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In Part 1 of this series, we looked at some “Israel 101”
biblical passages regarding why every person, group, and
nation should be supportive of Israel. This week we will dig
deeper—call this study “Isracl 401.” Keep in mind, given
what’s happening in Israel, I think it is timely to provide this
two-part series on Israel—from a Bible teacher’s perspective.

Nearly every public servant who has his or her ear to the
ground knows that the Bible enjoins individuals and nations
to bless Isracl. In Genesis 12:3 God states in His promise to
Abraham (Isracl’s patriarch), “T will bless those who bless you,
and the one who curses you I will curse....”

Not all, however, who follow Christ are pro-Isracl. Within
Evangelicalism there is a camp who hold to what I explained
and defined in Part 1 as “Replacement Theology.” The other

more sophisticated theological name is “Supersessionism.”

Continued next page
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MO Ministry Leader:
Don’t Lobby for
Better Laws—
Win Lost Legislators
for Christ!

Matt Goodsell
Missouri Ministry Leader

MINISTRY UPDATE

IN HIS 5™ YEAR as ministry
leader to members of the
Missouri Legislature, Pastor Matt
Goodsell is saddened that faith
groups are still pushing legislators
to pass better laws rather than
evangelize those in office who are
lost. “So many groups come into
the Capitol and tell legislators
to ‘Do this, vote this way or vote
that way, but none of them is
asking is the lawmaker saved?
Is he or she going to heaven?”
Pastor Goodsell said. “We need
strong evangelists to challenge
these people. We need more
Christians who don’t lobby for
laws but think about the soul of
the legislator. The church needs
to.evangelize as the underpinning
for.all the other institutions of
God.”

Pastor Goodsell was just
getting his ministry started

Continued on page 4
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These adherents believe the Church supersedes Israel; they embrace what then amounts
to a contextually descriptive title, “Replacement Theology.” In this study, I will use

these terms interchangeably.

By way of review, the Replacement Theology crowd believes God is done with Israel,
having replaced her with His Church. The Church then is the new Israel; therefore, the
conditional promise (cf. Genesis 12:3) stated above in the Abrahamic Covenant (cf.

Genesis 15:18) now applies to the Church.

What does the Bible say about all this? What do you believe? How an American
lawmaker reasons this issue from Scripture has huge implications in American foreign
policy and as many conclude, whether God will continue to bless America.

Read on, my friend.

Ralph Drollinger

I. INTRODUCTION

This study should prove quite intellectu-
ally challenging to most who read it. Do
not let that deter you from persevering
through, so you may understand what
follows, as this is a critically important
subject for anyone holding office. As usu-
al, I have attempted to explicate in a way
that makes the study bite-sizeable and di-
gestible to aid your comprehension. Stay
with me.

II. CHALLENGES FACING
SUPERSESSIONISM

If the conditional promise (cf. Genesis
12:3) of the Abrahamic Covenant (cf.
Genesis 15:18) remains intact, then
God’s blessing on individuals and nations
is in part predicated on how they treat
Israel as a nation. That being the case, a
person’s theology for not supporting or
blessing national Isracl need be airtight.
The biblical position and exegetical sup-
port for Supersessionism must be pains-
takingly explicit, universally convincing,
and beyond a shadow of a doubt given
the stated deleterious results that are
promised in Genesis 12:3! The difference
in this case between God either blessing

or cursing demands one’s best exegetical
abilities. Again,

To erroneously adhere to
Replacement Theology
could jeopardize an
individual’s, a group’s,
or a nation’s future.

Supersessionists have a tall order to fill if
they embrace and confidently promote
“God is finished with national Israel”
because on them is the scriptural burden
of proof. At a minimum, they must con-
vincingly argue from God’s Word the
following:

A. THE PROMISES GOD
HAS MADE TO ISRAEL ARE
NO LONGER APPLICABLE
TO ISRAEL

Does Scripture clearly enunciate that the
obvious promises God made to Israel no
longer inure to Israel but instead to His
Church? How can God make numerous
unconditional promises to Israel as a na-
tion in the Old and New Testament
(both in Genesis 12 and Romans 11) and
then not fulfill them? Where does God




The Weekly In-Depth Bible Study For Political Leaders

in His Word specifically negate the prom-
ises He made in those passages?

B. THE CHURCH IS THE
NEW ISRAEL

Replacement Theologists must demon-
strate that Scripture clearly teaches that
the Church supersedes and eclipses Isra-
el. Is the Church specifically referred to
as the replacement of national Israel? Or
is the thesis of Replacement Theology
based on one or two passages taken out
of context as we will examine later in

this study?

C. THE CHURCH INHERITS
ISRAEL’S COVENANTS
AND BLESSINGS

Does Scripture clearly teach that in bless-
ing His Church, God will no longer bless
ethnic Israel as a nation? The Superses-
sionists have the responsibility to con-
vincingly prove from biblical passages
that Israel as a nation no longer has a
place in God’s future. Again, on them is
the burden of proof.

They must provide sound exegetical sup-
port for each of these three propositions
in order to make their point. Anything
less is to play with fire per Genesis 12.

ITI. CLARIFYING
SUPERSESSIONISM

Before testing more closely each of the
three premises questioned previously in
association with specific pivotal biblical
texts, several further insights need first be
mentioned to gain a broader understand-
ing of this still-prevalent theological
viewpoint. These insights are as follows:

A. THEY DIFFERENTIATE
BETWEEN SPIRITUAL ISRAEL
AND NATIONAL ISRAEL

In order to construct and defend their
position, Supersessionists will often sug-

gest that what the respective Bible writers
had in mind when mentioning Israel (rel-
ative to passages that are problematic to
their position) is this: “Israel” is a refer-
ence to Jews who came to Christ, versus
the ethnic nation of Israel. That conve-
nient distinction will become increasing-
ly evident as this study progresses.

B. THEY UNABASHEDLY AND
MUNIFICENTLY CHANGE
THEIR HERMENEUTICAL
APPROACH TO
INTERPRETATION

This cavalier—what amounts to a hop-
scotch—approach to interpreting the
biblical text, is what really bothers me!
When confronted with straightforward,
plain passages that promise Israel’s na-
tional return, they quickly suggest the
Scriptures have a non-literal meaning.
This misrepresenting is somewhat similar
to a referee changing the way he calls the
game in the final two minutes. If Replace-
ment Theologians applied this same priv-
ilege with the numerous passages dealing
with their redemption, they would have
no assurance of their salvation.

C. THEY ARE SOMETIMES
MOTIVATED BY
ANTI-SEMITISM

To do justice to the topic, I need mention
that anti-Semitism is sometimes the real
driving force behind those who hold to a
God-has-rejected-the-Jews viewpoint.

Jewish racism amongst
those who name the name
of Christ is nothing new—as
despicable, ungodly, and
un-Christlike as it is.

Whereas the former two caveats can be
argued with objectivity, this last pointis a
matter of one’s heart, and Scripture warns
us not to judge another’s heart. What is
discernible, however, is an individual’s in-
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VERSE OF THE WEEK

Romans 11:26

And so all Israel will be
saved; just as it is written,
“THE DELIVERER WILL
COME FROM ZION,
HE wiLL REMOVE
UNGODLINESS FROM J4COB.”

Our faithful God will
remember and keep His
promise to Israel. In faith,
bless Israel, and that same
faithful God will keep

His promise to bless you!
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when COVID-19 restrictions
closed the Capitol. Yet, he found
a creative way to continue by
establishing a series of small
group-type Bible studies that met
in several locations at different
times. Now that the Capitol

is open for business again, the
studies have moved back into the
Capitol Building. Pastor Good-
sell is also continuing to organize
“Revival in the Rotunda,” an
event which provides visitors to
the Capitol a day full of patriotic
and Christian music, speakers,
and preaching by an evangelist
who explains the bad news—the
fall, and the good news—the
cross. This is the third year he’s
organized the event and this year
Jay Ashcroft, Missouri Secre-
tary of State, participated. He
spoke to the gathering and gave
his Christian testimony. Pastor
Goodsell always invites a number
of local pastors to the revival, and
they usually bring church mem-
bers. With the regular Capitol
visitors, the events are always well
attended. An added bonus is that
participants will learn about the
Bible’s top-down missions strat-
egy of reaching political leaders
first with the Gospel. The strate-
gy is found in both the Old and
the New Testaments and is the
focus of Drollinger’s recently
released book, Al in Authority:
Reigniting the Bibles Top-Down
Missions Strategy. “If Christians
had a better understanding

of what the Bible says about
ministering to political leaders,
they would be running to find
out about Capitol Ministries,”

he said.

Continued on page 6
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tractable deafness to cogent reasoning
from multiple prevalent biblical texts and
an underlying bitterness toward a group
of people; sometimes such stubbornness
is due to anti-Semitism. This possibility
should not be overlooked when dealing
with those who adamantly and unloving-
ly profess, “God is done with the Jews!”

IV. CONDENSING
SUPERSESSIONISM

Lastly by way of introduction, what fol-
lows is not a study on Eschatology per se
nor a critique of Premillennialism, Post-
millennialism, or Amillennialism, even
though, granted, a strong correlation
exists among these camps. One either
holds to non-Supersessionism or Super-
sessionism. To undertake a broadened
discussion correlation or not to these
eschatological viewpoints would over-
whelm the title, the focus, and the intent
of this study. Suffice it to state the
following:

V. COUNTERACTANTS TO
SUPERSESSIONISM

American Evangelicalism in terms of its
best-known national seminaries, radio
preachers, parachurch ministries, and
popular authors have unreservedly pro-
moted a pro-Israel theology for many de-
cades. The Dispensational seminaries,
such as Dallas, Western, Denver, and
Moody; the national radio and TV
preachers, such as the late DeHaan, Fal-
well, McGee, Wiersbe, Rogers, and Stan-
ley; Swindoll, Jeremiah and MacArthur;
the parachurch ministries such as CRU
(formerly Campus Crusade), Navigators,
Youth For Christ, and Capitol Ministries;
the writing ministries of Hal Lindsey, in
The Late Great Planet Earth, and Tim La-
Haye in his “left behind” series, have all
combined to inauspiciously affect the Su-
persessionists’ viewpoint in our day, “to
the point of [its] vanishing altogether”
(Blaising, “The Future of Israel as a Theo-
logical Question,” JETS 44 [2001]).!

Nevertheless, regardless of marketplace
momentum in one direction or another,
the policymaker should root his convic-
tions for or against Replacement Theolo-
gy based on his personal exegesis of the
Word of God. This study is an attempt to
aid that decision.

VI. COMPREHENDING
SUPERCESSIONISM’S
HERMENEUTICS

More about prior point IILB is in order.
Supersessionists rely on several principles
of interpretation in order to arrive at their
conclusions. They are worth further men-
tion so as to broaden understanding,
background, and insight into their way of
thinking when they examine the pivotal
passages that constitute the debate. A
brief explanation of each of their differ-
ing principles are as follows.

A. THE NT HAS AN
INTERPRETIVE PRIORITY
OVER THE OT

Most conservative expositors believe that
Scripture is progressive in its revelation,
i.e., what is mentioned skeletally for
example in Genesis is analogous to, but
in full-color, greater detail in the New
Testament (NT). But Supersessionists
believe that rather than providing addi-
tional and greater insight, the NT is not
only an interpreter of the meaning of
Old Testament (OT) texts, but it can
reinterpret them! More specifically in
this regard, physical promises made to
Isracl by OT prophets, they believe, are
often reinterpreted by NT writers to
have a spiritual fulfillment in the Church.
Accordingly, actual OT predictions per-
taining to Israel’s future physical resto-
ration are, I believe, wrongly discounted.

In suggesting that God in this way is now
offering something greater—something
that transcends the authorial intent of the
OT writer—is to rewrite and/or reinter-
pret what the OT author meant to the
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audience he communicated to at that time.
But here’s the major problem with that:

Practicing this
hermeneutic brings into
question the integrity,
infallibility, and
immutability of Scripture
as a whole.

Bottom line—they are proffering that
the biblical author really didn’t mean
what he said at the time he said it! This
interpretation presents a real problem
and is an affront to the basics of the bib-
lical doctrine of Bibliology—that the Bi-
ble is infallible and inerrant and plenarily
inspired, which is a watershed issue view-
ing the Bible and its authority in an over-
all sense.

B. OT TEXTS HAVE SPIRITUAL,
VERSUS LITERAL
FULFILLMENTS

In addition to Genesis 12 and Romans
11, a forthright reading of Bible texts
such as Amos 9:11-15, Zechariah 14:16,
and Joel 3:17-18 indicates that God has
a plan to restore national Israel. Israel
will once again someday possess the
land! And that prophecy has already be-
gun to be fulfilled! The intended mean-
ing of these texts is difficult to miss.
Again, the Supersessionists argue that
God fulfilled these promises in “non-lit-
eral ways” (Hoekema, Amillennialism, p.
172), but the problem with this position
is that other OT prophesies already ful-
filled are fulfilled both physically and
literally!*

C. NATIONAL ISRAELIS A
TYPE OF THE NT CHURCH

Both Supersessionists and non-Super-
sessionists believe in OT types (or typol-
ogies). A type in Scripture is a person or
thing in the Old Testament that fore-
shadows a person or thing in the New

For past studies or additional copies, go fo capmin.org

Testament; a type is a prefigurement. For
instance OT animal sacrifices that
atoned for the sins of Israelites foreshad-
ow Christ’s ultimate sacrifice on the
Cross for the sins of mankind. The latter
example is termed a superior antitype. In
this way Supersessionists reason that Is-
rael is a type, and the Church is the supe-

rior antitype.

However, one cannot read into the Bible
the existence of a type when the Bible
does not specifically identify something
as a type; to do so is to travel down the
slippery slope of subjective interpreta-
tion of Scripture—reading types into ev-
erything imaginable. This is a form of
eisegesis which is defined by 7he Merri-
am-Webster Dictionary as “the interpre-
tation of a text (as of the Bible) by
reading into it one’s own ideas.” In the
hermeneutical school of typological in-
terpretation, the interpreter becomes the
power and force of a passage, versus the
way it’s supposed to be—the definition is
provided by the passage itself. Such is to
superimpose a meaning that was unin-
tended by the author(s). No biblical evi-
dence is found anywhere in the Bible to
indicate that Israel was intended by God
in the OT to be a type relative to the
Church. To do so is to read into the text
something that is not there in order to
support one’s predeterminations. This is
eisegesis, not exegesis.

These are three differing-from-the-norm
interpretive principles that Supersession-
ists regularly employ to support their
viewpoint that “God is finished with Is-
rael today”

VII. CONTESTED PASSAGES
OF SUPERSESSIONISM

What follows are their most common ar-
guments from Scripture that are used to
justify their belief that God is finished
with Israel and, among other matters,
perhaps imply that Israel is not worthy of

America’s special care.

A. NATIONAL ISRAEL’S
SUPOSSED PERMANENT
REJECTION:

MATTHEW 21:43

“Therefore I say to you, the kingdom of

God will be taken away from you and
given to a people, producing the fruit
of it”

This passage, wherein Jesus is addressing
the Jewish leaders of His day, is widely
used to support this position. Replace-
ment Theology reasons that Israel per-
manently forfeited its blessing because
of her rejection of Jesus. States Gerstner
“They have been tried and found wanting”
(quoted by Ironside, Wrongly Dividing
the Word of Truth, p. 190-91).

Notice however that the word “you” is
not clearly indicative of the nation Israel,
Jesus could simply be addressing the
present rejecting leaders. In fact, just two
verses later, in Matthew 21:45, the Jew-
ish leaders indicate that Jesus was specifi-
cally addressing them! (This is the
conclusion of Saldarini, Matthew’s Chris-
tian-Jewish Community, p. 59.) The na-
tion of Israel is nowhere mentioned in

this passage.

Secondly, no reference is made to the
Church’s being the replacement. The
words Jesus uses here are given to a peo-
ple. This could be a reference to individ-
uals who are responsive to Jesus—or to a
better Israel in the future versus the
self-righteous pharisaical leaders. He is
addressing those who suppressed the
multitudes to whom they were supposed
to be pastoring. This is the position of
Vlach, Has The Church Replaced Israel?
p. 143, and Fruchtenbaum, Israelogy:
The Missing Link in Systematic Theology,
p- 40, and McClain, The Greatness of the
Kingdom, p.296-97.

Even if given to a people were a reference
to the Church, the passage does not rule
out a future restoration of the nation Is-

racl. Accordingly this passage should
5
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Evangelizing legislators and
discipling them to maturity in
the faith was on Pastor Goodsell’s
heart long before he was
introduced to Capitol Ministries.
More than 20 years ago when he
was a youth in his home country
of Australia, he was interested
in ministering to political
leaders. The feeling persisted
after he moved to the United
States, married Katie, and began
pastoring Missouri churches. The
couple has four children, Juliet,
19, Caleb, 17, Josiah, 13, and
Nathanael, 11. While serving as
senior pastor for the Ashland
Baptist Church, Pastor Goodsell
used his free time driving 20
minutes to the Missouri State
Capitol where he walked the
halls looking for opportunities
to share God’s Word and the
good news of Jesus Christ. In
2019, Pastor Goodsell discovered
Capitol Ministries, joined with
us part-time and established a
ministry to legislators and staff
at the Missouri Capitol with the
blessings of the Ashland Baptist
Church congregation. In 2022,
he made the difficult decision to
leave his position at the church to
minister full-time to Missouri’s
political leaders, fulfilling a
life-long passion to win political
leaders to Christ. His goal for his
ministry continues to be what
it was five years ago. “My Heart
for the ministry is that those in
office would be discipled and
taught the Word of God and
be encouraged,” he said. “And
the parallel to that would be to
evangelize those lost senators and
representatives with the Gospel”

The Biblical Case for Defending Israel — Part 2

not be used to roundly and conclusively
suggest that God is finished with Israel—
especially when at least 13 other books of
the Bible state otherwise.?

B. ISRAEL LANGUAGE
SUPPOSEDLY APPLIED
TO THE CHURCH

Supersessionists believe that language
depicting of Israel is applied to the
Church in the NT; they conclude that
the N'T therefore identifies the Church
as Israel. Let us take a careful look at a
sampling of some of those passages in or-
der to gain a better understanding of this
assumptive error.

1. Galatians 6:16

And those who will walk by this rule,
peace and mercy be upon them, and
upon the Israel of God.

This is the primary text cited by Replace-
ment Theologians that supposedly indi-
cates the Church is called Israel in the
NT. The reasoning again is that if you can
say that the Church is Israel in the NT,
then you can conclude that God is done
with Israel; Israel has been replaced by
the Church. The problem with this con-
clusion, however, is the overall context
and main thesis of the epistle. The Gala-
tian epistle is written to refute the Judaiz-
ers, those Jews in the Galatian Church
who were teaching that salvation is not by
faith alone in Christ alone, but by also
keeping the OT law—a wrong view of
true salvation. Contextually and properly
understood, this passage is saying: Near
the end of this strong polemic, Paul
throws a “bouquet” to those Jews in this
particular church who had not been cor-
rupted by the Judaizers. He appropriately
calls those who were trusting in Christ
alone for their salvation the [true] Israel
of God. Paul is making a distinction be-
tween the true believers of Jewish descen-
dance and the Judaizers whom he had
already anathematized for their salva-
tion-doctrine heresy (cf. Galatians 1:6-9).

They were the Israel not of God so to
speak (in the sense of God’s way of salva-
tion always having been by faith alone,
per Genesis 15:6). Contextually, Paul is
closing his letter on an upbeat, in part,
commending genuine Jewish Christians
who possessed a proper understanding
and belief in what he and the other
Apostles taught about what it actually
means to be saved. Commentator
George (Galatians, p. 440) aptly further

states in this regard:

It is strange that if Paul intended
simply to equate the Gentile be-
lievers with the people of Israel
that he would make this crucial
identification here at the end of
the letter as opposed to including
it in the main body where he de-
veloped at length the argument for
justification by faith.

In fact, the Scriptures always mention Is-
rael in the context of national Israel—not
in a confusing sense as the Church (and
in violation of the principle of the perspi-
cuity of Scripture).

There are no passages in the

whole of the New Testament

that say the Church is Israel
or that the Churchis a
Replacement of Israel.

2. 1Peter2:9-10

But you are a CHOSEN RACE, a royal
PRIESTHOOD, A HOLY NATION, A PEO-
PLE FOR God’s OWN POSSESSION, so
that you may proclaim the excellencies
of Him who bas called you out of dark-
ness into His marvelous light; for you
once were NOT 4 PEOPLE, but now you
are THE PEOPLE OF GOD; you had Nor
RECEIVED MERCY, but now you have
RECEIVED MERCY.

The small capital letters in the Lockman
Foundation’s New American Standard

Bible (1995) (used above) are intended

by the translation team to serve to indi-
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cate OT passages (in this case Deuteron-
omy 7:6-8) that are being repeated and
quoted by the N'T author. This feature of
this particular Bible translation is very
helpful. In this sense, in 1 Peter 2:9-10,
Peter is using OT terms spoken by Moses
to identify Israel and to describe those
who have trusted in Christ for salva-
tion—folks who in the N'T are a part of
the Church.

If both Israel and the Church are God’s
people relative to God’s Old Covenant
with Israel, and His New Covenant with
the Church, does it not follow that the
same descriptors could apply to each?
Such is this case, but here’s the point:

Simply because “Israel
terms” are applicable as well
to the Church does not mean

that the Church is Israel.

Importantly to this study, the passage
makes no claim that the Church has re-
placed Israel.

3. Romans 11:16-24

We now arrive at the crux passage in the
debate. (Rather than quote this lengthy
passage herein relative to space consider-
ations, just make sure you take the time
to read it.) This passage speaks about the
Gentiles being grafted in with a literary
device—a metaphor of an olive tree.
Gentiles are depicted as the “wild olive
branch” being grafted into “the rich root
of the olive tree,” i.e., Israel. This beauti-
ful language depicts an easy-to-under-
stand parallel that seems to underscore
the proposition of Replacement

Theology.

The later portion of the passage, however,
works against their position. Paul goes
on to reason that the Gentiles should
not feel superior to the “natural branch-
es, i.e., the Jews, because God has the
power to graft them in again (11:23,
ESV). And such will be the case per Ro-
mans 11:26.

For past studies or additional copies, go to capmin.org

C. SUPERSESSIONISTS MUST
SOMEHOW OVERCOME THE
CLEAR NEW TESTAMENT
PRONUNCIATION OF
ROMANS 11:26: THEY
MUST DISCOUNT ALL
ISRAEL WILL BE SAVED

In the context of the earlier portions of
this passage (11:23); the meaning is
quite evident—God has the power to
someday graft back in national Israel.
This understanding is underscored by the
beginning of Romans 11, where in verse
1, Paul states, I ask, then, bas God reject-
ed His people? By no means! (ESV) The
straightforward meaning of this passage,
with a due, normal reading is not hard to
comprehend.

Supersessionists believe, however, that
all Israel means believing Jews and Gen-
tiles ... i.e., that the all Israel Paul is
speaking about is the Church. Context
however does not support such an exag-
gerated understanding, especially in
light of the verse that immediately fol-
lows 11:26—verse 11:27—which states,
“This will be my covenant with them
when I take away their sins.” Since the
Church is made of those who have had
their sins taken, then 4/l Israel could not
be a reference to the Church! So it fol-
lows that Paul does not have believers in
mind when he says, all Israel! Rather,
this passage serves to underscore that
God has not forgotten, nor will He for-
get in the end times, the promises He
made to Israel in Genesis 12! That is the
simple understanding of the passage.

Accordingly, it is difficult to understand
why Supersessionists view Romans 11 as
favorable to their position as it is not in
the least bit! Rather, it serves to negate
their position.

D. THE SILENCE OF THE NT

By reinterpreting the normal meaning of
Romans 9-11, Supersessionists believe—
incorrectly—that the N'T does not speak

to Israel’s restoration, but that God is
done with them. The non-Supersession-
ists take just the opposite view: Romans
9-11 does speak to their restoration, as
do other passages, including Acts 1:6
and Matthew 19:28. All three passages
evidence Israel’s restoration, and the last
two by no one other than Jesus Himself!

Note Acts 1:6:

So when they bad come together, they
asked Him “Lord, will you at this time
restore the kingdom to Israel?”

They were asking when the kingdom of
Israel would be restored. In what follows
after Acts 1:6, Jesus would not provide
the direct answer to their question—but
neither did He correct their assumption!
Note Matthew 19:28:

Jesus said to them, “Truly, I say to you,
in the new world, when the Son of Man
will sit on bis glorious throne, you who
bave followed me will also sit on twelve
thrones, judging the twelve tribes of
Israel”

In the eschatological future when Jesus
returns and reigns, this passage more
than suggests Isracl will be there also!
These two passages were utilized by com-
mentator Peters in response to the Su-
persessionists claim that the NT was
silent about the future of Israel. So over-
whelming was his exegetical argument
that many of his opponents conceded
the debate (cf. Zhe Theocratic Kingdom of
our Lord Jesus, the Christ as Covenanted
in the Old Testament, 2:50).

Similar to the OT
Prophets, Jesus and the
NT are not silent about
the restoration of
national Israel.

Again, at least 13 books of the Bible
speak plainly and clearly about God’s in-
tent in the End Times to restore national
Israel!
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The Biblical Case for Defending Israel — Part 2

VIII. THE CULMINATION OF SUPERSESSION’S
THEOLOGICAL ARGUMENTATION

Romans chapters 9-11 categorically teach that there is a
future for national Israel! For no other reason (and I have
listed many) the arguments of the Supersessionists in their
attempts to discount Israel’s future fail in light of this strong,
powerful and straightforward passage. Waving the flag for
the Supersessionist position is unsubstantiated, especially in
light of the conditions and ensuing jeopardy that are stated
in the Abrahamic Promise of Genesis 12. One must be very
contemplative relative to how he treats national Israel. God
has big plans for and is protective of her!

IX. SUMMARY

Both the OT and NT teach that Israel will be restored as a
nation; Israel has a promised perpetuity that is nowhere dis-
counted in or by Scripture. Furthermore, there is a perpetual,
recurring biblical clarification and separateness between
Israel and the Church. These sober facts render the Superces-
sionist position suspect. Accordingly,

The advocates of Replacement Theology
are out of bounds when they herald with
peril “God is finished with Israel!”

To the discerning, their arguments are specious and lacking
in exegetical substance. Every policymaker needs to deeply
ponder the implications of Supersessionism with utmost
reflection, seriousness and prayer. No biblical reasons exist
to believe that God is finished with Isracl—and there are no
godly reasons to justify being anti-Israel.* Our nation must
stand with Israel because He commands it and because the

God-given consequences to do otherwise are fearful.

1. T agree with Craig Blaising’s observation, but many Evangelical leaders disagree
with me on this point. They believe Supersessionism is the majority opinion
amongst Evangelicals today.

2. The sheer number of passages that proclaim God’s future plans for Israel beyond
the Church Age as are referenced in this study are many. It is difficult for me
to conclude, as must those who hold to Replacement Theology, that passages in
the books of Acts, Amos, Deuteronomy, Ezekiel, Genesis, Isaiah, Joel, Matthew,
Psalm, Revelation, Romans, 2 Samuel, and Zechariah—that’s 13 books of the
Bible—do not actually mean what they appear to mean!

3. One of the main rules of Hermeneutics is that the homogenous meaning of a
majority of clearly-stated passages relative to a matter need to interpret the vague
and less precise passages since Scripture’s self-proclamation is that it is infallible
and inerrant.

4. For further study on this issue refer to the excellent, comprehensive book, Forsaking
Israel, Larry D. Pettegrew, Kress Biblical Resources; The Woodlands, Texas. 2021.
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