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Overview of Eschatological Views in the Modern Church

I. Introduction

a. One essential element is going to be the assertion question of whether or not you can “keep a promise” while “not giving the thing that is promised” but “giving something else instead that wasn’t promised”

i. Illustration: I tell you repeatedly to look at a particular sports car. While you are looking at that car and surveying it, I promise to give you what you are looking at. But what I actually give you is a plane. Then I argue that the way I described the car was actually meant to point to the plane, even though I identified the car specifically. 

ii. NOTE: God didn’t just promise to give Abraham “something,” but he told him to survey a specific geographic area and promised to give that area of land to him

1. and more than once 

Genesis 12:1 Now the LORD had said unto Abram, Get thee out of thy country, and from thy kindred, and from thy father’s house, unto a land that I will shew thee…5 And Abram took Sarai his wife, and Lot his brother’s son, and all their substance that they had gathered, and the souls that they had gotten in Haran; and they went forth to go into the land of Canaan; and into the land of Canaan they came. 6 And Abram passed through the land unto the place of Sichem, unto the plain of Moreh. And the Canaanite was then in the land. 7 And the LORD appeared unto Abram, and said, Unto thy seed will I give this land: and there builded he an altar unto the LORD, who appeared unto him.
Genesis 13:14 And the LORD said unto Abram, after that Lot was separated from him, Lift up now thine eyes, and look from the place where thou art northward, and southward, and eastward, and westward: 15 For all the land which thou seest, to thee will I give it, and to thy seed for ever. 16 And I will make thy seed as the dust of the earth: so that if a man can number the dust of the earth, then shall thy seed also be numbered. 17 Arise, walk through the land in the length of it and in the breadth of it; for I will give it unto thee.

2. Questions:

a. Why would God repeatedly and specifically tell Abraham where to look and promise to give him what he was seeing if God knew all along that what he was going to give Abraham in fulfillment of the promise was not that land or any land, but eternal existence in heaven?

b. How could God or anyone argue that when God told Abraham to look at the land of Canaan, that God intended to convey, not the land, but heaven instead?

c. Clearly, God intended that Abraham would think he was promised that land. 

Numbers 23:19 God is not a man, that he should lie; neither the son of man, that he should repent: hath he said, and shall he not do it? or hath he spoken, and shall he not make it good?

b. Last Study

i. Key Concepts

1. salvation by believing the promises made by God

a. The Old Testament promises clearly a “kingdom of God” to follow all other national kingdoms, but to be ruled by the saints who will be given dominion over “the kingdom UNDER THE WHOLE HEAVEN” (i.e. on earth)
Daniel 2:19 Then was the secret revealed unto Daniel in a night vision. Then Daniel blessed the God of heaven. 20 Daniel answered and said, Blessed be the name of God for ever and ever: for wisdom and might are his: 21 And he changeth the times and the seasons: he removeth kings, and setteth up kings: he giveth wisdom unto the wise, and knowledge to them that know understanding…44 And in the days of these kings shall the God of heaven set up a kingdom, which shall never be destroyed: and the kingdom shall not be left to other people, but it shall break in pieces and consume all these kingdoms, and it shall stand for ever.

Daniel 7:17 These great beasts, which are four, are four kings, which shall arise out of the earth. 18 But the saints of the most High shall take the kingdom, and possess the kingdom for ever, even for ever and ever. 19 Then I would know the truth of the fourth beast, which was diverse from all the others, exceeding dreadful, whose teeth were of iron, and his nails of brass; which devoured, brake in pieces, and stamped the residue with his feet; 20 And of the ten horns that were in his head, and of the other which came up, and before whom three fell; even of that horn that had eyes, and a mouth that spake very great things, whose look was more stout than his fellows. 21 I beheld, and the same horn made war with the saints, and prevailed against them; 22 Until the Ancient of days came, and judgment was given to the saints of the most High; and the time came that the saints possessed the kingdom. 23 Thus he said, The fourth beast shall be the fourth kingdom upon earth, which shall be diverse from all kingdoms, and shall devour the whole earth, and shall tread it down, and break it in pieces. 24 And the ten horns out of this kingdom are ten kings that shall arise: and another shall rise after them; and he shall be diverse from the first, and he shall subdue three kings. 25 And he shall speak great words against the most High, and shall wear out the saints of the most High, and think to change times and laws: and they shall be given into his hand until a time and times and the dividing of time. 26 But the judgment shall sit, and they shall take away his dominion, to consume and to destroy it unto the end. 27 And the kingdom and dominion, and the greatness of the kingdom UNDER THE WHOLE HEAVEN, shall be given to the people of the saints of the most High, whose kingdom is an everlasting kingdom, and all dominions shall serve and obey him.

*NOTE: Strong’s No. 4991 (found below) is the Greek word soteria, used to denote “salvation” throughout the New Testament. 

b. The earliest events in the New Testament affirm this same Jewish kingdom of the saints to rule over the earth

i. beginning with the Angel Gabriel proclaiming these same things to Mary 

Luke 1:32 He shall be great, and shall be called the Son of the Highest: and the Lord God shall give unto him the throne of his father David: 33 And he shall reign over the house of Jacob for ever; and of his kingdom there shall be no end.
NOTE: Starting in Luke 1:71-74 the repeated references in the following passages that this rising up of a king in the kingdom of Israel to save from the ungodly enemies is God’s covenant and promise to Abraham.

Luke 1:67 And his father Zacharias was filled with the Holy Ghost, and prophesied, saying, 68 Blessed be the Lord God of Israel; for he hath visited and redeemed his people, 69 And hath raised up an horn of salvation 4991 for us in the house of his servant David; 70 As he spake by the mouth of his holy prophets, which have been since the world began: 71 That we should be saved 4991 from our enemies, and from the hand of all that hate us; 72 To perform the mercy promised to our fathers, and to remember his holy covenant; 73 The oath which he sware to our father Abraham, 74 That he would grant unto us, that we being delivered out of the hand of our enemies might serve him without fear, 75 In holiness and righteousness before him, all the days of our life. 76 And thou, child, shalt be called the prophet of the Highest: for thou shalt go before the face of the Lord to prepare his ways; 77 To give knowledge of salvation 4991 unto his people by the remission of their sins,

NOTE: John the Baptist “gave knowledge of salvation unto his people” how? He announced the coming of the kingdom of God. 

Matthew 3:1 In those days came John the Baptist, preaching in the wilderness of Judaea, 2 And saying, Repent ye: for the kingdom of heaven is at hand. 3 For this is he that was spoken of by the prophet Esaias, saying, The voice of one crying in the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of the Lord, make his paths straight.

c. After the resurrection, the expectation and preaching of a Jewish kingdom ruled by the saints with Israel as the head of nations continues

Acts 1:6 When they therefore were come together, they asked of him, saying, Lord, wilt thou at this time restore again the kingdom to Israel? 7 And he said unto them, It is not for you to know the times or the seasons, which the Father hath put in his own power. 8 But ye shall receive power, after that the Holy Ghost is come upon you: and ye shall be witnesses unto me both in Jerusalem, and in all Judaea, and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost part of the earth. 9 And when he had spoken these things, while they beheld, he was taken up; and a cloud received him out of their sight. 10 And while they looked stedfastly toward heaven as he went up, behold, two men stood by them in white apparel; 11 Which also said, Ye men of Galilee, why stand ye gazing up into heaven? this same Jesus, which is taken up from you into heaven, shall so come in like manner as ye have seen him go into heaven.

NOTE: Note that Acts 1:6-8 states that the kingdom of God did not begin at Jesus’ death, resurrection, or ascension or even at Pentecost when the disciples would receive the Holy Spirit (which is a different event, distinguished from the restoration of the kingdom with a “But”).

Matthew 24:30 And then shall appear the sign of the Son of man in heaven: and then shall all the tribes of the earth mourn, and they shall see the Son of man coming in the clouds of heaven with power and great glory. 31 And he shall send his angels with a great sound of a trumpet, and they shall gather together his elect from the four winds, from one end of heaven to the other. 32 Now learn a parable of the fig tree; When his branch is yet tender, and putteth forth leaves, ye know that summer is nigh: 33 So likewise ye, when ye shall see all these things, know that it is near, even at the doors. 34 Verily I say unto you, This generation shall not pass, till all these things be fulfilled. 35 Heaven and earth shall pass away, but my words shall not pass away. 36 But of that day and hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels of heaven, but my Father only. 37 But as the days of Noe were, so shall also the coming of the Son of man be.
Mark 13:26 And then shall they see the Son of man coming in the clouds with great power and glory. 27 And then shall he send his angels, and shall gather together his elect from the four winds, from the uttermost part of the earth to the uttermost part of heaven. 28 Now learn a parable of the fig tree; When her branch is yet tender, and putteth forth leaves, ye know that summer is near: 29 So ye in like manner, when ye shall see these things come to pass, know that it is nigh, even at the doors. 30 Verily I say unto you, that this generation shall not pass, till all these things be done. 31 Heaven and earth shall pass away: but my words shall not pass away. 32 But of that day and that hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels which are in heaven, neither the Son, but the Father. 33 Take ye heed, watch and pray: for ye know not when the time is. 34 For the Son of man is as a man taking a far journey, who left his house, and gave authority to his servants, and to every man his work, and commanded the porter to watch. 

NOTE: (below)

4174 politeia

from 4177 ("polity"); TDNT-6:516,906; n f 

AV-freedom 1, commonwealth 1; 2 

1) the administration of civil affairs 

2) a state or commonwealth 

3) citizenship, the rights of a citizen
4847 sumpolites 
from 4862 and 4177; ; n m 

AV-fellowcitizens 1; 1 

1) possessing the same citizenship with others, a fellow citizen 

1a) of Gentiles as received into communion of the saints 

1b) of the people consecrated to God
Ephesians 2:11 Wherefore remember, that ye being in time past Gentiles in the flesh, who are called Uncircumcision by that which is called the Circumcision in the flesh made by hands; 12 That at that time ye were without Christ, being aliens from the commonwealth 4174 of Israel, and strangers from the covenants of promise, having no hope, and without God in the world: 13 But now in Christ Jesus ye who sometimes were far off are made nigh by the blood of Christ. 14 For he is our peace, who hath made both one, and hath broken down the middle wall of partition between us; 15 Having abolished in his flesh the enmity, even the law of commandments contained in ordinances; for to make in himself of twain one new man, so making peace; 16 And that he might reconcile both unto God in one body by the cross, having slain the enmity thereby: 17 And came and preached peace to you which were afar off, and to them that were nigh. 18 For through him we both have access by one Spirit unto the Father. 19 Now therefore ye are no more strangers and foreigners, but fellowcitizens 4847 with the saints, and of the household of God;

NOTE: (below)

4175 politeuma

from 4176; TDNT-6:516,906; n n 

AV-conversation 1; 1 

1) the administration of civil affairs or of a commonwealth 

2) the constitution of a commonwealth, form of government and the laws by which it is administered 

3) a state, commonwealth 

3a) the commonwealth of citizens

Philippians 3:20 For our conversation 4175 is in heaven; from whence also we look for the Saviour, the Lord Jesus Christ: 21 Who shall change our vile body, that it may be fashioned like unto his glorious body, according to the working whereby he is able even to subdue all things unto himself.

NOTE: Verse 20 refers back to Acts 1:11. 

Acts 2:19-21

Galatians 3:6 Even as Abraham believed God, and it was accounted to him for righteousness. 7 Know ye therefore that they which are of faith, the same are the children of Abraham. 8 And the scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the heathen through faith, preached before the gospel unto Abraham, saying, In thee shall all nations be blessed. 9 So then they which be of faith are blessed with faithful Abraham…13 Christ hath redeemed us from the curse of the law, being made a curse for us: for it is written, Cursed is every one that hangeth on a tree: 14 That the blessing of Abraham might come on the Gentiles through Jesus Christ; that we might receive the promise of the Spirit through faith. 15 Brethren, I speak after the manner of men; Though it be but a man’s covenant, yet if it be confirmed, no man disannulleth, or addeth thereto. 16 Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises made. He saith not, And to seeds, as of many; but as of one, And to thy seed, which is Christ. 17 And this I say, that the covenant, that was confirmed before of God in Christ, the law, which was four hundred and thirty years after, cannot disannul, that it should make the promise of none effect. 18 For if the inheritance be of the law, it is no more of promise: but God gave it to Abraham by promise. 19 Wherefore then serveth the law? It was added because of transgressions, till the seed should come to whom the promise was made; and it was ordained by angels in the hand of a mediator. 22 But the scripture hath concluded all under sin, that the promise by faith of Jesus Christ might be given to them that believe…26 For ye are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus. 27 For as many of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ. 28 There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor female: for ye are all one in Christ Jesus. 29 And if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, AND HEIRS ACCORDING TO THE PROMISE.

NOTE: For relevance in the passages below, the promise is not “to seeds, as of many; but as of one, And to thy seed, which is Christ.”
Romans 4:12 And the father of circumcision to them who are not of the circumcision only, but who also walk in the steps of that faith of our father Abraham, which he had being yet uncircumcised. 13 For the promise, that he should be the heir of the world, was not to Abraham, or to his seed, through the law, but through the righteousness of faith. 14 For if they which are of the law be heirs, faith is made void, and the promise made of none effect: 15 Because the law worketh wrath: for where no law is, there is no transgression. 16 Therefore it is of faith, that it might be by grace; to the end the promise might be sure to all the seed; not to that only which is of the law, but to that also which is of the faith of Abraham; who is the father of us all…18 Who against hope believed in hope, that he might become the father of many nations, according to that which was spoken, So shall thy seed be…20 He staggered not at the promise of God through unbelief; but was strong in faith, giving glory to God; 21 And being fully persuaded that, what he had promised, he was able also to perform. 22 And therefore it was imputed to him for righteousness. 23 Now it was not written for his sake alone, that it was imputed to him; 24 But for us also, to whom it shall be imputed, if we believe on him that raised up Jesus our Lord from the dead;

NOTE: 

· Verse 24 is not identifying what we must believe in when it remarks about Jesus being raised from the dead.

· Verse 24 is not saying “if we believe that Jesus was raised from the dead, we shall be imputed righteous,” as if indicating that we are asked to believe “in the resurrection” while Abraham was asked to believe in the “promise of the world.” 

· Although believing in Jesus’ resurrection is absolutely essential, that requirement is stated in other passages, not this one. 
· (Because without Jesus resurrection our resurrection is impossible and thus our participation in an earthly, physical kingdom is pitiful and false. 1 Corinthians 15:14-19)
· Rather than identifying what we must believe, verse 24 is identifying who we must believe, “him who raised up Jesus our Lord from the dead.” 
· In this way, verse 24 does not list that what we believe is something different than what Abraham believed. 
Romans 8:11 But if the Spirit of him that raised up Jesus from the dead dwell in you, he that raised up Christ from the dead shall also quicken your mortal bodies by his Spirit that dwelleth in you…14 For as many as are led by the Spirit of God, they are the sons of God. 15 For ye have not received the spirit of bondage again to fear; but ye have received the Spirit of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father. 16 The Spirit itself beareth witness with our spirit, that we are the children of God: 17 And if children, then heirs; heirs of God, and joint-heirs with Christ; if so be that we suffer with him, that we may be also glorified together. 18 For I reckon that the sufferings of this present time are not worthy to be compared with the glory which shall be revealed in us. 19 For the earnest expectation of the creature waiteth for the manifestation of the sons of God. 20 For the creature was made subject to vanity, not willingly, but by reason of him who hath subjected the same in hope, 21 Because the creature itself also shall be delivered from the bondage of corruption into the glorious liberty of the children of God. 22 For we know that the whole creation groaneth and travaileth in pain together until now. 23 And not only they, but ourselves also, which have the firstfruits of the Spirit, even we ourselves groan within ourselves, waiting for the adoption, to wit, the redemption of our body. 24 For we are saved by hope: but hope that is seen is not hope: for what a man seeth, why doth he yet hope for? 25 But if we hope for that we see not, then do we with patience wait for it.

Hebrews 11:8 By faith Abraham, when he was called to go out into a place which he should after receive for an inheritance, obeyed; and he went out, not knowing whither he went. 9 By faith he sojourned in the land of promise, as in a strange country, dwelling in tabernacles with Isaac and Jacob, the heirs with him of the same promise…13 These all died in faith, not having received the promises, but having seen them afar off, and were persuaded of them, and embraced them, and confessed that they were strangers and pilgrims on the earth…17 By faith Abraham, when he was tried, offered up Isaac: and he that had received the promises offered up his only begotten son, 18 Of whom it was said, That in Isaac shall thy seed be called: 19 Accounting that God was able to raise him up, even from the dead; from whence also he received him in a figure.

NOTE: 

· “Strangers and pilgrims on earth” because during their lives the land promised to them was not yet given to them.

· Verses 9 and 13 state this plainly, saying, “he sojourned in the land of promise, as in a strange country” and “These all died in faith, not having received the promises.”

· Therefore, the phrase “strangers and pilgrims on earth” does not mean that their home was to be somewhere other than the earth itself.

· *Abraham reckoned that in order to receive the promised land on earth, if Isaac was killed, God would resurrect him, and thus that the purpose and need for resurrection of the dead was in order to receive the inheritance of the physical land on earth.
James 2:21 Was not Abraham our father justified by works, when he had offered Isaac his son upon the altar? 22 Seest thou how faith wrought with his works, and by works was faith made perfect? 23 And the scripture was fulfilled which saith, Abraham believed God, and it was imputed unto him for righteousness: and he was called the Friend of God.

NOTE: 

· Romans 4 recounts that Abraham was counted righteous because he believed God’s promise to give him and his descendants the land.

· This is the same promise that Abraham is persevering in belief for when he offers up Isaac, reckoning that not even death would keep his seed from inheriting the earth.

d. Not even during the final revelation of God’s plan for mankind at the close of the New Testament did this promise change.

Revelations 11:15 And the seventh angel sounded; and there were great voices in heaven, saying, The kingdoms of this world are become the kingdoms of our Lord, and of his Christ; and he shall reign for ever and ever.

NOTE: Remember from Daniel 7 that the antichrist will “wear out the saints of the most High” for three and a half years “But the judgment shall sit, and they shall take away his dominion” and “judgment was given to the saints of the most High; and the time came that the saints possessed the kingdom.”

Revelation 19:11 And I saw heaven opened, and behold a white horse; and he that sat upon him was called Faithful and True, and in righteousness he doth judge and make war…19 And I saw the beast, and the kings of the earth, and their armies, gathered together to make war against him that sat on the horse, and against his army. 20 And the beast was taken, and with him the false prophet that wrought miracles before him, with which he deceived them that had received the mark of the beast, and them that worshipped his image. These both were cast alive into a lake of fire burning with brimstone…20: 4 And I saw thrones, and they sat upon them, and judgment was given unto them: and I saw the souls of them that were beheaded for the witness of Jesus, and for the word of God, and which had not worshipped the beast, neither his image, neither had received his mark upon their foreheads, or in their hands; and they lived and reigned with Christ a thousand years. 5 But the rest of the dead lived not again until the thousand years were finished. This is the first resurrection. 6 Blessed and holy is he that hath part in the first resurrection: on such the second death hath no power, but they shall be priests of God and of Christ, and shall reign with him a thousand years.

e. Possible dissenting verse 

Hebrews 8:6 But now hath he obtained a more excellent ministry, by how much also he is the mediator of a better covenant, which was established upon better promises.

NOTES: 

· Does “better promises” mean that the promises are different than anything in the Old Testament?

· What is meant by “better promises”?

Here is that one verse again in its wider context:

Hebrews 8:5 Who serve unto the example and shadow of heavenly things, as Moses was admonished of God when he was about to make the tabernacle: for, See, saith he, that thou make all things according to the pattern shewed to thee in the mount. 6 But now hath he obtained a more excellent ministry, by how much also he is the mediator of a better covenant, which was established upon better promises. 7 For if that first covenant had been faultless, then should no place have been sought for the second. 8 For finding fault with them, he saith, Behold, the days come, saith the Lord, when I will make a new covenant with the house of Israel and with the house of Judah: 9 Not according to the covenant that I made with their fathers in the day when I took them by the hand to lead them out of the land of Egypt; because they continued not in my covenant, and I regarded them not, saith the Lord.

· Notice the contrast throughout Hebrews, particular this segment, is…

· NOT a contrast with all past covenants or promises

· But specifically a contrast between the Law of Moses and the New Covenant

· Notice the phrases 

· “as Moses was admonished” concerning the tabernacle ministry which the Levites attended vs. the “more excellent ministry” obtained by Jesus Christ

· “a new covenant…not according to the covenant that I made” when “I took them…out of the land of Egypt”

· The contrast is specifically to the covenant of Moses

Here in an even wider context:

· in the commentary leading up to chapter 8, we see that the contrast remains the Law of Moses vs. a New Covenant based upon restoring the arrangement with Abraham, one where the promises were by faith.

Hebrews 7:1 For this Melchisedec, king of Salem, priest of the most high God, who met Abraham returning from the slaughter of the kings, and blessed him; 2 To whom also Abraham gave a tenth part of all; first being by interpretation King of righteousness, and after that also King of Salem, which is, King of peace…7 And without all contradiction the less is blessed of the better…9 And as I may so say, Levi also, who receiveth tithes, payed tithes in Abraham. 10 For he was yet in the loins of his father, when Melchisedec met him. 11 If therefore perfection were by the Levitical priesthood, (for under it the people received the law,) what further need was there that another priest should rise after the order of Melchisedec, and not be called after the order of Aaron? 12 For the priesthood being changed, there is made of necessity a change also of the law.

· Therefore, the New Covenant is established upon “better promises” than the Law of Moses.

· In fact, the “better promises” that the New Covenant is based upon ARE the promises to Abraham.
· Throughout this portion of Hebrews, Paul argues of things going back to the scenario with Abraham.

· The reference to Abraham giving offerings to Melchizedec and thus showing Melchizedec’s order to be superior to the Levitical priesthood under Moses is one instance of this.

· Note: the comparison is the superiority and precedent taken by the arrangement with Abraham over the arrangement through Moses.

· Thus, the New Covenant is established upon the promises to Abraham.

· We saw Paul already saying this specifically in Galatians 3.

· Abraham received the promise by faith.

Galatians 3:6 Even as Abraham believed God, and it was accounted to him for righteousness. 

· We also receive the promises given to Abraham by faith. 

Galatians 3:7 Know ye therefore that they which are of faith, the same are the children of Abraham. 8 And the scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the heathen through faith, preached before the gospel unto Abraham, saying, In thee shall all nations be blessed. 9 So then they which be of faith are blessed with faithful Abraham…14 That the blessing of Abraham might come on the Gentiles through Jesus Christ; that we might receive the promise of the Spirit through faith…22 But the scripture hath concluded all under sin, that the promise by faith of Jesus Christ might be given to them that believe…29 And if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, AND HEIRS ACCORDING TO THE PROMISE.

· That the Gentiles would partake of the blessing he was promised was itself promised to Abraham 

· “In thee shall all nations be blessed” 

· That promise is now in effect as the Gentiles receive the blessing of Abraham by faith, just as he did 

· The Law of Moses cannot disannul those promises to Abraham, which were based upon faith

Galatians 3:15 Brethren, I speak after the manner of men; Though it be but a man’s covenant, yet if it be confirmed, no man disannulleth, or addeth thereto. 16 Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises made. He saith not, And to seeds, as of many; but as of one, And to thy seed, which is Christ. 17 And this I say, that the covenant, that was confirmed before of God in Christ, the law, which was four hundred and thirty years after, cannot disannul, that it should make the promise of none effect. 18 For if the inheritance be of the law, it is no more of promise: but God gave it to Abraham by promise. 19 Wherefore then serveth the law? It was added because of transgressions, till the seed should come to whom the promise was made; and it was ordained by angels in the hand of a mediator. 22 But the scripture hath concluded all under sin, that the promise by faith of Jesus Christ might be given to them that believe…26 For ye are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus. 27 For as many of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ. 28 There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor female: for ye are all one in Christ Jesus. 29 And if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, AND HEIRS ACCORDING TO THE PROMISE.

· Notice the same parallel in Galatians 3 as surrounds Hebrews 8

· The New Covenant is viewed as a restoration back to the arrangement of the covenant with Abraham

· The New Covenant and the covenant of Abraham are contrasted to the Law of Moses

· The promises remain the promises to Abraham, obtained now by faith instead of by the Law of Moses

The exact same contrast is also in view in Romans 4 (which we looked at earlier)

Romans 4:13 For the promise, that he should be the heir of the world, was not to Abraham, or to his seed, through the law, but through the righteousness of faith. 14 For if they which are of the law be heirs, faith is made void, and the promise made of none effect: 15 Because the law worketh wrath: for where no law is, there is no transgression. 16 Therefore it is of faith, that it might be by grace; to the end the promise might be sure to all the seed; not to that only which is of the law, but to that also which is of the faith of Abraham; who is the father of us all…18 Who against hope believed in hope, that he might become the father of many nations, according to that which was spoken, So shall thy seed be…

NOTES: 

· This passage likewise contrasts…

· the promise to Abraham by faith

· with the Law of Moses by works

· This passages likewise states that…
· The situation now in Christ is a restoration of the arrangement with Abraham
· The Gentiles receive the blessing promised to Abraham – which itself was promised to Abraham
· Receiving the inheritance promised to Abraham comes by faith – just as it did for Abraham – and NOT by the works of the Law
· But the promise received by faith does NOT change 

· It remains the same promise to be “heirs of the world” that was given to Abraham

How is the arrangement with Abraham better than that of the Law of Moses?

· No immortality in the Law of Moses.

· Even the priests died.

Hebrews 7:8 And here men that die receive tithes; but there he receiveth them, of whom it is witnessed that he liveth…16 Who is made, not after the law of a carnal commandment, but after the power of an endless life…9: 15 And for this cause he is the mediator of the new testament, that by means of death, for the redemption of the transgressions that were under the first testament, they which are called might receive the promise of eternal inheritance.

· Repeated sacrifices, which could never actually cleanse the conscience.

Hebrews 9:9 Which was a figure for the time then present, in which were offered both gifts and sacrifices, that could not make him that did the service perfect, as pertaining to the conscience…14 How much more shall the blood of Christ, who through the eternal Spirit offered himself without spot to God, purge your conscience from dead works to serve the living God?
· The provisions of the Law were by works and not by faith.

Galatians 3:17 And this I say, that the covenant, that was confirmed before of God in Christ, the law, which was four hundred and thirty years after, cannot disannul, that it should make the promise of none effect. 18 For if the inheritance be of the law, it is no more of promise: but God gave it to Abraham by promise…22 But the scripture hath concluded all under sin, that the promise by faith of Jesus Christ might be given to them that believe.
Romans 4:13 For the promise, that he should be the heir of the world, was not to Abraham, or to his seed, through the law, but through the righteousness of faith. 14 For if they which are of the law be heirs, faith is made void, and the promise made of none effect:

Bottom Line of Hebrews 8:6 – 

· The “better promises” that the New Covenant is based upon ARE the promises to Abraham
· Which are now in effect with the removal of the Law of Moses and its replacement with the New Covenant
· The following part of Hebrews 8 attests to the removal of the Law of Moses
Hebrews 8:6 But now hath he obtained a more excellent ministry, by how much also he is the mediator of a better covenant, which was established upon better promises. 7 For if that first covenant had been faultless, then should no place have been sought for the second…13 In that he saith, A new covenant, he hath made the first old. Now that which decayeth and waxeth old is ready to vanish away.

· The phrase “better promises” does NOT mean different promises than those given to Abraham.

· In fact, the phrase “better promises” refers TO the promises given to Abraham, which are better than the arrangement under Law of Moses.

f. CONCLUSION (to sub-point No. 1 above)

i. At no point in the New Testament did the promise, or more specifically the item promised, change. 
ii. the Gospel was preached to Abraham, saying, In thee shall all nations be blessed. (Galatians 3:8)
1. that is the Gospel that we believe
iii. to Abraham and his seed were the promises made (Galatians 3:16)
iv. that by faith of Jesus Christ the promise might be given to them that believe (Galatians 3:22) 
v. so that all those who believe in Christ Jesus are Abraham’s seed, AND HEIRS ACCORDING TO THE PROMISE (Galatians 3:29)
vi. that the promise that he should be the heir of the world was made to Abraham and to his seed through the righteousness of faith (Romans 4:13)
vii. that the end result of faith is that the promise might be sure to all the seed of Abraham, both the Jews and the Gentiles alike who believe (Romans 4:16)
viii. so we should not disbelieve the things God has promised to Abraham (Romans 4:20)
ix. but instead, just like Abraham, we are imputed as righteous only when we believe that “what he had promised, he would also to perform” (Romans 4:21)
2. So the question remains: 

a. How can anyone change the content and meaning of the promises made to Abraham and kept consistently throughout both the Old and New Testament? 

i. How can they remove the things specifically described and specifically promised in detail by God starting with Abraham and exchange it for promises that not only are different but most significantly are entirely devoid of the items specifically described and promised starting with Abraham?

ii. The way this is done is to keep the text of the promises but state that the meaning of the words changed

1. its done through an interpretive device

b. *The essential question that we have to ask ourselves is: 

i. Do we think that the way God identified a specific area of land to Abraham can in anyway reasonably be construed as God really meaning heaven instead?

ii. Or is this just a trick whereby we use an alternate interpretive method such as allegorizing to allow us to “change” God’s clearly intended meaning from “Canaan land,” to “not Canaan land, not any land, but heaven instead”

iii. Even with allegory, its going to be really hard to see how the specific identification of the geographic area known as Canaan land in any way allegorizes “heaven” 

1. (other than convenience and necessity for particular theological systems to remain intact)

c. Prominent Definitions

- Since this study will hinge largely on interpreting the meaning of the words in the original and consistent covenant promises of God, we need to define the main interpretive methods

i. Literal (grammatical-historical) interpretation

1. scripture passages are interpreted in accordance with their original meaning

a. new meaning is not invested into them to replace the original meaning

2. *literal does not mean every phrase is taken “literally” as opposed to figuratively

3. *literal means that each phrase or sentence is interpreted in accordance with the normative elements of literary works

a. Nouns are nouns

b. Verbs are verbs

i. Abides by the conjugation of verbs into tenses, moods, and voices

c. Figures of speech such as metaphors, similes, parables, are taken to be figures of speech

d. Plain statements without such figures of speech are NOT interpreted symbolically or as figures of speech

4. Possible Counterarguments

a. the single, definable exception to this is what the New Testament refers to as the “mystery” concerning the atoning work and resurrection of Jesus Christ

Luke 24:44 And he said unto them, These are the words which I spake unto you, while I was yet with you, that all things must be fulfilled, which were written in the law of Moses, and in the prophets, and in the psalms, concerning me. 45 Then opened he their understanding, that they might understand the scriptures, 46 And said unto them, Thus it is written, and thus it behoved Christ to suffer, and to rise from the dead the third day: 47 And that repentance and remission of sins should be preached in his name among all nations, beginning at Jerusalem.

Romans 16:25 Now to him that is of power to stablish you according to my gospel, and the preaching of Jesus Christ, according to the revelation of the mystery, which was kept secret since the world began, 26 But now is made manifest, and by the scriptures of the prophets, according to the commandment of the everlasting God, made known to all nations for the obedience of faith:

b. involves hiding prophecies concerning the death and resurrection in Christ so that…

i. no one would know ahead of time and thus inhibit the crucifixion from taking place

1 Corinthians 2:6 Howbeit we speak wisdom among them that are perfect: yet not the wisdom of this world, nor of the princes of this world, that come to nought: 7 But we speak the wisdom of God in a mystery, even the hidden wisdom, which God ordained before the world unto our glory: 8 Which none of the princes of this world knew: for had they known it, they would not have crucified the Lord of glory.

ii. once these events had taken place, they could be confirmed as the working of God’s plan by means of these prophecies given by God ahead of time

1. see Romans 16:25-26 above: “But now is made manifest, and by the scriptures of the prophets”

Romans 1:1 Paul, a servant of Jesus Christ, called to be an apostle, separated unto the gospel of God, 2 (Which he had promised afore by his prophets in the holy scriptures,) 3 Concerning his Son Jesus Christ our Lord, which was made of the seed of David according to the flesh; 4 And declared to be the Son of God with power, according to the spirit of holiness, by the resurrection from the dead:

c. Examples

First Example:

Psalm 16:8 I have set the LORD always before me: because he is at my right hand, I shall not be moved. 9 Therefore my heart is glad, and my glory rejoiceth: my flesh also shall rest in hope. 10 For thou wilt not leave my soul in hell; neither wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption.

Acts 2:22 Ye men of Israel, hear these words; Jesus of Nazareth, a man approved of God among you by miracles and wonders and signs, which God did by him in the midst of you, as ye yourselves also know: 23 Him, being delivered by the determinate counsel and foreknowledge of God, ye have taken, and by wicked hands have crucified and slain: 24 Whom God hath raised up, having loosed the pains of death: because it was not possible that he should be holden of it. 25 For David speaketh concerning him, I foresaw the Lord always before my face, for he is on my right hand, that I should not be moved: 26 Therefore did my heart rejoice, and my tongue was glad; moreover also my flesh shall rest in hope: 27 Because thou wilt not leave my soul in hell, neither wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption. 28 Thou hast made known to me the ways of life; thou shalt make me full of joy with thy countenance. 29 Men and brethren, let me freely speak unto you of the patriarch David, that he is both dead and buried, and his sepulchre is with us unto this day. 30 Therefore being a prophet, and knowing that God had sworn with an oath to him, that of the fruit of his loins, according to the flesh, he would raise up Christ to sit on his throne; 31 He seeing this before spake of the resurrection of Christ, that his soul was not left in hell, neither his flesh did see corruption. 32 This Jesus hath God raised up, whereof we all are witnesses.
Second Example:

Psalm 22:15 My strength is dried up like a potsherd; and my tongue cleaveth to my jaws; and thou hast brought me into the dust of death. 16 For dogs have compassed me: the assembly of the wicked have inclosed me: they pierced my hands and my feet. 17 I may tell all my bones: they look and stare upon me. 18 They part my garments among them, and cast lots upon my vesture.
Matthew 27:35 And they crucified him, and parted his garments, casting lots: that it might be fulfilled which was spoken by the prophet, They parted my garments among them, and upon my vesture did they cast lots.
Luke 23:34 Then said Jesus, Father, forgive them; for they know not what they do. And they parted his raiment, and cast lots.

John 19:23 Then the soldiers, when they had crucified Jesus, took his garments, and made four parts, to every soldier a part; and also his coat: now the coat was without seam, woven from the top throughout. 24 They said therefore among themselves, Let us not rend it, but cast lots for it, whose it shall be: that the scripture might be fulfilled, which saith, They parted my raiment among them, and for my vesture they did cast lots. These things therefore the soldiers did.

d. RULE: the existence of this VERY UNIQUE mechanism to disguise the crucifixion beforehand and yet confirm it afterward does NOT provide license to GENERALLY interpret all passages on any subject the same way

i. The crucifixion was purposefully kept hidden for a specific reason, so that it would occur and not be avoided

ii. the same cannot be said for all the rest of God’s plan, including an alleged ideas of “going to heaven” instead of inheriting the earth

iii. the rest of God’s plan was plainly declared, repeatedly over the course of both testaments

iv. *and EVEN AFTER the enigmatic mystery of Christ had been revealed in Luke 24:44-47, the plain/literal interpretation of the promises remained throughout the New Testament, including the book of Revelation

ii. Allegorizing (in Bible interpretation)
1. often referred to as “spiritualizing”

2. scripture passages are NOT interpreted in accordance with their original meaning

a. new meaning is invested into them to replace the original meaning

3. how it works

a. take what was originally unquestioningly a literal description of a physical item

b. interpret it figuratively instead of literally

c. equate the physical item with a spiritual concept

4. origin of allegories 

a. EITHER given in scripture itself

i. (Those that arise in the scripture do not deny or undermine the reality of the compared original events.)

1 Corinthians 10:1 Moreover, brethren, I would not that ye should be ignorant, how that all our fathers were under the cloud, and all passed through the sea; 2 And were all baptized unto Moses in the cloud and in the sea; 3 And did all eat the same spiritual meat; 4 And did all drink the same spiritual drink: for they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them: and that Rock was Christ. 5 But with many of them God was not well pleased: for they were overthrown in the wilderness. 6 Now these things were our examples, to the intent we should not lust after evil things, as they also lusted.

b. OR arise outside of scripture, from any man’s own reflection on scripture

5. Qualities of allegories

a. allegories given in scripture are reliable by nature 

i. because they are part of infallible, inspired teaching

b. allegories not articulated in scripture itself but articulated by readers of scripture

i. are fallible

ii. not necessarily reliable

6. Limitations to allegories that are not articulated in scripture itself

a. must be supported by demonstrable, non-allegorical statements in scripture
b. cannot overturn or contradict clear, non-allegorical teaching or statements in scripture

c. should NEVER drive a theological system

d. should NEVER provide the necessary support for a theological system

i. if the MAIN support without which a theological system cannot stand is an “allegorization” not found in scripture, then that theological system is the product of human imagination

iii. Relevance of Interpretation to This Study

1. as we will see, the majority these various theological systems pride themselves that the grammatical-historical method is the backbone of their theology

a. yet in their primary, defining traits, they rely entirely on allegory and an allegorical interpretation of the meaning of the promises of God

i. their allegorical interpretations:

1. DO NOT originate in scripture

2. ARE NOT supported by non-allegorical statements from scripture, 

3. overturn/contradict clear, non-allegorical teaching of the scripture

b. thus, they contradict themselves by being defined by views that are incompatible with their preferred and stated method of interpretation

c. they do not typically state that they are switching to a non-grammatical-historical approach when they begin to interpret allegorically
2. as we will see, once allegorizing the meaning of the promises is ruled out and “taken off the table”…

a. *there will be only 1 possible correct interpretation of the Gospel, on all 4 Categories or levels
b. All other views or theological systems will appear to offer and elicit faith in things that God has not promised while NOT preaching or eliciting faith in the things that God has promised

d. Another Gospel – A Central Focus of this Study

i. Here we arrive at the crucial question of “another Gospel” that will become the central focus of this study
Galatians 1:6 I marvel that ye are so soon removed from him that called you into the grace of Christ unto another gospel: 7 Which is not another; but there be some that trouble you, and would pervert the gospel of Christ. 8 But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel unto you than that which we have preached unto you, let him be accursed. 9 As we said before, so say I now again, If any man preach any other gospel unto you than that ye have received, let him be accursed. 10 For do I now persuade men, or God? or do I seek to please men? for if I yet pleased men, I should not be the servant of Christ. 11 But I certify you, brethren, that the gospel which was preached of me is not after man. 12 For I neither received it of man, neither was I taught it, but by the revelation of Jesus Christ.

NOTE: While controversial in that this subject bears indications for the state of the modern church and so many who are professing Christians, as we attempt to define the Gospel correctly we are not seeking to please men, if we did we’d cease to serve God, nor do we seek a version of the gospel invented or altered by men, but the one that Jesus Christ himself taught to Paul and to the other apostles. 

NOTE: This is the first chapter of the same book of Galatians where Paul goes on to say of the true Gospel that:

· it was preached to Abraham (Galatians 3:8)
· that to Abraham and his seed were the promises made (Galatians 3:16)
· that by faith of Jesus Christ the promise are given to them that believe (Galatians 3:22) 
· and that there is no discrimination between Jews or Greeks (see below) in terms of this inheritance (Galatians 3:28)
· but that all those who believe in Christ Jesus are Abraham’s seed, AND HEIRS ACCORDING TO THE PROMISE (Galatians 3:29)
Romans 15:8 Now I say that Jesus Christ was a minister of the circumcision for the truth of God, to confirm the promises made unto the fathers: 9 And that the Gentiles might glorify God for his mercy; as it is written, For this cause I will confess to thee among the Gentiles, and sing unto thy name. 10 And again he saith, Rejoice, ye Gentiles, with his people.

2 Corinthians 1:20 For all the promises of God in him are yea, and in him Amen, unto the glory of God by us.
Ephesians 1:11 In whom also we have obtained an inheritance, being predestinated according to the purpose 4286 of him who worketh all things after the counsel 1012 of his own will:

4286 proyesiv prothesis proth’-es-is 

from 4388; TDNT-8:164,1176; n f 

AV-purpose 8, shewbread + 740 4; 12 

1) a setting forth of a thing, placing of it in view, the shewbread 

1a) twelve loaves of wheaten bread, corresponding to the number of the tribes of Israel, which loaves were offered to God every Sabbath, and separated into two rows, lay for seven days upon a table placed in the sanctuary or front portion of the tabernacle, and afterwards of the temple 

2) a purpose
1012 boulh boule boo-lay’ 

from 1014; TDNT-1:633,108; n f 

AV-counsel 10, will 1, advise + 5087 1; 12 

1) counsel, purpose

Ephesians 2:11 Wherefore remember, that ye being in time past Gentiles in the flesh, who are called Uncircumcision by that which is called the Circumcision in the flesh made by hands; 12 That at that time ye were without Christ, being aliens from the commonwealth 4174 of Israel, and strangers from the covenants of promise, having no hope, and without God in the world: 13 But now in Christ Jesus ye who sometimes were far off are made nigh by the blood of Christ. 14 For he is our peace, who hath made both one, and hath broken down the middle wall of partition between us; 15 Having abolished in his flesh the enmity, even the law of commandments contained in ordinances; for to make in himself of twain one new man, so making peace; 16 And that he might reconcile both unto God in one body by the cross, having slain the enmity thereby: 17 And came and preached peace to you which were afar off, and to them that were nigh. 18 For through him we both have access by one Spirit unto the Father. 19 Now therefore ye are no more strangers and foreigners, but fellowcitizens 4847 with the saints, and of the household of God;

Ephesians 3:4 Whereby, when ye read, ye may understand my knowledge in the mystery of Christ) 5 Which in other ages was not made known unto the sons of men, as it is now revealed unto his holy apostles and prophets by the Spirit; 6 That the Gentiles should be fellowheirs, and of the same body, and partakers of his promise in Christ by the gospel:

Hebrews 6:11 And we desire that every one of you do shew the same diligence to the full assurance of hope unto the end: 12 That ye be not slothful, but followers of them who through faith and patience inherit the promises. 13 For when God made promise to Abraham, because he could swear by no greater, he sware by himself, 14 Saying, Surely blessing I will bless thee, and multiplying I will multiply thee. 15 And so, after he had patiently endured, he obtained the promise. 16 For men verily swear by the greater: and an oath for confirmation is to them an end of all strife. 17 Wherein God, willing more abundantly to shew unto the heirs of promise the immutability 276 of his counsel 1012, confirmed it by an oath: 18 That by two immutable 276 things, in which it was impossible for God to lie, we might have a strong consolation, who have fled for refuge to lay hold upon the hope set before us: 19 Which hope we have as an anchor of the soul, both sure and stedfast, and which entereth into that within the veil;

1012 boule 

from 1014; TDNT-1:633,108; n f 

AV-counsel 10, will 1, advise + 5087 1; 12 

1) counsel, purpose

276 ametayetov ametathetos am-et-ath’-et-os 

from 1 (as a negative particle) and a derivative of 3346; ; adj 

AV-immutability 1, immutable 1; 2 

1) not transposed, not to be transferred, fixed, unalterable
http://www.bartleby.com/61/44/T0324400.html
The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English Language: Fourth Edition.  2000. 

transpose – TRANSITIVE VERB: 1. To reverse or transfer the order or place of; interchange. 2. To put into a different place or order: transpose the words of a sentence. See synonyms at reverse. 3. Mathematics To move (a term) from one side of an algebraic equation to the other side, reversing its sign to maintain equality. 4. Music To write or perform (a composition) in a key other than the original or given key. 5. To render into another language. 6. To alter in form or nature; transform.  

NOTE: 

· Notice that Paul pronounces a curse on anyone preaching any other version of the Gospel than what he himself perceived was the Gospel

· Notice that Paul includes the promises in his definition of the Gospel in Romans 4 and Galatians 3, just 3 chapters after he pronounces this curse on anyone preaching a different version of the Gospel

· The result is that the allegorizing of the covenant promises of God to the saints is not limited to the Old Testament only, but the New Testament statements on this topic also have to be allegorized. 

· So, omission of the promises and allegorizing the meaning of the promises become the means by which the modern church changes the definition of the Gospel found in the New Testament

Romans 10:12 For there is no difference between the Jew and the Greek: for the same Lord over all is rich unto all that call upon him. 13 For whosoever shall call upon the name of the Lord shall be saved. 14 How then shall they call on him in whom they have not believed? and how shall they believe in him of whom they have not heard? and how shall they hear without a preacher? 15 And how shall they preach, except they be sent? as it is written, How beautiful are the feet of them that preach the gospel of peace, and bring glad tidings of good things! 16 But they have not all obeyed the gospel. For Esaias saith, Lord, who hath believed our report? 17 So then faith cometh by hearing, and hearing by the word of God.

NOTE: 

· The phrase “no difference between the Jew and the Greek” and the phrase “gospel of peace,” are both references back to the same concepts as Ephesians 2, wherein Paul writes that those who were formerly unbelieving heathens, foreigners to the commonwealth of Israel, and therefore enemies of the Jews, have through belief in Christ become fellow citizens with the Jews in that commonwealth, making peace between the two parties.

· This is what is meant by the phrase “Gospel of peace.”

· It makes peace between those who were formerly enemies as pertained to this coming kingdom, those who were foreigners hostile to it and those who were citizens of it.

· Not even this was a secret to Abraham, to whom God said, “in you will all nations of the earth be blessed.”

NOTES: “few saved”

Matthew 7:13-14, Matthew 20:16, Luke 13:23-24-30, 1 Peter 3:20, 1 Peter 4:18 

ii. Part of what we will be examining in this study is the way that the modern Church preaches or defines the Gospel:

1. a gospel with belief in other promises that disagree with the true promises of God

2. or devoid of any specific promises (Romans 10:12-17)

a. so that there is neither a preaching of the promises that God has made

b. nor do the masses in churches ever hear the promises made by God 

c. nor does there therefore arise in them a belief in those promises or that God will do those specific things which he has promised

iii. Putting an actual face on

1. what the body of Christ at large today … 

a. believes or does not believe

b. calls (or defines) “the Gospel”

2. how?

a. Identifying the major beliefs that are out there in today’s church

b. Identifying denomination by denomination, who holds them

3. Goal:

a. get an accurate picture of where the modern body of Christ stands in regard to believing the first century, New Testament Gospel and promises of God

b. through understanding both the problem and the issues, be capable ministers of the Gospel 

i. 1 Peter 3:15 But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts: and be ready always to give an answer to every man that asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you with meekness and fear
II. The Roadmap – 

A Summary Up Front of What We’re Going to See

a. A survey of the modern theological landscape

i. Particularly concerning the central issues of how the gospel and salvation are defined

ii. And who or what denominations hold what beliefs

b. Brief Overview of the Four Categories

i. Starting with the most basic concepts and then moving forward

ii. Categories

1. View of the Covenants

- focus on how the promises are interpreted

a. Covenant Theology

b. Traditional Dispensationalism

c. Progressive Dispensationalism

2. Broadest Historical Scope

- When are the promises fulfilled? past, present or future

a. Preterist

b. Historicist

c. Futurist

3. Specific Views of Millennium (discuss names as describing the view of the relationship between millennium and Christ’s return)
a. Amillennial

b. Post-millennial

c. Pre-millennial

4. Subdivisions within the Pre-millennial view of the Millennium

a. Pre-Tribulation Rapture

b. Mid-Tribulation Rapture

c. Post-Tribulation Rapture

c. Goals

i. To define each view in clear terms

ii. To show how these systems are built logically

1. so that the positions taken in earlier, more basic categories determine positions in the later categories 

iii. To show how various doctrines relate to each other

d. Identifying the Defining Beliefs of a Theological View or System

i. 2 difficulties in defining positions

1. hodge-podge and variation within single theological views

a. why?

i. evolution over time

ii. lack of overall systematic theology

iii. lack of consistent application of the grammatical-historical method OR no application of it at all

b. creates overlap

i. ex. Some versions of covenant theology come vary close to some versions of dispensationalism

1. including that some covenant theologians share the pre-millennial view with dispensationalists

2. titles and terms for theological groups can be misleading

a. theological systems often use terms that are…

i. generally acceptable

ii. non-descriptive (of the views they name)
b. in ways that are…

i. not in line with the normative or common sense meaning

ii. but instead represent 

1. either a peculiar or very narrow conceptualization

2. or sometimes a wholly unrelated concept that has nothing to do with the chosen term

c. for these reasons, often the key terms in a title can be equally applied to or are equally revered by other schools of thinking

i. example: choosing the term “covenant” as part of a name 

ii. overcoming difficulty in defining

1. define them by the mainstream, by their most commonly held traits 

a. not their more novel variations

2. define them by their distinguishing characteristics

a. particularly with regard to central issues

i. how they view the covenants

ii. *most importantly, how they view the promises in the covenants

1. This bears directly on their definitions of the gospel and salvation

3. We’re going to find lots of terms and expressions…

a. which on the surface everyone would agree to 

b. and which don’t seem to indicate any particular concept

4. *The key is… (central as we proceed) 

a. NOT to interpret terms or expressions for what we might automatically assume or what they might typically conjure up for the masses 

i. These various theological systems are NOT what we would think their key terms should indicate by common sense or usage

ii. Instead, they ARE the specific definitions or doctrines that they postulate and represent under the umbrella of their name

b. So we must understand specifically what each particular theological system intends… 

i. the terms in its name to designate or stand for

ii. the expressions in its arguments to convey

iii. *often the particular ideas that distinguish one theology from the next are not specifically stated or clear in their descriptions

5. develop an understanding of concepts that transcend or go beyond the surface-level of “official titles” and “group labels”

a. We want to understand the concepts in a way that transcends the mere groups

i. That way if a particular variety under a larger label has discarded specific concepts characteristic of that label, we’ll be able to evaluate the theology of that subgroup on its own without just pigeonholing them with the larger title they happen to have historically emerged from

b. filter through the hodge-podge and non-representational way in which titles or terms are used and get to the concepts themselves

III. View of the Covenants

- focus on how the promises are interpreted
a. Basic Concepts and Definitions
i. Covenant – 

The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English Language: Fourth Edition.  2000. 

Covenant – NOUN: 1. A binding agreement; a compact. See synonyms at bargain. 2. Law a. A formal sealed agreement or contract. b. A suit to recover damages for violation of such a contract. 3. In the Bible, God's promise to the human race.  

NOTE: Old Testament Word for “covenant.”

01285 b@riyth

from 01262 (in the sense of cutting [like 01254]); TWOT-282a; n f 

1) covenant, alliance, pledge 

NOTE: New Testament word for “covenant.”

1242 diatheke 

from 1303; TDNT-2:106,157; n f 

AV-covenant 20, testament 13; 33 

1) a disposition, arrangement, of any sort, which one wishes to be valid, the last disposition which one makes of his earthly possessions after his death, a testament or will 

2) a compact, a covenant, a testament 

2a) God’s covenant with Noah, etc.

ii. Dispensation –

The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English Language: Fourth Edition.  2000. 

Dispensation – NOUN: 1a. The act of dispensing. b. Something dispensed. c. A specific arrangement or system by which something is dispensed. 2. An exemption or release from an obligation or rule, granted by or as if by an authority. 3a. An exemption from a church law, a vow, or another similar obligation granted in a particular case by an ecclesiastical authority. b. The document containing this exemption. 4. Theology a. The divine ordering of worldly affairs. b. A religious system or code of commands considered to have been divinely revealed or appointed.  

OTHER FORMS: dispen·sation·al —ADJECTIVE

NOTE: We saw Paul use the phrase “household of God” in Ephesians 2:19, in which the word “household” is the Greek word “oikeios” (No. 3609), which means “belonging to a house or family” and is derived from “3624 oikos,” which means “a house.”
3622 oikonomia 
from 3623; TDNT-5:151,674; n f 

AV-dispensation 4, stewardship 3; 7 
1) the management of a household or of household affairs 

1a) specifically, the management, oversight, administration, of other’s property 

1b) the office of a manager or overseer, stewardship 

1c) administration, dispensation 

NOTES: 

· Ultimately derived “from 3624 and the base of 3551” 
· “oikos 3624,” which means “a house”
· “nomos 3551,” which means…
· anything established, anything received by usage, a custom, a law, a command 
· of the Mosaic law
· the Law of Christ, Galatians 6:2
· 3 times used in the Gospels in the same parable of the master who dismisses his steward for wasting his goods in Luke 16:1-4

Luke 16:2 And he called him, and said unto him, How is it that I hear this of thee? give an account of thy stewardship 3622; for thou mayest be no longer steward. 3 Then the steward said within himself, What shall I do? for my lord taketh away from me the stewardship 3622: I cannot dig; to beg I am ashamed. 4 I am resolved what to do, that, when I am put out of the stewardship 3622, they may receive me into their houses.
· 3 times it is used by Paul concerning the delegation of authority given to himself

1 Corinthians 9:17 For if I do this thing willingly, I have a reward: but if against my will, a dispensation 3622 of the gospel is committed unto me.

Ephesians 3:2 If ye have heard of the dispensation 3622 of the grace of God which is given me to you-ward:

Colossians 1:25 Whereof I am made a minister, according to the dispensation 3622 of God which is given to me for you, to fulfil the word of God;

· ONLY 1 time in Ephesians 1:10 it is used by Paul to refer to something other than what was specifically delegated to him.

Ephesians 1:10 That in the dispensation 3622 of the fulness of times he might gather together in one all things in Christ, both which are in heaven, and which are on earth; even in him:

· Notice that this means that Paul uses this same word twice in Ephesians (out of 4 times total).

· In Ephesians 1, Paul is simply referring to the delegation of authority that God will dispense and establish in the fullness of the times of history.

CONCLUSION: 

· In all of these settings, including Ephesians 1:10, IN SCRIPTURE this term denotes an arrangement of authority. 

· Dispensationalists typically place these arrangements of authority as being established by the successive covenants. 
· Paul is delegated authority as an apostle as a provision or carrying out of the New Covenant inaugurated by Christ.
· So, the term “dispensation” does not very clearly describe this theological system.

· Because this theological system centers on delegations of authority ushered in by the covenants.
· As such covenants remain the central means of God enacting systems and agreements with men.
· Because both of these theological systems are built upon the centrality of covenants.

· It is NOT as though Covenant Theologians are saying “God enacts systems through covenants” and Dispensationalists are suggesting no, he does it through something entirely distinct from a covenant called “dispensations.”
· a dispensational church website (cited in more detail below) lists the following dispensations:
· Innocence (pre-Fall), Conscience (Adam), Human Government (Noah), Promise (Abraham), Law (Moses), Grace (Christ’s First Coming), Kingdom (Christ’s Second Coming).
· Of these 7, 6 out of 7 are inaugurated by the typical covenants asserted by Covenant Theologians
· a Calvinist Covenant Theologian (below) lists the following 6 covenants, which almost directly parallel the dispensations (minus the dispensation of “conscience”)

· Adam (Gen. 2:15-17), Noah (Gen. 9:12-16), Abraham (Gen. 17), the Israelites at Mount Sinai (Ex. 34:28), David (Sam. 7:12-16), believers in the New Covenant (Jer. 31:31-37), etc.

· The fact is that…

· Each covenant initiates and characterizes the era of time (dispensation) after it until the next covenant is put into effect

· And each era of time dispensation (era of time) is initiated and characterized by the covenant that is currently in effect and comes to an end when the next covenant is put into effect

· AND neither the basic theology nor the particular arguments offered by either side deny these facts

· So, the question will become: 

· If Covenant Theologians and Dispensationalists agree that covenants are how God institutes how he relates to man on the earth, then what is it that these two theological systems disagree over?

· NOTE: They DO have significant disagreements.
· But as to what those are, we’ll have to leave to the particulars for later when we cover the theological systems themselves, one by one.

iii. Continuity vs. Dichotomy

1. continuity = “one program for all men,” seeing all elect of all ages receiving the same promises in the same way

2. dichotomy = “two programs,” differentiating between the promises received by the elect Jews (Israel) and the elect Gentiles (Church)

iv. 2 views of the covenant promises 

1. Physical-literal interpretation of covenant promises 

2. spiritualized-allegorized interpretation of covenant promises

b. 3 Main Views – At a Glance

i. Covenant Theology 
1. General Information

a. Not to be confused with “New Covenant Theology” 

b. historically-speaking, is a sub-point under Calvinist, i.e. Reformed theology

c. has its roots in Augustine in the fourth century

2. Focal Points

a. Continuity view regarding “one covenant” and “one and the same reward” for saints of all the ages 

b. Allegorical/spiritualized interpretation of Old Testament promises to the Jews, which were originally interpreted literally by the authors of the Old Testament

i. *moreover, by authors of the New Testament as well

ii. as we saw in our last study

c. Major Problems

i. Here it departs from the grammatical-historical method of interpretation by rejecting the factor of how the original audiences interpreted the message

ii. This method of interpretation is the one used in the Bible itself

iii. (also has problems because of essential conceptual ties to Calvinism)

ii. Traditional Dispensationalism

1. General Information

a. Arises in the 19th century

b. Most dispensationalists are traditional dispensationalists

2. Focal Points 

a. Dichotomy view asserting “two programs” and “two distinct rewards/salvations,” one for the elect of Israel and one for the elect of the church

i. This distinction cannot be sustained

b. Interpretation of promises/reward

i. Retains the allegorical/spiritualized interpretation of Old Testament promises regarding the church

ii. Retains the literal/physical interpretation of Old Testament promises regarding the Jews

iii. NOTE: this partial step away from allegorizing makes perfect sense in terms of the history of when and how these views come to prominence 

1. amillennial allegorism being central to RCC for over a thousand years

2. then Reformists, such as Calvin, retain it in part, in the sixteenth century

3. and finally, traditional dispensationalism arises in the nineteenth century as a partial return to pre-RCC teaching (under John Nelson Darby and the Plymouth Brethren, which he founds)

c. Major problems

i. Same interpretive problem as Covenant Theology in regard to its view of the promises/reward/salvation of the church

ii. Two covenants/programs idea is incompatible with New Testament scripture in which

1. the New Covenant was promised to the Jews in the Old Covenant, citing Old Testament passages

2. Jewish Christians, such as the apostles, have both covenants applied to them and speak as though the same is true for the Gentile believers

a. We covered these types of NT verses in our last study

3. New Testament asserts that Old Testament saints are gathered into one body with New Testament saints and are not justified apart from us

iii. Progressive Dispensationalism

1. General Information

a. Recent re-emergence in the 20th century

2. Focal Points

a. Continuity view regarding “one covenant” and “one and the same reward” for saints of all the ages 

b. Retains the literal/physical interpretation of Old Testament promises for saints of all the ages

c. Solutions to Problems
i. Thus it remains consistent with sound interpretive methods, including how the New Testament itself interprets these Old Testament promises literally concerning the Church

NOTE: Covenant Theology and Traditional Dispensationalism both hold that the Gentile Church will not literally receive the promises given to Abraham. Where they disagree regarding promises is as to the Jewish people. Traditional Dispensationalism says the Jews will receive the literal promises given to Abraham and elsewhere in the Old Testament. Covenant Theology says that no one will.
c. Historical Background

i. Progressive Dispensationalism 

1. is actually the view expressed 

a. in the New Testament to prove and defend Christianity to unbelieving Jews

b. in the earliest non-canonical Christian writers of the first and second centuries, who similarly disproved the Gnostic heretics

2. It is therefore older than both Covenant Theology and Traditional Dispensationalism

3. However, it fell out of popular acceptance during the rise of the RCC until its recent re-emergence

a. Although it is not a “new-comer” in terms of historical origin

b. Because of its long absence, it is a new-comer to theological debates in the post-RCC and post-Reformation era

ii. *We must understand that Covenant Theology and Traditional Dispensational theology are the two prominent contenders in today’s Christian Theology

1. thus, these two views often

a. define themselves in contrast to one another

b. conversely, historically-speaking their arguments are not addressed toward or inclusive of Progressive Dispensationalism

iii. However, Traditional Dispensationalism has increasingly in recent years began to… 

1. define itself in contrast to Progressive Dispensationalism

2. address arguments against Progressive Dispensationalism

3. finding itself on a sort of “two front war” between Covenant Theology and Progressive Dispensationalism growing up in its own back yard

d. Detailed Description of Views

i. Covenant Theology – Most Common and Distinguishing Views
1. Supportive quotes

NOTES:

· take note of the “continuity” that is a major element in Covenant theology

· *this specifically means “continuity” in terms of one covenant and one reward/salvation that applies to all saints of all ages

· *this does NOT mean “continuity” between what the reward/salvation is or was understood in both the Old and New Covenants

· as we will see, Covenant Theology holds that…

· the Old Covenant may have indicated a particular interpretation of the promises and the New Covenant

· while retaining the text of the promises, involves a new and distinct interpretation of them

www.mountainretreatorg.net/faq/glossary.html
Covenant Theology – Covenant Theology is the Reformed belief that the old Covenant (or Testament) and New Covenant promises made by God to His people, are particular aspects of a single Covenant relationship, and that there is continuity between the Old Covenant and the New Covenant. As opposed to "New Covenant Theology" which believes that the New Covenant law of Christ stands in contrast to the Old Covenant law of Moses. 

NOTES: 

· The reference that “covenant theology” is a part of “Reformed” i.e. Calvinist theology

· Take notice of similar statements below

http://www.carm.org/dictionary.htm
Covenant Theology – A system of theology that views God's dealings with man in respect of covenants rather than dispensations (periods of time). It represents the whole of scripture as covenantal in structure and theme.  Some believe there is one Covenant and others believe two and still others believe in more.  The two main covenants are covenant of works in the O.T. made between God and Adam, and the Covenant of Grace between the Father and the Son where the Father promised to give the Son the elect and the Son must redeem them.  Some consider these to be one and the same.  The covenants have been made since before the world was made (Heb. 13:20).

NOTES: 

· Notice that the phrase “covenant of grace” is the title given to the “covenant between the Father and the Son”

· And it is contrasted to the “covenant of works”

· also sometimes known as the “covenant of redemption”

· particularly “Calvinist” because it means that men had to be redeemed regardless of their absolute “total depravity” (which is their inability to repent unless its irresistibly input to them by the HS – see Calvinist site below)

· and so the inputting of repentance into some men was without regard for human choice in the matter and strictly a matter of divine sovereignty and necessity to fulfill this Father-Son covenant

· see similar statements as we continue
Britannica.com

Covenant theology – also called  federal theology    type of Reformed (Calvinistic) theology emphasizing the biblical covenants of works made by God with Adam—the first created man, according to the book of Genesis—and the covenant of grace made between God and man through the grace of Christ. In Reformed theology, Christ was viewed as the second Adam, as he was described in the letters of the Apostle Paul. English Puritans of the 17th century incorporated the concept of the two covenants (law and grace) into what has been called a natural and a supernatural covenant. In the development of this theological movement, the 16th–17th-century English Puritan theologian William Ames's book Medulla Theologiae (Marrow of Sacred Divinity) influenced Reformed theology for nearly a century. The covenantal concept spread among Reformed groups in England, Germany, Scotland, the Netherlands, and the New England colonies, where it was especially influential.

Britannica.com

Protestantism, Dutch Pietism—influenced by Englishman William Ames (1576–1633), whose Medulla Sacrae Theologiae (1623; The Marrow of Sacred Theology) and De Conscientia (1630; On Conscience) were basic textbooks for federal or covenant theology and Puritan casuistry in England and New England—was represented by Willem Teellinck, Johannes Coccejus, Gisbertus Voetius, and Jodocus van Lodensteyn. Impulses from these men became a part of the reform movement that had already appeared in German Lutheran circles and was to be known as “Reform Orthodoxy.” Important representatives of Reform Orthodoxy were Johann Arndt (1555–1621) and Johann Dannhauer (1603–66). The “pectoral [heart] theology” of these orthodox Lutherans found its highest expression and widest audience in the writings of Arndt, who may well be called the “father of Pietism.” His chief work, Four Books on True Christianity (1606–10), was soon being read in countless homes. Although Arndt stressed the notion of the unio mystica (mystical union) between the believer and Jesus, a 17th-century Lutheran doctrinal addition, the central Arndtian theme was not that of mystical union but stressed repentance, regeneration, and new life, which would become the essence of Pietism. 

NOTES: 

· notice the distinction between the covenants as “natural and supernatural covenant”

· the word “supernatural” as opposed to “natural” is the first indicator of how mainstream Covenant Theology will interpret the promises of God

· distinguishes between a covenant of grace and a covenant of works

Britannica.com

Cocceius, Johannes – Dutch theologian of the Reformed Church, biblical scholar, prolific writer, and a leading exponent of covenant theology, a school of religious thought emphasizing the compacts between God and man. His Summa doctrinae de foedere et testamento Dei (1648; “Comprehensive Treatise on the Doctrines of the Covenant and Testament of God”) is based on the conception that the relation between God and man, both before the Fall and after it, was a covenant. In the original paradise there was a covenant of works by which salvation was promised for perfect obedience. After sin made obedience impossible for man, the covenant of works was “abrogated” by the covenant of grace, by which salvation was given as a free gift of God. This gracious covenant originated in a pact within the Trinity between the Father and the Son and is realized IN A SUCCESSION OF HISTORICAL STEPS culminating in the eternal Kingdom of God…Thus Cocceius was able to strengthen biblical piety and to introduce the idea of the history of salvation, including an uncharacteristic millennialism, within scholastic Reformed theology.

NOTES:

· notice the recognition in Covenant Theology of a “series of historical steps” so that various periods or eras of history had to unfold along the way (i.e. dispensations of history)

· notice that this article distinguishes the covenant of grace from the covenant of works 

· places the covenant of grace as a subset of the covenant between the Father and the Son 

· (contrasted to another Covenant Theology article below)

· the reference to “an uncharacteristic millennialism”

· provides a second indication of how mainstream Covenant Theology is amillennial

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Covenant_theology
Covenant theology - Covenant Theology is a school of Biblical interpertation that provides one alternative to Dispensationalism and is a form of Supersessionism. Though different flavours of Covenant Theology exist, they generally share the idea that throughout Biblical history, God's various covenants were either one and the same, or subsets of each other. Depending on denomination, theologians will either refer to one all-encompassing covenant (with no clear break between the Israelite nation and the Christian church), or two or more covenants wrapped in a container covenant (with a definite break between Israel and the church). It is interesting to note that WIDESPREAD ADOPTION OF DISPENSATIONALISM in theological history is a relatively recent event, in contrast to Covenant Theology, which has roots to various authors immediately following the founding of the Christian church, such as Augustine.
NOTES: 

· notice that Dispensationalism, although recent, has had a “widespread” acceptance

· Reference to “supersessionism” (see below)

· reference to Augustine

· by “definite break” is meant the ushering in of the covenant of grace as opposed to the covenant of works (which culminated under the Law to Israel) as we’ve seen above 

· the “container covenant” is the covenant of redemption, the alleged covenant between Father and Son, also spoken of above, in which the covenant of works and covenant of grace were both subsets

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Supersessionism
Supersessionism – Supersessionism is the traditional Christian belief that Christianity is the fulfillment of Biblical Judaism, and therefore that Jews who deny that Jesus is the Jewish Messiah fall short of their calling as God's Chosen people. Thus, according to supersessionism, the Jews are either no longer considered to be God's Chosen people, or their proper calling is frustrated pending their acceptance of Jesus Christ as the promised Messiah. Critics of a complete replacement theory, the first alternative just mentioned, might reason that the "chosenness" of the gentile believers in the messiah is an engrafting into the promises made to Israel…The traditional form of supersessionism does not theorize a replacement; instead it argues that Israel has been superseded only in the sense that the Church has been entrusted with the fulfillment of the promises of which Jewish Israel is the trustee.
NOTES:

· Notice that one version of “supersessionism” in which “the Jews are no longer God’s Chosen people” and are effectively “replaced” wholesale without regard to promises made to Abraham concerning his offspring is known as “Replacement Theology”

· *Notice that “Replacement Theology” does NOT apply to all forms of “supersessionism” – ONLY to those who reject that the Jews are God’s Chosen people under the Covenant of Grace

· The issue of the Jews still being God’s Chosen people deals directly with the idea of Israel as the head of nations during the Millennial empire of Christ Jesus, so that it is a Jewish kingdom on earth, with a Davidic king restored in Jesus Christ

· Therefore, to assert that the Jews are no longer God’s people, is to reject a defining element to the millennium

· this is why and how Covenant Theology is typically incompatible with a literal concept of a millennium and the literal fulfillment of the promises to the Jews concerning such a kingdom, including those in the New Testament

· This is the basis of the comment that the Gentiles are “grafted in” to Israel, rather than Israel being replaced and discarded altogether

· *Here there is a “continuity” issue in that while replacement theology perhaps retaining that saints of all ages receive the same salvation, there is replacement of what salvation they receive in that there is no longer the literal Jewish kingdom promised in the Old Testament that Gentile believers are allowed to participate in through Jesus Christ

· Such promises in the Old Testament may be viewed as “allegorical” of a spiritual reality that does not involve a literal kingdom for the Jews

· the second proposition that the Jews “proper calling is frustrated pending their acceptance of Jesus Christ as the promised Messiah” also rightly applies to Progressive Dispensationalism (although distinctly not to Traditional Dispensationalism – as we’ll see later)

NOTES: Reaffirm the unchanging and consistent literal/physical “land” aspect of the promises – Read Genesis 15:1-21, Romans 4:13, Galatians 3:29 

http://www.mslick.com/covenant.htm
THE CALVINIST CORNER   

There is a flow to the covenants found in the Bible. Basically, it is as follows. First, God the Father made a covenant with the Son with regard to the elect. This covenant was made before the universe was created and it consisted of the Father promising to bring to the Son all whom the Father had given Him (John 6:39; 17:9,24). The manifestation of that covenant occurs in our world in a sequence of additional covenants that God makes with individuals: Adam (Gen. 2:15-17), Noah (Gen. 9:12-16), Abraham (Gen. 17), the Israelites at Mount Sinai (Ex. 34:28), David (Sam. 7:12-16), believers in the New Covenant (Jer. 31:31-37), etc. These additional covenants with people fall under the Covenant of Grace where God makes a covenant with the elect and promises them salvation through faith in Jesus. A major question regarding the covenants is how many are there? Some theologians say there is only one covenant, the covenant of redemption and that within this covenant are all the other covenants. Others say that there are two covenants: the Eternal Covenant and the Covenant of Grace. Others say there are still more. The Eternal Covenant, also known as The Covenant of Redemption, may be defined as the agreement between the Father and the Son giving the Son as head and Redeemer of the elect…The Holy Spirit, which produces faith in the sinner, was promised to Christ by the Father, and the acceptance of the way of life through faith was guaranteed by Christ. 
NOTES:

· notice that this website does not list “covenant of works” in contrast to the “covenant of grace” as one of two major covenants

· instead, any covenants of works are viewed as subsets of the “covenant of grace”

· such as with Adam in the beginning (as stated in another article above) 

· or such as the Law of Moses 

· notice that while other articles used the title “covenant of grace” to refer to the covenant between the Father and the Son, this website uses the term “covenant of grace” as the overarching term inclusive all covenants between God and man 

· in contrast the terms “covenant of redemption” and “eternal covenant” are used as synonyms to refer to the covenant between the Father and the Son
· and the “covenant of grace” is viewed either as a distinct covenant or as a subset of the “eternal covenant” 

· reference to “the Holy Spirit…produces faith in the sinner” as part of the working out of the covenant of redemption
· this is why Covenant Theology is inherently Calvinist
· because its dominant concept, the covenant of redemption between the Father and the Son, is an articulation of Calvinist processes of salvation 
Western Reforms Seminary (WRS Journal), part of the Bible Presbyterian Church, http://www.wrs.edu/
NOTES: 

· this is from a pdf file

· the author is Covenant Theology, but of a more novel variety that is arguing for premillennialism under the ideas of Covenant Theology

· his comments concerning “all dispensationalists” refer to “traditional dispensationalists” – which is to be expected since “progressive dispensationalism” is an extremely new re-emergence in theological circles

Postmillennialists believe that Jesus will come after his millennium; and amillennialists believe that this millennium already exists, either in the church on earth, or at the present time in heaven. All dispensationalists are also premillennialists. They see the millennium as adapted for the earthly people of God, the Jews. In their view the New Testament church will have little to do with the millennium; the church will be enjoying fellowship with God in the heavenly Jerusalem, apart from the earth. On the other hand, many covenant theologians are amillennialists. They believe that the Old Testament promises of the coming kingdom speak in spiritual terms of the New Testament blessings we receive in the church. If so, there is no need for a future Jewish kingdom to be established before the final judgment and the eternal state. 

NOTES:

· notice that he affirms that most Covenant Theologians are amillennialist

· AND he also defines for us what this means

· That they see the kingdom of God

· not as a physical Jewish kingdom for a thousand years

· but that the New Testament reveals that the church receives a “spiritualized” version of those promises 

· the rest of his article shows that he has embraced an eschatology similar to the full continuity view of Progressive Dispensationalism

· While retaining the defining Covenant Theology concept of “Covenant of Redemption/Covenant of Grace” between the Father and the Son

· Thus he achieves a Calvinist form of Progressive Dispensationalism

· The simple fact that this is an essay written from within Covenant Theology to argue in favor of premillennialism within Covenant Theology and to dispel the ideas that premillennialism is incompatible with Covenant Theology demonstrates that mainstream Covenant Theology is predominantly amillennial 

· If that were not the case, no such essay would be necessary

www.biblefacts.org/history/dchart.html, from a dispensational website

	Issue
	Covenant Position
	Dispensational Position

	Pattern of History
	Covenant of Works with Adam; Covenant of Grace with Christ on behalf of elect (some distinguish between Covenant of Redemption with Christ and Covenant of Grace with the elect).
	Divided into dispensations (usually seven); e.g., Innocence (pre-Fall), Conscience (Adam), Human Government (Noah), Promise (Abraham), Law (Moses), Grace (Christ’s First Coming), Kingdom (Christ’s Second Coming).

	View of History
	Optimistic: God is extending His kingdom.
	Pessimistic: the Last Days are marked by increasingly worse wickedness in the world and by apostasy in the church.

	God’s Purpose in History
	There is a unified redemptive purpose.
	There are two distinct purposes, one earthly (Israel), one heavenly (church).

	View of the Biblical Covenants
	They are different administrations of the Covenant of Grace.
	They mark off periods of time during which God’s specific demands of man differ.

	Relationship of Old Testament to New Testament
	Acceptance of Old Testament teaching required unless specifically abrogated by New Testament.
	Old Testament prescriptions are not binding unless reaffirmed in New Testament.
 

	Relationship Between Israel and the Church
	The church is spiritual Israel, in continuity with true Israel of Old Testament.
	The church is the spiritual people of God, distinct from Israel, the physical people of God.

	Old Testament Prophecy
	Refers to God’s people, the church.
	Refers to ethnic Israel.

	Church Age
	God’s redemptive purpose continued to unfold.
	There is a parenthesis between past and future manifestations of the kingdom.

	Role of Holy Spirit
	The Holy Spirit indwells God’s people throughout history.
	The Holy Spirit indwells God’s people only from Pentecost to the Rapture.

	Baptism
	Unified covenant generally used to support infant baptism.
	Israel/church distinction often (but not always) used to support believers’ baptism.

	Social Implications
	Emphasizes "cultural mandate.”
	The only way to save the world is to save individuals; therefore evangel ism takes precedence over "social action.”

	Eschatology
	Usually amillennial; rarely postmillennial; occasionally premillennial.
	Premillennial, usually pretribulational.
 

	Millennium
 
	Symbolic, often identified with present age.
	Literal, earthly 1000-year reign after Second Coming.


The following quotes all come from the website of Covenant Theological Seminary (also referred to as Covenant Seminary) in St. Louis, MO.

http://www.covenantseminary.edu/aboutus/whoweare/distinctives/default.asp
Distinctives – The following pages will highlight some of the distinctives we feel are important at Covenant Seminary. National Seminary of the PCA [Presbyterian Church in America], explains the unique relationship Covenant enjoys with the Presbyterian Church in America.

NOTE: 

· Covenant Seminary is Presbyrterian.

http://www.covenantseminary.edu/aboutus/whoweare/distinctives/presbyterianchurch.asp
Presbyterian Church in America, National Seminary of the PCA – In an age of independence, Covenant Theological Seminary rejoices in its oversight by the caring congregations of the Presbyterian Church in America (PCA).

NOTE: 

· Presbyterian Church in America [PCA] has oversight for Covenant Theological Seminary.

http://www.covenantseminary.edu/aboutus/whoweare/distinctives/default.asp
World Mission, will show you Covenant's desire for all students to participate in God's mission to expand His kingdom around the world.
NOTE: 

· Covenant Seminary has an amillennial view of the kingdom, as occurring now on earth, being expanded by the church

· Just as the premillennial Covenant Theologian who authored of the pdf above stated

· The author and pdf were from the Western Reforms Seminary (WRS Journal), part of the Bible Presbyterian Church
http://www.covenantseminary.edu/academics/degreeReqs/maet.asp
Master of Arts (Exegetical Theology)

FIRST YEAR Fall Jan-term Spring 

NT310 Biblical Introduction 4   

NT303 Greek in Exegesis 3   

OT301 Hebrew 4   

ST300 Covenant Theology 3   

OT302 Hebrew  2  

CC311 Cultural and Biblical Hermeneutics   2 

NT320 Gospels   3 

NT330 Acts and Paul   4 

OT303 Hebrew in Exegesis    3 

OT330 Old Testament History   3 

NOTE: 

· Covenant Theology is a required course the first year of study at Covenant Seminary.

· Notice that “Dispensationalism” is NOT.

· “Dispensationalism” is apparently not even a course required or offered at any time or under any degree program at Covenant Seminary. 

Courses at Covenant Theological Seminary:

http://www.covenantseminary.edu/academics/crsdescriptions.asp
ST300 Covenant Theology
Biblical-theological study of God's self-revelation in the history of redemption, culminating in Christ and the Scriptures. Emphasis on the thematic unity of kingdom, covenant, and mediator; the inspiration and perfection of Holy Scripture; basic principles of biblical interpretation. Prerequisite: NT301 in progress. Credit, three units.

NOTES:

· Notice that the course on Covenant Theology has an “emphasis on” the Covenant Theological view not just of the covenant but of the kingdom of God

· This demonstrates that Covenant Theology’s particular view of the kingdom is part of what defines it as a belief system

ST544 Law and Grace
The Reformed tradition has always embraced a positive role for the law within the Christian life, yet the relationship between law and divine grace has not always been clearly understood or articulated. This course examines the law-grace connection by considering biblical themes and the use of the covenant as an organizing principle in Reformed confessions and theological reflections. Credit, three units.

NOTES: 

· Covenant Seminary is part of the Reformed tradition

· Britannica.com’s article on “Covenant Theology” stated that Covenant Theology is a “type of Reformed (Calvinistic) theology”

· note the emphasis on the “covenant as an organizing principle in Reformed confessions”

ST645 Calvinism and Arminianism
A study of the Calvinist-Arminian debate in biblical, historical, and theological context. This course will examine the Remonstrant Articles and the Canons of Dordt, Wesleyan theology, H. Orton Wiley's Christian Theology, and current Arminianism. The course also will seek to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of Arminian conceptions of God, humanity, salvation, and the Christian life on the basis of Scripture. Prerequisite: NT302. Credit, three units.

NOTES: 

· Notice that the course is defined as a “study of the Calvinist-Arminian debate” that will “seek to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of Arminian conceptions”

· Notice contrastingly, that the course above does NOT seek to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of Calvinism.

· This indicates that its an examination of the debate from a Calvinist perspective, with the intention of familiarizing students at a Calvinist seminary with the flaws of Arminianism

· So, Covenant Seminary is Calvinist.

What do Covenant Theologians and Traditional Dispensationalists Debate?

· *Their points of disagreement are what define them as theological systems.

http://members.aol.com/twarren14/covenant_theol.html
From a Covenant Theology point of view:

Dispensational Theology – The core of this system is their untenable insistence that they take the Bible very literally, and thus believe that Old covenant believers were Saved by keeping the Mosaic law… These theologians teach that there is a great degree of discontinuity between the old covenant, and the new covenant, and that there are various ways in which God has dealt with man in the different dispensations, or epochs of time. These diverse economies include the time of the Mosaic Law, the present age we live in, and the future one thousand year reign of Christ on earth. Most who hold this view do not believe that there is only one way of Salvation for all, but rather that the Bible contains two distinctly different paths of Salvation. One plan for the Jews, and a separate and unequal plan for the Gentiles. The Jews are said to be Saved by grace of God during this present time or dispensation, but the Jews of the past (and indeed Jews of the future) are said to be justified by obeying the law…It is this untenable and disjointed view of God's plan, and indeed of the very scriptures themselves, which distinguishes this form of theology from both 'covenant theology,' and 'new covenant theology.'

NOTES:

· Notice that although his overall commentary is wrapped in language about covenants, when he gets to his main criticism of Dispensationalism, his criticism is not: 

· That “Dispensationalists reject the idea of covenants” 

· Or that “Dispensationalists don’t think that covenants are the primary means by which God relates to man”

· Instead, the Covenant Theology author criticizes what he defines as…

· “the core of” Dispensational theology

· And what “distinguishes” dispensational theology “from covenant theology”

· Criticisms of the “core” and “distinguishing” marks of the Dispensational view 

· the Dispensational insistence on taking the Bible literally

· the diverse “economies” that result from this literal interpretation, particularly of the Old Testament

· particularly the Dispensational separate plans of salvation for Jews and Gentiles

· and identifiably the requisite “thousand year reign of Christ on earth” which is predominantly for the Jews who will at that time obey the Law of Moses

· NOTE: Progressive Dispensationalism does NOT hold that Jews will be saved by keeping the Law during the Millennium

· Summary: 

· he disagrees with 

· the dichotomy view 

· and the literal 1000 year reign of Christ

· that’s the differences that define Covenant Theology and Traditional Dispensational Theology 

http://www.gotquestions.org/covenant-theology.html
From a Traditional Dispensationalist point of view:

What is Covenant Theology and is it Biblical?

Question:  "What is Covenant Theology and is it Biblical?"

Answer:  Those who hold to Covenant Theology believe that there is and has always been only one people of God. They believe that Israel was the Church in the Old Testament, and the Church is Israel in the New Testament. What were promises of land, many descendants, and blessing in the Old Testament to Israel has been converted to spiritual blessings for the Church in the New Testament. Those who hold to Covenant Theology also do not interpret prophecy in a normal sense. As an example, in Revelation 20, the thousand year reign of Christ is spoken of. Covenant Theology would say that the number 1,000 is symbolic and really does not mean a literal 1,000 years. They would say that we are in the millennium right now, that the reign of Christ with his saints is going on in heaven right now, and that the 1,000 year period is symbolic, beginning with the first coming of Christ and ending when he returns.

I believe that Covenant Theology is wrong in both how Israel is viewed and how prophecy is interpreted. The proper method for interpreting Scripture is to read it in a normal sense. Unless the text indicates that it is using some kind of figurative language, it should be taken literally. When Scripture speaks of Israel, it is not referring to the Church, and when the Church is spoken of, it is not referring to Israel. God has a plan for Israel and another for the Church. Also, with reference to prophecy, all prophecies that have been fulfilled were fulfilled literally, not in a figurative sense. When in the Old Testament it speaks of the coming of the Messiah, Christ literally fulfilled those prophecies when He came 2,000 years ago. There is no reason to think that unfulfilled prophecies are to be understood in a figurative sense. They will be fulfilled literally in the future.

Recommended Resource:  The Moody Handbook of Theology by Paul Enns.

NOTES: 

· What is the Dispensational disagreement with Covenant Theology?

· He criticizes …

· That Covenant Theologians fail to recognize the 2 separate plans for Israel and the Church

· AND that Covenant Theologians don’t interpret prophecy literally with regard to Israel

· AND as a result, that Covenant Theologians…

· Reject a literal 1,000 year reign

· AND allegorize “blessing in the Old Testament to Israel” into “spiritual blessings for the Church in the New Testament”

NOTES: 

· These 2 views shouldn’t be called “Covenant Theology” and “Traditional Dispensational Theology”

· They should be called “Calvinistic Amillennial Continuity Theology” and “Premillennial Dichotomy Theology”

· *NOTICE that BOTH views allegorize the promises concerning the Church.

· And these are the 2 major theological views of the modern church.

2. Summary of Mainstream Covenant Theology

a. View of Covenants

i. *continuity of “one covenant” and “one reward” that applies to all saints and all ages

ii. although the number of sub-covenants differ, sub-covenants can typically be divided into the “covenant of works” or the “covenant of grace”
iii. the covenant of works is viewed to include a covenant with Adam, which was “works” or “obedience” based

iv. the covenant of grace is 

1. predicted by Old Testament prophecies going as far back as Genesis 3:

2. ushered in by Jesus Christ

v. the covenant of grace and covenant of works are both subsets under the single overarching covenant of redemption, or eternal covenant, made between the Father and the Son before the world began

b. View of Salvation/Reward/Kingdom of God

i. Although some variations, the mainstream and traditional/historical Covenant Theology is originally “amillennial”

ii. Literal, physical promises to the Jews concerning the earth are interpreted allegorically as pertaining to the church 

1. special place for the Jewish people rejected

2. literal fulfillment of Old Testament promises concerning the Jewish (and to the Jewish people) people are rejected

a. Jewish kingdom rejected

3. idea of “grafting in of Gentiles to Israel’s literal promises” rejected in favor of Israel being the vehicle for God proclaiming a plan that ultimately had nothing particularly to do with Israel at all

a. some Jews become part of the church, in which case the rewards apply to them allegorically as much as to any other nation

c. Part of Reformed, i.e. Calvinist theology

i. Integrally tied in to Calvinist view that as a matter of sovereignty and necessity of the covenant of redemption between the Father and the Son, God had to “make” or “cause” some men to be redeemed, and thus, election has nothing to do with human choice

ii. Instead, the Holy Spirit inputs faith into those who are elected for it, and those not elected are not imparted faith

iii. For reasons surrounding the definitional tie between Covenant Theology and Calvinistic denial of salvation involving freewill, Covenant theology would need to be rejected even in its more novel forms that have adopted pre-millennialism

1. The heretical nature and origin of Calvinistic denials of freewill under the false arguments of sovereignty can be documented unequivocally from not only the New Testament but from the very earliest church writings

d. Bottom line

i. The term “Covenant” in the title “Covenant Theology” signifies the emphasis on the Covenant of Redemption, or Eternal Covenant 

1. which is the particular defining and central aspect of that theological system 

ii. Mainstream Covenant Theology has an amillennial interpretation of the promises (even to Israel)
1. which is where its defining disagreement with Traditional Dispensationalism is

3. History and Prominent Figures of Covenant Theology

a. roots in Augustine (354-430)

i. particularly in its amillennialism

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Covenant_theology
Covenant Theology – It is interesting to note that widespread adoption of Dispensationalism in theological history is a relatively recent event, in contrast to Covenant Theology, which has roots to various authors immediately following the founding of the Christian church, such as Augustine.
b. John Calvin (1509-64)

i. Particularly because of the defining role that Calvinistic views of election play in the Covenant of Redemption, which defines the heart Covenant Theology

www.britannica.com
Covenant Theology – also called  federal theology    type of Reformed (Calvinistic) theology emphasizing the biblical covenants of works made by God with Adam—the first created man, according to the book of Genesis—and the covenant of grace made between God and man through the grace of Christ…English Puritans of the 17th century incorporated the concept of the two covenants (law and grace) into what has been called a natural and a supernatural covenant. In the development of this theological movement, the 16th–17th-century English Puritan theologian William Ames's book Medulla Theologiae (Marrow of Sacred Divinity) influenced Reformed theology for nearly a century. The covenantal concept spread among Reformed groups in England, Germany, Scotland, the Netherlands, and the New England colonies, where it was especially influential.

http://www.mslick.com/covenant.htm
THE CALVINIST CORNER   

Covenant – There is a flow to the covenants found in the Bible. Basically, it is as follows. First, God the Father made a covenant with the Son with regard to the elect. This covenant was made before the universe was created and it consisted of the Father promising to bring to the Son all whom the Father had given Him (John 6:39; 17:9,24)… The Eternal Covenant, also known as The Covenant of Redemption, may be defined as the agreement between the Father and the Son giving the Son as head and Redeemer of the elect…The Holy Spirit, which produces faith in the sinner, was promised to Christ by the Father, and the acceptance of the way of life through faith was guaranteed by Christ.

www.britannica.com
John Calvin, theology – Even more significant, especially for Calvinism as a historical force, was Calvin's attitude toward the world. Luther had regarded this world and its institutions as incorrigible and was prepared to leave them to the Devil, a far more important figure in his spiritual universe than in Calvin's. But for Calvin this world was created by God and still belonged to him. It was still potentially Christ's kingdom, and every Christian was obligated to struggle to make it so in reality by bringing it under God's law.
http://public.csusm.edu/guests/rsclark/Sentences.htm
John Calvin (1509-64). Since there is nothing substantial in it (the OT shadows), until we look beyond it, the Apostle contends that it behoved to be annulled and become antiquated, (Heb. 7: 22,) to make room for Christ, the surety and mediator of a better covenant, by whom the eternal sanctification of the elect was once purchased, and the transgressions which remained under the Law wiped away (Institutes, 2.11.4)

c. Johannes Cocceius (1603–69)

http://www.bartleby.com/65/co/Cocceius.html
The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition.  2001. 

Cocceius, Johannes, 1603–69, German theologian, whose surname was originally Koch or Koken. Born in Bremen, he went to Holland, where he was professor at Francken and Leiden. He produced many learned writings, among them his great dictionary of the Hebrew language (1669), often reprinted. Cocceius held a theory of life based upon the Bible. He made the biblical covenant between God and man the central idea of his theology. In his examination of the Old Testament he found Jesus prefigured throughout. His followers, Cocceians, perpetuated and emphasized his teachings. 

www.britannica.com
Cocceius, Johannes – German  Johannes Koch, or Coch   Dutch theologian of the Reformed Church, biblical scholar, prolific writer, and a leading exponent of covenant theology, a school of religious thought emphasizing the compacts between God and man…His Summa doctrinae de foedere et testamento Dei (1648; “Comprehensive Treatise on the Doctrines of the Covenant and Testament of God”) is based on the conception that the relation between God and man, both before the Fall and after it, was a covenant. In the original paradise there was a covenant of works by which salvation was promised for perfect obedience. After sin made obedience impossible for man, the covenant of works was “abrogated” by the covenant of grace, by which salvation was given as a free gift of God. This gracious covenant originated in a pact within the Trinity between the Father and the Son and is realized in a succession of historical steps culminating in the eternal Kingdom of God…Thus Cocceius was able to strengthen biblical piety and to introduce the idea of the history of salvation, including an uncharacteristic millennialism, within scholastic Reformed theology.

d. William Ames

Britannica.com

Covenant theology – also called  federal theology    type of Reformed (Calvinistic) theology emphasizing the biblical covenants of works made by God with Adam—the first created man, according to the book of Genesis—and the covenant of grace made between God and man through the grace of Christ. In Reformed theology, Christ was viewed as the second Adam, as he was described in the letters of the Apostle Paul. English Puritans of the 17th century incorporated the concept of the two covenants (law and grace) into what has been called a natural and a supernatural covenant. In the development of this theological movement, the 16th–17th-century English Puritan theologian William Ames's book Medulla Theologiae (Marrow of Sacred Divinity) influenced Reformed theology for nearly a century. The covenantal concept spread among Reformed groups in England, Germany, Scotland, the Netherlands, and the New England colonies, where it was especially influential.

Britannica.com

Protestantism, Dutch Pietism—influenced by Englishman William Ames (1576–1633), whose Medulla Sacrae Theologiae (1623; The Marrow of Sacred Theology) and De Conscientia (1630; On Conscience) were basic textbooks for federal or covenant theology and Puritan casuistry in England and New England—was represented by Willem Teellinck, Johannes Coccejus, Gisbertus Voetius, and Jodocus van Lodensteyn. Impulses from these men became a part of the reform movement that had already appeared in German Lutheran circles and was to be known as “Reform Orthodoxy.” Important representatives of Reform Orthodoxy were Johann Arndt (1555–1621) and Johann Dannhauer (1603–66). The “pectoral [heart] theology” of these orthodox Lutherans found its highest expression and widest audience in the writings of Arndt, who may well be called the “father of Pietism.” His chief work, Four Books on True Christianity (1606–10), was soon being read in countless homes. Although Arndt stressed the notion of the unio mystica (mystical union) between the believer and Jesus, a 17th-century Lutheran doctrinal addition, the central Arndtian theme was not that of mystical union but stressed repentance, regeneration, and new life, which would become the essence of Pietism. 

**** (Part 2 begins here…)

e. Augustine under focus

i. Covenant Theology was not necessarily called “Covenant Theology” before 

1. the rise of Calvin in the 1600’s

2. or even the rise of opposition in Dispensationalism in the 1800’s

ii. but the 2 main points of Covenant Theology regarding the promises and the kingdom (as well as proto-Calvinism) go back to Augustine

1. continuity

2. spiritualization/allegorization of promises

Continuity

http://www.bartleby.com/65/au/AugustnSt.html
“Augustine, Saint, His Works and Teachings – St. Augustine’s influence on Christianity is thought by many to be second only to that of St. Paul, and theologians, both Roman Catholic and Protestant, look upon him as one of the founders of Western theology. His Confessions is considered a classic of Christian autobiography. This work (c.400), the prime source for St. Augustine’s life, is a beautifully written apology for the Christian convert. Next to it his best-known work is the City of God (after 412)—a mammoth defense of Christianity against its pagan critics, and famous especially for the uniquely Christian view of history elaborated in its pages. Augustine regarded all history as God’s providential preparation of two mystical cities, one of God and one of the devil, to one or the other of which all humankind will finally belong.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001. 

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34212
"Eschatology, Eschatology in religions of the West, Post-Biblical Christianity, The views of Augustine – In the new age of the church triumphant—i.e., when Christianity became the accepted religion of the Roman Empire—Augustine (354–430), bishop of Hippo, gave definitive expression to the view that was to dominate Western civilization through the Reformation. In his City of God, a philosophy of history, Augustine viewed the world as eternally divided between the City of the World and the City of God. All men owe allegiance to one or the other of these cities and will ultimately share the fate of that community. The City of the World is ruled by Satan, the prince of this world. He and all who pay homage to his city will suffer eternal punishment. The City of God is represented in the church…” – Britannica.com

Spiritualization/Allegorization of Promises 

· Particularly the Kingdom of God, the rule of Christ on Earth, and the Millennium

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34212
"Eschatology, Eschatology in religions of the West, Post-Biblical Christianity, The views of Augustine – The City of God is represented in the church, and for the church God has ordained salvation from the persecution of the City of the World and eternal bliss in the courts of heaven. Much of this conception is reminiscent of the apocalyptic world view, but the views of Augustine also contained distinct differences. The dualism represented in apocalypticism is reflected with equal intensity in Augustine's two cities. Furthermore, Augustine remained as pessimistic as any millenarian about the future of the City of the World and the prospect of progress in this world… In fact, his disillusionment with worldly values was more thorough than that of the millenarians, for he rejected as carnal any expectations of a renewed and purified world that the believers could expect to enjoy. In this respect he differed sharply with the apocalyptic tradition. The millenarian, in contrast to Augustine, had no quarrel with the world as such except that he had found it controlled by his enemies. The millenarian believed that when the imminently expected saviour had defeated these foes, the righteous would share in an earthly paradise, a land of physical, not spiritual, benefits. The literalistic descriptions of the judgments that were predicted for the wicked and the bliss foretold for the righteous found in such apocalyptic works as the Book of Revelation were interpreted allegorically by Augustine. He expected that ultimately the history of this world would end, but for him the millennium had become a spiritual state into which the church collectively had entered at Pentecost—the time of the reception of the Holy Spirit by Christ's disciples soon after his Resurrection—and which the individual Christian might already enjoy through mystical communion with God. In contrast to the apocalypticist's focus upon the contemporary world, Augustine, though just as influenced by his own cultural milieu, responded with a millennial eschatology that seemed almost oblivious of time. As far as the struggle with evil in this world is concerned, Augustine surrendered and abandoned the field. No imminent supernatural intervention in history was expected, and no dramatic reversal of the tide of battle was anticipated. Augustine taught what has been referred to as “realized” eschatology. For him the battle had already been fought on the spiritual ground that really mattered… Augustine's allegorical millennialism became the official doctrine of the church, and apocalypticism went underground…the doctrine of Augustine remained unchallenged until the 17th century. The Protestant Reformers of the Lutheran, Calvinist, and Anglican traditions were not apocalypticists but remained firmly attached to the views of Augustine, for whose theology they felt a particular affinity…The Augustinian millennial world view, though it survived the Reformation, did not survive the intellectual revolution of the 17th century." - Britannica.com

ii. Traditional Dispensationalism

1. Supportive quotes

http://www.carm.org/dictionary/dic_c-d.htm#_1_37
Dispensation, dispensationalism – In the Scofield Reference Bible a dispensation is "a period of time during which man is tested in respect of obedience to some specific revelation of the will of God" Dispensationalism says that God uses different means of administering His will and grace to His people. These different means coincide with different periods of time. Scofield says there are seven dispensations: of innocence, of conscience, of civil government, of promise, of law, of grace, and of the kingdom. Dispensationalists interpret the scriptures in light of these (or other perceived) dispensations. Compare to Covenant. 

http://www.mountainretreatorg.net/faq/glossary.html#covenant%20theology
Dispensationalism – Dispensation is from the Greek [oikonomia] meaning an administration. In theological terms it means an administration of time of epocs. Premillennial dispensationalism is a method of interpreting scripture popularized by John Nelson Darby (1800-1882), and the notes in the Scofield Reference Bible. 

This system divides history into epocs (eras) or extended periods called "dispensations," in which God deals with man in different economies for the presenting of His world program. In dispensationalism it is believed that ethnic Israel and the Church are separate and unequal bodies in God's dispensations.

A Covenant Theology Definition of Dispensationalism

http://members.aol.com/twarren14/covenant_theol.html
Dispensational Theology – The core of this system is their untenable insistence that they take the Bible very literally, and thus believe that Old covenant believers were Saved by keeping the Mosaic law. These theologians teach that there is a great degree of discontinuity between the old covenant, and the new covenant…Most who hold this view do not believe that there is only one way of Salvation for all, but rather that the Bible contains two distinctly different paths of Salvation. One plan for the Jews, and a separate and unequal plan for the Gentiles. The Jews are said to be Saved by grace of God during this present time or dispensation, but the Jews of the past (and indeed Jews of the future) are said to be justified by obeying the law. 

A Dispensationalist’s Definition of Dispensationalism

http://www.gotquestions.org/covenant-theology.html
The proper method for interpreting Scripture is to read it in a normal sense. Unless the text indicates that it is using some kind of figurative language, it should be taken literally. When Scripture speaks of Israel, it is not referring to the Church, and when the Church is spoken of, it is not referring to Israel. God has a plan for Israel and another for the Church. Also, with reference to prophecy, all prophecies that have been fulfilled were fulfilled literally, not in a figurative sense. When in the Old Testament it speaks of the coming of the Messiah, Christ literally fulfilled those prophecies when He came 2,000 years ago. There is no reason to think that unfulfilled prophecies are to be understood in a figurative sense. They will be fulfilled literally in the future.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dispensationalism
Dispensationalism – Dispensationalism is a school of Bible interpretation that is associated with fundamentalist Christianity. It has been most influential in the United States, outside of which its influence is mostly limited to areas evangelized by dispensational missionaries. However, some political analysts have argued that dispensationalism has had large influence on American foreign policy and hence had a large indirect influence worldwide…Dispensationalism teaches that the Second Coming of Jesus Christ will be a physical event, by which a world-wide kingdom will be established in human history, geographically centered in Jerusalem. Many, but not all, dispensationalists teach that the Second Coming will be a two step process. In the first step, Christ returns to resurrect the blessed dead and rapture the living believers from the Earth. After this, a seven year period of tribulation occurs, climaxing in the Battle of Armageddon. In the second step, Christ intervenes at the Battle of Armageddon and establishes his kingdom on earth...Dispensationalism in this form was proposed as a specific system by John Nelson Darby, founder of the Plymouth Brethren movement. It was popularised in the United States by Cyrus I. Scofield through the vehicle of his widely circulated Scofield Reference Bible, an annotated study Bible that taught dispensationalism as a system. In the Protestant countries of Europe, on the other hand, it has had very little influence… dispensationalism has weakened the traditional Reformation-era identification of that figure with the Pope, and the Roman Catholic Church with the Whore of Babylon… John Nelson Darby taught, and most subsequent dispensationalists have consistently maintained, that God looks upon the Jews as his chosen people and continues to have a place for them in the dispensational, prophetic scheme of things. While virtually all traditions of Christianity teach that the Jews are a distinct people, irrevocably entitled to the promises of God (because "the gifts and calling of God are without repentance"), dispensationalism is unique in teaching that the covenant with the Church is only a provisional dispensation, until the Jews finally recognize Jesus as their promised Messiah during the trials that dispensationalists envision coming upon the Jews in the Great Tribulation. Darby's prophecies envision Judaism as continuing to enjoy God's protection, parallel to Christianity, literally to the End of Time, and teaches that God has a separate track in the prophecies for Jews, apart from the Church…Dispensationalism as a school of Biblical interpretation is associated with a number of fundamentalist institutions, of which the best known are the Dallas Theological Seminary and the Moody Bible Institute.

http://www.tyndale.edu/modules.php?op=modload&name=Sections&file=index&req=viewarticle&artid=2&page=1
Tyndale Theological Seminary 

· Tyndale Theological Seminary and Biblical Institute

6800 Brentwood Stair
Suite 105
Fort Worth, TX 76112-3325
· A Traditional Dispensational Seminary

· Doctrinal Statement states the following:

The Tribulation
We believe that the rapture of the church will be followed by the fulfillment of Israel’s seventieth week (Dan. 9:27; Rev. 6:1 - 19:21) during which the church, the body of Christ, will be in heaven. The whole period of Israel’s seventieth week will be a time of judgment o​n the whole earth, at the end of which the times of the Gentiles will be brought to a close. The latter half of this period will be the time of Jacob’s trouble (Jer. 30:7), which our Lord called the great tribulation (Mt. 24:15- 21). We believe that universal righteousness will not be realized previous to the second coming of Christ, but that the world is day by day ripening for judgment and that the age will end with a fearful apostasy.

The Second Coming of Christ
We believe that the period of great tribulation in the earth will be climaxed by the return of the Lord Jesus Christ to the earth as He went. The millennial age will follow, with Satan bound. Israel will be restored to her own land and the Abrahamic
Covenant will be fulfilled by the consummation of its three divisions - Land (Palestinian Covenant), Seed (Davidic Covenant), and Blessing (New Covenant finally brought to complete fruition). The whole world that survives will be brought to a complete knowledge of the Messiah.
[Deut. 30:1-10; Isa. 11:9; Ezek. 37:21; Jer. 31:31- o​n; Mt. 24:15 - 25:46; Acts 15:16-17; Rom 8:19-23; 11:25-27; Rev. 20:1-3]

Dispensationalism
We believe that the Bible presents the fact that God has not always dealt with mankind the same way in every age. According to Biblical terminology these distinct periods are called "administrations" in regard to the purpose of God or "stewardships" concerning the responsibility of man as originated from the New Testament usage of the Greek word, "oikonomia." We believe that classical or traditional dispensationalism is the system that best represents the Biblical teaching o​n this matter. Classical or traditional dispensationalism is distinguished by:

- A consistent literal interpretation 
- A clear distinction between Israel and the Church 
- Taking into account progressive revelation 
- Recognizing the glory of God as the ultimate purpose of God in the world 
[Eph.1:10 3:2, 9]

Progressive Dispensationalism
Tyndale Seminary repudiates the theories of Progressive Dispensationalism. The central disturbing tenet in this view is that the Lord Jesus Christ is now reigning o​n the throne of David in heaven. The Scriptures do not teach this view. The Lord is seated at the right hand of the Father presently in glory, but this is not the prophesied Davidic rule that will take place in time and history.

NOTE: Not all forms of Progressive Dispensationalism teach that Jesus is currently seated on David’s Throne in Heaven.

http://www.tyndale.edu/dirn/source/theology.html
Page Title: Dispensational Theology

4 Sections:

- Foundations of Dispensationalism

- The War Over Dispensationalism 

- Imminent Rapture of The Church 

- Post-Tribulational Rapture Position
Answering The Arguments Of The Post-Tribulational Rapture Position

   One cannot read the New Testament and conclude the writers believed in other than an imminent return of Christ. Christ can return at any moment. Christians are exhorted to keep watching for His return. Part I - Post-Trib Arguments

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=41604&query=john%20nelson%20darby&ct=eb
“Protestantism, Revivalism in the 19th century - In Britain in 1827 John Nelson Darby (1800–82) founded the Plymouth Brethren, who separated themselves from the world in preparation for the imminent coming of the Lord.” – Britannica.com

http://www.geocities.com/lasttrumpet_2000/debate.html
Dr. Mal Couch, founder and president of Tyndale Theological Seminary 

· “a member of the Pre-Trib Study Group”

· “His position is ‘normative dispensationalism’”

Darby in his own words…

http://www.geocities.com/lasttrumpet_2000/debate_1c.html
"First, in prophecy, when the Jewish church or nation (exclusive of the Gentile parenthesis in their history) is concerned, i.e., when the address is directly to the Jews, there we may look for a plain and direct testimony, because earthly things were the Jews' proper portion." "And on the contrary, where the address is to the Gentiles...there we may look for symbol, because earthly things were not their portion... When therefore facts are addressed to the Jewish church as a subsisting body ... I look for a plain, common-sense, literal statement.... On the other hand, as the church was a system of grace and heavenly hopes...it is...symbolized by analogous agencies."  (MacPherson, Dave, The Rapture Plot, pp. 101-102 & Crutchfield, Larry, The Origins of Dispensationalism, pp. 149-51).

http://www.geocities.com/lasttrumpet_2000/debate_1d.html
The Church is a distinct body for this dispensation, made up of Jews and Gentiles. It is the church that has the heavenly hope, but also, the raptured church will return with Christ to enjoy the kingdom blessings. But nowhere in the Old or New Testament is the church seen as the “central” earthly kingdom people. It will be restored Israel, with the church enjoying the triumph and reign of Christ. This has never been denied by true biblical dispensationalists. Israel is God’s earthly “centerpiece of God’s plan” as Warner says.  

…Finally, it is so sad to see how Warner removes the hope of heaven from so many verses of Scripture. This not only defies what the Bible says, but it comes against all of those who have longed for the splendor and glory of heaven. The church is indeed a “heavenly people.” We have no final hope in this dispensation except heaven.
2. Summary of Mainstream 

a. Dichotomy – 2 different programs/destinies/versions of salvation

i. One for…

1. the Jews who lived prior to the New Covenant 

2. AND for Jews and anyone saved during the Tribulation

ii. One for the Church

1. between the New Covenant and the rapture, which takes place right before the 7 year tribulation, 7 years before the Millennium

b. Literal/physical interpretation of the promises concerning the Jews and Old Testament saints

c. Spiritualized/allegorized version of the Old Testament promises for Christians/the Church

i. No Christian will receive the literal/physical promises given to Old Testament Israel

d. Increasing focus on the timing of the rapture

i. Reject the Post-Trib rapture view

ii. Hold the Pre-Trib rapture view

1. necessary due to the UNDERLYING FUNDAMENTAL distinction made between two programs, one for the Jews and another for Christians

iii. an attack on pre-trib is viewed as a necessary attack against the dichotomy view of Traditional Dispensationalism

1. to the point that TD is seen as unable to stand with a post-trib rapture view

3. History and Prominent Figures of Covenant Theology

a. Arises in Eighteenth Century 

i. along with Premillennialism

http://www.geocities.com/lasttrumpet_2000/debate_1b.html
Dr. Mal Couch…

I want to say first of all that it is because of dispensationalism that the evangelical church has such a love for the Jewish people. I believe dispensationalism was born at the right time to be supportive of the Jews who began to return to the Holy Land in the late 1800s. Dispensationalism came about because a group of godly men in England became aware of the persecution of the Jewish people. They realized that there was a desire on the part of many persecuted Jews to return to the Holy Land. The early dispensationalists were right in pointing the finger at the amillennialism of their day was as the culprit of the blindness of the church to see and understand that God was not through with the Jewish people. 
b. John Nelson Darby

c. Cyrus I. Scofield

http://www.mountainretreatorg.net/faq/glossary.html#covenant%20theology
Dispensation is from the Greek [oikonomia] meaning an administration. In theological terms it means an administration of time of epocs. Premillennial dispensationalism is a method of interpreting scripture popularized by John Nelson Darby (1800-1882), and the notes in the Scofield Reference Bible. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dispensationalism
Dispensationalism – Dispensationalism in this form was proposed as a specific system by John Nelson Darby, founder of the Plymouth Brethren movement. It was popularised in the United States by Cyrus I. Scofield through the vehicle of his widely circulated Scofield Reference Bible, an annotated study Bible that taught dispensationalism as a system. In the Protestant countries of Europe, on the other hand, it has had very little influence…John Nelson Darby taught, and most subsequent dispensationalists have consistently maintained, that God looks upon the Jews as his chosen people and continues to have a place for them in the dispensational, prophetic scheme of things. While virtually all traditions of Christianity teach that the Jews are a distinct people, irrevocably entitled to the promises of God (because "the gifts and calling of God are without repentance"), dispensationalism is unique in teaching that the covenant with the Church is only a provisional dispensation, until the Jews finally recognize Jesus as their promised Messiah during the trials that dispensationalists envision coming upon the Jews in the Great Tribulation. Darby's prophecies envision Judaism as continuing to enjoy God's protection, parallel to Christianity, literally to the End of Time, and teaches that God has a separate track in the prophecies for Jews, apart from the Church.

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=9060475&query=john%20nelson%20darby&ct=eb
“Plymouth Brethren - community of Christians whose first congregation was established in Plymouth, Devon, Eng., in 1831. The movement originated in Ireland and England a few years earlier with groups of Christians who met for prayer and fellowship. Biblical prophecy and the Second Coming of Christ were emphasized. John Nelson Darby, a former clergyman in the Church of Ireland (Anglican), soon became the dominant personality in the movement. He founded groups of Brethren in many parts of the British Isles and in continental Europe, especially in French Switzerland, where he spent the greater part of the period 1838–45.” – Britannica.com

http://www.bartleby.com/65/da/Darby-Jo.html
“Darby, John Nelson – 1800–1882, one of the founders of the Plymouth Brethren, b. England. In 1827 he left a curate’s post in Wicklow, Ireland, and joined with others in Dublin to found the Brethren. Later he formed congregations on the Continent, in Switzerland, France, and Germany. Between 1859 and 1874, Darby paid a number of visits to the United States and Canada. His followers, especially those on the Continent, came to be called Darbyites or Exclusive Brethren.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition.  2001. 

http://www.the-highway.com/Scofield.html
1. The Seven Dispensations 

Dr. Scofield defines a dispensation as a period of time during which man is tested in respect of obedience to some specific revelation of the will of God. He teaches in the Scofield Bible that there are Seven Dispensations: (1) The Dispensation of Innocency: before the Fall; (2) The Dispensation of Conscience: before the Flood; (3) The Dispensation of Human Government; (4) The Dispensation of Promise: from the calling of Abraham until Mt. Sinai; (5) The Dispensation of the Law: from Mt. Sinai to the cross of Christ; (6) The Dispensation of Grace: from the cross of Christ to the Second Advent; (7) The Dispensation of the Kingdom: the Millennium.

d. Dr. Mal Couch

i. Tyndale Theological Seminary

1. (see quotes above)

e. Thomas Ice

f. Chuck Swindoll – Dallas Theological Seminary

http://www.gospelcom.net/uplook/resources/just_the_facts/progressive_dispensationalism.html
...about "Progressive Dispensationalism"
prepared by David Dunlap
“Progressive Dispensationalism began on November 20, l986 in the Dispensational Study Group in connection with the annual meeting of the Evangelical Theological Society in Atlanta, GA. Since its beginning, some observers have issued warnings concerning it. Respected Dispensationalist Thomas Ice warns, "No one can doubt that some are proposing radical changes within the dispensational camp. The question that arises relates to the nature and virtue of the change... I believe that these men are in the process of destroying dispensationalism." (Biblical Perspectives, Nov./Dec. 1992) Candid statements by the new pesident of Dallas Theological Seminary, Chuck Swindoll, have cast light on the accuracy of this suspicion. In an interview with Christianity Today, when asked about Traditional Dispensationalism at Dallas Theological Seminary, Swindoll replied, "I think that dispensations is a scare word. I'm not sure we're going to make dispensationalism a part of our marquee as we talk about our school." When asked whether the term dispensationahsm would disappear, he replied, "It may and perhaps it should." (Christianity Today, Oct. 25, 1993)

NOTE: Swindoll’s statements about the deliberate removal of the mention of dispensationalism from the school marquee

iii. Progressive Dispensationalism

1. Supportive quotes

http://www.gospelcom.net/uplook/resources/just_the_facts/progressive_dispensationalism.html
...about "Progressive Dispensationalism"

prepared by David Dunlap

Definition

Progressive Dispensationalism teaches that there are four dispensations in Biblical history: Patriarchal, Mosaical, Ecclesial, Zionic, in place of seven in traditional dispensationalism. Progressives set forth a unique and unorthodox method of interpreting the Bible. Progressive Dispensationalists rejects the use of the historical-grammatic method - a literal form of Bible interpretation. They put forth what they call a "complementary hermeneutic." They suggest that the New Testament makes complementary changes to Old Testament promises, without setting aside those original promises. This method of interpretation appears to be a merging together of the literal method (dispensational) and the spiritualizing method (Covenant Theology). The application of this type of interpretation has led to a de-emphasis on the rapture and the differences between Israel and the church and other essential features of Dispensationalism.

NOTE: 

· Not all forms of Progressive Dispensationalism hold to only four dispensations.

· Progressive Dispensationalists certainly do NOT reject the historical-grammatical (or grammatical-historical) method

http://www.tms.edu/
www.tms.edu/tmsj/tmsj6d.pdf
The Master’s Seminary

A closer look at PD will clarify why its adherents do not hold the pretrib view to be crucial. The name "Progressive Dispensationalism" derives from the proclivity of its adherents to see the movement in the lineage of dispensational theology and from the understanding of dispensations as not being different arrangements between God and the human race but as successive arrangements in the progressive revelation and accomplishment of redemption.3 An attempt at defining PD must remain vague because progressive dispensationalists themselves are still in the process of trying to define it. The title of a recent book, Dispensationalism, Israel and the Church: The Search for Definition (1993), reflects the uncertainty of those within the movement about definition.

http://mb-soft.com/believe/txh/progdisp.htm
The meaning of progressive
According to Charles Ryrie, the adjective 'progressive' refers to a central tenet that the Abrahamic, Davidic, and new covenants are being progressively fulfilled today (as well as having fulfillments in the millennial kingdom). According to Craig Blaising, The name progressive dispensationalism is linked to the progressive & relationship of the successive dispensations to one another.

http://www.geocities.com/~lasttrumpet/prodisp.html
PROGRESSIVE DISPENSATIONALISM 101

ARE PROGRESSIVE DISPENSATIONALISTS REALLY 'DISPENSATIONAL?'
Progressive dispensationalists are often accused of not being true 'dispensationalists.' This begs the question – what is a dispensationalist? Is a dispensationalist one who sees a series of 'dispensations' in God's dealings with mankind? Is a dispensationalist one who sees a future tribulation, followed by Christ's second coming to the earth to establish His Millennial Kingdom, with Israel inheriting the land promised her, and being head of the nations? Is a dispensationalist one who interprets Scripture literally? If these are what characterize dispensational beliefs, then surely progressive dispensationalists are true 'dispensationalists,' since we firmly hold to all of these things. Progressive dispensationalists therefore cannot rightly be charged with "replacement theology" – the belief that God is finished with Israel, and the Church has usurped all of the promises at Israel's expense. 

DISTINCTIVES OF PROGRESSIVE DISPENSATIONALISM
Progressive Dispensationalists see a progression of dispensational economies in a single unfolding plan to redeem mankind. We acknowledge only one means of salvation for all time, by grace through faith. The effect of the sacrifice of Christ was retroactive for the Old Testament saints who died in faith [Heb. 9:15], "that they should not be made perfect apart from us." [Heb. 11:40]. It was God's original purpose "that in the dispensation of the fullness of the times He might gather together in one all things in Christ, both which are in heaven and which are on earth-- in Him., [Eph. 1:10]. Paul was referring to an already accomplished union of Old Testament and New Testament saints. "For this reason I bow my knees to the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, from whom the whole family in heaven and earth is named." [Eph. 3:14,15]. 

THE DAVIDIC COVENANT AND THE MILLENNIAL KINGDOM
Some progressive dispensationalists believe the Davidic Covenant is also partially fulfilled during this dispensation, with Christ seated on David's throne at the right hand of the Father. This in no way diminishes His future reigning in the Millennium. However, this is NOT a crucial issue within progressive dispensationalism. Other progressive dispensationalists, including this author, agree with traditional dispensationalists that this covenant will only be inaugurated upon the second coming. On Palm Sunday, the crowds cried, "Hosanna to the Son of David: Blessed is he that cometh in the name of the Lord" [Matt. 21:9]. This was the crowd's acknowledgment that Jesus was the one to fulfill the Davidic Covenant, and they expected Him to assume the throne immediately, [see: Luke 19:11]. However, when the scribes and priests heard the crowd call Jesus the "Son of David" they were "sore displeased." A few days later, after Jesus' scathing denouncement of the Scribes and Pharisees, He said, "Behold, your house is left unto you desolate. For I say unto you, Ye shall not see me henceforth, till ye shall say, Blessed is he that cometh in the name of the Lord." [Matt. 23:38,39]. Jesus implied that taking His seat as King of Israel, in fulfillment of the Davidic Covenant, was suspended until Israel repents as a nation. This will only occur at the second coming of Jesus, when they "look on Him whom they have pierced" [Zech. 12:10], and then "all Israel shall be saved," [Rom. 11:26]. That the Davidic Covenant will only be inagurated when Israel is restored is clearly stated in Jeremiah 23:5-8. 

2. Summary of Mainstream 

a. Continuity

i. “a progression of dispensational economies in…”

ii. “a single unfolding plan to redeem mankind”

b. Literal interpretation of the Old Testament promises to Israel 

i. The Gentiles receiving and participating in that kingdom as fellow-heirs and citizens with believing Jews of all ages

ii. Receiving positions of rule in that kingdom alongside the believing Jews of all ages

c. Davidic Covenant is NOT a defining element of Progressive Dispensationalism

i. some see Davidic Covenant already in affect

ii. others do not but, like Traditional Dispensationalists, see the Davidic Covenant as awaiting fulfillment at the return of Jesus Christ

d. interpretive method of scripture

i. affirm the the grammatical-historical (i.e. literal-normal) method of interpretation just like Covenant Theologians and Traditional Dispensationalists

3. History and Prominent Figures of Covenant Theology

a. Re-emerges in the last 20 years

http://www.gospelcom.net/uplook/resources/just_the_facts/progressive_dispensationalism.html
...about "Progressive Dispensationalism"
prepared by David Dunlap
“Progressive Dispensationalism began on November 20, l986 in the Dispensational Study Group in connection with the annual meeting of the Evangelical Theological Society in Atlanta, GA.”

http://mb-soft.com/believe/txh/progdisp.htm
Origin of PD

The public debut of PD was made on November 20, 1986, in the Dispensational Study Group in connection with the annual meeting of the Evangelical Theological Society in Atlanta, Georgia. . . . Actually, the label 'progressive dispensationalism' was introduced at the 1991 meeting, since 'significant revisions' in dispensationalism had taken place by that time. Some view Kenneth Barker's presidential address at the 33rd annual meeting of the Evangelical Theological Society on December 29, 1981 as the precursor to some of the views of PD. His address was called, False Dichotomies Between the Testaments.

b. Craig Blaising

c. Darrel Bock

d. Robert Saucy

http://mb-soft.com/believe/txh/progdisp.htm
Craig Blaising, Darrell Bock, Robert Saucy, Kenneth Barker, David Turner, John Martin. NOTE: It should not be thought that all who have associated themselves with PD in some way are agreed on all issues. Blaising and Bock have been the most prolific in promoting PD so it is their views that will mostly be examined.

www.tms.edu/tmsj/tmsj6d.pdf
The Hermeneutics of Progressive Dispensationalism

Robert L. Thomas, Professor of New Testament

TMSJ 6/2 (Spring 95) 

Footnotes

2E.g., Robert L. Saucy, The Case for Progressive Dispensationalism: The Interface Between Dispensational & Non-Dispensational Theology (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1993) 8-9; Craig A. Blaising and Darrell L. Bock, Progressive Dispensationalism (Wheaton: Victor, 1993) 317 n. 15; cf. Walter A. Elwell, "Dispensationalists of the Third Kind," Christianity Today 38/10 (September 12, 1994):28.
e. Tim Warner – The Last Trumpet Website

i. http://www.geocities.com/~lasttrumpet/index.html#disp
IV. Broadest Historical Scope

When are the promises fulfilled? – past, present or future

a. Preterist

i. Definition of Preterism

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Preterism
Preterism – Preterism, also known as Covenant Eschatology or Realized Eschatology is a variant of Christian eschatology that holds that all the prophecies in the Bible about 'the Last Days' were fufilled in the first century (see Luke 21:20). The name is derived from the term preterite, or past perfect tense. Adherents of this view are known as Preterists.
http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34212
"Eschatology, Eschatology in religions of the West, Post-Biblical Christianity, The views of Augustine – As far as the struggle with evil in this world is concerned, Augustine surrendered and abandoned the field. No imminent supernatural intervention in history was expected, and no dramatic reversal of the tide of battle was anticipated. Augustine taught what has been referred to as “realized” eschatology. For him the battle had already been fought on the spiritual ground that really mattered. God had triumphed. Satan has been reduced to lordship in this world.” – Britannica.com
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Preterism
Preterism – Preterists believe that prophecies such as the Second Coming, the defiling of the Temple, the destruction of Jerusalem, the Antichrist, the Great Tribulation, the advent of The Day of the Lord, the Resurrection of the dead and the Final Judgment were fulfilled at or about the year 70 AD when the Roman general (and future Emperor) Titus sacked Jerusalem and destroyed the Jewish Temple, putting a permanent stop to the daily animal sacrifices. Preterists also believe the term 'Last Days' refers not to the last days of planet Earth, or last days of mankind, but to the last days of the Old Covenant, the Mosaic Covenant which God had exclusively with Israel until year 70 AD.

Those that believe that most 'end times' prophecies have already been fulfilled but that the Second Coming, the bodily Resurrection of the dead and the Final Judgment are yet future call themselves Partial Preterists.

http://planetpreterist.com/modules.php?op=modload&name=FAQ&file=index&myfaq=yes&id_cat=1&categories=Planetpreterist.com#2
What is a Preterist or Preterism? 

Preterism places the prophecies of intense evil and foreboding gloom in the first century, focusing on the events surrounding the forty-two-month long Neronic persecution, the forty-two-month long Jewish war with Rome, and the destruction of the temple. The word "preterist" is based on the Latin "praeteritus," meaning "gone by" or "past.
Who is the Beast mentioned in Revelation?

The Beast described in the book of Revelation is likely the Roman armies, and specifically emperor Nero. He was the emperor at the time of the Jewish revolt, and he was responsible for the deaths of many saints and apostles. 

1. Summary of Definition

a. holds that all or most the prophecies in the Bible about 'the Last Days' were fufilled in the first century

b. Some of the items that BOTH Partial and Full Preterists hold the following to have occurred by 70 AD

i. The antichrist

ii. The abomination

iii. Great Tribulation of the saints of God

iv. False Prophet and the mark of the beast

v. Babylon the Great

vi. The second advent of Christ (in judgment of the Jews)

c. Partial Preterists place the following still in the future

i. a “Coming” accompanied by the bodily Resurrection of the dead 

ii. and the Final Judgment

ii. Relationship to Other Categories/Views

1. Roman Catholic in its distinctive elements

a. Fourth Century rise

i. Starting in the fourth century and continuing afterward, the Church merged with and remain commingled with the Roman Empire

ii. in order for the merger to work, it would have been necessary for the ungodly system of the world constituted under Babylon the Great and the antichrist’s political empire to be seen as “past tense”

b. Reassertion by RCC during the Reformation 

i. Protestants (under historicism) took the view that the Roman Catholic Church and the Pope were the beast and the antichrist

ii. This Protestant attack could be dispelled by the assertion that these prophecies had already come to pass long before the merger of the Church (and Peter’s alleged papacy) to the Roman state

c. This ties Preterism to Amillennialism as well

i. Which was also articulated by Augustine, “realized eschatology”

d. And it ties Preterism to Covenant Theology

i. In terms of the single program with spiritualized/allegorized versions of the promises

1. Which also comes from Augustine

iii. History and Key Figures of Preterism

1. a Preterist on earliest assertions of Preterism in the historical record

NOTE: 

· Gary DeMar is one of the leading Preterists today. He has appeared on the Bible Answer Man Broadcast with Hank Hanegraaff. 

· Author of the book, Last Days Madness: Obsession of the Modern Church with the Last Days

· From the quote below, we can see that DeMar holds the view that there is relatively little, if any, historical evidence or historical assertion of Preterism in the early church

· AND that the absence of any clear Preterist teaching before Augustine is not important
· Instead, DeMar’s primary historical authorship of Preterism hang on his presumptions the New Testament itself is the first assertion of Preterism 

· Even his interpretation and appeal to the early church writers expecting a “soon” coming of Christ hangs on this presumption

http://www.preteristarchive.com/PartialPreterism/demar-gary_03_pp_01.html
Biblical Minimalism and "The History of Preterism" (Parts One and Two)

By Gary DeMar

Agreeing with Ryrie on this point, we can ask, "After all, the ultimate question is not, Is preterism--or any other teaching--historic? but, Is it scriptural?" So even if it could be proved that no form of preterism can be found in first-century Christian documents, this in itself does not mean the Bible does not teach it…While history is important and interesting to study, it is not authoritative. Just because someone wrote something nearly 2000 years ago does not make him any more of a biblical authority than someone writing today… Even proximity to the apostles is no guarantee of getting it right… Ignatius writes around the year A.D. 100 that "the last times are come upon us,"14 words that echo those of the Apostle Paul when he writes that "the ends of the ages" had come upon him and the Corinthian Church (1 Cor. 10:11). They both can’t be right. Given a choice, I’ll stick with Paul. Cyprian (c. 200–258) writes "that the day of affliction has begun to hang over our heads, and the end of the world and the time of the Antichrist . . . draw near, so that we must all stand prepared for the battle."15 This was a constant theme in Cyprian’s writings. These men, along with most of their contemporaries, believed that they were living in the last days, that the time of the end was near for them. They were wrong because they misapplied the time texts… I don't know about you, but I don't need some uninspired, non-canonical document to tell me what the Bible already says!...If Ice does not listen to Jesus and the New Testament writers on this subject, neither will he be persuaded if some early church father interprets certain passages from a preterist perspective. Like the rich man's brothers, biblical minimalists all, Ice will find some excuse by demanding even more evidence. Once I supply the shred of evidence that he says does not exist, Ice will set a new higher standard of evidence. Ice wants to use the murky waters of history to divine what the Bible makes crystal clear.

NOTES:

· DeMar goes on (in Part 2 of his article) to discuss evidence from for post-canonical works

· the Didache

· concerning “an incident that lead to the martyrdom of James the brother of Jesus”

· From “Eusebius' Ecclesiastical History, written in the fourth century”

· Originally from “second-century historian Hegesippus”

· “James as stating that Jesus ‘is about to come on the clouds of heaven.’”

· DeMar’s arguments include

· Arguing (in the case of Clement and the Didache) that these documents were written BEFORE 70 A.D.

· Then arguing that their “future” tense proved these things happened in 70 A.D. 

· But the future tense rendering only proves they expected them in the future, not by 70 A.D. specifically

· Arguing that Clement’s mention of the martyrdom of Peter and Paul after the Gospel had been preached to the world is tantamount to Clement perceiving that the fulfillment of New Testament prophecies was taken place at that time, which was around 70 A.D.

· That’s the total amount of “historic” traces of Preterism offered by DeMar

· NOT a single statement of someone saying, “it has already happened”

· Only inferences by DeMar and evidence that they believed it was coming in the future

2. Augustine

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Preterism
Preterism – Preterism, also known as Covenant Eschatology or Realized Eschatology is a variant of Christian eschatology that holds that all the prophecies in the Bible about 'the Last Days' were fufilled in the first century (see Luke 21:20). 
http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34212
"Eschatology, Eschatology in religions of the West, Post-Biblical Christianity, The views of Augustine – As far as the struggle with evil in this world is concerned, Augustine surrendered and abandoned the field. No imminent supernatural intervention in history was expected, and no dramatic reversal of the tide of battle was anticipated. Augustine taught what has been referred to as “realized” eschatology. For him the battle had already been fought on the spiritual ground that really mattered. God had triumphed. Satan has been reduced to lordship in this world.” – Britannica.com
3. Luis De Alcazar, Spanish Jesuit

http://www.historicist.com/Newton/newtonword.htm
For some time after Luther's bold accusation that the Papacy was AntiChrist, Roman Catholic leadership responded by suppression and persecution. But, suppression proved impossible and persecution only fanned the flames for the stake proved a powerful pulpit. When England defeated the Spanish Armada in 1588 the island citadel of Protestantism was established. Rome finally had to meet the reformer's challenge on their own ground - in the scriptures. Through a collaboration of Jesuits Francisco Ribera of Spain and Robert Bellarmine of Rome, the Papacy put forward its counter interpretation, futurism. The Pope was not AntiChrist they contended for he was not to appear until “in the future”. Their new interpretation was published in 1591 - three years after the defeat of the Spanish Armada when all hope of crushing Protestantism was gone. Luis de Alcazar published the contradictory Preterist interpretation in 1614. He argued that AntiChrist had come and gone before the book of Revelation was written.

http://preteristarchive.addr.com/Preterism/james-timothy_p_02.html
Preterist Eschatology in the Sixteenth Through Eighteenth Centuries
By Timothy James

Around 1520, Luther had discovered the 'true' identity of the 'Antichrist and his damnation', namely, Papal Rome as the end-time fulfillment of Biblical prophecy. On February 24, 1520, Luther wrote a letter to a friend Spalatin stating, 

"I am practically cornered, and can hardly doubt any more, that the Pope is really the Antichrist, whom the world expects according to a general belief, because everything so excactly corresponds to the way of life, action, words, and commandments." (Luther, Schriften, vol. 21a, col. 234; translated in Waddington's 'History of the Reformation', vol. 1) 

* * * *

Catholic Preterists

A Spanish Jesuit of Seville named, Luis De Alcazar (1554-1613) invested forty years of his life to this study which culminated in his 900 page commentary, "Vestigatio Arcani Sensus in Apocalypsi (Investigation of the Hidden Sense of the Apocalypse). In this work which was published posthumously in 1614, Alcazar made a new attempt irrespective of both Catholic and Protestant views to interpret the Apocalypse through the use of critical-historical methods. He concluded that the Apocalypse describes the two-fold war of the Church in the first century; one with the Jewish synagogue, and the other with paganism, which resulted in victory over both adversaries. Frrom makes an intersting note regarding Alcazar: 

Alcazar was fully aware that he contradicted certain of the fathers, differed from the Futurists Ribera and Viegas, and was in conflict with Malvenda. While approving of the concept of spiritual resurrection held by Augustine, he contended against his view of the binding of Satan, as well as that of Ribera and Viegas. (Froom, LeRoy Edwin. The Prophetic Faith of our Fathers, 3 vols. (Wash. D.C.: Review and Herald, 1948), vol 2, p.509) 

Within the Catholic tradition, the only other scholar of note was Bossuet, bishop of Meaux. Bossuet saw the Preterist position more as a new weapon to antagonize the Protestants with than a discovery of new truths forgotten as Alcazar did. Educated in the Jesuit tradition, Bossuet (1627-1704) held that since pagan Rome and Judaism had long since fulfilled the predictions, the Protestants were besieging the New Jerusalem. (Froom, Prophetic Faith, vol. 2, p.636). Bossuet sadly lacked the insight to see that the first century fulfilments were divine examples to all ages of any system that raises itself above God's truth; whether Protestant or Catholic.
4. Modern Preterist Scholars

a. Gary DeMar, Last Days Madness: Obsession of the Modern Church with the Last Days
http://www.equip.org/store/details.asp?SKU=SB623
Gary DeMar is president of American Vision. He is editor of Biblical Worldview magazine and the author of twenty books.

http://www.campamerica.org/gary_demar.htm
GARY DeMAR grew up in the suburbs of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. He is a graduate of Western Michigan University (1973) and Reformed Theological Seminary (1979). He has lived in the Atlanta area since 1979 with his wife Carol and their two sons. Gary is a member of Midway Presbyterian Church (PCA).
b. R.C. Sproul, Last Days According To Jesus
http://www.equip.org/store/details.asp?SKU=B512
R.C. Sproul is host of the daily radio program Renewing Your Mind, author of more than sixty books, founder and president of Ligonier Ministries, and senior minister at St. Andrews Chapel, Lake Mary, Florida.

http://www.ligonier.org/history.php
Dr. R. C. Sproul, theologian, pastor, and teacher is chairman of the board of Ligonier Ministries and can be heard teaching daily on the "Renewing Your Mind" radio broadcast on more than 300 radio outlets in the United States and throughout 120 countries. He holds degrees from Westminster College, Pittsburgh Theological Seminary, the Free University of Amsterdam, and Whitefield Theological Seminary. He has written more than 50 books and has authored scores of magazine articles for evangelical publications.  Besides serving on the council of the Alliance of Confessing Evangelicals, Dr. Sproul currently teaches at several seminaries. 
http://www.alliancenet.org/partner/Article_Display_Page/0%2C%2CPTID307086|CHID581338|CIID1414888%2C00.html
Alliance of Confessing Evangelicals, Inc - Dr. R.C. Sproul is Professor of Theology and Apologetics at Knox Theological Seminary in Ft. Lauderdale, FL and also teaches Westminster Theological Seminary in California. Since earning his Drs. degree from the Free University of Amsterdam at the age of 25, Dr. Sproul has taught theology and philosophy at the college and seminary level. 
Calvinist and Covenant Theology

http://www.thefivesolas.net/rc_sproul.html
Chosen By God by R. C. Sproul

Book Description: A clear scriptural case for the doctrine of predestination. Through this view of a truly sovereign God, readers will see how sinfulness prevents man from choosing God on his own; instead, God must change people's hearts. 

Willing to Believe: The Controversy over Free Will by R. C. Sproul

Book Description: R.C. Sproul traces the free-will controversy from its beginning in the fifth century to the present, delineating the nuances separating the views of Protestants and Catholics, Calvinists and Arminians, Reformed and Dispensationalists.
http://www.saintandrewschapel.org/doctrine/about.php
Saint Andrews Chapel

- R.C. Sproul is their head pastor

- Doctrinal Statement page:

“The Theology is “reformed” in that, in addition to catholic and evangelical doctrine, the distinctive doctrines of the magisterial Reformers such as Luther, Calvin and Knox are also embraced in a way that distinguishes the Reformed tradition from other Protestant bodies. Reformed theology places great emphasis on the doctrine of God, which doctrine is central to the whole of its theology. In a word, Reformed theology is God-centered. The structure of the Biblical covenant of grace is the framework for this theology. The concept of God’s grace supplies the core of this theology. The historic five points of Calvinism, simplified in the acrostic TULIP, distinguish Reformed theology at the key points of issue, but in no way exhaust the content of the Reformed faith.”

b. Historicist
i. Definition of Historicism

http://www.historicist.com/Newton/newtonword.htm
For some time after Luther's bold accusation that the Papacy was AntiChrist, Roman Catholic leadership responded by suppression and persecution. But, suppression proved impossible and persecution only fanned the flames for the stake proved a powerful pulpit. When England defeated the Spanish Armada in 1588 the island citadel of Protestantism was established. Rome finally had to meet the reformer's challenge on their own ground - in the scriptures. Through a collaboration of Jesuits Francisco Ribera of Spain and Robert Bellarmine of Rome, the Papacy put forward its counter interpretation, futurism. The Pope was not AntiChrist they contended for he was not to appear until “in the future”. Their new interpretation was published in 1591 - three years after the defeat of the Spanish Armada when all hope of crushing Protestantism was gone. Luis de Alcazar published the contradictory Preterist interpretation in 1614. He argued that AntiChrist had come and gone before the book of Revelation was written.

http://preteristarchive.addr.com/Preterism/james-timothy_p_02.html
Preterist Eschatology in the Sixteenth Through Eighteenth Centuries
By Timothy James

Around 1520, Luther had discovered the 'true' identity of the 'Antichrist and his damnation', namely, Papal Rome as the end-time fulfillment of Biblical prophecy. On February 24, 1520, Luther wrote a letter to a friend Spalatin stating, 

"I am practically cornered, and can hardly doubt any more, that the Pope is really the Antichrist, whom the world expects according to a general belief, because everything so excactly corresponds to the way of life, action, words, and commandments." (Luther, Schriften, vol. 21a, col. 234; translated in Waddington's 'History of the Reformation', vol. 1) 

http://www.historicist.com/
We hope that this web site will help you rediscover the traditional Historicist interpretation of Bible Prophecy. This interpretation kindled the Protestant Reformation and sparked the great awakening. It was the prophetic faith of our fathers. Historicism exposes the Rapture, ecumenical and future Anti Christ promoters for what they are, supporters of the true Anti Christ, the office of the Papacy. It reveals that most of the prophecies in Daniel and Revelation have been fullfilled. 
http://www.historicist.com/articles/year_day_principle.htm
Year Day Principle

Time Period 

The literal time periods in the classical prophecies are ample time for the events prophesied about to occur. These are time periods such as 120 years before the flood, 400 years oppression of Israelites in Egypt, 70 years Babylonian captivity.

However, the literal time periods in the apocalyptic prophecies (70 weeks, 2300 days, 1260 days, 3 1/2 days) do not give enough time. (Shea 58)

Time Units

The time units in classical prophecy are very normal. Normal days, months, and years are used.

However, look at some of the words used for the time periods in apocalyptic prophecies. They are different than you would expect to see. "Evening-mornings" of Dan 8:14 is one such an example. This unit does not appear anywhere else in the Old Testament as a unit of common time (Shea 62). The 3 1/2 "times" is also an abnormal term for time units. The time unit is intentionally symbolic. Even "weeks" is used in an abnormal manner in the apocalyptic prophecies.

If God Meant Years...

Why did God say days when meaning years? Is God trying to trick us? Why not just say what He means? Let us look at some possible reasons why He chose to say days instead of years.

Prophecies have communicated throughout the ages that time is short, that now is the time. In fact, expositors of the Scriptures who used the year-day principle became very excited when the year 1260 approached because of the year-day principle. They thought it was time for God to set up his kingdom. (Froom 1:591.) For them, time was short. The prophecies, even when people misinterpreted them, drew people to the Lord, prompted them to be "ready." Yes, there were, are, and will be disappointments.

1. Summary of Definition

a. View the main prophecies of the New Testament as pertaining to and being fulfilled over the course of the millennia since the close of the New Testament

i. The pope is the antichrist

ii. The Roman Catholic church is the beast

iii. The churches in Revelation 2-3 represent the Church in different eras of history

b. Employ the year-day principle

i. 1 day = 1 year

1. NOT 1 day = 1,000 years

ii. example: Daniel 12:11-12

1. 1,290 days = 1,290 years

2. 1,335 days = 1,335 years

ii. Relationship to Other Categories/Views

1. retain Amillennial and allegorized/spiritualized version of the promises expounded by Augustine

2. maintain continuity view also

a. dichotomy view is not introduced until Dispensationalism in the 1800’s

b. AND Dispensationalism’s return to a literal version of the promises for the Jews only
c. (see Traditional Dispensationalism above)

3. thus, they retained existing Covenant Theology

a. at least as Covenant Theology was defined before Calvin

www.britannica.com
John Calvin, theology – Even more significant, especially for Calvinism as a historical force, was Calvin's attitude toward the world. Luther had regarded this world and its institutions as incorrigible and was prepared to leave them to the Devil, a far more important figure in his spiritual universe than in Calvin's. But for Calvin this world was created by God and still belonged to him. It was still potentially Christ's kingdom, and every Christian was obligated to struggle to make it so in reality by bringing it under God's law.

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34212
"Eschatology, Eschatology in religions of the West, Post-Biblical Christianity, The views of Augustine – The City of God is represented in the church, and for the church God has ordained salvation from the persecution of the City of the World and eternal bliss in the courts of heaven…Furthermore, Augustine remained as pessimistic as any millenarian about the future of the City of the World and the prospect of progress in this world… In fact, his disillusionment with worldly values was more thorough than that of the millenarians, for he rejected as carnal any expectations of a renewed and purified world that the believers could expect to enjoy. In this respect he differed sharply with the apocalyptic tradition. The millenarian, in contrast to Augustine, had no quarrel with the world as such except that he had found it controlled by his enemies. The millenarian believed that when the imminently expected saviour had defeated these foes, the righteous would share in an earthly paradise, a land of physical, not spiritual, benefits. The literalistic descriptions of the judgments that were predicted for the wicked and the bliss foretold for the righteous found in such apocalyptic works as the Book of Revelation were interpreted allegorically by Augustine. He expected that ultimately the history of this world would end, but for him the millennium had become a spiritual state into which the church collectively had entered at Pentecost—the time of the reception of the Holy Spirit by Christ's disciples soon after his Resurrection—and which the individual Christian might already enjoy through mystical communion with God. In contrast to the apocalypticist's focus upon the contemporary world, Augustine, though just as influenced by his own cultural milieu, responded with a millennial eschatology that seemed almost oblivious of time. As far as the struggle with evil in this world is concerned, Augustine surrendered and abandoned the field. No imminent supernatural intervention in history was expected, and no dramatic reversal of the tide of battle was anticipated. Augustine taught what has been referred to as “realized” eschatology. For him the battle had already been fought on the spiritual ground that really mattered… Augustine's allegorical millennialism became the official doctrine of the church, and apocalypticism went underground…the doctrine of Augustine remained unchallenged until the 17th century. The Protestant Reformers of the Lutheran, Calvinist, and Anglican traditions were not apocalypticists but remained firmly attached to the views of Augustine, for whose theology they felt a particular affinity…The Augustinian millennial world view, though it survived the Reformation, did not survive the intellectual revolution of the 17th century." - Britannica.com

iii. History and Key Figures of Historicism

1. Martin Luther, Reformation Leaders

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34069&query=chiliasm&ct=eb
“Prophecy, Prophetic and millenarian movements in later Christianity – Though the key leaders of the Protestant Reformation opposed chiliasm, and therefore minimized its effects upon the emergent denominations (e.g., Lutheran, Calvinist, and Anglican), chiliasm did influence Anabaptist circles (radical reformation groups), and through them chiliastic ideas influenced Protestant Reformed theology and have appeared in reform movements, such as Pietism in Lutheran churches, and various revivalistic movements.” – Britannica.com

NOTE: 

· Britannica.com has a definition feature which allows you to click any word and pull up a definition for that word from Merriam-Webster's Collegiate Dictionary.

· According to Merriam-Websters, Chiliasm and Millenarianism are synonyms

Merriam-Webster's Collegiate Dictionary

Main Entry: chil·i·asm
Pronunciation: 'ki-lE-"a-z&m
Function: noun
Etymology: New Latin chiliasmus, from Late Latin chiliastes one that believes in chiliasm, from chilias
Date: 1610
: MILLENARIANISM
- chil·i·ast /-lE-"ast, -lE-&st/ noun
- chil·i·as·tic /"ki-lE-'as-tik/ adjective
Main Entry: mil·le·nar·i·an·ism
Pronunciation: -E-&-"ni-z&m
Function: noun
Date: circa 1847
1 : belief in the millennium of Christian prophecy
2 : belief in a coming ideal society and especially one created by revolutionary action

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34196
“Eschatology, Millennialism - Millennialism (from the Latin word for 1,000) is a philosophy of history viewed from a Christian theological standpoint…The term is derived from the imagery of the New Testament Book of Revelation (Rev. 20), in which the writer describes a vision of Satan being bound and thrown into a bottomless pit and of Christian martyrs being raised from the dead and reigning with Christ for 1,000 years. This 1,000-year period, known as the millennium, is viewed as a time during which man's yearnings for peace, freedom from evil, and the rule of righteousness upon earth are finally realized through the power of God. As a branch of eschatology, millennialism is concerned with the earthly prospects of the human community…Millennialism is thus the cosmology (study of order) of eschatology, its chronology one of future events, comparable to the historical record of the past.” – Britannica.com  

http://preteristarchive.addr.com/Preterism/james-timothy_p_02.html
Preterist Eschatology in the Sixteenth Through Eighteenth Centuries
By Timothy James

Around 1520, Luther had discovered the 'true' identity of the 'Antichrist and his damnation', namely, Papal Rome as the end-time fulfillment of Biblical prophecy. On February 24, 1520, Luther wrote a letter to a friend Spalatin stating, 

"I am practically cornered, and can hardly doubt any more, that the Pope is really the Antichrist, whom the world expects according to a general belief, because everything so excactly corresponds to the way of life, action, words, and commandments." (Luther, Schriften, vol. 21a, col. 234; translated in Waddington's 'History of the Reformation', vol. 1) 

2. William Miller and (Seventh-day) Adventists Denominations

a. Somewhat ATYPICAL historicists

i. they are actually futurist pre-millennial, believing in a literal 1,000 year reign of Christ in the future

ii. arise at about the same time as Dispensationalism with John Darby in 1800–82 

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=149
“Adventist, History – It was in an atmosphere of millennialist revival in the United States that William Miller (1782–1849), a founder of the Adventists, began to preach. Miller, while an officer in the U.S. Army in the War of 1812, had become a skeptic. After a conversion, he began to study the books of Daniel and Revelation and to preach as a Baptist, the faith of his father. He concluded that Christ would come sometime between March 21, 1843, and March 21, 1844, and was encouraged in his views by a number of clergymen and numerous followers...Christ, however, did not return on the first appointed date, so Miller and his followers set a second date, Oct. 22, 1844...These Adventists, called Millerites in the press, believed that Miller had set the right date, but that they had interpreted what had happened incorrectly. Reading Daniel, chapters 8 and 9, they concluded that God had begun the “cleansing of the heavenly sanctuary”—i.e., an investigative judgment that would be followed by the pronouncing and then the execution of the sentence of judgment. What actually began in 1844, then, in their view, was an examination of all of the names in the Book of Life. Only after this was completed would Christ appear and begin his millennial reign.” – Britannica.com

http://www.adventist.org/beliefs/fundamental/index.html
23. Christ's Ministry in the Heavenly Sanctuary: 

There is a sanctuary in heaven, the true tabernacle which the Lord set up and not man. In it Christ ministers on our behalf, making available to believers the benefits of His atoning sacrifice offered once for all on the cross. He was inaugurated as our great High Priest and began His intercessory ministry at the time of His ascension. In 1844, at the end of the prophetic period of 2300 days, He entered the second and last phase of His atoning ministry. It is a work of investigative judgment which is part of the ultimate disposition of all sin, typified by the cleansing of the ancient Hebrew sanctuary on the Day of Atonement… The completion of this ministry of Christ will mark the close of human probation before the Second Advent. 

http://www.historicist.com/articles/year_day_principle.htm
The Results of the True Inventions

Today, one or the other "true" Roman Catholic church invention is embraced by most Protestants, with Seventh-day Adventists being one of the few denominations, or the only denomination, to still hold fast to the historically tried and true Historicist school of Interpretation. And yet, as we will see in the next section, Seventh-day Adventists cannot be considered as alone.

Conclusion

Finally, we have seen that Seventh-day Adventists are not the only ones who believe in the year-day principle.

c. Futurist
i. Definition of Futurism

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Preterism
Preterism – Preterists believe that prophecies such as the Second Coming, the defiling of the Temple, the destruction of Jerusalem, the Antichrist, the Great Tribulation, the advent of The Day of the Lord, the Resurrection of the dead and the Final Judgment were fulfilled at or about the year 70 AD when the Roman general (and future Emperor) Titus sacked Jerusalem and destroyed the Jewish Temple, putting a permanent stop to the daily animal sacrifices…Like most theological disputes the divide between Preterism and its opposite, Futurism, is over how certain passages of scripture should be interpreted. Futurists assert that Preterists have spiritualized prophecies they see as describing literal, visible events. Whereas Preterists believe that Futurists do not take certain passages such as Mathew 16:23 literally enough and don't give sufficient weight to scriptures that seem to show that the first century Church believed the Second Coming would occur in their lifetime.

ii. Relationship to Other Categories/Views

1. tied by definition to chiliasm, i.e. pre-millennialism in modern terms

2. Amillenialists (although not Post-millennialists) can be “futurist” regarding the antichrist and the great tribulation

a. Such as some Roman Catholics

b. More historically possible during the rise of historicism in the Reformation Era

c. Less likely now, more rare

Merriam-Webster's Collegiate Dictionary

Main Entry: chil·i·asm
Pronunciation: 'ki-lE-"a-z&m
Function: noun
Etymology: New Latin chiliasmus, from Late Latin chiliastes one that believes in chiliasm, from chilias
Date: 1610
: MILLENARIANISM
- chil·i·ast /-lE-"ast, -lE-&st/ noun
- chil·i·as·tic /"ki-lE-'as-tik/ adjective

Main Entry: mil·le·nar·i·an·ism
Pronunciation: -E-&-"ni-z&m
Function: noun
Date: circa 1847
1 : belief in the millennium of Christian prophecy
2 : belief in a coming ideal society and especially one created by revolutionary action

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34069&query=chiliasm&ct=eb
Throughout Christian history there have been millenarian movements, usually led by prophetic-type personalities and based on the New Testament belief in Christ's return. Their basic doctrine is chiliasm (from Greek chilioi, “thousand”), which affirms that Christ will come to earth in a visible form and set up a theocratic kingdom over all the world and thus usher in the millennium, or the 1,000-year reign of Christ and his elect. 

http://www.bartleby.com/65/mi/millenni.html
“Millennium – [Lat.,=1,000 years], the period of 1,000 years in which, according to some schools of Christian eschatology, Christ will reign again gloriously on earth. Belief in the millennium, based on Rev. 20, has recurred in Christianity since the earliest times. Today it is held and taught by the Adventists and some other conservative evangelical bodies. Belief in the millennium is called chiliasm by historians of the ancient church. See Judgment Day.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition.  2001. 

http://www.britannica.com/eb/article?tocId=34196
“Eschatology, Millennialism - Millennialism (from the Latin word for 1,000) is a philosophy of history viewed from a Christian theological standpoint…The term is derived from the imagery of the New Testament Book of Revelation (Rev. 20), in which the writer describes a vision of Satan being bound and thrown into a bottomless pit and of Christian martyrs being raised from the dead and reigning with Christ for 1,000 years. This 1,000-year period, known as the millennium, is viewed as a time during which man's yearnings for peace, freedom from evil, and the rule of righteousness upon earth are finally realized through the power of God. As a branch of eschatology, millennialism is concerned with the earthly prospects of the human community…Millennialism is thus the cosmology (study of order) of eschatology, its chronology one of future events, comparable to the historical record of the past.” – Britannica.com  

3. Summary of Definition

a. believe that prophecies concerning the following events NOT YET occurred but will occur in the future 

i. the Second Coming, 

ii. the defiling of the Temple, 

iii. the destruction of Jerusalem 

iv. the Antichrist, the Great Tribulation, 

v. the advent of The Day of the Lord, 

vi. the Resurrection of the dead 

vii. and the Final Judgment 

iii. History and Key Figures of Futurism

1. History

a. The New Testament itself is futurist because (at least) at the time it is written, the events it prophecies were in the future

b. For 2 centuries after the close of the New Testament, Christians (as chiliasts) writers continued in the exact same futurist sentiments contained in the New Testament 

i. A fact for which Preterists criticize them

http://www.preteristarchive.com/PartialPreterism/demar-gary_03_pp_01.html
Biblical Minimalism and "The History of Preterism" (Parts One and Two)

By Gary DeMar

Even proximity to the apostles is no guarantee of getting it right… Ignatius writes around the year A.D. 100 that "the last times are come upon us,"14 words that echo those of the Apostle Paul when he writes that "the ends of the ages" had come upon him and the Corinthian Church (1 Cor. 10:11). They both can’t be right. Given a choice, I’ll stick with Paul. Cyprian (c. 200–258) writes "that the day of affliction has begun to hang over our heads, and the end of the world and the time of the Antichrist . . . draw near, so that we must all stand prepared for the battle."15 This was a constant theme in Cyprian’s writings. These men, along with most of their contemporaries, believed that they were living in the last days, that the time of the end was near for them. They were wrong because they misapplied the time texts…

c. only with Augustine do we have the beginnings of Preterism

d. therefore… 

i. while it may be interesting to list some famous Post-Reformation and contemporary futurists

ii. this is unnecessary as far as tracing where futurism came from – it came from and continued after the New Testament itself

e. unlike Preterism and Historicism, since the New Testament is itself futurist by virtue of the definition of prophecy, the issue… 

i. is NOT “When was futurism first articulated and by whom?” 

ii. BUT RATHER “When was the futurist perspective of the New Testament replaced?” and “Was it supposed to be?”

2. Famous (or rather infamous) Reformation Era and Post-Reformation figures

a. Jesuits Francisco Ribera and Robert Bellarmine (1542-1621 A.D.)

http://www.historicist.com/Newton/newtonword.htm
For some time after Luther's bold accusation that the Papacy was AntiChrist, Roman Catholic leadership responded by suppression and persecution. But, suppression proved impossible and persecution only fanned the flames for the stake proved a powerful pulpit. When England defeated the Spanish Armada in 1588 the island citadel of Protestantism was established. Rome finally had to meet the reformer's challenge on their own ground - in the scriptures. Through a collaboration of Jesuits Francisco Ribera of Spain and Robert Bellarmine of Rome, the Papacy put forward its counter interpretation, futurism. The Pope was not AntiChrist they contended for he was not to appear until “in the future”. 

http://preteristarchive.addr.com/Preterism/james-timothy_p_02.html
Preterist Eschatology in the Sixteenth Through Eighteenth Centuries
By Timothy James

Catholic Preterists

A Spanish Jesuit of Seville named, Luis De Alcazar (1554-1613) invested forty years of his life to this study which culminated in his 900 page commentary, "Vestigatio Arcani Sensus in Apocalypsi (Investigation of the Hidden Sense of the Apocalypse). In this work which was published posthumously in 1614, Alcazar made a new attempt irrespective of both Catholic and Protestant views to interpret the Apocalypse through the use of critical-historical methods. He concluded that the Apocalypse describes the two-fold war of the Church in the first century; one with the Jewish synagogue, and the other with paganism, which resulted in victory over both adversaries. Frrom makes an intersting note regarding Alcazar: 

Alcazar was fully aware that he contradicted certain of the fathers, differed from the Futurists Ribera and Viegas, and was in conflict with Malvenda. While approving of the concept of spiritual resurrection held by Augustine, he contended against his view of the binding of Satan, as well as that of Ribera and Viegas. (Froom, LeRoy Edwin. The Prophetic Faith of our Fathers, 3 vols. (Wash. D.C.: Review and Herald, 1948), vol 2, p.509) 

b. John Nelson Darby (1800-1882)

c. Cyrus I. Scofield (1843-1921)

i. Scofield Bible 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dispensationalism
Dispensationalism – Dispensationalism teaches that the Second Coming of Jesus Christ will be a physical event, by which a world-wide kingdom will be established in human history, geographically centered in Jerusalem. Many, but not all, dispensationalists teach that the Second Coming will be a two step process. In the first step, Christ returns to resurrect the blessed dead and rapture the living believers from the Earth. After this, a seven year period of tribulation occurs, climaxing in the Battle of Armageddon. In the second step, Christ intervenes at the Battle of Armageddon and establishes his kingdom on earth...Dispensationalism in this form was proposed as a specific system by John Nelson Darby, founder of the Plymouth Brethren movement. It was popularised in the United States by Cyrus I. Scofield through the vehicle of his widely circulated Scofield Reference Bible, an annotated study Bible that taught dispensationalism as a system.

http://www.mountainretreatorg.net/faq/glossary.html#covenant%20theology
Dispensationalism – In theological terms it means an administration of time of epocs. Premillennial dispensationalism is a method of interpreting scripture popularized by John Nelson Darby (1800-1882), and the notes in the Scofield Reference Bible. 

http://www.carm.org/dictionary/dic_c-d.htm#_1_37
Dispensation, dispensationalism – In the Scofield Reference Bible a dispensation is "a period of time during which man is tested in respect of obedience to some specific revelation of the will of God" Dispensationalism says that God uses different means of administering His will and grace to His people. These different means coincide with different periods of time. Scofield says there are seven dispensations: of innocence, of conscience, of civil government, of promise, of law, of grace, and of the kingdom. Dispensationalists interpret the scriptures in light of these (or other perceived) dispensations. Compare to Covenant. 

d. Charles C. Ryrie 

i. Ryrie Study Bible

ii. (Born 1925)

e. Hal Lindsey

f. Tim LaHaye and Jerry B. Jenkins 

i. (Left Behind book series)

V. Specific Views of Millennium 
(discuss names as describing the view of the relationship between millennium and Christ’s return)

a. Three views

i. Amillennial

ii. Post-Millennial

iii. Pre-Millennial

b. Definitions

Millennium (in general)

http://www.mountainretreatorg.net/faq/glossary.html
Millennial 

The word Millennium is from the Latin words [mille] meaning thousand, and [annum] meaning years. It is not a biblical term, other than it is used by many Christian Theologians to identify the thousand year reign spoken of in Revelation Chapter 20. The Word Millennial is referring to that period of time when God says Satan is bound and the Kingdom of Christ goes forth. For all practical purposes, in theology the words Millennium or Millennial is synonymous with the "one thousand years" of revelation Chapter 20. 


http://www.carm.org/dictionary.htm
Millennium    
     Literally, this word means 1000 years. In the study of end time doctrines (eschatology) the millennium is the period of time of Christ's rulership. The debate has been over when the millennium will take place and what what form will it actually be. The terms that have arisen out of this debate are premillennialism, amillennialism, and postmillennialism. Premillennialism teaches that the millennium is yet future and that upon Christ's return He will set up His earthly kingdom. Amillennialism teaches that the millennium is a figurative period and that Christ's rule began when He first became man. Postmillennialism teaches that through the preaching of the Word of God, the world will be converted and will then usher in Christ and the kingdom of God. There are good arguments for each position.

i. Amillennial

1. basic concepts

http://www.mountainretreatorg.net/faq/glossary.html
Amillennialism 

Amillennial is from the Latin [mille], meaning thousand, and [annum], meaning years. The article "a" in Greek (yes Greek) negates the word following it, thus a-millennium literally means no millennium. In Theological terms Amillennialism is the doctrine of no "earthly" millennial reign, or no "earthly" 1000 year reign. It identifies the belief that Christ established His Kingdom by His Death, Resurrection, and ascension to the throne of God in heaven, and thus that the kingdom of God is now being extended throughout the world through the preaching of the Gospel of Christ. This doctrine does not hold that Christ must come to a worldly throne in earthly Jerusalem. Rather, it teaches that Christ reigns now and that after this present kingdom reign is over, Christ will return in judgment of the quick and the dead. 


http://www.carm.org/dictionary.htm
Amillennialism
     The teaching that there is no literal 1000 year reign of Christ as referenced in Revelation 20. It sees the 1000 year period spoken of in Revelation 20 as figurative. Instead, it teaches that we are in the millennium now, and that at the return of Christ (1 Thess. 4:16 - 5:2) there will be the final judgment and the heavens and the earth will then be destroyed and remade (2 Pet. 3:10). The Amillennial view is as old as the Premillennial view. (Also compare to Postmillennialism). 

http://www.cedarnet.org/jnation/book/bk16-03.html
Handbook of Topics & Issues in Today's Christianity

Chapter 16 Extrabiblical Words & Terms

Part III – Premillennial, Postmillennial & Amillennial

by Jack Nation, ThM, Pastor (ret.)

C. AMILLENNIAL: Amillennialism, states that the Bible does not predict a period of the rule of Christ on earth before the last judgment. According to this outlook there will be a continuous development of good and evil in the world until the second coming of Christ, when the dead shall be raised and the judgment conducted. Amillennialists believe that the Kingdom of God is now present in the world as the victorious Christ rules His Church through the Word and the Spirit. They feel that the future, glorious, and perfect kingdom refers to the new earth and life in heaven. Thus Rev. 20 is a description of the souls of dead believers reigning with Christ in heaven.

http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=309
Amillennialism 

The word millennium is a Latin term meaning one thousand years. It's from the root words [mille], meaning thousand, and [annum], meaning years. In Greek (yes Greek, not Latin), placing the letter "a" before a word negates the word. So a-millennial literally means no millennial. 

However, we should note that this word is a misnomer in describing Reformed Amillennialists, because they do in fact believe there is a millennial reign of Christ, but not on an earthly throne upon this sin cursed world. They believe Messiah reigns upon the throne in the Kingdom of heaven. So the word Amillennial itself is literally accurate only as it is understood to mean no millennial reign 'on an earthly or worldly throne.' 

This view of eschatology holds that the reign of Christ (Revelation 20:4), began as the apostle Peter declared (Acts 2:30-32), when Christ instituted this kingdom by His death, resurrection, and ascension to the throne of David. Reformed Amillennialism teaches that the kingdom of God is both real, effectual, substantive, and spiritual, and is now being extended and advanced by the preaching of the gospel.

http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=285&PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088
Amillenialism teaches that there will be no literal millennial kingdom.  The prefix a- indicates a simple negation…  The following are features of Amillennialism: 
1. The church age is the kingdom era prophesied in the Old Testament, as the New Testament church becomes the Israel of God. 

2. Satan was bound during Jesus' earthly ministry, restraining him while the Gospel is being preached in the world. 

3. Insofar as Christ presently rules in the hearts of believers, they will have some influence on culture while living out their faith. 

4. Toward the end evil's growth will accelerate, culminating in the great tribulation and a personal antichrist. 

5. Christ will return to end history, resurrect and judge all men, and establish the eternal order.  The eternal destiny of the redeemed may be either in heaven or in a totally renovated new earth. (pg 196)

2. basic history and figures

http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=539
Amillennialism: (Also known as Nonmillennialism). Although this belief system was present from the early days of Christianity, St. Augustine (354 - 430 CE) was largely responsible for the establishment of amillennialism as formal church belief. It remained the generally accepted system throughout Christianity until the 19th century. Many mainline Protestant denominations -- including many Reformed theologians and some Baptists -- still teach Amillennialism. They believe that the Kingdom of God is present in the world today through the presence of the the heavenly reign of Christ, the Bible, the Holy Spirit and Christianity. Both good and evil will continue in the world until the current Church Age ends suddenly as Christ returns to the sky above the earth. The Rapture follows. The Redeemed are transported to heaven where they will adopt spiritual bodies. The majority of humanity will be sent to Hell at this time for eternal punishment. The world will be abandoned. History is no more. Under this belief system, we are currently living in the Millennium and in the Tribulation period. Events described in The Olivet Discourse (Matthew 24, Mark 13, and Luke 21) and in most of the book of Revelation are seen as occurrences which have already happened, or which are symbolic in nature and not to be taken literally. The Antichrist is looked upon figuratively and not as a real person. Amillennialism has gone out of favor in most conservative Protestant theological circles… 

End times beliefs among Roman Catholics:

Roman Catholics generally follow the teachings of Augustine and the Protestant reformers, and accept Amillennialism. However, they do not generally use the term. They anticipate Jesus coming to Earth and gathering the Church together. But they generally do not use the term "rapture." According to Catholic Answers, "The Church has rejected the premillennial position, sometimes called 'millenarianism' (see the Catechism of the Catholic Church 676). In the 1940s the Holy Office judged that premillennialism 'cannot safely be taught,' though the Church has not dogmatically defined this issue." 13

ii. Post-Millennial

1. basic concepts

http://www.mountainretreatorg.net/faq/glossary.html
Postmillennialism 

Postmillennium is from the Latin [postis] meaning after, [mille] meaning thousand, and [annum] meaning years. Literally, after the thousand years. It identifies the belief that the kingdom of God is now being extended throughout the world through the preaching of the Gospel of Christ. In this respect only is it similar to historic Amillennialism. But in contrast to Amillennialism, the belief is that the world will eventually become Christianized, and that the Millennium (1000 years) is this golden age or period of righteousness, peace, and prosperity on earth. Post-millennial, meaning that they believe Christ comes "after" this golden age or millennial period. 
http://www.carm.org/dictionary.htm
Postmillennialism
     The belief that through the preaching of the word of God, the entire world will be converted to Christianity and this will usher in the kingdom of Christ. This is when Christ will return.

http://www.cedarnet.org/jnation/book/bk16-03.html
Handbook of Topics & Issues in Today's Christianity

Chapter 16 Extrabiblical Words & Terms

Part III – Premillennial, Postmillennial & Amillennial

by Jack Nation, ThM, Pastor (ret.)

B. POSTMILLENNIAL: In contrast to Premillennialism, the Postmillennialists emphasize the present aspects of God's kingdom which will reach fruition in the future. They believe that the millennium will come through Christian preaching and teaching. Such activity will result in a more godly, peaceful, and prosperous world. The new age will not be essentially different from the present, and it will come about as more people are converted to Christ. Evil will not be totally eliminated during the millennium, but it will be reduced to a minimum as the moral and spiritual influence of Christians is increased. 

During the new age the Church will assume greater importance, and many economic, social, and educational problems can be solved. This period is not necessarily limited to a thousand years because the number can be used symbolically. The millennium closes with the second coming of Christ, the resurrection of the dead, and the last judgment.

http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=309
Postmillennialism 

A view which has gained popularity within some Reformed circles lately is Postmillennialism. This is the view that the millennium is a future golden age of the Church which will precede the second advent of Christ. They (as do the Amillennialists) offer up the scriptures that declare that Christ is ruling in His kingdom now, and that the kingdom of God is now being extended through Christian preaching of the gospel. But they differ from the Amillennialists in that they believe that at the end of this kingdom age, there will be an age of righteousness and world wide turning to Christ. The word 'post,' means after, thus postmillennial identifies those who believe in Christ's return 'after' this future golden (millennial) age. 

Generally, the belief is that in this millennium the Church will exercise Christ's power and authority in this World whereby the wicked rulers are hindered in their wickedness and the influence of Christianity will excel until some future time when most of the world will be in obedience to God's laws. They expect that after they have created a just, God fearing society (lasting this millennium), Christ will then return and the judgment and resurrection occurs.

http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=285&PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088
Postmillennialism teaches that Christ will return after (post-) the millennial kingdom concludes. (pg 194)… The following are features of Postmillennialism: 

1. The Messianic kingdom was founded on earth during the earthly ministry of Christ, in fulfillment of Old Testament prophecy and making the New Testament church the transformed Israel.. 

2. The kingdom is essentially redemptive and spiritual rather than political and physical. 

3. The kingdom will transform society and culture during history. 

4. The kingdom of Christ will gradually expand in time and on earth through Christ's royal power as King reigning in heaven not on earth. 

5. The Great Commission will succeed bringing about the virtual Christianization of the nations. 

6. At this point there are two types of postmillennialists. Pietistic postmillennialists deny that the postmillennial advance of the kingdom involves the total transformation of culture through the application of biblical law.  Theonomic postmillennialist affirm this. 

7. An extended period of great spiritual prosperity may endure for millennia, after when history will come to an end by the personal, visible, bodily return of Christ accompanied by a literal resurrection and a general judgement, which ushers in the final and eternal form of the kingdom.  

(pgs 200-201)
2. basic history and figures 

http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=539
Postmillennialism: (Also known as "Christian Reconstruction", "Kingdom Now Theology" and "Dominion Theology.") This belief arose during the early 19th century CE. According to author Loraine Boettner, Postmillennialism involves "that view of last things which holds that the kingdom of God is now being extended in the world through the preaching of the gospel and the saving work of the Holy Spirit, that the world eventually is to be Christianized, and that the return of Christ will occur at the close of a long period of righteousness and peace, commonly called the millennium." 12 The theory is based on the perception of a gradual movement towards social perfection. They predicted that a massive religious revival, spiritual awakening and purification would occur. The entire human race is converted to Christianity, including the Jews. A millennium of peace and righteousness follows. After the millennium, Jesus returns to earth, resurrects the dead believers, and conducts the last judgment. The Rapture and Tribulation are largely ignored. This belief is being actively promoted today by the Chalcedon Foundation and other groups within the Christian Reconstruction movement.

iii. Pre-Millennial

1. basic concepts

http://www.mountainretreatorg.net/faq/glossary.html
Premillennialism 

Premillennium is from the Latin [pre] meaning before, [mille] meaning thousand, and [annum] meaning years. This is a doctrine very similar to the Messianic expectations of the first-century Judaizers in that it teaches that sometime in the future Christ will return to establish a literal political and earthly Kingdom in Jerusalem and will reign 1000 years on earth. Pre-millennial, meaning that Christ comes to establish this Kingdom pre or "before" the millennium. 


http://www.carm.org/dictionary.htm
Premillennialism
     This is a teaching concerning the end times (eschatology). It says that there is a future millennium (1000 years) where Christ will rule and reign over the earth. At the beginning of the millennium Satan and his angels will be bound and peace will exist on the entire earth. At the end of the 1000 years Satan will be released in order to raise an army against Jesus. Jesus will destroy them and then the final judgment will take place with the new heavens and the new earth being made.

http://www.cedarnet.org/jnation/book/bk16-03.html
Handbook of Topics & Issues in Today's Christianity

Chapter 16 Extrabiblical Words & Terms

Part III – Premillennial, Postmillennial & Amillennial

by Jack Nation, ThM, Pastor (ret.)

A. PREMILLENNIAL: Premillennialists believe that the kingdom of Christ will be inaugurated in a cataclysmic way and that divine control will be exercised in a more supernatural manner than does the Postmillennialist. They believe the return of Christ will be preceded by signs including wars, famines, earthquakes, and the preaching of the gospel to all nations.

They believe also that it will be accompanied by a great apostasy, the appearance of Antichrist, and the great tribulation. These events culminate in the second coming, which will result in a period of peace and righteousness when Christ and His saints rule the world. This rule is established suddenly through supernatural methods rather than gradually over a long period of time by of the conversion of individuals. The Jews will figure prominently in the future age because the Premillennialist believes that they will be converted in large numbers and will again have a prominent place in God's work. Nature will have the curse removed from it, and even the desert will produce abundant crops, Christ will restrain evil during the age by the use of authoritarian power. Despite the idyllic conditions of this golden age there is a final rebellion of wicked people against Christ and His saints.

This exposure of evil is crushed by God, the non-Christian dead are resurrected, the last judgment conducted, and the eternal states of heaven and hell established. Many Premillennialists have taught that during the thousand years, dead or martyred believers will be resurrected with glorified bodies to intermingle with the other inhabitants of the earth.

http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=309
Premillennialism 

By contrast, the term Premillennialists identifies Christians who believe the thousand year reign spoken of in Revelation chapter 20 is of an earthly reign of Christ. Pre-millennial literally means before millennium, or before the thousand years. This is the belief that sometime in the future Christ will return to this earth and begin a literal one thousand year reign on a literal throne in the middle east. He will reign and govern from Jerusalem, and peace will rule on earth from the nation of Israel. 
http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=539
2. basic history and figures 

Historical Premillennialism: This belief was held by a large percentage of Christians "during the first three centuries of the Christian era, and is found in the works of Papias, Irenaeus, Justin Martyr, Tertullian, Hippolytus, Methodius, Commodianus, and Lactanitus." 2 The Antichrist first appears on earth and the seven year Tribulation begins. Next comes the Rapture. Christ and his Church return to earth to rule for a Millennium. The forces of evil will be conquered. The faithful will live during this thousand years of peace in Jerusalem, while occupying spiritual bodies. After this period, all people are judged. The faithful will spend eternity on a new earth, (not in heaven)…
Dispensational Premillennialism: (a.k.a. Dispensationalism) Premillennialism, once declared a heresy in ancient times, was reintroduced circa 1830. Most people credit John N. Darby with its resurrection. He was a minister of the Church of Ireland, a denomination in the Anglican communion, and the founder of the Plymouth Brethren. However, author Dave MacPherson claims that British pastor Edward Irving was the actual person responsible, and that a conspiracy was organized to give Darby the credit. 14 Premillenialism received general acceptance by most Fundamentalists and other Evangelical Christians after the publishing of the Scofield Reference Bible in 1909. As in Historic Premillennialism, the Tribulation is believed to precede the second coming of Christ, and the subsequent establishment of the millennial kingdom -- a thousand-year golden age on Earth. The Final Judgment follows the millennium. But, theologians are divided over the timing of the Rapture. Many Premillennialists search world events and signs in the heavens for some indication of the Tribulation, which they anticipate will arrive at any time. 

NOTE: 

· Pre-tribulation rapture theology is also traced to Edward Irving’s church and his group. 

· Notice the statement that “his preaching began to emphasize…the imminence of the second coming of Christ”

· This phrasing (imminent return) is use to this day by pre-tribulation Dispensational theologians such as Tyndale Theological Seminary to argue for the idea of a rapture coming out of nowhere rather than at the end of a seven-year tribulation with clear signs

· http://www.tyndale.edu/dirn/source/theology.html
http://www.bartleby.com/65/ir/Irving-E.html
"Irving, Edward - 1792–1834, Scottish preacher, under whose influence the Catholic Apostolic Church was founded; its members have sometimes been called Irvingites. He was tutor to Jane Welsh, later the wife of Thomas Carlyle, and became the friend of Carlyle. After serving as assistant (1819–22) to Thomas Chalmers in Glasgow, Irving was called to the Caledonian Church, London, where his oratory brought him great popularity; he and his congregation moved to the larger Regent Square Church in 1827. As his preaching began to emphasize the supernatural and the imminence of the second coming of Christ, criticism arose, especially over his views on the human nature of Christ. In 1832 he was debarred from the Regent Square Church; in 1833 he was deposed from the ministry of the Church of Scotland. Irving had, from 1826, been meeting with a group gathered together by Henry Drummond to study the prophecies of the Scriptures. From this “school of the prophets” was developed the Catholic Apostolic Church, of which Irving was an “angel,” or bishop." - The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

c. Summary and Contrast of the 3 Millennial Views

i. Amillennialism – literally means “no millennium” 

1. ushered in primarily under Augustine

2. states that the Bible does not predict a period of the rule of Christ on earth before the last judgment
a. no earthly millennial reign on earthly throne
b. sees the 1000 year period spoken of in Revelation 20 as figurative (usually a “long period of time”)
3. the millennium and the Kingdom of God are now
a. The church age is the kingdom era prophesied in the Old Testament
b. Christ presently rules in the hearts of believers
c. Christ and dead believers (of all ages) reign in heaven
i. Continuity view
d. Christ will return after this current “millennium”
i. Identical on these points to Post-millennialism
4. the kingdom of God is now being extended throughout the world through the preaching of the Gospel of Christ
a. similar in this regard to Post-millennialism
b. but differs from Post-mill in that it holds that there will be a continuous development of good and evil in the world until the second advent and that Christian influence on the world will be much more moderate
ii. Post-Millennialism – literally means “after the thousand years”
1. arose during the early 19th century CE.
2. Also known as "Christian Reconstruction", "Kingdom Now Theology" and "Dominion Theology"
3. the nations of the world will eventually become Christianized and under Christian influence
4. view the Kingdom as…
a. essentially redemptive and spiritual rather than political and physical

i. similar to Amillennialism the belief that the kingdom of God is now being extended throughout the world through the preaching of the Gospel of Christ
b. Christ is ruling in His kingdom now and thus the kingdom of God is now (not a future millennium)
c. the Kingdom of God will culminate in a millennium, or golden age

5. view the millennium as…
a. a golden age on earth of righteousness, peace, and prosperity after the Christianizing of earth is accomplished
i. Christ is NOT on earth during this golden age 
ii. Christ comes "after" this golden age or millennial period 
b. like Amillennialism, this millennial period is not necessarily limited to a thousand years because the number can be used symbolically
6. can be classified as a form of Amillennialism 

a. in which the world will almost entirely be converted and through the growing influence of the Church, submitted to the laws of God before the return of Christ

b. differ from the Amillennialists primarily in that Amillennialists do not share the belief… 
i. that the world will be Christianized 
ii. or that a golden age will be established
iii. Pre-Millenialism – literally means “before the thousand years”
1. Christ will return before the Millennium
a. His return will be preceded by a great apostasy, the appearance of Antichrist, and the great tribulation
2. view of the kingdom and millennium
a. it teaches that sometime in the future Christ will return to establish a literal political and earthly Kingdom in Jerusalem and will reign 1000 years on earth
b. Christ and His saints rule the world
i. dead believers will be resurrected with glorified bodies (and living believers transformed instantly) to participate in this kingdom with the other inhabitants of the earth
ii. Satan and his angels will be bound
c. Christ will reign and govern from Jerusalem, and peace will rule on earth from the nation of Israel
3. This belief was held by a large percentage of Christians "during the first three centuries of the Christian era, and is found in the works of Papias, Irenaeus, Justin Martyr, Tertullian, Hippolytus, Methodius, Commodianus, and Lactanitus." 
d. Relationship to Views of Covenants

i. Amillennial View

1. View of the Covenants

a. related to Covenant Theology

i. like Covenant Theology, Protestants inherit this view from Roman Catholics 

1. like Covenant Theology, primarily ushered in by Augustine

2. Protestants retain this view throughout the Reformation until the 1800’s

3. many Protestant denominations still retain this view

ii. Cannot be Dispensational because Dispensational is by definition Premillennial

2. Broadest Historical Scope

a. may be

i. Preterist

ii. Historicist (especially if Protestant)

b. In modern times usually not Futurist 

i. Yet Futurism is still possible within the Amillennial view

c. (Variety on this point is not surprising given its more open interpretive method, allegorization)

ii. Post-millennial View 

1. View of the Covenants

a. Related to Covenant Theology

i. Cannot be Dispensational because Dispensational is by definition Premillennial

2. Broadest Historical Scope

a. necessarily Preterist (or at least Historicist) 

i. because of its expectation of the world becoming Christianized and submitted to the laws of God ushering in Christ’s return

ii. thus, there’s little room for a future antichrist, false prophet, mark of the beast, or end-time Great Tribulation and persecution of the saints

iii. since Historicism is in decline in modern times, will most likely be Preterist

b. for the same reason, cannot be Futurist

iii. Pre-millennial View 

1. View of the Covenants

a. Almost entirely Dispensational
i. very rarely Covenant Theology, 

1. due to the historic evolution

2. not mainstream and only recently

b. whether there is a spiritual/allegorical interpretation of the promises for Christians will be discussed in our next and last section (Pre-Trib, Mid-Trib, Post-Trib)
2. Broadest Historical Scope

a. Futurist

i. By definition, cannot be Preterist or Historicist

ii. Sees the antichrist, false prophet, mark of the beast, and Great Tribulation as in the future

VI. Subdivisions within the Pre-millennial view of the Millennium
a. Basic Concepts

i. Occurs within a Pre-millennial Futurist Dispensational perspective

ii. Concerns when Christ will return for the Church

1. Pre-Tribulation or “Pre-trib” 

a. before the Great Tribulation

b. most prominent view

c. inherently the view of Traditional Dispensationalism (TD)

2. Mid-Tribulation or “Mid-trib” 

a. halfway through the Great Tribulation (before the worst 3 ½ years start)

b. perhaps the least prominent position

c. shares the same essential underpinning as Pre-trib

i. really just a modified form of Pre-trib

3. Post-Tribulation of “Post-trib”

a. after the Tribulation

b. requires Progressive Dispensationalism (PD)

i. cannot be Traditional Dispensational

iii. Centers entirely on the Dichotomy of Traditional Dispensationalism (TD) or the Continuity view of Progressive Dispensationalism (PD)

1. only if 2 different programs, one for Old Testament saints and one for the Church, is there any basis for assuming that the Church will not go through the promised Tribulation

2. conversely, embracing the idea that the Church will go through the Tribulation requires an abandonment of the Traditional Dispensationlist dichotomy view 

3. Simply put

a. if TD dichotomy, then the Tribulation is for the Jews only and the Church gets to wait it out in heaven

b. if PD continuity, then the Tribulation is for all saints alive at that time

b. Explanatory Quotes

NOTE: The reference below to what Premillennialists “generally” believe is a reference to the fact that most Dispensationalists are Traditional Dispensationalists with it’s dichotomy view. 

http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=309
Premillennialism 

Generally, Premillennialists believe in two separate and unequal Salvation programs. A national or racial (rather than individual) Salvation plan for the race of the Jews, and another one for everyone else (any non-Jew or Gentile). They hold that future redeemed Israel will be the center of government and the spreading of the gospel to the nations of the world. They reject the contention that Christ has already come and redeemed and delivered Israel, or that He is now the center of rule and Government, as prophesied. 

There are different forms of premillennialism, such as dispensationalism, or Historical, but in general, they do not believe that many Old Testament scriptures which were fulfilled, are "completely" fulfilled. They take the position that any fulfillment about Israel is incomplete, and the pertinent scriptures dealing with this, have yet a further future literal fulfillment. For example, many look for Elijah to literally come back to prepare the way for Christ because they don't believe that John the baptist "completely" fulfilled that prophesy.
http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=539
Historical Premillennialism: This belief was held by a large percentage of Christians "during the first three centuries of the Christian era, and is found in the works of Papias, Irenaeus, Justin Martyr, Tertullian, Hippolytus, Methodius, Commodianus, and Lactanitus." 2 The Antichrist first appears on earth and the seven year Tribulation begins. Next comes the Rapture. Christ and his Church return to earth to rule for a Millennium. The forces of evil will be conquered. The faithful will live during this thousand years of peace in Jerusalem, while occupying spiritual bodies. After this period, all people are judged. The faithful will spend eternity on a new earth, (not in heaven)…
Dispensational Premillennialism: (a.k.a. Dispensationalism) Premillennialism, once declared a heresy in ancient times, was reintroduced circa 1830. Most people credit John N. Darby with its resurrection. He was a minister of the Church of Ireland, a denomination in the Anglican communion, and the founder of the Plymouth Brethren. However, author Dave MacPherson claims that British pastor Edward Irving was the actual person responsible, and that a conspiracy was organized to give Darby the credit. 14 Premillenialism received general acceptance by most Fundamentalists and other Evangelical Christians after the publishing of the Scofield Reference Bible in 1909. As in Historic Premillennialism, the Tribulation is believed to precede the second coming of Christ, and the subsequent establishment of the millennial kingdom -- a thousand-year golden age on Earth. The Final Judgment follows the millennium. But, theologians are divided over the timing of the Rapture. 
http://www.transmillennial.com/out_frame.php?PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088&ID=285&PHPSESSID=d0e52f6b1efbeaab41b2a32108de4088
Premillennialism teaches that there will be a future, literal, earthly millennial kingdom, and that it will begin when Christ returns. The pre- indicates that Christ will return before the millennial kingdom is established… The following are features of Dispensational Premillennialism: 

1. Christ offered to the Jews the Davidic kingdom in the first century.  They rejected it, and it was postponed until the future. 

2. The current church age is a "parenthesis" unknown to the Old Testament prophets. 

3. God has separated programs for the church and Israel. 
4. The church will ultimately lose influence in the world and become corrupted or apostate toward the end of the church age. 

5. Christ will return secretly to rapture his saints before the great tribulation. 

6. After the tribulation Christ will return to earth to administer a Jewish political kingdom based in Jerusalem for one thousand years.  Satan will be bound, and the temple will be rebuilt and the sacrificial system reinstituted. 

7. Near the end of the millennium.  Satan will be released and Christ will be attacked at Jerusalem. 

8. Christ will call down judgement from heaven and destroy his enemies.  The (second) resurrection and the judgement of the wicked will occur, initiating the eternal order. (pg 197) 

The following are features of Historic Premillennialism: 

1. The New Testament era Church is the initial phase in Christ's kingdom, as prophesied by the Old Testament prophets. 

2. The New Testament Church may win occasional victories in history, but ultimately she will fail in her mission, lose influence, and become corrupted as worldwide evil increases toward the end of the Church Age. 

3. The Church will pass through a future, worldwide, unprecedented time of travail.  This era is known as the Great Tribulation, which will punctuate the end of contemporary history. 

4. Christ will return at the end of the Tribulation to rapture the Church, resurrect deceased saints and conduct the judgement of the righteous in the "twinkling of an eye." 

5. Christ will then desend to the earth with His glorified saints, fight the battle of Armageddon, bind Satan, and establish a worldwide, political kingdom, which will be personally administered by Him for 1,000 years from Jerusalem. 

6. At the end of the millennial reign, Satan will be loosed and a massive rebellion against the kingdom and a fierce assault against Christ and His saints will occur. 

7. God will intervene with fiery judgement to rescue Christ and the saints.  The resurrection and the judgement of the wicked will occur and the eternal order will begin. (pgs 199-200)
c. Summary

i. Modern or Traditional Dispensational Pre-millennialism

1. has 2 different salvation programs and destinies for the Church and the Jews/Old Testament saints

a. Old Testament saints receive literal/physical versions of the Abrahamic and Davidic promises

i. Receive a physical kingdom, with Christ physically on earth, physically enforcing his reign

b. The Church (i.e. Christians) receive spiritual/allegorized versions of those promise

i. (although perhaps present to some extent when Christ is on earth during the millennium) Receive a heavenly destiny

ii. Historic Pre-millennialism is the view held by the early church

1. views the Church as going through the Tribulation

a. in that regard it is identical to Progressive Dispensationalism 

2. therefore, it does NOT share the dichotomy view of Modern or Traditional Dispensationalism

3. holds to one program and one version of the promises for saints of all ages

a. a physical kingdom, with Christ physically on earth, physically enforcing his reign 
d. Relationship to Other Categories/Views

1. Broadest Historical Scope

a. None of the 3 views is compatible with Preterism or Historicism

b. All 3 views are Futurist

2. Specific Views of Millennium

a. None of the 3 views is compatible with Amillennialism or Post-millennialism

b. All 3 views are Pre-millennial

3. View of the Covenants

a. None of the 3 views is compatible with Covenant Theology

b. Pre-trib and Mid-trib = Traditional Dispensationalism

c. Post-trib = Progressive Dispensationalism

VII. Study Conclusions

a. In the New Testament, the Gospel includes the promise of 

i. a literal, physical Jewish kingdom 

ii. Christ physically present ruling that kingdom from Jerusalem

iii. Gentiles by faith receiving citizenship and becoming fellow-heirs with the Jews (particularly the Old Testament saints) in that kingdom

b. In Modern Terms, the theological system that retains the same definition of the Gospel as the New Testament is…

i. Progressive Dispensational, Futurist, Pre-millennial, Post-tribulation Rapture Theology

1. only this view affirms that the Church receives…

a. a literal, physical Jewish kingdom 

b. with Christ physically present ruling that kingdom from Jerusalem

c. citizenship and becomes fellow-heirs with the Jews (particularly the Old Testament saints) in that kingdom

2. only this view rejects 

a. the doctrines which deny that Christians will inherit the promised Jewish kingdom

3. in short, only this view share the New Testament definition of the Good News (i.e. Gospel)

c. All other avenues and theologies

i. Either deny that there will be a literal/physical kingdom of God ruled by Christ from Jerusalem

ii. Or affirm such a kingdom but deny those promises to Christians 

VIII. Closing Review of Key Passages

Genesis 12:1 Now the LORD had said unto Abram, Get thee out of thy country, and from thy kindred, and from thy father’s house, unto a land that I will shew thee: 2 And I will make of thee a great nation, and I will bless thee, and make thy name great; and thou shalt be a blessing: 3 And I will bless them that bless thee, and curse him that curseth thee: and in thee shall all families of the earth be blessed.4 So Abram departed, as the LORD had spoken unto him; and Lot went with him: and Abram was seventy and five years old when he departed out of Haran. 5 And Abram took Sarai his wife, and Lot his brother’s son, and all their substance that they had gathered, and the souls that they had gotten in Haran; and they went forth to go into the land of Canaan; and into the land of Canaan they came. 6 And Abram passed through the land unto the place of Sichem, unto the plain of Moreh. And the Canaanite was then in the land. 7 And the LORD appeared unto Abram, and said, Unto thy seed will I give this land: and there builded he an altar unto the LORD, who appeared unto him.
Genesis 13:14 And the LORD said unto Abram, after that Lot was separated from him, Lift up now thine eyes, and look from the place where thou art northward, and southward, and eastward, and westward: 15 For all the land which thou seest, to thee will I give it, and to thy seed for ever. 16 And I will make thy seed as the dust of the earth: so that if a man can number the dust of the earth, then shall thy seed also be numbered. 17 Arise, walk through the land in the length of it and in the breadth of it; for I will give it unto thee.

Daniel 2:19 Then was the secret revealed unto Daniel in a night vision. Then Daniel blessed the God of heaven. 20 Daniel answered and said, Blessed be the name of God for ever and ever: for wisdom and might are his: 21 And he changeth the times and the seasons: he removeth kings, and setteth up kings: he giveth wisdom unto the wise, and knowledge to them that know understanding…44 And in the days of these kings shall the God of heaven set up a kingdom, which shall never be destroyed: and the kingdom shall not be left to other people, but it shall break in pieces and consume all these kingdoms, and it shall stand for ever.

Daniel 7:17 These great beasts, which are four, are four kings, which shall arise out of the earth. 18 But the saints of the most High shall take the kingdom, and possess the kingdom for ever, even for ever and ever. 19 Then I would know the truth of the fourth beast, which was diverse from all the others, exceeding dreadful, whose teeth were of iron, and his nails of brass; which devoured, brake in pieces, and stamped the residue with his feet; 20 And of the ten horns that were in his head, and of the other which came up, and before whom three fell; even of that horn that had eyes, and a mouth that spake very great things, whose look was more stout than his fellows. 21 I beheld, and the same horn made war with the saints, and prevailed against them; 22 Until the Ancient of days came, and judgment was given to the saints of the most High; and the time came that the saints possessed the kingdom. 23 Thus he said, The fourth beast shall be the fourth kingdom upon earth, which shall be diverse from all kingdoms, and shall devour the whole earth, and shall tread it down, and break it in pieces. 24 And the ten horns out of this kingdom are ten kings that shall arise: and another shall rise after them; and he shall be diverse from the first, and he shall subdue three kings. 25 And he shall speak great words against the most High, and shall wear out the saints of the most High, and think to change times and laws: and they shall be given into his hand until a time and times and the dividing of time. 26 But the judgment shall sit, and they shall take away his dominion, to consume and to destroy it unto the end. 27 And the kingdom and dominion, and the greatness of the kingdom UNDER THE WHOLE HEAVEN, shall be given to the people of the saints of the most High, whose kingdom is an everlasting kingdom, and all dominions shall serve and obey him.

Luke 1:32 He shall be great, and shall be called the Son of the Highest: and the Lord God shall give unto him the throne of his father David: 33 And he shall reign over the house of Jacob for ever; and of his kingdom there shall be no end.
Mark 13:26 And then shall they see the Son of man coming in the clouds with great power and glory. 27 And then shall he send his angels, and shall gather together his elect from the four winds, from the uttermost part of the earth to the uttermost part of heaven. 28 Now learn a parable of the fig tree; When her branch is yet tender, and putteth forth leaves, ye know that summer is near: 29 So ye in like manner, when ye shall see these things come to pass, know that it is nigh, even at the doors. 30 Verily I say unto you, that this generation shall not pass, till all these things be done. 31 Heaven and earth shall pass away: but my words shall not pass away. 32 But of that day and that hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels which are in heaven, neither the Son, but the Father. 33 Take ye heed, watch and pray: for ye know not when the time is. 34 For the Son of man is as a man taking a far journey, who left his house, and gave authority to his servants, and to every man his work, and commanded the porter to watch. 

Acts 1:6 When they therefore were come together, they asked of him, saying, Lord, wilt thou at this time restore again the kingdom to Israel? 7 And he said unto them, It is not for you to know the times or the seasons, which the Father hath put in his own power. 8 But ye shall receive power, after that the Holy Ghost is come upon you: and ye shall be witnesses unto me both in Jerusalem, and in all Judaea, and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost part of the earth. 9 And when he had spoken these things, while they beheld, he was taken up; and a cloud received him out of their sight. 10 And while they looked stedfastly toward heaven as he went up, behold, two men stood by them in white apparel; 11 Which also said, Ye men of Galilee, why stand ye gazing up into heaven? this same Jesus, which is taken up from you into heaven, shall so come in like manner as ye have seen him go into heaven.

Philippians 3:20 For our conversation 4175 is in heaven; from whence also we look for the Saviour, the Lord Jesus Christ: 21 Who shall change our vile body, that it may be fashioned like unto his glorious body, according to the working whereby he is able even to subdue all things unto himself.

Ephesians 2:11 Wherefore remember, that ye being in time past Gentiles in the flesh, who are called Uncircumcision by that which is called the Circumcision in the flesh made by hands; 12 That at that time ye were without Christ, being aliens from the commonwealth 4174 of Israel, and strangers from the covenants of promise, having no hope, and without God in the world: 13 But now in Christ Jesus ye who sometimes were far off are made nigh by the blood of Christ. 14 For he is our peace, who hath made both one, and hath broken down the middle wall of partition between us; 15 Having abolished in his flesh the enmity, even the law of commandments contained in ordinances; for to make in himself of twain one new man, so making peace; 16 And that he might reconcile both unto God in one body by the cross, having slain the enmity thereby: 17 And came and preached peace to you which were afar off, and to them that were nigh. 18 For through him we both have access by one Spirit unto the Father. 19 Now therefore ye are no more strangers and foreigners, but fellowcitizens 4847 with the saints, and of the household of God;

Galatians 3:6 Even as Abraham believed God, and it was accounted to him for righteousness. 7 Know ye therefore that they which are of faith, the same are the children of Abraham. 8 And the scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the heathen through faith, preached before the gospel unto Abraham, saying, In thee shall all nations be blessed. 9 So then they which be of faith are blessed with faithful Abraham…14 That the blessing of Abraham might come on the Gentiles through Jesus Christ; that we might receive the promise of the Spirit through faith…22 But the scripture hath concluded all under sin, that the promise by faith of Jesus Christ might be given to them that believe…29 And if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs according to the promise.
Romans 4:12 And the father of circumcision to them who are not of the circumcision only, but who also walk in the steps of that faith of our father Abraham, which he had being yet uncircumcised. 13 For the promise, that he should be the heir of the world, was not to Abraham, or to his seed, through the law, but through the righteousness of faith. 14 For if they which are of the law be heirs, faith is made void, and the promise made of none effect: 15 Because the law worketh wrath: for where no law is, there is no transgression. 16 Therefore it is of faith, that it might be by grace; to the end the promise might be sure to all the seed; not to that only which is of the law, but to that also which is of the faith of Abraham; who is the father of us all…

Revelations 11:15 And the seventh angel sounded; and there were great voices in heaven, saying, The kingdoms of this world are become the kingdoms of our Lord, and of his Christ; and he shall reign for ever and ever.

Revelations 20: 4 And I saw thrones, and they sat upon them, and judgment was given unto them: and I saw the souls of them that were beheaded for the witness of Jesus, and for the word of God, and which had not worshipped the beast, neither his image, neither had received his mark upon their foreheads, or in their hands; and they lived and reigned with Christ a thousand years. 5 But the rest of the dead lived not again until the thousand years were finished. This is the first resurrection. 6 Blessed and holy is he that hath part in the first resurrection: on such the second death hath no power, but they shall be priests of God and of Christ, and shall reign with him a thousand years.

Hebrews 6:11 And we desire that every one of you do shew the same diligence to the full assurance of hope unto the end: 12 That ye be not slothful, but followers of them who through faith and patience inherit the promises. 13 For when God made promise to Abraham, because he could swear by no greater, he sware by himself, 14 Saying, Surely blessing I will bless thee, and multiplying I will multiply thee. 15 And so, after he had patiently endured, he obtained the promise. 16 For men verily swear by the greater: and an oath for confirmation is to them an end of all strife. 17 Wherein God, willing more abundantly to shew unto the heirs of promise the immutability of his counsel, confirmed it by an oath: 18 That by two immutable things, in which it was impossible for God to lie, we might have a strong consolation, who have fled for refuge to lay hold upon the hope set before us: 19 Which hope we have as an anchor of the soul, both sure and stedfast, and which entereth into that within the veil;

IX. Survey of Modern Church Landscape on These Issues

a. Flow Chart of where Denominations came from

b. Summary table by denomination

i. Summary of how many denominations “do not say”

c. Possibly a “Flow chart” of how views flow from one to the next 
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