Romans 9:6



- is the absolute, dogmatic negative adverb OUCH, meaning “not” followed by the predicate nominative from the neuter singular relative pronoun HOIOS, meaning “of what sort, such as,” but is used as an idiom from “a mixture of OUCH HOION (Hellenistic= OU DĒ POU ‘by no means’) and OUCH HOTI ‘not as if’.”
  The predicate nominative implies the existence of an elliptical present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “[this is].”  The adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE means “However.”  Then we have the conjunction HOTI used after verbs of mental cognition to indicate the content of that mental activity, meaning “that.”  Literally this says: “However, [this is] not as if that,” which in modern English gives the sense:
“However, [this is] not to imply that”

- is the third person singular perfect active indicative from the verb EKPIPTW, which means “fall off or from and is used: (1) literally of withered flowers that fall to the ground Jam 1:11; 1 Pet 1:24, (2)  as a nautical technical term to drift off course, run aground and (3) figuratively, meaning to lose something (grace, favor Gal 5:4); one’s own stability 2 Pet 3:17; and to fail, weaken”
 “to become inadequate, to fail, ‘love is always sufficient’ or ‘love is always adequate for anything’ 1 Cor 13.8. ‘not that the word of God has failed’ or ‘…is inadequate’ or ‘…cannot do what it is supposed to do’.”


The perfect tense is a consummative perfect or the perfect of completed action, which emphasizes a past completed action, approaches the meaning of the aorist tense.


The active voice indicates that the word of God has produced the action in the past with results that go on.


The indicative mood is declarative for a dogmatic statement of fact.

Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun LOGOS, meaning “the word” plus the possessive genitive from the masculine singular article and noun THEOS, meaning “of God” in the sense of “God’s.”  Here it is used “of God’s promise Rom 9:6, 9, 28 (Isa 10:22f); cf. Heb 2:2; 4:2; 7:28; 12:19.”

“the word of God has failed.”

 - is the explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction GAR, meaning “For.”  With this we have the negative OU, meaning “not” plus the nominative subject from the masculine plural adjective PAS with the nominative masculine plural article with the nominative masculine plural demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “these.”  Then we have the preposition EK plus the ablative of source from the masculine singular proper noun ISRAĒL, meaning “from Israel.”  Finally, we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular proper noun ISRAĒL, meaning “Israel.”  This word is used in a figurative sense of the Christians as the true nation of Israel, in contrast to Israel in the physical sense 1 Cor 10:18.  [The Church is] the (true) divine Israel, Gal 6:16; not all who are descended from Israel, or who belong to the Israelite nation, are really Israelites.”

The nominative subject and predicate nominative imply the existence of the present active indicative of the verb EIMI, omitted by ellipsis for dramatic effect.  The adjective PAS used with the article and “prepositional expressions, with which HONTES (HONTA) [the participle from EIMI] is to be supplied: PANTES OI EN TĒ OIKIA [‘all those in the house’] Mt 5:15; Acts 16:32; PANTES OI SUN AUTWI [‘all those with them’] Lk 5:9; Rom 9:6. Cf. 2 Tim 1:15, “all they who are in the Roman province of Asia;” 1 Pet 5:14, “to all those who are in Christ.”
  Literally this says, “For not all these from Israel are Israel” and means:

“For not all these [who have descended] from Israel [are] Israel;”

Rom 9:6 corrected translation
“However, [this is] not to imply that the word of God has failed.  For not all these [who have descended] from Israel are Israel;”
Explanation:
1.  “However, [this is] not to imply that the word of God has failed.”

a.  Paul continues with a contrasting statement to head off an erroneous conclusion before it gets started.  The erroneous conclusion that someone could make is that somehow the word of God has failed because racial Israel failed to recognize Jesus Christ as Savior.  But this is definitely not true and is definitely erroneous.


b.  The key to interpreting this sentence is understanding correctly what Paul means here by “the word of God.”



(1)  The phrase ‘the word of God’ does not refer to Jesus Christ as “The Word of God,” which is one of His titles; for Jesus Christ has not failed in anyway at anytime for any reason.



(2)  The phrase ‘the word of God’ does not refer to just the written word of God, that is, the Old Testament Scriptures, but also to the oral promises of God given to various believers.



(3)  The correct interpretation must be found in the context of the previous verses: “who are Israelites, to whom is the adoption, and the Shekinah glory, and the unconditional covenants, and the gift of the Law, and the worship of God, and the promises, from whom are the fathers [Abraham, Isaac, Jacob]; in fact from whom is the Christ physically, the One who is over all things, the God, praised forever.”




(a)  The adoption refers to the declaration of God that the Jews are the sons of God.




(b)  The unconditional covenants are the declared promises of God or the “word of God” with regard to those same Jews.




(c)  The gift of the Law was certainly the word of God in both oral and written form and was provided for both believer and unbeliever alike.




(d)  The promises of God were the word of God both in oral and in written form.



(4)  The most important thing to remember here is that God made promises only to believers.  Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob were believers in the Lord Jesus Christ.  God made promises to the Jews in the Exodus generation as a client nation, but they were all believers.  God makes only one promise or guarantee to the unbeliever—that if he believes in Christ he will have eternal life.  God makes hundreds of promises and guarantees to believers.



(5)  This is the key point to Paul’s whole argument in this section.  The racial Jew believed that God was making promises to them with regard to the unconditional covenants to Israel, but this was not the case.  The unconditional promises to Israel were made to believers and will be fulfilled to believers.  All of the unconditional covenants to Israel are fulfilled at the Second Advent of Christ, but not until the baptism of fire occurs, when all unbelievers are swept off the earth before the start of the millennial reign of Christ.


c.  Therefore the word of God, both oral and written, as exemplified by the unconditional promises to Israel, has never failed and will never fail.  God has always been and will always be adequate to keep His word.  He will do what He is supposed to do, what He says He will do, and what He promises to do.


d.  The failure of man to believe in Christ does not mean the failure of God to keep His word to Israel.  God has, does, and will always keep His word to regenerate Israel, just as He keeps His word to the Church.  Num 23:19, “God is not a man, that He should lie, nor a son of man, that He should repent; has He said, and will He not do it?  Or has He spoken, and will He not make it good?”
2.  “For not all these [who have descended] from Israel [are] Israel;”

a.  Paul continues with an explanation that would come as a shock to the Romans and anyone else reading or hearing this for the first time.  Paul states that the racial Jew is not the true Israel.  The implication is that there is a true Israel and a false Israel.


b.  The true Israel is made up of believers.  The false Israel are those who are the racial descendants of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, but not the spiritual descendants.  So Paul is saying that the unbelieving Jews of his day were not the real Israel.  The implication is that they will, therefore, not be the recipients of any of the promises of God, including the unconditional covenants and participation in the millennial reign of the Messiah.


c.  This was a shock beyond belief to the Jew.  No one in the history of mankind had ever thought such a thought or made such a statement.  Paul already made a similar statement earlier in this letter, when he wrote Rom 2:28-29, “For he is not a Jew outwardly, neither is circumcision outwardly in the flesh, but he is a Jew inwardly, that is, circumcision [is] of the heart by means of the Spirit, not by means of the written document, whose praise [is] not from man but from God.”

d.  Is the Church the true Israel?  Yes, but not in the sense of Covenant Theology.  Believers are the ‘true Israel’, but there is neither Jew nor Gentile.


(1)  Gal 6:16, “And so as many as hold to this standard, prosperity upon them and mercy, that is, upon the Israel of God.”  Paul J. Achtemier, Th.D., writing in Harper’s Bible Dictionary says, “The early church understood itself as the legitimate heir to the ancient promises.  Paul argued that the Jews had forfeited these promises, which had come to Abraham through faith, not the law (Rom 4:13).  Because ‘it is men of faith who are the true sons of Abraham’ (Ga. 3:7), Christians, not Jews, could now claim to be descended from the Israelite patriarchs. The church was, in fact, ‘the twelve tribes in the Dispersion’ (Jam 1:1).  It follows that the early Christian community regarded itself as the true Israel, that is, ‘the Israel of God.’”


(2)  The New Bible Dictionary clearly explains the concept of the Israel of God.  “Paul’s statement that ‘not all who are descended from Israel belong to Israel’ (Rom. 9:6) is in line with the prophetic insistence that the true people of God, those who are worthy of the name of Israel, may be but a relatively small ‘remnant’ of faithful souls within the nation of Israel.  In the NT the concept of such a remnant appears in the preaching of John the Baptist, who insists that descent from Abraham is valueless in itself (Mt 3:9 = Lk 3:8).  Jesus’ calling of disciples around Himself to form the ‘little flock’ who were to receive the kingdom (Lk 12:32; cf. Dan 7:22, 27) marks Him out as the founder of the new Israel; he explicitly designated the twelve apostles as judges of ‘the twelve tribes of Israel’ in the new age (Mt 19:28; Lk 22:30).  The ‘little flock’ was to be augmented by the accession of ‘other sheep’ who had never belonged to the Jewish fold (Jn 10:16).  ...that the community of believers in Jesus is looked upon as the new Israel throughout the NT is clear.  They are ‘the twelve tribes in the dispersion’ (Jam 1:1), ‘the exiles of the dispersion’ (1 Pet 1:1), who are further designated, in language borrowed from OT descriptions of Israel, as ‘a chosen race, a royal priesthood, a holy nation, God’s own people’ (1 Pet 2:9).”



(3)  The Church is the true Israel (Gal 6:16), the true seed of Abraham (Gal 3:29), the true circumcision (Phil 3:3), and the true temple (1 Cor 3:16).
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