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This book is divided into six chapters dealing successively with the following subjects: 

The Coming World Church, 

The Coming Man of Sin, 

The Coming Doom of Russia, 

The Coming World Conflict, 

The Coming Reign of Christ, 

The End of This Present World. 

 

It is said on the jacket of this book that, 

 this book will prove a blessing to those whose faith is founded upon the solid 

Rock. It will prove a warning, hard-hitting and frequently shocking, to those who 

have not rested their confidence in this Rock. All who rend will marvel at Dr. 

Strauss’ broad grasp of prophetic truth in the light of fast-mooing events today. 

It is with the italicized words that we have a little difficulty, for we are not impressed 

with the Dr.’s “broad grasp of prophetic truth” for it is indeed true that this is in the light of fast-

moving events today. He should have exegeted Scripture with Scripture and then interpreted this 

prophecy. 

The entire book is so saturated with the error of Pre-millenialism, in such a crass manner 

that to my mind he makes shambles of the entire subject. Now I wish it to be understood that 

there are some good statements in the book. For example, at the end of chapter one, 

“It is with mixed emotions that I have written this chapter. There are ministers 

whom I have known and respected for many years, men who believe as I believe 

in matters of doctrine, but with whom I must disagree as to their associations with 

denominations which are affiliated with the National and World Councils of 

Churches and which are looking with favor upon the modern Ecumenical 

Movement. I must remind them once again that the cause for which they are 

working is already lost. The Bible states plainly that Satan’s superchurch is 

doomed to collapse. . . . And to any who read these lines not having been born 

again, will you receive the Lord Jesus Christ now? For you He died, and for you 

He waits patiently now in order that you might be saved” (p. 32). 

We consider the first paragraph a demonstration of the fact that the Dr. desires to warn 

and admonish his erring fellow pastors, which is good. But with that is mixed the nonsense of 

self-willed regeneration which is so prevalent with the modem Arminian churches. 

Again on p. 45 is found a very nice comment on I John 4:2, this comment very clearly 

holds water. It is also in Chapter 2 that he puts forth the speculation that Anti-Christ will be a 

Jew, an opinion which we have met before but is not proved too clearly. And it is on page 41 we 

read “Judas Iscariot will be the ‘man of sin.’ As Christ, the Seed of the woman, is God incarnate, 

so Judas Iscariot, the seed of the serpent, is the devil incarnate (Gen. 3:15).” The reader is 

inclined to ask at this point as to whether Dr. Strauss is advocating among his other heresies the 

heresy of Re-incarnation. 



Chapter 3 is a study of sorts revealing the godless materialism of the Communist religion. 

Here also he identifies Russia as Gog of Ezekiel 38 and 39 (p. 74). Yet we find it very strange 

that the Dr. does not once here in his interpretation speak of the text of Ezekiel 38, 39 in relation 

to the text of Rev. 20:8ff. Maybe these pre-millenialists separate the Old Testament from the 

New Testament exegetically, which would also explain their complete lack of sense in the 

interpretation of the O.T. prophecies. It is a combination of all the above which causes the author 

to miss the boat with his interpretation of the battle of Armageddon. To the author the key is the 

physical Israel which in the one case gives rise to the Anti- Christ and in the other case here 

becomes the object of God’s grace and the Lord is going to assist that land and people according 

to prophecy. 

The error comes to a head in chapter 5. The author asserts that Christ will reign in the 

present Jerusalem and it is in this chapter that we give up hope entirely with reference to the 

Dr.’s exegesis. Under the division “Is the Kingdom Spiritual or Literal?” He makes it clear that 

to his mind the throne of David is a physical throne in the earthly Israel. On p. 101 we read, 

“However, we insist that neither Christ's virgin birth nor His literal reign on 

earth can be spiritualized without doing violence to the laws of interpretation This 

method of spiritualizing is enlarging the ranks of modernism, for when a 

theological student is taught that he is to spiritualize the Davidic throne in these 

passages, he may feel that he is justified in spiritualizing the virgin birth. . . .” 

Is the above an example of the reasoning of one called Dr.? This is such nonsense that 

one wonders how it can possibly appear in print. Then on p. 103 the Dr. has the nerve to stick his 

proud neck out with reference to “. . . our conservative brethren, who put forth honest effort in 

their interpretation of the Scriptures, there are those who either spiritualize the truth, or else 

satisfy themselves with the solution that the promises to David already have been fulfilled in 

Christ.” Yes, we are satisfied with that interpretation but not in camel pride and stubbornness but 

only because the evidence of Scripture persuades us that we view these things properly. We are 

of the opinion that proof lies in the text of Heb. 11:10, 16 and Heb. 12:22, 26-28. The author’s 

chief mistake being that he interprets with regard to said subject the O.T. by itself. And 

conversely, the N.T. is used not as more revelation and the completion of prophesy but as a 

mirror pointing back to the O.T. These contentions hold for all the material from p. 107 to p. 113 

also. The section ending the chapter is nothing but repetition. 

It is on the basis of the above that we maintain that because of the poor work in the first 

five chapters, the concluding chapter which is after all the real subject of the book is such a great 

disappointment. A mere 10 pages on the real subject of the book! This is extremely poor and we 

would expect far better of one who is a Litt. D., and one who is said, furthermore, to cause 

marveling by the breadth of his grasp of prophetic truth. Therefore we advise the Dr. to rework 

his subject and to pay more attention to his more conservative brethren. Especially the author 

should pay more attention to the Epistle to the Hebrews and the book of Revelation. 

With the above criticism we recommend the book to our readers with this note of reproof. 

Remember that virtually no man in the Reformed circles today has and is treating this subject at 

all. So for this give due credit to the author for calling attention to this subject. 
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