The Lord’s Supper and Fulfilled Eschatology
If the prophesied eschaton (the time of the end) was fulfilled in Jesus’ AD 70 coming, then should we still observe the Lord’s supper since Paul said, As often as you eat this bread and drink this cup you proclaim the Lord’s death till He comes (1 Cor. 11:26)? Well…

Let me share with you some reasons why I believe God expects His people, even today after the final coming of Jesus, to continue observing the Lord’s supper. (This is important because this verse is often alluded to by those who oppose or are hopefully at least trying to understand fulfilled eschatology.)
1.
Paul did NOT command them to “Do this till Jesus comes”; he merely stated that As often as you do this, you proclaim the Lord’s death till He comes. So…

a.
Immediately we see that what is thought to have been said isn’t really what was said; i.e., Paul wasn’t saying that they would/should observe the Lord’s supper until Jesus returned, but that their observance of the supper affirmed the Lord’s death for them until He returned. So…



i.
The obvious point is that this statement can’t be used as an argument against fulfilled es-chatology, because (according to Paul’s statement) the only thing that would cease would be the proclamation of Jesus’ death via the supper, not the supper itself. Besides that…



ii.
Even if it were an argument (i.e. if Paul did mean to “Do this until Jesus returns”) and those who believe in fulfilled eschatology still observe the supper today, that doesn’t prove that Jesus didn’t come in AD 70, only that humans can be inconsistent. However…

b.
For the sake of argument, let’s consider the little term “till” upon which this argument hinges: Does “till” or “until” always imply result of termination (i.e., up the point of and not thereafter)? The answer is, “No, it doesn’t.” Notice some other places where this exact same Greek term—achris—is found:


i.
In Acts 7:17-18 Stephen said, When the time of the promise drew near which God had sworn to Abraham, the people grew and multiplied in Egypt till another king arose who did not know Joseph. Now, did the people stop having babies after this king arose? No.


ii.
In Romans 5:13a Paul wrote, Until the law sin was in the world. So did sin cease to exist when the law came? Certainly not, for Paul argued against that in most of chapter 7.


iii.
In Galatians 3:19 Paul wrote that the law was added … till the Seed should come to whom the promise was made. So did the law end at Christ’s birth? Of course not. In fact…


iv.
Thayer’s says that achris is “of things that actually occurred and up to the beginning of which something continued,” meaning that this term indicates a point of reference, not
a point of cessation. (Cf. 1 Cor. 15:25 w/ Luke 1:33.) So…


c.
Paul never said anything about the Corinthian Christians continuing to observe the supper after Jesus came; and to say or imply that he did is to say something Paul didn’t say. Speaking of these Christians…

d.
It’s also important to keep audience relevance in mind. I.e., who exactly was Paul addressing? Who is the “you” who Paul said would observe the Lord’s supper? The Corinthians of the AD 50s. All one has to do is consider the numerous times Paul employed this pronoun throughout his paragraph on the Lord’s supper, noting that he wasn’t speaking generically about all Christians everywhere and at any given time in history, but only about these particular Christians. So by what authority can we interject thousands of years into these personal circumstances? People among these Christians were those who would personally be around in AD 70. Besides…

e.
This corresponds to Paul’s words to them earlier when he told them that their ability to perform miracles would last until Jesus came (1:4-8, cf. 10:11, emp. “our”), suggesting that he believed they’d still be alive at that time; otherwise it seems as though he would’ve said that they, by their supper-observance, proclaimed the Lord’s death until they died. (By the way, Paul evidently figured that Timothy and Titus would still be living when Jesus came as well, for he used such language to them in Titus 2:13 & 1 Timothy 6:14.)
2.
Jesus indicated to His disciples that He would eat and drink with them in the kingdom: speaking during His institution of His supper, He said to them, I will no longer eat of this until it is fulfilled in the kingdom of God (Luke 22:16), and I will not drink of this fruit of the vine until the kingdom of God comes (Luke 22:18) or until that day when I drink it new with you in My Father’s kingdom (Mat. 26:29). The two things of significance here are…

a.
Jesus spoke of the Passover (Luke 22:15), which was transformed into His supper (vv. 19-20), as finding ultimate fulfillment in the (coming of, v. 18) the kingdom of God (v. 16). And…

b.
He spoke of eating/drinking with His disciples in the kingdom in a “new” manner (Mat. 26:29), the word “new” being derived from the Greek term kainos, which means “new in quality,” in-stead of neos, which means “new in time.” Some translations (e.g. NIV), perhaps more correctly then, translate kainos here as “anew,” i.e. with a new, fulfilled meaning (Luke 22:16). Now…

Let’s consider the implications of what Jesus was saying.



i.
Firstly, when did the Passover (and then the Lord’s supper between AD 30 & AD 70) find its “fulfillment”? Jesus said it would be in “that day,” not just “the day,” but “that day,” a particular day that was connected to the coming of the kingdom, a day that Jesus had just talked to them about days, yea hours, before in Luke 21. Note Luke 21:31 specifically: speaking of Jerusalem’s AD 70 destruction, Jesus said, When you see these things happen-ing, know that the kingdom of God is near. When? The next verse has Jesus saying, This generation will by no means pass away till all things are fulfilled.


ii.
Secondly, how did the Passover (& then the Lord’s supper) find its “fulfillment”? Just recall what it represented—deliverance from bondage. The Passover was instituted before God’s people ever even left Egypt (much like Jesus instituted His supper before He died, before He left the flesh); after that it was observed for the next 40 years while in the wilderness, receiving Moses’ law (much like Jesus’ disciples observed His supper while in their 40 years of “wilderness,” receiving Christ’s law); then lastly, even after they finally entered into the promised land, being delivered from both Egypt and the wilderness, they continued to ob-serve the Passover just as we do the Lord’s supper. Not only that, in fact, but it also wasn’t until the first Passover in Canaan that God confirmed their total deliverance or salvation (Josh. 5:9-10). So before they inherited the promise land, they observed the Passover in anticipation of that land; then once they obtained it, they continued to observe the Pass-over as a reminder of the fulfillment of God’s promise to make of them a kingdom (some-thing that required territory); i.e., they observed it not in hope under duress, but as a ce-lebration of hope fulfilled!


iii.
Thirdly, when exactly did the fullness of the salvation from sin that the Lord’s supper re-presented to them come to fruition? According to Jesus, going back to Luke 21, it was in AD 70 when the “old” was taken out of the way and replaced with the “new”: When these things begin to happen … lift up your heads, because your redemption draws near (v. 28, right before the “kingdom” and “generation” statements we just read above). So…

c.
When Jesus said that He would no longer eat/drink with them in observance of His supper, He wasn’t referring to a time just a few days later at Pentecost (the next time we have record of their observing His supper), for He knew that He would’ve ascended to His Father by then, not being able to be with them since He had to discharge His high priestly duties in Heaven; since He couldn’t be with them, He sent them the Spirit in His place on that day to be with them until He could return to be with them and then, at that time, partake with them once again in His per-fected kingdom (cf. John 14:2-3).

d.
With all this information before us, we can see why the word “till” here is a point of reference instead of a point of cessation. Why? Because those first century Christians looked forward to Jesus’ return so that the supper, which anticipated His coming to fulfill all things, bringing in re-demption & the kingdom of God, could become a time of celebration with their Lord/King! Such would be the “point” at which the supper became “new” in quality, not in time. By the way…

e.
What were these harshly persecuted soldiers of Christ reminding themselves of when they ob-served Jesus’ supper? The slaying of their Captain/Leader (Heb. 2:10)—He who suffered per-secution, even unto death, before they did. So His supper gave them encouragement by re- minding them of His words in Matthew 10:22, 24:9 & 13, 26:29, and John 15:18-21 & 16:33.
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