
Dispensational v Covenantal 
Theology

Covenants and Kingdom



What about the Abrahamic 
Covenant?

•Genesis 12.1-3

•Genesis 13.14-17

•Genesis 15.4-6

•Genesis 17.1-14



CT can take one of two positions

•“The church is the beneficiary of certain 
promises that were originally given to and 
forfeited by Israel, but in a spiritual way.”

•“Those promises are simply forfeited 
altogether and that because of that, the 
Church would not get them, but newer, 
better, and spiritual counterparts of them.”

•http://sonnyburrell.com/replacement-
theology-and-the-promises-of-the-covenants/



Within either of those frameworks, there is no 
distinction between Israel and the Church

•The following quotes are from the article, 
“Who Really Owns the ‘Holy Land’?”  
published June, 2006 in The Trinity 
Review, # 256. Copyright John W. 
Robbins.  jrb1517@aol.com.  
Trinityfoundation.org

mailto:jrb1517@aol.com


•“A gigantic effort is underway today to 
convince the evangelical citizenry of the 
United States of American that the political 
state of Israel rightfully owns in perpetuity 
the so-called “Holy Land…”

•“Undoubtedly, temporal, earthly promises of 
land were given to Abraham and his 
descendants in the Abrahamic Covenant. But 
the land promises were never primary and 
central to the covenant’s intention, and God 
never envisioned literal fulfillment of these 
promises under Old Testament conditions as 
primary.”



•“In light of these Biblical date we are now in  
a position to affirm the following 5 
propositions:

•1. The modern Jewish state is not a part of 
the Messianic Kingdom of Jesus Christ. 
Even though this particular state came into 
being on May 14, 1948, it would be a denial 
of Jesus’ affirmation that His kingdom is 
“not of this world order” (John 18.36) to 
assert that modern Israel is a part of His 
Messianic kingdom.”



So what about the Kingdom?
•Covenant Theology is primarily Amillennial, 
but there are some Post-Millennialists.

•There are even some who argue that Covenant 
Theology is not inconsistent with 
Premillennialism. Sonny Burrell says, 
“Premillennialism, an opposing view of 
amillennialism, is not necessarily 
incompatible with replacement theology.”



•Amillennialism is the belief that the 
“thousand year” passages in Revelation 20 
are completely symbolic. The Millennial 
Kingdom is synonymous with the Church, 
Christ’s reign is spiritual, and at the end of 
the Church age, He will return and establish 
the eternal state. 

•Postmillennialism is the belief that Jesus will 
return to earth after the Millennium.  The 
“Thousand years” are not literal, but symbolic 
of the increasing influence of the Gospel and 
the expansion of the kingdom



The view of CT is that the kingdom is 
spiritual, and will not be physical

•“The spiritual nature of the Kingdom 
should be stressed over against all those 
who deny the present reality of the 
mediatorial Kingdom of God and hold 
that it will take the form of a re-
established theocracy at the return of 
Jesus Christ.”

•Berkhof, Systematic Theology, p. 408



•“The King is a spiritual and not an earthly 
sovereign.” John 18.36

•His throne is at the right hand of God. Acts 
2.33

•Is scepter is spiritual. Psalm 110.2

•The citizens of His kingdom are spiritual men. 
Ephesians 2.19

•His laws are spiritual. John 4.24

•The blessings and penalties of His kingdom 
are spiritual. Eph. 1.3-8

•A.A. Hodge, Outlines of Theology, 1878, page 
431


