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Abstract

The first chapter of this investigation finds thad with many passages in the
Pauline corpus, Romans 9 is in need of what magahled an intertextual exegesis,
emphasizing the ability of quotation and allusiondfer to broad original contexts
and to suggest additional associations. The inteeré exegesis of this study
involves: (1) detailed attention to the broad eradicontexts of Paul's quotations and
allusions to the OT; (2) a comparison of the wogdih Paul’'s quotations and
allusions to the wording of the source text(shia textual tradition; (3) an
examination of relevant interpretive traditionsrsunding the OT passages Paul
quotes or alludes to; and (4) an exegesis of thdirfRacontext that incorporates the
insights gained from the previous three analyfical, yielding an exegesis of Paul’s
rhetoric that is thoroughly informed by his usetw OT.

Chapter one also defines key terms for the ingagtn. We then go on to
consider the place of intertextuality in NT studsewl this investigation, essentially
concluding that there are different types of irgettiality and that a minimal
intertextual theory is compatible with and benefi¢or historical biblical criticism.
The primary contribution of intertextuality to tseudy of Paul's use of the OT is
found to be its approach to quotation and allusiod its stress on the interpretive
significance of allusions. We adopt Richard Hay#ecia for detecting and
interpreting allusions with some expansions in@idanh the notes. And finally, we
argue that it is plausible to investigate Pauligmaral allusions as intentional
pointers to their original contexts.

Chapter two covers introductory issues relateldmans 9-11. We argue that
Paul addressed a concrete situation in Rome, gritira mixed church of a minority
of Jews and a majority of Gentiles that was maikgedome tension and conflict
between the two groups. As for Paul himself, he praparing to take his mission to
Spain, for which he desired support from Rome. He heen embroiled in conflict
over Jew/Gentile issues throughout his career atidigm of him seems to have
reached Rome. Moreover, his gospel mission, whitdripzed Jews, had been
generally rejected by Jews. Paul had multiple psgpan Romans 9-11, but his main

ones were to (1) procure support for his gospeligpabming mission to Spain by (2)



unifying the Jews and Gentiles of the Roman chwith one another behind that
gospel and accompanying missionary practice. Tha thame of Romans 9-11 is the
faithfulness of God to his word/promises to Isrddbreover, the chapters are an
authentic unity that form the climax of the epi'stlidheological argument (chs. 1-11).
The chapters are found to have a basic threefgiddbstructure that is also chiastic,
while their literary character has been fashiong@aul's Jewish-Christian-
prophetic-apocalyptic orientation yielding an dsgihg argumentation, the structure
of an OT lament psalm, and a presentation in thenaaof Jewish homiletic-
midrashic tradition. Romans 9 itself also has w& @omplementary logical, chiastic,
and midrashic structures. We have also considena smportant hermeneutical
issues relevant to Romans 9-11 that often haveewnt addressed directly.
Furthermore, we have argued that Paul's argumeRbmans 9-11 is consistent.
Finally, we have selectively reviewed literaturkev@ant to Paul’s use of the OT in
Romans 9-11 and found that 9:1-9 has never beearsegto the type of investigation
we provide in this study.

Chapter three examines Paul’s use of the OT indtsd:1-5. Paul alludes to
Exodus 32:32 in Romans 9:3, an allusion that has becognized by most
interpreters but never before fully explored farrglevance to Paul’s argument in
Romans 9-11. The allusion functions as a point&xndus 32:32 and its context,
Exodus 32-34, providing a foundational orientatiofaul’s introductory section for
approaching the argument of Romans 9-11. Paul'®fiEgodus 32-34 is of
enormous weight for his argument, holding significa for a number of exegetical
details as well as broader themes and rhetoricaements. The similarity in theme
and subject matter between the old and new coniestsiking. Both are concerned
with the apostasy and hard-heartedness of Isteetgsulting divine judgment and
loss of election along with all its promises, tms@ng tremendous grief, the
faithfulness of God to his covenant word and heaggmercy, and the restoration of
Israel to election and blessing in a “new” coveresitiblished primarily with the
Covenant Mediator and mediated to the people dmbugh connection with him and
the glory of God shining through him. Indeed, ipagrs that Paul has gone to the
scriptural paradigm of the fall and restoratiorisséel to typologically understand and

express the present stage of salvation histonttandutworking of the eschatological



fulfillment of the covenant promises of God. ThR®mans 9-11 should be
understood in terms of the mediation of the eleebestowing glory of God through
Paul’s gospel and ministry. We have also discovératilJewish and Christian
interpretive traditions surrounding Exodus 32:3d @ broader context treat themes
that are highly relevant to Paul’s argument in Rosn@-11. His scriptural allusion in
9:3 is the main point of 9:1-5, an intense expessif grief over the accursed state of
ethnic Israel which introduces the problem he nadstress in Romans 9-11.

Chapter four examines Paul’s use of the OT in Rm®a6-9. Paul quotes
Genesis 21:12 as the primary text of the sustasnagdtural argument of 9:6-29, and a
conflated form of Genesis 18:10, 14, which funcsias the secondary text. Thus,
Genesis 18-21 is the centerpiece of Paul's argun@sriesis 21:12 stands out as the
main ground for Paul’s assertion of God’s faithigns in 9:6a, and Romans 9:6-29
may legitimately be called a midrash on Gen 21it€ctked toward the faithfulness of
God’s word in the face of the rejection of ethrscakel and calling of the Church vis-
a-vis the Abrahamic covenant and the fulfillmenttefpromises. Paul's main
argument in Romans 9 in support of the thesis staté¢ of 9:6a is summed up
succinctly by Genesis 21:12 and may be stated thasvord of God to Israel has not
failed because the true Israel is not constitutedthnicity, but by faith in Christ.

Our investigation has discovered that Genesig2118-19 are far more
significant for Paul’'s argument in Romans 9-11 tham been previously recognized.
Through them, Paul draws his audience into thep&aes of Israel and casts their
eschatological present into the biblical story dff@aham, Isaac, and Ishmael.
Provoked to overwhelming grief at the accursecesthisrael and faced with a
challenge to the faithfulness of God’s word, Paad Qone to the Scriptures and found
there the pattern for his own response and thesabwof his own teaching. Indeed, the
broad contours of Paul’'s argument in Romans 9-&laaticipated by the story of
Abraham in Gen 18-21. We have also found that nudiiye themes Paul deals with
in Romans 9 are also present in ancient Jewislpirgive traditions surrounding
Genesis 18 and 21.

The final chapter (ch. five) seeks to draw cornidius concerning the
significance of Paul’'s use of the OT in Romans ®fbr the exegesis and theology of

Romans and for Pauline intertextuality. We argu Baul’s interpretive activity
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reveals that the issue of who are the true pedpBod is central to chapters 9-11 and
helps us to see that the same issue lies behimatéheus chapters of the epistle.
Paul argues from Scripture that God’s covenant leea@ none other than the Church
of Jews and Gentiles, identified by God’s call is fnee mercy on the basis of
promise and faith.

We have also found that covenant is central t¢’®argument in Romans 9-11
as well as to Romans and Pauline theology in gériRedatedly, Paul has a
fundamental corporate perspective in Romans 9-Iiteber, his argument concerns
both Jews and Gentiles from the very beginning,f@donsidered unbelieving ethnic
Israel to be anathema.

Recognizing the limited data we have to work withapter five further
considers implications of our investigation for enstanding Paul’'s use of the OT in
general. We have found that Paul’s citations gdlyanae the LXX, and that he can
communicate his understanding of the biblical texintentional conflation.

We have found Paul’s interpretive practices t@ableome in a first century
Jewish context. But for the most part, Paul bresks ground in his bold and brilliant
interpretive activity. We have seen concepts opomate solidarity and covenant at
work in Paul’s approach to Scripture, and this sufgpthe contention that Paul’s
hermeneutic was ecclesiocentric. Typology appesabetthe most fundamental
interpretive strategy Paul employed, and to a detirat has seldom been fathomed.
Additionally, analogy plays a role in his utilizati of sacred texts. Moreover, Paul
views the OT from an eschatological perspective dls escalates the significance of
its application. Furthermore, Paul was concernedi® larger story of the narratives
he alluded to, and was inclined to make Pentatdunzlreatives foundational to his
argumentation. He also was given to anticipatiregrtéxt or otherwise later stage of
an argument through his allusions to the OT.

Finally, chapter five argues that Paul generatlgcuithe OT contextually and
in accordance with its original intention. His Otiagations and allusions function as
pointers to their broad original contexts. It issitime for standard exegetical
procedure to include substantial attention to tete¢uality. Indeed, it remains for a
study of the sort we have conducted to be donkdndst of Romans 9, and then

beyond that, for Romans 9-11 as a whole and théreatorpus.



Acknowledgements

| wish to thank the many people who have, in oag ar another, helped me
to complete this doctoral research and thesiseBsof |. Howard Marshall originally
offered me a place to study at Aberdeen and hasdes an inspiration to me in his
scholarship. His outstanding scholarship combingld aumility is admirable and
refreshing. His hospitality was a blessing to amily, as was his willingness to visit
with us in our humble Torry flat. Dr. Brian Rosrsmrved as my first supervisor. | am
thankful for his oversight of the initial phasestlois project in which | completed the
first chapter and set the abiding vision for thérerthesis. His departure from
Aberdeen was unfortunate for me in some ways,thlitibring me the wonderful
privilege of working with Dr. Paul Ellingworth, wheupervised me during most of
my doctoral research. | am very grateful for hisadbent supervision and guidance, as
well as his interest in my family and me beyondadlkeademic realm. It is a pleasure to
study under someone who has probably forgotten thare | know. His remarkable
responsiveness in answering my questions and asg@sg work has been a great
blessing. | also wish to thank Dr. Peter J. Willgafar his additional supervision in
the final phase of this project. He saved me frome embarrassing mistakes and
provided valuable input. | am also very thankful ¥arious fellow students that were
in the NT department at Aberdeen and helped meadtlice and friendship during
my stay, especially John Heglie and Steve Changj (&a and family). But above
all, Ray VanNeste (and Tammie and family) helpethis® many ways. Ray taught
me the ropes of postgraduate life in Aberdeen aaslimmensely helpful.

God surprised us by leading us to Gilcomston S@ithrch during our time in
Aberdeen. Though we had not expected to worshgpGiturch of Scotland, we were
blessed abundantly by that precious body of belgewe are still amazed at how
God knit our hearts together with the church, aedstill cherish our time there. Their
church life has been a great inspiration to me. wadare tremendously thankful for
all their hospitality and prayer on our behalf. are probably too many individuals
to mention, but | should probably at least menfbaminic and Marjorie Smart, lan
and Isobel Walker, Ruth and Rob Howard, Tony andriRhDiNozzi, Jonathan and



viii

Grace Ball, Alan Maclver, and Martha Brown. We aspecially thankful for Grant
Gebbie, a member of Gilcomston South and our laddidile we were in Aberdeen.
He introduced us to the church and helped us inym@my ways during our stay.

The seeds of this project were sown in Dr. Gre@é&ale’s class on the Old
Testament in the New at Gordon-Conwell Theologseshinary, where my passion
for the use of the OT in the NT and its significarior exegesis as well as my specific
interest in pursuing its ramifications for Romana&re birthed. | am thankful for my
education at Gordon-Conwell. It is a credit to seeninary that its Master of Divinity
program is of such high quality as to be able &ppre students for doctoral studies. |
am especially indebted to Dr. Beale and Dr. Scditalemann for teaching me
exegesis and providing me with wonderful modelbibfical scholarship. However,
they are not to be held responsible for my Armirganvictions! | am also especially
indebted to Dr. Douglas Stuart (who does bear sasgonsibility for my Arminian
convictions) and Dr. Gordon P. Hugenberger forrtteaching in exegesis and superb
modeling of biblical scholarship.

| have been grateful for the privilege of using tibraries at Gordon-Conwell
and Harvard University as | have conducted researtie U.S.A. Jim Darlack at
Goddard Library (Gordon-Conwell) has been helphd anderstanding. And Laura
Whitney at Andover-Harvard Theological Library Hzeen especially helpful and
gracious as she has performed her job with exasdlen

| remain very thankful to J. Ross Wagner, Jrdi@ciously sending me a hard
copy of his doctoral thesis at his own expense.dlxsuC. Mohrmann was also
gracious to send me his doctoral dissertation ia-amail attachment.

| have been extremely blessed to pastor full @nEaith Community Church
while | have worked on my thesis part time. It bagn an ideal situation to enable me
to pursue my doctorate, provide for my family, aedve my Lord. And the church is
wonderful and supportive. They have been gracioadlow me the time to work on
my thesis. | am thankful for a place where my deaiso pursue doctoral studies
could be made corporately. My fellow pastor, Bolvéjoy (along with his wife
Paula), has been my mentor and friend over thesyaad his encouragement to
pursue doctoral studies was instrumental in mygieci Pam Holzapfel also played a

key role in encouraging us to do something as caaapterrupt our lives and move to



Scotland for a short time. The church is our fapalyd they have cared for us and
have prayed for us throughout the years. We athastkful for all that they have
done. God has truly used them in our lives. Wegaageful for all the prayer
specifically for my thesis too. Fran Caster desespmecial mention here, as she often
prayed for me on my “thesis Mondays.” | should atsention those who have
regularly prayed for my thesis at Wednesday nighteBstudies and prayer meetings
such as Warren Caster, Doug and Luke HolzapfeleGan, and Isaac McNally,
Kevin Kimball, Joan Mackle, Donna Chase, Marc aaygh& Castellucci, Bob and
Paula Lovejoy, Sarah Premo, etc.

My mom has prayed for my studies regularly anegifinancial gifts to our
family along the way, and my brothers and sisterseelremain interested in me and
my education. Joe Ford, my pastor in my originahbachurch, Calvary Evangelistic
Center, impacted me by his encouragement to pwdueation in biblical studies, as
did my youth pastor at that time, Joe Overly. Borenthan anyone else on earth, | am
thankful for my wife, Valerie, the best woman i tworld! Many women have done
well, but she surpasses them all (Proverbs 313%).means more to me than | can
say, and has been my constant friend, help, amgbsughroughout our life together
and my doctoral studies. | dedicate this theslseto | am also tremendously thankful
for my children, Noah, Jacynth, and Benaiah. Omilfais wonderful and an
enormous blessing that words cannot do justice.

Above all, | am thankful to God, who has given atiehese things and made
all of this possible. More importantly, he has givae every spiritual blessing in
Christ. And | am eternally grateful. “To him be thlery forever! Amen” (Romans
11:36).



Contents
Declaration of Authorship. . . ....... . . ii
ADSEIaC. . . . iii
Acknowledgements. . . . .. .. e e Vil
References and Abbreviations. . .. ... ... . Xiii
1. INtrodUCHiON. . . .. 1
Orientation to the Investigation. . . ... ......... ... ... ......... 1
Methodology. . . . ... 8
Introduction and Emphasis. . . ... ccuu i oo 8
Procedure. . . ... 13
DefinitioNns. . .. ... 19
The Place of Intertextuality in New Testament Sésdand This
Investigation. . . ... ... ... 23

Criteria for Detecting and Interpreting Scriptufdlusions. . .. ... 28
The Possibility of Paul Intending His Scripturalusdions As
Pointers to Their Broad Old Testament Contexts.............33

2. Introduction to Romans 9-11 With Special Attentbn to Paul’'s Use of the Old
Testament. . . . .. 50

The Historical Background of Romans 9-11. .........................51
The Situation of the ChurchinRome. .. ....................51

Paul’'s Own Situation. . . . ...t 60
The Purpose of Romans9-11............................... B3
The Theme of Romans 9-11. . ... ... o 71.
The Integrity, Authenticity, and Literary Placemeh Romans 9-11. . . . . .. 79
The Structure and Literary Character of Romang9-1............... 88
Some Hermeneutical Considerations Relatifgdmans 9-11.......... 105

Should We Read Romans 9-11 Forward or Backward?.. . . ...105
The Interpretive Significance of Paul's Other Blgist. . . . . ... . 107

Individual and Corporate Perspectives in Roman$.9-1. . .. .. 108
The Consistency of Romans 9-11. . . .. .. it 112
A Review of Literature Related to the Use of thd @Méstament in
Romans 9-11. ... .. e e 117
3. Paul's Use of the Old Testamentin Romans 9:1-5. . .................. 138
The Old Testament Context of Exodus 32:32 ... ... ... ........139
EXodus 32:1-6. .. . ..o 214
Exodus 32:7-14. . . .. .. 144
Exodus 32:15-29. . . . ... 148

Exodus 32:30-33:6. . . . . .o 149



Xi

Excursus: Individual and Corporate Perspestine

Exodus 32-34. ....... ... . . .. 154
Exodus 33:7-11. . ... ... 158
Exodus 33:12-23. . . .. ... . 159
EXOdus 34:1-0. ... . .. e 171
Exodus 34:10-28. . . ... .. .. 172
EXodus 34:29-35. . . .. e 173
Textual Comparison of Romans 9:3 and Exodus 32:32............. 175
Interpretive Traditions Surrounding Exodus 32:32.................. 177
Pseudo-Phildfber Antiquitatum Biblicarum. .. ............... 177
Testamentof Moses. . . ....... ... cceeiviii e ime.......181
LENOCh. ... 183
Martyrdom of Isaiah .......... ... ... .. ... ...... 184
AEZra ... e 186
Philo. . .. 188
Targums and other Rabbinic Literature. . ........ .. .......... 190
ACTS . o 192
John ..., 194
The New Testament Context of Exodus 32:32. .................. 195
Paul’s Sincere Grief (Romans 9:1-2). . cee.....196
The Allusion: Paul's Willingness to Be Accurs‘ed HIS
Kinsmen (Romans 9:3). . . ... oo 200
Preliminary Observations. . . ...................... 200
The Basic Meaning of Romans 9:3 in Intertextual
Perspective. . . ... .. 202

Intertextual Motifs of Idolatry, Grief, Loss of Eigon,
Merciful Judgment, the Faithfulness of God, Divine

Sovereignty, and Human Free Will. . .. ............. 210
Moses, Paul’'s Ministry, the Restoration of Isragld the
Remnant. . ... ... ... . . 218
The Privileges of Israel in Intertextual Perspeetiv
(Romans 9:4-5). . . ... 226

The First and Basic Privilege with an Orientatioritie

Entire Catalog. . . ......... .. . couiii 226
The Rest of the Privileges. . .. ................... 234
Summary/Conclusion. . . ... 259

4. Paul's Use of the Old Testamentin Romans 9:6-9.................... 264

The Old Testament Context of Genesis 18:10,14.................264

Textual Comparison of Romans 9:9 and Genesis 184.Q . .......... 273

Interpretive Traditions Surrounding Genesis 1814),. . . ........... 276
A EZra . ... e, 277
Philo. . ... e, 281
AQA80. . .. e e 282
Targums and other Rabbinic Literature. . . ........ ... .........283
LUKE . . e e e, 285
Hebrews . ....... .. . . 83

The Old Testament Context of Genesis 21:12. . ................. 286



Xii

Textual Comparison of Romans 9:7 and Genesis 21:12 .........292
Interpretive Traditions Surrounding Genesis 21:12.. .. ............ 293
Jubilees . .. ... 293
Philo. . ... 298
Targums and other Rabbinic Literature. . ........ ... ... ......298
Hebrews . . ... ... ... . . . . 300
The New Testament Context of Genesi$2and 18:10, 14.......... 301
The Faithful Word of God and the Traekl (Romans 9:6). . . ... 302
Excursus: The Translation of Romans 9:6b aedtbrporate
Nature of Election. . . ... ... oL 310
The Naming of Abraham’s Covenantd3&@de Children of the
Promise (Romans 9:7-8/Genesis 21:12) . : . 317

Excursus: The Implications of Calllng in Gem;e%l 12 and
Romans 9 for Understanding the Cphaethe

Rest of the New Testament. . .. .......... ... 332
The Word of Promise: Genesis 1810(Romans 9:9). . ........ 339
Summary/Conclusion. . . .. .. ... 4133

5. The Significance of Paul's Use of the Old Testant in Romans 9:1-9 for

the Exegesis and Theology of Romans and for Rane Intertextuality. . . . . 349
The Exegesis and Theology of Romans 9-11 anépisle as a Whole. . 349
Broad Exegetical Insights. . . ............ ... ... ... ...... 349
Theological Insights. . .. ... .. e 352
Some Specific Exegetical Insights ElsewhereamBns 9-11. . . .. 357
Exegetical Insights into the Epistle as a Whole.. . ... ..... .. 361
Paul's Use of the OId Testament. . . ... ....ccc. . .. ... ... ... ... 362
Textual ISSUes. . .. ... 362
Paul's Hermeneutic. . . ........ ... i 364
Intertextual Quotation/Allusion, thegitimacy of Paul's
Hermeneutic, and Pauline Scholarship. . .. ..............369

Bibliography. . . ... e 376



Xiii

References and Abbreviations

Translations from ancient literature are by ththauunless otherwise noted.
The first footnote reference to a work (other thasommentary) in any chapter
provides the name of the author(s), the full idehe work, and if applicable, the
page number(s) referred to. Subsequent refereadhs same work in the same
chapter generally provide the author’s/authord tesne(s), an abbreviated form of
the title, and if applicable, the page number(8rred to. References to dictionary
articles may either follow this same pattern oérefice or give the dictionary
abbreviation in place of the title of the artid@ommentaries are referred to by the
author’s last name (except in cases where fullereace is necessary to identify a
specific author), and if applicable, page numbeki#en an author's name is in
possessive form, the location of the referencedkided in parentheses. Full details
of all references may be found in the bibliographlgbreviations of Philo’s works
follow those given in C. D. Yonge, tran$he Works of Philo: New Updated Edition
Complete and Unabridged in One Volume. Other abbreviations follow those given in
Patrick H. Alexander et al., ediye SBL Handbook of Syle: For Ancient Near
Eastern, Biblical, and Early Christian Studies, published in 1999. The following
abbreviations are either not found in this sourncare to replace the corresponding

abbreviations it provides:

CBSC Cambridge Bible for Schools and Colleges
ConNT Coniectanea neotestamentica

corr. corrected

DNTB Dictionary of New Testament Background

ed(s). editor(s), edited by, edition

enl. enlarged

JSJSup Journal for the Study of Judaism SuppleBemts

LAB Liber Antiquitatum Biblicarum/ Pseudo Philo



