

If Mr. Wright is correct, that means:

1. God has not given His laws into our minds.

2. Yahweh has not written His laws on our hearts.
3. Heis not our God.

4. We are not His people.

Only some future race of trans-human, chip-implanted, robotic believers will get to reap this
wonderful blessing! Is there any pastor in the world preaching that message? Well, sadly there
are some misguided teachers out there, and most theologians can’t tie the Scriptures together.
N. T’s views seem so clear and logical the way he lays them out, yet it seems that he is the only
one struggling to reconcile them when they clearly stare him in the face.

OKk, class, here is a summary in 3rd grade English: There were two ages — the age that they
lived in and the age that came. The “age to come” was going to happen when the Jewish Messiah
would arrive and establish His eternal Kingdom. The time between these ages was called the

om Come

¥

-thodical Manifesto “Great Day of Yahweh,” the event that would judge Israel. Therefore, all Jews living up to the 1st
In His Parables century lived in Olam Hazeh, Jesus came and transferred them into the Haolam Ha-ba, and the
' : Great Day of the Lord occurred circa AD 70 when Messiah’s judgment came on Israel. At that

S e point, Yeshua fully consummated His Kingdom.

Hebrews 9:8 speaks of “the Holy Spirit signifying by this [the sign to come] that the way of the
Holy of Holies has not yet been made manifest as long as the first tabernacle is still standing” [‘this’
refers to the sign of the destruction of the temple]. As Scripture points out, man was unable to
enter the Holy of Holies as long as that earthly temple remained (or had symbolic “standing”).

According to N. T. Wright, we are all still awaiting access to the Holy of Holies because we are
still under the old covenant, left to scratch out works-oriented faith until God decides to write
Torah on the hearts of some distant future generation. Let’s apply two illustrations to prove this
point.

“Whoever may speak a word against the Son of Man it shall be forgiven to him, but whoever may
speak against the Holy Spirit, it shall not be forgiven him, neither in this age, nor in that which
is coming” (Matthew 12:32).

1. If “this age” is our life on earth right now, and if the “age which is coming” is only realized
’ Smi [-]-) when we die and go to heaven, then why would Jesus even address the fact that blasphemy
: would not be forgiven in heaven? Who would anyone blaspheme in heaven?

2. If the “age to come” is when Jesus personally, physically comes back and sets up an earthly
reign, why would anyone be blaspheming Jesus then? His purpose was supposedly to set things
right, bring heaven to earth, to rid sin and boy bands for good, and to end wars, poverty, and hunger.

So, once again, why would He say that even with heaven on literal earth, blasphemy would not be forgiven? Won't
everyone be a believer? It's “Route 66” logic. After a while, you run out of highway.

The correct interpretation of this phrase is that blasphemy would not be forgiven during the transition of the
old Mosaic covenant and the birth of the Messianic new covenant. Bernard Ramm would probably agree that the
“central truth” here is that Jesus bound Satan and began fulfilling the characteristics of His Kingdom.

It is imperative to grasp the problems with misinterpreting Scripture and failing to understand the cultural,
linguistic uses. Now, go download my free album and buy a book! Follow me for more culinary tips!®
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Preterism . . . its about time!

It's about the time Jesus told His disciples that He would return—this (His) generation!
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soon, neat, at hand, shortly!

It's about time for a scriptural explanation other than delay!

Its about time for a “last days” view that doesn’t conjure up gaps and parenthetical ages!
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