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ABSTRACT

This dissertation examines Paul’s use of Old Testament scripture in Romans 9—11 through the
interpretive lens of social identity theory. It demonstrates that Paul employs citations from
Genesis, Exodus, Isaiah, Hosea, and Malachi to construct a social identity framework for the
formation of the Christ group in Rome. With the oracular use of these citations, Paul develops
a social categorisation of the Christ group based on shared and inclusive values, such as faith,
mercy, compassion, and the olive tree, etc., that distinguishes them from other groups. This is
a transformative engagement that promotes unity within a socially fractured Christ group that
comprises Judeans and non-Judeans. Drawing on socio-rhetorical analysis and social identity
theory, the study shows how Paul addresses a real social-ethnic crisis in the Roman assembly.
These citations reframe ethnic boundaries, shifting allegiance from ethnicity or Torah
observance to shared participation in God’s mercy and calling. Consequently, scripture

becomes the foundation for forging a unified collective identity for God’s people.

Importantly, this dissertation demonstrates that Paul’s oracular and identity-forming hermeneutic
remains relevant. His integrative model provides a theological and pastoral resource for contemporary
Christian churches and organisations facing social-ethnic divisions. Moreover, it presents a scriptural
framework for reconciliation in communities emerging from ethnic conflicts. In contexts still ravaged
by division, Paul’s strategy of invoking scripture as both divine oracle and community-building

narrative offers a compelling paradigm for unity, healing, and shared identity in Christ.



DECLARATION

I declare that the work in this thesis was carried out in accordance with the regulations of the
University of Gloucestershire and is original except where indicated by specific reference in
the text. No part of the thesis has been submitted as part of any other academic award. The
thesis has not been presented to any other educational institution in the United Kingdom or

overseas.

This dissertation is the product of my own work and does not infringe on the ethical

principles set out in the University’s Research Ethics Handbook.

I agree that it may be made available for reference via any and all media and means, now
known or developed in the future, at the discretion of the University.

Any views expressed in the thesis are those of the author and in no way represent those of the
University.

Signed 1. Ariks Date: 31/07/2025

Ibitayo Arikawe

DOI: 10.46289/WDWA6506



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

“For everything there is a season, and a time for every matter under heaven” (RSV)

The completion of this part-time doctoral research has been a long undertaking, pursued
alongside substantial professional and personal responsibilities.

I wish to express my sincere gratitude to my supervisor, Professor Philip Esler, for his steady
guidance, encouragement, and patience throughout this work. It has been a particular privilege
to undertake this research under the supervision of a scholar of such distinction, and I remain
deeply grateful for his support.

I am also profoundly thankful to my family for their constant support, encouragement, and
sacrifice over the years. Their steadfast presence has sustained me throughout this journey and
has made the completion of this thesis possible.

Lastly, I would like to thank my Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ, by whose grace I can
complete this program.

Indeed, there is time for everything under heaven - this is now the time for me to finish the
program, although later than planned.

To God be the glory! Great things He has done.

Ibitayo Arikawe



TABLE OF CONTENTS

TITLE PAGE ...ttt ettt ettt ettt st e bt e e s st e beentesaeens i
ABSTRACT ...ttt ettt e et et e et e e st e st e enseeseeeseenseensesseeseenseenaenseenseeneenns ii
DECLARATION ...ttt ettt sttt sttt et et esbe et saee s bt e e eatesbeenteenaenseens iii
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT ..ottt ettt sttt ae e ensesneeseenseeneens v
TABLE OF CONTENTS ..ottt ettt sttt e eae e v
ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS.....ooioiiiesieeeeeete ettt eve e sae e ennens ix
PROLOGUE ...ttt ettt et b ettt s ettt e e atenbeensesnee e 1
CHAPTER ONE ...ttt ettt sttt et e ste e e esaesseensesssesseenseensanseennas 4
EXPLORING ROMANS 9-11 ittt sttt 4
LT TNEEOAUCTION ..ttt ettt ettt e be et s 4
1.2 Historical Context and INterpretation .........c.eeeeuveeeciieeeiiieeeiie et 4
1.3 The Shift Towards Sociocultural ANalYSis .........cceeveeriiriiiinieeiierie e 5
1.4 Paul’s ViS10N fOT UNIEY ...ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt eree e e e e e snae e e e enaeeenneeennneas 5
1.5 Research Aims and ODJECLIVES .......eevuiiiiieriieeiieiie ettt ettt st 6
1.6. Significance and Originality of the Study ..........cccoveiiiiiniiii e, 6
CHAPTER TWO ...ttt ettt ettt ettt sttt sbe s 8
THE CURRENT LANDSCAPE OF SCHOLARSHIP ON ROMANS ......ccoeiiiienieieeeeeieene 8
2.1 TIEOAUCHION ..ttt ettt et be et et b e s 8
2.2 Key Issues in Romans Scholarship ..........ccveeeiieeiiiieiiiecieeceeee e 8
2.3 The Audience of ROMANS ........ccueiiiiiiriiiiiiiiiecieeee et 10
2.4. Authorship and Purpose of ROMans...........cccccuveeiiiiiiiiiciiiececcee e 19
2.5 The Ongoing Debate on Romans 9-11..........cccoeiiiiiiiiniiniiiieceeeeeeeee e 22
2.6 The Debate on the Use of the OT in the New Testament (Hays vs Stanley).................. 25
CHAPTER THREE. ... e 32
METHODOLOGY ...ttt ettt ettt ettt ettt et et e st asaeestesaeesseensesneeseensesneenseenne oo 32
3.1 Proposed Research Method............occuviiiiiiiiiiieiieeccceetee e 32
3.2 OVEIVIEW OF SIT ...ttt e e e ta e e e aae e sabeeesaeesnsseeensaeeennns 32
3.3 Ethnic Identity and SIT ........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeieee ettt et e e e seaeenseen 34
IR o (0110137 01 OO OO O OSSO POROTSRPTPR 36
3.5 Social and Self-Categorisation TREOTY ........cccueecvieriiiiiiiiieciiecie e 37
3.6 Realistic Conflict Theory (RCT).....ccooiiieiiiieciie ettt 40



3.7 Reduction of Intergroup Bias and Conflict...........cceevvieiiiiieiiiiieciie e 40

3.9 Case Studies in CollectiVe MEMOTY ........cccuieiiieriieriieeiieiie ettt et siee e seaeeaeens 46
3.10 Paul’s Use of Scripture in Romans as an Exercise in Collective Memory.................. 49
3.11 Identity Markers in Romans 11............oooiiiii i 50
CHAPTER FOUR ...ttt ettt ettt e st e e e sseenseenee e 51
USE OF SCRIPTURE IN ROMANS 9:1-29: SOCIAL IDENTITY PERSPECTIVE ............ 51
4.1 INEEOAUCTION ..ttt ettt et e st e bt e et e bt e sateesbeeenbeenaeas 51
4.2. The Election, Privilege, and Ethnicity of Israel (9:1-5) ...c.ccceeviieniiiiiiiiiiiieeeeieeee, 52
4.3. Use of Scripture and the Lineage of Isaac in the Framework for the Creation of Israel
(92678 ettt ettt a bttt ateeh e e bt et e ht e bt enteeae e neentens 57
4.4. Use of Scripture and Mercy as Framework for Creation of Israel (9:14-18)................ 80

4.5. Use of Scripture and the Potter-Clay Framework in the Creation of Israel (9:19-23)..87

4.6. Use of Scripture and the Framework for the Creation of the Non-Judeans and Remnant

Judeans in God’s Plan (9:24-29) ......oooriiiieeee ettt e 89
CHAPTER FIVE. ..o e 99
USE OF SCRIPTURE IN ROMANS 9:30-10:21—SOCIAL IDENTITY PERSPECTIVE. 99
5.1 INEEOAUCTION ...ttt ettt et e sttt e st e et e st e e sbeeenbeessaeenneans 99
5.2 Israel and the Stumbling Stone (Rom. 9:30-33)........ccceeviiiiiiiiiieieeieee e, 100
5.3 The wording of Isa. 28:16 and Isa. 8:14 in Rom. 9:33 ..., 104
5.4 Analysis of Isa.. 8:14 1n ROm. 9:33 ..o e e 106
5.5 Identity of the Stone about Israel in Isaiah 8:14........ccccooiiriiiiiiiniiiecee, 107
5.6 The Context of Isaiah 8:14 Using a Social Identity Framework...........c.ccccceeenennne. 108
5.7 The Zeal of Israel without Knowledge (Rom. 10:1-4).....cccceeviiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiieieeieeee, 111
5.8 Righteousness from the Law vs Righteousness from Faith (Rom. 10:5; Lev. 18:5)....118
5.9 The Wording of Leviticus 18:5 in Romans 10:5-8.........c.cccoviviiiiiiiniiiniiiiieieeeeee, 119
5.10 The Message about God’s Righteousness is Near (Deut. 30:12-13; Rom. 10:6-10).122
5.11 Wordings and Analysis of Deut. 30:12-145 in 10:6-8 .......cccevieniiviniinineeieneenne, 125
5.12 Paul’s Social Use of Citation (Deut. 30:12-14) .....cccvieiiiiiiiiieiieeceeeeee e 129
5.13 Citation of Deut. 30:12-14 and Paul’s Audience...........ccccocveverienieniniieneeneeieneenne, 132
5.14 Jesus is the Lord of All to the Judeans and non-Judeans (Rom. 10:9-13)................. 133
5.15 Function of Isa. 28:16 and Joel 2:32 in Rom. 10:11, 13 ...ccooiiviiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiieeeee, 135
5.16 The Prerequisites of Calling upon the Name of the Lord (Rom. 10:14-18)............... 141
5.17 The Social Function of Isaiah 52 in Romans 10:15 .........cocoviiiiniiiiiiinieeeee, 143
5.18 Who has believed our report? (Isa. 53:1 10 10:16b)...cccviieciiieeiiiiiieeieeeee e, 145

Vi



5.19 The Social Use of Isaiah 53:1 in Romans 10:16 ....oeumemeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 147

5.22 The Structure and Function of Psa. 18:5 (LXX) in 10:18.......cooiiiiiiiiieiiecieeeies 149
5.21 Paul’s social use of Psa. 18: 5 (LXX) in Rom. 10:18.......ccccviiviiiiniieeieeeee e, 151
5.22 Framework of Jealousy in Rom. 10:19-21.......ccccoiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee e 153
5.23 The wording of Deut. 32:21 in Rom. 10:19 ......ccoooiiiiiiieeee e 154
5.24 Divine Jealousy and Group Provocation in Deut. 32:21 and Rom. 10:19................. 155
5.25 The Social Significance of Jealousy in Deut. 32:21........ccccvviiviiiiniieiiieeeee e, 156
5.26 The Social Significance of Jealousy in Rom. 10:19.........ccccooviiiiiiiiinciiiieeiie, 157
5.27 The Wording of the Quotation in 10:20-21 .......c.eeoeiiieriiiieiieeee e 159
5.28 The Role of Collective Memory in Romans 10 ...........cccceeeciiiriiiiiienieeiienieeieee, 163
CHAPTER SIX ..ottt ettt ettt et e e eseesseenseenaesseenseensenneenses 165
THE FULLNESS OF THE NON-JUDEANS AND ALL JUDEANS (11:1-36): SOCIAL
IDENTITY PERSPECTIVE ..ottt 165
6.1 INErOAUCTION ..ttt ettt ettt e sbe e s e b e 165
6.2 Outline of Rom. 11:1-36 by Group Social Categorisation.............ccceceeeveeneeerirennnenne. 166
6.3 Paul, Ethnicity, and the Remnant, Rom. 11:1-6.........ccccocviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiee e, 167
6.4 Paul’s Use of Scripture in Rom. 11:1-10......cccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee e 173
6.5 The Wording of 1 Kgs. 19:14, I8 in Rom. 11:3-4....ccccuiiiiiiiiiiie e 175
6.6 Paul’s Social Use of 1 Kgs. 19:10,14,18 in Rom. 11:3-4........cccoiiiiiiiniiiieiiiee, 178
6.7 The Remnant Christ group vs The Insensible non-Christ Group (11:7-10) ................. 180
6.8 The Wording of Deut. 29:4 and Isa. 29:10 in Rom. 11:8 ......coooiiiiieiiniiiie e, 182
6.9 The Wording of Ps. 68:23-24 in Rom. 11:9-10 .......coooiiiioiiieieeee e 183

6.10 The Social Function of Deut. 29:4, Isa. 29:10, and Ps. 68:23—24 in Rom. 11:8-10...183
6.11 The Stumbling of the Judeans and the Salvation of the Non-Judeans (Rom. 11:11-15)

............................................................................................................................................ 188
6.12 Images: Firstfruits and Whole Batch, Root, and Branches (Rom. 11:16).................. 202
6.13 The Olive Tree Metaphor (Rom. 11:17-24) c...ooeiiiieiiieeiieeeeeee e 205
6.14 The Mystery of God’s Salvation Plan for Judeans and non-Judeans in Rom. 11:25-36
............................................................................................................................................ 215
6.15 All Israel Will be Saved (Rom. 11:25-32) .ccuiiiiieiiiiieiieieeeeeeee e 217
6.16 The Redeemer will come from Zion (11:26-27) ....ccccueeeeiieeiiiieiieeiee e 227
6.17 The Use of Scriptures in Rom. 11:26-27.....cccccoiiiiiiiiiiiieiieerie et 229
6.18 Clarity of the Divine Outworking of God’s Salvation Plan (11:28-32) .........c..c........ 233
6.19 Doxology: Judeans and non-Judeans Praise God Together (11:33-36).........cccuee.e. 236
CHAPTER SEVEN......cooiiiiiiieeeeeee, . 243



CONCLUSION ...ttt st et s et st s e

EPILOGUE .....
REFERENCES

viii



1Xx1

AB

AGGSNT

AOTC
APB
ASE
ASMS
AUSS
BAGL
BBR
BBRSup

BADG

BDB

BDF

BECNT
BETL
BibInt
Bibas
BINS

BIJSUCSD

ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS
Anchor Bible

von Siebenthal, Heinrich. Ancient Greek Grammar for the
Study of the New Testament. Oxford: Peter Lang, 2019.

Apollos Old Testament Commentary

Acta Patristica et Byzantina

Annali di Storia dell'Esegesi

American Society of Missiology Series

Andrews University Seminary Studies

Biblical and Ancient Greek Linguistics

Bulletin for Biblical Research

Bulletin for Biblical Research Supplement

Danker, Frederick W., Walter Bauer, William F. Arndt,
and F. Wilbur Gingrich. Greek-English Lexicon of the
New Testament and Other Early Christian Literature. 3rd
ed. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2000.

Brown, Francis, S. R. Driver, and Charles A. Briggs. 4
Hebrew and English Lexicon of the Old Testament.
Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1907.

Blass, Friedrich, Albert Debrunner, and Robert W.

Funk. 4 Greek Grammar of the New Testament and Other
Early Christian Literature. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1961.

Baker Exegetical Commentary on the New Testament
Bibliotheca Ephemeridum Theologicarum Lovaniensium
Biblical Interpretation

Bibliotheca Sacra

Biblical Interpretation Series

Biblical and Judaic Studies from the University of
California, San Diego

X



1Xx1

BNTC
BSTS
BT
BTB
CahRB
CBQ
CBW
ChSt
CTR
CuadT
CurBR
CurT™M

DPL

ECM
EGGNT
ESEC
EvQ
FN
GOCN
GOCS
HALOT
HBT

Hermeneia

HS

Black's New Testament Commentary

Bible Speaks Today Series

The Bible Translator

Biblical Theology Bulletin

Cahiers de la Revue Biblique

Catholic Biblical Quarterly

Conversations with the Biblical World

Christian Studies

Criswell Theological Review

Cuadernos de Teologia

Currents in Biblical Research

Currents in Theology and Mission

Hawthorne, Gerald F., Ralph P. Martin, and Daniel G.
Reid, eds. Dictionary of Paul and His Letters. Downers
Grove, IL: InterVarsity Press, 1993.

Editio Critica Maior

Exegetical Guide to the Greek New Testament
Emory Studies in Early Christianity

Evangelical Quarterly

Filologia Neotestamentaria

Gospel and Our Culture Network

Gospel and Our Culture Series

The Hebrew and Aramaic Lexicon of the Old Testament
Horizons in Biblical Theology

Hermeneia — A Critical and Historical Commentary on the
Bible

Hebrew Studies



1Xx1

HTR
HvTSt
IBMR
IBS
IDS
Int
IRM
JAJ
JBL
JECH
JETS
JIMIS
JOTT
JRE
JSHJ
JSJ
JSJSup
JSNT

JSNTSup

JSP

JSPSup

JTInt

JTS

Harvard Theological Review

Hervormde Teologiese Studies

International Bulletin of Missionary Research

Irish Biblical Studies

Israel's Doctrinal Studies

Interpretation

International Review of Mission

Journal of Ancient Judaism

Journal of Biblical Literature

Journal of Early Christian History

Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society

The Journal of the Jesus Movement in Its Jewish Setting
Journal of Translation and Textlinguistics

Journal of Religious Ethics

Journal for the Study of the Historical Jesus
Journal for the Study of Judaism

Supplements to the Journal for the Study of Judaism
Journal for the Study of the New Testament

Journal for the Study of the New Testament Supplement
Series

Journal for the Study of the Pseudepigrapha

Journal for the Study of the Pseudepigrapha Supplement
Series

Journal of Theological Interpretation

Journal of Theological Studies

X1



1Xx1

LNIDA

LBS

LEH

LENT
LNTS

LSJ

McMNTS
MFAR
MSJ
MwJT
NASB
NBC
NCBC
Neot
NICNT
NICOT
NIGTC
NKIJV
NovT
NovTSup
NRSV

NSBT

Louw, Johannes P., and Eugene A. Nida, eds. Greek-
English Lexicon of the New Testament: Based on Semantic
Domains. 2nd ed. New York: United Bible
Societies,1989.

Library of Biblical Studies (T&T Clark)

Lust, Johan, Erik Eynikel, and Katrin Hauspie, eds. Greek-
English Lexicon of the Septuagint. 3rd ed. Stuttgart:
Deutsche Bibelgesellschaft, 2015.

Linguistic Exegesis of the New Testament

Library of New Testament Studies

Liddell, Henry George, Robert Scott, and Henry Stuart
Jones. A Greek-EnglishLexicon. 9th ed. Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1996.

McMaster New Testament Series

Mission Focus Annual Review

Master’s Seminary Journal

Midwestern Journal of Theology

New American Standard Bible

New Bible Commentary

New Cambridge Bible Commentary

Neotestamentica

New International Commentary on the New Testament
New International Commentary on the Old Testament
New International Greek Testament Commentary
New King James Version

Novum Testamentum

Supplements to Novum Testamentum

New Revised Standard Version

New Studies in Biblical Theology

Xii



1Xx1

NTC
NTM
NTS
NTTSD
Presb
PTMS

PVTG

SBLDS
SDSS
SHS
SICNTS
ST
StBibLit
SUNT
SwJT
SymS
TBN
D

TDNT

The New Testament in Context

New Testament Monographs

New Testament Studies

New Testament Tools, Studies, and Documents
Presbyterion: Covenant Seminary Review
Pittsburgh Theological Monograph Series
Pseudepigrapha Veteris Testamenti Graece
Resources for Biblical Study

Revised English Bible

Review and Expositor

Revista de Interpretacion Biblica Latinoamericana
Southern Baptist Journal of Theology

Society of Biblical Literature Dissertation Series
Studies in the Dead Sea Scrolls and Related Literature
Scripture and Hermeneutics Series

Social Identity Commentary on the New Testament Series
Studia Theologica

Studies in Biblical Literature

Studien zur Umwelt des Neuen Testaments
Southwestern Journal of Theology

Symposium Series

Themes in Biblical Narrative

Theology Digest

Theological Dictionary of the New Testament

xiii



1Xx1

ThTo Theology Today

1J Trinity Journala

TR Textus Receptus

VE Vox Evangelica

VEC Verbum et Ecclesia

WATSA What Are They Saying About Series

WBC Word Biblical Commentary

WUNT Wissenschaftliche Untersuchungen zum Neuen Testament

ww Word and World

ZAC Zeitschrift fiir Antikes Christentum/Journal of Ancient
Christianity

ZECNT Zondervan Exegetical Commentary on the New
Testament

ZNW Zeitschrift fiir die neutestamentliche Wissenschaft und die

Kunde der alterenKirche

Primary Sources & Ancient Authors

Abbreviations for primary sources and ancient authors follow the recommendations
outlined in the SBL Handbook of Style: For Biblical Studies and Related Editions, 2nd ed.
(Atlanta, GA: SBL Press, 2014).

Electronic Sources

The text for the following sources comes from Accordance 13 Bible Software Version

13.1.4., Oaktree Software, and searches have been made using the following text versions:
Early Christian Writings:

Revised Greek Texts, edited by J. B. Lightfoot and J. R. Harmer. London: MacMillan, 1891
(version 2.0).

Works of Flavius Josephus, Greek text 1890 Niese edition, public domain (version 3.6)

Septuaginta, edited by Alfred Rahlfs, Editio altera by Robert Hanhart, 2006 Deutsche
Bibelgesellschaft, Stuttgart (version 5.5)

NA28 Novum Testamentum Graece, Nestle-Aland, 28th ed (Acc. version 3.6)

X1v



1Xx1

A New English Translation of the Septuagint. Edited by Albert Pietersma and Benjamin G.
Wright.
New York: Oxford University Press, 2007 (version 3.9).

Works of Philo, The Norwegian Philo Concordance Project 2005, Peder Borgen, Kare
Fuglseth, Roald Skarsten (version 3.9).

The Greek Pseudepigrapha, Electronic text, Craig A. Evans, Acadia Divinity College,
Wolfville, Nova Scotia (version 6.5).

Other searches have been carried out with:
Thesaurus Linguae Graecae: A Digital Library of Greek Literature (abridged), Maria

Pantelia, Project Director (open access available at http://stephanus.tlg.uci.edu/)

Perseus, Digital Library, Tufts University, Gregory R. Crane, Ed.-in-Chief
http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/)

XV


http://stephanus.tlg.uci.edu/)
http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/)

PROLOGUE

This study emerges from the intersection of personal experience and scholarly inquiry,
situating autobiographical reflection within a rigorous academic framework. My doctoral
journey has led me to draw on lived experience, both my own and others', to reflect on the
lasting wounds and ongoing divisions caused by the Nigeria-Biafra War (1967-1970). This
harrowing conflict, which claimed the lives of more than three million individuals, a number
so staggering it eclipses the populations of many nations, emerged from the shadows cast by
British colonial rule. The colonial enterprise, in its relentless pursuit of order and dominion,
amalgamated disparate ethnicities into an uneasy union, privileging some while marginalising
others. Such artificial amalgamation laid the groundwork for a fractured national
consciousness, leaving countless citizens wrestling with feelings of alienation, resentment, and

loss.

Similarly, personal experience has only deepened my awareness of these entrenched
divides. As a Yoruba individual who has married into an Igbo family, descendants of the
erstwhile Biafran state, I found myself subjected to intense scrutiny by my in-laws before our
union was sanctioned. This episode laid bare the lingering “us versus them” mentality that
pervades inter-ethnic relations in Nigeria. This mentality continues to cast the Igbos, in

particular, as perpetual outsiders in the eyes of some Nigerians.

Against this backdrop of historical pain, I am drawn to the promise of Social Identity
Theory (SIT) as a tool for healing and reconciliation. SIT offers a lens through which to
understand the persistent ethnic rifts that haunt Nigerian society today. It is my conviction
that, by applying this theory, we might chart new paths toward reconciliation and travel on

the trajectory of peace and unity.
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My journey has since taken me beyond Nigeria's borders, into the heart of Christian
ministry within the United Kingdom. Within UK churches, these fault lines are often papered
over by a superficial rhetoric of unity. Congregations may appear vibrant and growing, yet
closer examination reveals that their vitality often depends on attracting those who already
share a common ethnic or social background. The ideal of a richly diverse and genuinely
inclusive Christian community remains elusive. From the pulpit, one frequently hears calls

for oneness in Christ, but in practice, barriers to genuine integration persist.

I was again confronted with this contradiction when I once inquired why non-
Westerners were rarely, if ever, invited to lead public prayers in my church. The explanation
offered a vague uncertainty about the appropriateness of diverse prayer styles. It betrayed a

profound lack of cultural sensitivity and an implicit bias favouring the dominant group.

I have witnessed a new dimension of identity negotiation in the corporate Christian
world, one shaped by the subtle yet pervasive dynamics between African Christian leaders
and their white British counterparts. Too often, African leaders are subjected to systemic
stereotyping, relegated to positions deemed “lesser,” and expected to conform to the
dominant cultural norms if they wish to serve effectively within Western ecclesial structures.
This pressure to assimilate, frequently unspoken yet always present, raises urgent questions
about authenticity, inclusion, and the survival of non-Western identities in multicultural

spaces.
Such pressures are not without consequences. Resistance to conformity has led to

tension, disillusionment, and even resignations among the most committed. In 2023, I, along
with two fellow African leaders, felt compelled to step down from prominent ministry roles,
united by our frustration with institutions unwilling to embrace our cultural particularity. This

upheaval is symptomatic of a deeper reality: leadership, in its most valid form, arises from
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the interplay of personal and social identities. Insisting on a single monolithic leadership
paradigm not only impoverishes our institutions but also stifles the voices and gifts of those

deemed “other.”

These tensions are not confined to boardrooms, churches, or pulpits. I recall, with
particular sadness, an incident wherein a white British family retracted an invitation to their
Christmas dinner, explaining that my presence might unsettle visiting relatives due to
perceived racial or ethnic differences. Such moments lay bare the tacit biases embedded
within our communities, which SIT seeks to uncover and address. They remind us that
categorisation, even when unconscious, can breed exclusion and discord, undermining the

very foundations of community.

This struggle between unity and diversity, inclusion and exclusion, echoes the apostle
Paul’s vision in his letter to the Romans. Paul envisaged a church in which believers from all
backgrounds, Judean and non-Judean alike, could find common cause in Christ without
erasing the distinctive threads of their cultural and social identities. He called for a unity that
did not demand uniformity, a togetherness that honoured the rich mosaic of the early
Christian movement.

It is my aspiration, through this dissertation, to explore how Paul’s use of Old
Testament (OT) quotations in Romans 9—11 can, within the framework of SIT, illuminate
contemporary struggles around social and ethnic identity both within the church and in
broader society. By drawing on both ancient texts and modern theory, I hope to outline a
vision of reconciliation that celebrates difference, fosters belonging, and paves the way

toward an inclusive and harmonious community.
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CHAPTER ONE

EXPLORING ROMANS 9-11

1.1 Introduction

The passages found in Romans chapters 9 through 11 have long been pivotal in scholarly
discussions. Traditionally, these texts have been scrutinised primarily through theological and
historical lenses, focusing on the concepts of election and the relationship between
individuals and divine salvation, especially in the context of Israel.

1.2 Historical Context and Interpretation

Throughout history, prominent church fathers, notably Augustine of Hippo, have recognised
the significance of Romans 9—11 in shaping doctrines such as predestination. Augustine not
only emphasised individual election but also advocated for the inclusion of non-Judeans in
the divine narrative of salvation (Holmes and Wallis 1887). Similarly, John Calvin's seminal
work on Romans laid the foundation for Reformed thought, highlighting God's sovereign
election, which is independent of human merit. Calvin's assertions in his 1540 treatise
elucidate God's autonomous decision-making processes regarding salvation, while
theologians like Hodge (1886) reinforced traditional Calvinistic views on individual election

and Israel's temporary rejection.

Scholars such as Barrett (1957) and Sproul (1986) have further developed the
Reformed perspective, emphasising divine authority in salvation and challenging notions of
free will. In contrast, N.T. Wright (2013) offers a broader perspective, arguing that Romans
9—11 reflects Paul's understanding of God's covenantal faithfulness and his inclusive plan for
both Judeans and non-Judeans. Moo (1996) emphasises the significance of the temporary
hardening of Judeans and their eventual inclusion, illustrating God's commitment to His

promises.



1.3 The Shift Towards Sociocultural Analysis

Recent scholarly endeavours have shifted towards examining the social and ethnic
dimensions present in Romans 9-11, addressing the dynamics between Judean and non-
Judean followers of Christ. This emerging perspective seeks to understand how Paul’s letters
resonate with the social and ethnic tensions experienced by early Christians in Rome.
Scholars such as Sanders (1977), Dunn (1998), Esler (2003), and Campbell (2023) have
proposed that Paul’s epistles can be better understood through the lens of Second Temple
Judaism and SIT (Campbell 2023). These frameworks provide insights into the ethnic
identities and communal struggles faced by early followers of Christ.

Understanding Romans in relation to a diverse community grappling with social
tensions allows for a richer interpretation of Paul’s intent. Scholars such as Bird (2016) and
Campbell (2023) have employed SIT to analyse how Paul’s discourse in chapters 9—11

addresses the ethnic discord between Judean and non-Judean believers.

1.4 Paul’s Vision for Unity

Paul’s writings in Romans 9-11 are crucial for fostering a unified Christian identity that

transcends ethnic barriers. Tucker (2010:33—145) and Goroncy (2017:1-14) highlight the
formation of social identity within these chapters, proposing that Paul aimed to cultivate a
new communal identity in Christ that would integrate both groups. Mason (2020) further
explores how Paul's ethnic reasoning reflects the early church's efforts to define collective

identity amid diverse backgrounds.

Despite the valuable contributions from these scholars, a gap remains in the research
concerning the application of OT references in Romans 9—11 and their implications for the
interpretation of social identity. This dissertation aims to fill that gap by examining the
interplay between Paul's theological discourse and SIT, particularly in the context of the
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ethnic dynamics between Judean and non-Judean Christians. Our distinct contribution is to
investigate how Paul integrates OT quotations into his argument to influence and unite his
audience.

1.5 Research Aims and Objectives

The goals of this research are as follows:

1. To analyse the use of the OT: Using the perspective of SIT to investigate how Paul employs
OT quotations in Romans 9-11 to address social and ethnic tensions in the Roman Christ-
movement by promoting the concept of a shared identity among Judean and non-Judean

Christ-followers, thereby encouraging reconciliation between them.

ii. Applying SIT: Critically engage with SIT as a framework for interpreting the ethnic and
social tensions present in Romans 9—-11, exploring the reconciliation efforts proposed by Paul.
This is preceded by an examination of Romans 9-11 in its original historical and literary
contexts.

1. To draw contemporary parallels: Relate the insights gained from this analysis to
modern socio-ethnic conflicts, particularly in contexts such as the Biafran conflict in
Nigeria and experiences within diverse churches in the UK.

1.6. Significance and Originality of the Study

This dissertation presents an innovative approach that integrates SIT to analyse in detail the
meaning conveyed by the implications of OT references in Romans 9-11. It argues that
Paul’s theological discourse is not merely an abstract theological exercise but a pragmatic

response to the social tensions experienced by early Christians. By fostering a collective

identity that transcends ethnic divisions, Paul aims to unify the diverse body of Christ and

promote collective engagement in God's salvific plan.

In conclusion, this research seeks to illuminate how Paul’s teachings in Romans 9-11

can be interpreted through the lens of SIT, offering fresh insights into the dynamics of early



Christian communities and their relevance to contemporary church practices. Through this
exploration, we hope to offer valuable contributions to both biblical scholarship and

practical ecclesiology.
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CHAPTER TWO

THE CURRENT LANDSCAPE OF SCHOLARSHIP ON THE BOOK OF ROMANS

2.1 Introduction

The epistle to the Romans has been a focal point of inquiry for theologians and biblical
scholars alike, generating a wealth of critical literature that addresses its intricate historical
context and theological discourse. The layers of meaning embedded within this epistle invite
a multifaceted examination that spans historical contexts, social dynamics, and theological
controversies. As scholars engage with these diverse themes, new insights emerge regarding
the interpretation and application of Romans in contemporary discourse.

2.2 Key Issues in the Scholarship on the Book of Romans

One of the seminal commentaries on Romans is by Cranfield (1975), which thoroughly
investigates the epistle's historical and theological dimensions. However, a notable gap in his
analysis is the exploration of social-ethnic relationships between Judean and non-Judean
believers in Rome, particularly in chapters 9-11, which are central to this thesis. Dodd (1952)
offers a different angle by scrutinising the scriptural foundations of Paul's teachings,
presenting a detailed examination of OT references. However, he similarly overlooks the

ethnic tension that I argue underlies the interactions between Judeans and non-Judeans.

Dunn (1988) provides a comprehensive commentary on the first eight chapters of
Romans, recognised for its historical and contextual approach and its contributions to the
New Perspective on Paul. Nonetheless, this work does not incorporate SIT—a framework that
later scholars, such as Philip Esler, William Campbell, and Brian Tucker, use to dissect
the social-ethnic dynamics within Romans. Donfried's (1991) edited volume presents various
scholarly perspectives on Romans but lacks the application of SIT to analyse the ethnic

conflict present among Christ-followers in Rome.



The interplay of ethnicity and self-identity in early Roman Christianity has been

examined by Walters (1993), while Wiefel (1991) explores the role of the Judean community
in the emergence of Roman Christianity. Nevertheless, both fail to utilise SIT as an
analytical lens. Wright (1991) offers a thorough exploration of the relationship between
Christ and the law in Pauline theology, while Gruen (2002) situates the Jewish presence
within the broader historical context of the Roman Empire. Despite their contributions,

neither provides a nuanced perspective on social identity dynamics.

In contrast, Esler (2003) adopts a fresh approach by examining the social context in
which Paul penned the Epistle to the Romans, revealing the identity conflicts faced by the
early Christian community. Although Malina and Pilch (2006) do not apply SIT, their social-
scientific interpretive models offer valuable insights into the cultural and anthropological
dimensions of Romans. Lee (2014) connects God's faithfulness to His promises and the
inclusion of non-Judeans but does not address the intra-group conflicts among Christ-

followers in Rome.

Foster (2016), while not employing SIT, offers a novel interpretation of Romans 9,
challenging traditional views on election. Esler (2003:153—-169, 266—306) and Tucker
(2018:121-145) utilise SIT to highlight Paul's efforts in reorienting the ethnic and social
identities of Judean and non-Judean believers toward a unified identity in Christ. Similarly,
Campbell (2020) underscores Paul's promotion of a superordinate identity that transcends

ethnic distinctions while respecting the uniqueness of both groups.

Nevertheless, a significant gap in the scholarship remains: the lack of a comprehensive
application of SIT as a critical interpretive framework in the study of the book of Romans.
Many scholars overlook the dynamics of in-group and out-group differentiation within the
audience addressed in Romans, thereby hindering a comprehensive understanding of Paul's
theological framework in its social context.

1Xx1
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This thesis aims to address these shortcomings, specifically regarding scriptural
quotations in the ongoing discourse surrounding Romans 9-11, and I will elaborate on the

methodology in the following chapter.

The initial work pertinent to this thesis is Esler’s (2003) text, which lacks a systematic
approach to Paul’s use of the OT but recognises the importance of integrating OT references
as relevant to the current discussion. Esler's application of SIT to identify and address social

crises among the Christ-followers in Romans is particularly noteworthy.

Gadenz (2009) presents a contrasting approach, focusing on rhetorical analysis to
examine Paul’s use of scripture in clarifying the relationships between Judean and non-
Judean believers, without employing SIT. Lee (2014) argues that the social conflicts between
these groups in both Galatians and Romans stem from their inability to navigate the tension
between "difference and equality." Though Lee does not engage with SIT, his insights into
Romans 14:1-15 resonate with contemporary ecclesiastical issues.

2.3 The Audience of Romans

The composition of Paul's audience has sparked considerable debate, yielding no consensus
among scholars. Stowers (1994) posits that Paul's primary audience in Rome consisted of
non-Jews, a view echoed by Oropeza (2019), Stark (2022), and Campbell (2023). However,
this perspective overlooks the in-group dynamics present between Judean and non-Judean
Christ-followers. Stowers’s argument essentially rests on Rom. 1:13-14 as evidence of Paul’s
Gentile audience in Rome. While these verses emphasise Paul’s mission to Gentiles, they do
not preclude the presence of Judean Christ-followers in the audience. Even Stark (2022:45-
69), who proposes a Gentile audience, highlights the limitations of Stowers’ argument, noting
that it fails to account for the broader context of the letter, which includes themes and
references relevant to both Jews and Gentiles. Also, he overlooks evidence from Romans 16,

which highlights that the names listed in this chapter include both Judeans and non-Judeans,
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suggesting a mixed audience. For instance, Paul greets individuals such as Priscilla and
Aquila, who were Judean followers of Christ, as well as non-Judean followers. This diversity
reflects the composition of the Roman church and supports the view that Paul’s

audience included both Judeans and non-Judeans. In addition, Paul’s extensive use of Jewish
scriptures throughout Romans further challenges Stowers’ thesis. Most of these scriptures are
cited in Romans 9—11, and they are deeply rooted in Jewish theological concerns, addressing
the relationship between Israel and God’s promises. These chapters are difficult to reconcile
with the idea of a purely Gentile audience, as they presuppose a familiarity with Jewish
traditions and concerns. This is why Donfried (1995:1-42) argues that these sections indicate

Paul’s engagement with Jewish Christians as part of his audience.

Campbell's interpretation of Romans is rooted in the idea that Paul addresses the
"ethn€ in Christ" (Gentiles who have embraced faith in Christ) as the primary audience of the
letter. He argues that Paul's primary aim is to reshape the thinking and behaviour of these
Gentile Christ-followers, particularly in their attitudes toward non-Christian Jews. The
weakness of Campbell’s view is his excessive focus on ‘ethne’ without considering the
broader context in which it is used in Romans. For example, in Rom. 4:17-18, Paul refers to
Abraham as “father of us all” and cites Gen. 17:5- “as it is written, [ have made you a father
of many nations (¢Bvwv). The context of the use of ‘nations’ here suggests that it refers to
people, which can also include Israel; hence, Paul calls Abraham the father of ‘us all’,
referring to both Judeans and non-Judeans. This word also serves as a synonym for the
Hebrew word "3 (goy), meaning "people" or "nation", which was also applied to Israel (Exod.
19:6; Jn. 11:51-52). Also, in many passages where Paul uses the term “Gentiles”, it is mostly
with respect to their shared belonging with the Judeans in God's salvation plan. For example,
in Rom. 10:12, Paul declares that there is no distinction between Jew and Gentile in God’s

eyes when it comes to salvation, as the same Lord is rich to all (Judeans and non-Judeans)
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who call upon him. In Rom. 11:25-26, Paul affirms that all Israel will be saved when the
fullness of the Gentiles has come in. Therefore, there is no need for Campbell to argue for a
Gentile-only audience in Romans, as textual evidence shows that Paul writes to both Jews
and non-Jews in Rome. The early Christian understanding of 'ethne' likely involved a
complex interplay of cultural, religious, and social identities rather than a simplistic
categorisation of Jews versus Gentiles (Wright 2015). This nuanced understanding
challenges Campbell's interpretation, as it suggests that 'ethne' could encompass a range of
peoples, including those who were culturally or religiously affiliated with Judaism, rather

than exclusively indicating a Gentile audience (Horsley 2008).

Malina and Pilch (2006) argue that Romans is directed at Judeans, interpreting
"Gentiles" as diaspora Judeans engaging in Hellenistic practices. However, this interpretation
misrepresents Paul's use of "Gentiles" to denote non-Judeans. For example, in Rom. 1:14- “I
am under obligation both to Greeks and to barbarians, both to the wise and to the foolish.”
Here, Paul contrasts “Greeks” with “barbarians,” a common Greco-Roman distinction
between cultured (Greek-speaking) and non-cultured peoples. There is no sense that this
refers to Jews at all. Therefore, ‘Greeks’ refer to Gentiles (non-Jews), particularly those of
Hellenistic culture. Moo (1996:58) argues that the use of Greeks broadly refers to Gentiles.
Paul writes in Rom 1:16, “For I am not ashamed of the gospel, for it is the power of God for
salvation to everyone who believes, to the Jew first and also to the Greek.” The structure
“Jew first, also the Greek” implies two mutually exclusive groups. If "Greek" meant a
Hellenized Jew, this contrast would be incoherent; therefore, “Greek” means non-Jew, i.e.,
Gentile. Both Dunn (1988:42:43) and Fitzmyer (1993:256) confirm this verse as
distinguishing between ethnic Jews and Gentiles. Furthermore, the use of “Greek” in Rom.
2:9-10 highlights a Jew/Greek dichotomy, revealing a comprehensive distinction, indicating

Paul’s concern with universal human accountability, not intra-Jewish divisions. Wright
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(2013:849) also argues that “Greek” is clearly outside the Jewish group. Also in Romans 3:9,
Paul continues the dichotomy to argue the universal sinfulness of both Jews and Greeks.
Again, there is no reason to see “Greeks” here as Hellenized Jews. The logic breaks down if
both "Jews" and "Greeks" are subsets of Jews. Related to this argument, Hays (1989:52)
argues, “Paul’s consistent use of ‘Jew and Greek’ distinguishes ethnic Israel from the
Gentiles.” Also, Gaventa (2016:18-20) argues that “Greek” refers to non-Jews, as part of
Paul’s theological vision of inclusion.” In the same way, Barclay (2015:475) affirms, “Greek”
1s one of the standard ethnic terms Paul uses for Gentiles, not intra-Jewish distinctions.” Even
the standard lexicons, such as Bauer-Danker-Arndt-Gingrich Greek English Lexicon(BDAG),

define 'EAAnyv as “a Greek,” i.e., “a Gentile,” as opposed to Jew (BDAG, 3RD ed., s.v.

"EXAnv). While the term can refer to ethnic Greeks in a narrow sense, Paul uses it broadly to

encompass all non-Jews, reflecting the Greco-Roman world’s binary view of “Jews and
Gentiles.” The rhetorical structure of Romans would lose its force if “Greek” included

Hellenised and acculturated Jews, blurring the very distinction Paul is emphasising.

Another view of the Roman audience is by Rodriguez (2014), who innovatively
suggests that Paul's audience included both Judeans and non-Judeans. However, he identifies
them primarily as non-Judean proselytes to Judaism. By this, he means that Paul is speaking
to those Gentiles who had already adopted Jewish beliefs and customs. According to this
view, the moral and theological problems Paul confronts (e.g., law observance, circumcision,
dietary practices) make the most sense if the audience consists of Gentile converts to
Judaism, rather than “raw” pagans. He bases his argument on texts such as Romans 2:17-29,
where Paul addresses those who rely on the law; Romans 3:1-2, where he discusses the
advantage of being Jewish; and Paul's frequent discussions about the Torah and circumcision
in the letter. Other scholars who hold on to this view include Gager (2000), Fredriksen

(2017), and Sanders (1983). These scholars generally argue that historically, the synagogue
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was a centre of attraction for Gentiles interested in monotheism, ethics, and community. They
also argue that Paul’s frequent discussions about the Law, circumcision, and Abraham would
have been meaningful to those already acquainted with Jewish tradition. Furthermore, they
claimed that the prevalence of “God-fearers” in the diaspora offered a ready-made audience

for Paul’s message, which justifies the ethical and theological claims of early Christianity.

In contrast to the view above, we argue that Paul’s rhetoric assumes a pagan
background of the Gentiles. For example, Paul frequently reminds his readers of their former
idolatry and ignorance of God. In Rom. 1:18-32, for example, Paul paints a picture of Gentile
descent into idolatry and moral chaos—an experience far removed from that of the
synagogue-attending proselytes. As James Dunn observes, “Paul’s depiction of the Gentile
world here is that of paganism, not of Gentiles already attached to Judaism” (Dunn 1988:54).
Likewise, in Rom. 1:5-6, Paul speaks of the audience as those “called to belong to Jesus
Christ.” This phrase is best understood as referring to non-Judeans who joined the group of
Christ-followers, not proselytes to Judaism. The use of "all the nations" (néavta ta £€0vn) in this
passage emphasises Gentiles in the broader world, not proselytes already familiar with
Judaism. Furthermore, in Rom. 2:17-29, Paul addresses those who boast in the law, an
apparent reference to ethnic Judeans who are familiar with the Torah, rather than proselytes.

He is criticising the Judeans for relying on the law without living by it.

Additionally, the letter suggests that some of Paul’s audience lacked knowledge of
Jewish rituals. In Rom. 6:19-21 and elsewhere, Paul refers to his readers’ previous lives as
“slaves to impurity and lawlessness.” He chastises them for once being “without the law”
(Rom. 2:14), a description that would not fit Gentiles who had already submitted to the Torah
as proselytes. In connection with this, Moo (1996:54) writes, “Paul assumes that some of his
Gentile readers were once thoroughly pagan, not partial Jews.” Concerning the issue of

circumcision, Paul addresses the question, “Is God the God of Jews only? Is he not the God
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of Gentiles also?” (Rom. 3:29). If his audience were already proselytes or God-fearers, this
statement would be unnecessary. As Barclay (2015:382) notes, “Paul’s argument only makes
sense if his Gentile addressees had not already become Jews but were welcomed as Gentiles”
(Barclay 2015:382). We concur with the consensus view that Paul’s Gentile audience
consisted of former pagans, not primarily proselytes (Sanders 1977:543; Dunn 1988:55).
Concerning this, Wright (2013:1083) comments, “Most of Paul’s Gentile converts had little

or no previous engagement with the synagogue.”

While Rodriguez’s view and that of other scholars who hold the same view highlight
the complex religious landscape of the first-century Mediterranean, they overlook the textual
and rhetorical evidence in Paul’s letters, which overwhelmingly suggests that some of Paul’s
audience were non-Judeans with little or no prior attachment to Judaism. Paul’s vision
was not about making non-Judeans into Judeans, but about welcoming both Judeans and non-
Judeans into the people of God. To miss this is to miss the social identity framework of Paul’s
letter to the Romans and, consequently, to miss the heart of Paul’s gospel. The evidence from
Romans, particularly the frequent references to Gentiles and the universal scope of the
gospel, suggests that Paul’s audience consisted of a mix of Judeans and non-Judeans, with an
emphasis on non-Judeans who had joined the Christ group. Paul's repeated assertions about
justification by faith and his distinction between Judeans and non-Judeans indicate that his
message is directed not merely to proselytes but to a broader audience of Gentiles who are

coming to faith in Christ.

This dissertation argues for a mixed audience of Judean and non-Judean believers.
Other scholars who hold this view include Reasoner (2005), who traces the history of Roman
interpretation, affirming its diverse audience, and Das (2007), who concludes that both

Judeans and non-Judeans comprised Paul's readership. Wright (2013) also emphasises the
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mixed nature of the audience, a view supported by Barclay (2015) and Schreiner (2019), who

discuss Paul's pastoral intentions and the intended audience of Romans.

Furthermore, the socio-historical studies of the Roman Christ-followers in the early
centuries reveal a context shaped by the expulsion of Jews from Rome under Claudius and
their subsequent return. This created a delicate power dynamic between Gentile Christ-
followers who remained and Jewish Christ-followers returning, which Paul appears to be

intent on mediating (Staples 2023).

On textual evidence, the internal structure and rhetoric of Romans itself point to a
dual audience. Paul often shifts his address between interlocutors who represent different
identities. For example, in Romans 2, Paul famously turns from critiquing the “Gentiles”
(Rom. 1:18-32) to confronting “you who call yourself a Jew” (Rom. 2:17). This rhetorical
move only makes sense if there are both Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers among his
readers, or at the very least, if he expects both groups to be overhearing the conversation.
Furthermore, recent quantitative reviews confirm that some scholars interpret Romans 1 as
addressed to Gentiles. At the same time, subsequent sections shift to Jewish interlocutors,
reflecting Paul’s flexible strategy in engaging both groups (Brackens 2024). We concur with
the author that Paul engages both Jews and Gentiles, but not that Paul addresses Gentiles
alone in Romans 1; instead, we argue that the entire letter is written to both groups.

In Rom. 1:16, Paul uses a well-established literary and rhetorical structure, “Jew first,
also the Greek,” which distinguishes between ethnic Jews and Gentiles. This is a clear
contrast between the two groups within the early Christ-followers. The phrase “Jew first”
signals that the gospel was first offered to Jews, but “also to the Greeks” emphasises that
salvation extends to Gentiles. The inclusion of both groups shows that Paul’s

audience is not exclusively Jewish or Gentile, but a mixture of both. Gaventa (2016:20)
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concurs with this, emphasising that “Jew and Greek” reflects ethnic divisions, not subgroups
of Judaism, and underscores the inclusive nature of the gospel. Furthermore, in Romans 2:9-
10, Paul’s view of tribulation and glory among the Jews and Gentiles demonstrates that Paul
sees ethnic distinction between both groups. The idea of universal judgment and reward
emphasises that both groups are equally accountable to God, and both are part of the Christ

group, demonstrating that the audience comprises both Jews and Gentiles.

Furthermore, Paul’s explicit references to Torah, circumcision, and Abraham
(especially in Romans 2—4) presume an audience familiar with Jewish law and tradition.
However, his repeated emphasis on Gentile inclusion, especially in chapters 9—11 and 15,
demonstrates his concern that Gentile believers do not arrogantly supersede the Jewish root
(11:18). In connection with this argument, recent studies emphasise that Paul’s rhetorical
strategy is best understood as addressing intra-community tensions between these two groups

(Oropeza 2021; Nanos 1999).

Additionally, Romans 11 serves as a rhetorical and theological centerpiece in Paul’s
letter, employing the “jealousy motif” (mapalnA®dcou, parazelosai; Rom. 11:11, 14) and the
olive tree metaphor (Rom. 11:16-24) to articulate the dynamics between Judeans and non-
Judeans within God's salvation plan. These motifs assume a live, intra-community
conversation—one in which non-Judean arrogance and Judean concerns must be negotiated
for the sake of unity among the Christ-followers and the fulfilment of God’s salvific plan.
Stark (2022:45-69), on Rom. 1:13—14, underscores that the “olive tree” metaphor’s rhetorical
thrust—admonishing Gentiles and encouraging Jewish hope—demands an audience in which
both cohorts are present or at least in close communication. Longenecker (2016) and Bird
(2016) likewise stress that the argument of Romans 11 is fundamentally dialogical, that
Gentile believers are cautioned against arrogance “precisely because Jewish Christians are

present to hear Paul’s assurance that ‘God has not rejected his people’” (Rom. 11:1), and
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because intra-church tensions were real and pressing. Therefore, they are not merely abstract
theological constructs; they are Paul’s pastoral and rhetorical response to real, lived conflicts
in a mixed community of Judeans and non-Judeans. These motifs are best understood as
addressing—and seeking to heal—the fractured but interdependent relationships within the
Christ group. For example, some scholars (Wagner 2018; Gooch 2022) argue that Paul’s
intent in Rom. 11:11-14 is to argue that the jealousy motif presupposes the presence of both
Gentile and Jewish believers. They show that Paul’s desire to provoke Israel to jealousy is
“aimed at fostering an interdependent relationship between Gentile and Jewish Christ-
followers within the Roman community.

In addition to the above, Esler (2003) employs SIT to argue for a mixed audience,
asserting that the epistle must be read in light of the ethnic conflicts faced by Judean and non-
Judean believers. He suggests that the social and ethnic tensions within the community

complicate their struggle for identity.

There is also evidence of the names mentioned in Romans 16. Head (2024)
challenges the claim that those greeted in Rom. 16:3-16 were not part of the original Roman
audience. He critiques scholars like Mullins, Thorsteinsson, Stowers, and Campbell, who
argue that the second-person plural imperative “greet” (dondoac6e) indicates that the
greeting was intended for third parties. Sumney (2012) cautions against oversimplifying the
audience as either exclusively Jewish or Gentile. Instead, he argues that Paul’s “double
vision” with his frequent alternation of address and argumentation suggests that both groups
are in view, and that the letter is crafted to be “overheard” by each, fostering mutual
understanding.

Paul’s letter to the Romans is profoundly shaped by social conflict and identity

tensions between Judeans and non-Judean followers of Christ in first-century Rome. For
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example, in Romans 14—15, Paul addresses disputes over food laws and sacred days, urging
the “strong” (likely non-Judean Christ-followers) not to despise the “weak” (likely Judean
Christ-followers). This reflects real conflicts over Torah observance and ethnic belonging.
Following this, Paul exhorted them to welcome one another as Christ has welcomed them
(Rom. 15:7), with the goal of reconciliation among them. In addition, in Rom. 11:11-20, Paul
warns the non-Judean Christ-followers against arrogance toward the Judeans, insisting that
“God has not rejected his people.” This suggests some non-Judeans were claiming
theological superiority, which would have led to social conflicts among them. Furthermore, in
Rom. 3:1-9 and 9-11, Paul wrestles with the question of Jewish unbelief and God’s
faithfulness, indicating a community struggling to understand Israel’s role in the unfolding
Christ movement following God's salvation plan. In addition, Romans 1:18-32 establishes a
rhetorical strategy that Paul employs in Romans 2, turning the critique inward toward Jewish
hypocrisy and highlighting mutual judgment and division. Several scholars support this view.
Campbell (2023) uses SIT to show how Paul seeks to affirm both Jewish and Gentile
identities without erasing either. Paul’s goal is to reconcile fractured groups into one body in
Christ. Likewise, Lim (2023) highlights how Paul addresses intergroup hostility and uses
inclusive identity language to foster unity. Lim notes Paul’s careful balancing act in Romans
9-11, which affirms Israel’s ongoing role.

2.4. Authorship and Purpose of Romans

The authorship of Romans is confidently attributed to Paul, who identifies himself as "a

servant of Christ Jesus, called to be an apostle and set apart for the gospel of God" (Rom.

1:1).

The purpose of the letter has been the subject of considerable scholarly attention,
particularly influenced by Augustine’s emphasis on predestination and salvation, which

shaped interpretations throughout the Middle Ages and into the early 20th century.
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Various scholars propose differing purposes for Paul's composition. Some suggest that
he aimed to gain support from the Roman Christ-followers for his mission to Spain (Jewett
2007; Goswell 2019; Fitzmyer 2018; Blackwell et al. 2015). However, other scholars argue
that he sought to establish his authority as an apostle to the non-Judeans (Das 2007). Das
further posits that Paul’s contributions to the Jerusalem church may have been met with
scepticism due to conflicts among the followers of Jesus in Rome (Rom. 15:28-32). It is
plausible that rumours regarding Paul’s inclusive table fellowship with non-Judeans may
have offended Judean believers in Jerusalem. This issue (Esler 2003: 295-296) may underlie
Paul’s repudiation in Rom. 6:15 of the idea that, as we are no longer under the law, we are

free to sin.

According to Dunn (1988), Romans addresses the inclusion of Gentiles and redefines
the people of God apart from the Law, reflecting the “New Perspective on Paul.” He
emphasises “works of the Law,” and the reconfiguration of covenant membership, focusing
on Second Temple Judaism and sociological context. Longenecker (2016) argues that Paul
wrote Romans in preparation for his planned visit to Rome, to gain support for his mission to
Spain. According to Schreiner (2018), Paul writes to unite Jewish and Gentile believers under
the gospel of Christ. The Roman church was likely experiencing tension between these
groups, and Paul wanted to show that both are equally part of God’s redemptive plan,
reconciling them in order to fuel his mission to Spain. Moo (1996) places slightly more
weight on pastoral concerns and the doctrinal coherence of Paul’s gospel rather than
Schreiner’s stronger emphasis on missional purpose. Wright (1995:2005) frames Romans
within a narrative-historical lens, focusing on Israel’s story and covenant, whereas Schreiner
emphasises systematic theology and mission. Stowers (1994) offers a radically different
reading of Romans compared to Schreiner, Moo, Wright, and Dunn. His interpretation is

grounded in Greco-Roman rhetoric, audience analysis, and SIT, rather than traditional
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theological or salvation-historical frameworks. He argues that Romans is not theological

treatise about universal sin and salvation, but a protreptic letter—a form of moral exhortation
where Paul uses rhetorical techniques (like speech-in-character) to engage a Gentile audience.
According to him, Paul’s goal is to shape Gentile moral identity and promote self-mastery
through Christ, not to explain justification by faith in abstract theological terms. Stowers’
view has met with some criticisms. First, he relies too much on speech-in-character, which
minimises Paul’s social-theological intent, especially his concern for Jewish-Gentile unity.
Additionally, SIT posits that group identity is shaped not only by rhetoric but also by shared
beliefs, rituals, and theological narratives—all of which are central in Romans but
underemphasized in Stowers’s reading. His work also reflects the neglect of intergroup
dynamics under SIT, emphasising how ingroup-outgroup distinctions shape identity. Paul’s
repeated emphasis on Judean and non-Judean relations (e.g., Romans 2—4, 9—11) reflects this.
Stowers’s claim that Paul addresses only Gentiles and impersonates a Jewish teacher in
Romans 2 flattens these dynamics. Timmins (2016) argues that this ignores Paul’s pastoral
concern for reconciling two distinct identity groups into one body in Christ (cf. Rom. 3:29—

30; 15:7-13).

Horsley (2003:4) argues that Romans is a form of resistance literature against Roman
imperial domination. He posits that Paul is not primarily concerned with individual salvation
or abstract theology, but with renewing Israel and forming alternative communities that
challenge imperial power structures. He differs from Stowers by highlighting real-world
imperial violence, not just rhetorical form, and that Paul’s letters are not theological treatises,

but political discourse aimed at empowering communities under imperial rule.

Rodriguez (2014:37) argues that “Paul constructs a dialogue with a gentile proselyte
to Judaism as his interlocutor in order to expose the limits of Torah-based righteousness.

However, identifying the interlocutor in Romans 2:17 as a Gentile proselyte is exegetically
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tenuous. The text does not clearly indicate this, although many scholars (e.g. Moo,
Schreiner) see the figure as a representative Jew. This reading risks overcomplicating Paul’s

rhetorical strategy and may obscure the broader Jew-Gentile dynamics Paul is addressing.

Esler refers to Paul's leadership skills as an "entrepreneur of identity," in which he
strives to reconfigure the identities of Judean and non-Judean believers into a single collective
identity in Christ while preserving their distinct cultural identities. Campbell
(2023) also argues that Paul writes to reconfigure the identities of Judean and non-Judean
believers into a shared, superordinate identity in Christ, while affirming the ongoing
covenantal role of Israel. He further suggests that Paul does not erase ethnic or cultural
distinctions but reframes them within a new collective identity—the people of God in Christ.
Drawing on SIT, Campbell suggests that Paul promotes a superordinate identity that allows
for subgroup distinctiveness. Rather than ‘ethne in Christ’ replacing Israel, Campbell
maintains that Paul affirms the irrevocable calling of Israel, and that simultaneously the
identity of ‘ethne in Christ’ is also called alongside the people of Israel.

Having said all the above, it should be noted that Paul’s argument in Romans reflects
both a general theological concern and a local pastoral one, and the two are tightly
interwoven. At the general level, he confronts the problem of Israel’s widespread unbelief in
the Messiah, culminating in his sustained reflection on God’s faithfulness in Romans 9—11.
Yet this broad concern is shaped by the local social tensions within the mixed Jewish—Gentile
Christ-followers in Rome, where disputes over identity, Torah-practice, and communal status
are highlighted. Paul’s alternating address to Jewish and Gentile interlocutors, his exposure of
mutual judgment, and his redefinition of belonging around Christ all indicate that he is
responding to real conflicts on the ground. Romans, therefore, functions as a letter in which
Paul’s macro-theological vision and micro-communal concerns mutually reinforce one

another, producing an argument aimed at both explaining Israel’s place in God’s purposes and
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reconciling fractured relationships within the Roman churches.

This dissertation has benefited from the work of Esler and Campbell, integrating SIT
and Paul's theology in Romans to underscore the themes of leadership and conflict,
particularly regarding the resolution in chapters 9-11.

With this overview established, we will engage with the ongoing scholarly
discussions of Romans 9-11, particularly addressing the debates that have arisen.

2.5 The Ongoing Debate on Romans 9-11

The review of Romans 9-11 has generated significant scholarly discourse, revealing a
tapestry of interpretations. This section aims to contribute to that dialogue, serving as the
basis for the exegesis that follows in later chapters of this dissertation.

Traditional Calvinist readings of these chapters interpret them through the lens of personal.
salvation and the predestined election of a select few, highlighting God's sovereignty in
matters of salvation. For example, Piper (1993) provides a detailed exegetical and
theological analysis of Rom. 9:1-23, arguing that Paul teaches individual, unconditional
election. He contends that God's choice of Jacob over Esau and His hardening of Pharaoh
demonstrate God's sovereign freedom in salvation, apart from human merit or foreseen faith.
Also, Schreiner (2018) interprets Romans 9—11 as affirming God’s sovereign election of
individuals to salvation. He argues that Paul is not merely discussing national destiny but the

eternal fate of individuals, chosen by God’s mercy and not by works or lineage.

However, Sanders (2001) argues that Calvinist readings misinterpret Romans 9 as
teaching individual predestination, when Paul’s concern is corporate Israel and God’s
covenantal faithfulness. He posits that the election of Jacob over Esau is about national roles
in salvation history, not eternal destinies. Whereas Schreiner and Piper emphasise God’s
sovereign choice of individuals, Sanders is correct that Paul defends God’s justice in

temporarily setting aside Israel, rather than condemning individuals unconditionally.
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Additionally, White (2006) argues that Calvin’s (and, by extension, Piper’s) interpretation of
Romans 9 overlooks the OT context of the passages Paul quotes, using rhetorical and
historical examples to defend God's justice in choosing how to fulfil his promises.

Conversely, some scholars reason that these chapters address the tension between
Paul’s affirmation of the law and the question of Israel’s salvation (Rom. 9:4, 11:1, 26),
suggesting that Paul grapples with Israel's current status. In this vein, Beare (1962) contends
that Romans 9-11 may not constitute a core aspect of Paul's argument, perhaps reflecting his
struggle to reclaim a sense of ethnic privilege for historical Israel. Raisanen (1987), known
for his view of Paul's inconsistencies, argues that Paul presents contradictory messages
regarding divine hardening and Israel's disobedience. Other scholars, such as Stendhal (1976)
and Cranfield (1979), assert that these chapters serve as a rhetorical climax in the letter,
aligning with its internal coherence and overarching themes. Some commentators, such as
Késemann (1980) and Dunn (1988), focus on the theological implications of Romans 9-11,
suggesting that they are disconnected from any dialogue with the Judeans. Kasemann further
characterises this section as a diatribe featuring fictitious questions and responses, arguing
that it connects to the broader theme of salvation history as an expression of God's

righteousness.

Aageson (1986) proposes that the stagnation in interpreting Romans 9-11 stems from
insufficient attention to Paul's theological development and his method of scriptural
argumentation. Johnson (1989) posits that these chapters represent Paul's theological treatise
aimed at reconciling God's impartiality towards Judeans and non-Judeans concerning the
covenantal faithfulness exhibited towards Judeans. However, she neglects to address the

social context that pervades these discussions.

Sherwood (2015) suggests that Romans 9-11 serves to defend God's covenantal

faithfulness, a central theme in this discourse. However, it is vital to recognise that Paul's
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theological assertions are deeply intertwined with the social realities of group identity,
particularly in terms of ingroup and outgroup differentiation. Ignoring this social context

diminishes the theological significance of Paul's arguments.

The scholarly difference between Richard Hays and Christopher Porter on the
question of how much of the surrounding context of an OT quotation Paul’s audience may
have been aware of is particularly noteworthy in the context of Romans 9-11. Their differing
methodologies illuminate the complexities surrounding scriptural interpretation in Pauline

theology.

2.6 The Debate on the Use of the OT in the New Testament (Hays vs Stanley)

Richard Hays and Christopher Stanley have significantly influenced scholarly discussions on
the use of the OT in the New Testament (NT), particularly in Romans 9-11. Hays advocates
an "intertextual" approach that emphasises the narrative and theological connections between
the two Testaments, assuming among Paul’s addressees a very high level of familiarity with
the context in Israelite scripture of the quotations he introduces. In contrast, Stanley critiques
Hays' methodology, arguing for a linguistic and rhetorical analysis that questions the NT
audience's familiarity with the OT, given the widespread illiteracy in the ancient Greco-

Roman world.

Hays maintains that NT authors, particularly Paul, engage with the OT in ways that
presume audience familiarity. He introduces the concept of "metalepsis," suggesting that
when OT texts are quoted, they prompt readers to consider the broader narrative and context
of the original text. Hays (1989:14-21) identifies seven criteria for recognising OT echoes in
NT writings, illustrating how Paul employs these references, for example, Rom. 9:25-26, to

demonstrate the inclusion of non-Judeans in God's salvific plan.

Conversely, Stanley (1997:82-84) challenges Hays' assumptions regarding audience

literacy and familiarity with the OT. He argues that Paul's use of scripture is primarily
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rhetorical, serving to substantiate his theological claims rather than encouraging readers to
explore the broader contexts of the texts he cites. He asserts that NT writers utilised the OT as
authoritative proof rather than expecting audiences to engage with the underlying narratives.
Stanley critiques Hays for lacking methodological rigour in identifying OT references in the
NT. He contends that Hays does not adequately distinguish between direct quotations,
allusions, and echoes, undermining the credibility of his analysis. In his more recent works,
Stanley emphasises the role of oral tradition in early Christian communities, suggesting that

the interpretation of scripture was a communal process rather than an individual endeavour.

He further argues that first-century readers were essentially functionally illiterate and
familiar only with broad, orally transmitted biblical narratives. Additionally, he argues that
urban literacy rates rarely exceeded 5—10 per cent, with even lower rates in rural areas.
Papyrus scrolls were expensive (a week’s wages or more), so most congregations relied on
communal copies and oral reading rather than private study (Stanley 2004:35-36). Therefore,
scripture was primarily transmitted through public reading and storytelling, as few could read
for themselves. Paul’s quotations functioned as authoritative “sound bites,” not prompts for
detailed exegesis (Stanley 2004:37). Even Jewish believers possessed only general narrative
outlines (Abraham, Exodus, monarchy) rather than precise textual knowledge. Audiences
grasped the thrust of Paul’s scriptural appeals without reconstructing his sources (Stanley
2004:38). For Stanley, Paul’s scriptural quotations operate as “oracular utterances” in the
assembly moments when the divine voice is invoked and brought to bear on his hearers, not
simply proof-texts but performative acts that carry the weight of divine oracle (Stanley

2004:58-59).

Building on Stanley’s argument, Esler (2021:197-203) advances a cohesive social-
identity reading of 2 Cor. 6:14-7:1, arguing that Paul uses Israelite oracles to shape Christ-

movement identity. Esler rejects views that 2 Cor. 6:14-7:1 is an interpolation, showing
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instead that it is carefully placed within 6:11-7:4 to mark a turning point in Paul’s argument
about community boundaries. He demonstrates that Paul’s injunctions against yoking with
“unbelievers” (6:14) and the ensuing appeal to “holy, beloved” language (6:15-7:1) serve to
delineate the ingroup (pistoi) of Christ-followers from both pagan non-Judeans and Judaizing
opponents. In his reading of 6:16¢ 18 (the “I will dwell...” citations), Esler argues these OT
quotations function oracularly—decontextualised divine speech-acts that convey God’s
presence to Paul’s congregations, most of whom lacked literacy (Esler 2021d:109 130).
Building on the article, Esler (2021:197-203) offers a detailed exegesis of 6:16¢—18,
showing how Paul repurposes Ezek. 37:27 and Lev. 26:11-12 as authoritative oracles. He
explains that, by invoking these texts in an oracular mode, Paul not only asserts God’s
dwelling among the faithful but also reinforces the social-identity shift: Christ-
followers are the new temple, the renewed people of God. Esler underscores that these
divine-speech moments create a shared memory and identity framework, enabling both
Jewish and Gentile believers to see themselves as one body under God’s promised presence.
In subsequent publications, Hays (2014) reaffirms the theological depth of scriptural
echoes, arguing that the NT reframes OT narratives through the lens of Christ. He contends
that this expectation of audience familiarity is crucial for understanding Paul's arguments. He
challenges Stanley’s “oracular utterance” model by arguing that Paul’s congregations
possessed sufficient scriptural competence—gained through synagogue schooling, liturgical
recitation, and communal memory—to perceive the rich intertextual echoes in his quotations
rather than hearing them as isolated divine “sound bites.” Specifically, Hays insists that
Paul’s weaving of multiple scriptural layers presupposes an audience familiar with the
narrative and theological contours of Israel’s Scriptures. He notes that synagogue catechesis
and household worship provided even Gentile converts with repeated exposure to LXX
readings, enabling them to catch subtle thematic and verbal allusions (Hays 1989:17—18). He
objects to Stanley’s low literacy estimates by pointing to evidence of itinerant Jewish teachers
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and public Scripture readings that bolstered communal literacy well beyond the levels of
private reading. This, Hays argues, made it possible to detect nuanced echoes not just the
blunt image of outstretched hands in passages such as Romans 10:21 (Hays 1989:35-36).
Rather than viewing Paul’s citations as performative oracles detached from their narrative
contexts, Hays frames them as invitations into a shared story—a story his hearers knew
sufficiently to reconstruct and reflect upon the trajectory from Abraham through the prophets

to the Christ event (Hays 1989:20-21).

The following sections will outline how the differing views of Hays and Stanley affect
the interpretation of Romans 9-11, serving as an introduction to a more detailed analysis of
specific passages in subsequent chapters.

In Romans 9-11, Stanley’s oracular model and Hays’s intertextual model yield
markedly different readings of Paul’s use of Scripture concerning the audience's knowledge.
In the divine speech acts versus echoed narratives, Stanley’s view casts Paul’s OT quotations
as performative oracles, moments when God’s voice breaks into the assembly to establish
covenant identity and divine initiative. In Romans 91, this means verses such as Rom. 9:25—
26 and Rom. 10:20-21 function less as exegetical proofs and more as authoritative
summonses, calling Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers into the new people of God
(Stanley 2004:58-59). Hays, by contrast, insists that Paul expected his hearers to perceive
multilayered echoes of Israel’s redemptive history, so that passages like Rom. 9:25-26 would

resonate with their knowledge of Hosea and Isaiah narratives (Hays 1989:20-21).

According to Stanley’s model, given the audience’s level of competence and
theological understanding, the predominantly non-Judean and often functionally illiterate
would grasp the surface thrust of Paul’s oracular citations as evidence of divine mercy and
judgment, without needing to reconstruct the full Isaianic or Hosean contexts (Stanley

2004:35-38). Consequently, Romans 9—11 reads as a rhetorical drama of God extending and
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withdrawing mercy, rather than a dense intertextual tapestry. Hays contests this low-literacy
estimate, arguing that communal readings and catechesis equipped readers to detect subtle

scriptural layers, rendering Paul’s citations theologically rich and deeply interwoven with

Israel’s story (Hays 1989:17—18; 35-36).

This dissertation aligns with Stanley’s oracular framework, which emphasises how

Paul, in Romans 9—-11, employs divine speech acts through OT citations to establish a unified

Christ-movement identity. Each citation becomes a communal event in which God’s hands
are “stretched out” over an intransigent people (10:21), a drama that both legitimises Pauline
authority and solidifies group boundaries. By emphasising performative oracles rather than
intertextual echoes, the oracular approach provides a more accurate account of Paul’s goal in
constituting a new, multiethnic people under God’s direct address—a reading well suited to
this dissertation, which focuses on social identity dynamics.

Hays (1989) closely examines Paul's extensive use of the OT in Romans 9-11,
focusing on the inclusion of non-Judeans in God's plan and the matter of divine faithfulness
to Israel. He argues that Paul's citations from the OT transcend isolated references, reflecting
a deep connection to their original contexts. For instance, Hays (1989:53-57) highlights how
Paul's quotations from Isaiah evoke themes of fidelity and restoration. He further contends
that Stanley’s approach (oracular) downplays the theological significance of the OT's usage,
asserting that neglecting the broader intertextual relationships obscures the depth of Paul's
arguments. He contends that Paul's reinterpretation of the OT is transformative and essential
for grasping his message (Hays 2005:20-25). He critiques Stanley for oversimplifying Paul's
use of scripture and for focusing solely on rhetorical strategies. He maintains that Paul's OT
references are intricately tied to the larger narrative of Israel and God's redemptive plan.
Stanley counters Hays by questioning whether Paul's audience possessed the necessary

understanding of the OT to appreciate the complexities of the cited texts. He argues that

29



1Xx1

Paul's use of scripture in Romans 9-11 is primarily rhetorical, aimed at supporting his
theological claims rather than prompting deeper exploration of the OT narratives. Stanley
challenges Hays's reliance on intertextuality, arguing that it imposes modern literary concepts
onto ancient texts. He asserts that Paul's audience may not have had a strong foundational
understanding of scripture, suggesting that oral traditions and communal processes primarily

influenced their interpretation of it.

This debate between Hays and Stanley, with whom Esler sides, highlights a broader
issue in NT scholarship concerning the interpretation of OT usage in the NT. While Hays
emphasises theological depth and narrative connections, Stanley focuses on oracular and
persuasive aspects of the subject. Nevertheless, at the level of historical criticism, the
problem with Hays’s view is that, if he was wrong on this, his view of the theological was not
something Paul intended to communicate to his audience and may not have been in Paul’s
head either. In that case, Hays would have produced an undoubtedly powerful theological
interpretation that was not necessarily Pauline. Nevertheless, the insights from Hays and
Stanley contribute to a more nuanced understanding of Paul's theological framework and the

relationship between Judeans and non-Judeans within the early Christian community.

In this dissertation, a balanced perspective is taken by considering Stanley’s
interpretation of the rhetorical and oracular use of the OT, while also recognising that

theological contexts may, in certain instances, contribute to Paul’s arguments.

We maintain that Paul’s quotations from the OT were primarily intended to persuade
his audience, while acknowledging that the scriptural contexts also informed his theological
reasoning. In an attempt to explore the theological contexts of scripture, Hays appears to have
overemphasised the interface between scripture and its use in the NT (Kostenberger
2006:255-259). Paul’s use of scripture was more practical and focused on ensuring effective

communication of his message. This approach will guide our exploration of Romans, using
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SIT as our hermeneutical lens.

This dissertation adopts a socio-theological framework that considers how biblical
texts not only communicate divine revelation but also shape social and ethnic identity. In
analysing Paul’s use of the OT in Romans 9-11, I approach Scripture as a theological and

rhetorical instrument through which early Christ-group social-ethnic boundaries were

defined, redefined and expanded. As Brett (1997:1-21) argues, biblical texts encode ethnic
identity through genealogical, covenantal, and ritual schemas, all of which are central to
Paul’s deployment of Israel’s scriptural heritage. Paul’s citations of Hosea, Isaiah, and
Exodus serve as rhetorical bridges, reassigning sacred identity from ethnically defined Israel
to a community constituted by faith in Christ. This interpretive approach echoes Horrell’s
(2020:1-50) assessment of scripture as a vehicle of inclusion, demonstrating how Paul uses
inherited texts to reshape communal boundaries in light of eschatological and missional
visions. Moreover, following Buell (2005:1-45), this study treats ethnic reasoning in early
Christianity not as static but dialogical, and scripture becomes a site of negotiation where
theological and cultural affiliations intersect. Ekblad (2011:230-231) highlights the
transformative reading of Scripture across barriers of race, class, and ethnicity. This concept
is particularly relevant to Romans 9—11, where Paul navigates conflicts relating to the

superordinate identity of the Jews while anchoring his argument in shared scriptural memory.

1Xx1
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CHAPTER THREE

METHODOLOGY
3.1 Proposed Research Method

This research methodology investigates Paul’s use of OT quotations in Romans 9-11. This
dissertation employs the historical-critical method, enhanced with social-scientific
perspectives, as explained by Elliott (1993). The main social science employed is SIT, a
branch of social psychology. In addition, ideas on ethnicity (mainly from anthropology) and
social and collective memory (mainly from sociology) will be utilised.

3.2 Overview of SIT

SIT, formulated by Henri Tajfel and his colleagues, most notably John Turner (Tajfel et al.,
1971: 1978:149-78), emerged from experimental group studies aimed at elucidating how
group categorisation influences intergroup dynamics. Tajfel’s initial findings, published in
1971, revealed that even minimal group distinctions could lead to significant intergroup bias
and prejudice. Participants in his experiments were placed into anonymous groups without
prior interactions, and results consistently indicated that mere group membership fostered
favouritism toward the ingroup and bias against the outgroup.

Tajfel's foundational assertion was that individuals derive a substantial part of their
identity from their group affiliations. Observations suggest that conformity to group norms
fosters acceptance within the group, while deviations can lead to exclusion. Individuals who
identify with a group's values perceive themselves as ingroup members, contrasting with
those perceived as outgroup members, who are often subject to stereotyping. He defined a
group as a collection of individuals who share a sense of belonging (Tajfel 1978:61). He

identified three crucial components of group identity: (a) a cognitive component, which
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encompasses awareness of group membership; (b) an evaluative component, reflecting the
positive or negative implications of belonging to a group; and (c¢) an emotional component,
which integrates feelings such as pride, fear, or rejection associated with group dynamics

(1978:61).

He introduced the concepts of "social change" and "social mobility" to explain
intergroup relationships, emphasising that these dynamics are primarily influenced by group
interactions rather than individual characteristics. Social change occurs within large-scale
social groups, such as socioeconomic, national, religious, racial, or ethnic groups, while
social mobility refers to the movement of individuals between social strata (1978:33-38).
Tajfel noted that rigid social boundaries could provoke extreme intergroup behaviour when
mobility was constrained, in contrast to scenarios in which boundaries were more fluid (Tajfel

1978:38).

From his experiments, Tajfel posited that social identity constitutes a significant
aspect of an individual's self-concept, shaped by group membership, rather than being an
inherent characteristic of the group itself (Tajfel 1978:61). This understanding emphasises
that while social identity is a vital part of self-perception, it functions alongside other identity
dimensions. Moreover, the concept of "social comparison" pertains to how individuals view
their group identity in relation to others, thereby shaping attitudes and behaviour within and

between groups (Tajfel 1978:62).

This framework offers insights into the experiences of Judeans who joined the Christ-
following community as they transitioned from a traditional group identity to one centered on
Christ. This transition underscores the fluidity of identity and the quest for belonging,

particularly in diverse social landscapes.

1Xx1
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Tajfel's minimal group experiments also demonstrated how social contexts shape
behaviour and attitudes, particularly about ethnicity and perceived group worth. Historical
examples, such as the divisions between Hutus and Tutsis in Rwanda and the dynamics of the
Nigeria-Biafra War, illustrate how colonial favouritism exacerbates ethnic distinctions and
conflict. These cases highlight the need for inclusive identities that transcend ethnic divisions,
a goal reflected in Paul's aim in Romans 9-11 to unify the Judeans and non-Judeans under a
shared identity in Christ.

3.3 Ethnic Identity and SIT
When he first formulated SIT, Tajfel (1978:1-23) made explicit that the social groups he had

in mind included ethnic groups. But what was “ethnic’ identity?” The modern foundation for
understanding it dates back to a celebrated essay by Fredrik Barth in 1969. He redefined

how scholars understand ethnic identity. Rather than treating ethnicity as a fixed set of
cultural traits, Barth argued that what truly defines an ethnic group is the boundary it
maintains between itself and others. These boundaries are not passive or natural, instead they
are actively constructed and preserved through social processes of inclusion and exclusion.
Barth further emphasised that ethnic groups persist even when individuals cross cultural lines
or adopt traits from other groups. What matters is not the internal content of a group’s culture,
but the ongoing negotiation of group membership. Ethnic identity, in his view, is relational
and dynamic, shaped by interaction rather than isolation. This perspective challenged earlier
anthropological models that assumed ethnic groups were culturally homogeneous and
geographically isolated. Barth’s work laid the foundation for modern theories of identity,
multiculturalism, and social categorisation. However, apart from saying that ethnic identity
was not presumptively determined by one’s origin and background (Barth 1969:9-38), he did

not offer much help in what identifies a group as ethnic in nature. On this point, the views of
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John Hutchinson and Anthony Smith in 1996 proved very useful. They have suggested six

diagnostic (not essentialist) indicators. These are;

(a) a common proper name to identify the group;

(b) a myth of common ancestry;

(c) a shared history or shared memories of a common past, including heroes, events, and
their commemoration;

(d) a common culture, embracing such things as customs, language, and religion;

(e) a link with a homeland, either through actual occupation or by symbolic attachment to
the ancestral land, as with diaspora peoples; and

) a sense of communal solidarity.

Of particular significance for this dissertation is the strong case that first-century
Judeans had an ethnic identity. In connection with this, Esler (2009:73-91; 2017:12-19)
illustrates the point concerning Philo’s discussion of the proselyte in De virtutibus (102-
103), showing that each aspect of Philo’s account can be found in the Hutchinson and Smith
indicia.

The Greeks, too, can be regarded as an ethnic group (Hall 1997). Both Judeans and
Greeks are mentioned in Romans. Relevant to this dissertation is that the superordinate
identity I will argue is non-ethnic. So, I will suggest that we have two ethnic subgroups and
one non-ethnic superordinate group. Paul navigates the complexities of ethnic identities,
advocating for the coexistence of both Judean and non-Judean sub-ethnic groups within the
superordinate identity in Christ, without allowing any sub-group to dominate the group’s
collective identity. His call for acceptance among the diverse members of the Christ group

reflects his keen awareness of the potential for ethnic divisions to undermine communal

1Xx1
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unity. By framing ethnic characteristics as part of the Christ group’s sub-identity while

promoting a shared faith and superordinate identity, Paul illustrates the fluidity of ethnicity

and its interplay with social identity.

Incorporating these insights enables a deeper understanding of how collective
memory can shape identity formation, particularly in settings characterised by ethnic and
social diversity.

3.4 Prototypes

In SIT, a prototype refers to a cognitively constructed set of attributes—beliefs, behaviour,
and norms that define what it means to be a typical member of a group and distinguish that
group from others. However, prototypicality is the degree to which an individual embodies
these attributes, influencing their perceived legitimacy, influence, and leadership potential
within the group. Hogg (2001:185-186) explains that group members tend to conform to the
prototype, and those seen as most prototypical often emerge as informal leaders due to
depersonalised social attraction and perceived representativeness. This dynamic reinforces
group cohesion and identity salience, especially in contexts of uncertainty or intergroup

tension.

Additionally, a critical concept in understanding group dynamics is the prototype.
Eleanor Rosch, a pioneer in cognitive research on categorization, proposed that human
categories often revolve around a prototype—an ideal or typical member of a category (Rosch
1978; Lakoff 1987:39-55). Prototypes are not static; they evolve based on context and
experience, suggesting a preference for discussing "prototypicality” rather than fixed

prototypes (Turner et al. 1987:61; Luomanen 2007:168).

36



1Xx1

3.5 Social and Self-Categorization Theory
In 1985, John Turner, a former student of Tajfel, introduced Self-Categorisation Theory

(SCT) to bridge the gaps in SIT. In 1987, Turner published a book, co-authored with four
other social identity theorists (Hogg, Oakes, Reicher, and Wetherell), that further developed
his ideas. While SIT primarily explores intergroup discrimination, SCT examines the
processes within and between groups, addressing how individuals perceive themselves in
relation to their collective identity. Turner argued that group formation hinges on shared
perceptions of similarity and difference, fostering a sense of collective identity (Turner et al.
1987:15-16). He provided the foundational understanding of how people came to categorise
themselves (as group members) in the first place. Categorisation is an inherent trait among
living beings, extending from the simplest organisms to complex social structures. Every
entity categorises its experiences, discerning between beneficial and harmful encounters. It is
argued that social identity arises when individuals cognitively classify themselves and
others, using salient prototypes to define group membership (1987:50-52). This process of
self-categorisation leads to depersonalization, whereby people perceive themselves more as
interchangeable members of an in-group than as unique individuals. As group prototypes
shift with context and experience, so too does one’s self-definition and behaviour in
intergroup settings (1987:24). Likewise, Jung, Hogg, and Choi (2019:98-100) reaffirm that
depersonalization is a cognitive process through which individuals adopt prototypical group

norms, reducing uncertainty and reinforcing group identity.

In 2012, three social identity theorists (Alexander Haslam, Stephen Reicher, and
Katherine Reynolds) published a special issue of the British Journal of Social Psychology
that explored Turner’s distinctive contribution to the field. They identified John Turner’s key
discovery as the formalisation of social identity and self-categorisation processes into a

generative, testable theory that explains not only intergroup differentiation but also the very
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mechanisms of social influence and social change. They demonstrate that by anchoring social
behaviour in individuals’ self-definitions as group members, Turner revealed how collective
power, solidarity, and transformation emerge directly from shared identities, rather than from

fixed individual traits or external structures (Haslam, Reicher, and Reynolds 2012:202-204).

Some other scholars have extended Tajfel’s foundational insights and Turner’s self-
categorisation framework into new domains, refining core concepts and applying them to
contemporary social issues. For example, Rupert Brown appraises the “Tajfelian legacy,”
showing how social identity processes now inform research on organisational behaviour,
political polarisation, and virtual communities (Brown 2020:5-25). In addition, Dora
Capozza and Rupert Brown trace advances in category salience and implicit versus explicit
identity measures, arguing that social contexts dynamically shape which identity becomes
cognitively dominant (Capozza and Brown 2000:117). Furthermore, Jetten, Haslam, and
Haslam introduced the “social cure,” linking strong group identification to improved mental
and physical health outcomes (Jetten et al. 2017:112—114). Likewise, Hornsey reviews the
cognitive and motivational underpinnings of SIT and self-categorisation, clarifying how
identity processes oscillate between self-enhancement and epistemic motives (Hornsey

2008:60-62).

Shared categories typically possess defining characteristics that validate membership,
as exemplified by the classification of animals. Several scholars have reinforced Turner et
al.’s emphasis on fluid, context-sensitive prototypes in self-categorisation theory. For
example, Oakes, Haslam, and Turner (1994:110) show that prototypes are normative group
constructs whose content shifts as social contexts and group norms evolve. In addition,
Ellemers, Spears, and Doosje (1999:15) apply SCT to organisational life, arguing that role
expectations continuously recast who or what counts as prototypical. Furthermore, Haslam et

al. (2000:459) demonstrate empirically that prototypicality is dynamically reinforced or
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reshaped through everyday interactions, rather than anchored in fixed attributes. Turner and
Reynolds (2012:402) reaffirm that self-categorisation processes are inherently sensitive to
situational cues, thus favouring discussion of “prototypicality” over fixed “prototype”
definitions. Furthermore, they posit that as individuals become group members, they shift
from a personal to a social identity mode, aligning their interests with the group's.

There are other scholarly views. For example, Brewer shows that social identification
generates a dual identity in which group membership supplements rather than supplants the
personal self, thus avoiding any actual loss of individuality (Brewer 1991:478). In addition,
Ledn (2023:217-19) argues that the depersonalization model in close relationships argues that
“we-identities” in intimate contexts reflect complementarity and non-substitutability rather
than interchangeability. Likewise, Ellemers et al. demonstrate that social identity processes
create a multi—layered self-concept: personal and social identities coexist and interact rather
than one erasing the other (Ellemers et al. 1999:5; Haslam et al. 2012:204 ). The need for
categorisation is universal, underpinning social interactions across cultures (Roitto 2012:143-

156).

Most recently, Spears (2021:367:390) reviews research on how individuals’ group
identities shape their susceptibility to social influence. Grounded in self-categorisation
theory, this research examines the distinctive contribution of group identity processes to
persuasion and norm compliance, compares these to other normative explanations, and
explores the boundary conditions for their effectiveness. It explains that when individuals
strongly identify with a group, they are more likely to adopt that group’s norms, behaviors,
and beliefs—especially those they see as central or “prototypical.” This group-based
influence, according to self-categorization theory, can be more powerful than other types of

persuasion that do not focus on shared identity.
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3.6 Realistic Conflict Theory (RCT)
Realistic Conflict Theory (RCT) is a foundational concept in social psychology that explains

intergroup hostility as a consequence of competition over scarce resources. Muzafer Sherif
developed it in the 1950s and 1960s. RCT posits that when groups perceive their goals as
incompatible, especially in zero-sum contexts, prejudice, stereotyping, and discrimination
intensify. For example, Sherif’s Robbers Cave Experiment demonstrated that even well-
adjusted individuals, when placed in competitive group settings, quickly develop negative
attitudes toward outgroups. Crucially, Sherif demonstrated that hostility could be reduced
through the establishment of superordinate goals—shared objectives that require cooperation

(Sherif 1966:12-15).

RCT emerged from social psychology, diverging from earlier hedonistic models that
reduced human behaviour to individual pleasure-seeking. Donald Campbell (1965) later
formalised the theory, critiquing social exchange theorists like Thibaut and Kelley (1959) for
overlooking group-level dynamics. Significant works include "Intergroup Conflict and
Cooperation: The Robbers Cave Experiment" (Sherif et al. 1961), mentioned above, "In
Common Predicament" (Sherif 1966), and "Social Psychology" (Sherif and Sherif 1969).
These texts laid the empirical and theoretical groundwork for understanding how perceived
resource scarcity, not personality traits, drives intergroup conflict. RCT continues to influence

studies on ethnic tension, workplace diversity, and political polarisation.

3.7 Reduction of Intergroup Bias and Conflict

A pivotal aspect of SIT and SCT is the potential to mitigate intergroup bias and conflict.
Members of a group often strive for positive distinctiveness, which can lead to ethnocentrism
and ingroup favouritism, as demonstrated in Tajfel's experiments. This drive for
differentiation can incite conflict over resources and privileges, particularly between Judeans

who adhere to traditional beliefs and those who have embraced Christianity.
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While historical theories, such as Allport's contact hypothesis, suggested that personal
interactions can reduce prejudice (Allport 1954:281;Vezzali et al. 2018), Tajfel's work
challenges this notion, advocating for recategorization as a more effective strategy for
reducing prejudice. This approach facilitates the creation of a superordinate group identity
that encompasses diverse subgroups, promoting inclusivity without erasing individual
characteristics or identities. (Carmona et al. 2022:41-45; Dovidio et al. 2014:4-6). Gaertner &
Dovidio (2000:95-97) propose the common ingroup identity model, which shows that
recategorising individuals into a shared superordinate identity (e.g., “we”’) reduces bias while
allowing subgroup identities to remain salient. In addition, Wenzel, Mummendey, and
Waldzus (2007:334-336) use their ingroup projection model to demonstrate how
superordinate identities can be inclusive when subgroup differences are acknowledged and
respected. Furthermore, Brown and Hewstone (2005:84-86) support maintaining subgroup
identities within cooperative superordinate frameworks through their mutual intergroup
differentiation model. Also, Reicher et al (2010:1-40) offer a comprehensive overview of the
Social Identity Approach, which integrates SIT and SCT. They argue that this approach has
transformed social psychology by shifting the focus from individual traits to group-based
processes that shape perception, behaviour, and social influence. Furthermore, they argue that
group membership is central to how people define themselves and interpret the world. In
addition, they argue that depersonalization is not a loss of self, but rather a shift in
perspective that allows one to see oneself as a group member. Social influence is most
substantial when the source is perceived as prototypical of the in-group. The approach
explains phenomena like conformity, leadership, collective action, and intergroup conflict. It
challenges traditional models that treat individuals as isolated decision-makers. Furthermore,
Korostelina (2014:214-229) develops a systemic theory of insult grounded in SIT and power

dynamics, aiming to explain how insults function in intergroup conflict. She identifies six
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distinct types of insults: Identity insults — challenge the legitimacy of a group’s core identity;
projection insults — impose unwanted characteristics from one group onto another; divergence
insults — highlight differences to reinforce exclusion; relative insults — compare groups to
assert superiority; power insults — assert dominance or control; legitimacy insults — deny the
rightful status or recognition of a group. She applies this framework to the case of Pussy Riot
in Russia, showing how different insult types were used to delegitimise the group and its

supporters.
As a broad application of SIT to Romans 9-11, I will argue that Paul undertakes a

mission to unify Judeans and non-Judeans under the identity of the Christ community,
emphasising shared values and norms that transcend ethnic distinctions. This framework of
belonging fosters an environment where intergroup conflict diminishes, allowing for a
collective identity that embraces diversity within unity.

In addition, I will argue that Paul's construction of identity in Romans 9-11 reflects
key principles outlined above in the social identity approach. For example, in Romans 9, Paul
redefines Israel’s identity in terms of faith, promise, and divine mercy, rather than ethnic
lineage, although not denying their ethnicity. This social-theological recategorization mitrors
what Al Ramiah et al. (2011) describe as identity negotiation within status-diverse groups. In
addition, Paul’s appeal to non-Judeans to see themselves as grafted into Israel (Rom. 11:17—
24) reflects a superordinate identity strategy—one that seeks unity in Christ without erasing
Judean distinctiveness. However, a warning to be aware of is that such strategies can be
perceived differently; some Judean Christ-followers may resist assimilation. At the same

time, some non-Judean Christ-followers might assume full inclusion without recognizing
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historical covenantal distinctions. This tension parallels the integration vs assimilation

dilemma outlined in the article (Al Ramiah et al. 2011:49-50).!

Furthermore, Reicher et al. (2010) offer a clarifying synthesis of the social identity
approach, arguing that depersonalization reflects a contextual shift in self-definition rather
than the erasure of personal identity. From this perspective, individuals adopt the norms of a
salient in-group because they perceive themselves as representative of it, not because they
lose their individuality entirely. This reading aligns with Paul’s goal in Romans 9-11 to
reconceive the identity of Christ-followers through the framework of faith group membership
rather than ethnicity, but without denying their ethnicity. Also, Korostelina (2014), whom we
have already mentioned above, argues that understanding the dynamics of insult can help
analyse and resolve complex intergroup conflicts.? For example, in Romans 10, Paul
confronts Judean resistance to the gospel, but he carefully avoids identity insults—he does

not delegitimise Judean identity or traditions.

! Al Ramiah et al. argue that common ingroup identities can reduce intergroup bias but often provoke tension
between majority assimilationist expectations and minority integrationist preferences. This dynamic is evident in
Paul’s redefinition of Israel’s boundaries in Romans 911, where Gentile inclusion is affirmed but Jewish
distinctiveness is preserved (Al Ramiah, Hewstone, and Schmid 2011:49-50).

2 Korostelina argues that intergroup conflict often hinges on perceived identity insults—rhetorical strategies that
deny legitimacy, assert dominance, or reinforce exclusion (Korostelina 2014:217-219). In Romans 9—11, Paul
carefully avoids such insult dynamics; his appeals to Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers challenge
exclusionary prototypes while preserving the dignity of both groups. Rather than erasing distinction, Paul

frames the olive tree metaphor (Rom. 11:17-24) as a reconciliatory prototype—one that grafts in without
severing covenantal roots.
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Instead, he appeals to scripture (e.g., Isa. 52:7; Joel 2:32) to affirm that righteousness through
faith is accessible to all, including non-Judeans. By doing so, he reframes the prototype of
belonging without resorting to “projection insults” or “power insults” that would impose non-
Judean traits onto Judean identity or vice versa. In addition, Romans 11 deepens this strategy:
Paul’s metaphor of the olive tree (Rom. 11:17-24) honours Jewish covenantal history as the
“natural branches” while welcoming non-Judeans through grafting. This rhetorical move
aligns with Korostelina’s insight that inclusive group identity can be preserved through
respectful redefinition, rather than through legitimacy or divergence insults that alienate
minority identities. Paul avoids framing Judean unbelief as inferiority—instead, he
characterises it as temporary, urging humility among non-Judeans (Rom. 11:18-20). Thus,
Paul’s rhetorical posture in Romans 10—11 exemplifies a prototype revision that invites new
group configurations (faith-based inclusion) without dishonouring the legacy of the original
group (Israel). This affirms Korostelina’s claim that reducing intergroup tension depends on
avoiding rhetorical delegitimisation (Korostelina 2014:217-219). In contemporary discourse
on the interplay between social identity and collective memory in Paul's letters, the success of
a superordinate identity hinges on inclusivity and the avoidance of dominance by any

particular subgroup, as highlighted by Mummendey and Wenzel (1999).

Ultimately, Paul’s goal is to establish a common ingroup identity that respects
individual subgroup identities while promoting a harmonious and inclusive community

centered on Christ.

3.8 Collective Memory and Social Identity
Maurice Halbwachs (1992:38-40) introduced the concept of collective memory as socially

framed recollection, arguing that memory is shaped by group contexts such as family,
religion, and class. Research indicates that individuals who share common memories are

likely to perceive one another as part of the ingroup, thereby enhancing their collective
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identity. As Tavani et al. (2015:2-3 ) note, memories are integral to personal identity, but
Halbwachs (1997) emphasises that collective memory and group identity are connected.
Memories form a shared narrative that not only defines a group but also facilitates social

categorisation, reinforcing the bonds within the group.

Collective memory encompasses a rich tapestry of past experiences and cultural
artefacts, acting as a defining marker for ingroup identity. This memory is shaped by social
interactions and shared narratives, creating a sense of belonging among group members
(Jedlowski 2001:30-33; Licata & Klein 2005:241-243). The dynamics of collective memory
suggest a reciprocal relationship with social identity, in which the latter can influence how
memories are reconstructed to enhance group cohesion and protect identity. In addition,
Durkheim (1995:427:430), although he did not use the term “collective memory,” laid the
groundwork by showing how commemorative rituals sustain group solidarity. In addition,
Cordonnier et al. (2022:8) propose the ‘hourglass metaphor’ to explain how collective
memory flows between macro (societal), meso (family), and micro (individual) levels across
generations. Furthermore, Erll (2022:14) introduces the concept of implicit collective
memory, focusing on the unconscious transmission of information through media, narrative
schemata, and cultural framing. Most recently, Orianne and Eustache (2023:2-5) clarify the
distinctions between collective, shared, collaborative, and social memory, arguing that
collective memory resides in the individual consciousness shaped by group membership.

It is worth noting that Halbwachs’ model of collective memory assumes a relatively
stable, group-generated social framework that shapes how communities remember. Still, it does
not account for the fluidity, contestation, and strategic boundary-work that SIT highlights. By
contrast, Orianne and Eustache emphasise the dynamic, negotiated, and identity-regulating
functions of memory, precisely the processes that SIT identifies as central to intergroup

differentiation, threat management, and recategorization. Their approach aligns more closely
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with SIT’s emphasis on how groups actively construct, defend, and revise identity narratives in
response to social pressures. For this reason, Orianne and Eustache provide a better theoretical
fit for an SIT-informed analysis, whereas Halbwachs’ framework risks flattening the very
identity processes that SIT seeks to illuminate.

Broadly, relating collective memory and social identity formation to Romans 911,
Paul’s rhetorical strategy reflects a deliberate activation and reinterpretation of collective
memory to develop a new social identity framework and boundaries that hold the Judean
and non-Judean Christ-followers together. Drawing on SIT and SCT, Paul’s
theological narrative functions as a prototype revision grounded in shared beliefs and
scriptural memory. For example, we see a connection with the assertion of Maurice
Halbwachs that collective memory is constructed through social frameworks like religion and
kinship (Halbwachs 1992:38-40), when Paul re-narrates Israel’s story, referencing patriarchs
(Rom. 9:7-13), prophets (9:25-29), and covenantal patterns to invite a new identity prototype
based on the framework of promise and faith. Similarly, Cordonnier et al. envision memory
as flowing across macro, meso, and micro layers—Scripture (macro), Judean and non-Judean

Christ-group (meso), and personal faith (micro)—each present in Paul's identity framework
(2022:8). Erll adds depth through the concept of implicit memory—unconscious memory

transmission through narrative forms (2022:14). Connected to Erll’s concept, Paul does not
merely argue; he evokes. His selective use of prophetic texts becomes a rhetorical scaffolding
for collective belief and identity revision. Furthermore, Jedlowski (2001:30-33) and Licata &
Klein (2005:241-243) show that social identity is forged through shared stories. Paul’s
intertextual tapestry transforms Israel’s foundational narratives into a bridge of inclusion,
enabling non-Judeans to enter not by losing their identity, but by sharing a superordinate
identity. Finally, Bar-Tal (1990:35-46) identifies group beliefs as structuring behaviour,
leadership, and cohesion. Romans 9—11 exemplifies this: Paul does not dismantle Jewish

belief structures in Romans 10; instead, he reinterprets them in terms of faith in God’s
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salvation plan, sustaining ingroup dignity while expanding outgroup access. This is a

hallmark of SIT’s resolution strategies: belief realignment.

Paul's integration of collective memory and social identity within his letters serves as
a profound example of how shared narratives can foster unity among disparate groups. By
emphasising inclusivity and mutual respect, Paul offers a model for contemporary
applications of collective memory in the context of social identity. His work illustrates the
potential for collective memory to shape identities, promote solidarity, and ultimately foster a
harmonious community among diverse members.
3.9 Case Studies in Collective Memory
The Nigerian context provides a compelling illustration of the role of collective memory in
shaping social identity. For example, the Movement for the Actualization of the Sovereign
State of Biafra (MASSOB) utilizes memories from the Nigerian civil war to advocate for
Igbo self-determination, countering the official narratives imposed by the Nigerian state.

MASSOB advocates for the peaceful re-establishment of the Republic of Biafra, citing

historical marginalisation of the Igbo people since the end of the Nigerian civil war.’> They
view the Nigerian state as structurally biased, with federal policies favouring northern and
western regions. The group argues that self-determination is a legal right under international
law, and that peaceful agitation should not be criminalised. Internal divisions have weakened
MASSOB?’s influence, but its legacy continues through IPOB (Indigenous People of Biafra)
and other splinter groups. Relating collective memory and social identity, MASSOB frames
Igbo identity around historical victimisation, especially the legacy of the Nigerian civil war
and perceived marginalisation post-war. The group emphasises distinctiveness by evoking the
collective memory of Biafra, portraying Igbos as resilient, culturally rich, and yet unjustly
excluded from national leadership. MASSOB reinforces ingroup solidarity by contrasting

Igbo achievements with federal neglect, thereby triggering social comparison, a central aspect
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of SIT (Tajfel & Turner, 1979:35-40).

According to Tke (2021:36-59) and Obasi (2017), they have experienced perceived
ethnic discrimination and collective victimisation. Prototype alignment occurs through
Biafran symbols (flag, currency), reifying a shared narrative and promoting depersonalization
into “Biafran citizens”. Onuoha (2013:441-443) argues for the use of cultural repertoire as
a political tool by MASSOB. He argues that they utilise myths of origin, historical narratives,
symbols (such as flags and anthems), and collective memories that are strategically deployed
to forge a distinct Igbo ethno-political identity. According to him, these repertoires help

define who belongs to the Igbo ingroup and who constitutes the “other,” reinforcing group

boundaries and legitimising the call for self-determination. However, the neo-Biafran identity
1s not static, instead, it is invented and reinvented through cultural expression, adapting to
changing political contexts while maintaining a core narrative of exclusion and resilience.
Onuoha’s analysis shows that the Biafran movement is not merely nostalgic; instead, it is a
dynamic, identity-driven project rooted in cultural memory and political resistance.

Similarly, another major ethnic group in Nigeria, the Yoruba ethnic group, is making efforts
to assert its identity and political autonomy whilst reflecting a reclamation of shared historical
narratives. This has been ongoing through the efforts of Yoruba self-determination movements,
including the Oodua Peoples’ Congress (OPC) and Y oruba Nation agitators, who advocate for

regional autonomy or the restructuring of Nigeria’s federal system.

3 The movement emphasises nonviolent resistance, inspired by Mahatma Gandhi, and has promoted symbolic
acts such as issuing Biafran passports and currency. MASSOB’s ideology is rooted in Igbo nationalism, and its
grievances include lack of federal investment in the Southeast, political exclusion (no Igbo president since
1999), economic frustration and high youth unemployment.
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The movements emphasise control over regional resources, the preservation of Yoruba
cultural identity and history, and the decentralisation of political power away from Abuja,
Nigeria's capital. In addition, there is their discontent with the 1999 constitution, which is
viewed as skewed against southern interests and imposed without popular consent. They call
for restructuring or secession, driven by economic exclusion, insecurity, and political
imbalance (Agboola 2024:1-6; Badmus 2024; Ikubanni et. al. 2024). Y oruba agitation
cultivates ingroup pride by celebrating cultural excellence and governance potential. Ingroup
narratives position the Yoruba as politically mature and historically sovereign, using ingroup

projection to assert entitlement to autonomy (Wenzel et al. 2007:334-336).

These movements demonstrate how selective memories are employed to bolster group
identity, while marginalising narratives may be perceived as detrimental. The dynamics of
memory recall can thus lead to significant social mobilisation, as individuals align with

narratives that resonate with their collective identity.

3.10 Paul’s Use of Scripture in Romans as an Exercise in Collective Memory

In this dissertation, I will argue that in Romans 9-11, Paul adeptly utilises collective memory
through scriptural references to unite Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers. By
referencing texts such as Hosea and Isaiah, I will propose that Paul reinterprets historical
narratives that traditionally emphasised Israel’s identity, thereby creating an inclusive
framework for both groups. His approach not only acknowledges the significance of Judean
ancestry but also redefines it within the broader, non-ethnic context of salvation, which
encompasses all those who share the framework of faith in Christ.

Through his theological arguments, I will contend that Paul effectively constructs a
collective memory that transcends ethnic boundaries, fostering a unified identity in Christ.
This transformation of scriptural narratives into a collective memory serves as a tool for

social cohesion among diverse Christ-followers. Paul's use of the OT in Romans 9-11
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exemplifies this recategorization of Judean and non-Judean followers of Christ into a unified
group. He encourages them to derive their identity from their shared experience in Christ,
promoting solidarity while respecting individual ethnic identities.

This dynamic resonates with the African philosophy of “Ubuntu”, which underscores
relational identity, emphasizing that one's sense of self is rooted in social connections. Paul's
approach seeks to address these tensions by fostering a common identity in Christ and
offering hope of reconciliation to non-Christ-following Judeans. By encouraging acceptance
and unity among diverse groups within the Christ-following community, Paul aims to

cultivate mutual respect and understanding.

3.11 Identity Markers in Romans 9-11
Although Romans 9—-11 contains fewer explicit ingroup—outgroup markers than other Pauline
texts, these chapters are not without identity-laden distinctions. Paul differentiates between

29 ¢¢

groups through categories such as “Israel,” “Gentiles,” “the remnant,” “the hardened,”
“vessels of mercy,” and “vessels of wrath,” and through rhetorical contrasts between those
who pursue righteousness by faith and those who pursue it by works, or between branches
broken off and branches grafted in. Having said all these above, my interest is not in
cataloguing these labels but in examining how Paul uses Old Testament citations and
narrative patterns to construct an identity story that reframes these distinctions. In Romans 9—
11, Scripture serves as the framework through which Paul explains Israel’s past election,
present unbelief, and future restoration, while also redefining the place of Gentile
Christ-followers within that story. By retelling Israel’s story through the lens of God’s mercy,
promise, and calling, Paul provides the social-theological framework for recategorising both
Jews and Gentiles into one superordinate identity in Christ, not by erasing their social-ethnic

differences but by locating both groups within a single, scripturally grounded narrative of the

divine salvation plan of God through Christ.
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CHAPTER FOUR

USE OF SCRIPTURE IN ROMANS 9:1-29: SOCIAL IDENTITY PERSPECTIVE

4.1 Introduction

This chapter focuses on the use of scripture in Romans 9:1-29, primarily in relation to SIT
and, secondarily, to collective memory theory. In my exegesis, [ will use the Revised
Standard Version (RSV) translation of Romans unless I note otherwise concerning any
particular passage. The RSV is used here because its more literal, stable wording aligns
closely with the original languages and avoids some of the interpretive shifts introduced in
the NRSVue. I will examine the theological, historical, and rhetorical details of Romans 9:1-
29 in conversation with diverse scholars and then focus on exploring the notions of SIT in

this passage.

We have discussed SIT theories in Chapter Three, which outlines the methodology of
this thesis. We have already proposed in Chapter One that Paul cites these scriptures to
provide a narrative that consolidates the social identities of both Judean and non-Judean
followers of Christ in Rome. Consequently, this would create a superordinate identity out of

these two subgroups to resolve their conflict.

As we proposed in the previous section, we will argue below that Paul was not
primarily interested in explaining the context of the scriptural citations in 9-11 to his
audience. This does not mean that Paul and his audience are necessarily unaware of these
contexts. However, Paul relies more on the oracular use of these citations to motivate and
promote unity among Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers. The audience might have
been familiar with the narratives behind the citations, but it is unlikely that they would have
understood the contexts, as Richard Hays (1989) argues. Paul is more concerned about how

these citations, on their own terms, would shape the social relationships, identity, and unity of
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his audience.

As discussed in our methodology, for a new group with a unified identity to emerge,
there must be a new narrative, or the revitalisation of an existing narrative, that motivates this
new group to develop a common and unified identity. I argue below that this is what Paul is
doing with the citation of scriptures. He selects and revives certain aspects of the OT
scriptures, first to establish the framework for the creation of the Christ group and then to
create a common and unified identity among them. In a sense, this common identity is the
work of the Spirit, and Paul has earlier affirmed this in Romans 8. However, he now needs to
use these scriptures to awaken his audience's consciousness, lead them, and influence their

actions toward unity among themselves.

As for collective memory, it refers to the shared pool of memories, cultural narratives,
and symbolic practices that are actively transmitted and preserved within a community,
shaping its identity over time through social frameworks such as religion, family, education,
and public rituals (Halbwachs 1992:37-40, 52-53; Assmann 2008:49-50; Wertsch 2008:135—
137; Levy 2011:140-142). It enables the past to reveal much about the present and future
that would otherwise remain unspoken. Therefore, the process of election and creation of the
Christ-group is not new to the past, nor strange to the future. This is why Paul mentions the
narrative of Abraham and Isaac in this chapter, relating it to the creation of Israel, as its
paradigm correlates with that of the creation of the Christ-group. The selection and election
of both Israel and the Christ-group are not based on ethnicity or physical descent. Paul
envisions that the knowledge of God's electing and selecting plan would eliminate the ethnic
pride of the Judeans and the boasting of the non-Judeans when they see that God’s

outworking of His salvation plan is an outcome of His grace alone.
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4.2. The Election, Privilege, and Ethnicity of Israel (9:1-5)

Romans 9 'T am speaking the truth in Christ, I am not lying; my conscience
bears me witness in the Holy Spirit, >that I have great sorrow and
unceasing anguish in my heart. 3 For 1 could wish that I myself were
accursed and cut off from Christ for the sake of my brethren, my kinsmen
by race. * They are Israelites, and to them belong the sonship, the glory,
the covenants, the giving of the law, the worship, and the promises; > to
them belong the patriarchs, and of their race, according to the flesh, is the

Christ. God who is over all be blessed forever. Amen. (RSV)

Paul wants to explain the processes of identification, formation, and recategorization of the
Christ group. In Rom. 9:1-3, Paul displays his intense emotional attachment to his fellow
ethnic Judeans by calling them his kinsmen according to the flesh (cuyyev@®v pov katd
obpxa). In his anguish, Paul wishes that he could be accursed for the sake of his co-ethnics.
Givens (2014:34-50) teases out the ethnic discourse in this section in comparison to the
generic use of odpka by some scholars. He argues that Paul’s use of cdpka in Romans 9—-11
is not merely generic or anthropological but deeply embedded in ethnic discourse, signaling
Judean identity and covenantal lineage rather than universal human nature (Givens 2014:34—
50). He critiques scholars who flatten cépka into a neutral category, showing instead that
Paul uses it to negotiate ethnic boundaries and divine election within a historically situated
narrative. The use of kinsmen and brothers (40eAp®Vv) in Rom. 9:3 has caused Cranfield
(1975:459) to argue that “unbelieving Israel is within the elect community, not outside of it.”
While Middendorf (2016:837-38) rejects Cranfield’s view, Moo (1996:599) on the other hand
gives an even-handed discussion of these possibilities. Cranfield is wrong if he means the
“unbelieving Israelites” are part of the elect people of God, because Paul will later argue in
9:6-9 that their ethnicity does not guarantee their election as God’s people. However, if he
means that the “unbelieving Israelites” are still co-ethnics with the elect Israelites, then he is

right. Nonetheless, Paul treats these “unbelieving Israelites” as an outgroup in comparison to
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the Judean Christ-followers.

We argue in this dissertation that in SIT terms, Paul uses “kinsmen and brothers” as
identity terms to depict his shared ethnic identity and belonging with this non-Christ Israelite
group. Moo (559) rightly points out that Paul uses this descriptor of “his fellow Jews” to
demonstrate the degree of his continuing identification with loyalty to and concern for them.
Though an apostle to the non-Judeans, Paul remained a Judean. It is also essential to note that
Paul’s reference to Judeans as brethren, sons, and relatives is plural. This may signify that
Paul has Judeans in mind as a collective ethnic group, not just individual Judeans. We also need
to remember that many individual Judeans followed the Messiah at the time of Paul’s writing,
though the majority rejected him. Many individual Judeans came to be baptised by John the
Baptist (John 3:23). For example, John 3:23 states: “John also was baptising at Aenon near
Salim, because water was plentiful there, and people were coming and being baptised.” While
the verse does not list individual names, it implies that many Judeans came to be baptised.
This is supported by earlier passages like Matthew 3:5-6: “Then Jerusalem and all Judea and
all the region about the Jordan were going out to him, and he baptised them in the river
Jordan.” These texts reflect a collective Judean response to John’s ministry. Additionally, a
sizable number of Judeans are mentioned in Romans 16. Paul greets several individuals in
Romans 16 who are identified as his relatives or fellow Jews (Greek: cvyyeveic). These include
Andronicus and Junia — “my kinsfolk and fellow prisoners” (Rom. 16:7), Herodion — “my
kinsman” (Rom. 16:11), Lucius, Jason, and Sosipater — “my kinsmen” (Rom. 16:21). These
names reflect ethnic Judean identity within the Roman Christ-followers (Bauckham 2002:165-

180; Ehrensperger 2024:539-545).

While Paul was concerned about the unbelief of Judeans toward the Messiah, there
was another primary concern that Paul addressed in Romans 9-11. His concern was also

related to the consequences of the unbelief in the Christ community, given their perception of
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how God was “righteousing” (Campbell 2009; Negewo 2021; Wright 2013) both Judeans and
non-Judeans. The question, therefore, is whether God’s specific promises to Abraham, Isaac,

and Jacob still stood for the Judeans.

Since many of these ethnic Judeans also belong to the Christ group, Paul is igniting
the cognitive and emotional aspects of social categorisation to gain a positive influence

among them by showing affection for the group. This would boost the self-esteem of the

Judeans in the Christ group, whom Paul identifies as co-ethnics. This may also increase the
flexibility of the Christ group boundary, allowing more non-Christ Judeans to engage in
social mobilisation and join the Christ group. Nevertheless, Paul also distances himself from
this Judean group by using “they” to begin v. 4, which signifies that there is another group to
which Paul belongs that excludes these Judean non-Christ group. Paul’s rhetorical shift
between “they” and “us” in Rom. 9:1-3 signals a layered self-identity that transcends ethnic
boundaries. His grief for Israel is deeply personal, yet his use of “us” aligns him with a
broader, multi-ethnic Christ-group. This reflects what social psychologists call an expanded
‘social self-concept’, and what NT scholars describe as identity reconfiguration in light of
divine calling. James Dunn, a leading voice in Pauline studies, especially through the New
Perspective on Paul, argues that Paul’s identity is not a rejection of his Judean heritage but a
redefinition of belonging through the framework of faith in Christ. Dunn emphasises that
Paul’s theology of justification and inclusion challenges ethnic exclusivity and reorients
identity around Christ rather than Torah or ancestry (Dunn 1998:334-371; 2005:95-122; Buel
2005:1-45).
Then we read in Rom. 9:4-5,

They are Israelites, and to them belong the sonship, the glory, the covenants, the

giving of the law, the worship, and the promises; to them belong the patriarchs, and of

their race, according to the flesh, is the Christ. God who is over all be blessed

forever. Amen. (RSV).

55



Xx1

Above, Paul mentions some ethnic prototypical characteristics of this Judean ethnic group.
They have been placed in the position of the possessors of a son (adoption), and of glory, and
the covenants, and to them was given the law. They are possessors of the sacred service.

(temple) and the promises, of whom are the Fathers, and out of whom is the Christ

according to the flesh. These are the attributes they share as an ethnic group, which shape
their identity, behaviour, and beliefs. This passage is rich with ethnic markers that align with
Hutchinson and Smith’s indicia of ethnicity, offering a sociological framework for
interpreting Paul’s theological rhetoric. The shared historical memories indicator corresponds
to Israel’s reception of the covenants, promises, and adoption, which reflect long-standing
divine interactions remembered and ritually celebrated across generations. The myth of
temple worship, he taps into a distinctive culture, one defined by Torah observance and
sacred rituals. The glory—often interpreted as the divine presence in the sanctuary reflects
Israel’s association with a homeland and sacred center, namely the Jerusalem temple. Finally,
his mention of the Messiah, who comes “from them according to the flesh,” underscores both
a shared name and a sense of solidarity, reinforcing Paul’s ethnic framing by rooting Jesus
within Israel’s story and affirming their eschatological role (Hutchinson and Smith 1996:6-
18). This alignment shows how Paul reaffirms Israel’s ethnic identity while envisioning unity
in diversity—an inclusive future in which non-Judeans are grafted into the same story
without erasing Israel’s priority or distinctiveness. In addition to these ethnic characteristics,
the use of TopanAiton in 9:4 and Topanh in 9:6 signifies that Paul was referring to ethnic
Israel and identified with them. In Romans 9:4, Paul uses the term TopoanAiton (“Israelites™)
to refer explicitly to ethnic Israel, emphasising strong covenantal and genealogical
connotations. This identifies Paul’s “kinsmen according to the flesh” (Rom. 9:3) as the
physical descendants of Jacob (Esler 2003:266—67; Moo 1996:565). This suggests that Paul is
drawing on an established historical self-designation among these Judeans, marked by a

shared collective name and communal solidarity (Hutchinson and Smith, 1996).

56



In contrast, ToponA in Rom. 9:6 (“not all who are from Israel are Israel”) introduces a
theological distinction between ethnic Israel and ethnic Israel of promise, which refers to
those who belong to God by faith in the Messiah. Scholars such as Dunn and Moo agree that
Paul redefines Israel in terms of divine election and promise, rather than mere descent (Dunn
1988:541-42; Moo 1996:571-72).

Thus, while TopanAitan affirms Paul’s solidarity with ethnic Jews, TopanA in v.6
signals a remnant theology, where ethnic Israel is constituted by faith, not flesh. This dual use
reflects intra-ethnic boundary negotiation through which Paul redefines the proper name
“Israel” to include promise-based identity, not just ethnic descent. Paul’s rhetorical move
mirrors Hutchinson and Smith’s idea that ethnic names can be contested and reinterpreted.
The name “Israel” becomes a tool of inclusion and exclusion, based on theological criteria. I
will refer to these ethnic Israelites from now on as Judeans.* It is also possible that Paul
wants to remind the Judeans of the positive nature of these ethnic characteristics, as they had
become entrenched in them rather than using them to enhance their mission as a light to the
non-Judeans. The last clause of the sentence in verse 5, 6 ®v €ni wévtwv 00 has diverse
interpretations, but I suggest here that it refers to God as the Father of all. The God of the

Judeans is also the universal God of the nations (Lemaire 2005:57-59).

“For example, Steve Mason argues that loudaios in the Greco-Roman world referred to an ethnic-geographic
identity, not a religious one. He prefers “Judean” to reflect ancient categories more accurately. Likewise, Adele
Reinhartz engages critically with the ethical and historical implications of translating loudaios as “Jew.” He
suggests “Judean” may be more precise in certain contexts to avoid anachronism and anti-Jewish readings. In
addition, Daniel Schwartz proposes a nuanced use of both “Judean” and “Jew” to reflect transitions in identity
from territorial to religious frameworks. Furthermore, Shaye Cohen suggests that the term “Jew” becomes
appropriate only after the Hasmonean period, when religious identity becomes more distinct.

5 The biblical conception of God evolves in both scope and identity—from a deity intimately known among the
Judeans to a transcendent, universal sovereign accessible to all nations. As Lemaire (2005:57-59) emphasises,
“The God of the Judeans is also the universal God of the nations,” reflecting the theological impulse in biblical
literature to extend Yahweh’s authority beyond ethnic and territorial boundaries. This theme resonates
particularly in Paul's rhetorical shift in Romans 9-11, where he reinterprets scriptural promises not only in light
of Israel’s election, but also within the broader framework of non-Judean inclusion.

1Xx1
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Some scholars like Kasemann (1980:260-261), Dunn (1987:2842-2890), and
Cranfield (1975:473) has suggested that 9:6a is the theme of chapters 9-11 and is often
persuaded that Paul’s concern was theological. There is no doubt that Paul has theological
concerns, but it would be an “idealistic fallacy” (Holmberg 1978:205-207) to assume that this
was Paul’s sole concern apart from the social issues. Johnson has also suggested that Paul’s
concern was the theological defense of God’s trustworthiness. For her, Paul sought a balance
of God’s impartiality concerning God’s faithfulness to Israel (Johnson 1989:11-75). However,
there is nothing in this letter to suggest that Paul had any doubt about God’s faithfulness; his
concern was more about the possible misconception that God’s promise had failed to achieve

its purpose. This ‘sole theological’ focus on Romans 9-11 is the reason that many evangelical

churches preach through this letter, yet socio-ethnic concerns and prejudice in our churches

remain unchallenged.

We concur with Esler that it is difficult to separate the “theological” from the “social”
in this letter (Esler 2003:269). In line with Esler, I will argue that the theological confusion of
the Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers in Rome fueled their socio-ethnic issues. They
did not understand how God was working out his righteousness among them, beginning with
the Judeans and later to the non-Judeans (Rom. 1:16-17). The probable groups of Christ-
followers and their challenges are listed below.

First, the Judean Christ-followers are still struggling with God’s way of righteousness.
They may still meet in their groups, representing the Judean model Christ-followers in
Jerusalem (Acts 1:7). They are likely to devote themselves not only to the law but also to
their faith in Christ. In addition, they may have felt let down that certain fellow Judeans have
settled quickly into this new Christ group, comprising both Judeans and non-Judeans, and are
no longer antagonistic towards observing the law and other ethnic rites, especially in relation

to the prohibition on table-fellowship between Judeans and non-Judeans, probably related to

58



1Xx1

the fear of idolatry (Esler 1998:93-116). The second group are Christ followers, comprising
both Judeans and non-Judeans. Some of the Judeans in this group may have come under
pressure from the first group. Additionally, some Judeans in this group may feel
uncomfortable with the boasting (11:16-18) of the non-Judeans regarding the Judean Christ
followers in this group and the first group. The third group are the non-Judean Christ
followers who may have assumed that God’s promises to the Judeans had ended and were
now boasting about their present status with God. This group might have been meeting
separately. Esler (2003:269) has suggested a fourth group whom Paul had not persuaded to
become followers of Christ. These Judeans also had the privileges mentioned in verses 1-5,

but Paul had taught that they would need to place faith in the Messiah to be righteous apart

from the law. Esler suggests that these Judeans may have criticised Paul because if the law
could not achieve righteousness and salvation for them apart from Christ, then God’s promise
had not achieved its purpose. Paul may have faced this issue with these Judeans, and he was
very concerned for their salvation. However, it is more likely that Paul had Judean Christ-
followers in mind, as well as their relationship with non-Judean Christ-followers.

Back to Rom. 9:6, Paul articulates the framework for Israel's creation and formation.
Paul asserts emphatically that God’s word has not failed. He uses the perfect tense
gxknéntokey of the root form mintw to indicate that such a thing has never happened in the
past and is unlikely to happen in the present. Paul means that God’s word has not failed to
produce its desired outcome among the Judeans with respect to the salvation of the non-
Judeans. However, Israel’s plight is nonetheless real, and her situation of unbelief is serious.
However, since some Judeans are part of the Christ-group at the time of writing this letter,
Paul needs to ensure that their positive distinctiveness, status, stability, and legitimacy are
protected. This affirmation of God’s promise will build up the honour rating of the ‘Jews'
(Witherington 2004:250). The Judean Christ-followers need to be assured that God’s plan for

their ethnic group is still ongoing in comparison to God’s outworking of his promises among
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the non-Judeans. The need to be assured of one’s status within a group is one reason
individuals join certain groups (Reynolds and Turner 2010). Otherwise, they would not be
motivated to participate in that group; hence, the group's unity would be compromised
(Haslam et al. 2010:341-56). A similar case is made by Lacoviello et al. (2017:31-41), who
argue that positive self-esteem helps group members adhere to the group's norms and
standards.

The reason that Paul gives for the non-failure of God’s word among the Judeans is that
not all who are physical descendants from Israel belong to the children of God (9:6b). Some
commentators quickly resolve the puzzle posed by 9:6b by suggesting that Pau redefines
“Israel” but without teasing out the social implications for Paul’s audience (Hiibner 1984:17).
There are other scholars (Dodd 1953:155; Barrett 1962:180; Dunn 1988:540) who argue that
the social status of “Israel” has been redefined to include the “Gentiles.” However, at this
stage of Paul’s argument, he is not yet about to redefine the boundaries around the
Judeans such that they now include the non-Judeans. The ‘Israel’ referred to here still refers
to historical ethnic Israel (Campbell 2006:49, 52, 129-33). The expression in 9.6b, £& Topan,
refers to Israel understood as an ethnic group, characterised by the typical indicators of ethnic
characteristics found in 9.4-5. At this stage of Paul’s argument, he is likely referring to a
subgroup of ethnic Israel (Judeans). This is the only way Paul’s argument will be consistent
throughout 9-11. If Paul meant the Christ-group, which comprises both Judeans and non-
Judeans, then his use of Israel in 9:6b would not be consistent in 9-11. For Paul, the Christ-
group has not replaced Israel in 9-11 (although we note ‘Israel of God’ in Gal 6.16).
However, we note that some Israelites are part of the Christ group. Similarly, Esler (2006:23-
24) argues that Paul strategically reshapes the collective ethnic memory of Abraham, which
was foundational to Judean identity in the first century. Drawing on theories of collective
memory and ethnicity, he posits that Paul's Judean opponents in Galatia promoted
circumcision as a gateway to Abrahamic lineage. Paul, however, contests this by constructing
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a counter-memory in Galatians 3, redefining Abraham’s descendants not by ethnicity but by
faith in Christ. According to Esler, this move creates a “fictive ethnicity”—a socially
constructed identity where inclusion is based on baptismal union with Christ rather than
bloodline. Paul thereby excludes non-Christ Judeans from Abrahamic descent, although they

are still Israelites, and centers the new Christ-following group as Abraham’s true heirs. Esler

describes this as a radically inclusive yet rhetorically aggressive reconfiguration of group

boundaries, later tempered in Romans.®

Also, Paul argues that not all the descendants (oméppa) of Abraham are his children
(téxva) (9:7). Rather, it is only the descendants of Isaac who are the ones called (kAnOncetai
-from koAéw). It is not all the children of the flesh (physical descendants of Abraham) who
are the children of God; rather, it is the children of the promise who are counted for the

offspring, according to the word of the promise (Gen. 18:14).

So, how do we resolve this puzzle in 9:6-8? The immediate problem one observes
among many interpreters is their failure to note the shift in subject in 9:6b from 'descendants
of Israel' to 'descendants of Abraham' in 9:7 (Tucker 2018:266; Wengst 2008:298-9). Tucker
highlights that Paul’s rhetorical shift from “Israel” in Romans 9:6b to “Abraham” in 9:7
signals a broadening of scope—from a national identity rooted in covenantal privilege to a
genealogical framework that includes multiple lineages. He argues that this move allows Paul
to introduce the principle of divine election by distinguishing between Abraham’s sons (e.g.,
Isaac vs. Ishmael), thereby reinforcing the idea that not all physical descendants are heirs of
the promise. Wengst (2008) contends that Paul affirms ethnic Israel’s identity rather than
undermining it, and the subsequent reference to Abraham in 9:7 serves to trace the genealogy
of Israel through Isaac—not to exclude but to reinforce Israel’s covenantal continuity. His
post-supersessionist reading emphasises Paul’s solidarity with his people and the enduring

validity of Israel’s election. Nonetheless, this shift from ‘Israel’ in 9:6b to Abraham in 9:7
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immediately shows differentiation among the Judeans along the line of cép& (flesh) versus

gmayyeha (the promise) in Rom. 9:8. What is in view here is that physical descent alone does
not determine belonging to Abraham’s lineage, but physical lineage is not eradicated.
According to Esler (2003:185-94), there is no defamation of physical descent at this point
since Paul is referring to ethnic Israel to signal a positive relation to Israelite corporate
identity. Also, Fitzmyer (1993:560) argues that ‘Israel’ in the second instance refers to

‘Jewish Christians,’ to those of ‘ethnic Israel’ who have put their faith in Christ”, although he
goes too far to introduce ‘Christian, > which is not Paul’s point in this section. Likewise,
Barrett (1957:180) is right to argue that Paul seeks to differentiate two subgroups among
ethnic Israel, between tékva and onéppa. Kyrychenko (2003:218) suggests interpreting the
equivocal expression "all the descendants of Israel are not equal to elected Israel" in the sense
that, although all ethnic Israelites are included in the elected Israel, ethnic Israelites are not
equal to the elected Israel, as the latter exceeds the former. In other words, elected Israel is a
larger entity than ethnic Israel. This is because the elected Israel encompasses all those who
inherit the blessings of the promise given to the patriarchs—including both Judeans (ethnic
Israel) and non-Judeans or Gentiles (Gen. 12:2-3; Rom. 4:16-17; Gal. 3:8). His interpretation,
therefore, suggests that ethnic identity in this case, a birthright, does not govern God's

election.

6 Also, Jae-Hyun Lee — His 2022 monograph, Paul’s Gospel, Empire, Race, analyzes Paul's identity-making in
Galatians and Romans through the lens of ‘race’ and fictive ethnicity, arguing that Paul's theology forms new
ethnoracial boundaries. Likewise, Caroline Johnson Hodge, in If Sons, Then Heirs: A Study of Kinship and
Ethnicity in the Letters of Paul (2007), examines how Paul uses kinship and ethnic metaphors to build identity
among Gentile believers.
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Although Kyrychenko’s interpretation is valid in asserting that ethnic identity does not
govern God’s election, its weakness lies in his hasty conclusion that elected Judeans
include non-Judeans, which does not align with Paul’s point at this stage of his argument in
9:6b. Paul does not expressly address this argument of non-Judean inclusion until Rom. 9:24.
To assert that Paul includes the non-Judeans as part of the elected Israel, according to
Kyrychenko is to deny the Judean ethnicity in the Christ-group. However, this is not Paul’s
argument; while he affirms that Judean ethnicity is not the basis for election, he does not deny

their ethnicity.

[ will revise Kyrychenko’s interpretation to clarify that not all individuals identified

as ethnic Israel (Judeans) are included among the Judeans (of promise) whom God has

chosen to use as his instrument for displaying his righteousness. Paul draws a distinction
based on God's very promise to Abraham (Wright 2002:635-36). Therefore, the

privilege of Abrahamic descent, though important, is not the guarantee of God's election;
rather, it is by the electing grace of God alone. Later, Paul will use the same basis to argue for
the co-belonging of both Judeans and non-Judeans in the Christ-group. Next, he will
introduce the concept of a new non-ethnic identity in his argument. Then we shall be in the

zone of redefining God’s people to include both Judeans and non-Judeans.

So, the first step in tackling the puzzle of Rom. 9:6-7a is to establish that the status of
being children related to God’s promises is not constituted by ethnic belonging; hence, Paul
cites Gen. 21:12 in Rom. 9:7b, “but through Isaac shall your descendants be named.” This
citation has no introductory formula, but the use of todt’ £€otv in v. 8§ would have somehow
shown that this was a quotation. Paul cites this scripture verbatim from the Septuagint of
Gen. 21:12: 'Ev Toadx kAnOncetai cot onéppa (Rom. 9:7). It is commonly used in both

Jewish and non-Jewish texts (Koch 1986: 28), and it explains the categorisation and
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distinctions for which Paul wants to argue. The word kaAéwm pulls together Paul’s argument in
Rom. 9:7,12, 24, 25, 26, suggesting calling into existence or an act of creation, not simply a
random act of selecting one person or group rather than another (Gaventa 2010: 260; Barclay
2015b: 530). It is worth noting that Paul speaks in terms of groups, not just individuals. He is
using this story to depict the origin of corporate Israel (Campbell 2023:267). Paul sees the
calling of Isaac and Jacob in relation to Israel’s call as an act of divine creation. Therefore, he

uses the story to affirm that Israel is not constituted by ethnic descent but by divine promise.

Once again, we are discussing the differentiation between sperma and tekna in terms
of ingroup and outgroup distinctions. This point is sharpened in Genesis 21:12, where
Ishmael’s ethnicity as a physical descendant of Abraham is not denied. However, it is deemed

insufficient for covenantal sonship. This is because true sonship and membership in

Abraham’s family depend on participation in God’s promise, not merely on bloodline.
Concerning this, Noble (2013) argues that Paul takes a radical move to invert traditional
Jewish memory, where Ishmael, the son of a slave, becomes a metaphor for those who rely on
Torah observance (including circumcision), while Isaac, born through divine promise,
represents those who are justified by faith. However, Noble argues that the priestly source in
Genesis does not erase Ishmael but instead integrates him as a legitimate recipient of divine
blessing. Ishmael is granted progeny and longevity, even if not the covenantal heir. Noble’s
thesis suggests that biblical memory of Ishmael is more inclusive than often assumed, which
makes Paul’s allegorical exclusion in Galatians 4 all the more striking. Noble’s priestly
inclusive argument of Ishmael is not convincing. Although Noble cites the 2009 collection of
the strata of the priestly writings as his sole source for contemporary priestly scholarship
(Noble 2016:12 n. 37), he entirely overlooks Christophe Nihan’s essay “The Priestly
Covenant, Its Reinterpretations and the Composition of ‘P,”” which argues that the priestly

redactor narrows the scope of Abraham’s blessing, recasting it in particularist terms focused
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on Isaac’s lineage and effectively excluding Ishmael from covenant-heir status (Warner
2017:240). In contrast to Noble’s argument, Paul’s line of reasoning thus far implies that other
groups may likewise be excluded from being counted among the fekna, even though they are
Judeans by ethnicity. In this thesis, we shall argue that the Judeans, who do not believe in the
Messiah, are the group that Paul is most worried about. However, they still retain their Judean

ethnicity.

In Isa. 63:16, “For thou art our Father, though Abraham does not know us and Israel
does not acknowledge us; thou, O Lord, art our Father, our Redeemer from of old is thy
name,” there is evidence of another group who claims a filial relationship with God. Still,
Abraham was ignorant of them, and Israel did not acknowledge them. Therefore, it makes
sense that Paul categorises a group of descendants of Abraham as different from other

descendants of Israel. This reflects the self-understanding of the postexilic remnant Judeans

returning from Babylon, who, having been severed from the ancestral promises, nonetheless
claim direct filial status with God. Rather than appealing to Abrahamic descent, this
community forges a new identity rooted in divine deliverance, asserting God’s fatherhood as
the very basis of their belonging. Childs (2001:580-82) reads this as the emergence of a
“fictive filiation,” where the exiles redefine kinship with God apart from ethnic lineage. Mays
(1994:312-13) argues that Second Isaiah deliberately shifts the locus of identity from
patriarchal ancestry to covenantal redemption, so that “those whom Israel has forsaken now

claim God as Father on the sole ground of his saving action.”

Therefore, there are other groups in Israel, but Paul argues that only God selects the
descendants of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and they are children of God. This does not mean
that God rejects those who are not called; instead, God uses those who are called and chosen

to carry out his salvation plan among Judeans and non-Judeans.

Next, we have in Rom 9.8: ‘This means it is not these children by physical descent

1Xx1
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who are children of God, but the children of the promise are counted as progeny.’ Once again,
we are in the zone of differentiating an ethnic from a non-ethnic identity, where physical
descent is replaced by fictive descent. It is worth noting that Paul uses the expression tekna
tou theou (‘children of God’) earlier in Romans (8.6, 21) and it will appear in the next verse.
This is a highly significant expression, a common ingroup designation for Christ-followers
(used also in the Prologue to John’s Gospel and John 11.52). It does not replace physical
descent from Abraham; instead, it includes those who are physically descended from

Abraham, who have believed in the Messiah.

In SIT terms, Paul is engaging in a social identity explanation of the framework for
the processes involved in constituting and creating Israel, which is not based on ethnic and

physical descent alone, but on God’s promise to Israel. This is a redefinition of the

boundaries, identity descriptors, and framework of ingroup membership, shifting from one
based solely on physical descent to one based on God’s promise (énayyeiia). It would help
the Judeans understand their transition from an ethnic-bound identity to a Christ-centered,
non-ethnic group identity. It would also be relevant for Judean Christ-followers who might
struggle with including non-Judean Christ-followers in the Christ-group once they

understand the framework of this non-ethnic identity formation.

The background narrative is that Sarah has demanded that Abraham get rid of Hagar
and Ishmael, so that Ishmael would not share in Isaac's inheritance (Gen. 21:10). This news
greatly upset Abraham. However, God comforted him by reminding him that his descendants
would always be called through Isaac (Gen. 21:12), not through Ishmael. God also promised
to make the descendants of Ishmael great (Gen. 21:13), and they would survive and grow to
become an ancestor of a great nation; however, he was not the child of the promise, unlike
Isaac. Therefore, Paul’s emphasis is on the differentiation that distinguishes Isaac from

Ismael, through whom the posterity of Abraham will continue, in relation to the framework of
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the creation of Israel.

In the Israelite tradition, it was the lineage of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, not just
Isaac or Jacob, as individuals, received the promised inheritance. For example, in Exodus 3,
God reveals Himself as the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob (Miihling 2011:343-69).
Later, it is argued that this is also true of the non-Judean Christ group; they are also called by
God’s grace, not by their physical descent, just as the lineage of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob is
called. The implication is that only the called seed (oméppa), in this case depicted by Isaac, is
elected as a child; the emphasis is on the “calling,” not ethnicity. This leads to a
recategorization within the seed (onéppa), which is related to the promise, but this is not a
recategorization based on ethnic differentiation within Israel. Instead, in a broader sense, it is
a recategorization, similar to the past, when some descendants of Abraham were excluded due

to the promise; this process is being repeated in the present.

This may appear to be Paul discriminating against the Judeans who are not of the
promise. However, when this argument is placed in the broader context of his argument that
God’s promise is not without effect among them, then it becomes a reinforcement of the
positive distinctiveness relating to the status of the Judean Christ followers in the Christ
group. God sovereignly calls them without giving up their ethnic identity, but not by their
ethnic belonging. This thought of God’s sovereign calling without giving up their Judean
ethnicity (although not by ethnic belonging) gives them hope that God’s work is not yet over
among all the ethnic Israelite non-Christ group. This will provide further basis for Paul to

argue in 11:16 that all Israel will be saved.

From the SIT perspective, this redefinition has profound implications for the group
dynamics within the early Judean Christ-group and the non-Christ Judeans. This is because
individuals derive part of their identity from their belonging to social groups, which have

clear ingroup (insider) and outgroup (outsider) differentiations. Among the Israelites, ethnic
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descent from Abraham has long been a prototypical trait and identity marker, one of the six
indicators of ethnicity identified by Hutchinson and Smith. Now, Paul redefines the ingroup
membership of Israel to mean that being a true descendant of Abraham is based on God’s
promise, not ethnic descent. This election of Israel from among Abraham’s other descendants
means that some of the same physical descent can be called while some are not, not by ethnic

distinction but by God’s promise.

Did Paul’s audience grasp the original context of this citation? Although the oracular
sense of this citation is what Paul is deploying, Abasciano (2005:191) argues that his

audience would likely have been familiar with this passage in general terms. While

Abasciano is right; however, it is doubtful that they would have known its full original
context. Additionally, if they were aware of the full context, the story of the conflict between
Sarah and Hagar would not have enhanced the proposed unity that Paul sought to achieve
among the Christ-group. Furthermore, this narrative in Genesis offers a picture of a family
containing two subgroups (Sarah and Isaac and Hagar and Ishmael), which cannot be
reconciled into one family and where one subgroup must be expelled. The oracular view of
Stanley, earlier discussed in the methodology chapter, is surely to be preferred to that of

Hays in this instance.

However, how does the new non-ethnic framework of selection affect the Christ-
group? Since no group exists in isolation, Paul wants this new non-ethnic framework for
ethnic Israel to be understood in comparison to the creation of the Christ group, for which
physical descent is not the basis for its framework and creation. Paul is shifting the boundary
and prototypical descriptors of inclusion from ethnic to non-ethnic descriptors. We shall

discuss this in a later section of this chapter.

The following citation in Rom. 9:9 is from Gen. 18:14. It reiterates the promise made
in Gen. 18:10. It reinforces Paul’s attempt to distinguish Isaac as the child of promise (Hays
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1989: 65). With 6 Adyog ovtoc, Paul is signalling that he is quoting scripture (émayysiiog yop
0 Mdyoc ovtoc: Kotd tov kanpdv todtov hevcopar koi Eotan tfj Zappa vidg). When the LXX
rendering of Genesis 18:14 is placed in comparison with the formulation in Genesis 18:10,
the textual variations that appear are minimal and do not materially shift the sense of the
promise. These slight differences therefore offer no substantive reason to question the
conclusion that Paul’s wording in Romans 9:9 reflects a conscious reliance on Genesis
18:10. This is significant for Paul’s argument, since the initial annunciation of the promise to
Sarah in 18:10, rather than its later reaffirmation in 18:14, better supports his claim that the
identity of the ‘children of promise’ is grounded in God’s sovereign initiative rather than in
biological descent.

So, it is likely that the source of this quotation is from the LXX of Gen. 18:10 or Gen. 18:14.

Gen. 18:14 LXX pn) advvatel mapd 1 0ed piijpo £ic TOV Katpdv ToDToV avasTtpéym
TpOg o€ gig Mpag Kol Eoton Tf) Zappa viog
Gen. 18:10 LXX &inev 8¢ énavactpépmv HED TpOG 68 KoTd TOV KOpOV TODTOV €ic
dpag kol EEeL VIOV Zappa 1) Yovi 6oL Zappa 0 ikovoev TPog Th BOPQ TG GKNVIG
ovoo dmchev avTod
Before Genesis 18, Abraham had already been given the promise of descendants many times
(Gen. 12:2; 13:16; 15:5; 17:5), but here the promise is narrowed and connected to the birth of

Isaac at a specific time. Paul uses Gen. 18:14 to categorise the “children of promise” to

distinguish them from the larger category of the “children of flesh.” Also, Paul is
emphasising the reliability of the promise because his audience is allowed to hear it as God’s
speech in the first-person singular, rather than merely being reported by Paul (Kujanpaa

2019:93).
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The role of this citation is to add to the explanation of the framework for the
formation and creation of Israel, which is according to promise, not ethnic descent. Paul is
trying to identify who among the people is the true child of Abraham in relation to God’s
promise. In addition, there are groups among the Judeans who are not children of the
promise. This understanding will serve as the basis for Paul to identify the hardened Judeans
in chapter 10 and offer them hope of restoration in chapter 11. The essential thing to note
here is that Paul categorises the Judeans into two groups, namely, those of promise and non-
promise, despite the same ethnicity. This is an early indication that God’s choice in his
salvation plan is not based on ethnic privilege or characteristics, though they are not denied.
If God’s salvation plan is not based on ethnic identity, then the paradigm of God’s election
of the Judeans is the same as that of the non-Judeans. Bell is right to delay this observation
until Rom. 9:24, where Paul mentioned that God has chosen not only from the Judeans but

also non-Judeans (Bell 1994:185).

After illustrating the concept of God’s election and selection process of the children of
promise by quoting two examples from scripture, Paul provides the example of Rebekah
being pregnant with Esau and Jacob, explaining that before they were born or had done any

good or evil, God chose one and rejected the other. This concerns Gen. 25:23 and Mal. 1:2-3

(Rom. 9:10-13). Paul attempts to show how God’s election bypassed a wide range of natural
descendants, favouring a lineage through consecutive generations. The word of promise
continued through Rebekah, as evidenced by her giving birth to Esau and Jacob. Jacob, not
Esau was the promised child, even though Esau was the older sibling. This was all settled by

God’s election before they were born or had done anything (Rom. 9:11).
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The older will serve the younger (9:12) because God loved Jacob and hated Esau (9:13). Jacob
was chosen, and Esau was not. Paul was seeking to explain why the word of God (the promise
to Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob) had not failed. God was working out his salvation plan, despite
the rejection of many, primarily through the line of the children of promise, rather than all the
physical descendants of Abraham. This procedure lays the groundwork for redefining a group

identity distinct from its ethnic character or physical lineage.

However, why is this explanation of the identity framework important for Paul’s
audience? According to SIT, one of the implications of providing an identity framework is
that it helps group members cope with the challenge of ingroup privilege. Ingroup privilege is
when ingroup members resist changes that threaten their sense of superiority or exclusivity.
The concept of ingroup privilege is explored in the work of social psychologists and
sociologists who study group dynamics and identity (Tajfel 1982:24-26; Sidanius and Pratto
1999:31-33). Tajfel explains that ingroup members often maintain privilege by resisting
structural or symbolic changes that threaten their dominant status or distinctiveness.
Likewise, Sidanius and Pratto argue that dominant groups use ideological and institutional
mechanisms to preserve their status, often resisting inclusionary efforts that disrupt existing
hierarchies. For example, among the Judean Christ-followers, the thought that their identity
as Judeans could be redefined to include a superordinate identity that includes non-Judeans
who are not of Abraham’s descent could have perturbed them. This is why Paul uses the
example of Isaac’s birth (9:9) to show that the Israelites have always in the past been defined
by God's promises, rather than by physical descent. Just as Isaac was born according to God’s
promise, so too are the new members of God’s people, both Judeans and non-Judeans, born

according to God’s promise in Christ.
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This challenges any privileged sense of ethnic superiority and calls for a new understanding
of group identity based on divine action, not ethnic belonging. Consequently, this promotes
the unity of the Christ group. A good scholarly source that supports my claim here is
Campbell (2006:72-74). Campbell argues that Paul’s redefinition of Israel in Romans 9
undermines ethnic exclusivity and constructs a new identity rooted in divine calling. This
identity, shaped by mercy and promise, fosters unity among ‘Jews and Gentiles’ within the
Christ-following community. In addition, this identity construction would bolster the self-
esteem of the Judean subgroup of Christ-followers, knowing that God’s promise is being
fulfilled among them despite the temporary setback among their co-ethnics. Consequently,
this would increase their allegiance to the Christ-group because of its positive portrayal,

rooted in God's promise.

Another decisive example of divine election, according to the lineage of promise, that
Paul gives as proof is the story of Rebecca’s twins. Not only is there an example of the
election of a son of Abraham by one woman, and a rejection of his son by another woman,
but there is also the selection and rejection of sons of the same woman (Rom. 9:9b-13). It is
said that the elder (Esau) shall serve the younger (Jacob). The only reason Paul gives for the
choice is ‘so that the purpose of God might continue according to election’(iva 1} kat'
gkhoynV mpdhecic Tod Beod pévn), not because of works but because of his call (Keck
2005:231). It might have been argued in the case of Isaac that Ishmael is an illegitimate child,
hence he has no right against Isaac, so Paul’s audience could challenge the distinction
between them. However, in the case of Rebecca’s twins, there is no ground for making such a
distinction because they both have the same father and mother, and they are twins. The only

ground of distinction between them is the priority of birth. Since Jacob and Esau are twins,
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the divine call or selection of Jacob could not have been contingent on anything they had
done, by any difference in the occasions of their birth, or by their mother’s status (Jewett
2007:578; Gaventa 2010:262: Dunn 1988b:542). However, God disregarded this and
distinguished between them according to his sovereign promise to Rebecca, while the twins
were yet unborn. Here again is the differentiation, based solely on God's promise. Paul now
uses the narrative of the citation above as the basis of interpreting the next direct quotation from
Gen. 25:23, which follows the wording of the Septuagint verbatim. Paul cites Gen.

25:23 (6 peilov dovievoetl @ érdccovt (LXX) in Rom. 9:12 (6 peilwv dovAievoel 1d

éMdooovt), “The older will serve the younger.”

In the original context, this was God’s reply to Rebecca’s request concerning why the
twins fought each other in her womb. The reply to her was that there were two nations (£6vr)
in her womb; they would be divided, one would surpass the other, and the greater shall serve
the lesser. However, what is important for Paul’s audience is not the original context of this
citation, but its oracular influence on them. As to whether the audience was familiar with the
context of the citation, Abasciano (2011: 43) suggests that Paul might have expected his
audience to recall the OT context of this narrative. However, an interest in the finer details of
the OT context was not Paul’s intention. As I have argued earlier in Chapter Three of my
methodology, Paul employs the oracular use of this narrative from the past to connect with
the present situation of his audience. This would have been possible whether his audience
knew the context or not. What matters is for them to understand the fundamental connection
between these past narratives and their present situation, as well as the actions expected of
them. Although it is to be expected that the audience would have some knowledge of this
narrative, not its full context. This narrative suggests that birth order is not a decisive factor in
the future of these brothers (Kujanpdad 2019:95; Dunn 1988b:544). It is also worth noting that

although Paul quotes the last part of God’s answer that connects only to the individuals
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(Alleti 1987:44 n. 12; Dunn 1988b:544; Koch 1986:103-109), these individuals should not be
read as such. Instead, in social and collective memory terms, they should be read as the
ancestors and representatives of differing peoples, and the roles they play in Israel’s
narratives within the framework of their origin and creation. Paul wants his audience to know
that Israel is not formed or created by physical descent but by God's promise.

Furthermore, Paul might be seen as taking a risk in suggesting that non-Judean Christ-
followers (the younger generation) will be superior to Judean Christ-followers (the older
generation). However, this is not Paul’s point. In SIT terms, the majority and minority groups
differ in their preferences for identity representations. Majorities often favour a common
ingroup identity (which can mask power asymmetries), while minorities tend to prefer dual
identities that preserve subgroup distinctiveness. In this case, the Judean Christ-followers
(majority, older) may resist theological models that flatten distinctions. In contrast, the non-
Judean Christ-followers (a minority, newer group) may embrace inclusion but risk being
perceived as superior if the narrative implies a divine preference for the “younger” (Dovidio,
Gaertner, and Saguy 2007:296-330). This tension mirrors Paul’s rhetorical strategy:
affirming divine mercy and calling while avoiding a reversal of ethnic hierarchy. One needs
to be cautious not to read the reversal of ethnic hierarchy into this narrative. Instead, I argue
that the emphasis is on God’s sovereign mercy and calling, which concerns providing a new
superordinate identity for the Christ group, rather than establishing a new ethnic or
generational hierarchy. Paul’s goal is to level the playing field, not flip it (Clarke n.d.:1-2;

Hodges 2021:2—4; Schooley 2008:2-4)

Some scholars (Moo 1996:582; Wagner 2002:50) suggest that &pyov (“works™) in
9:11 refers to human efforts or accomplishments. However, Dunn interprets this to mean
works of the law, specifically some of them as boundary markers (Dunn 1988b: 543),

although the law is only implied here, not stated expressly. A significant problem with Dunn’s
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selection of some aspects of the law that marked the boundaries between Judeans and other
peoples is that virtually every distinctive aspect of a people’s identity can serve to distinguish
it from others. Accordingly, it is probably preferable to relate “works” to all the ethnic
characteristics, values, and practices that shape the Judean community in relation to the
promise of God. Some of these could be boundaries around meals (Rom. 14:1-3), observing
the Sabbath (Rom. 14:4-6), and other rites that define the social and ethnic life of the
Judeans, some of whom are already mentioned in Rom. 9:4-5. It should be noted that the
contrast is not between “works” and ““faith,” which has been the traditional view over the
years, but rather between “works” and “God’s call and promise” (Campbell 2003:253).
Therefore, the most suitable explanation of “works” in this context is the privileges
associated with ethnic or physical descent and the priority of birth in contrast to God’s call

and promise.

The following quotation (Mal. 1:2-3) in 9:13 is signalled clearly by a quotation
formula. Paul reinforces his interpretation of Gen. 25:13. It starts with “As it is written,”
“Jacob I loved, but Esau I hated.” (9:13). As mentioned earlier, Jacob and Esau represent the
nations of Israel and the Edomites, respectively (Gen. 36:8-9), portraying Edom not only as a
rejected nation but also as a symbol of exclusion from covenantal blessings. Just as Malachi
contrasts Israel’s privileged status with Edom’s desolation and failed restoration, Paul evokes
this contrast to show that God’s choice is not predicated on human descent but on God’s
mercy. Therefore, Jacob and Esau serve as representative identities: Israel and Edom, the
elect and the non-elect, reshaping group boundaries within Paul’s redefinition of the Christ
group. Through the lens of social identity theory, Paul disrupts traditional ingroup narratives
by invoking the collective memory of Edom as the perennial outsider, reframing identity
around divine initiative rather than ethnic lineage. This theological move prepares the reader

for Romans 10-11, where Paul anticipates a future inclusion of both Judeans and non-
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Judeans, stressing that God’s mercy transcends natural descent and opens the covenant
community to all whom he calls. The depth of God’s love for Israel (Jacob) is shown by his
“hate” for Esau, though Esau was Jacob’s brother. God’s call is for Jacob, not Esau, and this,
again, is a zone of differentiation not based on physical descent. Paul wants his oracular use
of this citation to influence his audience because he did not particularly tell them that he was
quoting from Malachi. Richard Hays’s analysis of Paul’s use of Mal. 1:2-3 in Echoes of
Scripture in the Letters of Paul (1989:54-56) prioritises the rhetorical force and theological
mystery evoked by the quotation “Esau I hated,” viewing it as a signal of divine sovereignty
rather than a precise exegetical formulation. His emphasis on evocative function limits
engagement with the emotional and theological gravity of the term “hate,” particularly in
light of its historical and ecclesial impact on interpretations of election and group exclusion.
In contrast, Thomas Dixon (2020:567:570) argues for a more restorative framing of divine
wrath in Romans 9-11, suggesting that God’s judgment is provisional, interwoven with
mercy, and ultimately aimed at reconciliation. This pastoral reading reframes the passage as a
movement toward belonging and hope, challenging static notions of rejection. When
examined through the lens of social identity theory, Dixon’s view proves theologically more
fruitful than Hays’s, exposing how divine mercy reconfigures entrenched ingroup/outgroup
boundaries. However, by juxtaposing Hays’s rhetorical strategy with Dixon’s reconciling
theology, Paul’s citation of Malachi emerges not as a doctrinal endpoint but as a disruptive
invitation to imagine a community reshaped by compassion and divine initiative.

In exilic and post-exilic times, Edom was referred to as an enemy of Israel among the
nations (non-Judeans), as revealed in Isaiah. 34:2, 5; Ezek. 36: 5; Joel 3: 2, 12, 19; Amos 9:
12 (Wolff 1986:63; Abasciano 2005:194 n. 136; 2011:19). However, it is important to note
that when Paul cites Malachi, he leaves out the part that refers to nations and relates it more

to Jacob and Esau as individuals through which he justifies God’s choice of Israel before they
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ever existed. This is also consistent with his use of the narratives of Isaac and Ishmael

(Kujanpdd 2019:96).

Therefore, Paul’s point is not that God has elected Israel and therefore rejected other
nations; rather, it is that God’s call is based on his sovereign mercy, and backed by His
promise, not physical descent. According to Mozley (1883:393-409), Paul’s focus is on God’s
mercy, and his narrative supports a theological reading that prioritises corporate identity
transformation over personal destiny. In addition, Hunter (1950:96-99) views Paul’s use of
ancestral examples not as proof texts for predestination, but as illustrations of divine calling
that shape communal identity. Likewise, I will argue that Paul is not thinking about
predestination to salvation or damnation. Instead, his point is that it is by God’s choice that
the line of succession is created through His promise made to Abraham. Paul is preparing the
ground to make a further case for God’s creative action in electing the non-Judeans in His
salvation plan (Getty 1988: 465-6; Johnson 1995: 218; Tobin 2004:329). Dunn (1988:540-47)
also suggests that Paul’s argument is about the character and mode of election rather than the

fact of election.

The example of Jacob and Esau above illustrates a pattern of reversal in the values of
the object of choice (Dahl 1977:146; Kdsemann 1980:274 ). Ishmael was older than Isaac,
just as Esau was older than Jacob. In ancient Israel, the usual order of things favoured the
older. Therefore, Paul’s invocation of ancestral narratives in Romans 9 reflects a
theological pattern long embedded in Israel’s collective memory: the triumph of the younger
over the elder. Frederick Greenspahn’s analysis reveals that this motif—seen in figures such
as Isaac, Jacob, and Joseph—illustrates the non-binding nature of primogeniture in Israelite
culture and serves as a literary device to foreground God’s sovereign mercy. Paul
reappropriates these stories not merely to echo familiar traditions but to assert that God’s

election operates independently of lineage, merit, or social expectation. Just as ancient Israel

77



1Xx1

saw itself as the “younger” sibling, chosen despite status, Paul constructs a new communal
identity in Christ that transcends ethnic boundaries. In this way, the preferential pattern of
younger siblings becomes a theological metaphor for grace—election that overturns human
hierarchies and redefines belonging (Greenspahn 1994:83—-85). Additionally, this reversal
logic of election is evident in the fact that the lesser is loved instead of the greater, and God
chooses the opposite (Grindheim 2005:146). Barclay (2010b:98) also suggests that Paul’s
concern here is not to trace the identity of the elect but how election takes place in relation to
their identity. The point is to trace the framework of the creation (election) of Israel, which is
according to God’s promise, not physical descent. This reversal narrative resonates with the
ongoing experience of the Christ-group in Rome, especially in Rom. 1:16-17, where Paul
affirms that God’s plan of salvation begins first with the Judeans and later extends to the non-
Judeans. However, at the time of Paul’s writing, the non-Judeans had superseded the Judeans
in the Christ group (Esler 2021:132 134; Levine 2022:161 163). Nevertheless, Paul will later
affirm in 11:26 that all Israel shall be saved, despite their temporary stumbling. For Paul, the
time of a group's birth or creation is not the most crucial factor in God’s plan; rather, it is that
God calls by grace and through His promise. Therefore, no group is superior or

inferior to the other because of the time of their calling into God’s plan. In terms of social
memory, both Judeans and non-Judeans would have identified with this narrative. It would
have been humbling to know that the act of God’s calling and creation among both subgroups
is an upshot of God’s grace, not rooted in their descent and associated ethnic identity. This
would have helped unite both group members as they share this self-esteem, rooted in God’s
calling, together. Thus, this reversal paradigm becomes an identity descriptor as well as a tool
for non-ethnic differentiation, which Paul applies to Israel and subsequently to the process and

dynamic of God’s outworking of salvation among the Christ-group.
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But how did Paul’s audience grasp this citation? Paul’s audience may have had a general
familiarity with this narrative. Nonetheless, Kujanpad (2019:97) is right that any attempt by
Paul’s audience to explore the original context of the quotations from Gen. 25:23 and Mal.
1:2-3 would have been a distraction to them. The concept of loving one and hating the other,
in its original context, would have been of no benefit to them amid their ongoing conflict.
The contextualization of Malachi would involve identifying the non-Judeans with the
Edomites, but this would not have helped resolve any conflicts between them and the Judean
Christian followers. Therefore, Paul’s goal is not to help them identify with the struggles
between the two nations. Instead, it is to help his audience understand the framework for the
creation of Israel, which is according to God’s promise, not ethnic or physical descent. This
would help his audience understand the differentiation among the descendants of Abraham,
and consequently between ‘Israel” and the Christ group. In this light, Barclay (2015b:520-

521) argues that God’s choice is irrespective of human norms, standards, and judgment.

What is missing in most of these interpretations above is that none of these scholars
connects these quotations to Paul’s social use of scriptures in SIT terms. This results in two
groups: those who are children of promise and those who are not. It is the framework for this
social categorisation among the descendants of Abraham that Paul argues for in these

citations.

So, what are the SIT implications of the use of scriptures to the framework of the
creation of Israel from among the descendants of Abraham, which is not based on physical
descent or its associated ethnic identity? First, it eliminates pride among the audience,
especially the Judeans, who might be boasting in their ethnic identity as the yardstick for
God’s call. Also, the pride among the non-Judeans (Rom. 11:18) would be minimised,
knowing that God’s paradigm of calling is by his grace. According to Gaertner and Dovidio

(2002), the Common Ingroup Identity Model suggests that intergroup bias can be reduced
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when groups recategorise themselves as members of a shared identity. Paul’s rhetoric reflects
this model: he undermines Judean pride in ethnic descent by inviting both ‘Jews and Gentiles’
to see themselves as one people of God, united by divine mercy rather than ancestral
privilege (Gaertner and Dovidio 2002:258-260). Similarly, Verkuyten and Aslan (2016)
demonstrate that the centrality of belief in religious group identity can moderate exclusionary
attitudes. Where identity is reappraised in light of inclusive theological narratives, pride and
boundary maintenance diminish. Paul’s appeal to God's sovereign call over ethnic descent
models this kind of identity reappraisal, urging Judeans to relinquish superiority rooted in
lineage (Verkuyten and Aslan 2016:84—-86). This theological boundary shift invites a humble

participation in God’s mercy, reframing election as a calling into a transcendent community.

Similarly, Paul’s invocation of divine “love” for Jacob and “hate” for Esau (Rom.
9:13) functions not only as a theological assertion but also as a strategic activation of
affective social identity processes. According to social identity theory, emotional significance
is central to group belonging; individuals derive self-esteem and psychological security from
their perceived status within the ingroup (Tajfel and Turner 1986:16—19). By aligning the
Christ-following Judeans with the “loved” figure of Jacob, Paul affirms their inclusion in
God’s salvific plan, despite the temporary unbelief of many ethnic Israelites. This emotional
reassurance strengthens ingroup cohesion and mitigates anxiety over divine rejection.
Moreover, Verkuyten and Aslan (2016:84—-86) demonstrate that belief centrality and identity
reappraisal can reduce intergroup bias. Paul’s rhetorical move thus encourages non-Judean
Christ-followers to view the non-Christ Judeans not just as theological outsiders but also as
recipients of future mercy (Rom. 11:25-32), fostering a more generous perception of the
outgroup. In this way, Paul reconfigures group boundaries around divine mercy rather than

ethnic descent, sustaining both theological conviction and relational unity within the Christ-

group.
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Most importantly, these citations help create a new social identity descriptor, where
'‘promise' is now the defining identity descriptor for the Judeans, who are considered the
children of God, and consequently for the Christ-group, rather than physical descent. For
example, Bar-Tal (2000:140-141) contends that shared beliefs act as the psychological
infrastructure of a society, shaping individual identity and collective ethos through
emotionally charged, symbolically mediated constructs. In addition, he argues that these
beliefs, such as “promise” in theological contexts, function as group affirmations that
strengthen emotional belonging and ingroup cohesion, often regulating intergroup dynamics
and boundary maintenance. This view is reinforced by Verkuyten and Aslan (2016), who
demonstrate how belief centrality intensifies group identification and intergroup attitudes,
and Gaertner and Dovidio (2002), who show that shared beliefs can recategorise boundaries

to enhance solidarity.

Within the valuable perspective set out by Daniel Bar Tab (2000) and other scholars
mentioned above, | will argue that group belief forms part of the social identity that Paul’s
addressees derive from their membership of the Christ-movement in Rome.

4.3. Use of Scripture and Mercy as Framework for Creation of Israel (9:14-18)

Paul’s argument so far seems to have raised some objections or rhetorical questions. This is
indicated in his first question, Ti obv épodpev, followed by the second question um éducio
mapa 1@ Oed in diatribe forms. They are usually deployed to set up a logical real objection to
a proposed argument (Stowers 1981: 117, 150-80). Paul asks in 9:14, “What shall we say?”
and “Is there injustice in God’s part?” A similar question has already been asked in 3:4-6
(Wagner 2002:51 n. 28; Raisanen 1986b:197), “If our wickedness shows the justice of God,
what shall we say that God is unjust to inflict wrath on us? Paul there answered,” By no

means-un yévotro!”
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Paul is not, however, responding to generic questions about God’s justice, as Wagner
and Raisanen (above) suggest; instead, he is responding to specific questions about the
character of his justice in relation to the status of the framework for the creation of Israel in
his salvation plan. Having learnt that the framework for the creation of Israel is according to
promise, not by physical descent, which includes this as one of its indicators, the objectors
may have asked, “Is God’s framework for creating Israel fair although many of them have
been excluded? Or more specifically, does Israel still belong to God’s people since they

happen not to align with his promise?

Paul responds in Rom. 9:14 with "un yévorto," then he cites Exodus 33:19, “T will
have mercy on whom I will have mercy” (EAenom Ov dv éled, kol oikTipicm OV dv oikTipm).
This statement, which concerns a single individual rather than a group, follows the golden
calf episode in Exodus 32:32, where Moses offered himself as a sacrifice on behalf of his
people. God has said that he would not go with them into the promised land (Exod. 33:3), and
Moses beseeches him to do so. Moses is also concerned that his leadership will suffer if God
does not go with them (33:12-16). God’s reply, containing the words Paul quotes, is directed
to Moses (note the use of the singular), not to the people. So Moses first pleads with God on
his own behalf and then on behalf of his people (Exod. 33:12-16). Moses wanted God to
reassure him that he would go with him as the leader of his people and also to show mercy to
his people (Exod. 33:19). God explains that it is within his divine sovereignty to show mercy
to His people, not because Moses desires it. God knows how to work out his plan among his
people, but Moses does not know. Therefore, he will have to rely on God’s ways and
paradigm in this situation. This is a theme that runs through Rom. 9:16, 18, 23, 11:30, 31, 32,

emphasising that divine mercy is sovereign (Jewett 2007:583).

Stanley (2015:187) affirms that the wording of this quotation could be woodenly

rendered, [ will mercy whomever I will mercy or I will compassion whomever I will
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compassion’. Also, to be more expressive of Greek semantics, it could be rendered, ‘I can
expect to have mercy on whomever I might have mercy, and I can expect to have compassion
on whomever I will have compassion.’ Crisler (2016:169) connects Paul’s lament over Israel
in 9:1-5 to Moses’ lament, as Wright notes (2013a:1189). However, the passage in question
(Exod. 33:12-16) is actually more about Moses’ position than that of Israel, although Paul
laments for Israel. The quoted words are addressed to a single person, namely, Moses, not to
Israel. For example, Crisler’s metaleptic approach to Romans 9:15 draws on Exodus 33:19
not merely as a proof-text for divine sovereignty, but as a narrative echo of Moses’ own
leadership crisis after Israel’s apostasy (Exodus 32-34). He argues that Paul’s citation is not
an abstract theology; instead, it is a personal lament that mirrors Moses’ plea for divine
affirmation (Crisler 2022:9-11). Likewise, Westhelle (1984:307-310) similarly argues that
Paul’s lament is vocational, not just theological. He goes further to argue that Rom. 9:15 is
part of a broader rhetorical strategy where Paul repositions his apostolic identity in light of
Israel’s rejection. His grief is not just for Israel; instead, it is a crisis of ingroup dislocation, a
key concept in SIT. A crisis of ingroup dislocation poses a significant leadership challenge
when members feel alienated from their ingroup due to perceived exclusion, status loss, or
shifting boundaries. After Israel’s idolatry with the golden calf, God threatens to withdraw his
presence, destabilising the group’s identity and cohesion. Moses, sensing the existential threat
this poses, intercedes for relational restoration- “If your presence does not go with us, do not
bring us up from here” (Exod. 33:15). Ramiah, Hewstone, and Schmid (2011:47-49) argue
that dislocation often leads to dis-identification or intragroup competition. However, Moses
counters this by anchoring Israel’s distinctiveness in divine presence, rather than in status or
mobility. His request to see God’s glory (v.18) is not personal ambition; instead, it is a bid to
re-establish the group’s foundational narrative and secure their identity through covenantal

intimacy. Therefore, Paul’s leadership lament opens space for a theology that is pastorally
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rich and emotionally honest. It allows Paul to model faithful grief, not just doctrinal
precision. Therefore, SIT helps explain Paul’s lament as a leader’s identity rupture because
the unbelief of his ethnic ingroup (Israel) poses a challenge to his leadership role; hence,
Rom. 9:15 serves as a theological anchor to validate his leadership among the followers of
Christ. Therefore, this citation of Exod. 33:19 is one example where the context has little
relevance to the Roman audience. The broader context of the quotation would have been
quite confusing to Paul’s addressees if they had known it or given thought to it. This is
primarily because the dialogue between God and Moses does not entail any social crisis that
correlates with the social context of the Christ group in Romans. By citing this scripture in an
oracular or rhetorical manner, Paul revalidates his leadership. “Paul, like Moses, stands
between a covenantal failure and a divine promise, lamenting not just the people's rejection,

but his own role in the unfolding drama of salvation.” (Crisler 2022:9-11).

The use of ‘mercy’ becomes the framework for the identity of God’s people. Mercy
becomes a shared belief, and according to Daniel Bar-Tal (2000:140-141), shared beliefs act
as the psychological infrastructure of a society, shaping individual identity and collective
ethos through emotionally charged, symbolically mediated constructs. These beliefs, such as
“mercy” in theological contexts, serve as group affirmations that strengthen emotional
belonging and ingroup cohesion, often regulating intergroup dynamics and maintaining group
boundaries. They are categorised as those who have received mercy from God and
distinguished from those who have not. Because their calling is according to mercy, Israel’s
belonging to God’s people is not in doubt, despite their temporary setback in God’s salvation
plan. After all, some Judeans have received mercy, and they are part of the Christ group. For
them, the theological notion of God’s mercy is proposed as a shared belief, which solidifies
the distinct social identity the addressees gain from the Christ movement. Since this is the

case, boasting is eliminated among the Judeans and, consequently, among the non-Judean
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Christ-followers, as they too are recipients of God’s mercy. Therefore, both Judean and non-
Judean Christ-followers become more united as co-receivers of God’s mercy, and God’s
mercy is free (Siefrid 2007:643). Mercy becomes a group belief that solidifies the identity

framework for the formation of the Christ-group and one of its identity descriptors.

To argue this further, Paul cites the scripture about Pharaoh, which sets the stage for
the discussion in Rom. 11:11-32 about the purpose of Israel’s hardening with respect to the
salvation of the non-Judeans. In Rom. 9:17, Paul cites Exod. 9:6, “I raised you for this very
purpose, that I might display my power in you and that my name might be proclaimed in all
the earth.” This quotation does not match the Hebrew text of Exodus 9:16 in the LXX. Paul
may likely be adapting it to suit his arguments and oracular purposes. This is likely a textual
tradition that corrected the Septuagint reading in light of the Hebrew text (Stanley
1992:107-108). The LXX and Hebrew have “for this reason you have been preserved,”
whereas Paul has, “I have raised you up.” Paul differs from the Hebrew text and the LXX by
stating that God has intentionally raised Pharaoh and enabled him to obtain power over the
Israelites. In contrast, the Hebrew version and the Septuagint suggest that Pharaoh has been
spared and allowed to rule so long because of God’s plan (Kujanpaa 2019:102). Some
commentators (Wilk 1998:124-25 n.26; Wilk and Wagner 2010:122—-143, Wagner 2002:55
n.36; Fitzmyer 1993c:567) suggest that God’s dealings with Pharaoh correlate with his
enduring patience with him, while others like (Koch 1986:112, 150-151) argue that Paul
wishes to depict God’s active role in making sovereign decisions. Likewise, Gaventa
(2010:264) suggests that Paul’s wording implies that God brought Pharaoh onto the scene.
Similarly, Seitz (2001:78, 101) suggests that Paul’s wording reflects the creative activity of
God in selecting Pharaoh for a particular purpose in history, namely, to demonstrate God’s
power and glory. Tobin (2004:331) also argues that Paul’s concern is not so much about the

hardening of Pharaoh’s heart but God’s purpose in doing so. Schreiner (2018:498) says that
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Paul’s rendering may represent the Hebrew sense, “I have made you stand”, which reflects
God’s sovereignty in what is happening in the world (Num. 24:19; Judg. 2:16; 3:9,15; 2Sam.
12:11; Hab. 1: 6; Zech. 11: 16; Acts 13:22). Moo (1996:595) also suggests that Paul
deliberately accentuates God’s initiative in this process. Paul likely sees a correlation between
the hardening of Pharaoh’s heart and the present hardening of the majority of non-Christ
Judeans (Hiibner 1984a:53). However, Paul does not make this point explicitly. Grindheim
(2005:147) suggests, comparably, that Paul’s argument is to align most of the Judeans with

the vessels of dishonour, who are prepared for destruction (v. 22).

Having cited all these scholars and their valuable insights into Pharaoh’s narrative in
Rom. 9:17-18, SIT gives a new approach. Paul’s invocation of Pharaoh serves as a rhetorical
boundary marker that reinforces group identity dynamics among Christ-followers. Through
the lens of SIT, Pharaoh embodies resistance to divine purpose, allowing both Judeans and
non-Judeans to disidentify from hardened opposition and reidentify with the mercy-defined
group in Christ. For example, Campbell argues that Paul’s use of Pharaoh is not a
deterministic assertion of sovereignty but a strategic narrative that challenges ethnic privilege
and ‘Gentile’ triumphalism, fostering a superordinate identity rooted in divine mercy rather
than ethnic lineage (Campbell 2023:25-28). This framing invites both groups to see
themselves as part of a larger, inclusive community marked by God's mercy and grace. God's
judgment on Pharaoh is linked to his failure to receive mercy and compassion. In contrast, the
salvation of the Israelites is linked to their identity as recipients of mercy and compassion.
Therefore, mercy and compassion are key group beliefs and descriptors that Paul uses further
to develop his argument for the non-ethnic creation of Israel. Just as Israelites are called and
defined by ‘promise,’ they are also called and defined by ‘mercy and compassion.” Kujanpia
(2019:104-05), via a rhetorical reading of this text, affirms that Paul’s reason for citing the

quotation about Pharaoh is to establish that God’s call to Israel has been based on
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mercy. However, he overlooks the basis of social implication that connects Pharaoh with his
identity as a recipient of non-mercy, thereby sharpening the group belief by contrast with the
position of an out-group leader. Paul employs the concepts of mercy and hardening to

describe the processes of creation and Israel's formation, such that both become the defining

characteristics of Israel and Pharaoh, respectively.

In addition, Pharaoh is representative of the ‘nations’ as a participant in God’s
outworking of his plan. Therefore, the citation of Pharaoh’s narrative opens the way for Paul
to set the stage to explain the paradigm of the inclusion of the nations (non-Judeans) in the
outworking of God’s plan, although later in his argument. Therefore, a question may have
been raised: if non-Judeans are participants in God’s outworking of his plan, can Judeans still
participate in this plan, seeing that many of them are hardened like Pharaoh? This may lead to
further conflict between the Judeans and non-Judeans within the Christ group. This is why
Paul uses the analogy of clay and potter to develop his argument further, using the
‘hardening’ theme, which we shall explore in the next section.

In terms of social memory, these citations create a common non-ethnic narrative of
origin that Paul will later apply to both Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers. By invoking
ancestral figures such as Isaac, Jacob, Moses, and even Pharaoh (representing nations), Paul
activates Israel’s collective memory. He reinterprets it through the lens of divine mercy,
thereby creating a shared socio-theological origin story. Baker argues that such
recategorization through narrative identity allows diverse subgroups to reimagine themselves
as part of a superordinate ingroup, while retaining distinct cultural features (Baker 2011:69—
74). This means that neither of them will be able to boast in this group, because both sub-
groups have their origin in God’s promise and mercy, not in any social or ethnic status. Both
have been included in the Christ group by faith in Christ. The fact that LXX and Hebrew

have “for this reason you have been preserved,” whereas Paul has, “I have raised you,”
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Judean Christ-followers.
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4.4. Use of Scripture and the Potter-Clay Framework in the Creation of Israel (9:19-23)

Paul begins this segment of the argument by launching into another diatribe in verse 19: You
will say to me then, 'Why does he still find fault? For who can resist his will?”” This question
is likely posed by Paul rhetorically, as part of his practice of buttressing an argument. The
question that probably arises is whether God’s outworking of his plan among the Judeans is
consistent with his character, because many are now hardened. Also, if God is responsible for
giving mercy and hardening, why does he judge man? Some scholars argue that this is Paul’s
attempt to balance the sovereignty of God with the volitional responsibility of man regarding
man’s destiny (Moo 1996:601; Kruse 2012:384; Piper 1993:179; Schreiner 2018:516-17).
However, they overlook the fact that Paul’s focus is not on individuals and their ultimate
destiny, but on the status of ‘Israel and the nations’ within the unfolding of his divine plan
(Leenhardt 1961: 249-50; Stowers 1994: 229). This is a continuation of Paul’s argument
about the creation of Israel as a paradigm for the creation of the Christ group.

Paul’s reply comes back as counter-questions in vv. 20-21.

But who are you, a human being, to answer back to God concerning God’s outworking of
his plan? Will the mouldable material say to its maker, “Why have you made me like this?”
Has the potter no right over the clay, to make out of the same lump one vessel an instrument
which is for honourable purposes and, on the other hand, one which is for dishonourable

use? (My revised translation from RSV)

The use of GvOpwmne in v. 20 is not in the sense that all anthropoi are whom Paul is talking
about, but rather as a convenient catchall applicable to his audience (male and female). The

first and second questions are not necessarily quotations because they lack the usual
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introductory formula, they are linked to Isaiah 29:16 and Isaiah 45:9. They reflect the absurd image
of a pot talking back arrogantly to the artisan who created it, reflecting the foolishness of the one who
does not understand how God works out his plans in the creation of Israel, creating a relationship of
ingroup favouritism versus outgroup derogation. The pot questions the function for which it was
made, expressing dissatisfaction with the role it has been given, rather than with the material with
which it is made. In verse 21, Paul uses the metaphor of the two pots to claim that God has the right
and the ability to create out of the same material different shapes and functions, so that one receives
mercy (ingroup favouritism) and the other receives hardening (outgroup derogation). As the potter
moulds the clay, he creates shapes and functions from it. So, the analogy of clay and potter is Paul’s
continuation of God’s outworking of his plan regarding the creation and formation of Israel, which,
by default, omits some other children of Abraham. Paul is rejecting any challenge to God’s
prerogative to categorise Israel into groups as he chooses. He will later develop and use this analogy
in 9:24 to categorise the non-ethnic Christ group, which comprises Judeans and non-Judeans,

created by the mercy and grace of God, distinct from other groups, especially the Judean non-Christ
group.

In SIT terms, this is Paul’s strategy for ingroup/outgroup differentiation. For example,
Esler argues that in Romans 9:19-23, Paul employs the metaphor of the potter and clay to emphasise
divine sovereignty and reinforce ingroup/outgroup differentiation among his audience. By framing
some as vessels of mercy and others as vessels of wrath, Paul legitimises both inclusion and
exclusion as part of God's salvific design. This rhetorical strategy stabilises the identity of Christ-
followers amid ethnic tension, affirming that group membership hinges on divine mercy rather than
ancestral privilege (Esler 2003:280). In 9:23, the vessels of mercy are equated with Judeans and non-
Judeans of the Christ-movement. It is essential to note that the Judeans are mentioned first in the
pairing, as stated earlier in 1:16-17. We also need to note the movement from a single vessel of each

type in 9:21 to a plurality of vessels in 9:22-23, which underlines the group dimension here.

1Xx1
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Additionally, we observe the explicit honour-shame dimension associated with the two types of
vessels (groups) and the distinct fates awaiting them: apéoleia and makrothymia. This suggests that

even Paul cannot always avoid this group matrix.

4.5. Use of Scripture and the Framework for the Creation of the Non-Judeans and
Remnant Judeans in God’s Plan (9:24-29)

For the first time at 9:24, Paul introduces the inclusion of non-Judeans in the creation of the Christ
movement. Up until now, he has been referring to the creation of ethnic Israel. He

begins with Hosea, trumpeting the direct connection with the vessels of mercy by citing

passages from Hosea 2:23 and 1:10 to affirm a new category of God’s people that comprises both

Judeans and non-Judeans. Below is Rom. 9:24-27.

Even “us”, whom he called not only out from the Judeans (Tovdaiwv) but also out from the non-Judeans
(¢6vdv). As he also says in Hosea, “Those who were not my people, I will call ‘my people,” and she
who was not beloved, I will call ‘my beloved.”” And it will happen in the place where it was said to
them you are not ‘my people,” there they will be called the sons of the living God. (My revised
translation from RSV)

The expressions €& Tovdaiwv and €& £éBvdv in Rom. 9:24 above can be translated to mean “out from
among” the Judeans and non-Judeans.” The use of "Tovdainvis a reference to the Judeans as an ethnic
group, distinct from the non-Judeans who are referred to as “nations.” Paul does not mean that the
non-Judeans are now joined to “Israel” to become the “new eschatological Israel” of God, as Beale
(2014:708) suggests. Zoccali (2010:109), although without the traditional supersessionist notion,
interprets Paul’s use of Hos. 2:23 (1:10) as pointing “to the creation of God’s new covenant people
that includes both Jews and gentiles in Christ.” Beale and Zoccali present robust eschatological
frameworks in their interpretations of Rom. 9:24, yet each exhibits critical weaknesses. Beale's vision
of the church as the reconstituted eschatological Israel (Beale 2014:708) overextends typological
patterns and risks collapsing ethnic distinctions that Paul preserves through remnant theology,

particularly in Romans 9—11, where ethnic Israel retains a divinely purposed role. Beale’s reading

1Xx1
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overlooks Paul's socio-ethnic strategy of maintaining distinction within a superordinate identity in
Chris—an oversight illuminated by social identity theory, which emphasises inclusion without

crasurc.

In contrast, Nanos counters this by emphasising Paul’s intra-Jewish dialogue and the
preservation of Jewish identity within the Christ-believing community, arguing that Gentile inclusion
does not redefine Israel but affirms covenantal mercy extended beyond ethnic boundaries (Nanos
2012:115-117). Similarly, Campbell critiques Zoccali (2009:39) for imposing retrospective
ecclesiology onto Paul’s apocalyptic framework, asserting that Paul’s language of “calling” in
Romans 9:24 reflects divine initiative without necessitating a redefinition of Israel’s identity
(Campbell 2009:682-684). Both scholars resist the flattening of ethnic and theological categories,
advocating for a more historically grounded and rhetorically sensitive reading of Paul’s argument.
However, Paul’s argument in Rom. 9:24-26 is not really about the role of the Judeans and non-
Judeans. Instead, it is just a scriptural illustration that there was precedent in the collective memory of
Israel for a totally new type of group to appear, which Paul cheekily connects with one comprised of
Judeans and non-Judeans. Paul speaks about God’s role in the outworking of His salvation plan
among the Judeans, specifically by including them in a new, non-ethnic group comprising both

Judeans and non-Judeans.

7 Here, &£ Tovdaionv and &€ 80vdv (both genitive plural) mean “from among Jews” and “from among Gentiles,”
respectively. BDAG’s entry emphasises that ék in such constructions highlights God’s selective calling from
within larger groups, not merely a general outreach. This usage aligns with Paul’s rhetorical strategy in Romans
9-11: stressing divine initiative in forming a new identity group—those called “not only from among Jews but
also from among Gentiles.” (Bauer et al. 2000:295)

1Xx1
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The call to unite the Judeans with non-Judeans into one group is the surprising announcement
that Paul needs to defend (Aageson 1987:272). So, Campbell misses Paul’s line of argument
so far concerning the framework for describing the formation of the Christ group in relation to

the inclusion of non-Judeans.

Therefore, contrary to Beale and Campbell, I argue that Paul uses Hos. 2:23 to predict
the creation and formation of a new, de-ethnicized Christ group that now includes both
Judeans and non-Judeans. The creation and formation of this Christ group are through God's
calling, which has been his catchword in his argument so far. Since Paul includes himself in
this group, it presupposes that he and other Judeans have a new identity that the non-Christ
Judeans do not have. In social identity terms, this is social categorisation that differentiates the
Judean Christ-followers from the non-Christ Judean group. This does not obliterate other key
aspects of their ethnicity, but it is not the basis of their belonging to the Christ-group. This
will equally be true of the non-Judean Christ-followers. Paul now alludes to some OT texts in
vv. 25-26 to buttress his point.

The first citation in Hos. 2:23, found in its original context at the end of a passage that
depicts the punishment and restoration of Israel, also opens up the categories of inclusion
within Israel (Porter 2015:191). The second citation is from Hos. 1:10; it also refers to Israel
in context. They will not just be called God’s people, but they will be called the sons of the
living God. Although the original context is about Israel, Paul uses them to describe the

framework of creation and the formation of the Christ group, which includes non-Judeans.

The above is one instance where the original context of the citations is not crucial to
Paul’s use of the OT. Some scholars propose a secondary reference to the original context of

Hosea, also referred to as “echo” (Hays 1989:67; Meeks 250:112; Cosgrove 1996:275-276).
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Additionally, some scholars suggest that the fulfilment of Israel should not be denied
in these citations, but the fulfilment for non-Judeans should be affirmed (so, unconvincingly,
Tanner 2005:101). A knowledge of the contexts in Hosea of these two quotations would not
have helped either Judean or non-Judean Christ-followers. The Judeans would have known
that Hosea was speaking about Israel, which is not the case here, given 9.24. The non-Judeans
would have felt excluded since only Israel was in view. It is difficult to accept that Paul
would have assumed knowledge of the context of the quotations amongst his audience, when
that would have contradicted his point in Rom. 9.24. Paul’s concern is with the oracular use
of these citations. All they knew, and needed to know, was the fact that scripture foretold a
paradoxical people to come who could now be identified with their mixed group of Judeans

and non-Judeans Christ-followers.

In social identity terms, the concept of “Not My People” is a social categorisation that
differs from “My People.” Also, the use of “Not My People” is a derogatory term to
stereotype members of an outgroup to differentiate them from the favoured ingroup members
that are called “My People” in this text. The same is true of the “Not Beloved” and the
“Beloved.” When this happens, in SIT terms, the distinct aspects of social categorisation
come into play. They are the cognitive dimension (knowledge of one's belonging to the
group), the emotive dimension (one's emotional response to belonging to the group), and the
evaluative dimension (one's response to belonging to the group). All these are aimed at
influencing both ingroup and outgroup members. Ingroup members (Beloved/My People)
will feel honoured by the group's identity and become more positive about participating in
and upholding the group's values. Additionally, the former outgroup members who are now

welcomed into the ingroup will feel proud and honoured about this new status and identity.

Paul reverses the identity of the “Not My People” and “Not Beloved,” which were

initially used for the Israelites, now to depict the identity of the non-Judean Christ-followers
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who have become “My People” and “Beloved.” He wants both subgroups to know that they
have a new superordinate identity that carries very high status in God’s view. The non-
Judeans would regain any diminishment they previously had in Judean eyes by virtue of their
membership in the new Christ-group, for they would understand that they hold equal
belonging with the Judean Christ-followers. Therefore, they have equal opportunities and
privileges in the Christ group, irrespective of their previous ethnic status. These non-Judeans
would also need to understand that this is all the result of God’s mercy in His calling, and that
there is nothing to boast about except to boast in God. On the other hand, the Judean Christ-
followers would need to understand that their ethnic status does not give them any special
status over the non-Judeans in the Christ-group. Like the non-Judeans, they too are called by
God’s mercy, once they were not beloved and not God’s people, but God reversed their
identity. It is this framework for the creation and recategorization of the social identity of the
people of God, including both Judeans and non-Judeans, that lies at the heart of Paul’s
argument. This is intended to unite the Christ-group toward joint participation in the

outworking of God's salvation plan.

Therefore, Paul uses “Beloved and My People” rather than “Not Beloved and Not
My People” as identity descriptors to explain the framework for the creation and formation
of the de-ethnicized Christ group (Judeans and non-Judeans), in accordance with God's
calling. Consequently, these identity descriptors also serve as a means of categorising and

differentiating the Christ group from other groups.

The next identity honour bestowed on the Christ-followers is from the citation of Hos.
1:10 in 9:26, “They will be called ‘sons of the living God.”” These Christ-followers also now
have a new status and identity of the sons of the living God as opposed to strangers and
pagans that they used to be from a Judean perspective (Eph. 4:17). This brings much honour

to them (cognitive and emotional aspects of social categorisation) because they would stop
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being defined and described by associations with idolatry and immorality of the non-Judeans
who are not Christ-followers. It would also influence their behavioural pattern (evaluative
aspect of social categorisation) because they must live up to the values associated with their
new status and identity. This serves as the basis for Paul’s call for unity and gracious
relationships among the followers of Christ (both Judean and non-Judean) in chapters 12-16.
In case his audience is wondering about the fate of the Israelites and God’s promises
to them regarding the inclusion of non-Judeans in God’s plan, Paul now stresses the shift in
the composition of God’s people to reinforce the place of the remnant Judeans. He goes
beyond the framework of the Christ group's creation to describe the process of its creation,
which is by God’s act of saving a remnant among the Israelites. He refers to Isa. 10:22-23,
which is conflated with Isa. 28:22b. An alternative formula introduces this citation
(Hoaiag 0¢ kpdler vmep tod Topan) which signals the contemporary application of Isaiah’s
words: “Though the number of the sons of Israel be as the sand of the sea, only a remnant of
them will be saved” (Rom. 9:27). Also, the conjunction &¢ indicates a transition from the
previous verses which have focused on the Judeans and non-Judeans together to the
following verses which now focus on Israel as mentioned explicitly at the end of the
introductory formula. In Rom. 9:27, Paul uses 6 aptOpoc tdv vidv TopanA taken from the
LXX of Hos. 1:10a instead of 6 Aaog "IopanAr from Isaiah. 10:22 (LXX). This modification
from Aaog, which Paul had used in Rom. 9:25-26 for God’s people generally, to "IopanA,
which refers explicitly to the Judeans, depicts Paul’s attempt to differentiate clearly between

this subgroup in Rom. 9:27-29 from the superordinate category mentioned in Rom. 9:25-26.

Paul has argued earlier in 9:6b that not all those from Israel are “Israel,” signifying
that there are two categories or groups of Israelites, and that only one group is the “seed” and
children of God. Now he categorically names this group in Rom. 9:27 as the “remnant”

(OmdAeypa) among the larger group called “Israel.” This signifies that the groups that come
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together to form one group (people of God) are the remnant Judean Christ followers and the
non-Judean followers of Christ. So, we see that the function of the quotations in 9:27 serves
as Paul’s attempt to identify a category of Judeans (remnant) who belong to the larger group
of Judeans (in terms of ethnicity), and the group of Christ-followers (Judeans and non-
Judeans). The members of this remnant remain ethnically Judean after joining the Christ

group, but their ethnicity is not the basis of their belonging to the Christ group.

However, there are some questions about the identities of “Israel” and the “remnant.”
Some scholars distinguish between “Israel and the remnant,” but they were writing before the
introduction of SIT to New Testament research for the interpretation of Rom. 9:27
(Késemann 1980:290; Moo 1996:615; Fitzmyer 1993:574; Legasse 2000:622). Also, others
hold a contrary interpretation of the “remnant” and argue that it is the same as “all Israel,”
which is to be saved in Rom. 11:26 (Gaston 2000:140; Stowers 1994:296; Heil 2002:705).
First, the problem with this contrary interpretation is that it is disconnected from Paul’s
consistent efforts in chapter 9 to differentiate between Israel as a whole and another
subgroup, referred to as the seed, children of God, and here referred to as the remnant. Paul’s
view of “all Israel” that will be saved includes the “remnant” and those who would ultimately
be saved among the hardened Judeans, a case that Paul develops further in chapter 11.
Second, these scholars do not appreciate Paul’s emphasis on a new non-ethnic Christ group,
which only some Judeans now belong to, and which is formed as an act of creation by God
through his gracious calling. Third, if Paul meant that “remnant” is equivalent to “all Israel,”
he would have made the direct connection in Rom. 9:27 instead of using IopamnA and
vmoAeupo to distinguish these two groups. Therefore, Paul’s point here is that some Judeans
are saved and become God’s children along with other non-Judeans, yet some other Judeans
are not saved, though the number of the sons of Israel is as the sand of the sea. Those who are

saved from this multitude of Judeans are called the “remnant.” This “remnant” still holds an
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ethnic identity with this larger group, who are not saved and not children of God, proving that

ethnicity is not the basis of belonging to the children of God.

To buttress his point further about the “remnant” among the Judeans, Paul refers to a
conflated version of Isa. 10:22 (Adyov cuvteA®v kai cuvtéuvav) and 23 ( §tL Adyov
ocvvtetunpévov Koplog mooet v 1fj oikovpévn 6An) in Rom. 9:28 (Adyov yop cuvieldv kai
oLVTEUVOV TTooel KOPLog €l Ti¢ Y1) —“The Lord will act by accomplishing his utterance
on earth and limiting it” (BDAG 2000:975). This citation from Isa. 10:22-23 is probably
modified under the influence of Isa. 28:22 (3101t GuvteTEAEGUEVA KO GUVTETUNUEVAL
npayuata fjkovoao topd Kvpiov cafamb, & momoet €ni macav v yijv). The Adyov in Rom.
9:28 is linked to God's word connected to the ‘remnant’ as the citation in Rom. 9:29 depicts
clearly: “If the Lord of Armies had not left us seed (onépua), we (Judeans) would have
become like Sodom and fared like Gomorrah.” This is a clear citation from Isaiah 1:9, which
has already been introduced in Rom. 9:28. Again, we see God’s creation of the remnant
onéppa identity framework, so that the remnant is differentiated from other Judeans who do

not share in this sonship.

However, some scholars emphasise the negative connotation of the “remnant”
metaphor in Rom. 9:27-29, interpreting it as judgment over Israel (Kdsemann 1980:265;
Cranfield 1979:501; Wilckens 1982:207). Nevertheless, other scholars emphasise both hope
and judgment over Israel on the “remnant” in these citations (Moo 1996:615-616; Shum
2002:209-210; Aageson 1987:57-58). While themes of judgment and hope are implied in
these citations, they are not the focal point of Paul’s use of them. Instead, Paul uses these
citations to reinforce his affirmation that God’s word will produce its desired effect of the
“children of promise” among the Judeans (9:6-8), and the “remnant” is proof that this is
already happening. Therefore, these citations are used in reference to the promise of hope for

the Judeans.
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In social identity terms, Paul acknowledges the initial categorisation of the Judeans
into the larger group of all Judeans (sand of the sea) and the “remnant”- a subgroup of
Judeans to which he ascribes the status and identity of salvation (Rom. 9:27). Then in v. 29,
Paul uses the quotation from Isa. 1:9 to draw some social comparison between the onéppa
that God kept among the Judeans (same as remnant above) concerning Sodom and Gomorrah.
The use of onéppa is an ingroup designation for the children of God (Rom. 9:6-8), while
Sodom and Gomorrah denote a derogatory term for the outgroup who are destined for
judgment. Therefore, the knowledge (cognitive-social dimension) that God keeps his omnéppa,
the Judeans, is an offer of hope to those who constitute a subgroup of Israel, even though the
majority of Judeans do not believe in Christ. This would foster greater loyalty to the Christ
group (evaluative dimension), which they share with the non-Judean followers of Christ.
Later, Paul employs this hope of salvation and its present outworking among the “remnant”

as the basis of hope that “all Israel” shall be saved in Rom. 11:26.

The essence here is that whatever God is doing among the non-Judeans to call a
people for himself, he is also doing the same among the Judeans. Wagner (2010:429) puts it
this way: “In the end, the entire weight of Paul’s argument in Rom 9-11 comes to rest on just

this point: that God alone determines the identity and destiny of Israel and the Gentiles alike.”
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CHAPTER FIVE

USE OF SCRIPTURE IN ROMANS 9:30-10:21—SOCIAL IDENTITY PERSPECTIVE

5.1 Introduction

There is a transition between Rom. 9:30 and Romans 10, focusing on the concept of
"righteousness by faith." It highlights the distinction between non-Judeans who attain
righteousness by faith and Judeans who seek it through the law and stumble. This tension is
central to Romans 10, where Paul elaborates on confessing and believing in Christ for
salvation, emphasising a new identity that transcends ethnic boundaries. Therefore, Romans
9:30-33 serves as a transition to chapter 10, demonstrating the unity of the section through
numerous scriptural citations and reinforcing the shift from an ethnic and law-based

framework to a faith-centered, inclusive identity.

Exploring Rom. 9:30-10:21 through the lens of SIT provides an instructive analysis of
how group identity formation and collective memory shape the experience of group
belonging. By examining the intersections of SIT and collective memory, we can gain a
deeper understanding of how the collective memory and identity framework of early Christ-

followers were formed and negotiated within a diverse and often hostile social environment.

As mentioned earlier, the SIT posits that individuals derive their social identity from
their sense of membership in groups (Tajfel and Turner 1986). In Romans 10, Paul
emphasises the need for faith in Christ for salvation, the most important group belief of the
Christ-movement, thus outlining a clear distinction between Christ followers and non-Christ
followers (Rom. 10:9-10). This distinction fosters a strong group identity among early Christ-
followers, situating them within a divine narrative that transcends cultural and ethnic
differences (Baker and Tucker 2014:89—-112). The concept of group belonging is central to

developing a cohesive group identity, as highlighted by Heersmink (2023), who postulates
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that collective memory and identity frameworks are shaped through shared narratives and

artefacts.

Halbwachs (2020) argues that collective memory is shaped by social structures,
suggesting that shared experiences and memories foster a sense of community. In the context
of Romans 10, the memory of the shared narrative of salvation reinforces the identity
framework of the Christ-group, providing a reinterpreted narrative that unites them as
followers of Christ. Also, the memory of Israel's covenant with God and the fulfilment of
promises in Christ solidifies the group's understanding of their belonging to Christ (Popkin

2016).

Additionally, there is an interplay between Realist Conflict Theory (RCT) and SIT,
which elucidates the competitive processes that support the group's identity formation and
illuminates the dynamics of relations between external groups. RCT, as developed by Sherif,
posits that conflict arises when groups compete over incompatible goals or limited resources
(Sherif 1966:12—15). In the Roman context, the early Christ-followers often disagreed with
‘Jewish’ communities and the Roman state (Hilton and Liu 2017). The emergence of the
Christ-group as a distinct movement generated significant intergroup tension, particularly
with Jewish communities and Roman authorities. This framework illuminates the socio-
political dynamics of first-century Judea, where early Christ-followers redefined covenantal
identity around Jesus as Messiah, challenging Jewish religious authority and communal
boundaries. Jewish leaders, perceiving this reinterpretation as a threat to Torah-based identity
and temple centrality, often responded with exclusionary practices, such as synagogue
expulsion (cf. John 9:22; Acts 13:45). Simultaneously, the Roman state viewed the Christ-
group as politically subversive due to their refusal to participate in emperor worship and civic
cults, undermining imperial unity (Youvan 2024:7-9). These overlapping tensions reflect

RCT’s emphasis on zero-sum perceptions: Jewish communities feared a loss of religious
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legitimacy, while Rome feared the destabilisation of the imperial order. The result was
marginalisation, persecution, and identity polarisation, which are the hallmarks of resource-
based intergroup conflict. The tensions inherent in these relationships have fostered a sense
of urgency to recategorise and solidify the Christ-group identity. As Roman culture
struggled to affirm its superiority, Christ-followers, as a distinct group, strongly relied on
their collective memory and belief systems to navigate external conflicts (Van Stekelenburg
and Klandermans 2017). Consequently, Paul's inclusive message in Romans 10 promotes a
collective identity that transcends ethnic and social divisions - "There is no distinction
between Judean and Greek" (Rom. 10:12). In connection with RCT, Haslam et al. (2019)
highlight the role of social groups in promoting identity and influencing behaviour,
emphasising how shared identity can mitigate external pressures. This correlates with
Romans 10, in which belief in Christ constitutes individual salvation and integrates Christ-
followers with a larger narrative of group belonging, thus reinforcing their commitment to the
group.
Now, let us examine how these theories play out in Romans 10.
5.2 Israel and the Stumbling Stone (Rom. 9:30-33)
What then shall we say? The non-Judeans who do not seek to attain righteousness
appropriated righteousness, a righteousness which is out of faith (dikorochvnyv 6 v €k
miotewg-). However, the Judeans who seek to attain a law of righteousness (diox®v vopov
dwkatoovvng), but even out of works (€€ &€pywv-). They stumbled against the stone, which
is a stumbling stone, even as it stands written, Behold, I place in Zion a stone, a stumbling

stone, and a rock of offence. And the one who places faith in him will not be put to shame.

(My revised version of RSV)

1Xx1
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As mentioned earlier, this section serves as the link between Rom. 9:6-29 and Rom. 10:1-21.
There are 14 quotations in 9:30-10:21 if we consider 30:12-14 in Rom. 10:6-8 as three separate
quotations. This dense concentration of scriptures demonstrates their importance in Paul’s
argument. In Rom. 9:30-33, Paul compared the situation of Judeans and non-Judeans
concerning their maladjustment and adjustment to God’s righteousness. He is now speaking to
both ethnic subgroups, within a framework that embraces them. The non-Judeans who did not
pursue righteousness attained it by faith, whilst some Judeans failed to reach this righteousness
because they sought it after the framework of the law. The law was never the way to achieve
righteousness. As the means of righteousness is always by faith in Christ, Paul quotes a
scripture, “Behold, [ am laying in Zion a stone of stumbling, and a rock of offence; and whoever
believes in him will not be put to shame.” He reworks and reconfigures Isa. 28:16 and 8:14 to
challenge the Judeans to abandon the cornerstone of the law framework by which they have
stumbled and now place faith in the cornerstone of Christ; then they will be saved. However,
the cornerstone to be believed in order not to be put to shame is the rock of offence and scandal,

a reference to Christ (1 Cor. 1:23; Gal. 5:11).

So far, we see how Paul differentiates between the two groups regarding God’s
righteousness. He used labels like “my people and not-my people, vessels of honour and
dishonour, etc.” He also used the framework of righteousness pursued through works of the
law versus the framework of righteousness attained through faith to depict two groups and
their respective identities. Works of the law were a stereotype of Israelite identity. Therefore,

we are already applying specific aspects of SIT in this context.

Examining this section through the lens of SIT reveals the intricate dynamics of
identity and cohesion within the early Christian movement. The theory of social identity,
developed by Henri Tajfel and John Turner, postulates that individuals derive significant

aspects of their self-concept from being members of social groups. This approach provides
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valuable insights into how group association influences behaviours, attitudes, and perceptions
of identity (Tajfel and Turner 1979). The transition from a predominantly Judean identity to
one shared by both Judeans and non-Judeans marks a critical moment in the early Christ-
movement, signalling potential conflict, but also providing a rich opportunity for group
inclusion and formation. Scholars like Hogg and Abrams (1988) argue that the social
identities we embrace reflect our perceptions, behaviours, and interactions with others.

Paul has not deviated from his argument so far, which is to explain the identity
framework for the call and inclusion of the remnant Judeans and, consequently, to use the
same framework to explain the formation of the Christ group (Rom. 9:24-27). In continuation
of the development of the identity framework for the Christ group, Paul now uses the
concepts of dikatocvuvny € TV €k TioTEMG versus VooV dikatoovvng to categorise the Christ

group and differentiate them from the non-Christ Judean group.

These two forms of seeking righteousness, namely, by law and faith in Christ,
constitute the framework for differentiating between groups and identities (Esler 2003:283).
In context, the Judeans do not reject God’s righteousness; instead, they seek righteousness
within the framework of the law. Therefore, they are hindered from God’s righteousness by
faith in Christ. In other words, they cannot understand the outworking of God’s salvation plan
in Christ because they expect to see it in the law. This is synonymous with what Paul has
already mentioned as “righteousness by the works of the law (3:20), “righteousness by
works” (4:2,6), “works of the law” (3:27, 28), “law” (3:21), or “works” (11: 6). Apart from
the saving aspect of the outworking of God’s plan, these Judeans also do not understand the
implication of the belonging of the non-Judeans in this outworking of God’s plan.
Additionally, in this section, group categorisation emerges between those on the negative side
of the stumbling stone (the Judean non-Christ group) and those on the positive side (non-

Judean Christ-followers).
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It is also evident that Paul is distancing himself from this stumbling group, even
though they belong to the same ethnic group, by using “they” to refer to them. He says, in
verse 32, “Why? Because they did not pursue it by faith but as if it were based on works.
They have stumbled over the stumbling stone”. Christ is this stumbling stone. This might
have been misunderstood as a betrayal of his ethnic belonging by the Judean Christ-followers
who continued to associate closely with the non-Christ Judean group. However, it will soon
become clear that Paul continues to seek to establish a categorisation that holds this Christ-

group together, not based on ethnic belonging.

Most scholars (Dunn 1988:576—77; Hays 1989:74-75; Fitzmyer 1993:576; Stowers
1994:302; Byrne 1996:308). agree that this second section, Rom. 9:30-10:21, is about Israel’s
failure. However, there are divergent views about the nature of this failure. The traditional
interpretation (Westerholm 2001:83—184; Das 2008:247-257; Moo 1996:197—-198) views
Israel’s failure as an attempt to achieve righteousness or salvation through their works or self-
righteousness. However, some new perspective scholars (Sanders 1983:37-8; Watson
1991:165; Dunn 1988:577) argue for the nationalistic exclusion of the non-Judeans as the
problem of Israel. Although popular, the former is inconsistent with Paul’s argument so far,
and the latter is closer to Paul’s argument but needs more clarity. For example, Esler
(2003:282) identifies nationalistic exclusion of non-Judeans as a central issue in Romans 9—
11. He argues that Paul is confronting a social dynamic in which Judean Christ-followers in
Rome were resisting the full inclusion of the non-Judeans into the covenantal identity of
Israel. This exclusion, Esler suggests, stems from ethnic boundary maintenance and a
reluctance to redefine group identity in light of Christ. So far, Paul’s argument is not about
the works or self-righteousness of the Judeans; instead, it is that they do not understand God’s
salvation plan being worked out in Christ because the framework of the law limits them. Due

to this limitation, these Judeans do not perceive that this outworking of God’s plan now
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includes the non-Judeans as God’s people. So, it is not so much about a nationalistic rejection
of non-Judeans, per se, as the “New Perspective” suggests. Instead, it is a lack of
understanding as to why the non-Judeans belong to God’s people along with the Judeans. In
this context, Paul’s use of “righteousness” is not about intrinsic righteousness; instead, it
describes the outworking of God’s salvation plan to bring Judeans and non-Judeans into one
family as his people. It is this ‘righteousness’ that comes through faith in Christ, where
‘righteousness by faith’ becomes a shared belief that frames a new identity for Christ-

followers.

Using a narrative that responds to social memory analysis, Paul continues to explore
the motifs of reversal and election, previously discussed, that he discerns in the OT scriptures
(Rom. 9:33), leading to his understanding of God’s dialectical activity in human history.
(11:26). The two conflated scriptures quoted here are Isa. 28:16 and Isa. 8:14.

5.3 The wording of Isa. 28:16 and Isa. 8:14 in Rom. 9:33

Paul now supports his argument by conflating Isa. 28:16 and 8:14, likely to draw his audience
further into his argument before he provides a fuller explanation in chapters 10 and 11 (Aletti
1998:211-212). The central part is from Isa. 28:16, while the middle part is from Isa. 8:14. He
does not specify the source of the wording of the quotation, but he introduces it with the
generic formula xaBmg yéypamton (as it stands written). These Isaianic citations are “stone”
passages in Isaiah and occur together in 1 Pet. 2:6-8. Therefore, Paul likely assumes that his
audience was familiar with these scriptures as part of the broader Christ-movement discourse,
even though they might not have understood them in their original full contexts. Having
compared these two passages, some scholars suggest that they came to be known and applied
to Christ by Christ-followers early in the movement's history, even earlier than “either Paul or
1 Peter” (Stanley 2011:109, 121). These agreements between Rom. 9:33 and 1 Pet. 2:6-8 have

led some scholars to suggest that Paul and 1 Peter might have been derived from a common
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pre-Pauline tradition. In contrast, others argue that 1 Pet. 2:6-8 is dependent on Rom. 9:33
(Kujanpda 2019:135). This may suggest that Paul quoted directly from early Christian
tradition instead of Isaiah (Dodd 1952), which was already a conflated text (Dunn 1998:583-
585). Despite the plausibility of the above suggestions, we must not lose sight of the fact that
Paul would have been familiar with the original meaning of the OT and the context of Isaiah
(Barret 1991:181), but not his audience. Therefore, he could conflate these texts to speak to
the present situation of his audience. The result of this conflation is that the stone is depicted
negatively as a stone of stumbling, while the positive image of the stone in Isa. 28:16 is
omitted (Keck 2005:244). The bases for this conflation are (1) both texts refer to a “stone”
and (2) both texts refer, in the LXX but not in the MT, to someone who is trusting. This is an
example of applying the hermeneutical technique known as the “comparison of equals” in
rabbinic literature (Strack and Stemberger 1991:21).

Paul’s wording is significantly different from the Septuagint and differs from the
Masoretic text, however, in 1 Pet. 2:6-8, Isa. 8:14 and Isa. 28:16 are quoted in forms that are
close enough but not exact, which agrees with Paul’s wording. Notwithstanding, in 1 Peter,
these texts are not conflated; instead, they appear separate and with another quotation
between them. However, there is more to be said than just whether the NT writer follows the
MT, the LXX, or the early Christian tradition. This is because these texts originated in oral
culture, where they were intended to be heard with an aural effect in mind. In a primarily
oral culture, early Christ-movement authors would have encountered Israel’s scriptures in
both oral and written forms, in addition to Judean and Christ-movement oral traditions,
biblical manuscripts, collections of scriptural testimonies, personal notebooks, and scriptural
texts committed to memory (Wagner 2003: 81). While the canon of the OT was moderately
fixed and closed in the NT era for most books, such as Isaiah, the text itself was not fixed at

that period (Witherington 2004:143-64).

106



1Xx1

5.4 Analysis of Isa. 8:14 in Rom. 9:33

In Isa. 8:14, many scholars consider Paul’s wording to represent the Hebraizing revised
version of the Greek text (Stanley 1992:123; Wagner 2002:130). Both the OT and the NT
use stone metaphors in oracles and poetic speeches (Witherington 2004:80). They can be a
positive metaphor (as building blocks) and a negative one (as stumbling blocks). Hence, we
must pay attention to how Paul reuses these stone texts. If we place Isaiah 8:14 (both MT
and LXX) in their broader contexts, we will gain a better understanding of their meanings

and why Paul reuses them in this way.

Isa. 8:14 And he will become a sanctuary, and a stone of offence, and a rock of
stumbling to both houses of Israel, a trap and a snare to the inhabitants of

Jerusalem. (RSV)

Isa. 8:14 (LXX) And if you trust in him, he will become your sanctuary, and you
will not encounter him as a stumbling block caused by a rock, but the house of Jacob

is in a trap, and those who sit in Jerusalem are in a pit. (LXX)

Rom. 9:33 xabag yéypontar Tood tibnut v Z1dv AiBov TpooKOUUaTog Kol TETpaV

oKavOdAov, Kol O ToTEV®V €T AT 0V KoTooyLVOHGETAL.
In the Septuagint, the wording of v.14 changes significantly because the MT says the Lord
will be a stumbling block, while the LXX says the Lord will not. Additionally, the LXX
changes to a positive statement (if you trust in Him), which would have hindered Paul from
holding conflicting views of judgment and hope regarding the stone. If Paul knew both
versions of Isa. 8:14 and chose the one with the harsh tone, he must have selected the one that
better served his argument. This also suggests that, although Paul was aware of the context
of these texts, he was probably more interested in utilising them for his oracular purposes and
the benefit of his audience. His audience would not have made the connection to the original

context.
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In both translations, when Isa. 8:14 is placed in a broader context, [saiah warns
against the reliance of God’s people on foreign gods and armies to save them instead
of trusting in God. Isaiah describes the people as stubborn, hard-hearted, and
continually walking in sinful ways, provoking God through idolatry and immorality
(Isa. 8:6; 9:16; 28:11; 29:13-14). The context is likely to be the Syro-Ephraimitic war
amidst the widespread panic in Jerusalem (Wildberger 1991:356). Isaiah and his
followers had to make a firm decision to live for God in a political and religious
atmosphere that did not honour God (Smith 1998: 225). In this warning oracle, Isaiah
claims that this instruction and warning have come to him “like the strong grasping of
the hand,” similar to what is said in 1 Kings 18:46 and 2 Kings 3:15 about God’s hand
on Elijah. They should not fear what others fear, because God will be a holy place, a
sanctuary, or a rock for them, depending on whether they trust in God (Wildberger
1991: 356).
5.5 Identity of the Stone about Israel in Isaiah 8:14
In its original context, the stone is identified as God, who protects those who trust him. On
the other hand, God will also be a stumbling stone to those who do not trust him but
instead place their trust in foreign nations and armies for safety. This would have been a
blessing to those struggling with the political instability of the time. God is the real threat
to Israel
and Judah, not the external threat of foreign powers. The real threat hanging over them is the
impending judgment from God (stumbling stone) due to the fracture in their relationship
with God. The theme of reversal is evident again; Isaiah employs metaphors and images that
can
be interpreted as either positive or negative (Smith 1998:227). On the one hand, God can be
a solid rock and refuge (Psa. 18:2-3,31-32,46; 19:14; 62:7; 89;26) who delivers those who
are trapped in the snares of evil people (Psa. 64:5-7; 91:3; 124:7; 140:4-5; 141:9), though

1Xx1
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for other people this role is reversed if they do not fear and trust God. Therefore, the rock
will

lead to ruin instead of salvation, and the people will be destroyed instead of being delivered
from these snares and traps. They will fall into these traps of unbelief due to their ungodly

worldview. Paul later develops this theme of unbelief in Romans 10, exploring why the

Israelites of his day stumbled. Scholars have interpreted this stone variously. For example,
Moo (1996:622) sees it as a messianic fulfilment that exposes Israel’s failure to pursue
righteousness by faith. Dunn (1988:587) emphasises the stone as a symbol of divine
reversal, where Christ becomes both the foundation and the obstacle. Wright (2002:635)
argues that
the stone represents the unexpected nature of God’s covenantal faithfulness in Christ, which
redefines identity and inclusion. These interpretations converge on the idea that Christ, as
the stone, confronts human expectations and reorients the path to righteousness. However,
there is an implicit reason to believe that this stone is Christ and that Israel needs to believe
in him.
God is distinct from the stone, since he is the one who laid it. Therefore, Christ
becomes the object of faith instead of God (Dekker 2007). Also, the mention of Christ in
Rom. 10:4 parallels Rom. 9:30-33, leading to the repetition of the last phrase in Isa. 28:16
in Rom. 10:11.
5.6 The Context of Isaiah 8:14 Using a Social Identity Framework
Isa. 8:14 “And if you trust in Him, He will become your sanctuary; and you will
not encounter Him as a stumbling caused by a stone nor as a fall caused by a rock.

But the house of Jacob is in a trap, and those who sit in Jerusalem are in a pit.”

(LXX-Brenton’s Translation)

Isa. 28:16 “Therefore thus saith the Lord, even the Lord, Behold, I lay for the
foundations of Sion a costly stone, a choice, a cornerstone, a precious stone, for its

foundations; and he that believes on him shall by no means be ashamed.” (LXX-
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Brenton)

Rom. 9:33 “as it is written, ‘Behold, I am laying in Zion a stone that will make
men stumble, a rock that will make them fall; and he who believes in him will not

be put to shame.”” (RSV)
Above, Paul employs an oracular fusion of Isaiah 8:14 and 28:16 to depict Christ as both a
sanctuary and a stumbling stone, reflecting the dual response to divine revelation.
Additionally, this oracular fusion is not a direct quotation but a midrashic synthesis,
reflecting Paul's interpretive freedom and theological intent. It emphasises the paradox of
Christ, rejected by some, yet the foundation of salvation for those who believe. It also
reflects the Septuagint’s influence, especially in the shift from “shall not make haste” (MT)
to “shall not be ashamed” (LXX), which Paul adopts to underscore the eschatological
security of faith. Isaiah 8:14 originally portrays Yahweh as a refuge for the faithful but a
stumbling block for disobedient Israel, particularly in the context of political alignment with
Assyria. Paul recontextualises this imagery to emphasise Israel’s rejection of Christ,
transforming the cornerstone of Isaiah 28:16 into a stumbling block by combining it with
Isaiah 8:14. This theological reworking underscores the paradox of faith in that what gives
life to those who believe becomes judgment to those who resist it. (Ortlund 2009; Oss

1992).

Related to the above argument, Kujanpaa (2018:147) argues that the interpretation of
this quotation lies in the catchword connections between the quotation and Paul’s preceding
remarks. First, the stone of stumbling connects to Paul’s claim that Israel has stumbled over
the “stone of stumbling” (9:32). Second, the phrase “and whoever believes (0 motev®V) in
him will not be put to shame" corresponds to the righteousness from faith (ék mictewq)
attained by the non-Judeans (9:30). This conflated quotation confirms Paul’s juxtaposition
between the group that has stumbled in contrast to the other group that has believed and

trusted. In this way, we see a zone of social differentiation and categorisation. In 9:32, these
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groups are further distinguished and categorised by their responses to the stone, which are
based on “faith” or “work” (Watson 2007:324). The faith that attains God’s righteousness is
faith in the stone; whereas pursuing the law of righteousness based on works, in contrast, is
connected to stumbling. This quotation categorises two possible responses to the Christ event
and two possible consequences. Hence, they also categorise two groups. Isaiah 28:16 praises
the precious stone but says nothing about its destructive consequences. Therefore, for Paul
to organise these groups and the consequences that await them, he substitutes the positive
adjectives of Isa. 28:16 with the “stone of stumbling and a rock of offence” in Isa. 8:14
(Wilk 1998:164). Gadenz (2009:148-49) also argues that in describing this paradoxical

situation involving the obtaining of righteousness by non-Judeans and the Judean failure to

attain it, Paul uses the stumbling stone quotation to describe yet another pair of
contemporary groups in God’s plan. The first is already pointed out in Rom. 9:24-26, which
comprises Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers; together, they form the new group
called “us.” The second pair, also already discussed in Rom. 9:27-29, are two groups: the
remnant seed of Judean Christ-followers and the Judeans as a whole ethnic group. In this
case, the remnant seed is a part of the larger Judean ethnic group in Rom. 9:6 b. It is indeed
plausible that the judgment aspect of this remnant concept has raised the question of the
fate of the more significant part of the Judeans as an ethnic group, which Paul is attempting
to answer.

Therefore, with the rhetorical question (ti obv podpev;) Paul now considers the implication
of the preceding verses in connection with a third pair of groups, namely, the Judeans who
have rejected the gospel (to anticipate 11:7) and the non-Judean Christ-followers. What
Paul does here is juxtapose their contrasting situations regarding righteousness (repeated
four times in verses 31-32). This is further clarified in 10:3 and taken up again in the
Christological part of the subsection in 10:4-17. Here, Paul develops this further; the

discussion moves from the specific groups (Judeans and non-Judeans) to a more general
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level. At the end of the subsection in 10:19-21, these specifics about Judeans and non-

Judeans re-emerge, and the horizontal relationship between them is again explored.

Paul’s use of these texts above carries significant implications when viewed through
the lens of SIT. Isaiah 8:14 initially presents Yahweh as both a sanctuary and a stumbling
stone, depending on Israel's and Judah's response. Paul recontextualises this duality to
highlight the ingroup-outgroup dynamics at play in Israel’s rejection of Christ. By fusing Isa.
8:14 with 28:16, Paul constructs a theological prototype and framework by which Christ
becomes the cornerstone of a new identity group defined by faith rather than ethnic lineage.
This rhetorical move reframes Israel’s stumbling not merely as a theological error but as a
failure to align with the emerging prototypical identity and framework centered on faith in
Christ (Fefferman 2023; Ortlund 2009). Additionally, SIT further elucidates how Paul’s
citation of Isaiah 8:14 serves to redefine group boundaries. The “stone of stumbling”
becomes a symbolic fault line between those who cling to Torah-based righteousness and
those who embrace Christ as the fulfilment of God’s promises. Paul’s midrashic fusion of
texts signals a shift in prototypical leadership from Torah observance to Christ-centered
faith, thereby challenging the legitimacy of the traditional Judean ingroup and inviting non-
Judeans into a reconstituted Christ-group.

This interpretive strategy not only critiques Israel’s response but also constructs a
new collective memory centered on Christ as the cornerstone, reshaping theological identity
through group belief rather than ancestral privilege (Berean Insights 2023). Therefore, the
basis of identity differentiation and categorisation lies in their differing relationships with

God.

Since it is clear that the wording of these texts has been conflated and changed
significantly from the original wording, we, therefore, argue that Paul uses these citations to

meet the needs of his audience without expecting them to understand the contexts of these
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citations. It would have been complicated for his audience, especially the non-Judean Christ-
followers, to make these connections to the original context of the citations. Therefore, the

oracular use of the citations would have been foremost in Paul’s mind.

5.7 The Zeal of Israel without Knowledge (Rom. 10:1-4)

In Rom. 10:1, Paul continues with his deep concern and prayer for the salvation (cotpiav)
of Israel. These deep emotions for the Judeans indicate his ethnic association with his
people. Paul notes their zeal, which unfortunately is not aligned with knowledge (epignosis
knowledge that transforms), as stated in Rom. 10:2. Some Judeans are ignorant of God’s
righteousness, therefore, in establishing their own, they did not submit to God’s
righteousness (10:3). They lost sight of the fact that Christ is the end of the law for
righteousness through faith (10:4) in Him. Paul’s longing for their salvation sets the stage for
his argument in Chapter 11, which asserts that all Israel will be saved. What is the definition
of “salvation? For whom among the Judeans is Paul praying? Who among the Judeans needs
to be saved, and who does not understand God’s righteousness? Were they non-Christ
Judeans? Israel as a nation? Or Judean Christ-followers? What does it mean that Christ is the

end of the law for righteousness? (Irons 2016; Bechtler 1993; Barnes 1984).

Stanley Stowers (1994) offers interpretive clues for Romans 10, arguing that later
Christian interpreters have miscast Paul’s letter to the Romans as a treatise on universal sin
and individual salvation (Stowers 1994:1-3). He situates Romans within its Greco-Roman
sociocultural and rhetorical context, showing that Paul, a Jew conversant with Hellenistic
moral ideals, is addressing an audience of Gentiles on how to attain moral and
psychological self-mastery through Christ’s faithfulness rather than through Torah
observance (Stowers 1994:16, 42—83). For Stowers, Christ functions not as the object of
forensic justification but as the paradigm of perfect obedience and the catalyst for a new,

Spirit-wrought kinship that transcends ethnic boundaries and realises divine justice as a
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communal ethic (Stowers 1994:251-53). Furthermore, he argues that Paul’s concern in
context is that the Judeans have not understood God’s righteousness because they have not
understood Paul’s law-free gospel to the non-Judeans (Stowers 1994:306-7). Instead of
submitting to the faithfulness of their Patriarch (Romans 4) and that of Christ, they
embarked on law education for the non-Judeans. It seems that Stowers overstates the role of
diatribe and minimises Paul’s affirmations of justification by faith as a frame of reference
for the formation of the Christ-group, comprising both Judeans and non-Judeans, a view

also supported by other scholars (Witherington 2004:38—41).

Davis (2014) offers some plausible interpretations; she does not read Romans 9—11
as a blanket universalisation of Israel’s promise but as Paul’s midrashic reallocation of

Israel’s inheritance, which is her “birthright” restored to a faithful remnant of Judeans.

In her citations of Hosea, Isaiah, and Genesis, she shows that Paul portrays the covenant
blessing as conditional on faith, so that only those “Israelites” who respond in faith are
counted as Abraham’s true heirs (Davis 2014:76—79). Furthermore, she proposes that
salvation and righteousness in Romans encompass two aspects: the first is the justification of
the unbeliever before God upon their first belief in Christ, and the second is the believer's
experience of walking in righteousness (Davis 2014:121). She argues that the second aspect
is what Paul means in chapter 10, and that salvation is Paul’s lament over deliverance from
God’s discipline for the Judeans' unfaithfulness, not the initial justification of non-Christ
Jews. Davis arrives at almost the same conclusion as Stowers through a different
interpretive lens on Rom. 10:1, “Brethren, my heart’s desire and prayer to God for them is
that they may be saved.” While I do agree with this plausible reading proposed by Davis,
she misses the fact that Paul’s primary concern in 9-11 is about the non-Christ Judeans and
how God would eventually save them despite their temporal unbelief. Paul’s intense grief

and lament in chapter 9, which is repeated here in chapter 10, indeed refers to Judeans who
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had not come to faith in Christ. However, the Judean Christ-followers will also need to
understand the dynamics of God’s righteousness as it relates to the outworking of his plan

among the Judeans and non-Judeans, especially why their co-ethnics had not turned to

Christ.

Paul interprets the coming of Christ as the end or termination of the law of
righteousness according to the framework of faith in Christ. Then we get to another debate
about t€Aoc in Rom. 10: 4. Within the broader flow of Romans 9-11, Paul’s succinct
assertion that “Christ is the té\og of the law for righteousness” has engendered at least four
primary interpretive strands. From the termination/end perspective, Albert Barnes argues
that téhog signifies the law’s cessation as a binding covenant, since Christ supersedes its
authority as the means of righteousness (Barnes 1884:517). In a goal-oriented reading, Dunn
contends that Christ is the realised goal toward which the law moved, bringing
righteousness to those who believe (Dunn 1988:578). A fulfilment approach, articulated by
John Murray, understands téAog as the law’s complete accomplishment in Christ, who
perfectly executes its moral and ceremonial demands on behalf of his people (Murray
1959:296). Finally, the teleological conception, championed by Badenas, holds that the law
was always directed toward Christ as its intended goal and culmination (Badenas 1985:60—
61). These four readings—termination, result, fulfilment, and goal—together reveal the
semantic richness of Paul’s choice and invite further exegesis of its theological and

rhetorical function in Romans.

All the above possibilities are interrelated in their meanings, depending on one’s
interpretation of the function of the law. However, Christ cannot be understood as having
terminated the law, for telos in Romans 10:4 does not function as a word of abolition.
Rather, Paul employs telos to signal a decisive reconfiguration of the symbolic boundaries

that had previously structured Israel’s ethnic identity. With the advent of Christ, the law
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reached its intended goal for those who pursued righteousness outside its covenantal
orientation, thereby shifting the basis for defining group membership. This is not the erasure
of Torah but the renegotiation of the criteria by which ingroup and outgroup members are
identified within the Christ-movement. Paul’s affirmation in Romans 9:4 where the law is
listed among Israel’s ongoing privileges alongside the latreia presupposes the continued
value of the law within Israel’s self-understanding. What changes in Christ is not the law's
existence but its function as an identity framework for the Christ group. In Paul’s argument,
Christ becomes the new locus of identity, displacing Torah observance as the primary ethnic
boundary and thereby redrawing the contours of Christ-followers around faith rather than
lineage or legal adherence. If the law was meant to bring the Judeans into a right relationship
with God, Christ is not the goal of the law in this sense. Before God gave the law (Mosaic
law), Israel was already his people. The law was never given for attaining righteousness.
Even Abraham, their ancestor, attained righteousness by faith, not by law (Gen. 15:6, Rom.
4:3). He received God’s righteousness before God asked him to leave for Ur of the Chaldees
(Genesis 12), and before the law was given 400 years later. However, if the function of the
law was to help the Judeans fulfil God’s plan within that dispensation and be a light to the

non-Judeans, then Christ could be the goal in this sense (Badenas 1985:101).

We have noted Paul’s strong feelings for his people in Rom. 9:1-5, but here in 10:1-4,
Paul gives the reason why Israel failed to attain its goal: they have stumbled (10:3, 21). It is
not, as Cranfield (1979) and Bell (1994) suggest, that Israel failed to attain righteousness
because of the legalistic way in which they sought to fulfil the law. Instead, they could not
attain righteousness because they remained within the framework of the law, rather than
moving on to the framework of faith. Israel has a zeal for God, but they could not fully
comprehend the outworking of God’s plan among the Judeans and non-Judeans.

Although the terms Paul uses do not have the same intensity as those in Rom. 9:1-5,
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they convey the same heartfelt and deep-seated emotion for his relatives according to the
flesh (Israelites). The use of the term “Brethren/Adeleoi” is a language of fictive kinship
that is charged with emotion for the ingroup but also draws our attention to a solicitude,
expressed in the words that follow, for the outgroup who are outside of the fellowship which
the term “brethren” implies (Murray 1979:47). Again, we are in the zone of group
categorisation in continuity with Chapter 9. This is seen in the use of “they” and “them” for
the Israelites in 10:2 and the use of “their” and “they” for them in 10:3. Though the
Israelites are Paul’s co-ethnics, and he is keen to embrace them, he wants to distance himself
from them in connection to the identity of the Christ group. Paul acknowledges that they
have a zeal for God, but not for knowledge (Rom. 10:2). They are ignorant of God’s
righteousness and have not submitted themselves to it, instead seeking to establish their own

(10:3).

Now, Paul wants to expand on the idea of seeking righteousness through faith. He
affirms that Christ is the termination of the law (Rom. 10:4), most probably the Mosaic law
(Moo 1994:641), that anyone with faith may attain God’s righteousness. It is worth noting
that righteousness here is the same as in Rom. 9:31-33, which is the righteousness pursued
by the framework of the law as opposed to God’s righteousness, which comes by the
framework of faith in Christ. It is righteousness regarding the outworking of God’s salvation
among the
Judeans and non-Judeans. Therefore, Paul continues to differentiate between two groups: the
Christ movement and Israel, the ingroup and outgroup, respectively, based on their differing
frameworks for pursuing righteousness. The juxtaposition between the two types of
perception of God’s righteousness mentioned here is between “their own™ and “God’s
righteousness,” which identifies where this group stands in relation to others who have

obtained God’s righteousness. Paul will now attempt to trace the reasons for Israel’s failure
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to embrace Christ (Avemarie 2010:305), not so much as an accusation as a description of

the situation.

Much debate has gone into the meaning of télog (the termination), and 10:4 is one of
the most controverted verses in Pauline literature. Some of the possibilities are

29 ¢

“end/terminate,” “result,” “fulfilment” (teleological view), or a polysemantic amalgamation
of two or more of these meanings. Some scholars (Melanchthon 1992:195; Badenas
1985:79) have suggested that it is more likely to mean “goal” rather than termination, while
others (Moo 1996:369; Dunn 1988b:589; Heil 2001; Schnelle 2005:346-47) argue that
“end/termination” is probably the meaning of télog. Similar to the “goal” meaning, some
scholars (Barth 1988:15; Jewett 2007:619; Osten-Sacken 1975:254-55) hold the view that

99 ¢

tého¢ means “‘summation,” “completion,” “fulfilment and climax”. This translation,
“goal/fulfillment,” derives its defense from the racing illustration (pursuing and reaching)
that some scholars see (Rom. 9:30-31; 10:6-8), with the result that Christ is the goal of the
race.

To this end, they argue that the Judeans have stumbled over him, but the non-Judeans have
obtained the goal (Badenas 1985 :114-15; Gaston 1987:130; Campbell 1980:76). Despite
this plausible argument in favor of “goal/result” (1 Tim. 1:5; Rom. 6:21; 2 Cor. 11:15), there
are stronger arguments in favor of “end/termination.” For Paul, the two most common
senses are “end/termination (1 Cor. 1:8; 10:11; 15:24; 1 Thess. 2:16). It is unlikely that Paul
would teach that Christ comes in at the end of a process of which the law represents the
earlier stages. Otherwise, this would produce an antithesis between 10:5 and 10:6, which
would position Christ as the center of righteousness by faith, apart from the law. Contrary to
this, Christ is the one who liberates the Israelites from the mess that the law has produced

(7:2-25). For Paul, there is a revolutionary discontinuity between the Mosaic law and Christ,

rather than any suggested progression from one to the other (Esler 2003:285). This is similar
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to Paul's claim in Gal. 5:14, 22), where he says that members of the Christ movement have

the best that the law can provide but via an entirely different route (Esler 1998:203-4).

However, Badenas rejects the notion of “end/terminate” because it contradicts one
of the main themes of Romans, namely, that salvation has always been by grace through
faith (Romans 4), so that Christ could hardly put an end to what never existed. This view is
based on a “salvation history” approach, which, if taken in isolation, seriously misinterprets
the book of Romans. For example, earlier we noted that Paul’s goal was to persuade his
audience that Abraham was the prototypical father of all those who seek righteousness by
faith. He was given the promise that he would have descendants who pursue righteousness
by the same route of faith, who would inherit the earth. However, for Paul, no one pursued
righteousness by faith. Therefore, in Rom. 4:22-25, Paul limits this possibility of
righteousness by faith to Abraham and his Christ-believing audience. While Paul does agree
that the promises made to Abraham were fulfilled in Christ (Rom. 4:11), he removes the
term “covenant” from his source in Gen. 17:11 when speaking about this process. For Paul,
Christ is not the climax of the law or the Mosaic covenant (Esler 2003:285) in terms of
achieving righteousness, as Wright (1991) has suggested. The interval between Moses and
Christ was a period of unresolved gloom. By insisting that Christ has terminated the Mosaic
law, Paul continues to highlight the Christ group's faith framework. He downplays the law-
based identity framework of the Israelites, who continue to comprehend God’s plan through

Christ within the framework of the Mosaic law

5.8 Righteousness from the Law vs Righteousness from Faith (Rom. 10:5; Lev. 18:5)

Now, Paul further explains the implications of righteousness from the law, quoting Leviticus
18:5 to the effect that anyone who does the law’s requirements will live by them. By this,
he is probably implying that the Israelites have not obeyed the law. Indeed, his approach to

the law in Romans 7 does not suggest it would be obeyed. For example, Moo (2018:661—
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673) argues that Paul presents the law as a standard that Israel has failed to meet, thereby
necessitating righteousness through faith. Similarly, Pittman (2023:1-2) reinforces this by
showing how Paul associates Leviticus 18:5 with works-based righteousness, which Israel
failed to fulfil. Coffman (Romans 10:4) notes that only Christ perfectly kept the law,

implying that Israel’s failure is assumed in Paul’s argument.

These quotations that follow Paul’s assertion concerning télog of the law are
introduced with some exceptional formulae that play a key role in Paul’s argument. The first
one is: “For Moses writes about the righteousness that is based on the law” (Mwbot|g yap
ypbopet v ditkarocHvny v €k [toD] vopov). The conjunction yap suggests that the
quotations are linked with the preceding discussion. Next, Paul deliberately contrasts
Moses with the next speaker, namely, righteousness from faith, although these quotations
are also derived from the Torah and consequently written by Moses: “But the righteousness
based on faith speaks as follows” (1] 8¢ ék mioTe®G dtkatoovvT oUTMC Aéyet). The two
formulae are asymmetrical (Koch 1986:294). While in 10:5 Moses speaks of the
righteousness from the law, in 10:6 the righteousness from faith is personified and
introduced as the speaker of the quotation. Paul did not invent this personification of
righteousness. Instead, it can already be found in the Scriptures, as in Isa. 41:2; 45:8; Ps.

84:11-14 (Wagner 2002:159; Jewett 2007:625).

Since Paul frequently uses the formula “as it is written,” it is likely that the contrast
here is not between writing and speaking (Koch 1986:130, Kujanpaa 2019:151). Instead,
the context and the word order of the second introduction suggest a contrast between the
quotations (Lincicum 2010:154-55), and the use of 6¢ might signal the change of speaker
(Hays 1989:76, 208; Wagner 2002:161). This connects to the distinction made in 9:31-32
between the two different types of frameworks for righteousness (£ £€pywv and ék

niotewc). In connection to this, Bekken (2007:168) argues that the righteousness of faith in
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Rom. 9:32 and Rom. 10:6 stands in contrast to the righteousness based on the law, which is
defined by ‘works’ (Rom. 9:32) and ‘doing’ (Rom. 10:5). Also, the different actions
prescribed (doing the commandments versus confessing and believing) point to a contrast
between 10:5 and 10:6. On the contrary, some scholars (Wagner 2002:159-161; Hays
1989:76) argue that righteousness from the law and righteousness from the works are
complementary and synonymous with each other. This seems improbable when one
considers Paul’s polemical use of Lev. 18:5 and Gal. 3:12, in contrast with the quotation
from Hab. 2:4. Even though Hays opposes the use of Gal. 3:12 to overturn the internal
logic of Romans 10 (Hays 1989:208), it is unlikely that Paul completely reversed his
understanding of the contents of this quotation above (Dunn 1988b:601). Jewett
(2007:625) also argues against the disjunctive interpretation of Gal. 3:12 and Romans 10
because it would render invalid the premise that the law must be performed, and this would
subsequently counter the thesis of 9:6 that God’s word has not failed. Again, this is less
likely to be the case since Paul has categorized between seeking righteousness by law and
faith in 9:30-10:3. Also, we have established earlier in this thesis that 9:6 is not the thesis of

Romans 9-11.

5.9 The Wording of Leviticus 18:5 in Romans 10:5-8
Lev. 18:5 (LXX) kai puAdEecshe mavta Td TposTayLaTd LoV Kod ThvTo TO
KkpipnoTd pov koi momjcete avtd & momoog GvOpwmog {oeTal £v avToic £y
KOPLog 0 BedG LUBV
Rom. 10:5 6 momooag avta dvOpwmog (noetat v avToig
Paul links 10:5 to the previous segment by alluding to Lev. 18:5, rendered in the Septuagint
(LXX): “So ye shall keep all my ordinances, and all my judgments, and do them; which if a

man do, he shall live in them: I am the Lord your God.” (Brenton 1851:172). Christopher

Stanley argues that in Romans 10:5, Paul treats Leviticus 18:5 as an “oracular” text, stripped
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free from its original context, the Sinai-covenant setting, and proclaimed afresh in Christ for
all who believe (Stanley 2018:208). Likewise, Joseph Marchal maintains that Romans 10:5
deploys Lev 18:5 “as a disembodied oracle of life,” one that Paul deliberately emancipates
from Sinai to announce eschatological life in Christ by faith (Marchal 2019:55-57). In
addition, Schein argues that Paul “loses the oracle from its Levitical milieu and proclaims it
as a present-tense, life-bestowing word in Christ,” treating Lev. 18:5 as a living oracle
addressed to the believing community (Schein 2017:78-80; Jodar 2020:48). ). In contrast,
Hays counters that Paul’s use of Lev. 18:5 is better understood as an “echo” that, while
dynamically reoriented toward Christ and faith, remains firmly rooted in its original promise
of life through covenant obedience. Paul does not simply ignore the Levitical context but
creatively fulfils it in his gospel narrative (Hays 1989:76—77). Likewise, Fitzmyer notes that
Leviticus 18:5 carries a technical priestly-service sense in its Levitical setting, which Paul
does not ignore but reinterprets as the law’s own summons to obedience, pointing forward

to Christ (Fitzmyer 1993:621).

We concur with the view of Stanley and other scholars with a similar view of the
‘oracular use of Lev. 18:5 in Rom. 10:9. Paul argues that upholding the law does not lead to
righteousness. Furthermore, the context of Leviticus 18:5 does not support Paul’s
interpretation of it in Rom. 10:5, suggesting that Paul is using scripture in an oracular
manner. This is because in its Sinai context, Leviticus 18:5 promises long, abundant life
within Israel’s covenant land contingent on obeying cultic statutes and judgments—hardly

a program of eternal righteousness and universal justification by faith (Vlach 2018:4;

Shreiner 2002:59) which Paul proclaims in Romans. In addition, there is the semantic
disjunction in that the LXX life-verb in Lev. 18:5 carries covenant-land connotations that do
not map onto Paul’s “righteousness” terminology, signalling he retools the verse in an

oracular fashion (Mohrmann 2009:154).
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According to Paul, faith is the means, not the law, and Christ is the goal of righteous
benefits. What the Judeans attempted to attain by the law is now available by faith in Christ.
The non-Judeans arrived earlier because they travelled on the trajectory of faith, while the
Judeans stumbled because they travelled via the lane of the law. However, they will reach
their destination later as all of Israel will receive salvation. This topic will be discussed
further in Romans 11. While Moses taught his people to keep the law, Paul knew that the
law could not lead to salvation. He now reconstructs Moses’ teaching to show the need for
Christ, not the law, for his compatriots and non-Judeans. He echoes Deut. 30:11-14, thus
invoking the collective memory of Moses’ commandment to Israel.

Moses had gone up to receive the commandment from Mount Sinai and had handed
it to his people. The word was already on their lips and in their heart. They needed to obey
it, but it would not give them the desired righteousness. Therefore, Paul replaced the
commandment with Christ (10:6-8). There was no need to ascend to bring Christ or to
descend into the abyss to resurrect him. Both events had already occurred; Christ was
already with them. The word of Christ (word of faith) was already in their mouth and their
heart. They did not need the law again; Paul had preached this word to them (10:8). The
resurrection of Christ had already taken place; Christ is now Lord. They did not need any
further effort or anything else to attain righteousness. They only needed to confess that
Jesus is Lord and believe in their hearts that God raised him from the dead, and they would
be saved (10:9-10). The themes of confessing (say in your mouth) and believing are all over
this chapter. It forms part of the process of identity formation for the Christ group. In
10:10-13, Paul masterfully fuses heart-believing and mouth-confessing into a single salvific
framework that transcends ethnic barriers, binding Judeans and non-Judeans alike into one
faith group in Christ. The parallel formula—“with the heart one believes...with the mouth
one confesses” (10:10)—recasts Deuteronomy’s covenantal language as a faith-based
regimen open to all, not a law-bound privilege for Israel alone (Dunn 1988:578). By citing
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Isaiah 28:16, “everyone who believes will not be put to shame” alongside Joel 2:32’s
“whoever calls on the name of the Lord shall be saved,” Paul deliberately collapses the
Jew—Greek divide under the banner of one Lord whose universal lordship ushers in the
fulfillment of Israel’s hope (Moo 1996:664; Wright 2009:246). Schreiner likewise notes
that these dual scriptural echoes reinforce the gospel’s invitation to both Jewish hearers and
Gentile newcomers as coheirs of God’s righteousness, accessed solely through faith and
confession (Schreiner 1998:530). Hays further observes that by weaving two prophetic
promises into a unified summons, Paul signals that the foundation stones of Israel’s land-
life covenant are now re-anchored in Christ for a mixed people brought together by faith
(Hays 1989:76).

5.10 The Message about God’s Righteousness is Near (Deut. 30:12-13; Rom. 10:6-10)
Moo argues that this “cumulative interrogative” form is a hallmark of Jewish homiletical
discourse, where a string of “how” questions ratchets the audience toward a single,
compelling conclusion. Furthermore, he notes that it points to parallel question-chains in 4
Ezra 6:58-60 and 2 Baruch 15:2—4 as evidence of the same oratorical device (Moo
1996:663—64). In addition, Dunn also observes that Paul’s volley of rhetorical questions
reflects the diaspora synagogue’s pedagogical style, in which successive queries function
both to teach and to drive home a theological point—cf. The question-driven argumentation

in 4 Ezra (7:38-39) and 2 Baruch (10:3-5) (Dunn 1988:577).

The ‘speaking’ of righteousness from faith comprises scriptural quotations from
Deuteronomy. It represents a personified scriptural force related to God’s saving ability, who
speaks words spoken by Moses. The second quotation of the righteousness from faith has a
double introduction. It begins with the words “Do not say in your heart,” which are found
verbatim in Deut. 8:17 “Otherwise, you may say in your heart, My power and the strength

of my hand made me this wealth”, and 9:4 “Do not say in your heart when the LORD your
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God has driven them out before you, Because of my righteousness the LORD has brought
me in to possess this land,” where both messages comprise two quotations joined into one
entity.

However, the shorter phrase from Deut. 8:17; 8:17;9:4 is subordinate to the primary
quotation from Deut. 30:12-14 and probably functions to introduce it. In addition, it also
suggests that the questions arising from Deut. 30:12-13 are pointless and possibly should not
be asked at all. This warning, “Do not say in your heart,” perfectly agrees with 10:3 (being
ignorant of the righteousness that comes from God and seeking to establish their own) since
Paul knows that the requirement for God’s righteousness has been fulfilled in Christ

(Wagner 2002:161; Jewett 2007:626).

God tells Moses to remind the Israelites of his lordship over them and also about
the need to distinguish themselves from the nations around them by using the words “you”
and “they” in contrast to the nations around them (v.3). The Israelites will distinguish
themselves from these nations through their obedience to God’s commandments. By so
doing, they would obtain life through obedience to these commandments. However, this
was never actualised among the Israelites; instead, what happened was a gloomy reality,

against which Paul contrasts the righteousness of faith.

Paul further substantiates this contrast of righteousness via the law and faith
(Rom. 10:6-8) by contesting a collective memory of Israel and reapplying it to serve his
present purposes, a mode of processing the past that we discussed earlier in this thesis.
This collective or social memory is found in Deut. 30:12-14. Here, we shall look at

Paul’s citation of the OT in Rom. 10:6-8.

The book of Deuteronomy contains four central messages from Moses to the
people of Israel (Craigie 1976:20-4; Cairns 1992:2-11). The first message (Deut. 1:5-

4:43) is a historical account that chronicles God’s mighty acts on Israel’s behalf and an

125



1Xx1

exhortation to obedience. The second message (Deut. 4:44-26:19) narrates Israel’s
covenantal responsibilities, including commands, warnings, and laws. The third message,
from Moses (Deut. 27:1-29:1), calls Israel to covenant renewal as soon as they enter the
Promised Land. The fourth passage is Deut. 30:12-14. Moses summarises the covenant
demands (Deut. 29:2-30:10) and then charges the people (Deut. 30:11-20) to live
distinctively among the nations by obeying God’s commandments. They would be
regathered from among the nations where they have been scattered (Deut. 30:3-4) if they

obeyed God’s commandments.

In this context, Moses states that the commandment he is enjoining on Israel is
neither too hard nor too far away; it is near to them, and they can do it. So, what “is not in
heaven” is “this commandment,” which is referred to in verse 11, and it is the call to obey
all the “commandments” in the book of the Law (Deut. 30:10). It is not far away so that they
have to go to heaven (v. 12) or travel across the sea (v. 13) to hear and do it. The fact that
the word is in their mouth and their heart underscores that it was a constant presence in their
lives. It is as close to their hearts and mouths, which Paul will later use in Romans 10 in his
use of this passage. Despite the Mosaic law's nearness to the Israelites, Paul will argue that it
cannot achieve God’s righteousness for them.

5.11 Wordings and Analysis of Deut. 30:12-145 in 10:6-
Rom. 10:6 tic dvaprioeton €ig TOV 0vpOavOV

Deut. 30:12 (LXX) ovxk &v 1®d ovpav®d dvo €otiv Aéymv Tig avapnoeton nuiv
€1g TOV 0VPOVOV KOl ANUYETAL D THV UV, Kol AKOVCAVTEG 0OTO TOWCOLEV.

The only difference in the wording in these passages is the omission of fuiv in 10:6.

Although fuiv is repeated several times in the original literary context, it may not be

reasonable for Paul to do likewise since he is only quoting a part of the verse. However,

there is no significant deviation in the wording.
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Rom. 10:7 ti¢ katapnoetar gic v dpvccov

Deut. 30:13 (LXX) ovd¢ népav tig Oaddoong éotiv Aéymv Tic dtomepdost

MUV €l 10 mépav g Bardoong Kol ApyeTor NIV adTV Kol AKOVGTHV

MUV TOUCEL VTNV KO TOUGOUEV
From the above, the Septuagint reads, “Who will cross to the other side of the sea for us?”
whereas Romans reads, “Who will descend into the abyss?”” Kujanpéa (2019:157) suggests
that Paul’s imagery change was probably Christological. This is perhaps because descending
into the abyss can be more clearly connected to Christ than crossing the sea (Kock 1986:154;
Stanley 1992:132; Wagner 2002:163-164). Additionally, heaven and abyss form a kind of
antithetical pair, characterised by a vertical contrast that can enhance the rhetorical
effectiveness of the imagery (Jewett 2007:627). Such an antithetical pair is also found in
Prov. 30:4, “Who has ascended to heaven and descended?”” and Ps. 106:26, “They go up
to heaven, and they go down to the abysses.” This suggests that the use of this antithetical
pair is a common language in the Bible (Gen. 7:11, 8:2; Deut. 33:13; Ps. 134:6). It is
plausible that Paul uses this rhetorical effect of this antithetical pair to categorise the non-

Christ Judeans vis-a-vis the fruitlessness of their attempt to gain righteousness by the law.

Rom. 10:8 £yy0g cov 10 pijpd €otiv, €v 1@ otoOpaTi GOV Kol &V 1] Kapdig Gov

Deut. 30:14 (LXX) £yyvg 10 piipa 6p6dpa €v 1d oTtopati 6ov Ko &v i
Kapdig 6oV Kol &V TAIG xepoiv 6oV aTO TOLETV
In the above, apart from the word order, the significant difference from the Septuagint is the
absence of 6p&dpa, which seems to be consistent with Paul’s pattern of omitting words.
Also, Paul does not reference fulfilling the commandment, “in your hands.” If words are
detached from their context when citing quotations, their meanings are undoubtedly altered
(Sternberg 1982:145). Likewise, in this case, when Paul omits the aspect of the divine

commandment and carries it out, it means that the critical element of keeping the
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commandment is never transferred to Romans. There are also some textual issues when
Deut. 30:12-14 is read in the Septuagint in comparison to the Hebrew translation, as they are

below:

Deut. 30:12 It is not in heaven above, saying, Who shall go up for us into heaven and shall
take it for us, and we will hear and do it? 13 Neither is it beyond the sea, saying, who will go
over for us to the other side of the sea and take it for us and make it audible to us, and we
will do it? 14 The word is very near thee, in thy mouth, and in thine heart, and in thine hands

to do it. (LXX)

If we compare the RSV with the Septuagint (LXX), we observe a relatively faithful
rendering by the RSV of the LXX with the addition of “and in thy hands” in verse 14. The
more significant textual issues concern how Paul uses Deut. 30:12-14 in Rom. 10:6-8. There
is some debate as to whether Paul is quoting Deut. 30:12-14 or simply alluding to it
(Kdsemann 1980:284; Dunn 1988:602-3). Dunn argues that Paul is citing the passage to
expound it based on a comparison of the LXX. Paul’s citation of the text is too close to that
of the Deuteronomy passage to be accidental (Dunn 603:9-16). Dunn might be stretching
this too far by affirming that Paul quotes this text; instead, he might be mining the text as a
citation to his audience. Moody argues that this passage is a good example of the divide
between explicit quotation and allusion. He then notes: A good specimen illustrating that the
line between allusion and explicit quotation is not fixed is Rom. 10:6-8, where much of the
language of Deut. 9:4 (or 8:17) and 30:12-14 are used. Nevertheless, Paul seems to exercise
great freedom as well, to delete whole phrases, to change words, and indeed to

change the subject. Whereas Deut. 30:12-14 speaks about the commandment (i.e., the law),
Rom. 10:6-8 has to do with the righteousness of faith made available through Christ (Smith

1988:266).
The change above shows just how much Paul plays fast and loose with the text to suit
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his purpose. He could do this with a memorable passage of Israelite scripture, which suggests
that he was confident that no one in his audience would know the text well enough to
understand its full context.

Also, the switch from law to Christ is surprising but not capricious or arbitrary, as
Cranfield (1975:524) rightly pointed out. Instead, it is a deliberate act to rework the
collective memory of Israel by inserting Christ where the law used to be. Also, according to
Wagner (2003:164), the “doing” of the commandment has been replaced with the story of

Christ.

Examining the way Paul has mined the OT texts for his citations, Sanday and
Headlam (1985:289) argue that Paul is merely alluding to Deut. 30:12-14 to make his point.
They argue that Paul does not intend to base any argument on the quotation from the OT.
Instead, he only selects the familiar, suitable, and proverbial language to express his
wishes. This is similar to the oracular use of the scripture we have argued for. Suggs
(1967:300-1) also claims that there have historically been two main arguments from those
who doubt that Paul intended this reference to Deut. 30:12-14 to be taken as a quotation.
The first is because of the divergence from the text in 10:7a (i.e., sea to abyss). The other is
that neither Moses nor the scripture speaks. Barrett (1957:199) supports the first objection
that Paul’s “freedom suggests that he is not using his quotation as a fixed proof of what he
asserts, but as a rhetorical form”. The second objection is that Paul states that it was not
Moses or the scriptures that spoke, but the righteousness of faith. Suggs (1967) rejects these
reasons,arguing that “such an argument would be more significant if there were good
reasons for regarding ‘the righteousness based on faith’ as anything other than a rhetorical

personification.”

Lastly, the fact that Paul has not quoted from the Hebrew text and LXX verbatim can

be seen in many ways. First, in Rom. 10:6, using un €inng €v i} xopdig cov as his citation

129



1Xx1

of the OT, Paul is not referring to Deut. 30:12-14 but Deut. 9:4. Cranfield (1979:523) has
observed that Paul has omitted what one would have expected, namely, ook &v t@® ovpav®
dvo €otiv Aéymv and substituted this opening phrase from Deut. 9:4. However, the fact that
Paul refers to Deut. 9:4 instead of material from chapter 30 does not mean that he has
incorrectly named the OT. Instead, Paul moves away from Deut. 9:4 and begins to quote the
question from Deut. 30:12, ending his quote with ovpavov while omitting the pronoun
nuiv. He then gives us the first of three todt’ €otv (this is) statements that he seemingly

equates with Christ’s incarnation.

In verse 7, Paul then proceeds to draw on Deut. 30:13, stating, tic kataprcetot €ig
Vv dpfvocov. There are two textual issues here. First, he substitutes katapnoeton (“go
down,” “descend”) for the LXX Siamepdoet (“go over’”), where the reference is to crossing
over the sea. Next, Paul substitutes dfvocov (“abyss”) for the LXX 6aAdoong (“sea”),
“sea.” He equates this action (tobt” €otiv) with the resurrection of Christ from the dead.

Then, in verse 8, Paul does two interesting things with the text. First, he retains two
Greek words from the LXX rendering of Deut. 30:14 (£yy0c...pijua), keeping closer to the
Hebrew text than the LXX in terms of content. He omits the phrase kai év taic yepotv that
the LXX has additionally to the Hebrew text, and omits cpodpa (“very”), which both the
Hebrew text and LXX contain. Paul ends his quote of Deut. 30:14 with xapdig cov
choosing to omit a0t0 motelv, which is contained in the LXX and the Hebrew text. Paul
then equates this third (todt’8otv), that is, these truths in the OT, to the preaching of the

word of faith.

Therefore, in Rom. 10:6-8, Paul primarily refers to Deut.. 30:12-14. His extremely

creative reworking of the text from this passage encapsulates the point he wants to make. In

making his arguments in 10:6-8, Paul introduces Deut. 30:12-14, using a phrase from Deut.

9:4 before making comments on these three verses. He has strikingly reworked Deut. 30:12-
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14 to take on the form of three interpretive phrases (todt éotiv) that equate the three verses
to three respective events from the NT, pointing to Christ and the preaching of Christ
through Paul

5.12 Paul’s Social Use of Citation (Deut. 30:12-14)

Examining how Paul has reinterpreted these texts for an oral culture audience, it is likely
that Paul does not expect his audience to be familiar with or understand them in their
original context. The radical changes he has made to the meaning of Deuteronomy here
would have made even identifying the source quite difficult, except perhaps for Israelite

scribes.

In his effort to continue reinforcing the framework for the formation of the Christ
group, Paul uses this reworking to replace the framework of the law (commandments) with
the framework of God’s outworking of his salvation plan through Christ. The nearness that
Moses inferred from the presence of the law on the lips of the Israelites is now realised as the
outworking of God’s righteousness through Christ. This is not a mindless Christological
hermeneutic that finds Jesus in every verse; instead, Paul discovers some striking statements
about the identity of Christ in this text (Lincicum 2010:168). This brings encouragement and
hope to the Judeans that their pursuit of God’s plan through Christ is not far aways; it is as
close as the law was to them, but via a new framework of faith in Christ. This is the way
to attain God’s righteousness. The nearness of this new framework also eliminates boasting
among the non-Judeans who have achieved God’s righteousness. It is as near to the
Judeans as it is to the non-Judeans via the word of faith that Paul preaches. Therefore, Paul
uses this citation to continue holding together the unity of Judean and non-Judean Christ-
followers as they gain a deeper understanding of the formation process of the Christ
group. Judeans and non-Judeans attain God’s righteousness not by ethnic belonging or

privilege.
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As against the view of some scholars that Paul is redefining the “doing” of the law as
“believing/trusting in what God has done through Christ”’ (Wagner 2002:160; Bekken
2007:170), this exegetical conclusion indicates that Paul is setting aside the framework of the
law for salvation rather than redefining it to include faith, especially when he mentions Lev.
18:5 which connects the law with life. Nevertheless, he affirms that Christ is the end of the
law (10:4). By citing this quotation, Paul does not get involved in denying righteousness
based on the framework of the law, but rather in preparation for a counterargument to
support righteousness, which is achieved by faith through the scriptures (Lincicum
2010:154). This way, Paul frames the identity of Christ-followers in relation to the

framework of faith in Christ, not the law.

Therefore, the pursuit of righteousness within the framework of the law remains a
gloomy and dark pathway for the Israelites. Also, contrary to the law in Deut. 30:11-14, Paul
says now that it is Christ, not the law or the commandments, whom they might mistakenly
think is in the abyss (not across the sea as in Deut. 30:13) and needing to be raised from the
dead (Rom. 10:7). Lastly, Paul affirms that the “word” that is very near in Deut. 30:14, in
one’s mouth and heart, is the “word of faith” that he preaches, not the law or commandments

(Rom. 10:8).

Paul’s attempt here is to set aside the identity framework of the Mosaic law at the
centre of one of the most vivid passages in the OT and replace it with the identity framework
of Christ in Rom. 10:6-8 for the Christ group. He has used the phrase todt €otv to move
away from the Mosaic law in Deut. 30:12-14 to Christ and the preaching of faith concerning
Christ in Rom. 10:6-8. In doing this, Paul continues to explain the formation and identity of
the Christ group, based on faith in Christ, to differentiate them from the Judean non-Christ
group, whose pursuit of righteousness is tied to the law. This would have been bitterly

resented and probably resisted by the Israelites who came to hear of it (Esler 2003:287).
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While there may have been a structural affinity between Romans 9:30-33 and Paul's OT
citations, there is no structural affinity between Romans 10:6-8 and Deut. 30:11-14 as Hays
(1989) has suggested. Instead, Paul has created a powerful and imaginative connection to his
audience's needs and their site of collective memory to buttress the claim that God’s

righteousness can only be attained through faith in Christ, not the law.

So far, in SIT terms, Paul uses these OT scriptures to categorise those who pursue
righteousness through faith as opposed to those who pursue righteousness through the law.
The non-Christ Judeans (outgroup) are on one side of this category, while the Christ group
(ingroup) is on the other. The inclusion of non-Judeans in this Christ group (ingroup) is
part of the outworking of God’s righteousness that the Judeans do not fully comprehend,
and Paul wants them to understand it. Paul aims to do this by citing Deut. 30:11-14; he is
not attempting to establish a structural affinity regarding righteousness or justification

between Deut. 30:11-14 and Rom. 10:6-8.

Similarly, Kujanpéé argues, from a rhetorical-device perspective, that Paul uses
these quotations to “differentiate” between the apparent and the “true” righteousness.
However, Kujanpédi (2019:164-165) implausibly suggests that Israel appears to follow the
law but has not reached the law’s most profound goal and intent, which is Christ. She says
that Paul’s critique is not directed toward the law but the manner of its pursuit (165).
Contrary to her view and that of Meeks (1991:115), it is unlikely that Paul would set aside
the framework of the law to attain God’s righteousness and simultaneously encourage the
pursuit of the law framework as a means to lead to Christ. Christ is not the goal of the law;
instead, he is the end of the law that everyone who has faith may be justified (Romans 10:4,
RSV). The issue is not merely the manner of Israel’s pursuit but the framework itself. Paul
consistently contrasts two incompatible modes of righteousness: one grounded in the law

and one grounded in faith (Rom 9:30—10:3). Thus, contrary to Kujanpai (2019:164—165)
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and Meeks (1991:115), Paul does not encourage continued pursuit of the law for the Christ-
followers as a route that eventually leads to Christ. Instead, he redefines the entire
framework of the law around Christ, asserting that Christ is not the “goal” toward which the
law gradually leads but the “end” (télog) of the law for the Christ-followers, so that
righteousness is now available only through faith (Rom 10:4). Paul’s argument depends
precisely on this discontinuity for the Christ-followers: the law-based pursuit of
righteousness has reached its terminus, and a new Christ-centered mode of righteousness

has been inaugurated for the Christ-followers

5.13 Citation of Deut. 30:12-14 and Paul’s Audience

It is legitimate to assume that Paul’s exegesis and use of scripture will correlate with the
scriptural competence of his audience. Nevertheless, he still makes his reworking of
scripture accessible to his readers, who might have had little knowledge of the context of
these quotations. It is noteworthy to recall that Deut. 30:12-14 was well known and used in
the Jewish literature of the Second Temple. However, probably only a small percentage of
Israelites would have had the capacity to understand the full context of this passage. An oral
culture allows narratives to be used for their intended purposes at specific times, benefiting
the person or group that utilises the narrative. For example, Vansina (1985:27) emphasises
that oral traditions are “living expressions” shaped by context, often retold to reinforce group
identity, resolve conflict, or transmit values. Similarly, Goody (1987:15) argues that oral
narratives are inherently flexible, allowing storytellers to reframe history or myth to suit
present circumstances. Ong (1982:41) adds that the performative nature of oral storytelling
enables communities to reconstruct memory in socially functional ways rather than in
historically fixed ones. These perspectives highlight how oral cultures utilise narrative as a
strategic resource, tailored to meet momentary needs and benefit the community. Therefore,

Paul would have expected his audience to find this creative use of the passage and its
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relevance to their social situation comprehensible. However, they did not understand the full
context. I explained this concept of social and collective memory earlier in this thesis. Also,
the fact that his audience did not need any external information to understand Paul’s message
is an indication that Paul’s use of these quotations is not meant to support scriptural structure
or affinity (though it may be necessary to Paul), but rather for his intended purpose and the
needs of his audience.

Jesus is the Lord of All to the Judeans and non-Judeans (Rom. 10:9-13) In Rom.
10:9-13, Paul elaborates on the nearness of the “word” in the mouth and the heart to attain
righteousness and salvation (vv. 9-11). This “word” needs to be believed, but some Judeans
have rejected it in pursuit of righteousness from the law. Therefore, they did not attain God’s
righteousness. Paul used the “mouth” and “heart” analogy from Deut. 30:14 in Rom. 10:6-8
to establish that the Israelites do not need to go to heaven or the abyss to look for
righteousness, but rather to place their faith in Christ. This is because the commandment
Paul reinterprets as Christ (Rom. 10:6-8) is as near as the mouth and the heart are to the
body.

Paul still uses the same analogy of “confessing with your lips” and “believing in
your heart” to describe the appropriate response of faith to the “near word” that is preached.
This way, Paul can categorise the Christ group (Judeans and non-Judeans) with a positive
outlook based on their faith response, in contrast to the negative volition of the non-Christ
Judeans, thereby encouraging them to look to Christ for righteousness. Wallace suggests
that the double accusative (k0prov Incodv) may indicate whether Paul argues for viewing
Jesus as Yahweh (Wallace 1996:187-88). Additionally, Cranfield (1979:529) suggests that
Paul is arguing for the resurrection of Christ. These suggestions are unwarranted if we link
these verses to Paul’s use of Deut. 30:12-14 previously discussed: he is not creating a
structural affinity with these texts but rather reinterpreting them through the lens of Christ to
promote the identity of the Christ group.
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Tucker (2014:112) has plausibly suggested that confessing Jesus as Lord (10:9)
served as a social symbol, deployed as part of Paul's strategy to unify the sub-groups within
the Christ group, thereby acting as a rallying point for group cohesion. In addition, this
confessional formula serves as an identity framework for the formation of the Christ group's
identity, establishing a precise categorisation between those within the faith community and
those outside (Rosen-Zvi and Ophir 2015). Thus, this confession of Jesus as Lord serves
not only as an individual statement of faith but also reflects the process of social
categorisation (Turner and Tajfel 1986) upon which individuals identify themselves and
are identified by others as members of the Christ community. The public affirmation of
faith not only reinforces personal identity within the group but also fortifies collective
cohesion. By drawing a boundary between those inside and outside the faith community,
such declarations contribute to identity construction and group distinctiveness (Abrams and

Hogg 2004)

Paul stresses that “believing in the heart and confessing with the mouth” applies to
both Judeans and non-Judeans because the same Lord who bestows riches on all (Judean
and non-Judeans) who call on him (10:12). This is a sentiment that he had earlier elicited in
Rom. 3:30: since God is one. He will justify the circumcised on the grounds of their faith
and the uncircumcised through their faith.

Paul continues in Rom. 10:11, 13, using the OT to support his point. In 10:11, he
quotes Isa.28:16 to validate the need for believing with one’s heart: “For the scripture says,
‘Whoever believes in Him will not be disappointed.’” Then, in v. 13, he refers to Joel 2:32,
but without indicating that he is doing so, validates the response of confessing with one’s

29

mouth: “for ‘Whoever will call upon the name of the Lord will be saved.”” Everyone who
calls upon the name of the Lord should be read to mean Judeans and Greeks (v.12). This

reference to Judeans and Greeks has already been expressed in Rom. 9: 24, “even us whom
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he has called, not from Judeans only but also from the non-Judeans”, and is also implied

in Rom. 9:8, 30.

Paul made a similar inclusive statement earlier in the latter part of 10:4: “For
righteousness to everyone who believes.” This statement is connected to the scriptural
references in 10:11 and 13, having its full implication in 10:12, “for there is no distinction

between the Judean and the Greek.

5.14 Function of Isa. 28:16 and Joel 2:32 in Rom. 10:11, 13
In Romans 10:11 and 10:13, Paul strategically cites Isaiah 28:16 and Joel 2:32 to reinforce

that salvation is accessible to both Judeans and non-Judeans through faith in Jesus Christ.
Isaiah 28:16, originally referring to a cornerstone laid in Zion, is reinterpreted by Paul to
emphasise that belief in Christ ensures honour rather than shame (Wagner 2002:169),
thereby redefining group boundaries around faith rather than ethnic lineage (Moo
1996:658). Joel 2:32, which promises deliverance to those who call on Yahweh, is applied
to Jesus, affirming his divine status and underscoring the inclusive nature of salvation—
“everyone who calls” is welcomed, Judeans and non-Judeans alike (Dunn 1988:613).
Together, these citations function rhetorically to support Paul’s argument that salvation is
not based on Torah observance but on faith and confession, reshaping communal identity
around Christ as the cornerstone. Paul connects ‘salvation’ (10:9, 10, 13) and ‘not being put
to shame’ (10:11) to the righteousness of God as a way of describing this group's identity,
framework, and belonging before God. This is a good example of how Paul uses cognitive

emotion to unite a group. Morgan (2015:297) also argues thus.

This is another example of the interdependence of cognition, emotion, action, and
relationship in Paul’s conception of pistis (faith). It illustrates how trust and propositional
belief are entwined in Paul’s thinking and how confession is more than cognitive-

articulative: it is inextricably linked with emotion, action, and relationship (Morgan 2015).
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In one sense, 10:9-11 explains the framework of being saved, and 11-13 further describes the
universal dynamics of salvation. Through these texts, Paul not only evokes Israel’s narrative
tradition but also prototypes a new identity group in Christ, anchored by group faith

confession and reinterpreted scripture.

Rom. 10:9 Rom. 10:10
If you confess with your lips, for a person believes with their heart and so is justified.
and believe in your heart and confess with lips and so is saved.

The first citation is introduced with the formula, “for the scripture says” (Aéyet yap 1 ypooen),
indicating clearly that the source is from the scripture. In citing the final part of Isa. 28:16
(also mentioned in the conflated quotation in 9:33), Paul, in a highly significant
modification, adds ndg to the beginning to read “Judean who believes in him.”

Rom. 10: 11 7dg 0 moTted®V T aDT® OV
KaTooyvvOnceTal.

Rom. 9:33  «oi 6 motevov &’ avTtd 0V
KataloyvvOnoeTo

Isa. 28:16 LXX «ai 0 motevov én’ adtd oV i
KatoloyvuvoT

Again, we see that Paul adapts the wording of his quotations to his intended purposes and is
not overly concerned with his audience's reaction (Stanley 1992:134; Koch 1986:133). If
the audience had in mind the context of Isa. 28:16, Paul’s use of that verse here would have
been quite baffling to his mixed audience, since it is preceded in the same verse by the
Lord’s statement that he is laying a stone in Zion, so that this verse, in Isaiah, can only have

reference to Judeans.

Rom. 10:13 wég yap 6g dv Emkaréontar O dvopa Kupiov cmbncetat.
Joel 2:32 kai £oton mag 0¢ v EmkaAiéontat 10 dvoua Kvpiov cwbnoetot
Paul combines Isa. 28:16 and Joel 2:32 to gain support for 10:12, “For there is no distinction

between Judean and Greek; the same Lord is Lord of all and bestows his riches upon all
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who call upon him.” There is also a connection between K0Op1log tavtwv and movti T®
motevovtt (10:4), mavti t@ motevovtt (1:16), and &ig mévtog Tovg motevovtag (3:22).
Therefore, “for everyone who believes” in 10:4 is further explained in more detail in 10:12
to include Judeans and non-Judeans alike. The repetition of wdg strengthens Paul’s
coherence but, more importantly, affirms that there can be no different ways of
righteousness for the Judeans and non-Judeans. This is Paul’s all-inclusive attempt to
exclude the possibility that keeping the framework of the law could have any role when the

Lord distributes richly his grace (Barclay 2015b:543).

Paul's statement that "there is no distinction between Jew and Greek" (Rom. 10:12)
highlights the radical redefinition of the identity of the Christ group (Donaldson 2020). By
breaking down social barriers that traditionally segregated these groups, Paul calls for a
collective identity rooted in Christ that offers co-belonging to both Judeans and non-Judeans
within the Christ group, without eliminating their sub-identities. This reflects the theory of
social identity complexity, which suggests that individuals may belong to multiple social

identities that overlap without compromising their unique origins (Kok 2014:2-3).

So far, what Paul aims to establish is not an exegetical scriptural structure or unity.
Instead, he uses these quotations to delineate a different category or group that has attained
God’s righteousness, not by the law, ethnic belonging, or any other rationale except faith in
Christ. This group is distinctively different from both the non-Christ Judeans and the non-
Christ non-Judeans. Gadenz (2009:153) suggests that Paul has in mind another pair of
groups, “Jew and Greek,” referring to humanity as a whole. He argues that since Christ is
Lord of all (mévtmv) in Rom. 10:12 in parallel to all (mwévteg), Paul is proposing that since
there is no distinction about the problem of sin (the problem), then there is also no
distinction about the solution (salvation). All human beings belong in one of two

categories: Judean and non-Judean; thus, the “Greek” here means “non-Jew” (Gadenz
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2009:154), therefore echoing the vocabulary of Rom. 1:16. The emphasis is on the totality
of human beings as a whole set the pair/group “Judean and Greek” apart from the different
pair/group “Israel and nations” used in 9:30-31. This latter pair refers explicitly to the
Judeans who have not placed their faith in Christ and the non-Judeans who have placed
their faith in Christ (Gadenz 2009:154). This, in turn, is distinct from the pair in Rom. 9:27,
which refers to Judeans who have trusted Christ (the remnant) in contrast to other Judeans
who have not trusted in Christ. It therefore seems that Paul is using these quotations to
describe the situation between individuals in general and specific groups (Judeans and non-
Judeans).

All these categorisations above related to the formation and identity of the Christ
group and the non-Christ Judeans probably criticised the Judeans when they discovered that
Paul was using their scriptures to set aside the framework of law as the basis for obtaining
God’s righteousness, and more so that the non-Judeans were now included in this group. In
contrast, the non-Christ Judeans did not have a place. This would have provoked jealousy in
them, as we shall see later in this chapter. On the other hand, the inclusion of the non-
Judeans at the expense of some Judeans appears to have led to the arrogance of these non-
Judeans in the Christ group, leading to Paul’s warning in 11:18. Simply, Paul is redefining a
group “for every (Judean and non-Judean) who believes.” To achieve this, Paul utilised this
scriptural statement but modified its meaning so that his audience could understand his

message.

Moving on to the quotation in Rom. 10:13 (Joel 2:32), it lacks an introductory
formula but follows the Septuagint verbatim. Joel 2:32 correlates with the dictum in
Romans 10:9-10, which states that confessing (Opoloyéw) that Jesus is Lord brings
salvation, except that the quotation in Joel uses the phrase “calling upon” the name of the

Lord. Nevertheless, according to Morgan (2015:286), “for Paul, believing and confessing
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is more than cognitive or cognitive-affective: they express the relationship of the faithful
one to God and her willingness actively to serve and obey God and Christ.” While it is true
that “confessing” depicts a relationship to God and Christ, Morgan strays away from the
text (10:13) by adding the axiom of “serve and obey.” There is nowhere in the text where
God puts service or obedience as conditions of obtaining righteousness. Instead, it is faith
in Christ. To “obey” in this context is synonymous with faith in Christ. The relationship
established by calling upon the Lord or confessing Jesus as Lord is one of recognising
one’s need and appealing for help by putting one’s trust in him. This is also seen in Rom.
10:12 (&ig mavtog Tovg Emkalovpévous avtov), which Paul, in turn, used to further
promote his argument in 10:14. It is, therefore, clear that “The Lord” who is called upon
and confessed to is “Christ the Lord of all.” His name saves (Rowe 2000:146, 156), and
Christ is the object of belief in 10:11, although God is primarily presented as the leading

actor.

It is worth noting again that Paul’s use of Joel 2:32 in Rom. 10:13 is not about
exegetical scriptural unity with the original context of this citation. Paul would have been
familiar with the way it appears to refer solely to Israelites on Mount Zion and in Jerusalem,
and it may have influenced his thought process. However, his audience may not have been
familiar with this scripture. Paul’s purpose is to redefine and categorise the identity of
Christ's people, focusing on the dynamics of how they are saved, which is another way of
describing the process of obtaining righteousness with God. The dynamics involve calling
upon Christ and confessing his Lordship; there is no other way to join this Christ group or

association except through faith in Christ via these dynamics.

This Christ identity that Paul promotes hinges on the shared experience of salvation
through Christ. This is further supported in Rom. 10:13, where Paul emphasises universal

access to faith, reinforcing the notion that identity in Christ supersedes previous ethnic and
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cultural identifiers (Campbell 2023). The result is a distinct identity of the Christ group that
encompasses not only Judeans and non-Judeans but also promotes unity amid diversity

(Esler 2021).

In context, Joel 2-3 points to the eschatological “day of the Lord” that follows the
pouring out of the Spirit (Joel 2:28). Those who call upon the name of the Lord shall be
saved. Still, God’s revenge will accompany their restoration on their oppressors: “all the
nations” will be gathered to the valley of Jehosaphat and face judgment for all that they have
done against Israel (3:2-6). Israel’s blood shall be avenged, and strangers (dALoyeveis) will no
longer pass through Jerusalem. Therefore, Joel’s vision, which promises judgment on nations,
does not seem to correlate with Paul’s vision, which states that there is ‘no distinction
between Judeans and non-Judeans.’ This suggests that Paul wants to keep his audience as far
away from Joel 2-3 as possible. If they had known the context, it would have messed up the
whole point that Paul was trying to make. Joel 2-3 is about the restoration of Zion, which
would likely confuse his Roman audience greatly. He has not factored the ‘whole context’ in
his use of this citation; instead, he has associated the dynamic of God’s salvation for Israel
with God’s salvation for both Judeans and non-Judeans in Rome. They need to call upon
God and confess Christ’s Lordship as the dynamics of expressing faith in Christ for God’s
righteousness. The fact that his audience is unaware does not mean that this context does
not influence Paul’s thinking at the time of writing. I have argued earlier that Isa. 28:16
discusses two groups in Israel and that Isaiah encourages his group to be united in the same
trajectory of keeping their trust in God, not in the strength of the nations. Those who put
their trust in God shall be delivered and not be put to shame, while those who trust in
foreign nations and their powers will be destroyed. So, trust in God is the key factor in
salvation and the only

thing that marks those on God’s side and those who are not. With these two quotations, Paul
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effectively identifies and recategorises the Christ group based on their faith in Christ, and
he also affirms equal belonging among the Judeans and non-Judeans, a point he will address

in chapter 11.

5.15 The Prerequisites of Calling upon the Name of the Lord (Rom. 10:14-18)

Paul returns to why most Israelites did not believe in Christ and where they missed the point
(Dunn 1988b:627-628). He picks up the idea of “calling upon the name of the Lord” in
10:13 to draft a list of prerequisites for “calling”.

10:14-15b But how are they to call upon him in whom they have not believed? And

how are they to believe in him of whom they have never heard? And how are they to

hear without a preacher? And how can they preach unless they are sent?

In reverse order, the prerequisites are 1) preachers must be sent, 2) before they can hear the
message, 3) the message will inspire faith, and 4) then they will call upon the name of the
Lord. Paul probably maps out these prerequisites to note the stage at which Israel missed the
point (Kujanpdd 2019:172). He will do this via the following three scriptural quotations;
hence, these quotations must be interpreted within the framework of these prerequisites.

Some scholars argue that because Paul did not mention Israel in 10:14-18, he must
apply these prerequisites to both Judeans and non-Judeans (Bell 1994:83-87; Watson
2007:331; Jewett 2007:637). While this is probably true, they must also be understood in the
context of Paul’s ongoing discussion about Israel’s failure and where they went astray in
connection with the righteousness of God. The link in this chain at which Israel fails is what
cuts them off from the Christ group. This brings pain to Paul’s heart in 9:1-3, not the
unbelief of the non-Judeans. Therefore, the reference to Israel in 10:19 is not a new subject
but a continuation of the existing discussion about Israel's failure (Wagner 2002:178).

Paul introduces a quotation from Isa. 52:7 with “as it is written.” It is significantly

closer to the Masoretic text than the majority text of the Septuagint (Kujanpéda 2019:173).
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Rom. 10:15 As it is written, “How beautiful are the feet of those who preach good news!”

Rom. 10:15 kabn¢ yéypamtat, d¢ dpaiot o1 Tddeg TV edayyeMlopuévav [Ta] dyadd.

Isa. 52:7 (LXX) ®g dpa énl tdv OpEmv, dg mHOeg evAyyEMLOUEVOD AKONV EIPNVNG, MG

gvayyeMlopevog ayadd,
He wants to assure his audience that messengers were indeed sent to bring the gospel to Israel (vv.
14-17) and rule out any excuse that Israel did not hear and understand the message about Christ for
salvation (vv. 18-21). This citation falls within the first part of his argument, and Paul may be using
a portion of Isa. 52:7 to make a point to his audience, particularly in the first half (Shum 2002:224;
Koch 1986; Wilk 1998:66-69; Stanley 1992:134-41).

Additionally, the noun dpa (“springtime”) is transformed into the adjective mpaiog
(“lovely”), reflecting the Hebrew expression. The quotation may be based on a pre-Pauline reading
of the Septuagint, which was revised to bring it closer to the Hebrew text. It is also probable that

Paul further modifies this revised wording to make his argument consistent (Kujanpaa 2019:177).

In its original context, Isaiah 52:7 appears to be a word of salvation to Israel alone, given
Isa. 52.1 with its mention of the uncircumcised no longer entering Jerusalem. Beyond the notion of
a triumphant king is also the tritumphant homecoming of the king to Zion (Motyer 1993:416;
Childs 2001:406). Paul reinterprets this imagery christologically. Paul’s rhetorical strategy here is
profound. By invoking Zion’s eschatological promise, he opens the gates of salvation to the non-
Judeans. The triumphant return of the king to Zion is no longer just Israel’s hope. It also becomes
the Gentiles’ entry point into covenantal blessing. Zion, once the exclusive domain of Israel’s
restoration, now becomes the inclusive symbol of the redemption of the nations. This aligns with
Isaiah’s vision of nations streaming to Zion (Isa 2:2-3), which Paul sees fulfilled in the
proclamation of the gospel. The motif of the king’s homecoming to Zion, therefore, becomes a

theological bridge between Jewish messianic expectation and Gentile inclusion.

1Xx1
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Before the homecoming of the King, a messenger is sent home from the battlefield
to announce the message of victory. Therefore, the prophet Isaiah envisions that messengers
will be sent to proclaim the triumph of Yahweh and his return to Zion. On the other hand,
Israel’s deliverance has negative consequences for the nations; the cup of God’s wrath will
be given to Israel’s enemies (Isa. 51:4, 22-23). The catchword for Paul is the participle
evayyeMlouevoc, which he makes plural, reflecting numerous Christ-movement evangelists,
and which has a verbal correlation with edayyéiiov in Rom. 1:16. In the new context of
Rom. 10:15, this good news becomes the gospel of Christ. This is because God has acted
and has triumphed in Jesus Christ through his death and resurrection, so Israel’s salvation
has been underway. From this perspective, Paul’s use of Isa. 52:7 exhibits theological
harmony with its context. However, his audience would not have made this theological
connection in the context, especially non-Judeans, who, if they knew the context (which
seems unlikely), would have been put off by the exclusion of the uncircumcised from the

picture of salvation in Isa. 52:1-10.

The messenger's identity is unknown, but Paul identifies with those who proclaim the
gospel about Christ and his coworkers. This is probably because he wants to focus on the
missing link in the prerequisites that have led to Israel’s lack of faith in Christ. Paul’s
constant use of the third person to describe the messenger and those who have rejected the
gospel is likely a way of socially distancing himself from the Israelites, particularly in light
of their rejection of the gospel. However, Paul’s heart is also greatly troubled about their

plight (9:1-3).

5.16 The Social Function of Isaiah 52 in Romans 10:15
The function of this quotation is not just a scriptural proof (Wilk 1998:75-77) or to

emphasise the necessity of preaching (Dunn 1988b:622) simply because more preachers are
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needed. These views are problematic, especially in the light of 10:18, “Their voice has gone
out to all the earth, and their words to the ends of the world.” This quotation confirms that
preachers have been sent, and their lovely feet indicate they are already on the move
(Kasemann 1973:281). This eliminates an explanation on Israel’s part that she had no
messengers and means that their rejection of Christ is not excusable, but it also encourages
them to place faith in Christ. Paul takes a logical approach by connecting the “how”
question in this passage to the other “how” questions in this section, especially the third how
question: “And how are they to hear without a preacher?” The prerequisite of calling upon
the name of the Lord is that they must have faith, which presupposes that they must have the
gospel, which in turn presumes that preachers have been sent. Therefore, the quotation in
10:15 confirms that the two most essential prerequisites have been fulfilled (Cranfield

1979:535): (1) the messengers have been sent out, and (2) they are already preaching.

The social significance of this quotation becomes apparent when we observe that,
up to this point, according to Gadenz (2009:148-149), Paul is still focusing on humanity as
a whole as a pair of categories or actors. He moves from a specific pair of actors in his
argument to a more general pair of actors or groups. This general pair of actors categorises
all humans as belonging to either Judean or non-Judean. Gadenz (2009:149) is probably
right when he argues that it is only toward the end of the subsection in 10:19-21 that Paul

returns to specific actors or groups.

Therefore, Paul’s argument so far with this quotation is that the prerequisites of
calling on the name of the Lord for salvation also apply to all humanity as a group, as well
as specific groups among Judeans and non-Judeans. This means that “calling on the name of
the Lord” becomes a framework for forming the Christ group, distinguishing it from other

non-Christ groups.

1Xx1
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It is unlikely that Paul’s audience would have connected the "beautiful feet" statement
to the context of Isaiah 52, which is about the redemption of Zion. Therefore, Paul is using
the statement as a sign of his enthusiasm for the Christ-movement evangelisation that has
brought good news to the Judeans. Likewise, Paul’s citation of Isa. 52:7 in Rom. 10:15
reframes the prototypical messenger from a nationalistic herald returning to Zion into a
Christ-centered proclaimer of salvation. The “beautiful feet” motif, once tethered to Israel’s
restoration, now marks the inclusive mission of gospel messengers who cross ethnocultural
boundaries. This rhetorical move redefines group identity by anchoring it in faith to Christ
and participation in his message, rather than ethnic lineage or Torah observance. This is

another good example of Paul’s oracular interpretation of scripture.

Paul’s audience would not have understood the context of the citation. What matters is
how Paul uses the statement to influence his addresses. This is compatible with collective or
social memory, where the narrator selects a part of a narrative for a specific purpose to

influence an audience.

Paul moves on to the following two prerequisites before one can call upon the name

of the Lord.

5.17 Who has believed our report? (Isa. 53:1 in 10:16b)
Rom. 10:16 For Isaiah says, "Lord, who has believed our report?"

Rom. 10:16b &AL 00 mdvteg Vmfkovcay Td evayyelio: Hoatag yap Aéyet, kdpie, Tic
gmiotevoey 1 AKof UdV.

Isa. 53:1 (LXX) Kvpte, tic éniotevoev i) dKofj quadv
This quotation functions as a theological lament that reflects Israel’s historical pattern of
unbelief despite prophetic revelation. By invoking the Septuagint phrasing tic énictevoev 0
axof) nuav, Paul draws a direct line between Isaiah’s message about the suffering servant and
the gospel proclamation in his own ministry, highlighting the paradox of divine

communication received yet rejected. This quotation follows the Septuagint verbatim, which

147



1Xx1

differs from the Masoretic text. Paul quotes Isa. 53:1 following the Septuagint (LXX)
formulation—"Lord, who has believed our report?”—whereas the Masoretic Text (MT)
contains a two-part structure: “Who has believed our message? And to whom has the arm of
the Lord been revealed?” (Isa. 53:1 MT). Paul’s selective quotation omits the second clause
concerning divine revelation, thereby focusing the rhetorical force on human unbelief. This
decision aligns with his broader argument in Romans 10, where the emphasis lies on the
failure of Israel to respond in faith despite the widespread proclamation of the gospel (cf.
Rom. 10:17). Lexically, the LXX’s use of dxon (“report” or “hearing”) resonates with Paul’s
auditory logic of gospel transmission. In contrast, the MT’s vaw: does not carry the same
thematic weight in Greek.

Paul has just affirmed that God has sent preachers, and they have preached the
message. Now that the two most basic requirements have been met, in vv.16-17 Paul further
identifies himself as one of the messengers and says that the good news has not met with an
appropriate response, “but not everyone has obeyed the gospel.” He explains this via his
quotation, stating that the present situation has long been foreseen and experienced by the
prophet Isaiah. Just as the Israelites of Isaiah’s day paid no attention to God’s message, in the
same manner, many Israelites of Paul’s day rejected the message and the messengers (Shum

2002:225)

Some argue that since the explicit citations (Rom. 10:16/Isa. 53:1; Rom. 15:21/Isa.
52:15) seem to be in the context of mission rather than Christ's suffering, Paul did not
identify the servant in Isaiah with Christ. For example, Kock (1986:234) argues that Paul did
not read Isaiah 53 as a passage of passion theology because he quotes Ps. 68:10 in Rom. 15:3.
Otherwise, he would have quoted Isaiah rather than the Psalm. This type of argument, which
derives meaning and uses quotations based on Paul's interpretation of another quotation, is

one-sided and problematic in its methodology (Kujanpdd 2019:180). When Paul speaks about
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the meaning of Christ’s death, he likely echoes Isa. 52:13-53:12 (Watson 2009b:234-249).
However, the only relevant part to Paul’s argument at this juncture is the first half of Isa. 53:1,
which Paul seems to have imported for his argument.

5.18 The Social Use of Isaiah 53:1 in Romans 10:16

Paul’s citation above functions as a strategic invocation of Israel’s collective memory of
prophetic rejection. This lament, voiced initially by Isaiah in the context of the suffering
servant, becomes a rhetorical device through which Paul frames Israel’s present unbelief.
Drawing on social identity theory, this move reinforces the continuity of group behaviour
across generations, suggesting that the rejection of divine revelation is not a novel
phenomenon, but a recurring pattern embedded in Israel’s historical consciousness (Kujanpéa
2019:234). As Abel et al. (2017:283) and Cordonnier et al. (2022:1e8) observe, collective
memory operates through schematic narrative templates, enabling communities to interpret
new experiences in light of entrenched group narratives. Paul’s use of Isaiah evokes precisely
such a template, one that legitimises the ingroup’s theological claims and reconfigures
prototypicality: those who respond to the gospel become the true heirs of Israel’s legacy. At
the same time, those who reject it remain in a historically resistant posture (Smith 2021:87).
The central issue here is that Paul assumes his addressees would agree that Isaiah was
prophesying what Paul (and other evangelists) would experience. This is a pretty
extraordinary appropriation of the collective memory of Israel to serve the needs of the Christ
group in Rome today. This rhetorical strategy aligns with Paul’s broader aim in Romans 9-
11: to explain Israel’s unbelief without undermining the integrity of God’s promises. By
invoking Isa. 53:1, Paul does not dismiss Israel but situates its response within a prophetic
framework that legitimises the gospel’s reception among the non-Judeans. Esler (2003:182—

185) notes how conflict between ethnic groups shapes identity boundaries, noting that

scriptural allusions often serve to both reinforce ingroup cohesion and signal outgroup

differentiation. Paul’s appeal to Isaiah, then, not only interprets Israel’s present disposition
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but constructs a theological boundary around a reconstituted Israel centered on faith.
However, Mark Nanos’s intra-Jewish reading offers a critical counterpoint. Nanos argues that
Paul’s audience should be understood as embedded within Jewish synagogue communities
and that his rhetoric is not aimed at superseding Israel but at persuading fellow Jews to
recognise the Messiah within Judaism (Nanos 2018:103). Isaiah 53:1 thus becomes a resource
for communal self-reflection rather than exclusion—a call to reconsider collective memory
rather than redraw identity borders. Esler (2003:182—185) argues against Nanos’s view,
stating that Paul is not merely engaging in intra-Jewish dialogue but actively reshaping group
identity to include non-Judeans as legitimate heirs of Israel’s promises. This undermines
Nanos’s claim that Paul’s rhetoric is aimed at preserving Jewish communal cohesion.
Likewise, William Campbell also critiques Nanos’s position by highlighting the theological
rupture introduced in Romans 9—11. While Campbell affirms Paul’s Jewish identity, he
contends that Paul’s redefinition of Israel through faith in Christ introduces a discontinuity
that cannot be reduced to intra-Jewish negotiation (Campbell 2023:145-147). Paul’s use of
Isa. 53:1, in this view, serves to legitimise the Gentile mission and to explain Israel’s unbelief
as part of a divinely orchestrated plan that is not merely a communal lament. I concur that
Esler’s and Campbell’s readings align with the broader trajectory of Romans, where Paul
constructs a new ingroup identity centered on responsiveness to the gospel, rather than ethnic

descent or Torah observance.

Therefore, this quotation justifies a fulfilled prophecy of Isaiah, who foresaw the
limited impact of Paul’s gospel (Cranfield 1979:535; Dunn 1988b:622-623). This way, Paul is
deploying collective memory to influence his audience. According to Wagner (2003:180),
“Isaiah becomes a living voice for Paul, one who speaks alongside the apostle as an
authoritative witness to the gospel.” Overall, Paul’s primary interest is in the oracular use of

Isaiah to get his message across to his audience, thereby influencing them. He is not keen to
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connect his audience to the citation's original context.

It is essential to note the connection between the report about the servant and the word
of Christ in 10:17, “So faith comes from what is heard, and what is heard comes by the
preaching of Christ.” In other words, believing depends on hearing (Tobin 2004:350; Hahn
2005:183). The catchword motevw also confirms the connection of this quotation to the

previous argumentation.

5.22 The Structure and Function of Psa. 18:5 (LXX) in 10:18

In this last unit of the subsection, Paul returns to compare the situation of the hardened
Judeans and the non-Judean Christ-followers, as it was at the beginning of the subsection
(9:30-33). The use of the first-person singular with the phrase dAla Aéyw (also used at the
beginning of v.19) indicates the transition from v. 17. The phrase starts with a rhetorical
question with a double negative (ur 0Ok fjkovcav), with a view to a positive answer. M is an
interrogative particle implying a negative answer, while o0k negates the verb, so it will read

thus, “certainly it was not that they did not hear, was it?”

The question above points directly to the message of righteousness from God, which
is the message of Christ, already referred to in verses 17 and 18. Paul asks whether the failure
to obey the gospel is due to a lack of opportunity to hear it. His emphatic reply is
that lack of opportunity is not the reason, citing Psa. 18:5 as the basis of his argument. While
this is true for both Judeans and non-Judeans, the context and the mention of Israel in v. 19

make it clear that Paul is referring specifically to Israel (Stanley 1992:141-142).

Rom. 10:18 For "Their voice has gone out to all the earth, and their words to the ends of
the world." (RSV)

Rom. 10:18 gig macav v yiv €ERAOeV 6 eOOYYOG adTAV, Kol €ig TO TEPATO THC

OlKOLUEVNG T PLOTO AOTAV
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Psa. 19: 4 Yet their voice goes out through all the earth, and their words to the end of the
world (RSV).

Psa. 19:5 (LXX) gig macav v yRv €£RABeV 6 BGyyog adTdV Kol €ig Td Tépata THg
olKovUEVNG TO PYIUOTOL OO TOD.

Despite the lack of an introduction formula, it makes sense to treat this passage as a
quotation, though it would not have been evident to the audience that Paul is introducing
material from an external source (Stanley 1992:141-142; Koch 1986:13-14), or better to say
that he is re-contextualising the quotation to fit into his present context. First, it is
straightforward for any reader who knows the source of the text that the a0t®v in this
quotation (Psa. 19:5 LXX) cannot refer to the adtdv in Paul’s quotation in 10:18. The former
speaks of creation’s proclamation of God (natural revelation). In contrast, the latter refers to
the preachers of the message of righteousness from faith. Paul did not bother to modify this
quotation in 10:18 but relied on the context of his existing argument to supply the meaning to

his audience from his use of avt®v in preceding verses.

What is Paul’s motive behind using this quotation in this way? Does he completely
ignore the original context, or is the creation’s praise of God a big theme for him? Hays
(1989:175) rightly argues that Paul has not wrestled with the texts of this citation but has
“simply appropriated its language to lend rhetorical force to his discourse, with minimal
attention to the integrity of the semiotic universe of the precursor.” Some suggest that Paul
argues that natural revelation, as evidenced by the praise of creation to God, implies that
knowledge about God is accessible to everyone (Wright 2013a:1180; Wagner 2002:186). The
problem with such a reading is that Paul does not mention anything about the praise of
creation to God in his use of this quotation in his argument in this subsection. This means that

his audience would have to recognise this verse in its original context to supply the idea of

creation (natural revelation). Even if his audience knew this psalm (Jewett 2007:643), Paul

would be asking for too much from them to assume that they could connect the original
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context (creation’s proclamation) of the quotation to his present context of the failure of the
Judeans to accept the message of righteousness from faith in Christ.

5.21 Paul’s social use of Psa. 18: 5 (LXX) in Rom. 10:18

Paul’s use of Psa. 18:5 aims to explain the process and formation of the Christ group, created
by believing in Christ's message and distinguishing it from the non-Christ Judean group that
has not believed. He wants to affirm that there was no reasonable explanation for the
Israelites' failure to accept the message. At first, they heard the prophecies about the
Messiah, which were fulfilled through Christ. The message began to spread rapidly, yet they
did not embrace it. It was evident to Paul’s Judean audience that he was not defending the
Judeans for their failure and was also distancing himself from them, despite his affection.
This is seen in Paul’s consistent use of “they” to refer to them concerning their failure to
believe the message. He is categorising the non-Christ Judeans in comparison to the Judeans
Christ-followers based on their temporal inability to accept the message of faith in Christ,

not on ethnic distinction.

Also, since the issue is not in sending and preaching, Paul now moves to the following
requirement: hearing and using wordplays. In vv. 16-17, he plays with the double meaning of
axon, which can refer to both the act of hearing and what is heard (i.e., a report). This word
links the citation from Isa. 53:1 to verse 17, which is also connected to the three steps
(proclamation, hearing, faith) mentioned in verses 14-15. This confirms v. 17, “So faith comes
from what is heard, and what is heard comes by the preaching of Christ.” The second
wordplay is the use of “obeying” (bmakov®), which comes from the same root as hearing
(dxoVw). This allows Paul to create distinctions in the use of hearing in vv. 16-19
(Siegert 1985:155). He seems to distinguish between three levels of receiving the message:
I)physical hearing, which is the privilege of hearing the message (10:18); 2) hearing and

understanding the message perspicuously (10:19); and 3) accepting the message (Dunn
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1988b:622; Jewett 2007:641). This third level is contingent on steps 1 and 2 but not
automatically derived from them. The use of these wordplays and these distinctive levels of
hearing probably represents Paul’s attempts to make his argument coherent and
understandable to his hearers. He uses these levels of receiving the message to explain the
process of forming the Christ group, differentiating it from other groups, especially the non-
Christ Judeans. I suggest that Paul uses these three levels to categorise the Judeans who have
not accepted the message about Christ from those who have accepted this message, by
locating the exact link where the hindrance lies: “accepting.” Therefore, “accepting” becomes
prototypical for the Christ group. This also explains why some Judeans are not in the Christ
group. This may be Paul’s way of helping this group, which has not believed in identifying
the missing link and coming to faith in Christ. Paul uses the four quotations in 10:18-21 as
vehicles for a message about the present situation (Hultgren 2011:391). As Paul raids the
collective memory of Israel, he sees the quotation above as speaking to people of his
generation. Regarding social and collective memory, Paul possibly sees events and history
repeating themselves in his day, but he does not necessarily expect his audience to make these
connections. Paul’s use of scriptural citation reflects the dynamics of collective memory,
where past events are reinterpreted to shape present group boundaries (Halbwachs 1992:38—
45; Assmann 2011:124-130; Olick, Vinitzky-Seroussi, and Levy 2011:301-308; Berger and
Koller 2024:1-17). Therefore, he is interested in using this collective memory through the
quotation to influence his audience, not to promote their understanding of the original

context.
Lastly, I suggest that Paul’s use of a scriptural passage that speaks of their voice going

out to the ends of the earth (Psa. 18:5 LXX) is a way of asserting that the good news has

extended beyond Israelite boundaries to the foreign nations. Therefore, the Judeans are not
only indicted for not believing the message but also for not taking the inclusion of the non-

Judeans in the message of righteousness from faith seriously. As mentioned earlier in this
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dissertation, the theme of a new Christ group comprising both Judeans and non-Judeans is
one that Paul takes seriously in Romans 9-11.

5.22 Framework of Jealousy in Rom. 10:19-21

In Rom. 10:19-21, Paul continues to use rhetorical questions and scriptural citations to
explain the stumbling block that the Judeans face, resulting from their negative response to
the message of Christ. Whereas the question in vv. 17-18 concerns whether the Judeans have
heard the message of Christ, as mentioned in v. 19. The question is whether they have
understood or comprehended the message in a more profound way that evokes a positive
response from them (Wilckens 1980:230; Dunn 1988b:625). A closer look at the three
quotations in vv. 19-21 discussed the points below to the fact that the Judeans should have
known the message that God was revealing himself to the non-Judeans (Kock 1986:28; Tobin
2004:351). Watson (2004:447) further suggests that the Judeans should have been aware of
the non-Judean mission as part of God’s message. The non-Judeans are to be included
through Christ as part of God’s people (Shum 2002:230). This motif of Judean
incomprehension (v. 19) is found in Isa.1:3 (Wilk 1998:314-315) and in Isa. 40:21, 28
(Wagner 2002:181-182). It is more likely than not that Paul’s audience would not have made
these textual connections because they lived in an oral culture, especially the non-Judeans to
whom these scriptures were new. However, compared with 10:2, 3, they suggest that the
Judeans have heard and understood the message but rejected it because of their continued
reliance on righteousness through the law (Wagner 2002:187-188; Kujanpaa 2019:188). Paul
will later refer to this as the hardening or insensibility of the Judeans in Chapter 11.

This context of comprehending but rejecting the message (Stuhlmacher 1989:145) provides
the frame for interpreting the quotations in 10:19-21. Paul introduces these rhetorical
questions with three introductory formulae that will support his interpretation of them. The
first one, where Paul says, “First Moses says” (mpdtog Mwiotig Aéyet), evokes Moses as the
first witness to the indictment against the Judeans. Then the next one, “Then Isaiah (next
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witness) is so bold as to say (Hooiog ¢ dmotoAud kol Aéyet), which indicates
that Paul is evoking another witness or source boldly against the Judeans, though God is still
the source of both quotations. The last one, “But to Israel, he says,” (mpo¢ 6& tov Topani

Aéyer), indicating that Isaiah is speaking.

5.23 The wording of Deut. 32:21 in Rom. 10:19

Rom. 10:19 'Eyo tapalnioco Dudg én’ ook E0vet, &n’ €Bvel AovvET® Tapopyd VUAG

Deut. 32:21 kdyd mopalnidcm odtovg €n’ ovk E0vel €n” EBvel AoLVETE ToPOPYLD

avtovg (LXX)
Apart from the use of 'Eyo instead of kdy®d and the use of budc (second person) instead of
avtovg (third person), the changes in the wording are not too significant. Some scholars
suggest that these changes are Paul’s attempt to avoid any mismatch with the preachers
mentioned earlier (Koch 1986:110; Bell 1994:96); however, this is unlikely to be the case.
The fact that Oudic does not correspond with the use of avt@v in v. 18 suggests that these
words do not apply to the preachers (Jewett 2007:645). In addition, Paul has already
mentioned “Israel” in his discussion, which would have been sufficient to avoid any
mismatch between the Judeans and the preachers (Stanley 1992:431). Kujanpaa (2019:190) is
probably correct in suggesting that Paul is trying to create a contrast between Deut. 32:21,
which refers to the Judeans with the following citation from Isa. 65:1(in Rom. 10:20), which
relates to the non-Judeans. If this were true, this would reflect the use of social categorisation

in Paul’s wording, though Kujanpidi does not argue for social categorisation. According to

Kujanpédi , this change in wording may prompt Paul’s audience to pay careful attention to the
addressees (the Judean group). It also highlights the intensity of rhetorical force in Deut.
32:21 as a direct word spoken to the Judeans of Paul’s day (Stanley 1992:143-144; Wagner
2002:190). However, Reinbold (1995:124-127) interprets the replacement of avtovg with
vuag to mean Paul’s way of addressing his non-Judean group. Therefore, he interprets the

1Xx1
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“not my people” and “foolish nation” to mean the Judean group. Reinbold’s argument seems
implausible because it does not account for the use of “not my people” in 9:25-26 as Paul’s
consistent pointer to the same group in chapters 10 and 11. So far, Paul has described the
non-Judeans as “not my people.” Now, he is about to deploy the motif of jealousy to explain
the inclusion and role of non-Judeans in the outworking of God’s plan. The role of these
Judeans in the outworking of God’s plan would lead them to believe and obey the message
of Christ. It is, therefore, unlikely that Paul would refer to the Judeans as “not my people”
because they are already God’s people living in reversionism but needed to be brought back
via jealousy of the non-Judeans.

5.24 Divine Jealousy and Group Provocation in Deut. 32:21 and Rom. 10:19

In Deut. 32:21, Yahweh expresses jealousy (7X1p) in response to Judean idolatry—provoked
by worship toward “what was not a god.” His retaliatory response is a counter-provocation:
elevating a “not my people” and a “foolish nation” to replace Judeans in covenantal privilege
temporarily. The Judeans then experience divine judgment through famine, enemy hostility,
and wild beasts (Deut. 32:23-26), yet Yahweh, concerned about enemy arrogance, ultimately
reclaims and restores his people, avenging their blood (32:36—41). Significantly, the LXX
concludes with a call for joint praise where non-Judeans and Judeans, formerly divided,

worship together (32:43).

This provocation motif situates two categories of worship—God and “no god”—

against two people groups—1Judeans and non-Judeans. Esler notes that God’s jealousy

reflects his passionate concern for what is his, especially his honour and covenantal claim
(Esler 2003:289-293). Judean idolatry blurs ethnic and theological boundaries, inviting
divine jealousy and reversal: God uses non-Judean inclusion to provoke Judean return. While
provoking jealousy risks tension between groups, Deut. 32 anticipates resolution in shared

worship under a superordinate identity. This is what social identity theory (SIT) describes as
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Paul echoes this dynamic in Romans 10:19 and later in 11:11-14 through the verb
nopalnidm. As a transitive verb with the prefix mapa-, it indicates movement toward Cfjiog,
focusing the action on the object of jealousy, not the subject (Lappenga 2015:74, 185).
Lappenga suggests that Paul’s use of the {nA is rhetorically shaped to promote rightly directed
zeal and identity transformation. Here, Paul applies the Deuteronomic pattern to his context:
Judean rejection of God’s plan invokes divine jealousy, which in turn leads to the inclusion of
non-Judeans, provoking the Judeans to return. Though the contexts differ, Paul’s narrative
mirrors the Song of Moses—Judean hostility toward God is met with divine strategy that uses

outsiders to restore insiders.

5.25 The Social Significance of Jealousy in Deut. 32:21

Jealousy in Deut. 32:21 and Rom. 11:11, 14 must be understood within their ancient socio-
literary context, not through modern psychological frameworks that see jealousy as a
negative human emotion (Villareal 2022:72—73; Amzallag 2015:234). Misreading divine
jealousy as emotionally petty overlooks its covenantal logic. Villareal (2022:74)® argues that

Yahweh, as head deity, assigns lands and peoples, including the Judeans, to himself,

8 Villareal critiques modern interpretations of divine jealousy that separate it from social frameworks. He argues
that Yahweh’s jealousy must be understood within the context of Israel's election, covenantal exclusivity, and
land allocation, making it a response to socio-theological betrayal rather than emotional instability (Villareal
2022:72-74).

1Xx1
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5.26 The Social Significance of Jealousy in Rom. 10:19

Paul’s invocation of Deut. 32:21 in Romans 10:19—*I will make you jealous by those who
are not a nation”—introduces jealousy not merely as an emotion, but as a strategic and
restorative instrument within ancient honour—shame frameworks. Malina (2001:131-133)
interprets jealousy as a communal corrective tool, triggered when covenantal fidelity is
breached. Paul applies this by temporarily shifting honour from unbelieving Judeans to non-

Judean Christ-followers. Esler (2003:288-292) reinforces this, showing Paul’s rhetoric as a

socio-rhetorical manoeuvre designed to provoke boundary renegotiation and realignment
with covenantal faithfulness. This provocation draws on cultural views of honour as a limited
resource. Malina’s concept of “limited good” (2001:109) highlights envy (¢806vog) as dyadic
and resentful in response to restricted resources. At the same time, Pratt (2008:345-360)
distinguishes jealousy ({fjAog) as triadic—centered around fear of loss and concern for a
valued relationship. Parrott (1993:906-920) supports this empirically, noting jealousy evokes
insecurity and self-doubt, whereas envy promotes resentment and shame. Pauline distinction
is evident: O6voc is condemned (Rom. 1:29), whereas (fjhog describes divine relational

concern.

Therefore, jealousy in Paul’s theology is not punitive. Esler (2003:290) conceptualises
jealousy as a triadic configuration—subject, object, and rival—which explains its divine
application. Malina & Pilch (1993:56) assert jealousy preserves honour when exclusivity is
threatened, and Malina (2002:126) shows it can be aspirational or defensive. Within this
framework, Gentile inclusion serves not to shame Israel into submission, but to incite

covenantal restoration through emulation. Bell (1994:68-70) ties this restorative motive to

9 Weinfeld explores the patron—client dynamic within Deuteronomic theology, emphasizing that Yahweh’s land
grant to Israel comes with covenantal obligations. This framing reflects an ancient Near Eastern suzerain-vassal
treaty structure, whereby loyalty secures land and divine favor, and disobedience leads to dispossession
(Weinfeld 1972:58-72).
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Deut. 32:15-27 and identifies mapalnimoig in Rom. 10:19 as Paul’s means to redirect Israel’s

misguided zeal ({fjlog BeoD, 10:2).

SIT offers a lens through which to understand how jealousy operates as an identity
renegotiation mechanism. Prototypicality—how strongly a member embodies group norms—
shifts in Paul’s narrative from Judean law-centered fidelity to the Gentile embodiment of faith
in Christ. Lappenga (2014:18, 100) argues that Judean zeal in Rom. 10:2-3 functioned as an
ethnic boundary marker. Paul reconfigures this zeal through jealousy to challenge exclusivist
norms and foster a sense of shared belonging, a trajectory that culminates in the grafting
metaphor in Romans 11. Jealousy also activates collective memory—a key aspect of SIT that
sustains identity through shared narratives. By citing Deuteronomy 32, Paul recalls Israel’s
history of idolatry and divine response, not to condemn but to affirm God’s enduring
covenantal intent. Ryan (1997:18-21) emphasises this continuity: Gentile inclusion fulfils

prophetic anticipation of multinational worship and reaffirms God’s faithfulness to Israel.

Psychologically, Parrott and Smith (1993:915-916) describe jealousy as a triadic
emotion—comprising fear of loss, anger at a rival, and insecurity—dynamics Paul mobilises
to prompt Judean repentance. This aligns with Paul’s rhetorical strategy throughout Romans
9-11, where he categorises groups to reframe belonging. In Rom. 11:7, the Judean collective
is split between elect (believers) and “the rest” (hardened non-believers). Hilton and Liu’s
(2017:770-772) Ethnic Competition Theory explains how perceived honour displacement
incites intergroup tension: Judeans, seeing Gentiles occupy covenantal space, experience
jealousy as a theological and sociological provocation.

Though divine resources are unlimited, Paul's rhetorical move functions within
perceived scarcity. Paul reframes zeal—not as misguided nationalism ( Gadenz 2014:160—
161), but as a tool for inclusive transformation. Bell (1994:39—43) and Alleti (2020:229-230)

agree that this provocation is restorative, not punitive, culminating in Israel’s anticipated re-
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inclusion (Rom. 11:26). Paul's rhetorical shift from third person “them” to second person
“you” (mopalniodcm, tapopyud) in Rom. 10:19 intensifies this provocation, personalising the

call to rejoin God’s salvific plan.

5.27 The Wording of the Quotation in 10:20-21
Rom. 10:20 Evpébny v toig £ue un (ntodotv, ELeavig €yevouny Toig Eue un
EMEPOTAOY.

Isa. 65:1 gpavng éyevounvtoic £ue un {nrodotv eupédnvtoic Eue ur| EnepOTOdoLY
(LXX)

Rom. 10:20 Then Isaiah is so bold as to say, “I have been found by those who were
not looking for me; I have manifested myself to those who did not ask for me.” (RSV-
my revised version).

As Paul introduces the motif of jealousy in vv. 19-21, which brings some encouragement to

the Judeans and a warning to the non-Judeans (Rom 11). Israel’s stumbling has always been

known by God and factored into his dealings with them, which are temporal.

In Rom. 10:20, Paul’s quotation is from Isa. 65:1, and it seems clear that Paul uses
words as the majority text of the Septuagint, except that the phrases are arranged in a
different order. Paul is also comfortable with the translation of “I have been found,” which
points to the dramatic inclusion of the non-Judean Christ group (Kujaampa 2019:195), rather
than “I was made visible,” which might suggest a type of theophany (Wilk 1998:43; Wagner
2002:211)

Rom. 10:21 ‘OAnv v Muépav &Eemétaca T0g YEIPAS HOv TPOS AoV

aneBodvta Kol AvTIAEYovTa.

Isa. 65:2 (LXX) é€enmétaca tag xelpdg pov dAnv v nuépav Tpoc Aadv aneifodvia

Kol AvTIAEYovTa

Rom. 10:21 But to Israel, he says, “All day long I have extended my hands to a
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disobedient and stubborn people” (RSV).

Paul’s following quotation in v. 21 is from Isa. 65:2, and it follows the Septuagint almost
verbatim except for the phrase 6Anv v nuépav, which is repositioned to the beginning. Since
these variations are more about arrangement than textual differences, these modifications

might have had a Pauline origin.

In terms of social identity and social categorisation, Paul continues his argument from
verse 19, using the behaviour of the non-Christ Judean group to categorise them in relation to
the non-Judean Christ-group. The disobedience and stubbornness of this group have provoked
God's jealousy. Therefore, God also provokes them to jealousy by allowing them to stumble,
so that the non-Judean Christ group can flourish in God’s salvation plan for the nations.

Consequently, the flourishing of the non-Judeans in God’s plan would motivate them to take

their rightful place in God’s plan by orienting themselves to God’s righteousness through the

framework of faith in the message of Christ.

In citing Isa. 65:1, which in its original context refers to the Israelites, Paul uses it to
refer to the non-Judean Christ group, while he uses Isa. 65:2 (mpo¢ ¢ Tov Topank Aéyet) to
refer to the non-Christ Judeans. This is possibly why he inserts a second introductory formula
to begin v. 21, to show that he refers to this new group. Having applied Isa. 65:1 to the
“Gentiles,” Paul now applies Isa. 65:2 to “Israel” (Moo 1996:669). We should recall that
Paul, in 9:26-27, applies Hos. 1:10b (LXX) to the non-Judeans, but he cites Hos. 1:10a
(LXX) to refer to the Judeans (Gadenz 2014:162). Therefore, Paul’s use of these quotations
and group categorisation is consistent in both chapters 9 and 10. Further justification for this
split application of these two verses in Isaiah 65 can be noted in the use of the word &€Bvog in
Isa. 65:1 LXX (though Paul does not cite it) and the use of Aadg in Isa. 65:2. This distinction
is further confirmed in the Hebrew MT: »:in Isa. 65:1 and 2y, in Isa. 65:2. It seems, therefore,

that Paul transforms this scripture in which €6vog is used for the non-Israelites. In contrast,
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Aaog 1s used to refer to the Israelites (Wagner 2002:212).

The use of the term Aaog in verse 21 raises further questions about the definition of
God’s people in Rom. 11:1, particularly regarding the status of the Judeans. It appears that the
use of the term “God’s people” in Rom. 10:21 and 11:1 refers to the Judeans, whom Gadenz
(2014:164) calls “ethnic Israel,” particularly the non-Christ Judean group (also in Rom.).
9:31; 10:19). This further suggests that Paul uses these quotations to categorise the
relationships between the non-Christ Judean and non-Judean Christ groups regarding God’s
righteousness. This categorisation through God’s relationship is more nuanced here than in
Rom. 9:30-31, as God speaks directly through the prophets Moses and Isaiah in Rom. 10:19-
21. The concept of pursuing righteousness by the non-Judean Christ group in Rom. 9:30 is

replaced with the expression of “seeking” God in 10:20. Similarly, the failure of the non-

Christ Judean group in Rom. 9:30-31 is now expressed as lack of trust and stubbornness in
10:21. Will this unbelief of the non-Christ Judeans permanently affect their status as God’s
people? It is this question that Paul attempts to unpack in chapter 11. Despite these
concluding remarks about the disobedience of the Judeans at the end of this chapter, there is a

ray of hope because God’s hands are still outstretched toward them (Aletti 2009:230).

The social significance of Isa. 65:1 in Romans 10:20 is to reinforce the belonging of
non-Judean Christ-followers in the creation and formation of the Christian community, which
non-Christ Judeans do not fully comprehend. The fact that Isaiah had prophesied about this
non-Israelite inclusion in the outworking of God’s salvation plan would help resolve some
possible misconceptions that the Judeans might have about the role and inclusion of the non-
Judeans. This inclusion has always been in God’s plan. Yet Paul’s statement at the start of
Rom. 10:20 that Isaiah was speaking boldly suggests that he appreciated Judean Christ
followers (or Judeans generally contemporary with him) would find this quite a big thought

to digest.
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On the other hand, if the role of the non-Judeans in God’s plan has stirred up
arrogance among them concerning the Judeans, Paul uses Isa. 65:2 to remind them that God’s
hands have always been outstretched toward the Israelites/Judeans despite their disobedience.
Therefore, these two verses in Isaiah 65 serve as reconciliatory citations to minimise the
possible conflicts that might have arisen between the Judeans and non-Judeans in the Christ
group. They both have their belonging and roles in the outworking of God’s salvation plan, so

they need to welcome one another (Rom. 15:7).

5.28 The Role of Collective Memory in Romans 10

We note that the group memory articulated in Romans 10 strengthens the group's identity and
unites Christ-followers against the world's hostility. As Molden (2016) observed, the
negotiation of memory in the dynamics of power highlights the struggles of identity
formation. Therefore, Romans 10 reflects these complexities as Christ-followers seek to
maintain their identity framework within conflicting cultural narratives that often marginalise

their group.

The role of collective memory in Romans 10 also resonates with Schwartz et al.
(2014), who claim that identities evolve through relationships and contexts. In this sense, the
concept of belonging to the Christ group transcends individual experience; it is substantiated
by shared narratives that reinforce the group's identity framework. The collective memory of
past events, as recorded in the scriptures, serves as the basis for their current faith, reinforcing

their identity as people who stand out for a divine purpose (Johnston 2017).

As the early Christ-followers emphasised their faith, they were also involved in
collective acts that promoted their identity framework, such as baptism and community
worship, reinforcing the meaning of shared beliefs and practices connected to their collective

memory (Galinsky 2016). Paul wanted these Christ-followers to understand their identity
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framework within the broader Roman social landscape, which usually portrayed them as
outsiders. For example, Mbwangi (2020:3—4) expands this view by showing how Paul’s
rhetoric in Galatians and Romans reflects a multivalent identity construction that embraces
political, religious, and economic dimensions, challenging dominant Roman prototypes of
honour and belonging. This struggle for acceptance within the Roman Empire reflects the
broadest topics of conflict, identity, and the recovery of belonging (Hansen 2019).

In conclusion, the analysis of Romans 10 through the lens of SIT elucidates the
influence of group belonging on individuals’ identities, the realistic theory of conflict, and
collective memory on notions of group belonging. This chapter encapsulates a crucial
moment when Paul wanted these early Christ-followers to articulate their identity through
faith and navigate their identity in the face of various challenges and conflicts. The
interaction between individual beliefs and collective identity emphasises the importance of
narrative and memory in forming a cohesive community of faith. Finally, the use of OT
highlights how the notions of belonging are intricately woven into the fabric of the group
identity, shaping the primitive experience and expanding its relevance to contemporary
discussions about faith and group formation.

Now, we shall examine chapter 11 to see how Paul continues to use scriptural
citations to categorise the Judeans and non-Judeans concerning belonging to God’s people

through obedience to the law.
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CHAPTER SIX

THE FULLNESS OF THE NON-JUDEANS AND ALL JUDEANS (11:1-36):
A SOCIAL IDENTITY PERSPECTIVE

6.1 Introduction

In the last two chapters, we have considered some key passages about the Judeans and non-
Judeans in Rom. 9:6-9 and Rom. 9:30-10:21. Here, we will now focus on Rom. 11:1-36,
where Paul provides a more detailed understanding of the relationship between these two
groups. Paul finally explains the mystery behind the unbelief of the non-Christian Judeans
and how this serves a function in relation to God’s plan for both the Judeans and non-
Judeans. Ultimately, he attempts to reveal this “mystery,” which is a topic of intense debate
among many scholars. Paul argues that “all Israel” shall be saved, but the manner and time
are not explicitly revealed. Will Paul’s solution to the salvation of “all Israel” fit with Paul’s
arguments so far in Chapters 9 and 10? Or will it take a different turn at the end of this

chapter?
In this chapter, we will demonstrate the consistency of Paul’s argument with the

previous chapters, particularly considering SIT and social categorisation, as well as his use of
scripture in his argumentation. We shall continue to argue that Paul uses these scriptures to
identify and categorise the Judeans and non-Judeans in relation to the law of righteousness
while describing the process of forming the Christ group. In addition, Paul’s goal is to resolve
the conflict among these groups by inviting them into a shared vision of a unified group
without erasing their distinctiveness. It is worth noting that Paul uses quotations in this

chapter only at the beginning and at the end. However, he uses metaphors in between them.

1Xx1

166



1Xx1

6.2 Outline of Rom. 11:1-36 by Group Social Categorisation

Before we delve into detailed exegesis in this section, it is necessary to outline its
composition. This will help us see how Paul’s argument develops in relation to the previous
chapters. Some scholars (Sanday & Headlam 1902:308, Kédsemann 1980: 288) consider vv. 1-
36 as one subsection of 9-11 but divided into three units (vv. 1-10; 11-24; and 25-36). For
these scholars, the main thrust of this chapter is usually that God has not rejected his people
(Moo 1996:671). However, other scholars do not consider this chapter a unified subsection.
So, they (Walter 1984:172-195, Schreiner 2018:473-474, Ludemann 1984, Laato 1991: 32-
33) take Rom. 11:1-10 as part of the second subsection of Romans 9-11, hence having Rom.
9:30-11:10, then leaving Rom. 11:11-32 (or 11:11-36) as the third subsection of 9-11.
Nonetheless, some suggest that Rom. 11:1-10 constitutes a separate subsection, distinct from
what precedes and follows it. The key point to note about the mapping criteria above is that
they are semantic, literary, rhetorical, and theological, but not social-identity- or social-

categorisation-based.

In terms of group categorisation, I will argue that Paul uses Rom. 11:1-10 to make a
case for the relationship between God and the Judeans. He argues that God has not
abandoned them, using himself as an example (vv. 1-2). By appealing to Scripture, Paul
categorises the Judeans into two groups: the remnant (vv. 1-6) and those who are hardened
(vv. 7-10). Thus, 11:1-10 serves as the first part of chapter 11, focusing on the Judean Christ-
followers (the remnant), the non-Christ Judeans (those hardened), and, of course, God
Himself as the main actor. The second part (Rom. 11:11-32) focuses on the relationship
between two groups: the non-Christian Judeans and the non-Judean Christian group. Paul
also appeals to specific scriptural motifs (jealousy, election, and remnant) and other
metaphors (root, branches, dough, and olive grafting) to categorise these groups within social

contexts. Finally, Rom. 11:33-36 (third part) closes Paul’s argument by offering praise to God
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for his matchless wisdom in fulfilling his plan of salvation from among the Judeans and non-
Judeans.

6.3 Paul, Ethnicity, and the Remnant, Rom. 11:1-6

The use of the phrase Aéym ovv (I ask) at the beginning of Rom. v. 1 signifies the start of a
new unit. According to Gadenz (2009:226), this is connected to the previous unit (especially
10:18-21) by the inferential particle (o0v). More importantly, this obv should be linked to the
whole of Romans 9-10 (Kédsemann 1980:289) since Paul is building upon the issues that he
has raised in 9:6-29 and 9:30-10:21. This rhetorical question is met with an expected negative
answer (ur) yévotro), probably depicts a false conclusion that Paul wants to debunk
(Malherbe 1980:231-232). This rhetorical question, negated and turned into a statement, is
repeated in verse 2 as a link to the rest of Rom. 11:1-32 and reveals the thrust of this chapter:
namely, that God has not rejected the non-Christ Judeans. The use of the noun Aaodg in both
vv. 1-2 signifies that Paul is referring to the Judeans as an ethnic categorisation, just as he has
done in 10:21. Paul makes the point very clearly that the election of the non-Christ Judeans

cannot be abrogated despite the disobedience of those hardened ones (Moo 1996:674-675).

With the use of kai yap éyo Topanieitng ipd, Paul identifies himself as a kinsman
(ethnic Israelite) of those Israelites (Rom. 9:3-4) who are in disobedience (Rom. 10:21), and
for whom he prays in Rom. 9:1-3 and Rom. 10:1. As mentioned in previous chapters, the
term TopamAeitng was used in Paul’s time to denote an aspect of one’s cognitive self to
indicate one belongs to the people of Israel (Gadenz 2009:230). It was, I believe, an ingroup
expression, whereas loudaios was used by outsiders and by loudaioi themselves when other
ethnic groups were present. Even though Paul attempts to recategorise “Israel” in Rom. 9:6b,

he still uses the term TopanAeitng as ethnic identification for the Judeans.

In social identity terms, we also see an emotion-charged situation (Esler 2003:293), as

Paul identifies himself as an ethnic Israelite (Judean), revealing the cognitive, emotional, and
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evaluative aspects of his “self”. He boldly affirms that he is an Israelite from the tribe of
Benjamin and that God (vv. 1-2) foreknows him and his people. Paul is attempting to identify
with the group categorisation, which is his focus in vv. 1-10, namely the Israelites (non-Christ
Judeans). He does this by highlighting his Israelite ethnic identity, among other aspects of his
self-cognitive representations. Additionally, by doing this, Paul is also identifying with
another group categorisation, which he calls the “remnant” (Rom. 9:27), upon which he will

lay further arguments in this chapter.

Why does Paul make this bold assertion about his ethnicity? Some commentators
have suggested that it is an expression of ethnic pride (Kdsemann 1980: 299; Schlatter
1995:219). However, Moo (1996:673) suggests that it is a reflection that Paul is a living
example of God's willingness to continue to save his people; he is not willing to reject them.
While there are arguments from several commentators for or against these two views, [
suggest that ethnic assertions are connected to Paul’s ongoing argument. In describing the
process of the formation of the Christ group, Paul wants to assert that the Israelites still have
a place in God’s plan despite the hardness of the hearts of the majority of them. This will help
promote the self-esteem of these Israelites. Esler (2003:293-294), in agreement with Dunn
that the Israelites have a place in God’s plan despite the hardness of their hearts (Dunn

1988b:635), has rightly argued in favour of Paul’s ethnic pride with convincing reasons.

According to Gadenz (2009:230), the use of kai with Topaniitng indicates that the
disobedient Judeans in context are still Israelites (Haacker 2003:221; Penna 2006: 337), as
the use of the present tense already suggests in Rom. 9:4 (oftwvég eiocwv Topaniitng). On the
other hand, Paul himself (§y®), as an Israelite believer in Christ, remains an Israelite; his faith
in Christ has not disqualified him as an Israelite. This way, Paul can connect with the

Israelites in the Christ group based on ethnicity, although Paul’s goal is to promote a non-

ethnic Christ-group. The example of Paul as an Israelite Christ-follower is probably proof that
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God has not rejected the Israelites. This also sets the stage regarding the evidence for the

remnant (Judean-Christ group).

At this juncture, let us examine Paul’s use of “Joudaios and Israelite”. The term
“loudaios”, which often translates as "Jew," requires careful analysis within the
sociohistorical framework of early Christianity. Miller (2014:216-265) notes that the meaning
of Ioudaios in ancient contexts is not monolithic and can include various ethnic, religious,
and cultural identities. According to him, this fluidity is evident in Romans, where Paul
outlines the distinction between loudaios and Israelites, presenting an intricate notion of
identity that extends beyond mere ethnicity to include spiritual and theological dimensions. In
Romans 9-11, Paul identifies himself as an Israelite (Rom. 11:1), situating the concept of
Israel within a theological narrative in which the promises made to Israel remain significant
(Ey12017:148-162).

Novenson (2022:167) also argues that in the context of Second Temple Judaism, the
terms were often used interchangeably but carried specific connotations that must be
differentiated according to the context. For Paul, the identity of an Israelite transcends ethnic
boundaries, addressing a relationship with God established through faith, thus remodelling
the very notion of what it means to be an Israelite. Mason (2023:79-107) emphasises that the
early Christ-movement, which originated within Judaism, was characterised by complex
dynamics involving intra-community relationships between Jewish groups and Gentile
converts. The term Ioudaios, in this context, often referred to those who rigorously adhered to
the law or Jewish customs. At the same time, Paul redefines the identity of the Israelites to
include all those who have faith in Christ, thereby expanding the boundaries of belonging
(Mason & Esler 2017:493-515). I posit that it is unlikely that Paul would recategorise non-
Israelites to become Israelites. However, he would have recategorised Israelite status beyond

ethnic boundaries to encompass a framework of faith in God. This recategorisation
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contributes to the formation of the first Christ-group identity, promoting inclusiveness while

also challenging the traditional understanding of Jewish identity.

Likewise, Ehrensperger (2024:539-545) highlights Paul's pragmatic approach in
Romans, arguing that his distinction between loudaios and Israelites serves as a theological
framework that affirms the continuity of God's promises while posing a challenge to Jewish
exclusivity. This fluidity enabled a reimagination of identity that appealed to both Judean and
non-Judean followers of Christ, reflecting a new understanding of what it meant to participate
in Israel's history through faith in Christ. In addition, Furstenberg (2020:183-189) discusses
the temporal dimension of identity as it transitions from an Israelite understanding, focused
on ethnic inheritance, to a broader vision of inclusion within the body of Christ. This intuition
claims that early Christian identity has evolved into a pluralistic environment, reflecting the
tensions and negotiations inherent in its formation. Paul’s theological rhetoric not only
differentiated the terms but also underscored a dynamic faith that transcends ethnic and
cultural boundaries, effectively expanding the frontier of faith in Christ. Paul's speech in
Romans serves as a model for understanding how identities were formed and recategorised
through the complex interactions of the time (Owiredu 2022; Arbitol 2021:218-239; Du Toit

2024:1217; Sanders 2016).

We agree with the views of these scholars that Paul’s use of Israelite has some socio-
theological connotations that redefine the Israelites’ boundary beyond the ethnic dimension
because their belonging to God was never based on their ethnicity. However, it is unlikely
that Paul used ‘Israclite’ or ‘loudaios’ to include the Gentiles in Romans 9-11. Rather, Paul
aimed to prove that the Israelites as an ethnic group had not been abandoned by God, which
set the pace for him to argue later that “all Israel’ shall be saved (11:26). Paul tried to
demonstrate the relevance of the Israelites in God’s plan by emphasising their Israelite sub-
identity. However, his chief aim was to promote the superordinate identity in Christ. As

1Xx1
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Snyder (2015) suggests, the concept of double identities has been used to model the
understanding of belonging, illustrating a tension that supports Christian ecclesiology. Paul's
ability to articulate these differences in Romans was a pivotal moment in marking the
borders, simultaneously promoting a sense of unity among believers.

Paul is likely presenting himself as a representative Israelite, linked to the group
membership of the “remnant,” thereby forming a representative ethnic group to demonstrate
that God has not abandoned His people. This further suggests that Paul’s goal of ethnic
affirmation is toward ethnic pride in his argument, but also with a view to proving that God
had not rejected his people despite the disobedience of some non-Christ Judeans. This
argument will be crucial to Paul in Rom. 11:11-32, where he further explains the relationship
between the stumbling or hardened group (the Judean non-Christ group) and the non-Judean
Christ group (vv. 11-15). Similarly, Paul will explain the relationship between the remnant
group (the Judean Christ group) and the stumbling group (the Judean non-Christ group), as
seen in vv. 16-21.

Another ethnic attribute can be deduced from the expression £k onépuotog ABpadipL.
Paul has used the catchword onéppa twice earlier, in Rom. 9:7; hence, this strongly suggests
that Paul is referring to his ethnic belonging to the remnant (the Judean Christ group). The
last ethnic expression to be considered is uAfg Beviapeiv, which also occurs in Phil. 3:5. In
both cases, it indicates Paul’s pride concerning his origin (Bianchini 2006:71; Cohen
(1990:22-27). It is also probably a way for Paul to reveal that he still thinks in terms of the
twelve ethnic tribes of Israel in his use of the scriptures (Rakocy 2006: 5-24). It appears that
the phrase @uAfic Beviapiv is intended to reinforce the phrase £y® Topanieitng ini. Gadenz
(2009:231), citing Rakocy (2006), argues that the phrase “all Israel” in 11:26a, according to
its OT usage, refers to the tribal structure of the descendants of Jacob/Israel. Weaving all

these together, it is likely that Paul’s argument is meant to commence with himself as one
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Judean from one tribe (Benjamin) in 11:1b, before proceeding to many Judeans from all
twelve tribes (all Israel) as in 11:26a. (Rakocy 2006), suggests that “all Israel” can refer to a
“representative selection from the full complements of the tribes.” Scott (2019:127) goes on
to suggest that Paul may have the regathering of the twelve tribes in mind. Therefore, it may
have played a crucial role in the unification of the twelve tribes. Benjamin is also the quasi-
representative ambassador of the Northern Kingdom (Israel) within the Kingdom of Judah.
Therefore, Paul, a Benjaminite, may have considered himself a citizen while belonging to
Judah, but also representative of “all Israel” (Barth 1983). All assertions above will not be
immediately clear until we get to the end of the exegesis of Rom. 11:26 vis-a-vis the whole of
chapters 9-11. We shall argue against this proposition by Scott that by “all Israel,” Paul is
referring to the twelve tribes of Israel. This is reading too much of the unwarranted history of
the Israelites beyond the scope of Paul’s literary use and context of “all Israel.” There is no
doubt that “all Israel” refers to the ethnic Israelites, but only to those Israelites who come to
faith in Christ, even from among the hardened Israelites. This makes sense when we follow
Paul’s argument, which describes the process of forming the Christ group to which both
Israelites and Gentiles belong. However, one thing is clear: Paul’s affirmation of his ethnic

identity is likely to be an emblem of his ethnic pride.

A reasonable question to ask at this juncture is about the function of Paul’s ethnic
identification and pride. First, in social identity terms, this would have helped promote unity
among the Judean-Christ group and the Judean non-Christ group, recognising that they are
still connected through their shared ethnicity, despite differences in their faith in Christ.
Second, it would also have given Paul more access to preach Christ to the Judean non-Christ
group. Third, this would have encouraged some members of the Judean Christ-group,
especially those who continued to maintain close ties with their Judean kinsmen. This group

might have misunderstood Paul’s indictment of unbelief against the Judeans in chapter 10 to
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mean that Paul rejected his people in favour of the non-Judean Christ group. Fourth, it would
have served to limit the arrogance of the non-Judean Christ group (Rom. 11:18) if they had
assumed that God had rejected the Judeans and that Paul shared this view. Overall, this would
have been part of Paul’s strategy to unite these Judean and non-Judean Christ groups in
Rome. In his attempt to recategorise them into one Christ-group, Paul must ensure that the
identities of both groups are not minimised in favour of one over the other. Later, Paul will
promote the place of non-Judeans in God’s plan until their full number is reached (Rom.
11:25). Neither the Judeans nor the non-Judeans need to change their identity to belong to the
Christ group.

6.4 Paul’s Use of Scripture in Rom. 11:1-10

Let us first examine Paul’s use of pn dnocato 6 Ocog tOv Aadv avtod (1a) and ovk dndcoto
0 ®g0g 1OV Aadv avtod Ov mpoéyvm (2a). Paul begins this chapter by reinforcing the truth that
God has not rejected the Judeans, a strong expression in Greek, un yévotro (11:1), which can
be translated, ‘certainly not’, ‘never’, ‘absolutely not’, etc. God still preserves a remnant,
while he hardens some. This theme flows from Rom. 11:1-10. He gives the first reason, “For
I myself am an Israelite, a descendant of Abraham, a member of the tribe of Benjamin, God
has not rejected his people whom he foreknew. Do you not know what the Scripture says of

Elijah, how he appeals to God against Israel?” (Rom. 11:1-2).

Above, Paul highlights his ethnic identity as a Judean and descendant of Abraham
(ethnic pride), even though he identifies himself as an apostle to non-Judeans. In case some
Judeans (co-ethnics) or non-Judeans thought that Paul had abandoned his heritage or that
God had abandoned the Judeans, Paul says an emphatic “no” to that. The number of
faithful Judeans, like Paul, who have believed in Israel’s Messiah may appear small, but
God’s plan concerning his people has never been about numbers. God always preserves a

faithful remnant, some seven thousand in Elijah’s day (Rom. 11:2-5), and who knows how
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many in Paul’s? Paul links his ministry to the non-Judeans to provoke jealousy among his
fellow Judeans (Rom. 11:13-14). Some commentators, such as Kédsemann (1980) and Moo
(1996), argue that Paul presents himself as a counterexample to the notion that God would
abandon his people. They suggest that Paul portrayed himself as a corporate representative of
the Judeans to foster solidarity and representative headship on behalf of Israel. Dunn calls
this “an authentically Jewish viewpoint” (Dunn 1988). However, Esler (2003:293-94)
disagrees with this suggestion that Paul projects himself as a representative of the Judeans
collectively. Instead, he argues that Paul wants to promote his ethnic pride, which he does
first by affirming that he is a descendant of Abraham and the tribe of Benjamin. Second, Paul
made the case in Rom. 9:27 that God had preserved some Judean remnants who believed in
Christ. Thirdly, this marks the third instance in Romans 9-11 where Paul has formed an
intimate bond with his people. Fourth, it would be odd since Paul is about to correct Elijah's
claim that he is the last. Meanwhile, God has preserved seven thousand people who have
refused to bow down to Baal (Rom. 11:2-5). Esler’s argument seems more plausible in this
context. It is unlikely that Paul is projecting himself as a corporate representative of the
Judeans. Instead, he might be promoting his ethnic pride in the sense of celebrating his
ministry among the non-Judeans with the intention that both Judeans and non-Judeans
participate collectively in the salvation plan of God. This ongoing development of the non-
ethnic Christ-group is at the heart of Paul’s ministry and underlies his argument in Romans 9-

11.

Therefore, Paul shifts his attention from himself to Elijah's assertion that seven
thousand people had not bowed to Baal (Rom. 11:2-5). God always keeps a remnant in Israel
(11:5). Paul alludes to 1 Kgs 19:10-18 to buttress this point. This moment was when Elijah
pleaded with God that Israel had slain all their prophets and destroyed all altars, but God

replied that he had preserved seven thousand men who had not bent their knee to Baal (11:3-
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4). This remnant is elected according to grace, not works, because grace and works are

mutually exclusive (11:5-6).

He does not use these as scriptural quotations; instead, he uses them as part of this
scriptural language to link to his quotation in the next verses. They have a strong affinity with

Ps. 94:14 (Ps. 93:14 LXX) and 1 Sam. 12:22 (1Kgdms. 12:22 LXX).

1 Sam. 12:22 (1 Kgdms. 12:22 LXX) ovk andcetor KOpLog TOV AadV anTod did

todvoua avTod TO UEya

Ps. 94:14 MT (Ps. 93:14 LXX) 611 00K dndceTol KOPLog TOV Aodv adTod Kol Thv

KAnpovopioy avtod ovK £YKOTAAENYE

Rom. 11:1a pn dndoato 6 Ogdg TOV AadV aTod

Rom. 11:2a ovx dndoato 60 Ocdg TOV AadV a0ToD OV TPOLYVM
There are two changes that Paul has made, plus his own addition. First, he replaces xvptoc
with 6 ®&0g¢, probably to avoid any ambiguity that this phrase refers to God rather than to
Christ. Second, he changes the future tense of the verb to an aorist indicative to turn the
promise into an affirmation that God has not rejected his people, which fits more with the
context. Lastly, Paul adds 0v mpoéyvo to recall what he has said earlier in Rom. 8:29 (Wagner
2002:222-223; Jewett 2007:654), to reinforce his reason for his argument that God has not
rejected his people because they are already foreknown by him (Moo 1996). All these are
preparations for Paul’s clear citation of scriptures, which will follow shortly.
6.5 The Wording of 1 Kgs. 19:14, 18 in Rom. 11:3-4
Paul continues his argument that the existence of the remnant is proof that God has not
rejected the Judeans. By citing these scriptures about the dialogue between Elijah and God at
Mount Horeb in the OT, Paul is likely creating a parallel between God’s unfolding of His
plan in the past (Elijah’s time) and in the present (Paul’s time).

The first introductory formula 7} ook oidate &v 'HAlg ti Aéyel 1) ypapn, ™G EVTLYYAVEL

starts with a rhetorical question which Paul craftily connects to the formula before citing the
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scripture. Paul also specifies that the quotation is located in the narrative concerning Elijah,
though the scripture is the subject of the quotation, not Elijah (Koch 1986:27). However, in
stating the quotation, it is Elijah who speaks of his own experience with God, bringing a
formal accusation against the Israelites as opposed to Paul’s hope for the Judeans. This
should not be seen as an inconsistency but rather as a feature in Paul’s introductory formula
(Kujaampa 2019:211). Sometimes, Paul begins his introduction with either the grammatical
subject or the alleged speaker of the quotation, but he always makes it clear that the words are
those of God (ibid:212). This means the audience needs to determine who the speaker is, as
they are familiar with the narrative in certain instances, such as this one. Paul allows Israel’s
scriptures to testify against Israel for their disobedience, as he does in 9:33, 10:18, 19, 21;

11:8-10.

The second introductory formula concerns God’s response to Elijah’s mistaken
assumption that he is the only faithful one left in Israel. It is introduced with dAAL Ti Aéyer
avTd O ypnuoticpdc. The use of dAld shows the contrast between Elijah’s proposal and
God’s response. Elijah accuses Israel, but God does not. Whereas Elijah speaks of
accusations against Israel, Paul uses this quotation to anticipate hope for the people of Israel.
As characteristic of Paul, he does not directly make God the grammatical subject of the
quotation, though God is the speaker. Instead, he asks, “But what is God’s divine response
(the oracle) to him?”” Both quotations in verses 3-4 deviate in diverse ways from the majority
text of the Septuagint. In contrast, in four places, they correlate with the so-called Lucianic
(L) or Antiochene text (ibid:213). The Lucianic text is of Christian origin and aims to promote
clarity and style in Greek. It is based on an old textual tradition that sometimes preserves the
original readings against other witnesses. No wonder its importance as a witness to the

original Greek translation is widely discussed in Septuagint studies (Kreuzer 2013:23-31).

Kujanpdid (2019:214) further discusses the agreements between Paul’s wording and
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the Lucianic text, though they also deviate from each other in major ways. He concludes that
Romans and the Lucianic text agree only on the person but not on the tense (Kujanpdi 217).
For example, the aorist in Romans should be attributed to Paul, emphasising that the
preservation of a remnant is not a future event but an already realised merciful act: the
remnant already exists (Kujanpaa 217-218). Kujanpéa concludes that Paul’s text and the
Lucianic text both contain a reading that is a lexical correction. Therefore, he suggests that
there is a common textual tradition behind Romans 11 and the Lucianic text (Stanley

1992:147-158; Stanley 1993a:43-54; Pickering 1994:14-17).

Considering the original context of this dialogue between Elijah and God, Paul has
condensed it to serve his argument. He omits the aspect of Elijah’s zeal and the
accusation that the people of Israel have forsaken God. He also overlooks the theophany, the
repeated questions from Elijah, the king’s anointing, and the killing of the apostates (2 Kgs.
19:15-17). Paul has intentionally selected the most positive aspect of this narrative, which is
the preservation of the remnant (Wagner 2002:236). This is what resonates most with Paul’s
argument in chapter 11. In social memory terms, it is called selective social or collective
memory, the art of selecting a particular aspect of a narrative to highlight the positive
aspects of a group or an event. Paul addresses an important aspect of the original narrative
and elaborates on it by framing and introducing the quotations in a specific manner, as well
as by modifying their wording. The group that would have been most influenced by this
selective social/collective is the Judean Christ group, also known as the remnant group.

They would have easily found their own story and God’s faithfulness toward them in Paul’s

use of the Elijah story; hence, it would be easier for Paul to lead them toward the purpose for

which he is writing to them, which is unity among the Christ groups.

The reference to Elijah seems to depict the analogous progression of one individual to

a remnant, which in this quotation suggests a parallel between Elijah and Paul (Siegert
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1985:165; Belli 2010:367). Both Paul and God, as represented by Elijah, speak as

individuals about a remnant in different situations during their respective times.

6.6 Paul’s Social Use of 1 Kgs. 19:10,14,18 in Rom. 11:3-4

The primary function of this scriptural quotation about the Elijah narrative is to help
categorise a particular group that existed in Paul’s time. They are called the remnant group
(Judean Christ group) who have been chosen by grace (Barclay 2015b:545), as in 11:5 (obtwg
oDV Kai &v Td vV kap@ Asippo kot® Ekhoyny xéprrog yéyovev’). Their election is not based
on works, as seen in Rom. 11:6 (Wagner 2002:234). The existence of this Israelite group is

proof that God has not rejected the Judeans.

This point of social categorisation helps Paul distinguish between two groups among
the Judeans: the Judean remnant Christ group and the non-Christ Judean group. So, when
Paul goes further to speak about the hardened Judeans, it is a reference to this non-Christ
Judean group and does not include the remnant group. Paul will now expatiate on the
relationship between this remnant group and the hardened group in vv. 7-10 to take his
argument further to prove that God has not rejected his people. The fact that Paul identifies
with this group strengthens his membership and sense of belonging within it, thereby
influencing them. However, Paul’s overall goal is to unite both Judean and non-Judean
Christ-followers.

The same social reading applies to the original context in 1 Kgs. 19:10, 14, 18. The

narrative depicts two categories or groups. First, there is the disobedient Israelite group, and
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then the faithful remnant group, comprising seven thousand Yahweh worshippers. Just as in
Paul’s time, when there seemed to be no hope that God’s plan would be achieved, so it is also
in the time of Elijah. However, God has kept a remnant (seven thousand Yahweh
worshippers) who have not bowed the knee to Baal. Hence, God will use them to accomplish

his plan.

The logic of Paul’s argument in terms of social memory is that God keeps his
promises by saving the remnant, just as Paul stated earlier in Rom. 9:27-29. Therefore,
although it appears that the hope for “all Israel” to be saved is slim, Paul keeps this possibility
open, believing that God will fulfil His promise through the remnant (Wagner 2002:237).
This is one way to utilise social memory to influence people. Lastly, in Rom. 11:4-5, Paul
links the remnant in Elijah’s day to the remnant of his time, affirming that they are chosen or
elected by God’s grace. This suggests that grace, not ethnicity, is the identity framework for
forming the Israelite group called by God. This point of the incongruity of grace (Barclay
2015b:545) will be helpful to Paul and his audience when he later explains that the hardened

Judean group still holds their election despite their disobedience (Rom. 11:28).

Scriptural support for this Judean remnant group would have strengthened their hope
and identity among Rome's diverse community of Christ-followers, comprising both Judeans
and non-Judeans. Also, if they had been boasting (Rom. 11:18) that God’s plan for the
Judeans were over; this would have humbled the non-Judean Christ group. The combination of
hope among the Judean Christ group and humility among the non-Judean Christ-group would

have provided avenues for Paul to facilitate conflict resolution between them.
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6.7 The Remnant Christ group vs The Insensible non-Christ Group (11:7-10)

Paul begins the next stage of his argument in v. 7, affirming what he has been building up.
Paul begins to explain why some of the Judeans did not find what they sought; the elect
received it, but the rest were hardened (Rom. 11:7). However, this hardening of the heart is
not beyond the sovereign hand of God. It is God who put a stumbling block in the path of the
Judeans, by making them drunk but not with wine and not because of liquor, as it is written,
“God gave them a spirit of stupor, eyes that would not see and ears that would not hear, down
to this very day.” The phrase,tfig ofjuepov nuépag (“this very day’), does not mean that the
hardening is about to end at that time. Instead, it may have meant that the hardening was still

happening.

God hardened the people's hearts as a form of discipline for their rebellion, just as He
did with Pharaoh. Paul connected this incident to the condition of Israel; they stumbled on
their path in God’s plan as Pharaoh did, as though their senses had been impeded. Then Paul
quotes another set of scriptures as an analogy to Israel’s hardening. This second scripture is
from Ps. 69:22-23- And David says, “Let their table become a snare and a trap, a stumbling
block and a retribution for them; let their eyes be darkened so that they cannot see and bend

their backs forever.” (11:9-10)

These were the words of David (Ps. 68:22-23; 34:8 LXX), asking for vengeance
against his enemies. Now, Paul turns to Israel again because their actions resisted God’s
righteousness, which is according to faith. The mention of “table” in Rom. 11:9 may have
referred to the same table that Paul mentioned in 1 Cor. 10:21-22: “You cannot drink the cup
of the Lord and the cup of demons. You cannot partake of the table of the Lord and the table
of demons. Shall we provoke the Lord to jealousy? Are we stronger than he?”” The Jewish
sacrificial system may have been a trap and a snare, as it obscured their need for Christ's

death (Moo 1996). Minear connects this phenomenon to the situation of the Judean Christ-
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followers, who, through their belief in the Torah, excluded non-Judean Christ-followers from

the table fellowship (Minear 1971:78-79).

It is a fact that the Israelites are categorised into two groups (9:6b), namely, the
elect/remnant Christ group (Rom. 9:27) and the non-Christ group. Dunn (1987:648) supports
this view by suggesting that what Paul has hinted at in Rom. 9:22-23, 33 is now spelt out.
The reason for this division, according to Paul, is their attitude to the outworking of God’s
righteousness through Christ. The insensible group does not attain it because they seek their
righteousness (Rom. 10:3-4), but the remnant attains it by submitting to God’s righteousness.
The relationship between these two is key to developing Paul’s argument. Paul probably
correlates these insensible Judeans with the idolatrous Judeans in the previous narrative about

the Judeans of Elijah’s time (Wagner 2002:238; Evans 1999:126-127).

The word énmpmOnoav is usually translated “were hardened.” However, nopoém
primarily means obtuseness and insensibility, and it should be delineated from cxAnpive,
which is typically the word used for hardening in the Septuagint (Kujanpda 2019:226-227)
and used of Pharaoh in Rom. 9:17 and Exod. 9:16 (Robinson 1901:81-82, 92; Tobin
2004:358; Wright 2002:580). The passive form of énwpdOnoav signifies a divine initiative of
God over the 0¢ Aowroi (the non-Christ Judean group) to make them insensible (Barrett
1962:210; Hiibner 1984:106; Hofius 1986:303). This contrasts with Rom. 10:21, which

depicts the volitional responsibility of the non-Christ Judean group.

To confirm the insensibility of this Judean non-Christian group, Paul cites a conflated
version of scriptures from Deut. 29:4 and Isa. 29:10 in Rom. 11:8 and Ps. 68:23-24 in vv. 9-
10. Paul quotes from Isa. 29:9-10 and Deut. 29:3 to highlight Isaiah’s warning to Jerusalem in
their state of spiritual degeneracy, false security, and complacency, also as a similar warning

to the hardened Judeans of his day. Now, let us consider the first quotation.
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6.8 The Wording of Deut. 29:4 and Isa. 29:10 in Rom. 11:8
Rom. 11:8 "Edwkev a010ic 00£0¢ Tvedpa KataviEemc, dBaAovg Tod pun PAémey kol

OT0L TOD pTy AKoVEY, EOG TG GIUEPOV TUEPOLC.

Deut. 29:4 kai 00k £dmKev KOPLog 6 Bedca VUTY kapdiav gidévar kol 0QOaANOVS PAETELY

Kol wTa drxove Eng Tig Nuépac tovtng (LXX)

Isa. 29:10 611 mendticey VIO KOPLOGC TVEDUATL KOTAVIEEMS KOl KOAUUDGEL TOVG

090aipovg avtdv (LXX)

Paul’s quotation above is unique because he derives most of it from Deut. 29:4, but he adopts
the peculiar phrase mvedpa kotovdcemg (a spirit of stupor) from Isa. 29:10. It seems that he
uses Isa. 29:10 to intensify the meaning of Deut. 29:4 (Walters 2006:204). This is another
instance of the oracular use of scripture, as it is unlikely that Paul’s audience would have

understood his reworking of these scriptures.

Despite the changes this conflation brings, Paul introduces these quotations as
directly from scripture (yéypomrtar) rather than the singular, probably because he does not
expect them to know these scriptures. He modifies the negations so that the divine passive
action is well described. In Deut. 29:4, the negation precedes the finite verb (odk £6wkev),
whereas in Romans 11, Paul negates the infinitives (tod ur PAénety, Tod ur dkovew). This
means that in Deut. 29:2-3, God has not given the Judeans an understanding heart, but in
Romans, Paul omits ook and negates the infinitives instead. Therefore, Paul can say that God
gives the non-Christ group a heart of stupor. This fits very well with Paul’s use of Isa. 29:10
and is probably the reason why Paul conflates Deut. 29:4 with Isa. 29:10. Another reason for
Paul’s use of “spirit of stupor” to describe the insensibility of the non-Christ group may be
that it helps him to argue that this is a temporal setback for them (Rom. 11:15, 25). This
stupor will be removed in the future (Stanley 1992:161, Wilk 1998:54; Shum 2002:234), and

they will be restored. Also, by changing the pronoun from the second person (buiv) to the
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third person plural (avtoig), Paul wants his audience to know clearly that this hardening or

insensibility refers to a particular Judean non-Christ group (oi Aowroi in Rom. 11:7) and not to

the whole of the Judean group. This refers to social categorisation, as earlier discussed under
SIT. Likewise, in vv. 9-10, Paul quotes Psalm 69:23-24 using the third person to categorise
and confirm that he is still referring to the same group (non-Christ Judean group). Paul also
omits the title kOplog and keeps 0 0edg as the subject of the rhetorical question, which
correlates with the opening statements in Rom. 11:1-2. Finally, the phrase £wg tf|g onjuepov
nuépag (instead of Emg thg Muépag Tavtng) might be attributed to Paul, as the use of onjuepov
may have helped him connect the quotation more effectively to his own time (Stanley
1992:162-163; Wagner 2002:72; Jewett 2007:663). Altogether, the variation among the
sources is not sufficient to call into question the fact that Paul is quoting from scripture.
6.9 The Wording of Ps. 68:23—24 in Rom. 11:9-10

Rom. 11:9 xai Aawid Aéyet, 'evnOntm 1 tpdmela adtdv €ic mayida kai gig ONpav kol

€lg okdvdorov kol gig dvtanddopa avtoig 10 oxotichntwoay ol

O0@OoApol aT®V TOD 1| PAETELY, Kl TOV VOUOV OOTAV S10 TOVTOS GUYKOUYOV

Ps. 68:23-24 yevnOnto 1 tpamelo adTtdV EVOTIOV adTAV €1¢ Toryida Kol €ig
avtomddootva kol i oKAvOaAov: oKoTIoOTwGav 01 OPBaAL0l aT®V TOD U PAEmELY,

Kol TOV vOTOV adTdV 010 Tavtog cvykapyov (LXX)

Ps. 69:22-23 Let their own table before them become a snare; let their

sacrificial feasts be a trap. 23 Let their eyes be darkened, so that they cannot see; and

make their loins tremble continually (RSV)
The quotation is introduced with koi Aavio Aéyet where kai denotes the link with the previous
quotation (Deut. 29:4 and Isa. 19:10). There is not much deviation from the Septuagint.
Paul’s inclusion of avtoig, kai gig Onpav, and the change from dvtanddoctv to avtamddopa
do not introduce any significant changes to the quotation. Hence, they should be attributed to

Paul.
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6.10 The Social Function of Deut. 29:4, Isa. 29:10, and Ps. 68:23-24 in Rom. 11:8-10

Though these quotations differ, the connecting factor among them is the use of “eyes” that
cannot see. This is usually referred to as “hardening,” but a more accurate translation would

be “insensibility” induced by a spirit of stupor. The group in focus here is the

non-Christ Judean group. This correlates with the idea that this group has stumbled because
they do not understand Christ as the téAoc (end) of the law (Rom. 9:31-33; Rom. 10:4). This
concept of insensibility prepares Paul for the continuing use of the stumbling image in Rom.
11:11 (Wagner 2019:263). We know from Rom. 9:33 that Christ is the stumbling stone, and
this further connects to the use of Ps. 69:22-23, which was read in the light of Christ as a
passion narrative in the early church (Gadenz 2009:237; Wagner 2002:259-261; Hays

1989:141).

In the original context, Deut. 29:4 is used as part of the curses pronounced on the
Israelites under the law. The use of Isa. 29:10 further elaborates on the meaning of Deut.
29:4. However, it is unlikely that Paul uses these quotations to rain down curses on the
Judeans of his day. It is more likely than not that Paul wanted these quotations to be
analogous to describing the situation of the Israelites of his time and to be able to propose a

ray of hope amidst their present gloom.

Isaiah 29:10 is part of Isaiah 29:16, which Paul has used in Rom. 9:20 earlier to
introduce the imagery of the potter and the clay, vis-a-vis the vessels for honour and dishonour
(Wright 2002:677). The identity of these vessels becomes more explicit in Rom. 11:7, when
Paul distinguishes between the insensible/hardened Judeans and the remnant Judeans. It is,
therefore, the vessels of dishonour that are analogous to the insensible non-Christ Judeans in

Rom. 11:7-10, hence in need of salvation.

Is there any hope for these non-Christ, insensible Judeans? These quotations do not

explicitly affirm whether this state of insensibility is permanent or not. Instead, Paul takes
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that further in the next stage of his argument. This allows Paul to explain when the
insensitivity will end and to clarify the purpose behind this insensitivity in relation to the non-

Judean Christ group. However, the use of o1 mavtog in Rom. 11:10 is better translated as

“continually” instead of “forever” (Cranfield 1964:550). In contrast to Cranfield, Wright

(2002:678) argues that there is no salvation for ethnic Judeans and that “all Israel” in Rom.
11:26 does not refer to ethnic Judeans but to the church comprising both Judeans and non-
Judeans. Wright’s position is motivated by replacement theology, but this is unlikely to be

Paul’s argument.

We propose that this state of insensibility will continue and is not about to end in
Paul’s day, as reinforced by a similar expression in 2 Cor. 3:14-15. Here, Paul says that the
minds of the Judeans are hardened until this day (&ypt yap tiig onuepov quépag), veiled upon
their reading of the old covenant, and that this veil can only be taken away through Christ.
Paul goes further, saying that until today (§mg onjpepov), when Moses is read, the veil remains
on their hearts. This implies that Paul does not envision this situation as having reached its
conclusion and is about to end (Esler 2003:295), nor does Paul assume that some of the

hardened Judeans would not turn to Christ during his time.

In Rom. 11:9, Paul cites David using the metaphor of “their table,” which has become
a snare, a trap, and a retribution to the Israelites. The table, in the context of the Eucharist, is
fundamental to understanding the identity and practice of the early Christ-followers. Feeley-
Harnik (2017:107-149) outlines the sacredness of the eucharistic table, which was often a
point of dispute in Judean-non-Judean interactions. Reference to the table is the
refusal of the Judeans to dine with non-Judeans, which symbolises their failure to accept
them into God’s scheme of salvation. Consequently, it becomes their snare, their trap, their
pit, and their retribution. The idea that this table can be served and simultaneously become a

snare to the Israelites reflects the complexity of the formation and interaction among
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members of the Christ group. Paul’s warning indicates that the same source of unity could
also be a cause for division, creating boundaries that echo the historical animosity between

‘Jews and Gentiles' (Kruse 2019:77-92). Among the early Christ-group, exclusion practices

showed significant implications for Christ-followers. The ritualistic compliance, or its lack,
was a remarkable barrier that hindered the establishment of a cohesive identity (Moxon
2022a:62-91). Some Judean Christ-followers who adhere rigorously to the Mosaic law often
consider their customs integral to their identity, leading to the potential marginalisation of
non-Judeans who lack these traditions (Simon 2022:89-112). However, as Keown (2021:471-
474) suggests, God's mission is undermined when the ritual serves as a means of exclusion
rather than inclusion, a challenge that Paul addresses. The context of Rom. 11:9 underscores
the existential threat posed by this metaphorical table snare and trap of the Israelites,
suggesting that the same practices intended to support the superordinate identity in Christ
could ultimately lead to the promotion of ethnic sub-identities. This dynamic is illuminated
by Runesson (2016:17-42), who discusses how common borders, often established through
ritualistic observance, can lead to the exclusion of others within the community. This
underlines the need for an understanding of the grace that transcends ritualistic observance
(Missler 2015; Davidiy 2015), like the Gentiles, identified as "wild olive sprouts," are
grafted into the cultivated tree of Israel, meaning their full acceptance (Luff 2019). This table
snare forms part of the expression of the hardened Israelites' insensibility, and it hinders the

framework of grace identity that Paul is attempting to construct.

Another important theme that is worth exploring as part of the social dimension of
this insensibility or hardening of this non-Christ Judean group is jealousy in Rom. 11:11-15.
We have affirmed in this thesis that the Judean insensibility is toward Christ as the end of the
law. This is because they do not seek God’s way of righteousness. While this is true, it does

not explain why it affects the group formation of Paul’s audience, which comprises both
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Judeans and non-Judeans. As already argued earlier in this thesis, the Judeans are not only
insensible to Christ and the gospel but also to the inclusion and belonging of the non-Judeans

in the outworking of God’s righteousness. They are insensible to the fact that the non-Judeans

have been granted access to privileges they assumed were their ethnic privilege alone
(Watson 2004:448). They are insensible to the fact that the non-Judeans are also meant to be
joint carriers of God’s mission to the world. If my propositions are true, this would have
looked like a displacement of or competition with the Judeans for their ethnic rights,
privilege and position (Rom. 9:1-5). Suppose God is the divine patron of the Judeans
(already mentioned earlier), and they are bound to him in covenantal rights, blessings, status,
land, etc. In that case, it makes sense that the Judeans would perceive this as a social
disruption and an intrusion into their group. They might have even thought of God betraying
them. Now, we can understand why there may have been a social conflict between the Judean
Christ group and the non-Judean Christ group, as well as between the Judean remnant Christ
group and the non-Christ group among the Judeans. The insensible Christ group may have
felt betrayed by the remnant Christ group for accepting the non-Judeans to belong to their
group. All these factors contribute to the social explanation of the hardening of some Judeans,
rather than just the rejection of the gospel. These ideas will help us explore the jealousy motif

that Paul repeats in Rom. 11:11-15.

In conclusion, the function of these quotations is more social than theological. As
suggested above, Paul likely uses them to identify and categorise the group that is hardened
and consequently in need of salvation. He does so with social narrative and memory by citing
scriptures that are analogous to the situation of the non-Christ Judean insensible group so that
they can find themselves in this narrative and be invited to believe in Christ. To achieve this,
Paul divides the Judean group into two groups: the Judean Christ group (remnant) and the

non-Christ Judean group. It is this non-Christ Judean group that needs salvation, and we shall
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seek to bolster this further in Rom. 11:26. In resolving social conflict, it is better to use a
social narrative to locate the situation of the conflicting groups than to confront the problem

directly. This is likely what Paul is doing as a leader seeking to resolve conflict among his

audience and effect a change. Otherwise, Paul will lose them, and the conflict will continue to

escalate.

6.11 The Stumbling of the Judeans and the Salvation of the Non-Judeans (Rom. 11:11-
15)

11'So T ask, have they stumbled so as to fall? By no means! But through their
trespass salvation has come to the Gentiles, so as to make Israel

jealous. > Now if their trespass means riches for the world, and if their failure
means riches for the Gentiles, how much more will their full inclusion mean!
13Now I am speaking to you Gentiles. Inasmuch then as I am an apostle to the
Gentiles, I magnify my ministry ' in order to make my fellow Jews jealous
and thus save some of them. 13 For if their rejection means the reconciliation of

the world, what will their acceptance mean but life from the dead? (RSV)

Paul’s affirmation that Israel has not fallen out permanently hinges on a pair of questions in
Rom. 11:11, which were asked earlier in Rom. 11:1, introduced by “I ask, then” (Aéy® odv),

to which he supplies his unmistakable answer, “By no means!” (un yévotro).

God has only put some blocks in their path so that they would stumble (&rntaicav);
their progress has been impeded, but not to fall (técwotv) out of the race. There seems to be a
progression from stumbling to falling. One may stumble but get up to continue the race, and
another may fall and lie on the ground (Schmidt 1968:45). Paul is convinced that the former
is the case with the hardened Judeans. Spencer articulates it like this: “Have they stumbled to
become stuck? Or have they faltered to fall? In any case, the answer is a resounding “No”!

Currently obstructed, non-Christ Judeans are not disqualified from the race; they may be
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down, but they are by no means out” (Scott 2006).

Instead, their transgression has paved the way for the salvation of the non-Judeans
(11:11), by making the Judeans jealous (mapalnidocatr). Paul insists that through the trespass
of the Judeans, salvation has come to the non-Judeans to make Israel jealous (Rom. 11:11),
casting Judean unbelief as the very means by which God extends mercy to the nations and

simultaneously provokes his own people to come to faith in the Messiah. This divine tactic

mirrors the divine self-description, “I the Lord your God am a jealous God” (Exod. 20:5;

34:14), and echoes Moses’ oracle, “I will provoke you to jealousy by a nation that is no
nation” (Deut. 32:21), which Paul previously cites in Rom. 10:19 to frame Gentile inclusion
as God’s corrective strategy. In this way, Gentile salvation both displays God’s universal
mercy. Also, it functions as an instrument of divine jealousy designed to reclaim Israel from
unbelief and incorporate both Judeans and non-Judeans into one Christ group. The stumbling
of some Judeans, which facilitates the salvation of non-Judeans, may be linked to the
vicarious suffering-servant role of Israel and her Messiah on behalf of all nations (Nanos,

1996). Hays argues this way:

If Paul can write in Galatians that Jesus became a curse for us in order that in
Christ Jesus the blessing of Abraham might come upon the non-Judeans (Gal
3:13), he can say in Romans 11 something remarkably similar about the
Judean role in the drama of salvation. The Judeans are undergoing rejection

for the sake of the non-Judeans, bearing suffering vicariously (Hays 2017).

While this may be theologically plausible, the goal in Paul’s mind would probably have been
to use this theological reflection to resolve the socio-ethnic crisis among Judean and non-
Judean followers of Christ in Rome. My argument is that Paul is attempting to promote the
non-ethnic Christ group and unite Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers by explaining to

them the outworking of God’s salvation plan, which is not marked by ethnicity, and how both
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groups have their belonging in this plan. Paul argues that the Judean stumbling has slowed
the eschatological clock, giving time for the non-Judeans to participate and enjoy their share
of the riches (Spencer 2006). In early Jewish apocalyptic literature, it was commonly
believed that the repentance and restoration of Israel were the climax of history (Hanson
1975:115; Collins 1998:22-24). This means that if and when “all Israel” accepts God’s plan
and God’s Messiah, then the goal has been reached, and the opportunity for non-Judean
salvation will be closed (Johnson 1989). Donaldson affirms the same in his article on Israel’s
rejection (Donaldson 1993). In a sense, if all the Judeans had received the offer of God’s
kingdom from Christ, then the non-Judeans would have no riches left to pursue, an example
of limited good in the community. Consequently, Paul’s ministry as an apostle to the non-

Judeans would have been unnecessary (Rom. 11:13). God’s tripping of many Judeans extends

the salvation plan long enough for the non-Judeans to catch up (Dunn 1998). The Judeans’
temporal disqualification is meant to open the righteousness of faith to the non-Judeans more
fully and freely. However, God will not leave the hardened Judeans in this state permanently,
as their stumbling triggers the non-Judeans’ participation in God’s plan, so also will the
participation of the non-Judeans now stimulate the hardened Judeans’ restoration to the

salvation plan of God, by making them jealous” (Rom. 11:11, 14; 10:19).

How exactly will this jealousy work out concerning the salvation of the hardened
Judeans? What is the object of jealousy that will provoke the hardened Judeans?
Commentators differ in their perspectives on how the non-Judeans will provoke the Judeans
to envy. Jewett expresses his concerns in this way: “Since Jewish legalists viewed the early
Christian proclamation as heretical, no satisfactory explanation has ever been given to
explain why they would have been “jealous” when the non-Judeans accepted this allegedly
mistaken doctrine (Jewett 2007). Many scholars adopt the “no-yes-yes” schema of Johannes

Munck, that the Judeans have responded ‘no’ to the gospel, which has led the non-Judeans to
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say ‘yes,” which will later cause the Judeans to say ‘yes’ (Munck 1967). This interpretation
assumes that the verb mtapalniodv (provoke to jealousy) is ‘negative’ in Rom. 10.19 and
‘positive’ (persuade to emulation) in Rom. 11.11, 14. Some commentators, such as Wright
(1994), Garlington (1994:39), Moo (1996), and Watson (2004), suggest that the object of
jealousy is a gift of eschatological blessings that non-Judeans have received through faith in
Christ. Others, such as Lincicum (2010:149, 164), Longenecker (1989:95-123), and Dodd
(1946), propose that the object of jealousy is the salvation of the non-Judeans through faith.
Nanos does not believe it is the salvation of non-Judeans. Rather, it is Paul’s ministry he
magnifies that he expects to provoke some of his “fellow countrymen” to jealousy when the
non-Judeans come to the obedience of faith (Rom. 1:5; 15:15-18) (Nanos 1996). The notion

of Nanos is unlikely correct in this context of jealousy because Paul’s ministry is not what the

Judeans are given, provoking jealousy among the non-Judeans. This obedience of

faith (Longenecker 2016:870) from among the non-Judeans is nothing less than their faith in
Christ, which entails more than mere ‘belief” or ‘mental assent.” Still, it encompasses the
Christian’s new way of life led by the Spirit (Miller 2000). Nevertheless, there are those, such
as Aletti (2011), Schuhmacher (1994), and Baker (2005), who do not see any link between
the jealousy motif and the salvation of the Judeans. Réisénen argues that the jealousy motif
serves an apologetic function among Judean Christ-followers but does not contribute to
Paul’s missionary effort (Raisdnen 1988:176-206). Spencer argues that the idea that the
Judeans will become jealous of the divine blessings that non-Judeans have at the expense of
the Judeans, thereby provoking them to jealousy in an attempt to acquire the blessings of non-
Judeans may be an oversimplified one (Spencer 2006). He further argues that the
phenomenon may induce a sense of inferiority complex among the Judeans, which he

considers absurd (Spencer 2006).

Contrary to Spencer’s view above, this is precisely how the jealousy motif is meant to
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function. It will stir the Judeans to lay hold on the honour that rightfully belongs to them,
which the non-Judeans enjoy during the Judeans' stumbling. Therefore, the most plausible
object of jealousy that will provoke the Judeans is the salvation of the non-Judeans (Rom.
11:11). Jealousy affects self-esteem, so we can assume that the Judeans will be provoked to
do what God wants. Nevertheless, suppose the Judeans felt inferior to non-Judeans; Paul
would soon remind them via the olive analogy that the reverse is the case; they are superior to

the non-Judeans because they were first called.

Despite all these helpful contributions from commentators about the jealousy motif,
the issue is often not articulated clearly: the intended outcome or social impact of this motif.
In this regard, it is helpful to delineate “being jealous” from being “provoked to jealousy,” the

latter being the case for Israel. Most commentators address the outputs, the fact that the non-

Judeans are now admitted into the eschatological blessings, salvation, and belonging in the
people of God, therefore provoking the Judeans to jealousy. Some commentators even
suggest that jealousy could arouse the anger and wrath of the Judeans against the non-
Judeans. This is plausible, but it is more likely than not that this was Paul’s intention for the
motif of jealousy. Instead, Paul uses jealousy in a positive sense (Lappenga 2016). Jeong
(2018:161-176) explores the views of Paul’s contemporaries, Philo and Josephus, and argues
that the non-Judeans provoke the Judeans to emulation through their Torah observance,
enabled by the Spirit. According to David Lincicum (2010), Paul teaches that ‘true
circumcision is an eschatological state determined by the Spirit that enables one to fulfil the
law.” While this interpretation may be plausible, it contradicts Paul’s argument about the law
in 10:4; Christ terminates it. Aletti, on the other hand, argues that even if the jealousy motif
were positive and meant to drive the Judeans toward the law, it would drive them away from
Christ (Aletti 2011). Unlike these views mentioned, we argue that the jealousy motif is meant

to drive them to Christ and to embrace the new Christ group comprising Judeans and non-
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Judeans, whose boundary will be non-ethnic, though their ethnicities are not eradicated.

But what social impact do these changes have on the Judeans in relation to the non-
Judeans? We must assess the social implications for the Judeans in light of the problem Paul
raised in Rom. 10:2-3. The first is zeal (righteous jealousy) without knowledge, meaning that
they sought after their rightful honour in God’s salvation plan, but without knowledge. God's
self-revelation to them about his salvation plan relates to this rightful honour. Additionally,
the role of the Judeans includes the responsibility of participating in God’s mission alongside
the non-Judeans (Gen. 12:2-3). At the heart of the Judeans' role is to accept non-Judeans into
God’s salvation (Rom. 1:16-17) and, together, form a united, non-ethnic community of God’s
people, embodying God's salvation plan. In this, the Judeans have failed. Therefore, the social

impact on them is a restoration and renewal that will provoke them to “accept and

participate” alongside the non-Judeans in God’s salvation. This was Paul’s intended social
outcome among the hardened Judeans. The result goes beyond the idea that the hardened
Judeans will seek her rightful honour (output) or emulate the non-Judeans (another output).
The hardened Judeans will return to God’s intended participation with the non-Judeans in
God’s salvation plan. They would redirect their zeal toward a combined effort and healthy
competition with non-Judeans to advance God’s salvation purposes (Spencer 2006). For this
to happen, the hardened Judeans would seek Christ for God’s righteousness, not the law,
desisting from teaching the non-Judeans to do the same (Rom. 10:3-4; 2:17-29). This can
only happen through the humility of the Judeans, their non-insistence on ethnic privileges
or merits, and their submission to God's sovereignty to work out his plan. The Judeans
must embrace the non-Judeans as part of their shared membership in the group that follows

Christ.

Paul turns to the non-Judeans, saying, “Now I am speaking to you non-Judeans. Since

I am an apostle to the non-Judeans, I magnify my ministry to make my fellow Judeans

194



1Xx1

jealous and thus save some of them (Rom. 11:13-14). The phrase diaxoviav pov 60E4Cm
represents Paul’s assertion of honour regarding his ministry and its influence on the non-
Judeans, particularly because many of them have turned to Christ. This is quite significant
because they have gained something that was Israel’s prerogative, and this would provoke
Israel to jealousy to lay hold of what rightly is theirs. The joint participation and belonging in

this new, non-ethnic Christ group are at the heart of Paul’s ministry.

Furthermore, this does not mean that Paul was writing primarily to non-Judeans
(Thiessen 2016:43—72); instead, it should be read as a shift in focus to the non-Judeans

among his mixed audience, which comprised both Judeans and non-Judeans.

He did not want the non-Judeans to think that all his efforts so far were aimed at
sorting out the Judeans. Instead, Paul wanted to admonish non-Judeans not to look down on
the Judeans in their temporal stumbling. If the non-Judeans believed they were superior to the
Judeans, Paul would soon remind them, through the olive analogy, that they were inferior to
the Judeans. Paul wanted them to know that, despite his ministry's focus on the non-Judeans,
he hoped God would use it to get the Judeans back on track in the race through the jealousy
motif. By doing so, he maintains his identity with his fellow co-ethnics, as he has established
ethnic belonging with them in Rom. 9:1-5; 10:1-2; 11:12. According to Esler, “his heart lies
with Israel and not with foreigners” (Esler 2003:269). We catch a glimpse of this as Paul used
the Israelites’ designation (£€0vog) of the non-Judeans, not their self-designation as “Greeks”
(Rom. 1:14, 16; 2:9, 10; 3:9;10:12). The non-Judeans are not in charge; God has only given
them their opportune moment in the salvation plan, along with the Judeans. Roetzel
(1999:129) puts it this way, “In the ultimate path of God’s people to salvation, no one (or
group) must lose for others to win—a 'preposterous game plan.” Again, he says, Paul argued
that the eschatological pathway differs significantly from traditional athletic events,

combining the rules of the game and popular understanding. Winners do not require losers.
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The gentile prize does not require that Israel endure its loss in shame, nor do Israel’s laurels
leave the Gentiles empty and wanting (Roetzel 1999). Israel’s rejection is the reconciliation of

the world; their acceptance is likened to the resurrection of the dead (11:15).

He moves from the remnant as proof of future salvation of the non-Christ insensible
Judean group and evidence that God has not rejected them to consider that there is hope of
future salvation for these insensible Judeans (Rom. 11:25-26). Paul argues that the destinies
of both the Judeans and the non-Judeans are mutually connected. He does not quote
scriptures, but he returns to the jealousy motif, which is taken from Deut. 32:21 in Rom.

10:19; therefore, it is essential to pay some attention to this section.
The rhetorical question that triggers the argument in this section is in Rom. 11:11,

where Paul asks if the stumbling of these insensible Judeans means a permanent fall for them.
Paul’s response affirms that these insensible Judeans have not fallen permanently; rather, the
purpose of their temporary stumbling is to bring salvation to the non-Judeans so that the
insensible Judean group will be made jealous.

Before looking at the jealousy motif again, we must discuss the two verbs ntaio and
ninto used in Rom. 11:11. In the process of describing the formation of the Christ group,
Paul uses these verbs as identity descriptors of the hardened Israelites, whom he will later
argue will belong to the Christ group when they are finally saved. mint® suggests a more
complete fall, a theological and spiritual decline, particularly in the context of Israel's
rejection of the Gospel. It means to fall (Mt. 15:27, Lk. 10:18; to fall), fall prostrate, fall
down (Mt. 17:6; 18:29; Lk. 17:16), fall down dead (Lk. 21:24), to fall, fall (Mt. 7:25, 27; Lk.
11:17), become null and void, fall to the ground (Lk. 16:17), fall into a worse state (Rev. 2:5),
come to ruin (Rom. 11:11; Heb. 4:11), and fall into sin (Rom. 11:22; 1 Cor. 10:2). Paul
indicates that through their disobedience and the inability to recognize Jesus as the Messiah,

some Israelites have "fallen,” leading to a temporary hardening of their hearts (Rom. 11: 7).

1Xx1
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This is fundamental because it describes the idea that the fall of Israel has a double purpose
within divine sovereignty. However, ntaio indicates a more specific act of stumbling. It is an
intransitive verb meaning to stumble, to stagger, to fall, to make a false step, to err, to
transgress (Rom. 11:11; Jas. 2:10;3:2), to fail of an object (2 Pet. 1:1). It describes a common
failure in grasping the fullness of God's revelation in Christ. Ben-Abba et al. (2019) argue
that modern writers suggest a human tendency to deal with personal and collective stumbling
with an intrinsic recognition of the need for hope amid despair. Similarly, Paul states that
while some stumbled on the message of the cross, this stumbling was not an end in itself but

a part of the redeemed plan of God (Rom. 11:11). Paul articulates this concept, suggesting

that the "fall" of Israel allows a surprising openness of grace to the non-Judeans, which
emphasises God's sovereignty in redemptive history (Owen 2018). Also, Morley and Delk
(2009:117-134) suggest that there is a reflective process through which individuals evaluate
their relationships and failures, allowing a deeper understanding of grace when false spiritual
steps are taken. The complexity of historical interpretation within the context of Israel's
narrative further complicates the understanding of these Greek terms. The scholarship
surrounding Israel's identity in relation to divine favour faces a dialectical tension. As Sanders
(2020) states, such tensions often result in dichotomous interpretations, demanding a
commitment to the question of faith itself, whether perceived failures mark the end of divine
promises or serve as fundamental lessons for future generations. The works of historians and
theologians often illuminate the patterns of power, authority, and rebellion present in these
biblical stories, which reinforces the narrative that the fall of Israel embodies the temporal
oscillations and a potential final (Trattner 2019). Probably this is the reason Song (2004:104—
5) translates Rom. 11:11a as “When they stumbled was their fall final?” Paul replies that such

a thing cannot happen (un yévotro).

In this segment, Paul attempts to combine the two motifs of insensibility (Isa. 29:10
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and Deut. 29:4) and jealousy (Deut. 32:21, quoted in Rom. 10:19) as two paths to explain the
temporal nature of the Judeans' stumbling and the future purpose that jealousy is meant to
achieve. According to Paul, all these are being worked out by God, even in his
acknowledgement of the Judean volitional responsibility (chapter 10).

As suggested earlier, the motifs of insensibility and jealousy have social implications.
Esler (2003:296) argues that jealousy will provoke Israel’s passionate concern for what she
has lost- salvation, to which she has a prior claim and a desire to reclaim it now that she sees
the inferior “others” attaining it. Therefore, these Israelites are not simply insensible to the

gospel or to God’s way of righteousness; they are also insensible to the fact that God’s way of

righteousness means the inclusion and belonging of the non-Judeans into God’s community.
This is symbolised in the mixed Judean/non-Judean table fellowship, especially in the
Eucharist. Consequently, this means a shared and equal privilege of divine blessings and

status (Wright 2013:1202; Barclay 2015:548; Nanos 2010:350).

As also argued earlier, this would have provoked jealousy from the insensible Judeans
if they saw that these non-Judeans were competing with them for their resources and status in
God’s community. For example, if the non-Judean Christ-followers are seen having table
fellowship with the Judean Christ-followers to whom they are not invited, this could provoke
the insensible Judeans to jealousy. Additionally, suppose the non-Judean Christ-followers are
seen claiming the covenant identity markers mentioned in Rom. 9:4-5, particularly sonship,
glory, worship, and patriarchs. In that case, this might stir jealousy among the insensible
Judeans, prompting them to reclaim their rightful status and identity markers. However, Paul
does not outline the exact processes through which jealousy will practically lead these
insensible non-Christ Judeans to salvation (Sanders 1983:198). He only affirms that some
will be saved in the present through his ministry, and the rest (all Israel) will be saved later

when the redeemer comes out of Zion (Rom. 11:26-27). It seems likely primarily that this
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salvation would be connected to the outworking of the gospel (Baker 2005:471), but what
will this look like? Some scholars cannot even imagine that jealousy might be the motivation

for the salvation of the insensible non-Christ Judeans (Rdisédnen 1988:187).

So, what is the proof that this jealousy will lead the Judean, insensible, non-Christian
group to recovery from their stumbling? Also, what does Paul believe will be the motivation,
not the result, of this jealousy? The solution to this question may be found by paying closer
attention to the social realities of Paul’s context and audience. We have suggested earlier that
jealousy has social realities in the ancient context of Paul. God is seen as the divine patron

who has invited his people (Judeans) into an exclusive relationship with himself. This

relationship requires absolute obedience from the Judeans, and in return, God guarantees His
continued blessings upon them by upholding their exclusive status and its associated
privileges. We have also suggested that the non-Judeans' access to the status and privileges of
the Judeans would have instigated social conflict between the insensible non-Christ group
and the non-Judean Christ group, as well as between the Judean Christ remnant and the
insensible non-Christ Judean group.

Additionally, the debate about whether jealousy in this context is negative or positive
(already discussed in Rom. 10:19) reflects the Western internalised understanding of jealousy.
Some scholars have even argued that jealousy is intended to prompt the Judeans to emulate
the non-Judeans (Koch 1986:281; Bell 1994:43), thereby achieving a positive outcome. On
the contrary, Villareal (2022:9) argues that nominal and verbal attestations of jealousy may
include affective emotion. Therefore, it is risky to understand jealousy solely as an internal
state. Internalising jealousy may lead the interpreter to overlook the social, economic, and
juridical concerns conveyed in biblical passages about jealousy (Villareal 2022:9). She goes
further to suggest that this “biblical jealousy is often used where there is conflict between two

or more parties in some kind of relationship” (Villareal 2022:9). The conflicts stemming from
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jealousy reveal the essential social roles and expectations within the Israelite groups.

However, the existence of these conflicts does not directly explain Paul’s confidence
that these insensible non-Christ Judeans will be saved, although they may be motivated to
claim what rightly belongs to them. Some scholars who argue for the metaphor of the Greek
footrace in Rom. 11:11-14 have suggested that since the non-Judeans have run ahead of the
Judeans and have reached the finish line ahead of them, this might be the motivation for the
insensible Judeans to regain their zeal and run toward the goal (Stowers 1994:316; Wagner

2002:267). While the footrace metaphor is a plausible interpretation of Rom. 11:11-14, Paul

does not explicitly explain the salvation of the insensible non-Christ Judeans in light of this

footrace metaphor.

Suppose my earlier suggestions are correct about the Judean exclusive status and
privilege under their divine patron (God). In that case, it is likely that the realisation of the
implications of a breakdown in this relationship motivates the Judean zeal or jealousy. The
Judeans would have been well aware that the lack of exclusive loyalty in this covenant
relationship with God would make either party jealous. Also, they would have been aware
that when they are disloyal to God, he brings cursing on them. He also relocates their
blessings toward their enemies, sometimes temporarily letting Israel's enemies take over the
land and its blessings (Deuteronomy 28). It is, therefore, likely that Paul assumes that the
non-Judean inclusion and their blessing in God’s mission could be interpreted by the
insensible non-Christ Judeans as a sign of arousal of God’s discipline through their
disobedience. However, Paul would also have believed that this inclusion was always God’s
plan. The implication of this broken relationship and its associated consequences for the non-
Christ insensible Judeans is what I suggest might be Paul’s confidence in the motivation for
jealousy and zeal that will bring the insensible, non-Christ Judeans to restoration. This

motivation, linked to their relationship with God, is more compelling than the competition

200



1Xx1

from non-Judeans for the status and blessings of the Judeans. However, these things also
trigger jealousy in any social group.

Maybe this is the reason why Paul uses the éntoucav (root-wtaim), which means to
stumble, in connection with técmotv (root-mint®), meaning to fall, and then connects these
with mapantdpatt (root- mapdntopa), which implies transgression or misstep (Oesterreicher
1961:322), and fittnua (failure, v. 12). Paul denies that the Judean stumbling leads to a fall
beyond recovery. However, he links both imageries to the transgression and failure of the

Judeans. The use of transgression and failure denotes that something has gone wrong with the

exclusive loyalty of these Judeans to God. Hence, it is described as a temporary stumbling.
However, God’s purpose in the stumbling of the Judeans is not that they should fall beyond

recovery, but that salvation should go to the non-Judeans (Gadenz 2009:239).

Therefore, when the motifs of jealousy and stumbling are considered in the light of
social implications, they are seen to be connected, which might be the reason Paul makes the
connection. So, Kujanpaa (2019:237) misses this point when he suggests that Paul uses the
motifs of jealousy and stumbling disjointly as alternate ways to describe the paths to God’s
plan of salvation. Instead, they should be read as different but interconnected motifs leading
toward the same path of salvation for the insensible non-Christ Judeans, when the social
implications are taken seriously.

At this stage, Paul offers two elements of the Israelites' current condition. First, some
among the Israelites have stumbled. This opened a way for ‘Gentiles’ to come in, which he
describes in Rom. 11:12 as “riches for the world.” Then, in Rom. 11:15, Israel’s temporary
stumbling also brought reconciliation to the world. Paul hoped that the new availability of
these riches for Gentiles would rouse a sense of fervour among his kinsmen so that they, too,

would become convinced by the gospel.

Another important word that needs an explanation is salvation (cotnpia). It appears
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to be a reality in the present which will be fulfilled in the eschatological future (Foerster et al
1971:992). To prove that this cotnpia is not just a future phenomenon, Paul affirms that this
provocation to jealousy is also due to his ministry among the non-Judeans in the present. The
purpose of this provocation to jealousy is so that some of the insensible non-Christ Judeans

might be saved (Rom. 11:14).

Here again, in vv. 13-14, we see how Paul affirms his kinsmen. He claims that his
ministry to the ‘Gentiles’ would make some of his kinsmen jealous and consequently save
them. This is Paul’s way of showing his salient identity in this situation by affirming his love
for his ethnic kinsfolk. He hopes that his ministry will inspire jealousy so that some may be

saved. Paul’s language of affection for fellow ethnic Judeans is profound.

Gadenz (2009:249) is right in his point of categorisation here, that those who are to be
made jealous and thus saved (kai cocm tvag €€ avtdv) refer to two different groups of
people (11:14). One group of Judeans is being saved through the mission of Paul to join the
remnant, while the others (hardened ones) are those who are provoked to jealousy and will be
saved in the eschaton (Gadenz 2009:249). Therefore, Paul assumes that the jealousy motif in
his ministry will result in two groups of Judeans among the hardened Judeans. The group that
remains insensible despite ongoing jealousy will be saved when the deliverer comes out of

Zion (11:26).

So, God is using the non-Judean Christ group as a tool of jealousy against the
insensible non-Christ Judean group, not just by including the non-Judeans into the
community of God’s people, but God is also working out his mission among these non-
Judeans. It is by Paul’s conducting God’s mission to the non-Judean Christ group that some
of the insensible non-Christ Judeans will also be stirred to jealousy and will be saved. Paul
could imagine how great it would be when these insensible Judeans were restored to their

mission (Rom. 11:12, 15). Aletti (2009:221) makes a similar case, but he goes off track to
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suggest that the function of the jealousy motif in Rom. 10:19 is different from its function in
Romans 11. He agrees that the jealousy motif in Deut. 32:21, cited in Rom. 10:19, functions
as God’s judgement on the Judeans, but not so in chapter 11. There is no reason the jealousy
motif does not function similarly in chapters 10 and 11. It is the internalised reading of
jealousy that disconnects it from its social meaning and implications. It is therefore likely that

the jealousy motif has the same function in both chapters 10 and 11.
In Rom. 11:11:15, Paul continues to explain the purpose of the stumbling of the

insensible Judeans, as well as its consequences under their divine patron, God. So, he argues
that their temporal rejection or discarding (Moo 1996:693) by God is divinely orchestrated by
God as an opportunity for the reconciliation of the world. This is a “divine exchange”
language that is similar to Rom. 5:10, used by Hooker (2016: 49-62,69), where Paul says that
God gave Jesus Christ up to death to reconcile the world to himself. The salvation of the
world is almost contingent upon the restoration of the insensible Judeans, which consequently

is almost aligned with the general resurrection at the eschaton.

We see that in ancient contexts, jealousy is an emotion that has social implications. It
is not only meant to provoke the insensible Judeans to what rightly belongs to them but, more
importantly, to provoke them to the understanding that the non-Judeans have a claim to what
the Judeans consider to be their ethnic privilege. This is because jealousy is usually triggered
when exclusivity over status or belonging is betrayed. Beyond this, Paul is also using the
jealousy motif to sensitize the insensible non-Christ Judeans to the implications of a broken
relationship with their divine patron due to betrayal of exclusive obedience and loyalty to
God so that they may be saved. Paul likely hopes that all these would motivate some to
recover from stumbling, but the others will be saved when the deliverer comes out of Zion

(11:25-26).
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6.12 Images: Firstfruits and Whole Batch, Root, and Branches (Rom. 11:16)
Rom. 11:16 If the dough offered as first fruits is holy, so is the whole lump; and if the
root is holy, so are the branches (RSV).

Paul uses 11:16 as a bridge between the past and the future, in relation to his argument for the
hope of future salvation for the insensible Judeans, leading into the next segment of his
argument (vv. 17-24). He uses the images above to convey a message rather than a discursive
argument (Esler 2003:298); the message is that of the holiness of the Judeans, which begins
with a small beginning and culminates in a final consummation, also encompassing the

holiness that extends from one (Abraham) to many (all Judeans).

It is best to identify the firstfruits (dmapyn) as the remnant of the Judean Christ group
in the present time, which represents the hope of salvation for all Judeans in the future. Otten
(2019:83-104) postulates that the concept of "primitive" metaphorically represents God's
loyalty towards the Jewish remnant who has embraced Christ. He emphasises the importance
of this concept in elucidating God's ongoing relationship with Israel, particularly in light of
the question of divine fidelity (Otten 2019:83-104). This perspective aligns with Paul's
broader narrative, as outlined in Romans 9-11, in which the remnant emerges as a sign of
hope rather than despair. Nanos (2021:147-176) expands on this idea, highlighting that the
concept of "primitive" signifies the preservation of a faithful remnant within Israel. He argues
that current Jewish believers symbolise a divine promise of salvation that extends not only to
them but, most importantly, to all of Israel. Nanos states that understanding the "first fruits"
in this context underlines a theological bridge between the past pact with Israel and the
Pauline vision of future inclusion for all Jews (Nanos 2021:147-176)).

Kelderman (2021:71-85) provides an exhaustive examination of the interpretive
implications associated with the remnant in Rom. 11:16. He suggests that by identifying
Jewish believers as the "first fruits," Paul effectively reinforces the idea that these individuals
are pioneers of a more inclusive salvation narrative. This is essential to understanding how
Paul positions the Jewish faith within the broader context of the Christian community, which
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suggests a future in which "all Israel will be saved" (Kelderman 2021:71-85). When
examining the theological reflections of Gregory of Nyssa, Zachhuber (2018) illustrates how

the notion of "first" transcends mere theological nomenclature, embodying a salvific

paradigm that reveals the general redemption of human nature. By linking this concept to the
broader implications of Paul’s thought, the remnant can be seen not only as a current reality
but also as an omen of universal salvation yet to be fully realised (Kelderman 2021). This
redeeming arch is vital to understanding the lasting nature of God's promise to Israel.
Through several academic lenses, it becomes apparent that the present Jewish remnant of
Christ's believers acts not only as a symbol of God's lasting promise but also as an omen of a

more inclusive future for all Israel when salvation is fully realised (Cranford 1993:27-41).

A similar analogy is found in 1 Cor. 15:20-23, where the resurrection of Christ
represents the firstfruits of eschatological salvation of the body. Also, in Rom. 8:23, Paul
teaches that the Spirit is the firstfruits representing the future consummation of the
redemption of the body. Some other scholars argue that firstfruits depict the patriarchs (Gale
1964:205-209). Others suggest that it represents Christ (Barth 1957:285; Rengstorf 1978:128-

135).

About the “root,” we agree with Gadenz (2009:260), who interprets the “root” to
mean Abraham and the patriarchs (Penna 2006:358). He also suggests the possibility of a
mixed interpretation of images of both first fruits as remnant and root as Abraham and the
Patriarchs (Lietzmann 1933:104; Leenhardt 1995:161-162; Dunn 1987:659; Fitzmyer
1993:614).

Recalling that remnant is represented as the “seed” of Abraham and Isaac (Rom. 9:7-
8-8:27, 29), this concept of mixed interpretation should not be an anomaly in Romans 9-11.
Therefore, it can be interpreted to mean that if the remnant is holy, then the patriarchs are also

holy, or vice versa. If the root is holy, then the firstfruits are holy as well. Consequently, the
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Judeans are holy. Therefore, the ‘first fruit’ image representing the remnant appears to
symbolise the bridge (seed) from the past (patriarchs) to the future salvation of the Judeans,
which will include non-Judeans who would gain access to the blessing of Abraham through

faith in Christ. It is worth remembering that Paul initially hinted that this remnant (the seed of
Abraham) includes non-Judeans (Rom. 9:24-26, 30-33). Now the stage is set for the olive tree

6.13 The Olive Tree Metaphor (Rom. 11:17-24)

17 But if some of the branches were broken off, and you, a wild olive shoot,
were grafted in their place to share the richness!® of the olive tree, '® do not
boast over the branches. If you do boast, remember it is not you that support
the root, but the root that supports you. !* You will say, “Branches were broken
off so that I might be grafted in.” 2° That is true. They were broken off because
of their unbelief, but you stand fast only through faith. So do not become
proud but stand in awe. 2! For if God did not spare the natural branches, neither
will he spare you. 22 Note then the kindness and the severity of God: severity
toward those who have fallen, but God’s kindness to you, provided you
continue in his kindness; otherwise you too will be cut off. 2> And even the
others, if they do not persist in their unbelief, will be grafted in, for God has
the power to graft them in again. 24 For if you have been cut from what is by
nature a wild olive tree, and grafted, contrary to nature, into a cultivated olive
tree, how much more will these natural branches be grafted back into their own

olive tree.

Paul begins the section with a rich metaphor to continue his message about the priority of the
Judeans in relation to the inclusion of non-Judeans in the people of God. In both ancient and
modern times, branches from cultivated olives are grafted onto wild olive trees. The picture

here is the reverse of this. It is almost the ‘barbarianization’ of the cultivated olive tree, a
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negative image that must be considered (Esler 2003:298-305). Gale (1964) suggests that
Paul’s use of metaphor is always subordinate to Paul’s thought and has limited scope.
However, Paul’s use of metaphor is always intended to convey a message that reflects his
thoughts, which can also be linked to an intellectual argument that supports the message he

wants to convey.

He begins with two metaphors that illustrate the concept of holiness, depicting its
development from a small beginning to final consummation. Rom. 11:16, ‘If the dough
offered as first fruits is holy, so is the whole lump, and if the root is holy, so are the
‘branches”. He uses this argument to illustrate the current relationship between the Judeans
and the inclusion of non-Judeans, with a view to the future that he will later propose at the
end of this chapter. We must not immediately equate the holiness here with the holiness that
characterises the Judeans; this must be related to the holiness of their patriarchs, such as
Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, and, much later, Christ, their Messiah. According to Zuck (1994:30),

“the principle is that what is considered first contributes its character to what is related to it.”

Paul now shifts to the metaphor of the olive tree, explicitly focusing on the Judean
followers of Christ mentioned in verses 17-24. The illustration depicts a specified root that
grows to become a cultivated olive tree, from which some natural branches have been
removed to allow for the grafting of wild shoots. These natural branches removed refer to the

insensible Judeans who have not believed in Christ, while the wild shoots refer to the non-
Judeans who have also believed in Christ. The passage conjures the image of a root (11:16) and
a trunk, with some branches remaining after others have been cut off. Wild olives are grafted
onto this tree, resulting in a tree with prominent, distinctive features, partly Judean and partly
non-Judean. Paul attempts to categorise the community of Christ by advocating a common
group identity (a tree) that is not determined by ethnicity but does not eradicate it (Esler 2003).

He wants to clarify that there is one Christ group (the tree), but the members (the branches)
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differ in their characteristics. The distinctiveness of the members of the Christ group cannot be
annulled; each has a specific sub-identity, yet Paul calls them to a common superordinate
identity in Christ. This position goes against Boyarin’s view that the difference between the

Judeans and non-Judeans has been erased (Boyarin 1994:13-38).

This engrafted olive tree analogy is Paul’s way of warning the non-Judean Christ
group against arrogance (11:18) and also telling Judean Christ-followers not to boast about
their ethnic characteristics. Regarding the cause and purpose of this pruning, Paul explains
that it results from the unfaithfulness and unbelief of some of the Judeans (Rom. 11:20, 23);
however, he does not mention Christ at all in this chapter (Stendahl 1976), although he has
done so in previous chapters. Although Paul does not provide full details, the purpose of this
metaphor is related to Israel’s unfaithfulness or unbelief, which is linked to a failure to
recognise the Messiah and to participate in God’s plan to incorporate non-Judeans into His
salvation alongside the Judeans (11:17-19, 23-24). Paul has in mind the idea that the non-
Judeans share in Israel’s goodness (Donaldson 1997), not that they replace Israel (11:17).
However, the
metaphor would have been unflattering, close to representing the barbarianization of the tree.

The Greco-Roman olive culture provides the context for this metaphor, and the
pertinent question is whether Paul's metaphor aims to explain ancient Mediterranean

agriculture. Some commentators believe that Paul is not keen about the olive tree but used it

as a metaphor to disguise the realities he had in mind (Dodd 1932). Pansiot and Rebour
(1961) describe the olive tree (11:17-éhaiog €éAaiog) as comprising both the cultivated olive
(11:24-xodAMéraroc) and wild olive (11:17-dyptérlorog). However, in modern times, grafting
cultivated branches onto wild stock is the usual method to improve olive propagation (Forbes
1982:254-55). The reason is that wild olives are believed to have deep and extensive roots.

systems for water intake and have greater disease resistance. On the other hand, branches
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from cultivated olives yield the best fruit. Therefore, grafting cultivated olives onto wild
olives gives the best of both worlds. Davies (1984) argues that the olive tree is a symbol of
Greco-Roman culture, pride, prowess, and victory, against which the Romans measured their
superiority over less sophisticated peoples, such as the Judeans. Judeans. Against this
backdrop, Paul reversed the process to depict the Judeans as cultivated branches and the non-
Judeans as wild and underprivileged ones. The non-Judeans must learn that they are only
secure in God’s grafting grace. If God did not spare the natural branches (insensible Judeans),
he would also not spare them. To humble the non-Judeans further, Paul affirms that grafting
the wild shoots (non-Judeans) onto cultivated roots (Judeans) is contrary to nature (11:24).
Nevertheless, others suggest that Paul’s metaphor reflects aspects of ancient Mediterranean
oleiculture, in which trees that did not bear proper fruit could be rejuvenated and enhanced
to produce more by grafting them with shoots from wild olives (Baxter and Zeisler 1985:25-
32). Some commentators also project the cultivated olive tree (Israel) in a negative light in
comparison to the wild olive (non-Judeans), as though the wild olives are meant to rejuvenate

the cultivated olive (Bryan, 2000). Regarding ancient Mediterranean olive farming, two

prominent writers, Columella and Theophrastus, present differing opinions that reflect the
differences between Eastern and Western Mediterranean practices. Columella’s view is the
latter case, where an unproductive cultivated tree is made to yield more growth by grafting a
wild olive scion into its trunk. As a result, the tree becomes more productive (Res rustica
5.9.16). This is not what Paul is describing here, but if it were a widespread practice, it
would not make sense for Paul to deem it “against nature.” Esler (2003:187-89; 103-24)
argues that this conclusion is entirely opposed to Paul’s emphasis on the richness of Israel’s
foundational root and the wild Gentiles’ complete dependence on Israel’s supporting root
(11:18). On the other hand, Esler finds Theophrastus's different view more helpful to Paul’s
olive metaphor. Theophrastus reports that olive-growers customarily graft scions from

domesticated (cultivated) olive varieties onto the rootstocks of wild olive trees to combine the
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former’s superior fruit qualities with the latter’s hardy vigour (Theophrastus 1916:369).

After comparing the writings of Columella and Theophrastus, both of whom wrote
extensively about ancient Mediterranean grafting, Esler suggests that Paul and his non-Judean
audience were aware of the Eastern Mediterranean practice of grafting a cultivated olive
stock onto a wild olive (Esler 2003:302). However, Paul deliberately reverses this process to
undermine the boastful pretensions of the non-Judeans in Rome (Esler 2003). He suggests
that this reversal of it is, linked to Jer. 11:16 and Hos. 14:6. No wonder Paul describes the
grafting in this metaphor as unnatural (11:24). Paul digresses from the accepted mode of
practice in horticulture by describing the Judeans (stock) as cultivated olives and the non-
Judeans (grafted branches) as wild olives. Doing this and knowing that his audience would
understand that wild olives do not bear edible fruit was Paul’s way of humbling the non-
Judeans (11:18, 20) and explaining why this is contrary to nature. According to Davies
(1984), Paul’s representation of the non-Judeans as wild olives is a most forceful formal
accusation of them. They would need to depend on the cultivated olives to be productive.
Restoring cultivated olives would yield more, as wild olives do not contribute (Esler
2003:188-89). The non-Judeans are reminded that they have no grounds to boast over
the Judeans, since they have received new life because of God’s in-grafting power. They do
not support the root. Instead, the root supports them (11:18). They are parasitic (Esler
2003:188-89) upon Israel’s cultivated root. The roots have not been weakened because some
natural branches have been broken off. It is even possible that Paul has in mind a redemptive
function (God’s suffering servant (Isa. 53:8,11) of the broken natural branches to create time,

not space for ‘wild country cousins,” (Wright 2002) to come in before the final harvest.

210



1Xx1

Mark Nanos argues that Paul’s olive-tree allegory in Romans 11:11-24 serves primarily as a
warning to Gentile believers against presumption rather than a botanical model of inclusion.
In addition, he argues that Paul portrays non-Christ-believing Israelites as “broken”
(wounded yet still on the tree) in vv. 11-21 and only later speaks of “cut off” branches (vv.
22-24), to underscore God’s sovereign power to judge or restore, thus confronting Gentile

arrogance more than illustrating grafting practice (Nanos 2018:112-52).

While all the above interpretations are valid, what is missing is the social
interpretation of these texts (except Esler’s). Svetlana Khobnya and Lyle Story echo Esler’s
boundary-inversion thesis by seeing Paul’s olive-tree allegory as a deliberate subversion of
everyday grafting practices to unite Judeans and non-Judeans under one Messiah-rooted
covenant (Khobnya 2013:257-58; Story 2015:48-50). Khobnya argues that Paul’s olive-tree
image in Romans 11:16-24 emerges from his conviction that Christ himself is the
eschatological “root,” so that both the remnant of Israel and the newly grafted non-Judean
Christ-followers draw life from the same Messianic source, thus uniting Judeans and non-
Judeans (she says Jews and Gentiles) in a single, fulfilment-driven covenant community
(Khobnya 2013:257-58). Story reads the olive allegory as part of Paul’s rhetorical diatribe to
Gentile Christians in Rome, designed to check Gentile boasting by portraying them as wild
shoots entirely dependent on Israel’s holy root, while also foreshadowing the future
restoration of broken-off Jewish branches and so reinforcing Paul’s vision of an inclusive

people of God (Story 2015:48-50).

In line with the views above, I argue that Paul’s olive metaphor is an attempt to
recategorise the two subgroups comprising Judeans and non-Judean Christ-followers into one
group in which ethnic characteristics of the Judeans or social arrogance of the non-Judeans do

not mark belonging.
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To achieve this unity between the two groups, Paul engages in some form of internal
differentiation (cf. 12:4-8) but also invites both groups into a superordinate group with a
shared identity in Christ. Paul’s allegiance to his ethnic group is also revealed in this passage.
While he is clear about his mission to the non-Judeans, he does not see it as an end in itself,
but rather as a means to a greater end: to provoke his fellow Judeans to believe in Christ and,
more importantly, to take up their rightful role in participating in God’s

salvation plan alongside the Judeans. Although both Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers
form one social category in Christ, Paul is still keen to emphasise their differences and the
temporal priority of Israel, not necessarily superiority, as Esler suggests (Esler 2003:267). For

Paul, unity in diversity is his goal.

In this section, Paul continues his argument for the future hope of salvation for the
insensible non-Christ group among the Judeans. However, he categorises them in relation to
the non-Judean Christ group. He has been clear that the insensibility or hardening of this non-

Christian Judean group has a role to play in the salvation of the non-Christ Judean group.

While Paul uses Rom. 11:11-15 as a ground for future hope for the insensible Judeans,
he deploys vv. 17-24 to ground the hope of these insensible Judeans in their past heritage.
Then verse 16 serves as the bridge between this future and the past of the insensible Judeans
in Paul’s argument. According to Paul’s evidence of the future hope and past heritage, he
affirms that all hope is not lost for these insensible Judeans and that God can graft them back

into their tree (Israel).

Also, Paul wants to affirm that the non-Judeans have been grafted into this same tree,
suggesting the image of the Christ movement (Esler 2003:300). The metaphor is such that
from an olive tree (part of Israel that has joined the Christ group), some insensible Judeans
are broken off, and some wild olives (non-Judeans) are grafted into the same tree. In v. 24,

Paul calls the Judean part of this olive tree “cultivated,” suggesting he is referring to the
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remnant Judean group. So, what we have here is an image of a tree that comprises both
Judeans and non-Judeans. Esler (2003) describes this as a unity of structure but with a
noticeable differentiation of features. This is particularly important for us to remember
because it is pivotal to Paul’s argument. This image relates to the central focus of my thesis,
which is that Paul is attempting to recategorise the Christ group in Rome into a single,
superordinate identity in Christ, while retaining their distinctiveness and other sub-identities.
In this way, Paul acts as a leader who can resolve the social conflicts between Judeans and

non-Judeans.

I have interpreted the olive tree as part of Israel that refers to the Christ group
(Schwindt 2007:71-91). However, Bourke suggests that the olive tree represents the Messiah
with respect to the church (Bourke 1947:103). Others also suggest that it is a reference to
God (Walter 1984:220). It seems most plausible to interpret the olive tree image as part of
Israel because it fits best with the context of Paul’s ongoing argument. From Israel, God
works out his plan of salvation to save the world. However, care must be taken not to take
this too far to suggest that since the non-Judeans now participate in the Judean blessings by
being grafted into Israel, this now means that Israel is the root of the church (Miibner
1979:68-74), which is similar to Boyarin’s view (1994:22-25), which is the idea that Paul
erases the distinction between Judeans and non-Judeans so that the church and Israel become

one. This is unlikely to represent Paul’s idea about the “root” and the church.

In Rom. 11.18, Paul's warning that non-Judean Christ-followers should not boast
about their position toward the Judeans suggests some group conflict among them.
This boasting may have been specifically targeted at the Judean Christ-group during their
mixed-fellowship meetings. Paul further reminds this non-Judean Christ group that they did
not bring themselves as branches to this; instead, the work of grafting into the tree

was done for them, and that they are inherently linked to the support of the root (vv. 18-19).
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Also, Paul reminds them that some others (insensible Judeans) are specifically broken off so
that these non-Judeans could be grafted into the tree. A work of divine exchange in grace has
taken place, benefiting the non-Judean Christ group at present. Therefore, there are no

grounds for boasting among them.

Paul continues to explain the reason for this non-meritorious participation in this tree.
It is by faith alone for both the Judean and non-Judean Christ groups. The insensible Judeans
are broken off because of their lack of faith in Christ. Since faith has no merit of itself apart
from the object of faith (Christ), the non-Judeans are warned not to boast because they will

experience the same plight of the insensible Judeans if they stop acting in faith (vv. 20-21).

The attention of this non-Judean Christ group is now drawn to both sides of God’s
integrity (his kindness and severity) as they relate to both groups. At this moment, the
insensible Judeans are experiencing the severity of God by being cut off, while the non-
Judean Christ-group is enjoying God’s kindness. However, their position could be exchanged
for that of the insensible Judeans if they stop acting in faith (v. 22). Paul again reaffirms that
there is hope for the insensible Judeans if they do not continue in unbelief and that there is

the supernatural power of God available to graft them in again (v. 23).

Furthermore, Paul provides an a fortiori argument to support the salvation of the

insensible Judeans. If the non-Judeans have been cut from a wild olive tree and grafted into a

cultivated olive tree, how much more will these natural branches (insensible Judeans) be
grafted back into the tree from which they were cut initially off (v. 24). The expected answer
to this a fortiori is that it would be easier for God to regraft the insensible Judeans to the olive
tree than he did for the non-Judeans; however, both are possible by God’s power and not by
any human means or ability. This is a very brilliant way for Paul to argue for the future

salvation of the insensible Judeans based on the divine power of God.
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Some scholars have argued that the above grafting process is the opposite of what was
known in the ancient Mediterranean world. Therefore, Paul must have the constraints that
most cosmopolitan folk would have, which Dodd (1932:180) and Barrett (1962:201) think
are absurd. They both argue that Paul would have known he was describing a process
contrary to nature. However, other scholars respond to this argument by suggesting that even
if the process was not the customary practice, it was performed to rejuvenate the olive tree
(Ramsay 1905:20:27). Both the argument and counterargument about this agricultural process
tend to miss Paul’s key argument. Paul’s key point is that the grafting of the non-Judeans into
the root of Abraham is unnatural. Instead, it takes the supernatural power of God to achieve it
(v. 23). Therefore, the fact that it is the opposite of the natural agricultural process works out
in favour of Paul’s argument. Esler (2003:304-305) suggests that Paul’s use of wild olives,
when he and the audience know that their branches do not bear edible fruit, is a conscious
way for him to build the most unflattering image of the non-Judean Christ group. This is
another way to discourage the non-Judean Christ group from adopting an arrogant attitude
toward the Judean Christ group. It is unlikely that Paul is referring to an exceptional process
of grafting a wild olive into a cultivated olive, a practice he is unlikely to know. Moreover, he
does not assume the olive rejuvenation theme, which would have been the goal of this

exceptional process (Esler 2003:303-304). Additionally, most scholars concur that the image
of regrafting the cut-off natural branches does not correspond to any known agricultural

practice (Baxter and Ziesler 1985:28).

What, then, is the function of the olive tree metaphor? First, Paul uses this olive
metaphor to support his argument for hope for the insensible non-Christ Judeans and their
regrafting. Additionally, Paul employs this metaphor to illustrate the concept of
recategorising the two subgroups comprising the Judeans and non-Judeans, whom he aims to
unite as one group. This olive metaphor helps Paul further explain the role and expectations

of these subgroups in the outworking of God’s plan of salvation. This strategy does not
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eradicate their distinctiveness and other sub-identities as members of one Christ group.

Regarding social identity, Paul is a skilled “entrepreneur of identity” who can unite distinct
groups toward a particular goal through shared identity, meaning, purpose, and values (Esler
2003:38). On the one hand, he calls out the insensible non-Christ Judeans for their
disobedience, and then he affirms hope for them. However, he warns non-Judean Christ-
followers not to boast. Otherwise, they, too, could experience stumbling. He says that they
are attached to the olive tree but do not contribute to it. This may sound negative, but he
quickly affirms God’s rich kindness to them in the present. This way, neither subgroup could
accuse Paul of taking sides with one group over the other. This would have helped Paul lead

them toward the unity he expected among them. Paul, indeed, is an entrepreneur of unity.

Additionally, this metaphor demonstrates that Paul remains deeply connected to his
ethnic Judean identity, despite his passion for his mission among non-Judeans (11:13-14). In
terms of social memory, he recognises that the narrative of Abraham and the patriarchs is the
same as that of the remnant Christ-Judeans and, even more so, the same narrative as that of
the insensible non-Christ Judeans. When the Judean groups, both those who follow Christ
and those who do not, hear this narrative, they will be motivated to listen, and the non-Christ

group will be motivated, by jealousy, to return to their heritage through faith in Christ.

Referring to the remnant Judean Christ group as a “cultivated olive” and being part of the
remnant himself is a sign of his ethnic pride among his fellow Judeans. This would have gone
exceptionally well with the Judeans, especially those who would have been concerned about

Paul’s overt pride in his mission among the non-Judeans.

Lastly, Paul employs the olive tree metaphor and other motifs, such as jealousy and
stumbling, as an identity framework for the Judean Christ-followers and the insensible

Judeans, respectively, in his attempt to describe the process of forming the Christ group,
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which he began in chapter 9. At the end of this argument in the chapter, Paul affirms that all
Israel will be saved (11:26), meaning that the groups of Judeans identified so far will
ultimately belong to the group of Christ-followers.

Now, we move to the mystery of the redemption of the insensible non-Christian

Judeans.

6.14 The Mystery of God’s Salvation Plan for Judeans and non-Judeans in Rom. 11:25-
36

Paul wants the non-Judeans to understand the mystery behind the stumbling of some of the
Judeans so that they might be included in the group of Christ-followers, and that God designs
this to display His glory and divine agenda. Therefore, he warns the non-Judeans not to be
conceited or wise in their own eyes. God has put a partial hardening among the Judeans so
that the fullness (mAnpopa) of the non-Judeans would come in, but not replacing the Judeans,
instead including them. Having mentioned the fullness of the Judeans in Rom. 11:12, Paul
now speaks of the fullness of the non-Judeans in Rom. 11:25. This hardening is both partial
because there is a remnant according to grace (11:5) and also temporal, because it has a
termination point until the fullness of the non-Judeans comes in. This hardening is T®pwo1g
(dullness), different from oxAnpovet used for Pharaoh in Rom. 9:18 and oxAnpdtmta

(stubbornness) used in Rom. 2:5. After the fullness of the non-Judeans, then all Israel will be
saved (Rom. 11:26). To confirm his point, Paul quotes Isa. 59:20-21, 27:9 LXX, concerning

the deliverer who will come from Zion (11:26-27). In context, the deliverer in Isaiah 59 is
Christ at his Parousia, and the sins he delivers from are acts of violence and injustice (Isa.
59:3-4, 6-9, 11-15). Paul may have had Isaiah’s socio-ethical deliverance in mind and hoped

that this deliverance (salvation) of the Judeans would come from God through Christ (11:26).

By this, Paul means that the hardened Judeans will come to believe in Christ and be
delivered from God’s judgment. It is more likely than not that Paul has a different mode of

salvation for the Judeans, as Mussner (1984:139-140) suggests. Paul goes on to summarise

217



1Xx1

God’s divine agenda for both Judeans and non-Judeans. To bring the gospel to the non-
Judeans, God would treat some of the hardened Judeans as enemies, but concerning the
election of their forefathers, they are beloved of God (11:28). He affirms this point by stating
the principle that God’s gifts and his calling are irrevocable (11:29). God’s plan is always to
show mercy to all, in context, to both Judeans and non-Judeans. In the past, the non-Judeans
were disobedient (Rom. 1:20-23), but now they have received mercy. The Judeans who have
received mercy in the past are now disobedient, yet they will receive mercy again. For this to
happen, God has consigned (cuvékieioev) all under disobedience so that he may show mercy

to all in the context of the Judeans and non-Judeans (11:30-32).

The interplay between mercy and judgment among the Judeans and the non-Judeans is
Paul’s theological tactic for recategorising them into a single group united in Christ. When one
group was disobedient and under God’s judgment, they were an outgroup compared to the
group that received mercy at that time. Similarly, when the other group was disobedient and
under God’s judgment, they too were an outgroup. However, God now offers mercy to both
groups, allowing them to receive it and co-belong to the Christ group, thereby becoming
ingroup members. Ethnic characteristics do not define this Christ group, although they are not

eradicated.

The above is the mystery Paul aims to reveal to his audience through scriptural
citations (11:25-27). He also wants to further explain the significance of his mystery in
relation to God’s plan of salvation in Rom. 11:28-32 for both Judeans and non-Judeans
(Jewett 2007:695). Paul’s reason for disclosing this mystery is to ensure that the non-Judeans
do not think that they are wise concerning God’s plan for the salvation of the hardened
Judeans. What is happening to the hardened Judeans is only temporary until the fullness of
the non-Judeans has come into God’s plan of salvation. Nanos (2018:291) rightly describes

this temporal setback of the hardened Judeans by translating the second part of Rom. 11:25 as
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“because for a while a callus/shield has formed around Israel, making her unresponsive until
the fullness of the nations shall commence.”

Let us now examine Romans 11:25-32 in light of the mystery Paul seeks to expose.
6.15 All Israel Will be Saved (Rom. 11:25-32)
This is the climax of Paul’s argument, not just for Romans 11 but for the whole of Romans 9-
11. As discussed earlier, Paul is keen to defend his assertion that the insensitivity or
hardening of the non-Christ Judeans is not permanent and does not lead to a final fall.

Therefore, God has not rejected His people, for all Israel will indeed be saved.

This section in Rom. 11:25-26a starts with a disclosure formula (ov yap 8éAm vudg
ayvoely, adehpoti) to indicate that what he is about to say about this mystery is crucial. A
similar formula is seen in 1 Thess. 4:13 (Zeller 1973:246-247).

1Thess. 4:13 oV B¢hopev 6€ DUAG AyVOETV, AdEAPOL, TEPL TV KOL®UEV®V, Tvor U

Arfiobe kaBag kai ol Aowrol ot un &yovteg EAmidaL.

Rom. 11:26 oV yap 06ko VUG dyvosiv, adedpoi, 0 puothprov Todto, ftva pr fte

[map’] £antoig epovIpoL, HTL TOPMGIC md pépovg Td iopomh yéyovey dypic ov TO

TApoua TOV E0vAV eloEA0,

Although this formula appears in several letters of Paul, it is found only in 1 Thess. 4:13 that
it is followed by tva, which is an indication of the importance of what Paul wants to reveal to
his audience, in both cases here, especially with regard to the attitude of the non-Judean
Christ-followers toward the Judeans (Metzger 1994: 465). It seems that a thematic parallel
between these two passages (1 Thess. 4:13; Rom. 11:26) can help us understand the
eschatological nature of Paul’s message (Gadenz 2009:272-273), especially with the use of
pvopevog to describe Jesus’ descent from heaven (Sanders 1983:194), and the regathering of
believers in 1 Thess. 4:13-17 (Wood 2006:670-679), which in Rom. 11:25-27 is explicitly

connected to the restoration of the Judeans.

In Rom. 11:25, the term pvotplov, as previously mentioned, denotes that what Paul
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wants to say is new to his audience, but it does not extend beyond the OT Scripture. Instead,
it is the fact that Paul views it as a revealed truth, known to him or inferred from Scripture,
that he needs to unpack for his audience. This is what I seek to demonstrate below.

The contents of this mystery are broken down into three parts, namely (1) a hardening
in part has happened to the hardened Judeans—ndpwoig dnd pépovg 1@ iopani yéyovev (2)
until the fullness of the non-Judeans come in; &ypic oL 1O TARpOUA TOV EOvdV £icEA0N, (3)
and so all Israel shall be saved—xai obtw¢ ndg iopani cwdnoetar. The first part indicates
that this hardening, in part, has occurred among some Judeans (the rest, Aowroi), already
mentioned in v. 7, which suggests God’s initiative behind it. This passive form is also used in
Rom. 11:7. Gadenz (2009:273) argues that this hardening “in part” is quantitative; a
particular group has been hardened, but the rest has not. Therefore, he suggests that it is not a

partial hardening (qualitative) of the Judeans (cf 2 Cor. 1:15; 2:5), otherwise it could be

inferred that this hardening also includes the remnant. This argument seems plausible because
Paul has earlier distinguished between the remnant and the Aowroi, so it makes sense to
assume that he is explicitly referring to the Aowmoi who are hardened and, therefore, have not

believed in Christ.

This is further explained in the second part of this mystery, which Paul has already
hinted at in Rom. 9:22-23, where the okevm opyfic is linked with the okedn éAéovg. However,
Campbell (2023:310-311) misses this point when he argues that the mystery Paul wishes to
disclose to the Romans is not just that a “hardening” has come upon a particular group of
Judeans (Lowroi), but that this is a general hardening among the Judeans which would last
only for a while, that is, temporary, not permanent. He goes further to argue that Ano pépovg
is best read not as referring to part of Israel but as a time limit, defined as ending with (&ypt)
the coming of the fullness of the nations. According to Campbell, this hardening does not

refer to part of Israel but to a temporary stage in Israel’s history. Despite this argument,
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Campbell agrees that there is a division that is represented by “the remnant of Israel” and “the
rest of Israel,” which Paul expects to be temporary and will be terminated by the restoration
of “all Israel” (Campbell 2023:311). While he acknowledges these two groups, Campbell
fails to recognise that the hardening of one group distinguishes it from the other, non-
hardened group (the remnant). Consequently, he fails to see how distinguishing between these
two groups relates to Paul’s overall argument about the process of the formation of the Christ
group, which includes both Judeans and non-Judeans. I have previously argued in earlier
chapters that Paul’s goal in Romans 9-11 is to describe the process of forming the Christ
group by using specific identity frameworks to categorise the groups within it. In this chapter,
the hardening of some Judeans, which is temporal, becomes part of the framework that Paul

uses to describe the formation of the Christ group.

The second part of this mystery shows that the temporal dimension (kai ahtn) of the
Judean insensitivity or hardening will last until the full number of the non-Judeans enters,
which in context refers to the entrance into salvation for the non-Judeans (Rom. 11:11).
Another view is that this is an entrance into the kingdom (Sanday & Headlam 1902:335), a
view that Jewett (2007:700-701) suggests is unlikely. Some scholars also suggest that this is
associated with the eschatological pilgrimage to Zion in connection with the non-

Judeans' offerings to Jerusalem (Aus 1979:260-261). This interpretation is unwarranted at this

point (Jewett 2007:700).

The third part of this mystery explains the result that follows the entrance of the
fullness of the non-Judeans in a logical (Gundry-Volf 1990:179-181) and temporal way (Van
der Horst 2000:9-17, Scott 2001:490-496,527). This way, the salvation of all Israel comes
after and next to that of the non-Judeans, but it is not caused by the salvation of the non-
Judeans, according to Gadenz (2009:274-275). Sanders (1983:193) suggests that the salvation

of all Israel is intimately linked to the salvation of the non-Judeans, as the non-Judean
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mission evokes jealousy that will ultimately lead to the Judeans' salvation (11:13-14).
Next, let us examine the meaning of the phrase ndc icpanA, a subject that is highly
disputed. An overview of the literature review suggests that this phrase is interpreted in one

of five ways (Keller 1998:223-241, Seo 1999:181-189, Fung 2004: 190-210; Zoccali 2008).

The first view is that all Israel encompasses both Judeans and non-Judeans, a
perspective common among the Church Fathers and, most recently, among contemporary
scholars like Wright (1991:249-251). Wright argues that this salvation will occur within the
present historical trend rather than in the eschatological future. However, this view now lacks
much support among many contemporary scholars (Moo 1996:720-721). This is problematic

because Paul has been referring to ethnic Israel in this chapter; therefore, a sudden change in

the use of ‘Israel’ without making it explicitly clear is unlikely. The second view is that all
Israel means the elect Judean Christ-following remnant (Zoccali 208:303-314; Horne
1978:333-334; Robertson 1979:225-226; Fung 2004:188-189). The third view depicts all
Israel to mean ethnic Israel (Judeans), those who are of the twelve tribes of Israel. Most
scholars hold to this view, as teased out in the article by Vasholz (2004:36-45). However,
there are divergent opinions as to whether “all” refers to every individual Judean (Bell
1994:139; Bell 2005: 263-264; Penna 2006: 377-378; Jewett 2007:702) or reference to a
collective whole but not every individual (Gundry-Volf 1990:183-184; Dunn 1987:681;
Késemann 1980:303; Moo 1996:722; Byrne 1995:131,13). The fourth dimension to this
argument, usually connected to the third view, is whether the phrase “all Israel” should be
interpreted synchronically (Moo 1996:723; Gundry-Volf 1990:184-185) as referring to
Judeans of the end times or diachronically (Miibner 1979:241-245; Hofius 1989:195; Keller

1998:241; Bell 1994:140-141; ) as the Judeans of all time.

A fifth is related to what I suggested earlier in this thesis. When the context of

Romans 11 is taken into consideration, the meaning of all Israel seems likely to be the sum of
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the remnant Judeans and the Aowroi (hardened Judeans) (Kdsemannn 1980:303; Gundry-Volf
1990:184; Miibner 1979:54-55). Paul focuses on these two groups in vv. 1-10 and vv. 11-24
respectively (Gadenz 2009:277). While Paul is clear about the salvation of the remnant in
Rom. 9:27; 11:5,7, he feels that the present insensitivity or hardening of the Aowrol needs
further examination and explanation. In Rom. 11:11-24, he provides probable reasons why
there is hope for the Aouroi (hardened Judeans) and later affirms it through the mystery in
Rom. 11:25, where the Aownoi are revealed to be saved. In this mystery (v. 25), Paul confirms
that a group of Judeans has been hardened, which, by implication, means that there is another
group that has not been hardened, and consequently, this group has believed in Christ. Paul’s

conclusion about this mystery is that this hardening is temporal, and thus, the Aouroi will join

the remnant Judeans. Hence, the sum of these two groups, which Paul refers to as “all Israel,”
will be saved. He has affirmed this bisection among the Judeans in Rom. 9:6b, and now he
applies it to the Judeans of his own time in Rom. 11:7, but that consequently, this bisection

will be over in the eschatological last days.

In connection with the above, it appears that the term ndc icpanA in Rom. 11:26
echoes the phrase oi €€ TopanA in Rom. 9:6b, although they are not identical; the former is a
collective singular, while the latter refers to a plural number of individuals. Up to this point,
Paul has used the term “Israel” to depict Judeans as an ethnic group, even when he refers to a
group within the whole group. Therefore, it does not make sense to include non-Judean
Christ-followers in “all Israel.” He continues to refer to the non-Judeans as £€0vn (v. 13) so
that the contrast between the Judeans and non-Judeans remains clear all through Rom. 11:11-
25. This thread would be distorted if suddenly non-Judeans were included in all of Israel (Das

2007: 236-245; Gadenz 2009:277).

In its broader OT background and other Jewish literature, scholars agree that “all

Israel” is better understood in its ethnic and historical sense (Fitzmyer 1993:623; Scott
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2001:498-507). It has been noted that this term refers to the “tribal structure (Scott 2001:507)
of the descendants of Jacob/Israel, whether to all twelve tribes, to the northern tribes, or the
southern tribes.” They also agree that “all Israel” can mean “the representative selection from
the full complement of the tribes” (Scott 2001:507; Refoule 1984:80). Scott (2001:507)
argues that this term is always used collectively, never to refer to all individuals within the
nation, and is always a synchronic term. With a few exceptions, it always refers to the

contemporary people of God (Osborne 2019:287).

Although Scott and Refoule agree on the ethnic meaning of “all Israel,” their
conclusions differ. For Scott, “all Israel” is quantitative and refers to the total number of
Judeans who would be saved through the eschatological events, including the previously
saved remnant and the presently hardened Judeans (Scott 518). Refoule, on the other hand,
insists that “all Israel” is qualitative, referring to “Israel as election,” which means the sum of
the Judean remnants and the hardened Judeans (Refoule 181). My preferred view is that the
quantitative and qualitative readings of “all Israel” cannot be divorced from each other. There
will be a certain number (quantitative) of both remnant Judeans and hardened Judeans that
will be saved in the eschatological times. Both groups will also form part of “Israel as
election” (qualitative), so long as this qualitative reading does not include the hardened

Judeans who have not put their faith in Christ in the eschatological era.

Also, the contrast between the non-Judean Christ followers and the hardened non-
Christ Judeans is seen in Rom. 11:28, 30-31, which further confirms that the non-Judeans are
not included in “all Israel.” Moreover, the inclusion of the non-Judeans in “all Israel will run
counter to Paul’s warning to the non-Judeans not to boast against the Judeans (Moo
1996:721). The argument in this chapter also counters the view that “all Israel” refers only to

the elect in Israel (Waymeyer 2005:64-66).

In connection with the above, as the sum of the two groups, “all Israel” should be
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understood collectively, not referring to all individuals in these two groups that comprise the
Judean remnant and the Aowroi. This is parallel to the phrase “until the fulness of the
Gentiles” (v. 25), which does not mean every individual non-Judean; rather, it is a collective
phrase for the non-Judeans (Gadenz 2009:278; Leenhardt 1995:165). Further, Paul’s
argumentation about “all Israel” should be read synchronically (Gadenz 2009:278) because
the generation of Judeans contemporary to the time when the fullness of the non-Judeans
occurs is the generation for which this hardening is removed. This is how the bisection within
these two Judean groups will be taken away and “all Israel,” that is, both groups (remnant and

Aouroi) of that generation will be saved.

Another vital investigation involves the timing (Rakocy 2006:21-23) when “all Israel”
will be saved. Paul has already drawn a distinction between the present hardening of one
group of Judeans (Aowroi) and the future salvation of the non-Judeans, in connection with
God’s acceptance and all its associated blessings (vv. 12, 15). Paul goes further in Rom. 11:25
to affirm through this “mystery” that the time for such an event coincides with the coming of

the fullness of the non-Judeans, thus signifying an eschatological event.

As to how to understand the nature of the salvation to be obtained by “all Israel,”
some scholars suggest that it is helpful to understand cwfncetar in terms of the Judean
traditions of national restoration (Scott 2001: 519-526, Dunn 1987:681). Scott observes that
the Septuagint frequently uses cd{w to mean the gathering and bringing home of the
dispersed from the entire world (Scott 2001:520), e.g., Jer. 38:7-8 LXX (31:7-8 MT); Jer.
26:27 LXX (46:27 MT); Zeph. 3:19; Zech. 8: 7-8; 10:6; Ps. 105:47 LXX. This observation is
consistent with the claim that Paul’s use of “all Israel” should be understood collectively and
synchronically (Gadenz 2009:278). This means that the generation of the Judeans living in
the eschatological era will experience restoration. Additionally, ndg icpanA appears in Deut.

27:9, 27:9,14; 32:45; Dan. 9:7, 11, and in all these texts, this term has a collective meaning
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(Scott 2001:503; Hofius 1986:194), just as it is in other Jewish literature (Scott 2001: 507-

515).

From the above considerations, I argue that there is no plausible reason to read the
inclusion of the non-Judeans into ““all Israel.” It is a term that refers to both Judean groups
that Paul has been referring to: the Judean remnant and the hardened Judeans. To say that the
non-Judeans are included with the Judeans as the people of God is undoubtedly correct in the
broader context of Romans 9-11, but this is not the case with the use of the term “all Israel”

in 11:26. Also, “all Israel” is to be read in the light of synchronic and collective interpretation.

To summarise this section, Paul’s focus is not just on explaining how “all Israel” will
be saved as a mystery that stands in isolation. Instead, his point is to describe the
salvation of “all Israel” vis-a-vis the salvation of the non-Judeans, while most of the Judeans
continue to reject Christ. This temporal setback has led to boasting among the non-Judean
followers of Christ; therefore, Paul warns them not to boast (11:18-21). He warns the non-
Judeans that they, too, could have the same experience of falling if they do not stand in faith
and that their salvation is an upshot of God’s mercy alone, just as it is for the Judeans. Paul is
sure that this insensitivity of the hardened Judeans was neither total nor permanent. Instead, it
is meant to serve a purpose, and the insensitivity would be lifted once that purpose has been
achieved. He wants the non-Judeans to distinguish the present appearance of the
Judeans from reality with respect to their future, in line with God’s plan for both Judeans and
non-Judeans. They must disassociate the present as the apparent failed realisation of God’s
promises from the future as the complete realisation of God’s purposes in history since the
full revelation of God’s salvation is yet to come (Elliott 2008:107-109). The non-Judean
Christ-followers need to realise that this temporary hardening of the Judeans and the entry of
the full number of the non-Judeans are part of God’s way through which ‘all Israel’ shall be

saved. Paul’s mystery is wrapped up in this paradox (Tobin 2004: 371). Rather than being

226



1Xx1

mutually exclusive, the rescue of the non-Judeans and the restoration of the Judeans are

consistent with God’s plan of salvation for both.

The above paradox is also mentioned in the Vatican document, “The Gifts and the
Calling of God are Irreversible” (Rom. 11:29). Sections 21-26 of this document affirm that
God has not revoked His calling over Israel, despite her disobedience. It also states that the
Church has not replaced Israel despite being called the new people of God,” (section 23). It
further states that Christian confessions unite in Christ, while Judaism finds unity in the

Torah. For Jews, the Word of God is most present in the Torah. Both faith traditions find

their foundation in the One God, the God of the Covenant, who reveals himself through his
Word. This paradox apexes at the assertion that there are two paths to salvation according to
the expression, “Jews hold to the Torah, Christians hold to Christ.” Therefore, God can
choose any expression to save either the Jews or those who are inclined to the Christian faith.
In our view, this document is correct in its assertion that God has not revoked his
calling over Israel and also that the church has not replaced Israel. However, it is incorrect to
say that salvation comes from the Torah and, simultaneously, through faith in Christ. This
contradicts Paul’s argument in 10:4, “For Christ is the end of the law, that everyone who has
faith may be justified.” That Paul has both Judeans and non-Judeans in mind when using
“everyone” is evident from his previous statement in Rom. 1:16, “For I am not ashamed of
the gospel: It is the power of God for salvation to everyone who has faith, to the Jew first and
also to the Greek.” Therefore, according to Paul’s argument, salvation is available to both
Judeans and non-Judeans through faith, rather than the Torah. However, the issue is the
nature of the outworking of this salvation to save “all Israel, and this is what Paul seeks to

explain to his audience regarding the formation of the Christ group.

In social identity terms, Paul is attempting to resolve any conflict that may arise from

the boasting of non-Judean Christ-followers over Judean Christ-followers, which would
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otherwise continue to fracture their unity as a community of God’s people, something that
Paul encourages them to preserve in chapters 12-16. It is noteworthy that, in his attempt to
resolve this conflict, Paul refrains from taking a stand with the Judeans because of his shared
ethnic identity with them. Instead, Paul presents a theological yet social narrative that draws
both groups into a deeper understanding of God's salvation plan, which encompasses them
both and, more importantly, gives them a shared identity and value in Christ within that plan.
This theological understanding of God’s salvation plan for both groups may even help

minimise any intra-ethnic conflict that may arise between the remnant Judeans and the

hardened Judeans, which could be triggered by the remnant Judeans if they have not resisted
the boasting of the non-Judeans against their fellow non-Christian Judeans. However, nothing
in this letter to the Romans suggests this conflict.

6.16 The Redeemer will come from Zion (11:26-27)

After Paul exposed this mystery in vv. 25-26a, he now goes further to add a scriptural
citation, which is introduced by the standard formula. The primary concern of this citation is
identifying the Redeemer from Zion. Since Christ is not explicitly mentioned in this citation,
the last explicit reference to Christ being in Rom. 10:7, some scholars have suggested a
theological interpretation (Stanley 1993b:137; Getty 1988:461-464) instead of a
Christological interpretation of this citation. This view is often connected to the “two-
covenant” approach, which suggests that the non-Judeans are saved through Christ, but God
saves the Judeans via the law apart from Christ (Stendahl 1976:4; Gaston 1987:147-148;
Gager 1983:260-264). This view has received some criticism from other scholars, who

argue that the mention of unbelief in Rom. 11:20-23 is Christological because the object

of belief is Christ (Hvalvik 1990:89-91; Hafemann 1998; Johnson 1989:176-205; Bryne
1995:132-137; Penna 2006:381-382). Some of these scholars argue that Rom. 11:20-23
should be interpreted in connection with Rom. 10:13, which states that everyone (both

Judeans and non-Judeans, 10:12) who calls on the name of the Lord (Jesus Christ, 10:9) will
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be saved. Sanders (1983:194) argues strongly thus: It is incredible that Paul thought of ‘God
apart from Christ,” just as it is that he thought of ‘Christ apart from God.” This is where the
interpretation of Rom. 11:25f. as offering two ways to salvation goes astray.

Christological interpretation is consistent with our understanding of the
Redeemer from Zion in this thesis. This aligns with Paul’s earlier use of salvation in Romans
9-11 and throughout his letter to the Romans. There is no point in this letter where Paul

suggests that there are two different pathways to salvation for both Judeans and non-Judeans.

Paul, earlier in Romans, made it clear that the gospel is the power of God to save both the

Judeans and non-Judeans and that this salvation is appropriated by faith (Rom. 1:16-17).

Another common argument is the similarity in the vocabulary (the Redeemer, 0
pvopevog) found in 1 Thess. 1:10. Here, Jesus is explicitly identified as the Redeemer, and his
coming from heaven to deliver believers from the future wrath parallels the coming of the
Redeemer from Zion to deliver in Rom. 11:26. To buttress the Christological interpretation
further, it is worthwhile to observe the use of the third person to describe the redeemer in v.
26b, and then v. 27 continues in the first person. God speaks in the citation, but it refers to
another person, Christ, the Redeemer (Zeller 1973:259). Gadenz (2009:283) also argues that
since it is the condition of unbelief that needs to be overcome for the re-grafting of the cut-off
branches (hardened Judeans) to happen, it is better to take the redeemer in a Christological
sense. Lastly, the use of mystery in Pauline letters suggests Christological and eschatological

content (Gadenz 2009:284).

However, some Pauline scholars within Judaism disagree with the Christological
interpretation of this text. They argue that Paul’s wording in Romans 11:25-26 has a focused
meaning. "The fullness of the nations and all Israel" are not mere abstractions for them. "All
the nations" refers quite specifically to Genesis 10, the Table of Nations, those various ethnic

groups, the goyim or ethne, produced by the progeny of Noah's three sons. Their "full
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number" - in Paul's phrasing, their pleroma - is 70 nations. Moreover, "all Israel" refers to all
12 tribes, a concept with eschatological significance. They argue that when Paul speaks of
final salvation and inclusion in God's kingdom in Romans 11, he refers to all humanity,
encompassing both the 12 tribes and the 70 nations (Gager 2015:7-9; Fredriksen 2017). These
scholars appear to have read too much historical context of Israel and other nations from
Genesis rather than the literary and theological context of Rom. 11:25-26. As mentioned,

earlier, the context of Romans suggests that Paul develops faith as the means of salvation for
both Judeans and non-Judeans, and also as the identity framework for the formation of the
Christ group (Rom. 1:16-17; 3:23; 5:1; 10:9-17; 11:6).

6.17 The Use of Scriptures in Rom. 11:26-27
Paul's citations in 11:26-27 conflict between Isa. 59:20-2 and Isa. 27:9 (Wilk 1998:56).

Rom. 11 26 xai obtwg mag iopand cwbfoetar kabmg yéyparntat, el €k oLV O
poopevog, arootpéyel doePelag amo iakdp: 27 kol adtn awtoig 1 map” Enod diabnkmn,
Otav apéAmpot TG papTiog anTdV.

Isa. 59:20-21 LXX «ai fi&et Evekeva Z1ov O puopevog Kol Arootpéyel doefeiog amo
TaxmpP. kai abtn adToic 1) mop’ &uod Stadnkn, elnev KOPLOG

Isa. 27:9 LXX dui todto dpatpednoeton 1) dvopia lokmp, koi todtd Eotiv 1 €dA0YiN

avTod, OTov ApEA®poL o ToD TV dpapTio
Most of it follows Isa. 59:20-21, but the last five words derive from Isa. 27:9 instead, and the
change from one source to the other occurs in the middle of the sentence (Wilk 1998: 56).
Some scholars suggest that, since these passages share significant structural and thematic
connections, including the name Jacob, they were likely linked by an ancient interpreter
(Wilckens 1980:256; Hiibner 1984:119—-120; Wagner 2002:280).

Regarding the identity of this ancient interpreter, Stanley proposes that these
passages were already conflated in a Jewish context, arguing that this quotation is not

sufficiently “Pauline” to be attributed to him (Stanley 1993:126). Since this conflated
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citation supports Paul’s argument and is expressed with the usual introductory formula “as it
is written,” it is plausible to suggest that this conflation could be traced back to Paul (Hiibner

1984:114; Koch 1986:175; Shum 2002:239; Wagner 2002:294).

The descriptions of the restoration of Zion in Isa. 59:20-21 and in Isa. 27:9 differ. For
this reason, Paul likely conflates the two. In Isa. 59:20-21, the redeemer “shall turn
godlessness away from Jacob,” then the content of the covenant is described: “My spirit that

is upon you and the words that I have put in your mouth shall not fail out of your mouth or

out of the mouth of your offspring.” However, Paul omits the content of this covenant. He
leaves out a reference to the spirit (Stanley 1993:124). If we focus on Paul’s main argument
here, we can see why Isa. 27:9 offered a preferable way to continue the sentence. This is
probably because Isa. 59:21 focuses on the future hope of the Judeans and their life after they
have been redeemed, including their descendants. However, Paul is saying that the hardened
Judean godless state will be changed by God (Wagner 2002:294). Therefore, Isa. 27:9 offers
him imagery to emphasise this expected change by God, not necessarily the effects of this
change (Kujanpaa 2019:246). Simply put, the “lawlessness” of the Judeans will be “taken

away.”

Isaiah describes the time of this Judean blessing with two transitional clauses: “when I
remove his sin,” and “turning away godlessness.” Paul conflates these citations to describe
the proposed change with these two clauses, giving a scriptural background to his argument.

In doing this, Paul omits the other aspects of the source texts.

Paul’s wording follows the Septuagint in the two halves of the conflated texts, with
some minor deviations. In the Septuagint, the redeemer comes “for Zion’s sake” (§vekev
210v); on the contrary, Paul’s reading says that the redeemer comes “out of Zion” (ék X1wv).
Several scholars suggest that the reading of the Septuagint (“for Zion’s sake”) would have
been consistent with Paul’s focus on the situation with the Judeans, so that he would not have
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needed to change it. Therefore, they argue that the reading “out of Zion” must be pre-Pauline
(Koch 1986:176; Hiibner 1984:115; Stanley 1992:160; Wilk 1998:39). However, some
scholars, like Wilk (1998:39—40), argue that the manuscript evidence favours a Pauline
origin. Although the concept “for the sake of Zion” is unique in the Septuagint, the idea of
deliverance coming “out of Zion” (éx X1wv) occurs in several texts (Stanley 1993:135;
Wagner 2002:284). The repetition of this phrase in other similar passages is probably why

Paul reads the text as “out of Zion.”

Although Paul’s audience would not have likely understood the contexts of these two
conflated texts, they seem to refer to the restoration of the Judeans. Wagner (2002:289)
observes that Isa. 59:8-10 depicts the plight of the Judeans, which corresponds to Paul’s
diagnosis of the Judean plight in Rom. 11:8-10, reflecting that the Judeans are under the
Deuteronomic curses. However, in the subsequent verses of [saiah 59, the hope of restoration
for the Judeans is announced, from which Paul now takes his citation in Isa. 59:20-21
(Wagner 2002:289-292). Similarly, the context of Isa. 27:9 indicates that the restoration of
the Judeans will be accompanied by the eradication of idolatry among them. Wagner
(2002:296) notes that the unbelief of the Judeans in Romans 9-11 1s compared to their past
idolatry. It is therefore plausible that Paul considers the restoration of the hardened Judeans in
both conflated OT citations, as their contexts reflect the hope of national restoration among
the Judeans (Scott 2001:490). I suggest that this is likely going on in Paul’s mind, but not that
his audience would have understood it. However, Paul reverses the traditional order of the
Judean restoration, followed by the inclusion of non-Judeans. Instead, he says that Judean
restoration will happen only after the non-Judeans are included (Dunn 1988b:682; Wagner
2002:292). However, let us take into cognisance that the remnant Judeans have first been
restored. The subsequent restoration of the hardened Judeans after the fullness of the non-

Judeans is not a reversal in God’s plan as such.
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Regarding social identity, Paul’s use of these OT citations toward restoring the
Judeans is connected to the Judean groups (remnant and hardened) we have mentioned so far.
When the fullness of the non-Judeans comes in, there will also be the restoration of the
hardened Judeans, and this way, “all Israel” (remnant and hardened Judeans) shall be saved
(restored). Paul uses these citations to invite both Judean and non-Judean Christ group
members to a shared understanding of God's plan concerning the restoration of the hardened

Judeans, which is linked to the restoration or salvation of “all Israel” and the salvation of the

non-Judeans. The authority of scripture would help motivate them to this shared
understanding of God’s salvation plan concerning these three groups: remnant Judeans,
hardened Judeans, and non-Judeans, thereby eliminating pride, especially among the
members of the Christ group (remnant Judeans and non-Judeans). Also, if some of the
Judeans have found Paul’s mission to the non-Judeans offensive, especially if they feel that
Paul has reversed the eschatological salvation order to put that of the non-Judeans before the
Judeans, then these citations would help to resolve any conflict that might come up due to

a lack of understanding of the outworking of God’s plan among them. These citations not
only demonstrate the salvation of the Judeans relative to the non-Judeans but also help
mitigate any social conflict that might have arisen from the arrogance of members of the
Christ group (Judeans and non-Judeans), stemming from their ignorance of God’s salvation
plan among them. It is true to say that many social conflicts among God’s people today are
usually related to theological misunderstandings and differences among their members. Paul
is interested in using the scriptures to help the Judean and non-Judean Christ group members
understand that their salvation is interdependent, not mutually exclusive, in God's plan.

Therefore, any basis for boasting would be eroded, and conflicts associated with such

boasting would be resolved. These group categorisations, their related conflicts, and the use
of scriptures to resolve them are absent from the views of the scholars discussed so far in this

chapter. Most interpreters mentioned above have focused on the identity of “all Israel,” and
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some have focused on how Israel shall be saved. In contrast, others have interpreted the
salvation of “all Israel” in relation to the non-Judeans. However, in the analysis of the social
use of OT citations, many have failed to see the connection between these citations and the
social contexts of Judean and non-Judean Christ groups, and how these citations help resolve
conflicts between them, due to a lack of theological understanding of the outworking of God’s
salvation plan. These conflicts and Paul’s scriptural instructions to overcome them are better

seen in chapters 12-16.

6.18 Clarity of the Divine Outworking of God’s Salvation Plan (11:28-32)

After the above citation, Paul makes his final remarks in Romans 9-11 before concluding it
with a hymn of praise. Romans 11:28-32 depict Paul’s further commentary on the conflated
texts. They are the rewording of the relevance of Paul’s mystery and its significance to the
outworking of God’s salvation plan (Gadenz 2009:253). Paul locates the Judean and non-
Judean Christ-followers in God’s divine plan, introducing a divine agenda of disobedience
that results in God having mercy on all. This theme of disobedience (10:21; 11:30-32) is
linked to other themes that Paul has mentioned earlier, namely, election (9:11; 11:5, 7, 28),
calling (9:7, 12, 24-26; 11:29), and mercy (9:15, 16, 18, 23; 11:30-32).

In this section, Paul draws parallels that highlight the interdependence of Judeans and non-
Judeans in God's salvation plan. He affirms that the Judean enmity (hardened Judeans)
regarding the gospel is for the sake of the non-Judeans (11:28) and that their disobedience is
so that the non-Judeans will receive God’s mercy (11:31). Paul further highlights the
election of the “fathers” (11:28) concerning God’s faithfulness, and that God’s gifts and call
are irrevocable (v. 28b). In connection to the Judean privileges mentioned in Rom. 9:4-5, the
gifts in Rom. 11:28 consist not only of the “fathers” (Rom. 9:5; 11:28), but also “the

Messiah” (Gadenz 2009:295), who comes from among the Judeans (9:5) and who will come
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out of the Zion to save all Israel (11:26b). Therefore, Paul can now give a positive
interpretation of the plight of the hardened Judeans, which he has earlier declared to be
painful to him (Rom. 9:1-3; 10:1). He now affirms that this Judean rejection of the gospel
serves a divine purpose in God’s timing in the outworking of his divine salvation plan for
both Judeans and non-Judeans. This contradicts the aspect of the Vatican document
mentioned earlier, which suggests that God uses both the Torah and the gospel of Christ to
save the Jews and the nations differently as he pleases.

In Rom. 11:32, the principle is reinforced that God can cause all things to work
together for good (Rom. 8:28; Gen. 50:20). The disobedience of the hardened Judeans leads
to mercy for the non-Judeans. Therefore, the final word is mercy (Gadenz 2009:296), not
ethnic privilege or any other ground of boasting, for both Judeans and non-Judeans.

It should also be noted that v. 32 does not teach that by showing mercy to all, God
exercises universal salvation to all humankind. Instead, as in Rom. 11:26a, tob¢ mévtog used
twice in v. 32 should be interpreted collectively to indicate the two groups (Judeans and non-
Judeans) that Paul has been discussing in preceding verses. This group, comprising the
Judeans and non-Judeans, constitutes the “all” in this context that receives God’s mercy. Bell
(1994: 138-139, 151-153; 2005:262-264, 285-289) supports this collective interpretation,
although he misses this point in his interpretation of “all Israel” in v. 26, leading him to
conclude like Jewett (2007:518) that every Judean without exception shall be saved.
Campbell (2023:314) puts it succinctly below:

What must be noted, however, is that at this climactic stage in Paul’s argumentation,

“all” is not an undefined, generalised abstraction, that is, the universal individual

human condition of individuals in Christ, but groups specifically still designated as

Jews or as ethné. These designations abide as determined by God’s purpose and are

symbolised by the specific relation of Jews and “Gentiles” who are united with Christ.
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Another thing to note in this section is that God works out his salvation plan through
human responsibility (Rom. 9:30-10:21, as people call upon the Lord to be saved) and,

conversely, through His sovereign grace by having mercy on all (11:30-32).

Instead of trying to explain the full outworking of God’s divine activity and human
responsibility, Paul invites both Judean and non-Judean Christ groups to a doxology in Rom.
11:33-36. He asks them to understand and accept God's inscrutable wisdom and knowledge,
the outworking of his salvation plan, and therefore glorify God together (v. 36) and say
“Amen” (Jewett 2007:723).

We can see Paul’s coherent and consistent argument so far. He is not teaching an
abstract concept of God’s salvation plan for humanity, though this would apply to all
humankind. Instead, his goal is to help the Christ group, comprising both Judeans and non-
Judeans, understand that God’s mercy supersedes ethnic belonging and all their human
activities, whether through obedience or disobedience. The mercy of God is the foundation of
salvation for both groups, as they are both bound by disobedience. Mercy is one aspect of the
identity framework that underpins the formation of the Christ group. Therefore, all grounds
for boasting are eliminated, knowing that boasting would create social conflicts among them.
In terms of social identity, Paul is an entrepreneurial leader. He aims to shape collective
beliefs and modify the behaviour of this group, comprising both Judeans and non-Judeans, so
that they can become unified. He achieves this by using scriptural citations to explain the
current situation of the Judeans and non-Judeans, inviting them into a shared understanding
that God’s salvation plan encompasses both, regardless of their temporary setbacks. No group
is more important than the other in God’s plan. Hence, any superiority or inferiority should be

eliminated, and the group members should be united.

Paul also plays the role of an entrepreneurial social identity leader by inviting the

members of this Christ group into a shared understanding of God’s mercy toward his divine
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plan. He is helping them share a common identity in this divine plan, knowing that the
salvation of one group is interdependent with the salvation of the other within their shared

group. This understanding would help members of this group live for the benefit of the group

and their shared values in Christ, regardless of their ethnic or social contexts, thereby
enhancing the group's unity. One who recognises that he is a recipient of mercy is obliged to

respond in mercy toward others in the same group.

Finally, we need to recognise that, despite Paul’s emphasis on uniting the Christ
group, which comprises Judeans and non-Judeans, he never downplayed their distinctiveness,
whether ethnic or social. Instead, Paul appealed to their common salient identity in God's
divine salvation plan, revealed in Christ.

Now, let us examine the concluding doxology and the scriptural citations.

6.18 Doxology: Judeans and non-Judeans Praise God Together (11:33-36)
Paul concludes this discussion on 9-11 with a doxology of praise to God (11:36), which

draws on the old-time Israelite theology and Hellenistic philosophy of deity (Dunn 1988).
The riches of God’s wisdom and knowledge in salvation are fathomless. His judgments are
unsearchable (dveEepahvnta), and his ways are inscrutable (&ve&iyviaotou), that is, incapable
of being tracked by footprint. Paul now quotes from Isa. 40:13, that God is the sole architect
of his plan. No one knows his mind to advise him (11:34). He follows with quotations from
Job 41:11 and 35:7, stating that God is solely responsible for his plans and is sovereign over
all things. He is not obligated to repay anyone because no one has ever given him anything of
value. God does not incur a debt, because all things are from him, through him, and to him.

Glory be to Him forever! Amen. (11:36)

It is worth noting that Paul started this segment by asking if the word of God

concerning the Judeans has failed. In Chapter 9, he argues that God still has a plan for the
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hardened Judeans, despite their present setbacks. He further explains their stumbling as a
result of unbelief (chapter 10). Finally, he argues that all hope is not lost for the hardened

Judeans; their stumbling is partial and temporary, and they will be saved by God’s mercy

(chapter 11). However, all this must be read against the backdrop of Rom. 1:16-17, where
Paul explains God’s righteousness among both Judeans and non-Judeans, beginning with the
Judeans and then moving on to the non-Judeans. Lack of understanding of God’s salvation
plan among the Christ group has led to social-ethnic conflict among them. This trend is
mapped progressively from Romans 9 through to 11.

Paul’s general tone in Romans 9-11 is one of reconciliation rather than condemnation.
He addresses the arrogance and prejudice that have the propensity to jeopardise the unity of
Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers in Rome. Paul challenges the unenlightened zeal of
the hardened Judeans, which may have hindered their faith in Christ and the welcome
extended to non-Judeans (10:2-3). On the other hand, Paul warns the non-Judeans against
their arrogance toward the Judeans; they owe their salvation to God’s mercy and the
righteousness of Israel’s patriarchs, especially Israel’s Messiah. They cannot bear fruit apart
from the Judeans, and they would need to depend on Israel’s taproot from which they are
being supported (11:18).

Paul writes as a leader addressing the socio-ethnic conflicts between Judean and non-
Judean Christ groups. He seeks to unite them by recategorising them into a single, shared group
with equal, non-ethnic membership. He does this through a theological understanding of God’s
salvation plan for them. He is also negotiating his mission as a Judean among the non-Judeans
concerning the participation of both Judeans and non-Judeans in God’s salvation plan. If God
has not rejected the Judeans, then the Judean mission to participate with the non-Judeans in
God’s salvation plan is still valid. Consequently, Paul’s mission as a Judean is still justified.
Finally, he conceives of his mission to the non-Judeans as a means of stirring the hardened

Judeans to jealousy, so that they might be restored to faith in the Messiah.
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Paul concludes this section with a hymn of praise to God, which he expects the
Judean and non-Judean Christian groups to join. In the middle of the hymn, there are two
scriptural quotations. Jewett (2007:714) questions the Pauline origin of this hymn because it
has no “explicit Christian elements.” However, for the reasons below, I suggest that Pauline
origin is more plausible. First, it is worth noting that two of the four verses are quotations,
which leaves only two hapax words that Paul might have added outside of scripture. Also,
there are words such as mhodtog or their cognate verbs, as well as motifs of this hymn that
recur in Romans (Kujanpdd 2019:254), such as in Rom. 2:4; 9:23; 10:12; 11:12 (twice) in
ways that are compatible with 11:33. Also, the first quotation (Isa. 40:13) occurs in 1 Cor.
2:16, which strongly suggests a Pauline origin for the use of the verse in Rom. 11:34 . While
pre-Pauline origin cannot be completely ruled out, the Pauline origin is thus more plausible
(Késemann 1973:305; Cranfield 1979:589; Dunn 1988b:698; Fitzmyer, 1993:633; Moo
1996:740).

Rom. 11:34 tig yap &yve vodv kvpiov; 1 Tic cOpPoviog adtod &yéveto;

Isa. 40:13 (LXX) rtig &yveo vodv kupiov, kaia tig cOpfovrog ovtod £yéveto Og

cuupipa avtov;

The scriptural citations form a series of three questions beginning with / the scriptural
citations form a series of three questions beginning with tig. The first two questions are
derived from Isa. 40:13, with the wording closely resembling that of the Septuagint, but
exhibiting some minor deviations. Paul inserts yap to connect the citation to what precedes it,

to continue the theme of “unsearchable judgments” and “inscrutable ways.”

The second citation is more problematic concerning its derivation. It is mainly
believed that Paul cites Job 41:3, but his wording deviates significantly from the Septuagint.
Regarding its derivation, it is mainly believed that Paul cites Job 41:3, but his wording

deviates significantly from the Septuagint.
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Rom. 11:35 1j 1ig mpoédwrev avtd, Koi dvromododncetat avtd 1 Tic
avtiotoetal pot kot vopevel (Or who has first given to him that he should be

repaid)

Job 41: 3 (LXX) 1 tic avtiomjoetai pot kai vwoueve (Or who will withstand me and
endure)

Koch suggested that Paul’s wording might have been his own Hebraising modification of the
inaccurate revised Septuagint translation (Koch 1986:72—73). He further points out that
Paul’s other citation from Job (Job 5:13 in 1 Cor. 3:19) represents Hebraising revision. It is
suggested that Paul changes the revised version by substituting the original poi (“to me”)
with a0t® (“to him”) (Koch 1986:73, 111) so that God’s speech changes into a statement
about God, so that the citation will harmonise with the rest of the hymn, which uses the third
person singular (Koch 1986:139). Although the above suggestion for this citation is plausible,

another possibility is that Paul cites Isa. 40:14.

Rom. 11:35 1 tig tpoédmKev avTd, Koi AvTomodotnceTol aVTd;

Isa.40:14(LXX) 1} 1pog tiva cuvePovAiedoato kail cuvefifaceyv avtov 1j Tig E6e1&ev

avTd Kpiow §| 000V cvvécemg Tig E6e1Eev aDTD
Kujanpii (2019:258-260) suggests that Paul cites Isa. 40:13—14 but omits some material
from the middle. He goes further to argue that omitting material from quotations is typical of
Paul’s practice, citing the way Paul handles the wording of Isa. 40:13 in 1 Cor. 2:16.
According to Kujanpdd (2019:259), it is because the words fit the context of Isa. 40:14 much

better than that of Job 41:3.

It seems that Kujanpéd's suggestion is more plausible because, in Isa. 40:12—14, the
rhetorical questions begin with tig and are followed by a promise of restoration (Isa. 40:9—
11). These rhetorical questions point to God’s unexpected divine action, which transcends

human comprehension (Isa. 40:12—14), a theme explored in Rom. 11:33-36. These questions
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in Isa. 40:12—14, as to whether someone has advised God in any way or has first given to him
that he should be repaid, are synonymous with advising God concerning the outworking of

his divine salvation plan among the Judeans and non-Judeans.

Paul uses these citations to praise God as he considers the depth of God's riches,
wisdom, and knowledge in relation to the salvation of both Judeans and non-Judeans. The
idea that God’s judgments are unsearchable and that his ways are inscrutable (11:33)
concerns the same outworking of God’s salvation plan among the Christ group (Judeans and
non-Judeans). It is not an isolated or generic truth about God. The conjunction ydp at the
beginning of the first quotation is an indication that the three tig questions give credence to
Paul’s hymn of praise toward the divine plan of God (Wilckens 1980:269). These rhetorical
questions do not affirm that no one can understand God’s salvation plan. Instead, they invoke
an expression of wonder and amazement because, from the human perspective, it is
surprising and unexpected. No one could have foreseen it, which demonstrates that God can
reconcile both divine and human freedom without compromising His integrity, and that His
salvation plan for the Judeans and non-Judeans involves their interdependency. The final line
of the hymn reaches the climax: “For from him and through him and to him are all things”
(11:36). Consequently, Paul affirms that God controls history, and he knows how to work out

his salvation for his praise and glory.

Regarding social identity, Paul seeks to unite them by invoking praise from the Christ
group (Judeans and non-Judeans) concerning God’s salvation plan for them. Additionally, by
inviting his readers to share in praise and blessings, Paul acts as an identity impresario,
embedding identity in specific acts of prayer and praise. By implication, prayer and praise
become integral to the identity framework that forms and shapes the Christ group. Paul uses
scripture in the context of their social realities to categorise them as a single group, called into

God’s plan despite their ethnic or social differences. Again, we are reminded that social
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conflicts among God’s people require theological truth for reconciliation; no theology can

stand alone but must always be connected to the social realities of God’s people.

So far, in Chapter 11, Paul presents the salvation of Judeans and non-Judeans as
fundamentally interdependent, leaving no room for boasting. Additionally, he clarifies his
mission to the non-Judeans, distinct from his mission among the Judeans. Instead, the two are

pertinent to God’s salvation plan.

Lastly, without denying the plight of the hardened Judeans, he presents the role of the
Judean Christ group in a way that strengthens their identity. At the same time, he also invites
them to their salient shared identity with the non-Judeans. With this, Paul communicated a
firm foundation for living together as one éxkAncio (Watson 2007:343). In the overall
scheme of God’s divine plan, everyone in this Christ group (Judeans and non-Judeans)
similarly depends on God’s mercy. Paul affirms that “all Israel” will be saved in connection
with the fullness of the non-Judeans, although full details remain clouded. This is Paul's
magisterial genius as a social identity entrepreneurial leader. It calls for a united praise of

God from the Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers.
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CHAPTER SEVEN

CONCLUSION

As we approach the conclusion of this thesis, we aim to summarise Romans 9-11, employing
SIT as our interpretive framework. We have considered Paul’s use of Scripture in Romans 9-
11 in relation to the social context of Paul’s audience, employing SIT as our hermeneutical

lens. We have also done some rhetorical analysis of Romans 9-11 before applying SIT to the

scriptural citations in these three chapters.

Regarding the audience of Romans, we have suggested that Paul wrote this letter to
the Christ-group in Rome, comprising both Judean and non-Judean followers of Christ. These
Christ-followers had a social conflict fueled by a theological misunderstanding of their shared
identity in Christ. They did not understand the non-ethnic basis of their calling and group
formation in Christ. Therefore, Paul wrote to them to explain their calling, the process of
forming a Christ group, and their shared identity within it. He affirms that God’s grace first
called the Judeans, and that some then became hardened. During their hardening, God also
called the non-Judeans by grace (Rom. 1:16-17; 11:7-11). The calling of the non-Judeans was
meant to provoke the Judeans' jealousy so that the hardened Judeans would be saved. This
way, Paul argues that ‘all Israel,” which comprises the remnant and hardened Judeans, will be
saved.

By explaining the formation process of this group, Paul, in line with SIT, uses
scriptural citations to recategorise the members of this Christ group so that their shared
identity in Christ becomes the superordinate identity above other identities they possess. This
way, Paul could help them identify with the “in Christ” values that shape this group, leading

to a resolution of the social conflicts among them. Additionally, as a group of Judeans and
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non-Judeans in Christ, they can appropriate their “in-Christ” identity in contrast to the

identities of the non-Christ Judean and non-Judean outgroups.

As argued in this dissertation, Paul appears to have recognised that the social conflicts
within the Christ group in Rome stemmed from their theological confusion regarding their
shared identity and their place in God's divine plan. Therefore, he utilises the authority of
scriptural citations pertinent to their present social context to recategorise them into a unified

Christ group, sharing a common belonging in God's salvation plan.

We do not claim that Paul was a social identity theorist during his days; instead, the
principles of SIT serve as a hermeneutical lens to reveal Paul’s resolution of the crisis among
the Christ group in Rome. Hence, we have undertaken an exegesis of the texts, including a

rhetorical analysis in connection with their social-identity interpretation.

In Rom. 9:1-5, Paul laments that most of the Judeans have rejected Christ. He
categorises himself as belonging to the same ethnic group as the Judeans (9:3), yet he
distances himself from them using the third-person plural pronoun “theirs” in Rom. 9:4-5.
While he was certainly proud to be a Judean (cf. 2 Cor. 11:22), this is likely Paul’s strategy to
affirm the Judeans' ethnicity and his shared sub-identity with them before he explores their
shared identity in Christ with non-Judeans. This is especially important in conflict
resolution, where the peacemaker does not overlook the social, ethnic, and other contexts of
the group members involved in the conflict, yet can invite them to a more superordinate
identity and sense of belonging. Also, the non-Judeans would not see Paul as taking sides
with the Judeans, since any such action would make them less likely to respond to his appeal

for unity.

However, what does this mass rejection of Christ mean for the Judeans concerning

God’s integrity about his promises to them? Does this mean that God’s promises have failed?
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If this were so, how could the non-Judean Christ group rely on God’s integrity concerning his
divine plan of salvation? While this question is not the thrust of Paul’s argument in Romans
9-11, Paul nevertheless seeks to answer them later in chapter 11, but he first addresses

objections to his proposed arguments.

He argues in Rom. 9:6a that God’s word has not failed. This is not an abstract
affirmation about God’s faithfulness to his word, to which he devotes the rest of his
argument. Instead, it should be understood in the context of God’s word concerning the
framework of the salvation of the Judeans, which Paul deems necessary to defend, as he
would later argue that the salvation of the Judeans is interdependent with that of the non-
Judeans. In terms of SIT, Paul has just begun a long argument that will invite the Judean and
non-Judean members of the Christ-group into a shared, superordinate identity and sense of

belonging, thereby fostering unity among them.

In the affirmation that God’s word has not failed (Rom. 9:6-29), Paul gives some
evidence of God’s word concerning the remnant Judean Christ group (9:27). From the time of
Abraham, God has been consistent with his purpose of election, of which this remnant group
is the proof (9:11, 11:5). In connection with this, Paul additionally affirms that the scripture
also foretold the inclusion of the non-Judeans in the calling of God (9:24-27). What Paul is
trying to achieve here is referred to as social re-categorisation within SIT. He wants the
Judean and non-Judean members of the Christ group to see themselves primarily as one
group called by God through Christ, with a shared belonging in Christ. This then ought to be

the foundation for ongoing unity among them.

In terms of SIT, group members identify themselves by comparison with others
outside their group. Therefore, Paul compares the non-Judean Christ group and the Judean

non-Christ group. From this comparison, it would become evident that belonging to the
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Christ-group is not due to any ethnic advantage of the Judeans or through any social

advantage of the non-Judeans. Belonging is by faith in Christ alone, and this eliminates all

boasting.

It is possible that some people objected to the idea of faith in Christ as the framework
for salvation. They might have argued that the Judeans have rejected Christ because he is also
the saviour of the non-Judeans, and that they are saved via the law, not through Christ. Paul
responds to this false notion in Rom. 10:4-17 by asserting that Christ is the end (téAog) of the
law; hence, the way of salvation for both Judeans and non-Judeans is by faith in Christ. This
does not mean the Judeans have nothing to do with the law as a sub-identity in their group
formation. Instead, it means that the law has been terminated in Christ as the superordinate
framework for forming the Judean Christ group. Therefore, if it is by faith, no merit or
demerit can lead to superiority or inferiority in terms of belonging to the Christ group. Both

Judeans and non-Judeans have equal opportunities and privileges in Christ.

Paul concludes this section by showing that the Judean rejection of the gospel is not
due to a lack of opportunity to hear or understand it; rather, Scripture has foretold their
disobedience (10:18-21). Since the Judean rejection of Christ is not due to the inability of
God or Christ to save them, Paul goes on to argue strongly in Rom. 11:1a (ur| yévotro-),
insisting that God has not rejected the Judeans (11:2a), using himself and the remnant
Judeans as prototype Judeans who have experienced God’s salvation (11:5). As for the
hardened Judeans (“others” in 11:7), Paul argues that their hardening is also factored into
God’s divine plan. Regarding the SIT terms, Paul categorises the Judeans into two groups:
one comprising those who follow Christ and the other comprising those who do not. He
wants the Judean Christ-followers to know that they, including himself, belong to the same
Christ group, not just by ethnicity but through faith in Christ, although they share an ethnic

background with the non-Christ Judeans. The Judean Christ-followers need to know that
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while their ethnicity is not unimportant, their superordinate identity is in Christ. They belong
to a different group from the non-Christ Judean group, though they share the same ethnic
identity with them. Considering the argument Paul proposes, he expects the Judean Christ
group to maintain their “in-Christ” group identity amidst conflict with non-Judean Christ-
followers without relinquishing their Judean ethnic identity. This would also be true for the
non-Judean Christ-followers; they, too, need to work out their “self” in the light of the
common identity and values of the “in Christ” group membership that they share with the

Judeans, but without losing their non-Judean sub-identities.

Finally, knowing that God’s divine plan also covers the hardened Judeans, who in SIT
terms are outgroup members temporarily, the Christ group (ingroup) needs to develop a
positive stereotype toward them, instead of the negative stereotype imposed on outgroup
members. Paul hopes that these three groups will form the Christ group, comprising Judean
and non-Judean followers of Christ, and the non-Christ, hardened Judean group. He will later
affirm that belonging to the Christ group is a matter of God's mercy. Therefore, there is hope
for the hardened non-Christ Judeans, too. All these efforts aim to unite the Christ group
(ingroup members) toward a shared identity in Christ, without compromising the status of the

non-Christ Judean group, as they too are encompassed by God's divine plan.

The divine mercy of God upon the hardened Judeans (non-Christ Judeans) in relation
to the salvation of the remnant Judeans and the non-Judean followers of Christ is what Paul
refers to as a mystery in Rom. 11:25-26. The term “mystery” should not be understood as a
revelation not found in the scriptures; rather, it is a revelation that needs to be unpacked to
Paul’s audience because of its paradoxical nature. This is why Paul concludes this section by

calling both Judeans and non-Judeans to praise God once this mystery is revealed (11:33-36).
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Concerning the use of Scripture, Paul affirmed that his apostleship and gospel are in
accordance with what was promised in the holy Scriptures (Rom. 1:1-2). However, in
Romans 9-11, Paul cites more of these OT texts than in any other part of his letter to the
Romans (Stanley 1992:83—-184, 252). We have already undertaken a rhetorical analysis
(Stanley 1992:45, 49-56) of Romans 9-11, examining the background and function of the
citations and, ultimately, how SIT aids in understanding the nature and function of these

citations.

Concerning the use of Scripture, we argue that Paul’s audience relied on its
contextualised authority, even if they did not understand the original contexts of all the
references. We argued that Paul’s oracular use of these citations made his point perspicuous
to his audience (Stanley 1992:38-61, 178-180). It is doubtful that his audience would have
understood many of the citations conflated by Paul, which deviate from the original contexts
of those passages in the process. This means that Paul had the liberty to modify, add to, or
combine some of the citations to achieve his goal, taking into account the context of his
audience at the time. Paul’s interest was in resolving the social conflicts among his audience
by helping them understand the process and identity framework of the formation of the

Christ group, which is not ethnic.

2

We have identified some citations by the introductory formula used, “as it is written,’
or by the way they are sometimes reworked and applied by Paul. An example is Rom. 10:20-
21, where Isa. 65:1-2 is applied to two distinct groups. In its original context, Isa. 65:1-2
refers to Israel, but Paul reworks it so that the first part in Rom. 10:21 refers to non-Judeans,
while the second part in 10:22 refers to Israelites. We have also observed that, although the
scriptural citations serve rhetorical purposes for Paul’s argument, we have woven SIT into

this rhetorical analysis.
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While a detailed rehearsal of our discussion of the citations is unnecessary here, it is
worth highlighting some of them from the perspective of SIT in this conclusion. In Rom.
9:25-26, Paul cites Hosea 2:23 and 1:10, respectively. In their original contexts, the term
“non-people” in these passages refers to the Judeans, but Paul now rhetorically applies it to
the non-Judeans. When these citations are interpreted within the framework of Paul’s
argument in Romans 9, he is using them to explain his trail of argument starting from 9:6,
leading to his affirmation in 9:24 that God’s calling includes both Judeans and non-Judeans.
Paul wants the Judeans to know that the non-Judeans also belong to God’s people through
faith in the Messiah. This means that belonging to this group is not based on ethnicity or any
other status or criterion for non-Judeans. Hence, there should be no boasting by either
Judeans or non-Judean Christ-followers. In social identity terms, Paul uses these citations to
recategorise both Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers into one group, highlighting their
shared salient identity and values that should shape their behaviour, without losing other traits
of self that they may exhibit in different contexts or groups. This way, the members of this
Christ-group will be united toward a common goal through a better understanding of the basis
of their group membership, and they will also differentiate themselves from other non-Christ

outgroups that may share some common identities with them outside of Christianity.

Paul begins this argument in Rom. 9:6b when he affirms that not all who are

descended from Israel are Israel. In social identity terms, he is recategorising the Judeans into
two distinct groups despite their shared ethnicity. Therefore, he must give further
explanation about this recategorization of the Judeans. He explains why the children of God
are not defined solely by their ethnic connection to Abraham but by God’s promise (9:7-9).
This means that the Judeans can retain their ethnicity, but this is not the basis for belonging to
the group of the children of God. The calling of God is not based on works (9:11), but rather

on the mercy and compassion of God (9:14-16, 18). The above is the basis for God’s calling
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and belonging to the Christ group, which encompasses both Judeans and non-Judeans,
leading to the citation of the Hosea passage. God calls those who are “not-people” to become
his people, Judeans and non-Judeans alike. Paul argues that the Scripture has spoken about
this a long time ago.

He goes further to cite Isa. 10:22, 23 in 9:28, confirming his argument from 9:27 that
among the Judeans, the remnant shall be saved. By this, Paul is still categorising the Judeans
into two groups: the remnant Judeans, who are part of the Christ group and are saved, and the

non-Christ Judeans, whose fate he would discuss later in chapter 11 as hardened Judeans.

We suggest that Paul’s argument remains consistent so far; there is no reason to
indicate that the non-Judeans are included in the remnant group, which would not align with
Paul’s argument up to this point. Instead, he argues that the people of God are called from
among both the remnant of Judeans and also from among the non-Judeans. The non-Judeans
are not part of the remnant Judeans; rather, they are included with them to form the children
of God. Judeans remain Judeans, but they are part of the Christ group, not because of their
ethnicity. Later in chapter 11, Paul will explain the apparent contradiction which may seem to
exist between “the remnant will be saved” in Rom. 9:27 and “all Israel will be saved” in Rom.
11:26. We have noted earlier in this dissertation that the phrase “all Israel” refers to the

combination of the remnant of Judeans (9:27) and the hardened Judeans (11:7).

In Romans 10:11, Paul cites Isa. 28:16, interpreted to mean that anyone (in the
context, Judean or non-Judean) who believes in Christ will not be put to shame. This means
that in Romans 11:12, Paul envisions no fundamental distinction in status between Judeans
and non-Judeans. Both groups participate equally in the salvific ‘riches’ generated through
Israel’s stumbling and, ultimately, through Israel’s future fullness. Paul’s logic, therefore,
undermines any hierarchical differentiation between the two groups within the

Christ-movement. It is the same Lord who is Lord of all (Judean and non-Judean Christ-
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followers), and God richly blesses all (Judeans and non-Judeans) who call on Him for
salvation. Then Paul finally affirms that everyone (Judean or non-Judean) who calls on the

name of the Lord will be saved (Rom. 10:13; Joel 2:32).

In Rom. 10:19, Paul cites Deut. 32:21 that the Judeans will become jealous of the
non-Judeans (“not-nation”). This is a prophetic statement made by Moses to the Israelites.
When Paul employs the jealousy motif in Rom. 11:11, 14, he connects it with the salvation of
the hardened Judeans. The remnants are not saved through jealousy (11:5, 7), likewise those
who are saved by Paul’s present ministry (11:14), but the Judeans who are provoked to
jealousy are the “other” who are hardened (11:7). Here again, Paul uses this citation and the
jealousy motif to categorise the Judean Christ group as distinct from the non-Christ Judean
group (hardened Judeans). This is to be understood in connection with the salvation of “all
Israel” in 11:26. As previously indicated above, the Judeans need to realise that belonging to
God’s people is not determined by ethnic identity, and they do not have to relinquish their
ethnicity because they belong to God’s people. However, the remnant Judean Christ-
followers also need to understand that membership in the Christ group does not include the
hardened Judeans simply because they are connected by shared ethnicity, yet at the same
time, they should never assume that God has abandoned the hardened Judeans. The non-
Judean Christ-followers, too, need not boast (11:18) about their membership in the Christ

group because God has not given up on the hardened Judeans.

In all these citations, Paul argues that membership in the Christ-group is open to both
Judeans and non-Judeans, and the boundary involved is faith in Christ, not ethnicity or any
other social advantage. The Christ group is inclusively exclusive to both Judeans and non-
Judeans, meaning that it is open to both but could exclude individuals due to a lack of faith in

Christ.
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Therefore, for the members of the Christ group, their behaviour should be motivated
by their superordinate identity in Christ, whose goal is to love one another. Otherwise, any
boasting from either the Judeans or non-Judean Christ-followers will reflect an exclusive
inclusivity, meaning that some others are denied belonging based on other criteria apart from
faith in Christ. This boasting related to this factor will continue to foster more social crises in

the Christ group.

In Rom. 11:15, Paul affirms God's sovereignty in Israel's rejection, stating that it has a
positive purpose for the salvation of the rest of the world. He goes further to say that the
restoration of Israel will bring life to others. This means that the salvation of both
Judeans and non-Judeans is interdependent in the unfolding of God’s plan. He knows the
proper process of forming the Christ group. This helps to strengthen his argument of the “first

fruits” and “olive tree” metaphors that follow.

We have suggested that Paul’s use of metaphors, such as “first fruits” in Rom. 11:16,
refers to the remnant of Judeans who are saved and serve as a sign of hope for the future
salvation of the hardened Judeans. Additionally, the use of “broken branches” (11:17a) refers
to the hardened Judeans, while the “wild olive” (11:17b) refers to the non-Judean followers of
Christ. In SIT terms, this is another indication that Paul is categorising between the Christ
group (Judean and non-Judean) and the hardened, non-Christ group. These branches
include both Judean and non-Judean followers of Christ. In addition, God grafts these
branches, and so God can graft the hardened Judeans if they believe in Christ. The picture of
the olive tree represents the inversion of regular practice, in which cultivated olive branches
were grafted onto wild olives. This is a means by which Paul reflects his pride in his Judean
ancestry (Esler 2003:103-24). It also eliminates the boasting of non-Judean Christ

followers (11:18), thereby minimising any further social conflicts within the Christ group.
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All these steps of argumentation bring Paul to the conclusion that “all Israel,” the
combination of the remnant and hardened Judeans, will be saved (11:26). This will happen
when all the fullness of the non-Judeans comes in (11:25). The salvation of all Israel is meant
to be understood in collective terms, not that every single Judean will be saved. On this note,
Paul calls both Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers to the praise of God (11:33-36). The
inscrutable wisdom of God reveals the outworking of the divine plan of salvation among the
Judeans and non-Judeans. Their salvation is interdependent, and it is by the mercy and grace
of God alone. Neither the Judean nor the non-Judean Christ followers should boast; instead,

they should rejoice in God’s inscrutable wisdom concerning their salvation.

In social identity terms, we have seen how the scriptural citations are linked to Paul’s
recategorization of the Christ group in relation to other groups mentioned in Romans 9-11.
This categorisation is necessary for the Christ group because they need to see themselves first
as belonging to the same group due to their faith in Christ. This is because humans do not
claim a “self” solely based on personal attributes. Instead, SIT has demonstrated that humans
perceive the concept of “self” in relation to a spectrum that spans from the individual to the
social, the latter being reflected in their membership in various groups. Once categorisation in
terms of group belonging occurs, members of the group identify with the shared identity,
which now becomes their superordinate identity. This is why Paul emphasises in Romans 9-
11 that faith in Christ is the basis of belonging to the Christ group. These Christ-followers,
both Judean and non-Judean, do not lose other aspects of their lives; however, their behaviour
should align with their superordinate identity as a group (Romans 12-16). No one in the group
should be seen as superior or inferior, as they are simply different yet share the same
identity in Christ. Lastly, they will be able to lead their lives in ways distinct from those of
outgroup members. The Christ group should act like Christ and as Christ-followers. Knowing

that their belonging to the Christ group is an upshot of God’s grace, they need to show grace
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toward one another and even to the outgroups. This is why Paul warns the non-Judean Christ-
followers not to boast in their salvation in comparison to the hardened Judeans. God can save

the hardened Judeans, and when he does save them, then all Israel will be saved.

The norms and standards of the Christ group are well laid out by Paul in Romans 12-
16. We have suggested earlier in this thesis that Paul’s encouragement to the Christ group to
live in harmony in chapters 12-16 is evidence of social conflict among them. A clear example
is Rom. 15:7, “Accept one another, therefore, as Christ has accepted you, for the glory of
God.” There would have been no need for Paul to ask these Christ-followers to accept or
welcome one another if they all had accepted one another. This issue was previously
addressed in an earlier section of this thesis.

We have also suggested that Paul utilises collective memory and social narrative to
unite the Judeans and non-Judeans within the Christ group. One of the most effective ways to
resolve social conflicts within a group is to share a common narrative that unites group
members. Connected to this leadership paradigm, Paul had earlier affirmed that the scripture
foretold that the non-Judeans are included in God’s divine plan of salvation alongside the
Judeans. He then uses these citations in Romans 9-11 to elaborate on this narrative, which

reveals the interdependence of the salvation of Judeans and non-Judeans.

Social or collective memory is not just the recognition of “the past” but also
something that is created rather than recorded, so that the recollection serves to develop and
sustain identity. While it is true that the impact of memory is to reproduce and reorder the
past, it is also used to propel the truth toward the present, to which the past is regularly
oriented (or to the future, when identity determines action). It is also the case that a group's
identity can be constructed by recalling past narratives and using these to reframe the group's

identity in the present (Van Eck 2011:201-212).
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Therefore, through these citations in Romans 9-11, Paul recalls and relates the
narrative of God’s plan of salvation in the past to the present realities of his audience,
ultimately establishing a shared identity and unity among them. Three foci of this narrative
are found in Rom. 9:24 “even us whom he has called, not from the Judeans only but also
from the non-Judeans,” also in Rom. 9:27 “Though the number of the sons of Israel be as the
sand of the sea, only a remnant of them will be saved,” and finally in 11:25b-26a “a
hardening has come upon part of Israel, until the full number of the non-Judeans come in, and
so all Israel will be saved.” So, the purpose for which Paul recalls the past events from
Scripture is to link God’s past outworking of his divine plan to the present and future, toward
his argument that “all Israel’ will be saved, despite the temporary and temporal setback of the
hardened Judeans, and that this salvation is interdependent on the salvation of the non-
Judeans. This is why Paul’s statement in Rom. 9:24 is pivotal to his entire argument in 9-11:
God has called His people from among both Judeans and non-Judeans. Also, belonging to
God’s people is not based on ethnicity or any other social status of the group members; rather,

it depends on faith in Christ.

The above can be seen in Paul’s use of the past narrative of Abraham and Sarah, Isaac,
and Rebecca (9:7-13, Gen. 9:7, 9; 18:10,14; 21:12; 25:23). He categorises the Judeans into
two groups: those who are physical descendants of Abraham and those who are of the
promise (9:6). It is those who are of the promise that are children of God. He then uses these
scriptural narratives to affirm that God’s calling from among the Judeans is not based on their
ethnic privilege, though the Judeans who are called do not give up their ethnicity. This is the
reason for the statement in 9:11b (so that God’s purpose of election might continue, not
because of works but because of his call). The same applies to the story of Pharaoh, which

recalls God’s divine work among a prototype non-Judean.

255



1Xx1

Similar is the narrative of God’s dealings with Moses (Exo. 33:19; Rom. 9:15). Moses
was curious about how God would work out his deliverance for the disobedient people of
Israel as they entered the Promised Land, through his leadership. He knew that the unbelief of
the Israelites had disrupted his leadership under God and his ability to lead his people into
God’s salvation. It is in this context that God replied that he will have mercy on whom he will
have mercy and have compassion on whom he will have compassion. God was telling Moses
that He could carry out His divine plan among His people through him, without any human
help. By recalling these narratives, Paul is already indicating that God’s salvation plan for

both Judeans and non-Judeans is non-meritorious.

The impact of these narratives on Judean and non-Judean Christ-followers is that they
develop a shared identity shaped by the electing grace of God, which is devoid of any ethnic
or social merit on the part of the elect. This will serve as a unifying factor among them by
eliminating boasting that can fuel social conflict. It will also help them recategorise
themselves positively with respect to the outgroup members (non-Christ Judeans and non-
Judeans).

In Rom. 11:1-6, Paul draws on the Elijah narrative in 1 Kgs. 19:18 to support his
argument that God has not rejected the Judeans. Elijah appealed to God that all his prophets
had been killed, and he was the only one left. However, God had kept seven thousand who
served as a remnant during Elijah’s time. From this narrative, Paul argues that there is also a
remnant elected by grace (11:5) among his audience, and if this election is by grace, it cannot
be based on works (ethnic belonging), otherwise grace would no longer be grace (11:6). The
reason Paul invokes this narrative from the Scripture is because he sees a correlation between
the Elijah event and the present situation of his Judean audience. He wants them to know that,
in the outworking of God’s divine plan, he keeps a remnant as a sign of hope for future

salvation, more importantly, that this is an act of God’s grace alone. Paul’s Judean audience
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would be encouraged, knowing that there is a sign of hope for the hardened Judeans through
the remnant. Additionally, because the election of the remnant is by grace, it affords them an
identity within the Christ group that reminds them they are not superior to any non-

Judeans in the group. The non-Judean Christ-followers hearing Paul’s argument would also
be reminded that there is hope for the hardened Judeans. Therefore, they should not boast
against the Judeans, thinking that God has rejected them (11:18). Overall, the Elijah narrative
helps unite the Judeans and non-Judeans within the Christ group, as both gain a deeper

understanding of God’s grace, which further shapes their shared identity within the Christ
group.

Next is the agricultural imagery of branches being broken off so that wild olive shoots
may be grafted in, allowing the unbroken branches and the wild olive shoots to share the
same nourishing sap from the olive root (Rom. 11:17-20, 23-24). We suggested in an earlier
chapter of this dissertation that the wild olive represents the non-Judean Christ-followers, the
broken branches represent the hardened non-Christ Judeans, and the unbroken branches
represent the Judean Christ followers (the remnant). However, Paul reverses the usual
agricultural grafting practice in this image to boost his ethnic pride, although his goal was to
unite both Judeans and non-Judeans. In social-identity terms, Paul employs this metaphor to
foster a shared identity among Judean and non-Judean followers of Christ, who share the
same nourishing sap from the olive root. This will help remove any social or ethnic barriers
among them and, therefore, foster unity. It will also help the non-Judean Christ-
followers, particularly not to boast against the Judeans, as the metaphor suggests that God can
do the impossible by human standards. He can and will save the hardened Judeans, of which
the remnant Judean group is a sign of hope for these hardened Judeans. According to Paul,
“All Israel will be saved.” By this, we argue that this means all the remnant and the hardened

Judeans will be corporately saved.
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Ultimately, this thesis highlights key social conflicts that have fragmented
various groups of Christ-followers; more importantly, it focuses on SIT as a tool to help

resolve them.
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EPILOGUE

We want to suggest the following applications, which could help resolve social conflicts
within Christian communities and institutions today. These proposed solutions are intended to

influence the values, behaviour, and actions of Christians who adopt them.

First, scholars and bible communicators need to pay more attention to the social
contexts of the NT. They need to provide a theological interpretation of texts with a clear
understanding of the social contexts in which the texts originated. For example, the
traditional approach, which treats Romans 12-16 as ethics or application, needs to reconsider
these chapters as the social cause or reason for Paul’s theology in Romans. One would gain a
better understanding of Paul’s theology in Romans if chapters 12-16 were read before
chapters 1-11, as the social realities would come to the fore, aiding the theological interpretation
of the text. When Romans is read and taught in this way, it helps shape the social realities,
identity, and behaviour of Christians, rather than relying on abstract theological teachings from
which Christians must work out applications. Similarly, what is called ‘application’ in
preaching and teaching within our church ministries might be better understood as identity
formation. It is more of a call to put our identity, values, and norms into action than a charge to

do something temporarily after listening to a sermon.

Second, the use of social identity in the NT, as a hermeneutical tool in Romans 9-11,
can contribute to the ongoing conversation on reconciliation among Christian communities
worldwide. There are numerous social conflicts among churches, ecumenical movements,
mission agencies, and other communities, stemming from the challenge of unity in diversity.
Reconciliation is needed, and this can be achieved by promoting a healthy process of church
membership formation and fostering a shared, superordinate identity among members from

diverse social and ethnic backgrounds.
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Our goal is to envision an eschatological, perfect reconciliation, the process of which
has now begun among God’s diverse children. This reconciliation is a pilgrimage that every
Christian is called to participate in. The proof that reconciliation is happening among
Christians is not the absence of conflicts; rather, it is the presence of pain as we journey
toward unity. It is this pain that each Christian experiences in loving and accepting one
another within the group, due to their shared identity in Christ. Where there is no such
ongoing pain, the dominant members of the Christ group are likely assimilating the non-
dominant members. At best, it can be described as the assimilation of non-dominant
members, but it certainly does not convey a sense of belonging to this group. This is pseudo
unity and belonging, when some are denied their “other” sub-identities before they can
belong to a diverse group. It opens the door to more conflicts within the group. The path to
reconciliation lies in unity through multiplicity and diversity, embracing what is fruitful in

our divisions, purifying them, and welcoming the positive aspects that arise from diversity.

I recall meeting with some church leaders a couple of years back. I explained how SIT
has shaped my understanding of the social realities and conflicts in Romans, but more
importantly, our social conflicts in churches and Christian mission agencies in the United
Kingdom. Their eyes popped open, and one of them said, “We have to organise a seminar for
you to help us with these insights.” This is because most churches that desire to be
multiethnic usually do not get the process of formation right. The dominant or host members
of the church establish their norms and standards within their identity framework and expect
new members to adhere to and submit to them. This never leads to unity because new group
members will soon realise that they do not share an equal sense of belonging and identity
within this group. Instead, they are being assimilated into it, so that they adopt another

identity framework belonging to another ethnic group.
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A couple of years ago, we suddenly had a massive number of migrants from Hong
Kong move into the neighbourhood of our local church in London, about three thousand
families. From this vast number, approximately 75 families joined our church. This brought
about a significant shift in the membership dynamics of our church, from being
predominantly white British to predominantly Hongkongers. However, unlike other churches
around us, our church was not taken by surprise or confused about how to welcome these
new members. About two years before this incident, I had assisted our church in navigating
the process of becoming a multiethnic church and establishing a common identity framework
that does not eradicate or subsume the other sub-identities of church members. Therefore,
upon the arrival of these Hongkongers, we introduced a new process for forming church
membership, enabling both new and existing members to develop a shared identity
framework centered on love, hope, and faith. Then, norms and standards were initiated to
guide us. Even new roles were created so that some new members among the Hongkongers
could be employed to join the church's staff team. What we observed was that the
Hongkongers quickly settled into the church. They are now behind the musical instruments on
Sundays, lead prayer meetings, and serve in the kitchen and at the door, welcoming members
to church services. When asked how they quickly settled into the church, they said that they
have a sense of belonging to the church just like the existing members, and they were not just
assimilated into the church, unlike most churches. This does not mean that there is no conflict
within our church. Instead, we are a church guided by an identity framework that fosters
unity, embracing our agreed norms and standards to resolve disputes whenever they arise.

Last year, my church was preaching through the book of Romans, so I was asked to
preach on chapters 9-11. When I preached the first session in light of SIT, the church
leadership and many church members said it was the first time Romans had made sense to
them. The previous preachers had focused on the theological grid leading to justification by

1Xx1

261



1Xx1

faith alone, but they ignored the social context of this great doctrine. Perhaps, this is why
evangelical churches have been preaching this great doctrine of justification by faith from
Romans for several years, yet racism and social segregation still linger to this day. They are
not interested in revisiting the process of forming a church to be genuinely multiethnic and
international. They want new members to be assimilated into the existing identity framework,
norms, and values, which are often completely foreign to them. Rather than fostering unity,
this paradigm has consistently generated more conflicts that lead to breakaways. It is not easy
to theologise correctly if the social context framework of the community in which the text is
situated is ignored. This is why my preaching series on Romans 9-11 from the SIT
perspective, along with several seminars, has contributed to the ongoing unity in the church

amidst conflicts that arise from our multiethnic church dynamic.

Paul does not present the unity of the Christ-followers as an end in itself;
rather, he frames it as the essential means through which the mixed Judean and non-Judean
Christ-followers can embody their renewed identity and fulfil their divinely intended purpose,
which is to promote God’s mission. Likewise, unity among Christian groups today correlates
with the success of their mission. The challenge of coping with unity in diversity and
indifference to their group's differences is the problem of our churches today. Some group
members prioritize their dominant social-ethnic identity over that of others within the same
group, rather than embracing their shared identity in Christ. They are asking “others” to give
up their sub-identities to join the group, while these dominant group members retain their

owin.

In connection with the above, three Chief Executives, including myself, resigned from
our respective Christian mission agencies about two years ago, and we had no idea that each
of us was facing the same challenges. We did not discuss our resignation until after it was

made public. It was when we met with other global Christian leaders from Africa, Asia, and
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Latin America to share our struggles and pray together that we realised we were facing the

same issues. So, what is this “big elephant” in the room? It is the fact that these organisations

had employed us to lead global organisations with a majority of members in the southern
hemisphere, or what is now called the “majority world,” which includes Africa, Asia, and
Latin America. However, the majority of funds came primarily from Western countries, such
as the United States and the United Kingdom, among others. The implication was that the
paradigm of leadership and management was Western, primarily because it generated the
most significant financial contributions. In social identity terms, the superordinate identity and
culture of the group members were Western, which contradicted the public image of these
organizations as global, diverse, and international, because the majority of the members were
from non-Western social and ethnic contexts. Consequently, the norms and values of these
organizations are predominantly Western, disregarding the non-Western norms and values of
other members. These organizations had hired us to make a public claim that they were truly
international, global, and diverse, but in reality, they wanted us to maintain and enforce their
Western framework and values within our organizations. However, in my case, I chose to
travel in the opposite direction by proposing a polycentric style of leadership and
management, meaning that each regional group across the globe would self-govern itself but
appoint its leadership from the diverse countries where our organisation has a base of
operation. This way, I was trying to help the organization review its formation process to
ensure that, from the regions, there would be an agreed-upon identity framework, norms, and
values that could be collectively adopted at the international level of the organization, thereby
enhancing unity across the different levels and regions. Not surprisingly, almost all my
international team members agreed to it, except for those from some Western countries.

Why? This was perceived to weaken the power dynamic that Western partner members had
wielded for several years. The leadership framework of the organization did not encourage a

superordinate identity, norms, and values that could hold the whole organization together;
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instead, it promoted their Western (mainly American) identity and values that constituted
power dynamics that all other non-Western members were meant to adhere to under the guise of
“international global partnership”. Therefore, what you get on the surface is a fagade of unity.
However, internally, disgruntled members abound who complain about being marginalized and
being forced into a “mould” that is foreign to them. This was always the complaint from staff
members during our monthly meetings. Sadly, this is the state of many so-called international

Christian organizations today.

Conversely, it is also a well-known fact that many leaders from non-Western
backgrounds have attempted to impose their identity framework and values on the leadership

of international organizations, which has led to conflicts.

Related to the issues above, the question to be asked is: Why do these challenges
recur in global organizations that are supposed to promote global partnerships? In social
identity terms, it is because the process of forming these organizations has not been revised.
They were founded by leaders from Western countries who desired to serve churches and
leaders from non-Western countries but were not established on the principle of genuine
partnership. As these organizations expanded, they often overlooked or even denied that the
non-Western churches and leaders they had been serving for several years had also grown in
significance. Therefore, these non-Western leaders and churches are invited into “global
partnerships” not based on any superordinate identity and collective values, but rather on
certain Western norms, values, and identities. Non-Western leaders are often excluded from
partnerships; they are not typically invited to participate. This is an anomaly that fosters
conflicts and undermines the group's unity. The pathway to unity involves the group leader
promoting a superordinate identity that encourages group members to uphold the collective
values, norms, and standards of the group. This way, the members would derive their identity,

norms, and values from the collective identity and values of the group. This can only happen
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if an existing organization revisits its formation process or if newly incorporated bodies
conduct due diligence during their formation process, so that members are invited to share a
new common identity that will shape their collective norms and values. Consequently,
conflicts can be resolved, and reconciliation and unity would emerge in organizations that

embrace these social identity recommendations.

Another vital aspect of this dissertation is its relevance to the Nigeria-Biafra war
(1967-1970), which I mentioned earlier in the prologue. This war, which killed an estimated
1,000,000 to 3,000,000 people, was the result of an ethnic conflict that the British
government caused toward the end of their colonial era in Nigeria.!” They created Nigeria as
an amalgamation of the key ethnic tribes (Yoruba, Ibo, and Hausa), but without a proper
process of formation that factored the unity of these ethnic tribes into that formation process.
They did not negotiate any shared identity, norms, or values that would shape the lives of the
members of these ethnic groups. It did not take long for the three major ethnic groups to fight
and compete over the nation's resources, which were handed over to the Hausa ethnic
leadership. This is what led to the ethnic conflict that ultimately escalated into the war.
However, the real issue was the British government's creation of a disunited country, which
was not in the best interest of the people. There was no established identity framework
introduced during the formation process, and this situation remains unchanged to this day.
Consequently, some organizations like Boko Haram, Odua, and IPOB have been formed to

fight for the ethnic identities of the Hausa, Yoruba, and Ibo ethnic groups, respectively.

19 For more insight into the cause of the Nigeria-Biafra ethnic war, this website is helpful.
https://www.afriklens.com/the-caused-of-the-nigerian-civil-war/
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Although the Nigerian government and international community would like to label these
groups as terrorist groups, probably due to some of their terrorist activities, it is obvious that
they are all fueled by ethnic tension and conflicts. The activities of these groups have also led

to the deaths of several thousand Nigerians. The fact that these organizations continue to

advocate for a breakaway from Nigeria poses a threat to the country's unity. One might ask, is
reconciliation possible? Is there a pathway toward unity? Yes, reconciliation and unity among
these ethnic groups are possible, but only when Nigeria is ready to revisit the process of the
country's creation and formation. This is what I have argued that Paul did with the Judean and
non-Judean Christ-followers in Rome. He outlined the process of forming and creating the
Christ group, mapping out an identity framework based on faith in Christ that would shape
their norms and values, thereby enabling unity among them. During this process, in the case
of Nigeria, a non-ethnic identity framework needs to be negotiated and agreed upon, which
would shape the norms and values of the people. Just before the outbreak of the civil war, a
military takeover of the government occurred, and then the Head of State planned to abolish
the regions; however, this plan did not materialize. Abolishing the regions was not the
solution; instead, they needed to review the formation of Nigeria through a shared collective
identity framework across all regions. By the time the regional leaders agreed to a
consultation to discuss reconciliation, it was already too late because there had been too many
ethnic massacres of some groups. All the failures were due to the leaders' failure to
understand the principles and implications of SIT fully. Therefore, this is another way this
dissertation is significant; it would contribute immensely to the reconciliation process of the

ethnic conflicts that continue to fracture Nigeria.

Similar to Nigeria is the Rwandan genocide of 1994- when more than 800,000
civilians—primarily Tutsi, but also moderate Hutu—were killed during the campaign. Similar

to Nigeria, the colonial government favoured the Tutsis over the Hutus, even though the
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Hutus were the majority ethnic group. They used their indirect system of government to
enthrone a Tutsi President and also to dethrone the Hutu Monarch. All these factors led to
inequality in sharing the nation's economic resources, consequently fracturing the
relationships within these ethnic groups, leading to the genocide. Although the post-genocide
Rwandan government pursued a policy of “unity and reconciliation,” by adopting a new
constitution and increasing economic growth and stability, the government is continually
accused of committing human rights abuses against political opponents and ethnic groups.
These events would have been avoided if there had been an entrepreneurial identity leader
who would have rebirthed the nation on the basis of a shared identity framework, values, and

norms. This is a leader who is capable of turning ‘me’ and ‘you’ into ‘us’.

In conclusion, this thesis emphasises the significance of SIT in Romans 9-11,
highlighting the importance of recategorising Christ-followers into a unified group that
recognises their shared identity and values in God’s divine plan through Christ. Paul attempts
to achieve this unity by explaining the non-ethnic process by which the Christ group is
formed. God’s grace calls both Judeans and non-Judeans who are part of the Christ group into
this group. Like this early Christ-group, all Christians are called into God’s family by the
grace of God, regardless of our social or ethnic backgrounds, although these differences are
not eradicated. This understanding helps to shape the behaviour of the Christians and

encourages humility toward one another, leading to further unity.

Finally, we hope that the unity of the church will enhance the mission of Christ
through His followers worldwide and strengthen the superordinate identity of all Christians,
toward an eschatological vision of unity and reconciliation that has begun in the present as

we engage in God’s mission in the world.
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