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‘Jesus' Prophetic Plans (Part 5)’ Selected Scriptures !

We return to what again will be more of a lecture than a sermon. The format 
today again will be one of teaching, more so than preaching !
This morning we will conclude our series on Bible prophecy and Bible 
promises !
Over the past four weeks I have approached this subject positively. By 
positively I mean that I looked at what the Scriptures teach on this subject and 
presented that to you !
That is always the best and first approach you must take - to look at what the 
Bible teaches !
What I want to do this morning is to approach the subject negatively. By 
negatively I mean that I will look at the opposing view and suggest to you why 
it is not the best view !
This is not the best nor first approach to take, but I trust that it will still be 
helpful and instructive for you - even though to a lesser extent than looking at 
the Scriptures directly !
To put it another way, I want to share with you the personal concerns I have 
with the opposing view !
Before we consider these concerns, I need to make two more introductory 
comments that will help you track the rest of this morning’s teaching !
First, I want to remind you that what I am about to say is not a personal attack 
on anybody or any Church or any School of Theology. My goal is simply to 
show you what they believe and hold, and point out to you why I believe they 
are wrong !
Second, within the Christian evangelical community that we are a part of, 
there basically are two major Schools of Theology, if you like !
There is the school known as Dispensational Theology (DT) and the school 
known as Covenant Theology (CT). For our purposes this morning, you can 
also think of CT as Reformed Theology (RT) !
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Here at GCC we align ourselves more with DT. Simply put, we believe there is 
a distinction between Israel and the Church, and we believe in a literal 1000-
years reign of the Lord Jesus on earth !
With those introductory comments in mind, I want to caution you to be alert in 
three broad areas as you consider this subject !
These are not in any order of significance !
a) CT by and large does not hold a consistent literal interpretation !
This is one of my personal concerns with CT or RT. We have spoken about 
this before in the series, but I want to look at it from a different angle this 
morning !
You need to decide which is the consistent biblical pattern when it comes to 
prophecy-given, prophecy-fulfilled !
In other words, look at the prophecies that have been fulfilled within the pages 
of Scripture, and ask yourself, ‘were they literal prophecies, and were they 
fulfilled literally?’ !
For example, God promises a literal son to Abraham, and Abraham receives a 
literal son; God promises a stay of Israel in Egypt for a literal 400 years, and 
Israel is there for a literal 400 years; God promises Israel a literal captivity or 
exile for her disobedience, and Israel is literally taken captive for her 
unfaithfulness; God predicts that a literal virgin will be with a literal child, and a 
literal virgin gives birth to a literal child; God predicts that the Messiah would 
be born in a literal town, named Bethlehem, and He is born in a literal town 
named Bethlehem, and on and on the biblical pattern unfolds. !
There is a consistent pattern in Scripture of literal prophecies given, which are 
fulfilled literally !
The reasonable expectation you should then have is that the prophecies or 
predictions or promises that are literal in the Bible, which are yet unfulfilled, 
will be fulfilled literally - consistent with the observable, repeated biblical 
pattern !
Here is what many Covenant Theologians do, however. They look at the 
biblical prophecies that are given in normal, literal, plain language, that are yet 
unfulfilled, and they say some of those will be fulfilled literally, but others will 
be fulfilled spiritually 
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See how they do not hold to a consistent literal interpretation? And we would 
ask them, ‘which of the literal prophecies will be fulfilled literally and which 
spiritually, and who decides that?’ !
Here is what I want to point out in addition to what I have already. Many 
Covenant Theologians plainly acknowledge that if you do hold to a consistent 
literal interpretation that you arrive at our position here at GCC !
Let me give you three examples: Covenant Theologian, O.T Alice has written, 
'The Old Testament prophecies if literally interpreted cannot be regarded as 
having been yet fulfilled or being capable of fulfillment in the present 
age’ (emphasis mine) !
OT Alice does not hold to a consistent literal interpretation. He believes that 
the OT prophecies are spiritually fulfilled in the present age of the Church.  !
But do you see how he acknowledges that if one were to take them literally, 
then they could not be fulfilled in this age? The context of his argument is that 
we cannot take them literally, since we need to somehow make them fit this 
present age, because there is no future age - an argument that suites his 
theological system !
Another author and covenant theologian, Floyd E. Hamilton in his book, The 
Basis of Millennial Faith writes, 'Now we must frankly admit the literal 
interpretation of the Old Testament prophecies gives us just such a picture of 
an earthly reign of the Messiah as the pre-millennialist pictures’ (emphasis 
mine. Our position at GCC is pre-millennial - the Lord will return to earth 
before ['pre'] He reigns for 1000 literal years on earth) !
Floyd Hamilton does not take a consistent literal position, but do you see how 
that he too acknowledges that if you were to, you would end up with our 
position here at GCC !
Another author and covenant theologian, Loraine Boettner, wrote in the book, 
The Meaning of the Millennium: Four Views [a book I recommend]: 'It is 
generally agreed that if the prophecies are taken literally, they do foretell a 
restoration of the nation of Israel in the land of Palestine with the Jews having 
a prominent place in that Kingdom and ruling over the other 
nations’ (emphasis mine) !
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Boettner is a covenant theologian. He does not take a consistent literal 
approach. But he also acknowledges that when you do, you arrive at the 
position I have been teaching the last four weeks !
And I ask, ‘why not consistently take what the Bible says at face value 
[literally]? And which prophecies do you take literally and which do you take 
spiritually, and who decides?' !
To be fair, just so you know: Most covenant theologians hold to view that God 
is finished with Israel, but there are a few who do not !
For example, well known covenant theologian, John Murray 'is correct that 
Israel’s restoration is linked to the covenants of the Old Testament: "Thus the 
effect is that the future restoration of Israel is certified by nothing less than the 
certainty belonging to covenantal institution”' (Michael Vlach, 12 Reasons 
Why Supersessionism / Replacement Theology Is Not a Biblical Doctrine, on 
the old Theological Studies website) !
Let me give you one more example of a reformed theologian that did take a 
consistent literal approach and arrived at the position we (GCC) hold here !
This is example is for Alan, this will win him over for sure since it has to do 
with Scottish Reformed Theology !
Horatio Bonar was a Scottish Reformed Theologian who ministered in the 
19th century !
He took a very different position to his reformed friends because he took a 
consistent literal approach to the Scriptures !
He wrote prophetic landmarks back in 1847 and went against the grain of his 
day and his contemporaries !
This is long quote, but worth reading to you.  !
This is what Bonar wrote in 1847: '"The prophecies concerning Israel are the 
key to all the rest. True principles of interpretation in regard to them will aid us 
in disentangling and illustrating all prophecy. False principles as to them 
[Israel] will most thoroughly perplex and overcloud the whole Word of God…I 
am one of those who believe in Israel's restoration and conversion, who 
receive it as a future certainty, that all Israel shall be gathered and that all 
Israel shall be saved. As I believe in Israel’s present degradation, so do I 
believe in Israel's coming glory and preeminence. I believe that God’s purpose 
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regarding our world can only be understood by understanding God's purpose 
as to Israel [bear in mind that this was written at a time long before they had 
ever been gathered back into their land]…I believe that all human calculations 
as to the earth's future, whether political or scientific, or philosophical, or 
religious, must be failures if not taking for their data or basis God's great 
purpose regarding the latter day standing of Israel. I believe that it is not 
possible to enter God's mind regarding the destiny of man without taking as 
our key or our guide His mind regarding that ancient nation, that nation whose 
history so far from being ended or nearly ended is only about to begin…He 
only to whom the future belongs can reveal it. He only can announce the 
principles on which that future is to be developed. And if He set Israel as the 
great nation of the future and Jerusalem as the great metropolis of earth, who 
are we that without philosophy of science we should set aside the divine 
arrangements and substitute for them a theory of man? Human guesses 
concerning the future are the most uncertain of all uncertainties and human 
hopes built upon these guesses are sure to turn out the most disappointing if 
not the most disastrous of all failures. I believe that the sons of Abraham are 
to re-inherit Palestine and that the forfeited fertility will yet return to that land, 
that the wilderness and the solitary places shall be glad for them, and the 
desert will rejoice and blossom as the rose. I believe that meanwhile Israel 
shall not only be wanderers, but that everywhere only a remnant, a small 
remnant shall be saved. And that it is for the gathering in of this remnant that 
our missionaries go forth. I believe that these times of ours are the times of 
the Gentiles and that Jerusalem and Israel shall be trodden down of the 
Gentiles till the times of the Gentiles be fulfilled. I believe that the completion 
of what the Apostle calls the fullness of the Gentiles will be the signal for the 
judgments which are to usher in the crisis of earth's history and the salvation 
of Israel and the long-expected Kingdom”’  1

!
Why did Bonar believe that? Because that is what the Bible teaches when you 
take it at face value !
So, this is my first concern with CT or RT. They by and large do not hold a 
consistent literal approach when studying biblical prophecy !
I mentioned in the beginning that I want to caution you to be alert in three 
broad areas as you consider this subject !
These are not in any order of significance !
a) CT by and large does not hold a consistent literal interpretation 
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b) CT basis its theology on that which is not recorded in the Bible  !
I understand that that is quite a statement to make. Frankly, it should horrify 
you !
I highlight CT or RT here because for the most part, this is the School of 
Theology that hold the amillennial position - that is to say, they do not believe 
that the Lord Jesus will reign for 1000 literal (365-day) years on earth !
Not everyone, but for the most part, they believe that the 1000 years in 
Revelation 20 is a symbolic number for a long period of time, and that we are 
in fact in that symbolic period now - today !
Furthermore, most covenant or reformed theologians believe in what you can 
call Replacement Theology, that is to say, that the Church has replaced Israel 
- they teach that there is no future for ethnic, national Israel !
Some modern-day covenantalists change their language and they teach that 
the Church does not replace Israel, but rather that Israel becomes [morphs 
into] the Church like a caterpillar becomes a butterfly (e.g. Samuel Waldron). 
But the end result is really the same - God has no future for ethnic Israel. !
Now, this is a broader sweep under this point, but let me show you why I 
caution you against this School of Theology, and why I say that their entire 
system of theology, or at least what they build their theology on, is not 
recorded in the Bible !
Let me develop the argument for you: In the Bible, God makes various 
covenants. And there are three components of these biblical covenants I want 
to highlight for you, for our purposes here this morning !
i) The word, ‘covenant,’ is always used in the biblical text; 
ii) The terms of the covenant are always stated in the biblical text 
iii) And often times (not always) the ‘sign' of the particular covenant is given 

in the biblical text !
Let me show you by using the biblical covenants as illustrations: !
a) The Noahic Covenant !
The covenant God made with Noah is recorded in Genesis 9:9, “Now behold, 
I Myself do establish My covenant [note use of word in text] with you, and with 
your descendants after you; 10and with every living creature that is with you, 
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the birds, the cattle, and every beast of the earth with you; of all that comes 
out of the ark, even every beast of the earth. 11“I establish My covenant with 
you; and all flesh shall never again be cut off by the water of the flood, neither 
shall there again be a flood to destroy the earth [terms of covenant mentioned 
in text, emphasis mine] !
What about the sign of the covenant? Genesis 9:12, 'God said, “This is the 
sign [note the word ‘sign' in the biblical text] of the covenant which I am 
making between Me and you and every living creature that is with you, for all 
successive generations; 13I set My bow [rainbow] in the cloud, and it shall be 
for a sign of a covenant between Me and the earth. 14“It shall come about, 
when I bring a cloud over the earth, that the bow will be seen in the cloud, 
15and I will remember My covenant, which is between Me and you and every 
living creature of all flesh; and never again shall the water become a flood to 
destroy all flesh. 16“When the bow is in the cloud, then I will look upon it, to 
remember the everlasting covenant between God and every living creature of 
all flesh that is on the earth.” 17And God said to Noah, “This is the sign of the 
covenant which I have established between Me and all flesh that is on the 
earth” [emphasis mine] !
So, the word, 'covenant,' the terms of the covenant, and the sign of the 
covenant - all mentioned in the biblical text !
b) The Abrahamic Covenant !
God made a covenant with Abram in Genesis 15:18, ‘On that day the Lord 
made a covenant [note use of the word in biblical text] with Abram, saying, “To 
your descendants I have given this land [terms mentioned]…17:2 “I will 
establish My covenant between Me and you, and I will multiply you 
exceedingly [terms mentioned]…17:6 I will make nations of you, and kings will 
come forth from you. 7“I will establish My covenant between Me and you and 
your descendants after you throughout their generations for an everlasting 
covenant, to be God to you and to your descendants after you [terms 
mentioned, emphasis mine].’ !
What about the ‘sign' of this covenant? Genesis 17:10, '“This is My covenant, 
which you shall keep, between Me and you and your descendants after you: 
every male among you shall be circumcised. 11“And you shall be circumcised 
in the flesh of your foreskin, and it shall be the sign [note use of word in 
biblical text] of the covenant between Me and you’ [emphasis mine] !
So again, the word, 'covenant,' the terms of the covenant, and the sign of the 
covenant - all mentioned in the biblical text 
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c) The Mosaic/ Sinaitic Covenant !
God made a covenant with Moses in Exodus 19:5, ‘Now then, if you will 
indeed obey My voice and keep My covenant [note use of the word in the 
biblical text], then you shall be My own possession among all the peoples, for 
all the earth is Mine...Exodus 24:7 Then he took the book of the covenant and 
read it in the hearing of the people; and they said, “All that the Lord has 
spoken we will do, and we will be obedient!” 8So Moses took the blood and 
sprinkled it on the people, and said, “Behold the blood of the covenant, which 
the Lord has made with you in accordance with all these words” [emphasis 
mine] !
For the sake of time we will not look at the terms of the covenant, but they are 
found in Exodus chapter 20 in what we have come to know as the 10 
commandments !
What about the sign of this covenant? Exodus 31:12, 'The Lord spoke to 
Moses, saying…16 ‘So the sons of Israel shall observe the sabbath…17“It is a 
sign [note use of word in text] between Me and the sons of Israel’ [emphasis 
mine] !
So again, the word, 'covenant,' the terms of the covenant, and the sign of the 
covenant - all mentioned in the biblical text !
d) The Priestly Covenant !
God made the priestly covenant in Numbers 25:10, ‘Then the Lord spoke to 
Moses, saying, 11“Phinehas the son of Eleazar, the son of Aaron the priest, 
has turned away My wrath from the sons of Israel in that he was jealous with 
My jealousy among them, so that I did not destroy the sons of Israel in My 
jealousy. 12“Therefore say, ‘Behold, I give him My covenant [note word used in 
text] of peace; 13and it shall be for him and his descendants after him, a 
covenant of a perpetual priesthood [terms of covenant mentioned], because 
he was jealous for his God and made atonement for the sons of 
Israel’” [emphasis mine] !
The word, ‘covenant,’ is used in the biblical text, and the terms given in the 
text !
e) The Davidic Covenant !
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You learn of this covenant in 2 Chronicles 21:7, ‘Yet the Lord was not willing to 
destroy the house of David because of the covenant [note use of word in text] 
which He had made with David, and since He had promised to give a lamp to 
him and his sons forever' [terms of the covenant mentioned, emphasis mine] !
Note again, the word, ‘covenant’ is mentioned in the text, as well as the terms !
f) The New Covenant !
Jeremiah 31:31, “Behold, days are coming,” declares the Lord, “when I will 
make a new covenant [note use of word in text] with the house of Israel and 
with the house of Judah…[33] this is the covenant which I will make with the 
house of Israel after those days,” declares the Lord, “I will put My law within 
them and on their heart I will write it; and I will be their God, and they shall be 
My people [terms mentioned]’ !
There again, you read the word, ‘covenant,’ in the text, and you read of the 
terms of the covenant.  !
Often times, not always, the word ‘sign' is also used for the sign of the 
covenant - but at the very least, the word, ‘covenant,’ and the terms of the 
covenant are always mentioned !
There are six recorded biblical covenants, and each time God enters into the 
covenant He uses the word, ‘covenant,’ in the biblical text. That is the 
observable, repeated pattern of Scripture !
> Why do I highlight this? Because there are at least two (three for some), 
covenants that CT teach, two (three for some) covenants which they 
essentially build their whole system of Theology on, > that is nowhere 
recorded in Genesis through Revelation !
CT basis its theology on the covenant of works and the covenant of grace !
Let’s use a well known covenant theologian in our day to make the point: Dr. 
R. C. Sproul writes, 'The covenant of works refers to the covenant that God 
made with Adam and Eve in their pristine purity before the fall, in which God 
promised them blessedness contingent upon their obedience to His 
command’ (RC Sproul, The Covenant of Works, www.ligionier.org/learn/
articles/covenant-works/) !
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Now beloved, I ask you, ‘where in the book of Genesis, where in the entire 
Bible for that matter, does the word, ‘covenant' come forth in God’s interaction 
with Adam and Eve? !
Since God used the word, ‘covenant,’ in His covenant with Noah, with 
Abraham, with Moses, with David, with Phinehas in the priestly covenant, and 
with Israel in the new covenant, should we then not expect God to use the 
word, ‘covenant,’ in his dealings with Adam? !
Since the observable, repeated pattern in Scripture is that God uses the word, 
‘covenant,’ when He enters into a covenant with people, we should expect 
Him to use it with Adam - but He does not !
A second covenant CT base their system of theology on is the covenant of 
grace. Hear Sproul again, this time on the covenant of grace: 'After the fall, 
the fact that God continued to promise redemption to creatures who had 
violated the covenant of works, that ongoing promise of redemption is defined 
as the covenant of grace…The covenant of grace indicates God’s promise to 
save us even when we fail to keep the obligations imposed in creation’ (RC 
Sproul, The Covenant of Works, www.ligionier.org/learn/articles/covenant-
works/) !
I ask you again, beloved, ‘where does Scripture use the word, “covenant,” in 
relation to a covenant of grace that God has made?’ Nowhere. !
Now do you understand what I mean when I say that CT or RT base their 
theology on that which is not recorded in the Bible? !
There are some within CT or RT who add a third covenant to the covenant of 
works and the covenant of grace, namely the covenant of redemption !
The same concern applies. Nowhere does the Bible record the covenant of 
redemption !
“How can you build your whole theological superstructure on the foundation of 
three covenants that are not once mentioned or described in any clear 
uncontested passage of Scripture?"  2

!
In fact, others agree these covenants of CT are not recorded in Scripture. A 
group of mainly Reformed Baptists have sought to take the best of both DT 
and CT and are calling it New Covenant Theology - a kind of ‘third way.' This 

 Richard Mayhue, “Futuristic Premillennialism,” audio tape from The Master’s Seminary2
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system of theology is in its developmental stages and has some problems 
associated it. But I use one of its 'father’s' words simply to show that others 
see the problem of the covenants of CT !
Listen to 'John Reisinger, who may be considered the father of New Covenant 
Theology, rightly stat[ing] that the covenants of CT are the children of CT’s 
theological system and are not the products of exegesis. In addressing a 
group of Reformed ministers who adhered to CT he said: "[T]he two 
covenants that you keep talking about, namely, a covenant of works with 
Adam in the garden of Eden and a covenant of grace made with Adam 
immediately after the fall, have no textual basis in the Word of God. They are 
both theological covenants and not biblical covenants. They are the children 
of one’s theological system. Their mother is Covenant Theology and their 
father is logic applied to that system. Neither of these two covenants had their 
origin in Scripture texts and biblical exegesis. Both of them were invented by 
theology as the necessary consequences of a theological system”(John 
Reisinger, Abraham’s Four Seeds, p. 129, emphasis mine)’  3

!
Recently I engaged an amillennialist and when I challenged him with this 
argument of the biblical covenants [the six covenants I showed above], his 
response was, ‘Which resources are you reading? My resources don’t 
mention the (biblical) covenants’ !
Of course his resources did not mention the biblical covenants like I tried to 
show you. Because if you stick to the biblical covenants you get Israel right, 
and if you get Israel right, you get eschatology (end times) right. !
They will not mention the biblical covenants since that will support their man-
made system of theology. You don’t need resources to figure this out. Just 
read your Bible. !
> I am grateful for CT or RT's emphasis on the sovereignty of God. I am 
thankful for their Theology Proper, their sound teaching on the attributes of 
God.  !
I am thankful for CT's teaching on the doctrine of man (anthropology) and sin 
(hamartiology) !
But I have concerns with CT's teaching on prophecy (inconsistent literal 
approach), and I have concerns with CT's teaching on ecclesiology (the 
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doctrine of the Church) - since they do not hold a distinction between Israel 
and the Church !
Frankly, I even have series concerns with CT's teaching on salvation which is 
rooted in their covenants of works and grace !
So, my counsel to you is to be very cautious of CT or RT - not only because 
they do not hold a consistent literal interpretation, but also because their 
entire theological superstructure is is built on a foundation that is nowhere 
clearly stated in Scripture !
I mentioned in the beginning that I want to caution you to be alert in three 
broad areas as you consider this subject !
These are not in any order of significance !
a) CT by and large does not hold a consistent literal interpretation 
b) CT basis its theology on that which is not recorded in the Bible  
c) CT has some poor arguments, often using Scripture selectively to support 

their view !
I will not spend a lot of time here. I want to show you two short examples of 
some of the arguments of CT with regard to our subject in view !
Some time back I was engaging an amillennialist and he gave some 
arguments for why the Church has replaced Israel and for why the book of 
Revelation cannot be taken literally !
Here’s two examples - one from the OT and one from the NT !
My friend quoted the example of Isaiah 62:1, 'For Zion’s sake I will not keep 
silent, and for Jerusalem’s sake I will not keep quiet, until her righteousness 
goes forth like brightness, and her salvation like a torch that is burning. 2The 
nations will see your righteousness, and all kings your glory; and you will be 
called by a new name which the mouth of the Lord will designate’ (emphasis 
mine) !
My friend’s argument was that this was a prophecy in the OT that the Church 
would replace Israel. In other words, the ‘new name’ which the Lord would 
designate would be 'the Church’ !
Note, the verses above are 1 & 2 of Isaiah 62. And the amillennialist quotes 
verses 1 & 2, and stops there. > All my friend had to do was keep reading, 
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because listen to the very next two verses, Isaiah 62:3, 'You will also be a 
crown of beauty in the hand of the Lord, and a royal diadem in the hand of 
your God. 4It will no longer be said to you, “Forsaken”… But you will be called, 
“My delight is in her” !
The ‘new' name referenced in verse 2 is mentioned in verse 4, ‘you will be 
called “My delight is in her”' - that’s the new name, not the Church !
I asked my friend to just keep reading.  !
See how selective their arguments are? !
Here is an example from the NT. Turn with me to Revelation chapter 1.  !
Look at the first two verses:Revelation 1:1, 'The Revelation of Jesus Christ, 
which God gave Him to show to His bond-servants, the things which must 
soon take place; and He sent and communicated it by His angel to His bond-
servant John, 2who testified to the word of God and to the testimony of Jesus 
Christ, even to all that he saw.' !
With regard to arguing that the book of Revelation ought not to be taken 
literally, my amillennial friend wrote me: 'The book of Revelation refers to 
itself, as an Apocalypse. The first word in the book is “apocalypse” [translated 
‘Revelation' in verses above] which refers not only to the meaning of the word 
as “disclosure, to uncover, reveal or unveil,” but also to the genre of literature. 
This is a type of Jewish writing, which often had its roots in OT prophecy 
[implication? Different type of Jewish writing that is not exactly prophecy]. It 
uses symbolism and visions and features spectacular and mysterious 
imagery. Proper hermeneutics insists in taking into account the literary genre 
of the biblical literature in the way we interpret the Bible. We decide the 
literary genre of a passage by looking at the textual clues that show us the 
intention of the author. The infallible rule for the interpretation of Scripture is 
Scripture itself. And Revelation itself gives us the key in understanding the 
Book: 1) The word “apocalypse” as explained above; and 2) The word 
“signified” (make known [‘show' in my verses above]) in Rev 1:1. The Greek 
word comes from a word that means a sign. It is not put absolutely plainly and 
directly [cannot be taken literally is the implication]. It is a revelation, but it is a 
revelation that also partly conceals. Communication is through 
signs’ [emphasis that of my friend’s] !
What did my amillennial friend do there? He focused on verses 1 & 2 and 
made arguments from two words in those verses, the words, ‘apocolypse' or 
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‘revelation,’ and the word, ‘sign’ or ‘show' or ‘make known’ -both words in 
verse 1 !
And he stopped there - conveniently. If only he had read on, because look at 
the very next verse: Revelation 1:3, 'Blessed is he who reads and those who 
hear the words of the prophecy, and heed the things which are written in it; for 
the time is near’ (emphasis mine) !
My friend’s argument implied that Revelation is not a prophecy, but 
verse 3 clearly states that it is !
What else? ‘Blessed is he who what? ‘[R]eads and hear the words of 
the prophecy’ !
What does the word, ‘reads,' imply? Well, if you can read it, then it is 
clear God’s intention is for you to understand it, right? It is not partly 
concealed as my friend suggests. The revelation is not through 'signs' 
as my friends suggest. No, it is prophecy that must be interpreted like 
any other prophecy using the same time-tested rules of interpretation  !
So beloved, as we close this series, I hoped to show you today why the 
opposing view is flawed biblically on at least three levels !
a) They do not hold a consistent literal interpretation - which is the 

most logical and reasonable approach to take; 
b) They base their entire school of theology on that which is not even 

recorded in the Bible - which is always a dangerous approach; 
c) And their arguments are poor - they use Scripture selectively to 

support their man-made theological system !
Well, as you leave you today, you may still not agree with our position 
here at GCC, but I hope at least that you will understand the biblical 
arguments we base our position on 


