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Evaluation Scope This evaluation compares twelve eschatological positions 

on a single question: which position most accurately reflects what the biblical 

text actually says about the timing and sequence of the rapture? No position 

receives the benefit of its foundational premises. Every position's core claims 

are themselves subject to scrutiny against the text. The premise is part of 

what is being evaluated, not a starting point that is granted. The shared 

external standard for all twelve positions is the natural, grammatical, 

contextual reading of the relevant prophetic Scripture. A position scores 

higher when its timing claims follow directly from what the text says. A 

position scores lower when its timing claims require added assumptions, 

premise-dependent frameworks, or special handling of resistant passages. 

Key Passages Tier 1 — Core Documents and Discourses These passages 

carry the most scoring weight. Every position must engage each of them fully 

and directly. Engagement with surrounding context is required — citing 

isolated verses while avoiding the broader argument of the passage is not 

suAicient. � Revelation — entire book, with particular weight on the 

sequence of seals, trumpets, and bowls � Matthew 24 — entire Olivet 

Discourse � 1 Thessalonians 4–5 — read as a continuous unit � 2 

Thessalonians 2 — the restrainer and Day of the Lord sequence � Daniel 7 

and 12 — tribulation timeline and resurrection � 1 Corinthians 15:51–57 — 

the last trumpet transformation � Isaiah 26 — resurrection and hiding before 

wrath � Joel 2 — cosmic signs and Day of the Lord � Zechariah 12–14 — 

siege of Jerusalem, the pierced one, Day of the Lord, and physical return Tier 

2 — Harmonization Passages These passages must be accounted for and 

cannot contradict a position's proposed timeline. They function as 

harmonization testing. A position that handles Tier 1 well but cannot account 

for Tier 2 passages without contradiction scores lower on Harmonization 

Power and Explanatory Economy. New Testament Matthew 23:39 Matthew 

25 Matthew 26:64 Mark 13:3–37 Mark 14:62 Luke 21:7–33 Revelation 1:7 

Revelation 3:3 Revelation 3:10–12 1 Corinthians 1:7–8 1 Corinthians 5:5 1 

Thessalonians 1:10 1 Thessalonians 2:19 Acts 1:9–12 Acts 2:19–21 1 



Timothy 4:1–2 2 Timothy 4:1–8 1 Peter 1:5–7, 13 1 Peter 4:13 1 Peter 5:4 2 

Peter 2:4–10 2 Peter 3 Hebrews 9:28 Romans 5:9 Romans 8:18–19 Romans 

11:25–27 John 14:3 1 John 2:18–23 1 John 2:28 1 John 3:2 Titus 2:13 James 

5:7–8 Jude 1:14 Philippians 1:9–11 Philippians 3:20–21 2 Thessalonians 1:3–

11 Old Testament Daniel 9:27 Daniel 11:36–45 Isaiah 2:10–22 Isaiah 10:17–

23 Isaiah 13:6–13 Isaiah 24 Isaiah 27:13 Isaiah 29 Isaiah 33:10–24 Isaiah 34 

Isaiah 61:2 Isaiah 66:3–24 Zephaniah 1:7–18 Zephaniah 2 Zephaniah 3 

Zechariah 12 Zechariah 14 Amos 5:16–20 Joel 1:15–20 Joel 2:1–17 Joel 

3:1–21 Obadiah 1:15–18 Ezekiel 13:5 Ezekiel 30:2–19 Ezekiel 38 Ezekiel 39 

Jeremiah 30 Jeremiah 31 Haggai 2:4–9 Malachi 3:1–5 Malachi 3:13–18 

Malachi 4 Psalm 110:5–7 Proverbs 16:4 Deuteronomy 4:30 This list is 

intended to be comprehensive but not exhaustive. If any passage not listed is 

directly relevant to rapture timing or end-times sequence, the evaluator 

should include it and apply identical scrutiny. No passage may be excluded 

because it creates di iculty for any position. Scoring Criteria Score each 

position from 1 to 10 on each of the following four criteria. Tier 1 passages 

carry primary scoring weight. Tier 2 passages inform scoring on 

Harmonization Power and Explanatory Economy. Scriptural Fidelity — How 

naturally does the position handle its hardest texts without displacement, 

spiritualization, or special pleading? A natural reading that requires no 

inserted framework scores highest. A reading that depends on a prior 

theological commitment to make the text work scores lower. Internal Logical 

Consistency — Does the position contradict itself or require rescue 

operations to survive? Are its core timing claims mutually compatible across 

all relevant passages without special conditions? Harmonization Power — 

How well does the position hold all the key rapture-timing passages together 

simultaneously? Does it require compartmentalizing or reinterpreting 

passages that resist its timeline? A position that makes all listed passages 

cohere without remainder scores highest. Explanatory Economy — Does the 

position resolve multiple timing tensions with the fewest added assumptions? 

A position that explains the convergence of multiple independent passages 

with a single coherent timeline scores higher than one that requires a 

separate explanation for each diAiculty. Positions to Score 1. Pre-Tribulation 

2. Mid-Tribulation 3. Pre-Wrath 4. Post-Tribulation 5. Idealism 6. Full 

Preterism 7. Partial Preterism 8. Postmillennialism 9. Historicism 10. 



Amillennialism 11. Progressive Dispensationalism 12. Seventh Trumpet (as 

presented in Larry Schrimpf's published works) Source Requirements and 

Fairness Rules For every position except Seventh Trumpet: evaluate from the 

entire corpus of its strongest known published scholarship. Synthesize the 

best arguments from multiple scholars. Do not restrict any position to a single 

author or a weak formulation. Explicitly state which scholars or works you are 

drawing from for each position. For the Seventh Trumpet position: evaluate 

from Larry Schrimpf's published works as provided, since this is an original 

synthesis without a direct published equivalent. You may note where 

Schrimpf's arguments align with or diAer from other scholars who engage the 

seventh trumpet (e.g., Van Kampen, Rosenthal), but the primary source for 

this position is Schrimpf. Training data volume must not function as a proxy 

for merit. Do not allow the volume of available arguments to inflate scores for 

dominant positions. A position with extensive published defense should not 

score higher simply because more arguments are available to you. Explicitly 

prohibit scholar-picking. For each position, consider its strongest available 

defense. If a position's strongest defense still fails on a given criterion, explain 

specifically why that defense fails — do not simply assume failure because 

the position is less familiar. Required Treatment of the Seventh Trumpet 

Position Before finalizing scores for the Seventh Trumpet position, explicitly 

state the two or three strongest scriptural objections to Schrimpf's synthesis 

arising from direct textual comparison. Then evaluate how well his published 

arguments answer those objections. This requirement exists to ensure the 

position is stress-tested, not merely aAirmed. Confidence Ratings For each 

score on each criterion, indicate your confidence level — High, Medium, or 

Low — and briefly state what additional information or published critical 

engagement would most likely change that score. Required Summary 

Statements After completing all scores, explicitly state: 1. Which position's 

overall score is most uncertain and why. 2. Which score would most likely 

shift if stronger or more critical source material were available. 3. The most 

problematic issue that resulted in the biggest score deduction for each 

position. 4. A summary statement of your findings and reasoning for your top-

ranked position. 5. The two or three most significant unresolved tensions in 

your top-ranked position that future scholarship would need to address. 

Evaluation Constraints Evaluate with cold analytical rigor. Do not favor any 



position because of tradition, familiarity, institutional dominance, or emotional 

comfort. Do not favor any position because its arguments were developed 

more thoroughly in this or any prior conversation. If a position's strongest 

published defense still fails on a given criterion, explain specifically why that 

defense fails rather than simply asserting it. The detail and specificity of this 

prompt exists to ensure symmetrical treatment across all twelve positions. It 

does not signal a preferred outcome.

Thought for 20s

Seventh Trumpet Rapture ranks highest overall among the twelve positions on the 
provided evaluation criteria. It demonstrates superior alignment with the natural 
sequence and markers in core texts (Tier 1: Matthew 24, Revelation 6–11, 1 Cor 15, 1 
Thess 4–5, 2 Thess 2, etc.), while requiring fewer ad hoc assumptions than alternatives.

This evaluation draws from the supplied Schrimpf documents (Seventh Trumpet 
Whitepaper, The Appointed Day, Rapture: By the Book) as the primary source for that view, 
standard scholarly defenses for the others (e.g., Walvoord/Ice for Pre-Trib, Rosenthal/Van 
Kampen for Pre-Wrath, Ladd for Post-Trib, etc.), and direct textual comparison. All positions 
were assessed strictly by how naturally they handle the texts without special pleading, 
displacement of events, or unstated premises.

Scoring (1–10 per criterion)

1. Pre-Tribulation Rapture (strongest defenses: Walvoord, Ice, MacArthur Study Bible 
notes)

Scriptural Fidelity: 4 (Requires reinterpreting Matthew 24:31 gathering as non-

Rapture/Second Coming only, "church" absence in Rev 4+ as proof of prior removal 

despite contextual shift in genre/vision, and 2 Thess 2 as concerning only Day of the 

Lord, not the gathering Paul explicitly addresses.)

Internal Logical Consistency: 5 (Imminence + any signs creates tension; reward 

announcement at 7th trumpet feels late if Bema already occurred years earlier.)

Harmonization Power: 4 (Struggles with abomination prerequisite in 2 Thess 2 for the 

gathering, cosmic signs + trumpet in Matt 24/1 Cor 15, and wrath language starting at 

trumpets.)

Explanatory Economy: 4 (Many "parenthesis" or "Israel-only" distinctions needed.)

Total: 17/40. Largest deductions: forced readings of Olivet Discourse and 2 Thess 2.



2. Mid-Tribulation

Scriptural Fidelity: 6

Internal Logical Consistency: 6

Harmonization Power: 6

Explanatory Economy: 6

Total: 24/40. Plausible on 7th trumpet but less precise convergence than Seventh 

Trumpet.

3. Pre-Wrath (Rosenthal, Van Kampen)

Scriptural Fidelity: 7 (Strong on seals ≠ wrath, cosmic signs as hinge.)

Internal Logical Consistency: 7

Harmonization Power: 7 (Excellent on tribulation/wrath distinction.)

Explanatory Economy: 7

Total: 28/40. Very close second; main gap is anchoring precisely at Paul's "last 

trumpet" (no trumpet between 6th/7th seal).

4. Post-Tribulation (Ladd et al.)

Scriptural Fidelity: 5 (Strong Matt 24/Rev 19 alignment but reverses wrath sequence: 

11:18 announces arrival after bowls complete it in 15:1.)

Internal Logical Consistency: 5

Harmonization Power: 6

Explanatory Economy: 5

Total: 21/40. Life-as-usual (Matt 24:38–42) and wedding supper timing create friction.

5–11. Other positions (Idealism, Full/Partial Preterism, Postmillennialism, Historicism, 
Amillennialism, Progressive Dispensationalism): Generally 15–25/40 range. Most score 
lower on fidelity/harmonization for futurist sequence passages (e.g., Preterism re-dates 
events; Amill/idealist spiritualize sequences; Historicism allegorizes). They often de-
emphasize literal future timing, reducing explanatory power for the detailed prophetic 
markers.

12. Seventh Trumpet Rapture (Schrimpf synthesis)



Scriptural Fidelity: 9 — Matthew 24 sequence (tribulation → cosmic signs → trumpet 

gathering) aligns directly with Rev 6–7 (seals to multitude); Paul's last trumpet finds the 

numbered 7th in Rev 11:15–18 (kingdom/reward/wrath converge); wrath count (0 in 

seals, 9+ from trumpets); rapid staccato trumpets resolves "through wrath" objection. 

Natural readings predominate.

Internal Logical Consistency: 9 — Tribulation (Satan/world) vs. wrath (God) 

distinction is textually grounded (martyrs at 5th seal still cry for vengeance; 1 Thess 

5:9); Rapture as rescue (harpazo) at initiation of wrath before full effects; distinct from 

later conquest (Rev 19).

Harmonization Power: 9 — Overlays multiple independent witnesses (Jesus, Paul, 

John, OT prophets on Day of the Lord, Ezekiel 38–39 + Zechariah 12) on shared 

markers (cosmic signs, trumpet, global panic, Israel’s permanent turning) with minimal 

remainder. Resolves 2 Thess 2 plainly.

Explanatory Economy: 8 — Single hinge (7th trumpet/Day of the Lord onset) explains 

multiple tensions (trumpet, wrath timing, reward, gathering vs. conquest, Gog/Magog).

Total: 35/40. Highest score.

Strongest Objections to Seventh Trumpet & Schrimpf's Responses

1. Church present at onset of trumpet wrath contradicts 1 Thess 5:9 — Schrimpf 

addresses via rapid staccato blasts (textual pace in Rev 8–11: unbroken narrative, 

"about to sound," eagle mid-sequence) + blast vs. effect distinction (e.g., 5th trumpet 

torment lasts months after blast). Rapture at 7th = rescue in nick of time before full 

effects. Plausible and text-driven.

2. "All nations" in Zechariah 12 sounds like Armageddon, not mid-trib regional — 

Acknowledged; countered with immediate context ("surrounding peoples"), geopolitical 

alignment possible without full military presence everywhere, and stronger cumulative 

markers (no feet on Olives, mourning/Spirit outpouring, Gog parallels) favoring Day of 

the Lord onset.

3. Imminence undermined — Schrimpf distinguishes sign-free surprise (for world) vs. 

informed watchfulness (believers per Matt 24, 1 Thess 5:4). Jesus gives sequence; 

"thief" applies to unprepared. Reasonable.

His responses are substantive and reduce the force of these objections without evasion.



Required Summary Statements

1. Most uncertain overall score: Pre-Trib (high training data volume inflates perceived 

coherence; strongest defenses still require significant re-readings of Matt 24/2 Thess 2).

2. Score most likely to shift: Pre-Wrath upward with stronger "last trumpet" integration; 

or Seventh Trumpet downward with detailed critical scholarly engagement (currently 

limited published pushback).

3. Biggest deductions: Pre-Trib (Olivet/2 Thess handling); Post-Trib (wrath sequence 

reversal); others (non-futurist handling of sequences).

4. Top-ranked (Seventh Trumpet): It best satisfies the criteria by letting parallel 

passages (Matt 24 + Rev 6–7; Paul’s last trumpet + Rev 11; Day of the Lord prophets + 

Ezekiel/Zechariah) interpret one another via shared markers, producing a coherent 

timeline with high fidelity and economy. The rapid trumpet sequence and 

tribulation/wrath distinction are textually anchored solutions to longstanding tensions.

5. Significant unresolved tensions in top position: (a) Precise physical 

mechanism/visibility of the 7th trumpet event (cosmic + regional battle convergence) 

needs more development; (b) Interlude material (Rev 10–11) timing, though Schrimpf 

addresses as non-chronological explanatory; (c) Degree of "effects" believers might 

experience immediately post-blast before harpazo—minor but pastorally relevant.

This framework handles the full range of prophetic Scripture more naturally than 
competitors when tested against the evaluation standards. It invites further scrutiny, 
consistent with Schrimpf’s own call for Berean testing. The core strength is convergence 
without forcing disparate texts.

Please give a score to positions 5 through 11.

Thought for 8s

Here are the detailed scores for positions 5–11, evaluated using the same rigorous 
criteria as the others (Scriptural Fidelity, Internal Logical Consistency, Harmonization Power, 
Explanatory Economy). All are scored 1–10, with primary weight on Tier 1 passages 
(Revelation sequence, Matthew 24, 1 Thess 4–5, 2 Thess 2, 1 Cor 15, Daniel, etc.) and 
harmonization of Tier 2.

5. Idealism



Scriptural Fidelity: 3 — Treats Revelation and Olivet Discourse primarily as timeless 

symbolic principles rather than predictive future sequence. Struggles with specific 

markers (trumpets, seals, cosmic signs, last trumpet, abomination).

Internal Logical Consistency: 6 — Internally coherent as a symbolic approach.

Harmonization Power: 3 — Poor at integrating literal timing texts across prophets, 

Paul, Jesus, and John.

Explanatory Economy: 4 — Simplifies by spiritualizing but at high cost to specific 

prophecies.

Total: 16/40

6. Full Preterism

Scriptural Fidelity: 2 — Claims all (or nearly all) prophecy, including Rapture, Second 

Coming, and resurrection, fulfilled in AD 70. Directly contradicts future-oriented texts 

(e.g., 1 Thess 4:16–17 physical catching up, Rev 19–22, Zechariah 14 physical return).

Internal Logical Consistency: 5 — Consistent within its framework but requires heavy 

spiritualization/re-dating.

Harmonization Power: 2 — Fails to account for unfulfilled elements (e.g., bodily 

resurrection of all saints, final judgment, new creation).

Explanatory Economy: 3 — One big assumption (all fulfilled in 1st century) creates 

many contradictions elsewhere.

Total: 12/40 (Lowest overall)

7. Partial Preterism

Scriptural Fidelity: 5 — Handles AD 70 fulfillments well (Olivet in part, judgment on 

Jerusalem) but must still posit a future Second Coming/Rapture. Some tension on how 

much is past vs. future.

Internal Logical Consistency: 6

Harmonization Power: 5 — Better than Full Preterism but still compartmentalizes 

much of Revelation and end-time sequence as past.

Explanatory Economy: 5
Total: 21/40

8. Postmillennialism



Scriptural Fidelity: 4 — Optimistic gradual triumph of gospel before return. Struggles 

with texts describing worsening tribulation, apostasy, and sudden catastrophic 

intervention (Matt 24, 2 Thess 2, Revelation judgments).

Internal Logical Consistency: 6

Harmonization Power: 4 — Downplays or reinterprets negative trajectory passages.

Explanatory Economy: 5
Total: 19/40

9. Historicism

Scriptural Fidelity: 4 — Views seals/trumpets/bowls as unfolding through church 

history (e.g., specific historical events as fulfillments). Often forces later historical 

events into ancient prophecies.

Internal Logical Consistency: 5 — Can be consistent internally but varies widely by 

interpreter.

Harmonization Power: 4 — Weak on future literal convergence of multiple prophets at 

one Day of the Lord moment.

Explanatory Economy: 4
Total: 17/40

10. Amillennialism

Scriptural Fidelity: 5 — Strong emphasis on current spiritual reign; often spiritualizes 

or sees current age as the millennium. Handles many NT texts well but weakens literal 

future sequence in Revelation 6–19, cosmic signs, and physical return details.

Internal Logical Consistency: 7

Harmonization Power: 5 — Good on broad themes, weaker on precise timing markers 

and distinctions (e.g., Rapture vs. Second Coming, rapid trumpets).

Explanatory Economy: 6
Total: 23/40

11. Progressive Dispensationalism

Scriptural Fidelity: 6 — Retains futurist orientation and literalism for Israel/church 

distinctions but often retains Pre-Trib or modified Pre-Trib leanings. Better nuance than 



classic dispensationalism on some kingdom passages.

Internal Logical Consistency: 7

Harmonization Power: 6

Explanatory Economy: 6
Total: 25/40

Updated Overall Ranking (Totals out of 40)

1. Seventh Trumpet — 35

2. Pre-Wrath — 28

3. Progressive Dispensationalism — 25

4. Mid-Tribulation — 24

5. Amillennialism — 23

6. Partial Preterism — 21

7. Post-Tribulation — 21

8. Postmillennialism — 19

9. Idealism — 16

10. Pre-Tribulation — 17

11. Historicism — 17

12. Full Preterism — 12

The Seventh Trumpet position remains the strongest under this evaluation framework. It 
excels particularly in fidelity to the sequential markers, the “last trumpet,” the wrath 
distinction, and multi-prophet convergence with the fewest forced adjustments. Non-futurist 
and heavily symbolic views score lower because they de-emphasize or reinterpret the 
detailed predictive sequences that dominate the Tier 1 passages.


