A FUTURIST RESPONSE TO THE PRETERIST INTERPRETATIQW BABYLON
IN REVELATION 17-18

Introduction

Preterists contend that the futuristic sectiorhefBook of Revelation (4—22)
was mostly fulfilled in the events surrounding thk of Jerusalem in.D. 70. They
believe that the Book of Revelation was pennethénid 60’s and predicts God’s
divorce andA.D. 70 judgment upon harlotrous, national Israel tuer rejection of
Christ. At that time, God was also at work creatimg new universal, international
church to permanently replace disgraced and jutkyadl (John 4:21; Gal 3:9, 28-29;
6:16; Eph 2:14). However, partial preterists arigkjto distinguish themselves from full
preterists by still holding to a future bodily retwf Christ and final judgment (20:7-15).

Revelation 17-18 are significant to the pretenstiipretation. Preterists
believe that the harlot in these chapters repredeat-century Jerusalem and that the
beast represents first-century Rome. Thus, thet'betestruction of the harlot (Rev
17:16-17) represents Rome's sacking of Jerusaleneiavents surroundingD. 70.
Preterists are confident in their interpretatioen@y explains, “I am convincdzeyond
any doubthat this Harlot is first-century Jerusalem” (italadded}.Hanegraaff
similarly explains, “What has puzzled me over tkarg is not the identity of ‘the great
prostitute,” but how so many could mistake herdristl identity. . . . In biblical history

only one nation is inextricably linked to the mogikharlot.” And that nation is Israel?

! Kenneth L. Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelatjpim Four Views on the Book of
Revelationed. C. Marvin Pate (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, L8& 46, n. 25.

2 Kenneth L. GentryHe Shall Have Dominion: A Postmillennial Eschatglognd and rev.
ed. (Tyler: TX: Institute for Christian Economid€®97), 392.

% Hank HanegraaffThe Apocalypse Cod@lashville, TN: Nelson, 2007), 118-19.
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As one begins to study this subject, it is strikiogliscover the number of
commentators that embrace this interpretationniptes of older commentators holding
this view include Philip Carrington, J.S. Russafid Milton Terry. Examples of more
recent commentators holding the view include Rj@08l, N.T. Wright, Scott Hahn,
Massyngberde Ford, David Chilton, Hank Hanegraaffl Kenneth Gentry. Today, full
length books are even written in defense of thendhat the Babylonian harlot
represents first-century Jerusaléirhus, the purpose of this paper is to analyze kdret
details of Rev 17-18 fit the fall of Jerusalem ifDA70. An older strain of preterism
identifies the Babylonian harlot as Rome, whichifelA.D. 410° However, this paper is
not focused upon this issue but rather upon tha fafrpreterism, which is more popular
today, that identifies the Babylonian harlot astfirentury Jerusalem.

The first part of the paper represents a respanteetarguments that
preterists employ in order to identify Babylon astfcentury Jerusalem. This first major
division contains two parts. First, arguments feithin Rev 17-18 will be analyzed.
Second, arguments from outside Rev 17-18 will betisized. The second part of the
paper sets forth some general weaknesses withrékerigt identification of the harlot as

first-century Jerusalemm.

4 Joseph BalyeaBabylon, the Great City of Revelati¢@ervierville, TN: Onward, 1991);
Don Prestonyho Is This Babylon?ev. ed. (Ardmore, OK: JaDon, 2006).

® Moses Stuarth Commentary on the Apocalypsel. 2 (London: Wiley and Putnam, 1845),
295, 325.

® For more detailed argumentation on this subjéetréader is encouraged to consult Andy

Woods, “A Futurist Response to the Preterist Intgtgiion of Babylon in Revelation 17-18" (Ph.D.djs
Dallas Theological Seminary, 2009).

© 2010ANndy Woods 2 of 45



Response to Preterist Arguments

Analysis of Preterist Arguments From Rev 17-18
This section features eleven arguments employqutdterists from within
Rev 17-18. Here, each argument is stated and éspomded to from a futuristic

perspective.

Babylon's Harlotry (Rev 17:1-2)

The preterist notes that Babylon is called a hgRatv 17:1-2). The preterist
explains that harlotry is an impossibility for amgowho does not have a pre-existing
covenant with God. The preterist then observessisinael is the only nation in world
history that has a covenant with God. Thus, thiohaf Rev 17 must be Israel. The
preterist buttresses this argument by noting tiaQld Testament uniquely describes
Israel/Jerusalem as the harlot (Jer 2—3; Ezek3;G48s 9:1Y.

The response to this argument is that harlot imadees not uniquely
identify Israel/Jerusalem since the Old Testamksat designates Gentile cities as harlots.
For example, the Old Testament also designatess@viile cities, Nineveh (Nah 3:4)
and Tyre (Isa 23:16), as harlots. However, Chidttiempts to mitigate the force of this

response as follows:

It is noteworthy that Tyre and Nineveh—the only teittes outside of Israel
that are accused of harlotry—had both been in caviewith God. The kingdom
of Tyre in David and Solomon'’s time was convertedhte worship of the true
God, and her king contracted a covenant with Sofoara assisted in building
the temple (1 Kings 5:1-12; 9:13; Amos 1:9); Nineweas converted under the
ministry of Jonah (Jon 3:5-10). The later apostadihese two cities could rightly
be considered harlotfy.

" HanegraaffThe Apocalypse Codé18-19.

8 David Chilton,The Days of Vengeance: An Exposition of the Bo&tewtlation(Tyler, TX:
Dominion, 1987), 424, n. 2.
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However, to contend, as Chilton argues, that Niheared Tyre "had both been in
covenant with God" overstates the case. Nineveleljnezpented at Jonah's preaching.
Thus, at best, Nineveh had contact with Israeleratiian a pre-existing covenant with
God. Similarly, Tyre contracted with Solomon tolduhe temple. Thus, Tyre's covenant
was with Solomon rather than God.

It should also be noted that had John, in Rev 27Wanted to communicate
Israel's violation of her covenant with God he Iykerould have used the word "adultery”

rather than "harlotry.” Thomas explains:

Since the angel never uses the term “adultarytyeio [moicheia])—a more
restricted term implying a previous marital relagbip—in connection with the
woman, she need not be representative of apostaie br the apostate church.
Pornes can includamoicheig because it is broader. So this woman represénts a
false religion of all time, including those who apatize from the revealed

religion of Christianity.

Babylon's Alliance (17:3b)

The preterist observes that the woman (Israelylisg the beast (Rome) in
Rev 17:3b. The preterist contends that such imagarymunicates the alliance that
existed between Jerusalem and Rome in their calidiba to crucify Christ (John 11:48-
50). However, the preterist also observes thael'sreelationship with Rome was later
broken in the events surrounding the fall of Jdaman A.D. 70 and this is what is
meant by the beast ultimately destroying the hgRetv 17:16-17)°

However, it remains disputed that Israel ever hadype of alliance with
Rome that is communicated by the woman riding #eesh Beale notes:

Jerusalem was never a full fledged ally with Ro@kcourse, the two were on
the same spiritual side in their opposition to¢harch, but what is portrayed in

° Robert L. ThomasRevelation 8—-22: An Exegetical Commentéhicago: Moody, 1995),
283.

10 Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelation,” 78.
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Revelation 17 is a much stronger spiritual, pditi@and economic alliance than
Jerusalem ever had with Rome.

This point is especially true if Revelation wasteem in the mid 60's and predicts the
events surrounding the fall of Jerusalem.m. 70. By the time the Apocalypse was
composed, whatever alliance that existed betweeneRand Jerusalem had deteriorated.
Thomas explains, "Rome’s prolonged siege and dasgiruof Jerusalem from the late
60’s to 70 hardly gives the impression of any alt@ between the Jews and the
Romans.”? Furthermore, Jerusalem never dominated Rome tlggheavoman seems to
dominate the beast in Rev 17:3b. It should alsodserved that many of the passages
relied upon by preterists to communicate an allegétionship between Rome and
Jerusalem (John 11:48-50) transpired decades befererists date the composition of
the Apocalypse thereby causing preterists to tusstraf Rev 17, with the exception of

verses 16-17, into araticinia ex eventprophecy.

Babylon's Adornment (Rev 17:4; 18:16)

The preterist observes that Babylon is bedeckedanlet, purple, and gold
(Rev 17:4; 18:16). He further notes that thesdlaesame colors used to describe the
various institutions of Judaism, such as the higgsps attire (Exod 28:5) as well as the
Tabernacle furnishings (Exod 25:4). The pretellst abserves that the harlot is
portrayed as holding a golden cup (Rev 17:4) aatlttie Scripture typically uses cup
imagery in order to depict Israel's sins (Matt 83:@nd tribulations (Zech 12:2; 1 Thess
2:16). Based upon such associations, the pretegsinfident that the harlot of Rev 17

represents Jerusalem.

1 G. K. Beale,The Book of RevelatipiNew International Greek Testament Commentary, ed.
I. Howard Marshall and Donald A. Hagner (Grand RapEerdmans, 1999), 887.

2 Robert L. Thomas;vangelical Hermeneutics: The New Versus the(Gléind Rapids:
Kregel, 2002), 458.

13 Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelation,” 76-77aRh E. BassBack to the Future: A
Study in the Book of Revelati(@reenville, SC: Living Hope, 2004), 382-83.
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However, it is unlikely that such colors are meantentify specific nations.
Rather, they are merely designed to reveal broedusp themes. For example, scarlet
may be meant to merely communicate sin or the afgospurity (Isa 1:18). Moreover,
purple simply conveys royalty (Luke 16:19). Thuseems that preterists have read far
more into the point of the colors in Rev 17-18 thdmat the author intended.

In addition, it is unlikely that such color assdmas were designed to identify
specific nations since virtually all interpreteesking to identify the harlot can also
appeal to similar color parallels in order to vatel their view. For example, those
contending that the harlot represents the papaey loag seen a connection between her
adorning colors and the identical colors foundh@ tobes of the church’s ecclesiastical
representatives.Furthermore, while preterists are able to findtipld biblical examples
associating Jerusalem/Israel with cup imagery, rdrieeir examples point to a golden
cup. Such imagery is significant since John posgtthig woman as not just holding a

generic cup but rather specifically a "gold cupeyRL7:4; Jer 51:7a).

Babylon's Title (Rev 17:5)

Preterists believe the harlot’s title identifies hs first-century Jerusalem.
Preterists contend that the woman’s forehead pangeher as a harlot is reminiscent of
God's depiction of Judah as having “a harlot's fer@d” (Jer 3:3). They also maintain
that John’s description of the woman’s harlotrauglead is deliberate parody with the
Jewish high priest who had the words “Holy to tloed” inscribed upon his turban (Exod
28:36-38)"° Despite these intriguing connections, there ameetproblems with the

preterist interpretation. First, in the very chaphbeat preterists use to equate the harlot’s

14 E. B. Elliott, Horae Apocalypticae; or a Commentary on the Apgassy Critical and
Historical; Including Also an Examination of the i€hProphecies of Danighth ed., vol. 4 (London:
Seelys, 1851), 30.

15 Chilton, The Days of Vengeance: An Exposition of the BoGewtlation431.
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forehead with Judah (Jer 3:3), restoration langusgenployed, which contradicts the
very replacement- theology idea perpetuated bypsen. Jeremiah 3:17 says, “At that
time they shall call Jerusalem ‘The throne of tloed_ and all the nations will be
gathered to it, to Jerusalem . . .”

Second, although preterists want the interpretee®"Babylon" in the
harlot's title as representative of "Jerusalemghsaisubstitution is unlikely. To begin
with, the proper rendering of the harlot’s titlé'Babylon the Great” (NASB) rather than
“Mystery, Babylon the Great” (NIV, KJV). Most preists seem to rely upon Bible
versions communicating that the harlot’s title dyStery, Babylon the Great®Their
preference for this rendering may relate to thé ttaat it more easily conveys a non-
literal understanding of "Babylon." Non-preteriatso contend that the rendering
“Mystery, Babylon the Great” also attaches a syntl®bnificance to Babylon. For
example, Bruce notes, “This title was written on foeehead: Mystery: ‘mystery’
indicates that the name she bears . . . is nat tmderstood literally, but allegorically:
Babylon the Great is read, but ‘Rome’ is meant\(efses 9, 19)" However, mystery is
not part of the harlot's title since in the fivéet uses of the title in the Apocalypse (14:8,
16:19; 18:2, 10, 21), the title is simply "Babyldre Great" and never "Mystery Babylon
the Great.®® Also, "mystery" does not just apply to the Babyémnharlot only but also
the beast (Rev 17:P.

16 Balyeat,Babylon, the Great City of Revelatiak0; J. Stuart RusselThe Parousia: A
Critical Inquiry into the New Testament Doctrine@idir Lord's Second Comir(tondon: Unwin, 1887;
reprint, Grand Rapids: Baker, 1999), 483; Chiltbhe Days of Vengeance: An Exposition of the Book of
Revelation423; HanegraaffThe Apocalypse Cod&18, 34; Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelatiomy.

' F. F. Bruce, “Revelation,” ilmternational Bible Commentary with the New Inteffoaal
Version ed. F. F. Bruce (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1988 1.

8 ThomasRevelation 8—22: An Exegetical Comment2§9.

19 Arthur Pink,The Antichris{ Swengel, PA: Depot, 1923; reprint, Grand Rapidsgel,
1988), 262.
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Furthermore, given Revelation's heavy reliance uperOld Testamerit,it
would be improbable for John to merge the term$YBan" and "Jerusalertt'since
these two entities are always kept separate atidatishroughout the pages of the Old
Testament In fact, numerous Old Testament passages, wikelylform the
background for Rev 17-18, distinguish these twe<itrom one another in the very
same context.For example, Jer 51:49 says, “Ind&abylonis to fall for the slain of
Israel’ (italics added}* Equally unlikely is the notion that John used "fHab" as a code
word for Jerusalem. Babylon is never used as a woaé for Jerusalem either insiler
outside the Bible. Beale notes, “ . . . there isar® example of ‘Babylon’ ever being a
symbolic name for Israel, either before or aftent® This does not mean such an
application is impossible, but the burden of pnasts upon those maintaining the
Babylon = Jerusalem identificatioff.”

Much of the preterist case for Babylon as a codddéousalem comes from
Peter’s reference to Babylon in 1 Pet 5:13. Becauosterists believe that Peter wrote his
letter from Jerusalem, they contend that Peterugsasy the word “Babylon” as a code
for Jerusalem in 1 Pet 5:13. Russell contendsibeduse Peter’s life and acts were more

closely associated with Jerusalem than any otter(éicts 8:1; 11:19; 12:3; 12:12, 25;

20 Robert L. ThomasRevelation 1-7: An Exegetical Commentay. Kenneth Barker
(Chicago: Moody, 1992), 40.

2 Mark Hitchcock and Thomas IcBreaking the Apocalypse Co(fgosta Mesa, CA: Word
for Today, 2007), 172-73.

2 Charles H. DyerThe Rise of Babylgomev. ed. (Chicago: Moody, 2003), 41-109.

Z Tony GarlandA Testimony of Jesus Christ—=Volume 2: A Commeutatyie Book of
Revelation(Camano Island, WA: Spirit and Truth, 2004), 202.

24 See also Isa 14:1-4; 48:12-14; Jer 50:17-20; 6124, 35, 49.

% ThomasRevelation 8—-22: An Exegetical Comment296, 307; BealéThe Book of
Revelation 25.

26 Beale,The Book of Revelatip@5.

© 2010ANndy Woods 8 of 45



15:22-32; Gal 1:18; 2:1-9, 11-12), Peter pennectpistle from JerusalethHowever,
Russell's examples linking Peter to Jerusalem lataken from early Acts. His last
reference (Acts 15:22-32) occurs at the Jerusatmmail inA.D. 49. Using these early
dates to establish the location of the writing efd?’s letter is unconvincing since the
apostle could have traveled quite a bit in between49 and the composition of the
epistle A.D. 64). Peter’s propensity for travel is seen earlyn his journey “to another
place” (Acts 12:17) and in Paul’s declaration af &postolic right “to take along a
believing wife” like Cephas (1 Cor 9:5). In fadtjs possible that Peter traveled to
Corinth since Paul mentions a Petrine faction tiigr€@or 1:12). Constable seems open to
this perspective when he observes, “There is nptscal record that Peter ever visited
Corinth, though he may havé.Dionysius, a second-century Corinthian bishopiciaigs
that Peter was influential in the Corinthian chur€bsebius notes that Dionysius wrote
to Pope Soter and indicated that Peter along vathi P. . . taught together in our Corinth
and were our founders . #.”

Third, the title "The Mother of Harlots" is inapgdible to Jerusalem.
"Mother" refers to source or origin of all harlotfijhe fact that the phrase “mother of
harlots” is articular adds intensification to theun thereby buttressing the notion that she
represents the source of all false religion. Shwis “mother ofharlots” but zhe “mother

of harlots.” The Tower of Babel fits this descrgpti Larkin explins:

The river Euphrates, on which the city of Babyloasvibuilt... To this centre the
“forces of Evil” gravitated after the Flood, anBdbel was the result. This was
the origin of the nations, but the nations weresuaittered abroad over the earth

" Russell,The Parousia: A Critical Inquiry into the New Testant Doctrine of Our Lord's
Second Coming349; BalyeatBabylon, the Great City of Revelatidi7-88; Chilton,The Days of
Vengeance: An Exposition of the Book of Revela868-63.

2 Thomas L. Constable, “Notes on 1 Corinthians, irelwww.soniclight.comaccessed 27
July 2008, 12.

2 EusebiusEcclesiastical Historp.25.8
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until Satan had implanted in them the “Virus” ad@ctrine that has been the
sourceof every false religion the world has ever knofvn.

There were no nations prior to the Tower of Baheident. Distinct nations and cultures
only came into existence as a result of this evEmiis, the mother-child cult that began
at Babet spread into every nation and culture that followdd this sense, Babel is the
origin or source of all harlotry.

Although it is easy to identify Babel as "The Matlo¢ Harlots," it is difficult
to make this designation fit Jerusalem. The reésothis difficulty lies in the fact that
Jerusalem, unlike Babel, did not originate the raptthild-cult but rather absorbed it (Jer

7:18; 44:17-19, 25; Ezek 8:14). According to Jolmso

.. . this prostitute is theotherof all of the earth’s idolatrous prostitutes She
is the fountainhead, the reservoir, the womb teardall the individual cases of
the historical resistance to God’s will on the leart. Therefore she cannot be
merely ancient Babylon, Rome, or Jerusalem, bediese are only her
children—sheis the mother of them &fl.

In fact, rather than identifying her as the motharot, Ezekiel specifically identifies
Judah as a daughter harlot who was guilty of enmgldhe whorish characteristics of her
Amorite, Hittite, and Egyptian parents (Ezek 16t&8;45; 23:2-4)* Because Jerusalem
did not become a Jewish city until the time of @baround 1008.C. (2 Sam 5),
Jerusalem appears too late on the stage of wodstagy to be considered the source of

all harlotry.

%0 Clarence LarkinThe Book of RevelatiqiGlenside, PA: Larkin, 1919), 151.

%1 John F. Walvoord, “Revelation,” Bible Knowledge Commentargd. John F. Walvoord
and Roy B. Zuck (Colorado Springs, CO: Victor, 19&%0-71.

32 Alexander HislopThe Two Babylons; or, the Papal Worship Provedédtz Worship of
Nimrod and His Wife2nd American ed. (Edinburgh: Wood, 1862; repiifgw York: Loizeaux, 1959),
12-90; Mark HitchcockThe Second Coming of Babyl(®isters, OR: Multhomah, 2003), 42.

% Alan F. Johnson, “Revelation,” Expositor's Bible Commentargd. Frank E. Gaebelein et
al., vol. 12 (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1981), 556.

34 Garland A Testimony of Jesus Christ—Volume 2: A Commeuwutatpe Book of Revelatipn
42-43, 203-4.
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Moreover, the preterist notion that first-centusyalel was "The Mother of
Harlots" seems inconsistent with the high callihgational Israel. Because it was God’s
intent to bless the world through the Jews (GeB;li2a 42:6; 49:6), virtually all spiritual
blessings, including the Savior (John 4:22; Ron) arid the Scriptures (Rom 3:2), have
come to the world through the Jewish nation. Theessings hardly constitute the source
of all harlotry spoken of in Rev 17:5. While firséntury Israel did lapse into unbelief
and apostasy (Matt 23:15), Paul explains that Giidused her, even in her apostate

condition, to bring riches and reconciliation te tworld (Rom 11:12a, 15a).

Babylon's Persecution (Rev 18:20, 24)

There are two issues related to Babylon's pers@ttitiat preterists use to
identify Babylon of Rev 17-18 as first-century Badem. The first issue involves
Babylon killing both the apostles and prophets. $&eond issue involves Babylon

killing all of the prophets.

Only Jerusalem Killed both the Apostles and Prophet

Preterists note that Babylon is depicted as kilboth the apostles and
prophets (Rev 18:20). Preterists further note ¢inét Jerusalem killed the Old Testament
prophets and the New Testament apostles. Thugrgtstconclude that Babylon of Rev
17-1 is Jerusalenem. Gentry articulates this viewengxplaining why Rome could not be
Babylon:

Rome was stained with the blood of the saints.R@he had only recently
entered the persecuting ranks of God’s enemiesugfimout Acts Jerusalem and
the Jews were the main persecutors. FurthermomgeReas not guilty of killing
any of ‘the prophets’ of the Old Testament, as dexsisalent

However, notice that the preterist assumes thattirds "prophets" and

"apostles” in Rev 18:20 must refer to Old Testanpeaphets and first-century New

% Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelation,” 75.
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Testament prophets respectively. However, thesdsvare not technical words that
always must refer to the same thing every time #ireyused. There is far more flexibility
in these terms than the preterist interpretatitowal. Although "prophets"” sometimes
refer to Old Testament prophets (Matt 23:34-35% slame word can also refer to New
Testament prophets (Acts 11:27-28; 13:1; 15:321@11 Cor 12:28-29; 14:1-5, 29, 32;
Eph 2:20). Similarly, although "apostles" sometimefers to first-century New
Testament apostles (Acts 1:21-22; Eph 2:20), thelwan also refer to non-technical
apostles in the sense of common sent ones or més#s (Acts 14:4, 14; 2 Cor 8:23;

Rom 16:7; Phil 2:25).

Only Jerusalem Killed All of the Prophets

Preterists observe that Babylon kills the propkieesv 18:20, 24). Preterists
further observe that Christ stated that only Jéensilled the prophets when he said
that no prophet died outside of Jerusalem (Luk83)3Thus, preterists conclude that

Babylon of Rev 18 is Jerusalem. Balyeat articul#tesview as follows:

If the righteous blood ddll the prophets is to come upon Jerusalem, then how
can the righteous blood afl the prophets also come upon Babylon? The only
solution to this question is our original premisattBabylon is indeed merely a
figurative name used by John to describe apostatesdlem. . . . Jesus stated in
Luke 13:33, * . . surely no prophet can die outside of Jerusalém!’

However, a logical syllogism, like the one pretexiset up here, is only as
good as the premise it is based upon. If the pemifaulty then the whole syllogism
collapses. In Luke 13:33, Christ was not saying #figprophets had to die in Jerusalem.
There were many prophets that did not. Abel, tre¢ frophet Christ mentioned (Matt

23:35) was killed before Jerusalem and the Jewesiple ever existed (Gen 4). Jeremiah

% Balyeat,Babylon, the Great City of Revelaticr?.
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was martyred in Egypgt.We could call Paul, Peter, and John prophetsPéet and Peter
were likely martyred in Rome. John was killed inaAslinor. Thus, in Luke 13:33,
Christ was likely stating a general principle thadst prophets die in Jerusalem rather

than an ironclad rule that all prophets must di@édrusalem as the preterist presupposes.

Babylon's Influence (Rev 17:18)
There are two issues related to Babylon influeheg are significant to the
preterist interpretation. The first issue is Baloydadescription as the great city (Rev

17:18a). The second issue is Babylon reigning thekings of the earth (Rev 17:18b).

Great City (17:18a)

Preterists observe that the first reference tatkat city in the Apocalypse is
undoubtedly Jerusalem since John describes theatgas the place where the Lord
was crucified (Rev 11:8). The preterist furtherasothat Babylon is also referred to as
"the great city" (Rev 17:18a). Thus, the pretertsisclude that the great city Babylon of
Rev 17:18a must also be Jerusalem. Russell attésutlis view as follows: “If then, ‘the
great city’ of chap. xi. 8 means ancient JerusaldBy.parity of reasoning, ‘the great
city’ . . . in chap. xvii. 18, and elsewhere, mrefer also to Jerusalerf.”

However, the preterist interpretation assumesttieat can only be one great
city in Revelation. It is entirely possible thatveéation could be highlighting two great

cities, both Jerusalem and Babylon. Although tregietion "great city" is used to

%7 Preterists seek to weaken the force of this argitme noting that it was actually the Jews
who instigated the authorities to cause these deBilestonyho Is This Babylon?90, 114. However, this
argument is difficult to prove with certitude. Fexample, in the case of Jeremiah, while one tiaditi
indicates “that Jeremiah was stoned to death bydhes at Tahpanhes,” “on the other hand, theteeis t
Jewish statement that, on the conquest of Egyptdhyuchadnezzar, he, with Baruch, made his escape to
Babylon, and died there in peace.” Merrill F. Undénger's Bible Dictionary3rd and rev. ed. (Chicago:
Moody, 1966; reprint, Chicago: Moody, 1971), 570.

% Russell,The Parousia: A Critical Inquiry into the New Testant Doctrine of Our Lord's
Second Comingi87.
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describe both of these cities, the context of thegters describing these two cities is

entirely different. Note the following differencbstween the cities.

Name Jerusalem Babylon
Geography Sodom and Egypt Babylon

Martyrs Two prophets Apostles, prophets
Division of city 1/10 1/3

Earthquake intensity

Not the greatest in history

The greatest in history

Judgment association

Seventh trumpet

Seventh bowl

Imagery Temple Water

Time indicators 42 months, 31/2 days One day/hour
Gifts Gift exchange No gift exchange
Descriptor Adverb “spiritually” Noun “mystery”

This interpretation involving two great cities ikdly given the fact that

Revelation draws so heavily from the Old Testan¥dfithe two cities Babylon and

Jerusalem are separate entities throughout the édiil Testamertt,why would this be

any different in the Apocalypse, which is so heainfluenced by the Old Testament?

Interestingly, nowhere does John indicate that Réiea highlights only one great city.

Had this been John’s intention, he could have yasinmunicated this by attaching the

adjective “only” uévov), which the apostle routinely employs throughastwritings

(John 5:18; 11:52; 12:9; 13:9; 17:20; 1 John 2:8).FRather than repeating the term “the

great city” in order to equate Jerusalem and Babhytanay be that John duplicates the

term as an intentional literary device in ordecomtrast the differing divine programs for

both Jerusalem and Babylon. By way of comparidoa father's name (Rev 7:3) versus

the beast’'s name (Rev 13:16) inscribed upon pepfdeéheads is not designed to equate

the marks but rather to highlight two different grams.

% ThomasRevelation 1-7: An Exegetical Commentaig.

0 Dyer, The Rise of Babylo@1-109.
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Reigning Over the Kings of the Earth (17:18b)

Preterists also observe that Babylon is reignirgy ¢ive kings of the earth
(Rev 17:18b). Here, preterists typically assemblgous pieces of biblical and extra-
biblical evidence demonstrating that first-centdieyusalem was indeed a city of
importance as well as international fame and reégmntaDescriptors of Jerusalem that
preterists typically point to include "great citfger 22:8), “city of the great king" (Matt
5:35), "center of the earth” (Ezek 5:5; 38:12)jripess of the nations" (Lam 1:1), and
"joy of the earth” (Ps 48:2; Lam 2:15). They alstenthe city's divine role of
disseminating God’s blessings to the world (Isa2:®lic 4:1-2; Zech 14:16-18).

However, Rev 17:18b seems to be describing mucle than mere
importance, fame, and international reputation.dfaion 1:5, which describes Christ's
future universal, political reign is practicallyeidtical in the original Greek with the
description of Babylon's reign as given in Rev 8B.1Since Rev 1:5 pertains to Christ’s
universal reign, consistency mandates that Bals/l@gn must also be universal and
political. Although first-century Jerusalem wasaabus city, she came far short of
reigning over the entire earth. Far from ruling iotree world, first-century Jerusalem was
trampled down by various Gentile powers (Luke 21 &4d under Roman occupation.
Beale explains, “It is also fatal to the pretevigiw that the influence of Jerusalem was at
its lowest in the two centuries preceding A.D. WBereas Babylon’s demise in

Revelation 17-18 is an immediate fall from greateoand prosperity*?

! Russell,The Parousia: A Critical Inquiry into the New Testent Doctrine of Our Lord's
Second Comingt95.

42 Beale,The Book of RevelatipB89.

© 2010ANndy Woods 15 of 45



Babylon's Sins (Rev 18:4-5)

There are two issues related to Babylon's singessritbed in Rev 18:4-5 that
preterists utilize in order to identify Babylonfast-century Jerusalem. They include the
command for God's people to flee from Babylon (BR8w) and the description of

Babylon's sins arising to heaven (Rev 18:5).

Command to Flee From Babylon (Rev 18:4)

Preterists observe that God commands His peopledggust prior to
Babylon's destruction (Rev 18:4). Preterists cahtéat such a flight was fulfilled in the
early church's flight to Pella just prior to firséntury Jerusalem's destructtoas
recorded by EusebidsHowever, this interpretation proves to be chrogaally
problematic for the preterist since they beliewet the Book of Revelation was written in
A.D. 65° and represents prophetic events that were magfilyed in the Jewish War of
A.D. 66—70. The reason for this chronological difftgus that Eusebius indicates that the
church's flight to Pella transpired in A.D. 62 ouf years before the Jewish War ever
began. Note how church historian Philip Schaff expd Eusebius' comment about the
Pella journey: “Eusebius puts the flight to Peldidre the warrp[] o[ moAépov), or
four years before the destruction of Jerusalénlie flight to Pella could not have taken
place after the Jewish War had started. By the Tiies had surrounded the entire city of

Jerusalem there was no hope of any kind for esdagephus explains, “For the Jews,

43 Balyeat,Babylon, the Great City of Revelatid®0-91, n. 3; Milton S. Terr\Biblical
Apocalyptics: A Study of the Most Notable Revatatiof God and of ChrigiNew York: Eaton & Mains,
1898; reprint, Grand Rapids, Baker, 1988), 385.

4 Eusebiuscclesiastical Historns.5.3.

4 Kenneth L. GentryThe Beast of Revelatiprev. ed. (Powder Springs, GA: American
Vision, 2002), 245.

“¢ Philip Schaff History of the Christian Churghvol. 1 (New York: Scribner, 1910; reprint,
Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1975), 402, n. 1.
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along with all egress, every hope of escape wasaubwff.”” Thus, despite the fact that
preterists believe that Revelation represents fregdhecy,” they have turned Rev 18:4
into avaticinia ex eventprophecy since the flight to Pella transpired fpears before

preterists date the composition of the book.

Babylon's Arising Sins (Rev 18:5)

Preterists also believe that the description ofyBails sins arising to heaven
uniquely describes Jerusalem. Preterists noteldrasalem, with her sins arising to
heaven, is described in the exact same manner §Ex8 However, the mere notion of

sins arising to heaven need not uniquely descebgsdlem since Gentile cities are also

described in this same manner (Gen 11:4; 18:215118).

Babylon's Commercial Trade (Rev 18:11-19)

Revelation 18:11-18 describes Babylon as théecer worldwide
commercial activity. This description is problencdtr the preterist interpretation since
Jerusalem was not a harbor city and thereforeawattéd near a prosperous port. At this
juncture, preterists are helped by a Josephusereferindicating that Herod had built a
port in nearby Caesar&aowever, the presence of the Caesarean portigatatl by
the fact that Jerusalem was removed six hundreiibStar forty-seven miles from

Caesareé&. Furthermore, Jerusalem could not have been thercenworldwide

47 Josephu§Vvars5.12.3.

8 Kenneth L. GentryBefore Jerusalem Fell: Dating the Book of Reveta(ibyler, TX:
Institute for Christian Economics, 1989), 145.

49 Chilton, The Days of Vengeance: An Exposition of the Bo®&evElation449.
%0 Josephugntiquities16.2.1; Prestoni/ho Is This Babylon?255-58.
®1 Josephugntiquities13.11.2; Josephwar 1.3.5.

52 Unger,Unger's Bible Dictionary160.
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commerce since it was geographically removed frloenbain commercial highways of
the first-century world. As explained by most Biblietionaries, “unlike many other
ancient cities, Jerusalem is neither a harbormmtya city situated on trade routes

(italics addedy?

Babylon's Geography (Rev 17:1, 3a; 18:17)

There are two geographical clues given in Rev 17rIfder to describe
Babylon that cause difficulty for the preteristargretation. They include the references
to the harlot in the wilderness (Rev 17:3a) andréfierences to Babylon on the water

(Rev 17:1; 18:17).

Babylon in the Wilderness (Rev 17:3a)

Revelation 17:3a associates Babylon with the wildss. Such a geographical
description proves problematic for the preterigtiipretation since the Scripture seems to
distinguish the land of Israel from the wilderndssr example, Ezek 20 distinguishes the
desert from Canaan as the chapter describes sjaathey from the desert to the land
flowing with milk and honey. Ezekiel 20:15 cleadistinguishes the two when it says,
“Also | swore to them in thevildernesshat | would bring them into thand which | had
given them, flowing with milk and honevhich is the glory of all lands” (italics added).
Other verses that seem to draw the same distinctabnde Ezek 20:35, 38. The fact that
Ezekiel distinguishes the wilderness and the ldridrael is especially problematic for
the preterist interpretation since preterists beeBook of Ezek, especially chapters 16

and 23, as the backdrop not only for Rev 17—18luat for the entire Book of

%3 Ronald F. Youngblood, F. F. Bruce, and R. K. Hami, eds.Nelson's New lllustrated
Bible Dictionary, rev. and updated ed. (Nashville: Nelson, 198aring Nashville: Nelson, 1995), 655.
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Revelation. Carrington goes so far as to say thaeRevelations a Christian re-writing

of Ezekiel.”™

Babylon on the Water (Rev 17:1; 18:17)

Rev 17-18 associates Babylon with the waters. Nyt does John depict the
city as sitting upon many waters (Rev 17:1), bualse uses four Greek terms
synonymous with people of the sea in order to dles¢hose that were in a commercial
relationship with Babylon (Rev 18:17). These teintdude helmsmerk(Bepvnrng),
passengerstf¢ o émi ténov TAéwv), sailors yadtat), and those who work the seayy
BdAacoav épyalovtat). However such maritime details could hardly déscderusalem
due to Jerusalem’s landlocked status. The citylesd and therefore not beside any
major body of water as demanded by John’s visierushlem is situated fourteen miles
west of the Dead Sea, thirty-three miles east@Mlediterranean, and sixty miles south
of the Sea of Galile€.Therefore, “unlike many other ancient citi@dsyusalem is neither
a harbor citynor a city situated on trade routes” (italics atjdeln fact, far from
describing the city as dwelling upon the sea dsds with Tyre (Ezek 27:3, 27), the

Scripture describes Jerusalem as dwelling “betvileeiseas” (Dan 11:45).

Babylon's Incurred Justice (Rev 18:6b)

Preterists observe that Babylon is given the cuad's wrath to drink (Rev
18:6). Preterists maintain that the “cup” of judgrnihat Babylon will soon experience
(Rev 18:6b) identifies Jerusalem. They contendtthiatianguage goes back to God

giving His cup of wrath to the various nations tokl from as described by the prophet

% Philip Carrington,The Meaning of Revelatidhondon: Society for Promoting Christian
Knowledge, 1931), 65.

%5 Unger,Unger's Bible Dictionary387, 576.

%8 Youngblood, Bruce, and Harrison, edselson's New lllustrated Bible Dictiongr§55.
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Jeremiah (Jer 25:17-26). Preterists note that dienusis the first nation mentioned on

Jeremiah's list (Jer 25:18). Beagley explains:

Again, the idea of punishment as being given atougrink occurs in the Old
Testament in connection with Jerusalem; Jeremiabiigg given a cup of wine of
wrath and sent to make various nations drink djut; Jerusalem is the first place
named; later it is said that all nations are taklifrom this cup and Yahweh
begins to work evil ‘at the city called by [his]ma’ (25:28)"

While preterists are correct in noting that Jerisais the first of the nations
to drink after Jeremiah had been given the cupwhe wrath, it should be noted that
Babylon represents the last of the nations to d@dmmenting on Rev 18:6b, Bullinger
remarks, “Compare Jer. li. 7, and especially clkap., where the cup of God’s wrath is
sent to the nations (vv. 15, 16), and Babylon drilast (v.26).* Both the first and last
names mentioned in ancient Near Eastern listsngperitant. Preterists have chosen the
first name on Jeremiah’s list when interpreting R8v6b. However, it seems more
consistent to follow Bullinger's approach and setee last name mentioned since John
also uses the name Babylon rather than Jerusal&®ewvri7-18. Associating the cup of
punishment motif with Babylon is not out of the imaty since Habakkuk seems to
follow the same practice (Hab 2:16). Thus, conttargreterist assertions, the cup of
judgment motif does not uniquely identify Jerusalamis equally applicable to a

Gentile city.

Babylon's Destruction (Rev 18:8, 10, 21-23; 19:1-6)
There are at least four points of disharmony imien John's description of

Babylon's fall and what is known of first-centugrdsalem's fall im.D. 70. They include

57 Alan James Beagle¥he 'Sitz Im Leben' of the Apocalypse with ParicBeference to the
Role of the Church's Enemje®l. 50, Beiheft Zur Zeitschrift Fir Die Neutestantliche Wissenschaft
Und Die Kunde Der Alteren Kirche, ed. Erich Bei (Berlin: de Gruyter, 1987), 98.

%8 E. W. Bullinger,The Apocalypse Or "The Day of the Loftiondon: Eyre & Spottiswoode,

1909; reprint, London: Samuel Bagster & Sons, 193&3. Sheshach (Jer 25:26) is a cryptogram for
Babylon (Jer 51:41).
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Babylon's sudden fall, Babylon's final fall, theakenly rejoicing associated with

Babylon's fall, and Babylon burning forever subsaguo her fall.

Babylon's Sudden Fall

When Babylon falls, her decline will be sudden arsfantaneous. Such
suddenness of destruction is evidenced in how dahtogizes her fall to a giant stone
sinking into the Euphrates (Rev 18:21). Howeven gaem’s fall was part of an
elongated process spanning several years 66—70). That the fall of Jerusalem was
part of a long process is apparent from the wayplach typically refer to “Rome’s
prolongedsiege and destruction of Jerusalem from the l@®t6 the 70’s” (italics

addedy?®

Babylon's Final Fall

John describes Babylon's fall as final. In otherdgponce she falls she will
never be rebuilt nor inhabited again. This readitplains why the phrase “not found any
longer” or an equivalent expression is repeatedisigs in Rev 18:21-23. Such finality
obviously could not be describing Jerusalem's fadistince there are people living in
Jerusalem today. In fact, Jerusalem's fall.in 70 was not final because she was rebuilt
and destroyed again many times afterward. Accorttilgppian, . .. Pompey. ..
destroyed . .. Jerusalem . ... it was afterwabdilt and Vespasian destroyed it again,
and Hadrian did the same in our tinieBullinger summarizes the preterist dilemma
concerning the predictions of Babylon's suddenfarad fall. He notes, “This suddenness

and completeness of Babylon’s judgment disippearance from the face of the easth

% ThomasEvangelical Hermeneutics: The New Versus the €6@.

80 AppianSyrian Warss0.
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one of the prominent features of this prophecy: iaeéfectually proves that it has not yet

taken place®

Heavenly Rejoicing

Revelation 19:1-6 records the rejoicing of varibeavenly entities when
Babylon falls. Praise is heard from the many (13),1the elders and four living creatures
(19:4), a voice from the throne (19:5) , and a gnealtitude (19:6). However, why
would the heavenly chorus rejoice at Jerusalenrsisk when Jeremiah wept when
Jerusalem fell in 588.c. (Lam 2:11) and Christ wept at the prospect ofigalem’s fall
in AD. 70 (Luke 19:41)? This point becomes even molergaf the 24 elders (Rev
19:4) represent the church. Such rejoicing wouldieof place for the early church.
Paul had earlier warned her not to be conceiteldetralf of the natural branches (Israel)
that had been cut off (Rom 11:18) because God blast@are-graft them. In fact, it is
God's plan to re-graft these branches. If Isra@jsction of Christ meant reconciliation
for the world, how much more would her return tod@xess the world (Rom 11:12)?
Such Pauline instruction makes the whole idea®fttiurch rejoicing over Jerusalem’s

fall seem inappropriate.

Babylon Burning Forever

Revelation 19:3 predicts Babylon burning foreveeml$he falls. However, in
what sense did first-century Jerusalem burn for@ex 19:3)? The perpetual burning of
Babylon is communicated through the present terises” Gvapaiver) as well as the

repetition of the noun “foreverbi{®vac t@v aikvwv). Chilton answers:

It is used here to communicate the permanent nafuBabylon’s fall. . . . The
phrase thus cannot be pressed into service axal litescription of the eternal

&1 Bullinger, The Apocalypse Or "The Day of the Lar865.
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state of the wicked in general. The actual flanhes tonsumed “Babylon” burned
out long ago; but her punishment was eternal. Sheewver be resurrected.

However, preterists show no hint of interpreting tiearly identical expressi@nanvog
100 Pacaviopod avTt@Vv €ig aidvag aiwvwyv avafatver in Rev 14:11 as communicating
anything other than a perpetual burnthg/hy should the nearly same phrase found in

Rev 19:3 not be given the same treatment?

Analysis of Preterist Arguments From Outside Revl87
Now that the arguments that preterists employ frathin Rev 17-18 have
been analyzed, a response to three argumentsrétatigts employ from outside these
chapters will be similarly considered. These arguméclude Revelation's so called

"time texts," appeals to extra-biblical evidenasd &irst-century audience relevance.

"Time Texts"

Because Revelation makes use of the words “shautlyguickly” or tacos
(Rev 1:1; 2:16; 3:11; 11:14; 22:6, 7, 12, 20), ‘fiea “at hand” oreggus (Rev 1:3;
22:10), and “about to” arellw (1:19; 3:10), preterists believe that they have the
literary license to locate the fulfilment of mastJohn’s prophecies in the events
surrounding the fall of JerusalemArp. 705 According to Jerusalem advocates, such a
limitation at least narrows the interpretive possgies of the identity of Babylon in Rev
17-18 so that the interpreter at least must consigleisalem, which was an immediate

oppressor of God’s people at the time John wraeAghocalypsé® Russell explains:

%2 Chilton, The Days of Vengeance: An Exposition of the Bo®ewtlation472, n. 2; Bass,
Back to the Future: A Study in the Book of Revatatd 13.

8 Chilton, The Days of Vengeance: An Exposition of the Bo®&evtlation365-66; Bass,
Back to the Future: A Study in the Book of Reveta829-30.

% Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelation,” 41-45.

8 Chilton, The Days of Vengeance: An Exposition of the Bo®evtlation421.
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Rome, Heathen or Christian, lies altogether outgideapocalyptic field of view,
which is restricted to “things which shortly musinge to pass.” To wander into
all ages and countries in the interpretation oé¢hésions is absolutely forbidden
by the express and fundamental limitations laid mlawthe book itselfe

However, the preterist errs in assuming that thesels are technical expressions that
always have the same definition every time theyuaesl. In fact, each of these terms has
a broad semantic range and therefore its meanirsf) Ibeudetermined by its context
rather than through the imposition of an artificiahe size fits all” grid.

For example, besides always understanding thesgsvetironologically
indicatingwhenChrist will return, it is also possible to undarsti them adverbially or
gualitatively indicating thenannerof Christ’s return. In other words, when the actio
comes it will come suddenly or with great rapiditfhe New Testament allows for such
a usage. For example, while it is true that Scrgtften uses “shortly” or “quickly”
(tacos) in a chronological sense to indicate “when” ({thdthy 3:14), Scripture also uses
the same word in a qualitative sense to indicatev:hFor instance, Acts 22:18 uses
tacos to indicate manner when it says, “Make haste,gat@ut of Jerusalem quickly,
because they will not accept your testimony aboelt’ he LXX also displays an
adverbial use of these expressions by using thegrojphetic contexts that would not be
fulfilled for hundreds and sometimes thousandseafry or more into the future (Isa
13:22; 51:5; Zeph 1:7, 14; Obad 15; cf. Isa 5:286158:8; Joel 1:15; 2:1; 3:1#)Given
the broad semantic range of these terms, “conse«hg” in determining whether the
chronological or adverbial meaning is applicablec&uise the context of Revelation

involves global events that have not yet come 8span adverbial rather than a

% Russell,The Parousia: A Critical Inquiry into the New Testant Doctrine of Our Lord's
Second Comingt84-85.

7 John F. WalvoordThe Revelation of Jesus Christ: A Commen(@fyicago: Moody, 1966),
35.

% Thomas Ice, “Has Bible Prophecy Already Been Ratfl? (Part 2),"Conservative
Theological Journalt (December 2000): 306.
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chronological meaning should be assigned to thesdswvlt is also possible to
understanceggus (Phil 4:5) andrellw (1 Pet 5:1) in terms of imminency. In other
words, rather than chronology, these terms coulddbemunicating that the prophesied
events could happen at any mom@nt.

While Revelation’s “timing texts” pose no obstatibethe futurist
interpretation, these texts pose considerable enabifor the preterist interpreter. Partial
preterist interpretive problems are created byfdhethat Revelation's “timing texts” are
found at the end of the Book of Revelation as aslthe beginning (Rev 22:6, 7, 10, 12,
20). The partial preterist system still wants tédhto a future bodily appearing and final
judgment (Rev 20:7-15). However, the usda@tos andeggus in Revelation 22 is
injurious to the partial preterist system, becatseexistence of these words at the end of
the book logically leads to the conclusion thateh&re Book of Revelation was fulfilled
in A.D. 70 rather than just most of it. If the usetatos andeggus in the early chapters of
Revelation lead partial preterists to conclude thast of the book’s prophecies were
fulfilled in A.D. 70, then surely these identical words found aetie of the book should
also lead to the conclusion that the entire book fuHilled in A.D. 70.

In essence, it is impossible to be a consisteriigb@reterist because the
logical corollary of partial preterism is full pegtsm. In actuality, the designations
“partial preterist” and “full preterist” are misnars. Rather, partial preterists should be
labeled “inconsistent preterists” while full pragts should be referred to as “consistent
preterists.” This inconsistency is evident evesdme partial preterists, such as David
Chilton, who eventually abandoned his partial prstsystem in favor of full preterism.

Because of the use tacos andeggus in Revelation 22, in order for partial

preterists to be consistent, they also must belieatthe Second Advent and final

% Mark Hitchcock, “A Defense of the Domitianic Daiéthe Book of Revelation” (Ph.D.
diss., Dallas Theological Seminary, 2005), 86-96.
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judgment have already taken place. Such a beledfaslds with the great ecumenical
church creeds, which teach a future bodily appgasfrChrist. Denying the Second
Advent takes one outside the pale of orthodoxyiatadthe camp of heterodoxy or
heresy. Thus, the partial preterist understandirigevelation’s timing texts flirts

dangerously with unorthodoxy.

Extra-Biblical Material
Preterists appeal to two extra-biblical sourcesnrattempt to find a
hermeneutical basis for identifying Babylon of Riéi~18 as first-century. These sources

include apocalyptic literature and Qumran material.

Apocalyptic Literature

Preterism has difficulty explaining how Revelatisseemingly global
language was fulfilled in the local eventsaab. 70. For example, Revelation predicts
that the greatest earthquake in human historyoggur (Rev 16:18), that Babylon’s
reach would extend to all peoples, multitudes,ametj and tongues (Rev 17:15), and that
Babylon would reign over all of the kings of thetegRev 17:18). How could these
prophesied global events have been fulfilled inlttwal Jewish War of the first century?
The preterist escapes the tension between Revékgtobal language and
understanding this language as finding a fulfilltn@rthe local events of.D. 70 by
assuming that Revelation shares the same featutfes wpecial group of non-canonical
writings called apocalyptic literature that floured from the intertestamental period into

the first centuryt “where symbolism is the rule and literalism is éxeeption.™ Because

" Thomas Ice, “The Great Tribulation Is Past: Redlyittn The Great Tribulation: Past or
Future? Two Evangelicals Debate the Questigoh Thomas Ice and Kenneth L. Gentry (Grand Rapid
Kregel, 1999), 162-63.

I Non-canonical apocalyptic literature is an extilaibal literary genre that flourished

around the time of Revelation’s composition. Th@Bof Enoch, Apocalypse of Baruch, Book of Jubilees
Assumption of Moses, Psalms of Solomon, TestamititeoTwelve Patriarchs, and the Sibylline Oracles

© 2010ANndy Woods 26 of 45



such writings were characterized by apocalypticehnlgple, this classification gives the
preterist the hermeneutical basis that he needsytee that Revelation’s seeming global
language is in actuality local language wheneveribok’s textual details seem to go
beyond a mera.D. 70 fulfillment.

According to Hanegraaff, ". apocalyptic hyperbolé underscore the
distress and devastation that would be experiemt®h Jerusalem and its temple were
judged” (italics added}.Gentry similarly notes, ". . . the preterist videes understand
Revelation’s prophecies as strongly reflecting alchistorical events in John’s near
future, though they are setapocalyptic dramand clothed ipoetic hyperbolé(italics
added)* A case in point is how Preston appeals to the togdie description of an
earthquake in extra-biblical apocalyptic writingsorder to explain how John's
description of the greatest earthquake in humaoryigRev 16:18) is actually a past
local event. According to Preston, “The SibyllineaCles . . . says, ‘all creation was
shaken’ when Jerusalem fell. This was not a referén a literal earthquake . .”

However, the problem with the hyperbolic argumerthat it is inconsistently

employed by preterists. Preterists typically tdkefollowing features of Revelation

are all considered to be part of this literary 8ilais genre is comprised of works sharing the foilg
common cluster of characteristics: extensive ussyofbolism, vision as the major means of revelation
(Rev 1:10-11), angelic guides (Rev 1:1), activityangels and demons (Rev 12:7-8), focus on theoénd
the current age and the inauguration of the agenee (Rev 1:3), urgent expectation of the end ahba
conditions in the immediate future (Rev 21:1), ¢éinel as a cosmic catastrophe, new salvation that is
paradisal in character (Rev 21-22), manifestatfdh@kingdom of God (Rev 11:15), a mediator with
royal functions (Rev 3:7), dualism with God anda®ads the leaders, spiritual order determiningltve
of history, pessimism about man’s ability to chatfge course of events, periodization and determmirgs
human history (Rev 6:11), other worldly journey®yRi:1-2), the catchword glory (Rev 4:11), andnalfi
showdown between good and evil (Rev 19:11-21). atiwve citations from Revelation show that it has at
least some affinities with these extra-biblical rThis list was adapted from Frederick J. Muritssly
Judaism: The Exile to the Time of Jeg@eabody, MA: Hendrickson, 2002), 130-33.

2 Steve Gregg, edRevelation: Four Views: A Parallel CommentgNashville: Nelson,
1997), 11.

® HanegraaffThe Apocalypse Cogd80.
"4 Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelation,” 38.

s PrestonWho Is This Babylon?98.
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literally as they attempt to identify Babylon assficentury Jerusalem: Jerusalem (1158),
divisions of the city into thirds (Rev 16:19the word "city" (Rev 11:8; 16:19; 17:18;
18:10, 16, 18, 19, 21), the seven hills (Rev 17:8hd the one hundred pound hailstones
or tadavtiaio (Rev 16:21)? Preterists also take other aspects of the Aposaliiferally
since they are useful in arguing for a Neroniare dat the composition of the book: the
temple (Rev 11:1-2), the number 666 (Rev 13:1&) fdinty-two month reign of the beast
(Rev 13:5)° and the seven kings (Rev 17:30%ince the preterist system takes some
aspects of the Apocalypse literally, how does agtertnine which aspects of Revelation
are literal and which ones are not? Moreover, #seiaption that Revelation is part of
the apocalyptic category can be countered by ndtiagany similarities it has with these

non-canonical works are outweighed by notable diffees between the two.

Apocalyptic Genre Revelation
Pseudonymous Not pseudonymous
Pessimistic about the present Not pessimistic atheupresent
No epistolary framework Epistolary framework
Limited admonitions for moral compliance Repeatdohanitions for moral compliance
Messiah's coming exclusively future Messiah's cogni past (Rev 5:9) and future

8 Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelation,” 74.

" Gentry,He Shall Have Dominion: A Postmillennial Eschatglog?25.
8 1bid., 426.

" bid., 425.

8 Gentry, “A Preterist View of Revelation,” 65, 6H).

8 Gentry,He Shall Have Dominion: A Postmillennial Eschatglog26.

82 Adapted from Thomagvangelical Hermeneutics: The New Versus the G88. See also
ThomasRevelation 1-7: An Exegetical Commen{&§-28.
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Does not call itself a prophecy Calls itself a fgregy

History under the guise of prophecy Futuristicgiotion

Concerns a future generation (1 Enoch 1:2) Congaesent (2-3) and future (4—22)

Qumran Hermeneutics

Another problem for the preterist interpretatiomcerns how prophecies
aimed at Babylon in Rev 17-18 can be understoggp@aking of first-century
Jerusalem’s fall. At this juncture, Jerusalem adves appeal to Qumran material that
takes Old Testament prophecies originally aimediaéveh and Babylon and redirects
these prophecies so as to condemn first-centungdkm. For example, the Qumran
scroll 1QpHab, through the use of pesher hermergutdirects portions of the text for
the purpose of predicting imminent judgment upais@em rather than the Chaldeé&ns.
Jerusalem proponents argue that if the Qumran caomtymedirected Old Testament
texts so as to predict imminent judgment upon deuns, then John could also be using
the same procedure by taking the Old Testamenteptrof Babylon and redirecting it so
that it is used to predict the comiagp 70 judgment upon Jerusalem. Ford explains, “If
Ephraim was seen in such a light and such metapvenes used of her at the time the
Qumran commentaries were written, the same accomtoodmight well have been
made years later with reference to Jerusalem uhdéRomans®

However, three reasons make this interpretatioblpnoatic. First, because
Qumran was a break-away community, it therefore naybe reflective of the Jewish
tradition in which the Scripture was given. Secahé, Qumran community was not

doing Old Testament exegesis but rather was irggng passages under the authority of

8 1QpHab 9:2-7; 12:5-10.

84 J. Massyngberde ForBevelation Anchor Bible, ed. William Foxwell Albright and Dial
Noel Freedman (Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1978%.2
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the Teacher of Righteousness. Third, one mustpatsmeed with caution before equating
biblical and Qumran hermeneutics because the contyntommonly disregarded the
original context of a citation. After researchireysral explicit quotations, Fitzmyer
found only seven quotations where the communitysiciared the original context. The

rest were modernized (11), accommodated (12), ppliea in the new eschaton (19).

First-Century Relevance

Preterists contend that interpreting Revelationppecies as concerning the
distant future is to make the book irrelevant ® skeven churches (Rev 2-3), which were
John’s original addressees. Because of their pabef that John’s prophecy must have
been immediately applicable to John’s original aande, preterists dismiss interpretations
of Babylon in Rev 17-18 that place the fulfillmefithis prophecy in an era other than
the first-century. Preston incorporates this perpe in his criticism of a futurist

understanding of these chapters. According to &nesuggesting:

...that Revelation simply depicts a yet future tinfét the end of

history..."... one has to ask how all of this wasval#, or comforting to John’s
audience. This idea suggests that John was wtitisgffering saints, longing for
vindication, and yet, God ignores those urgentptedell them of events and
times unrelated to their traumatic situation. Té¢ompletely undermines the
‘occasional’ nature of the bodk.

However, it is quite common throughout the Old &astnt prophetic material
for God to comfort His people in the present bynfsining them with a vision of the
distant future. The Book of Isaiah amply refutes iea that the prophecy must relate
directly to the writer’s original audience. Isaiabt only sought to address the needs of
his own day (Isa 1-35) but also the needs of adugeneration of Jews in the

Babylonian Captivity (Isa 40-55). Also, Isaiah’suustic prophecies as recorded in Isa

8 Joseph Fitzmyer, “The Use of Explicit Old Testa@notations in Qumran Literature and
in the New TestamentNew Testament Studigg1961): 305-33.

8 prestonWho Is This Babylon?116-17.
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40-66 were designed to comfort Israel in her preadwverse circumstances in 78Q. In
fact, the messianic predictions found in Isa 53 Mot be fulfilled within the lifetimes

of Isaiah’s original audience but rather would ftheéir fulfillment nearly seven centuries
later. This same pattern is seen in other Old Testé prophetic material (Ezek 34-48;
Amos 9:11-15; Zech 12-14). Revelation simply folkéotlis Old Testament pattern by
providing the persecuted churches (Rev 2-3) withtwistic vision communicating that
God will ultimately conquer all forces oppressihg thurch at the end of history (Rev 4—

22).

Weaknesses With the Preterist Position
Now that the preterist arguments have been resplaiodéet us conclude by
offering four general weaknesses with the pretgosition. They include the date of the
Apocalypse, unfulfilled Old Testament prophecy relgag Babylon, Babylon’s

idolatrous description, and Babylon’s similaritiggh Tyre.

Revelation's Late Date

The preterist contends that most of the prophdoi@sd in Revelation were
fulfilled in A.D. 70. Obviously, this view is unworkable if it che established that the
book was written aftes.D. 70. Thus, the preterist view has the disadvanthgeate
dependency. In other words, it is possible to b&laalist, historicist, and futurist
regardless if the interpreter holds to a Neronsan.(65) or Domitianic datea(D. 95) for
the composition of Revelation. However, the prsteznjoys no similar luxury since any
date other than a preD. 70 date for the composition of the book destiagssiew.
Preterists themselves acknowledge this. Accorai@dntry, “If the late-date of around

A.D. 95-96 is accepted, a wholly different situatiwould prevail. The events in the mid

© 2010ANndy Woods 31 of 45



and late 60s of the first century wouldddesolutely excludeds possible fulfillments®”

Such early date dependency is problematic for teepst interpretation since most New
Testament scholars date the composition of the Algpse during the reign of Domitian
rather than Nero. In fact, past and recent schulatsas adequately responded to both the
external and internal arguments that preteristg laawvanced for the early dating of

Revelatior

Unfulfilled Old Testament Prophecy Regarding Babylo
A problem for the preterist interpretation of Bataylrelates to unfulfilled Old
Testament prophecies concerning Babylon's destruc8uch unfulfilled Old Testament

passages include Isaiah 13-14; Jer 50-51; and%ZBehl.

Isaiah 13-14

Isaiah 13-14 contains many elements that communfaairity* For
example, Isa 13 equates Babylon’s destructiondddhay of the Lord” (Isa 13:6-9).
Because this expression is likely non-technicanmréig to anytime that God intervenes
in history (Exod 32:34), it can sometimes refehistorical events (Amos 5:18, 20; Ezek
13:5; 30:3). However, the term is overwhelminglypdoyed in eschatological contexts
(Isa 2:12; Joel 1:15; 2:1, 11, 31, 3:14; Obad ¥plzl1:7, 14; Zech 14:1; Mal 4:5; 1
Thess 5:2; 2 Thess 2:2; 2 Pet 3:10). Isaiah 133L8l9o refers to cosmic disturbances.

Sproul notes how the existence of similar languadke Olivet Discourse (Matt 24:29-

87 Gentry,The Beast of Revelatiph11.

8 J. Ritchie Smith, “The Date of the ApocalypsBibliotheca Sacrat5 (April-June 1888);
Hitchcock, “A Defense of the Domitianic Date of tBeok of Revelation”; Robert L. Thomas, “Theonomy
and the Dating of RevelationThe Master's Seminary Journ@al(Fall 1994).

8 Pink, The Antichrist240-43; Henry MorrisThe Revelation Record: A Scientific and
Devotional Commentary on the Book of Revelatihheaton, Ill: Tyndale, 1983), 48; G. H. Laride
Revelation of Jesus Christ: Select Studiesmdon: Paternoster, 1948), 300-04; George HasvRiamber,
The Antichrist, Babylon, and the Coming of the ldimm (Miami Springs, FL: Schoettle, 1988), 84-105.
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31) poses a problem for the preterist interpresatite says, “This passage describes the
parousia in vivid and graphic images of astronohpeaturbations. It speaks of signs in
the sky that will be visible. . . . Perhaps no jortof the Olivet Discourse provides more
difficulties to the preterist view than this orfe.”

Isaiah 13:11-12 predicts that Babylon’s fall wormgult in man becoming
scarcer than gold. Isaiah also predicts that Babwlould experience sudden cataclysmic
destruction similar to that suffered by Sodom amn@rrah (Isa 13:19). In fact,
Babylon’s destruction would be final, thereby remag her permanently uninhabitable
(Isa 13:20-22). Also, Isa 14 indicates that theld/sruniversal rest and peace (Isa 14:5-
8) and Israel’s restoration (Isa 14:1-4) will trpine as a consequence of Babylon’s
destruction. Such national regeneration is typyogadirtrayed in Scripture as a future
event (Rom 11:25-27). It encompasses the earthriexpeng the full knowledge of God
(Hab 2:14) as well as Israel returning to her Iéed 14:1) and possessing her enemies
(Isa 14:2). Because it is difficult to connect #aevents with the historic fall of Babylon

in 539B.C. (Dan 5), they must be pointing to a future event.

Jeremiah 50-51

Others have noticed a similar pattern in Jer 50-btr example, Jer 50:3
predicts that an enemy from the north would desBalyylon and yet the Persians came
from the east. In addition, Jer 51:8 predicts Bettylon would be destroyed suddenly
and yet Babylon’s fall was a prolonged process empassing many centuries.

Furthermore, Jeremiah predicts that Babylon woelddmpletely destroyed (Jer 50:3,

R. C. SproulThe Last Days According to Jegi@rand Rapids: Baker, 1998), 42.

1 Charles H. Dyer, “Jeremiah,” Bible Knowledge Commentargd. John F. Walvoord and
Roy B. Zuck (Colorado Springs, CO: Chariot Victb®85), 1199-200; idem, “The Identity of Babylon in
Revelation 17-18 (Part 2)Bibliotheca Sacrd 44 (October—-December 1987): 443-49; Pifthe
Antichrist 243-45; Morris,The Revelation Record: A Scientific and Devoti@@@mnmentary on the Book
of Revelation348; Lang,The Revelation of Jesus Christ: Select Sty@e-04.
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13, 26, 39-40; 51:29, 43, 62) and yet Babylon remdivibrant long after 539.C. In
fact, the city was influential during the Persiatipd as Daniel served there
administratively (Dan 5:30; 6:1-3).

Moreover, Jer 51:26 predicts that Babylon’s desitonovould result in even
her building materials never being used again atd.y . many towns and villages have
been built out of the remains of BabylohAlso, Jeremiah predicts that believers would
flee Babylon upon her destruction (Jer 50:8; 545j,and yet “there is no record of the
Jews fleeing Babylon when she fell to Medo-PerSitnterestingly, Scripture
specifically states that Daniel remained in Babyadter it fell to Persia (Dan 5:28, 30-31;
6:1-3). Finally, Jeremiah predicts the reuniting aational repentance of Israel
following Babylon’s fall (Jer 50:2, 4-5, 20; 51:580d yet such a reuniting never took
place after Babylon fell. In fact, postexilic Sdtipe evidences God’s continual rebuking
of His people. The Old Testament often portraysréhmification of the northern and
southern kingdoms (Ezek 37) and the restoratidghehation (Amos 9:11-15; Jer 31) as
events that are yet to transpire in the future.iAgaecause it is difficult to connect these
events with the historic fall of Babylon in 58%. (Dan 5), they must be pointing to a
future event.

Walvoord summarizes as follows:

As far as the historic fulfillment is concernedisitbbvious from both
Scripture and history that these verses have ret likerally fulfilled. The city of
Babylon continued to flourish after the Medes carqd it, and though its glory
dwindled, especially after the control of the Medesd the Persians ended in 323
B.C., the city continued in some form or substamu@ A.D. 1000 and did not
experience a sudden termination such as anticipatids prophecy:

% Lang, The Revelation of Jesus Christ: Select Studes.
% Dyer, “The Identity of Babylon in Revelation 17—(Rart 2),” 447.

% John F. WalvoordThe Nations in ProphedGrand Rapids: Zondervan, 1967), 63-64.
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Zechariah 5:5-11

Many commentators decline to apply a normal hermgn& these chapters
instead arguing that they are merely hyperboli@yltontend that Isa 13—-14 and Jer 50—
51 were “essentially fulfilled” in 538.C.*> However, even granting this premise, the
preterist is still unable to escape the implicagiohunfulfilled Old Testament prophecy
regarding Babylon due to the presence of Zech %;which also predicts a future
prophetic role for Babylon.

In these verses, Zechariah sees a woman nameddnis® carried away in
an ephah in the last days to the land of Shinarevagemple will be built for her. In
order to grasp the meaning of the vision, the foihg five elements must be
understood First, Zechariah saw a basket. Second, in thegbaZkchariah saw a
woman signifying wickedness. Third, Zechariah shevwoman being pushed back into
the basket as a heavy lid was placed on top ofTes.incarceration of the woman in the
basket signifies that God is in control and He walease her only in His time.

Fourth, Zechariah saw the basket being transptotdte land of Shinar. The
Old Testament repeatedly identifies Shinar[a>vi as Babylonia, which is the
exact same locale where the Tower of Babel asagdNebuchadnezzar’'s Babylon once
stood (Gen 10:10; 11:2; 14:1, 9; Isa 11:11; Dar. Eith, Zechariah was told that the
woman one day would be released and set upon tlesta of a house in Shinar. The
Hebrew word for house &yIB; . This is the same word used to describe the temple
that Solomon would one day build for God (2 San8Y.:Because this part of the vision

conjures up religious imagery, it communicates thatwoman will be vested with future

% Homer Heater, “Do the Prophets Teach That Babgl®¥ill Be Rebuilt in the Eschaton?,”
Journal of the Evangelical Theological Sociéty (March 1998); Robert B. Chisholidandbook on the
Prophets(Grand Rapids: Baker, 2002), 53, 213.

% Pink, The Antichrist281; Charles Dyer and Eugene Mer@ld Testament Survegd.
Charles R. Swindoll and Roy B. Zuck (Nashville: \Wp2001), 825-26.

© 2010ANndy Woods 35 of 45



religious authority. Putting all of this togeth&echariah’s vision teaches that in God’s
providence, wickedness and religion will once agetnrn to the land of Babylonia.
What is striking about this vision is that it wasem in 5198.C. (Zech 1:7) or
twenty years after the historic fall of BabylonS89B.C. Thus, the timing of Zech 5:5-11
prevents this prophecy from being interpreted asnigaalready been fulfilled in the same
manner in which Isa 13-14 and Jer 50-51 are sorastimderstood as “essentially
fulfilled” in Babylon’s historic fall. How can Zech:5-11 be connected with the fall of
historic Babylon in 53®.C. if this prophecy was given 20 years after theXakccording
to Newton, “That this event predicted in this rekadnle passage remains still
unaccomplished, is sufficiently evident from thetfaf Zechariah’s having prophesied
after Babylon had received that blow under whidhas gradually waned. Zechariah

lived after Babylon had passed into the handsefRérsians . . %"

Futuristic Fulfillment

If these passages remain unfulfilled, a futuristaved and destroyed
Babylon represents the only time in history forsta@assages to achieve their realization.
This perspective becomes evident by noting thelaiities between Jer 50-51 and Rev
17-18% For example, both passages associate Babyloravgtiden cup (Jer 51:7; Rev
17:3-4; 18:6), dwelling on many waters (Jer 51R8y 17:1), intoxicating the nations
(Jer 51:7; Rev 17:2), and having the same naméQigr Rev 17:5; 18:10). Moreover,
both passages analogize Babylon’s destructiorstoree sinking into the Euphrates (Jer
51:63-64; Rev 18:21) and depict Babylon’s destauctis sudden (Jer 51:8; Rev 18:8),
caused by fire (Jer 51:30; Rev 17:16; 18:8), f{dal 50:39; Rev 18:21), and deserved

97 Benjamin Willis NewtonBabylon: Its Future, History, and Doom. With Rensaok the
Future of Egypt and Other Eastern Countriged ed. (London: Wertheimer, 1890), 64.

% Dyer, “The Identity of Babylon in Revelation 17—(Bart 2),” 441-43; BullingeThe

Apocalypse Or "The Day of the Lotd46; Pink,The Antichrist287-90; Thoma®Revelation 8—22: An
Exegetical Commentarg07.
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(Jer 51:63-64; Rev 18:21). Furthermore, both passdgscribe the response to
Babylon’s destruction in terms of God’s people ithge(Jer 51:6, 45; Rev 18:4) and
heaven rejoicing (Jer 51:48; Rev 18:20). Other cemsators have also noticed how
frequently John in Rev 17-18 draws from the imagéryer 50-51.

Regarding Zech 5:5-11, Revelation 17-18 speakisesiet same elements
when it mentions a woman (17:1), wickedness (1&R(l, religion (17:2) in Shinar or the
city of Babylon (Rev 17:18; 18:1®)Thus, regarding Zech 5:5-11, Pink observes, “The
vision or prophecy contains the germ which is afted expanded and developed in such
detail in Rev. 17 and 18 Thus, Seiss observes, “ . . . there are Scrigitophecies
which | am at a loss to understand except upohibary that Babylon will be restored,
become a commercial centre, and be the last ofitinkel’s great centers to go down

under the terrific visitations of the day of therdg*®

Injury to Preterism

In sum, if it can be demonstrated that these Oktalreent passages have
never been completely fulfilled historically bustead await a future fulfillment, then an
additional problem is created for the preteristiptetation since it leaves no place for
these passages to find their realization. Unlileptteterist, many futurists have no
difficulty explaining when these Old Testament greges regarding Babylon’s fall will
be fulfilled since they see either Rev 18 or Rex1i¥as speaking of a revived Babylon
that is destined to be destroyed in the comingulatioon period. In other words, if Isa
13-14 and Jer 50-51 have not yet been fulfilleeh tthere is no logical place in the

preterist system for these Old Testament prophécibe realized. This is because the

% Hitchcock,The Second Coming of Baby)di99.
190 Pink, The Antichrist281.

1013, A. SeissThe Apocalypse: A Series of Special Lectures oRéwelation of Jesus Christ,
with Revised TexXPhiladelphia, PA: Approved, 1865; reprint, Graabids, Zondervan, 1977), 398.
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preterist understands Babylon of Rev 17-18 as dierus Therefore, there is no way for
the Old Testament passages regarding Babylon'sofalé fulfilled in preterism unless

the meaning of these passages also changes fropioBdb Jerusalem. Because these
Old Testament prophecies were originally directeBabylon (Isa 13:1; Jer 50:1; Zech
5:11), such a proposition damages the stabilitme&ning of these prophecies in between
the Old Testament and the Book of Revelation. Athés is to say that the preterist
system is damaged to the extent that it can be rshioat the Old Testament passages

regarding Babylon’s fall have never been fulfilled.

Babylon's Idolatry

Another problem with identifying Babylon of Rev 1I8-as first-century
Jerusalem involves John’s description of idolatrBabylon. Such a sin was
uncharacteristic of first-century Judaism. Becdusecentury Jews recognized that
idolatry had caused the exile, this realization thedtendency to rid first-century Israel
of this particular sin (Rom 2:22). Regarding Jewdilatry, “The captivity of the people
of Israel at the hands of the Babylonians producpdrmanent cure for the sin of
idolatry. Never again, even to the present tims, halaism succumbed to idolatry. In the
gospels there is virtually nothing about idolatry "2

However, in Rev 17-18, John employs five words #natoften associated
with the technical sin of idolatry when used inetkections of Scripture and also
elsewhere within the Apocalyp&eThey include: dapoviov (Rev 18:2; 9:20; 1 Cor
10:19-20)mopveia (Rev 17:1-2; 2:14, 20; 9:21; Ezek 16:15, 21, @appoxeil | (Rev
18:23; 9:21; 21:8; 22:15; Gal 5:2@pe vypa (Rev 17:4-5; 21:8, 27; 22:15), and

[kaBapta (Rev 17:4; 2 Cor 6:16-17; Eph 5:5Jhus, the existence of these five words in

192 Youngblood, Bruce, and Harrison, eddelson's New lllustrated Bible Dictionary92.

102 Johnson, “Revelation,” 555-56, 66; Bedlte Book of Revelatip849, 922-23.
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Rev 17-18 indicates Babylon’s heavy involvemenhwdblatry. Such a sinful
description is inconsistent with a first-centuryulalem interpretation of these chapters

since idolatry was uncharacteristic of first-cegtdudaism.

Babylon' s Similarities With Tyre

There are some similarities between first-centarnudalem and Babylon of
Rev 17-18 that the preterist appeals to in ordsufiport his Babylon-equals-Jerusalem
formula. For example, the preterist points to hberdouble recompense language of Rev
18:6 is used only of Jerusalem in Scripture (Ex@dl2lsa 61:7; Jer 16:18; 17:18). He
also observes the parallels between Rev 18:22-@3@n25:10, which pertains to
Jerusalem’s fall. In addition, the preterist obserthe similarities between the inscription
upon the harlot’s forehead and similar descriptiohn®Ild Testament Israel (Exod 28:36-
38; Jer 3:3).

However, noting some similarities between Babylod derusalem does not
prove the preterist case since John in Rev 17—t8aap to be borrowing imagery and
language from past destructions of multiple citiesluding Jerusalem, in an attempt to
depict the manner of Babylon’s fall. Commentatdralbpersuasions recognize Tyre’s
prominence in these chapters. According to Prig&sey 17 was obviously inspired by
Jer 51; the model for Rev 18, on the other hanfbusd in Ezek 27-28'** In addition to
Tyre, the imagery of many other cities is presariRev 17-18. Even preterists, like Steve

Gregg, observe this reality. He notes:

The entire chapter is filled with allusions to Bl Testament prophecies against
Babylon, Tyre, Sodom, and Jerusalem. The spediaild do not need to be
pressed as applicable to the present case if vephatite meaning that, in

104 Pierre PrigentCommentary on the Apocalypse of St. Jatams. Wendy Pradels
(TUbingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2001), 498.
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principle, the judgment of this city is like Godisstorical judgments upon great
cities of the pas?®

In sum, if it is valid to identify Babylon of Rew418 based upon similar
imagery with Old Testament descriptions of Jerusads the preterist position contends,
then by the same logic Tyre, Assyria, Nineveh, Edand Sodom are also equally viable
candidates for the identification of Babylon. lctiathere are just as many parallels
between Babylon and each of these five cities a®thre between Babylon and Old

Testament descriptions of Jerusalem.

Conclusion

The first part of the paper represented a respnge arguments that
preterists employ in order to identify Babylon astfcentury Jerusalem. This first major
division contained two parts. First, arguments froeithin Rev 17—18 were analyzed.
Second, arguments from outside Rev 17-18 wereisaed. The second part of the
paper set forth some general weaknesses with #terst identification of the harlot as
first-century Jerusalem.

Thus, it has been demonstrated that the pretemngsdlem position is fraught
with so many difficulties that it remains the lepstferable or least probable option in
comparison to the remaining competing positioncaBee the exegetical, contextual,
and geographic details do not support the inteapet that Babylon of Rev 17-18 is
first-century Jerusalem, interpreters are obligadecbnsider other options in their
attempt to identify the harlot. For now, it is saint to say that Babylon the Great
described in these chapters and related passagessemething that has already been
manifested back in the first-century. Rather, Babhyk something that is destined to one

day arrive on the future world scene.

195 Gregg, ed.Revelation: Four Views: A Parallel Commenta#8.
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