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Introduction  

1. Understanding Hebrews is essential to understanding eschatology and the place of modern ethnic 

Israel in the end times scenario.  

2. It is my personal opinion that the modern state of Israel is not the fulfillment of prophecy (Deut. 

30:1–10; Rom. 11:1–10). 

3. Obviously, the state of Israel is there because a sovereign God is working all things for His glory, 

but to suggest that they are now “God’s chosen people” is a serious mistake. 

I. Great Confusion 

There is considerable confusion and controversy about the role ethnic Israel plays in last days, 

particularly with respect to the kingdom of Christ. Note these facts: 

1. Hebrews, rightly understood, points us away from the shadow of the promise (Israel and its ritual 

system) to the reality (Christ and His new administration). But what about the church? Does the 

church replace ethnic Israel (the historic reformed position)?  

2. That the new covenant replaces the old covenant is without question (Heb. 8:13), but what is often 

missed in this controversy is to whom the covenant is made— “the house of Israel” and “the house 

of Judah.” 

a. What did Paul understand of Israel when he wrote Romans 9:6–11? 

b. What did Paul understand when he wrote Galatians 3:28?  

3. It is my proposition that ethnic Israel has been replaced, not by the church, but by Christ Himself. 

a. The new covenant is Christ’s covenant with His people, not ethnic Israel, although some (a 

remnant) are included as individual believers (Rev. 5:9, 10). 

b. Those on the other side of this argument point to Jeremiah 31:31 as proof that the new covenant is 

to be established with ethnic Israel and Judah. 

c. Please note Deut. 29:29 and its context. We don’t have all the pertinent facts to arrive at clear 

answers; nevertheless, we are to search out truth (Prov. 25:2). Is there no future premillennial 

kingdom promised to Israel (Acts 1:6)? Probably not, but the controversy over it shows we can’t 

be sure. Doesn’t the modern state of Israel prove that God plans to restore the kingdom?  We just 

don’t know (Acts 1:7, 8; note Rom. 11:28, cf. Rev. 2:9). 

II. Redefining Israel 

1. God’s confirming a covenant with Israel was based on promises made to Abraham (Gen. 15:12–16; 

Ex. 24:1–11). 

a. Yet, in Deut. 31:16–18 God revealed to Moses Israel’s covenant failure as demonstrated in three 

areas: (1) Their distrust of God by complaining; (2) Their unfaithfulness to God through idolatry; 

(3) Their rebellion against God’s leadership (Num. 14:1–4).  

b. This tendency to rebellion reached its peak when Jesus came to them in human flesh. ) John uses 

the term Jews to refer to the leadership of the nation, the ones consistently opposing Him (John 

3:1–14).  

c. Matthew 23 and 24 record Jesus’ last message to the Jews. Jesus pronounced God’s final 

judgment against them for their rejection of Him (Matt. 23:37–39; John 1:9–13). 



2. It is important to see how Israel is used in Scripture.  

a. There are two Israels—ethnic and theological. 

b. Paul consistently used Jew to identify ethnic (blood, cultural and political) Israel (31 refs.; ex. 

Rom.1:16).  

c. Paul used Israel to refer to the descendants of Jacob according to the promise to Abraham, out of 

which God has called the remnant (Rom. 9:7, 8; 11:2, 7). 

d. Thus, “all Israel” (comp. 9:6–8 with 11:26) refers, not to blood but promise and includes all 

Gentile believers in Christ (Gal. 3:29; 6:16; Eph. 2:11–22). 

3. This brings us to Hebrews 8:8—“house of Israel” and the “house of Judah” (Jer. 31:31).  

a. “House of” refers to the nation as divided due to Solomon’s failure (2 Kings 11, 12). Israel is the 

northern kingdom, and Judah is the southern kingdom. 

b. Jeremiah prophesied after the Assyrians destroyed the northern kingdom and dispersed the ten 

tribes, leaving only Judah (with Benjamin) in the south. 

c. Thus, it is most reasonable to see Israel here, not so much in an ethnic but theological sense—the 

people of God in contrast to the rebellious people. 

d. This understanding of Israel is most consistent with the purpose and message of Hebrews—that 

Jesus is replacing the priesthood of Aaron and the covenant which governed his ministry. 

What This Means for Us  

1. One of the primary issues in the controversy concerns the time when the new covenant is to be 

initiated. Is it reserved for the state of Israel now or in the future if and when they get a new temple? 

If we must wait for a new temple, how will the Levites, let alone the house of Aaron, be identified? 

Will the covenant govern a divided nation, as indicated by the two houses? Or has it already been 

initiated to govern the people of God as defined by their trust in Christ? 

2. The NT affirms that the new covenant is already in force. Jesus announced that the cup that He 

sanctified in His supper “is (pres. ind. act.) the new covenant in my blood” (Luke 22:20; comp. 1 

Cor. 11:25). Paul testified that God had made the apostles “sufficient to be ministers of a new 

covenant” (2 Cor. 3:6), indicating that they were already in the new covenant. Hebrews affirms that 

Jesus “is the mediator of a new covenant” (Heb. 9:15; 12:24). Indeed, we are already under the new 

covenant, being reminded of this precious truth at every Lord’s Table celebration. 

3. Since we are presently experiencing the life promised in the new covenant, can you show evidence 

of the law written on your heart and obedience enabled by the Holy Spirit? Do you walk in the 

Spirit (Gal. 5:16–26)? 


