A N INTERPRETATION OF M ATTHEW 24—25
Part VII
by Thomas Ice

Matthew 24:6 says, “And you will be hearing of wars and rumors of wars; see that you
are not frightened, for those things must take place, but that is not yet the end.” Previously I
dealt with the first half of this verse, but the second half makes an important statement.
T HAT I S N OT Y ET T HE E N D
Since wars and rumors of wars must take place, there would be a tendency to think that
the end is upon them, but such is not the case. In fact, this warning has been ignored down
through church history. Too often many have thought that because of military conflicts that
the end of the age has come.1 With the current war against terrorism in which the United
States and Israel are currently engaged, some might be tempted to think that this is a sign
of the end. While I do think that we could be near the end of the church age, it would not be
for that reason.2 To what does “that is not yet the end” refer?
I have previously shown that verses 4–31 cover the time period known as the
seventieth week of Daniel or more popularly called the tribulation period. Thus, Christ is
telling His disciples that when one sees the beginning of the birth pangs—the first few seal
judgments of Revelation 6—then that is not the end of the seven-year tribulation period,
but just the beginning. Many more events must unfold before one can “straighten up and
lift up your heads, because your redemption is drawing near” (Luke 21:28).
It could be possible that America’s impending attack on Iraq could set off a series of
events that could culminate in the beginning of the tribulation. Let me make it clear: I am not
saying that these current events will do that, only that they could! We do not know this; we
are still living in the church age, which will end when the rapture takes place prior to the
beginning of the tribulation. So no matter what happens in the next few months, they will
not be specific events that are prophesied in the Bible; Scripture does not prophesy
church age geo-political events.
N ATIONS AND K INGDOMS ON THE R ISE
The first half of Matthew 24:7 says, “For nation will rise against nation, and kingdom
against kingdom.” Immediately we notice a difference between our Lord’s use of “nation”
and “kingdom.” This is an important distinction, as we will shortly see.
First, I want to examine the usage of the conjunction “for.” Does the Greek word gar
refer to the preceding or following context? Dana and Mantey tell us in their grammar that
gar “may express: (a) a ground or reason, (b) an explanation, (c) a confirmation or
assurance.”3 All nuances of the use of gar are what we might call resultant in scope. This
would mean that verse 7 is “introducing a reason” or is “explanatory”4 of the preceding
statement from verse 6. M‘Neile asserts that gar “links the verse with the preceding.”5 This
means that Christ is not introducing something totally new in verse 7. It means that the
“wars and rumors of wars” of verse 6 are happening because of verse 7. So what is
happening in verse 7?
The Greek word for “nation” is ethnos. It simply means “people” or if used of a national
group of people it means “nation.”6 Our English word “ethnic” is derived from this Greek
word. Since ethnos is set against ethnos in this context, it must mean a “nation,” like Canada
or Mexico. On the other hand, the Greek word for “kingdom” is basileia. This word simply
means “the territory ruled over by a king.”7 James Morison says, “Literally, upon nation.
One nation shall rise in its anger to come down upon another.”8 But what is the relationship
between nation and kingdom?
At the very least nation and kingdom are synonyms for national entities. However, it
appears to me from the context that there is a progression from nation (ethnos) to a
confederation of nations that form a kingdom (basileia). Morison says that the notion of

kingdom could include “greater communities, or empire, embracing within one political
sphere various distinct nationalities.”9 If this is the case, then the passage is saying that
nations will be fighting against nations and groups of nations will also be fighting against each
other. This would be similar to the alliance during the Cold War where NATO was aliened
against the Warsaw Pact. M‘Neile says, “The horrors described are not local disturbances,
but are spread over the known world; nations and kingdoms are in hostility with one another
(not divided against itself, as in xii. 25, Is. xix. 2).”10
P RETERIST D ISTRACTION
Preterist Gary DeMar, of course, believes that this was fulfilled in the first century. He
says the following:
The Annals of Tacitus, covering the period from A.D. 14 to the death of Nero
in A.D. 68, describes the tumult of the period with phrases such as “disturbances
in Germany,” “commotions in Africa,” “commotions in Thrace,” “insurrections in
Gaul,” “intrigues among the Parthians,” “the war in Britain,” and “the war in
Armenia.” Wars were fought from one end of the empire to the other. With this
description we can see further fulfillment: “For nation will rise against nation, and
kingdom against kingdom” (Matt. 24:7).11
As usual, when one examines the preterist view on a specific matter closely it does not
correspond to what the passage is actually saying. Tacitus is describing internal conflict
within the Roman Empire, not “nation against nation, and kingdom against kingdom.” Craig
Evans notes that this passage speaks of “the expectation of global warfare and chaos . . .
However, there were no major wars prior to the Jewish revolt.”12 Meyer declares: “As for
the Parthian wars and the risings that took place some ten years after in Gaul and Spain,
they had no connection whatever with Jerusalem or Judea.”13 Commentator, M. F. Sadler
is on the mark when he notes the following about the parallel passage in Mark:
If this verse is the sequence of the previous one, then it can hardly refer to the
time before the destruction of Jerusalem; for then the Roman power kept the
peace of the world. It is consequently explained by many commentators as
fulfilled in various local tumults between the Jews who were scattered
everywhere, and the various Gentile nations amongst whom they dwelt. But this
by no means answers to such expressions as, “nation against nation,” and
“kingdom against kingdom.” They seem rather to refer to such a time as the
present, when the civilized world is divided into many separate nationalities.14
If this was the case one hundred twenty-five years ago, concerning the state of nationalism,
how much more are we in that condition in our own day? Sadler adds the following
comment at the parallel passage in his commentary on Luke:
I have noticed that these international conflicts seem to look rather to these latter
times, when Europe and the adjacent part of Asia and Africa are divided into so
many independent sovereignties, than to a time when there was but one great
empire, which, as it were kept the peace amongst the smaller nationalities.15
F UTURE F ULFILLMENT
Taking into account verses six and seven, this passage is describing future events that
will take place during the first part of the tribulation. Since Matthew 24:6-7 is parallel to the
second seal judgment in Revelation 6:3–4, it is further fixed within Scripture as part of the
future time of tribulation. Revelation 6:4 says, “And another, a red horse, went out; and to
him who sat on it, it was granted to take peace from the earth, and that men should slay one
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another; and a great sword was given to him.” Thus, early in the tribulation the antichrist is
involved in warfare against nations and kingdoms (see also Dan. 7:8, 23–24; 9:36–45).
Interestingly senior British diplomat Robert Cooper, who has helped to shape British
Prime Minister Tony Blair’s view of the world, has written an article that provides insight as to
why Blair has been one of U. S. president George W. Bush’s strongest supporters for
preemptive military action in Iraq.16 Cooper’s view of history holds that for the past few
centuries the world has seen the rise of nationalism, which has led to international instability.
He believes that we are now in the process of moving toward a time of postmodern
internationalism, with global coalitions such as the European Union as the transitional stage.
Cooper believes that military force is warranted by the international community when there
are renegade states like Iraq that refuse to enter into cooperation with this postmodern
arrangement. Cooper explains:
What is the origin of this basic change in the state system? The fundamental
point is that “the world’s grown honest”. A large number of the most powerful
states no longer want to fight or conquer. It is this that gives rise to both the premodern and postmodern worlds. Imperialism in the traditional sense is dead, at
least among the Western powers.17
He goes on to say, “The EU is the most developed example of a postmodern system.”18
Since we are in a transition from a pre-modern to a postmodern world, then “The
challenge to the postmodern world is to get used to the idea of double standards.”19 What
does he mean? Since there are nations like Iraq who will not come willingly into this
wonderful new international community, then they have to be dealt with in the old-fashioned
way—militarily. Thus, unlike old liberalism, which tends to be pacifistic, the new liberalism is
selectively militant. Cooper calls for “a new kind of imperialism” that is built upon economic
unity, while dealing militarily with dissent. This is why Cooper concludes his essay with a call
for a “cooperative empire, like Rome.”20
It is not surprising to me that as we see the world currently being set for post-rapture
events that a European intellectual would call for a revival of the Roman Empire, but with a
new postmodern twist. How interesting that the Bible envisions a similar setup during the
tribulation under the antichrist. We can see from a proper interpretation of biblical passages
that Scripture calls for a future time as described in Matthew 24:6-7. We should not be
surprised that the same God who wrote that Scripture is moving to bring its fulfillment to
pass, likely in the near future. Maranatha!
(To Be Continued . . .)
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