
Strengths of the Pre-Wrath View

1. The pre-wrath view is actually a sub-category of historic, post-trib premillennialism which 
was believed by most of the earliest church fathers. 

The Patristic View

a. The early church fathers were predominantly premillennialists. There are clear 
examples in the writings of Barnabas (100-150), Papias (60-130), Justin Martyr 
(110-165), Irenaeus (120-202), Tertullian (145-220), Hippolytus (c. 185-236), 
Cyprian (200-250), and Lactantius (260-330). No serious survey of early church 
history can make the case otherwise. Other views of the millennium were not 
common until allegorical interpretation of the Scriptures was popularized after the 
first couple of centuries of church history.

b. They also predominantly believed that Christ would return to rescue the church 
after going through at least some part of the tribulation period and that then the wrath 
of God would consume their enemies before the millennium.

c. There is no clear evidence that any of the early fathers held to a pre-tribulational 
rapture. They did teach the need to be ever-prepared for the return of Christ, but it 
cannot be demonstrated that they taught an “any moment” rapture apart from 
tribulational experience. The fact that their own historical experiences were filled 
with significant tribulations helps to explain their notion of imminence. 

The Pre-Wrath View

a. The pre-wrath view is technically a post-trib view, because it believes the Great 
Tribulation will come upon the church and the church will be raptured at the end of it. 

b. The pre-wrath view is really just a more specific articulation of the commonly held 
beliefs listed above. While the basic pegs of the beliefs of the early fathers is evident, 
they did not give attention to prophetic harmonization like we do today. So while it 
might concern us to hold a contemporary view that is totally contradictory of the 
earliest fathers, we should not be alarmed if our view is simply more complete. 

2. The pre-wrath view does not depend upon a radical distinction between the church and 
Israel nor does it view the church as the replacement of Israel.

Classic dispensationalism, which has always been the driving force behind a pre-trib 
rapture, is based on a radical division between the church and Israel that is contrary to the 



New Testament’s teaching of the unity of all God’s people for all time (Gal 3:27-29; Eph 
2:11-22) and is extremely violent to biblical texts for the sake of this doctrinal priority. 

Modified forms of dispensationalism (such as progressive dispensationalism) and non-
dispensational views that still believe in future fulfillment of promises to the nation of 
Israel both work very well with the pre-wrath view. 

3. The pre-wrath view recognizes The Day of the Lord proper and does not conflate broader 
surrounding themes (birth pangs, tribulation, millennium) with this specific, significant 
biblical concept.

In the Old Testament prophets, the Day of the Lord refers to a future, ultimate time-
period on earth in which God is manifestly present pouring out his terrifying, miraculous, 
direct wrath on people. Though types have happened throughout history that in various 
ways point to the fulfillment of this time, the ultimate predictions of the prophets 
concerning the Day of the Lord have yet to be fulfilled. 

Joel 3:9-16; Is 13:6-13; Eze 30:3; Amos 5:18-20; Isa 2:12-22; 63:1-6; Oba 1:15; Zeph 
1:7, 14; Mal 4:1-3

4. The pre-wrath view addresses the glaring weakness of the pre-trib view while still 
harmonizing with many of its strengths.

The glaring weakness of the pre-trib view is its paltry textual evidence for a pre-trib 
rapture. There just isn’t anything there. But of course, the pre-trib view is still good on 
many of the literal prophetic details in the Bible. 

5. The pre-wrath view addresses the glaring weakness of the common post-trib view while 
still harmonizing with many of its strengths.

The glaring weakness of common post-trib view is its reluctance to process all the 
concrete, meaty biblical teaching about the Day of the Lord. It tends to speak about the 
coming of Christ, the rapture, and the wrath to follow as a single, punctiliar, moment 
without any substance to what it will be. It may also speak of the first half of Daniel’s 
70th week in the vague, generalized terms of the entire church age. (This particular view 
is especially incredible–and I would say un-credible–given its literal view of the rest of 
Daniel’s 70 weeks.)

6. The pre-wrath view understands the entire Day of the Lord sequence as Christ’s manifest 
presence, so it does not have the problem of “two comings” that the pre-trib view has. In 
the pre-trib view, Christ raptures his church and then remains absent from earth in a direct, 



personal way until the end of the tribulation. In the pre-wrath view, from the time of the 
rapture to the end of the Day of the Lord wrath, Christ has come. 

7. The pre-wrath view sees clear references to the rapture of the church in very significant 
places in both the Olivet Discourse and Revelation where the pre-trib view does not. The 
irony is that proponents of the pre-trib view often consider themselves the greatest 
defenders of the rapture, yet their view pushes it out of two of the most significant 
passages on the Day of the Lord in the New Testament.

The following are not typically considered church rapture passages by pre-
tribulationalists.

Matt 24:31 (cf. Mark 13:27) - “And he will send out his angels with a loud trumpet call, 
and they will gather his elect from the four winds, from one end of heaven to the other.” 

Luke 21:27–28 - “And then they will see the Son of Man coming in a cloud with power 
and great glory. Now when these things begin to take place, straighten up and raise your 
heads, because your redemption is drawing near.”

Rev 7:9-17 - After this I looked, and behold, a great multitude that no one could number, 
from every nation, from all tribes and peoples and languages, standing before the throne 
and before the Lamb, clothed in white robes, with palm branches in their hands . . .
Then one of the elders addressed me, saying, “Who are these, clothed in white robes, and 
from where have they come?” I said to him, “Sir, you know.” And he said to me, “These 
are the ones coming out of the great tribulation. They have washed their robes and made 
them white in the blood of the Lamb.

8. The pre-wrath view follows Revelation’s literal chronological progression from throne 
room, to seals, to trumpets, to bowls, to millennium, to new creation without getting too 
enamored with literary patterns that tend to “smooth out” all the distinctive features of the 
book. While some pre-wrath approaches to Revelation are overly dogmatic about literal 
details (in my opinion), the basic understanding of the structure of Revelation is more 
satisfying than many other approaches that seem to be driven by a reluctance to take the 
book literally and chronologically.

9. The pre-wrath view does the best job of taking seriously New Testament teachings about 
events and signs that will precede the Day of the Lord and alert the church to its 
imminence while it also has a solid explanation of the unpredictability of the rapture (Matt 
24:15-33; 1 Thes 5:1-11; 2 Thes 2:1-11).



The pre-trib view renders the Bible’s teaching about the most significant signs to watch 
for as practically useless for Christians and only applicable to those saved after the 
rapture. The two big signs are the abomination of desolations and the sign of the coming 
of the Son of Man in the heavens. In the pre-trib view, these signs which are so 
emphasized in the Bible are completely irrelevant to Christians today.

The classic post-trib view locks the church into the tribulation for the full duration of 
Daniel’s seventieth week, so the church has no expectation of early rescue and could 
predict quite precisely when the rapture would happen once the abomination of 
desolations has occurred.

10. The pre-wrath view, time and time again, flows out of the most straightforward readings 
of the relevant biblical passages while maintaining a healthy awareness of the overarching 
biblical context.


