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GOD IS DOING EXACTLY WHAT HE INTENDED TO DO 

Romans 9:1-33 

 

What is the ISSUE?  
Has the Word of God failed? Have the Promises God made to the Nation and through the 
Nation to the Nations failed? Or has God been faithful in fulfilling His Promises? 
 

What is the PROBLEM?  
The questions exists because of a failed understanding of what constitutes the promise and its 
fulfillment. 
 

What are the QUESTIONS?  
1. Is the chapter dealing with who is savable or is it dealing with the means of how one might 

be saved? 
2. Are the promises made to Israel terminal with Israel OR where they given to Israel and 

through Israel to the Nations? 
3. Is this passage teaching that Gentiles become Jews or replace the Jewish Nation?  
 

What is the ANSWER?  
Resolution happens when the promise of God is clearly understood. It is also addressed as to 
who is in charge overseeing fulfillment. The answer of fulfillment does not reside in humanity, 
but in God. Paul begins answering the problem | issue in Romans 9 with five paragraphs. 
 

I.  1s t  Paragraph - The Positional Privilege of the Historic Nation of Israel 
(vv. 1-5).  

 

A. It was a nation that received Paul’s greatest affection and sacrifice (vv. 1-3). 
 

B. It was a nation to whom belonged . . .  
 

1. The adoption of sons (v.4). 
2. The glory (v.4). 
3. The covenants (v.4). 
4. The giving of the Law (v.4). 
5. The temple services (v.4). 
6. The promises of a coming deliverer (v.5). 

 

This paragraph terminates with, “Amen.” 
The next paragraph begins with an answer to a question that is assumed. 
 

II.  God’s Promise to Israel Is Not Cancelled by Gentile Inclusion (Vv.6-29).  
 

A. 2nd Paragraph – (vv. 6-13) 
 
Q – 6 “But it is not as though the word of God has failed [has it?].”  - Has the Word of God 
failed? 
A – God chose the family [line] through whom the Seed Promise would come 
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If God made a promise to the nation and the nation does not appear to have received the 
promise, then is the promise void?  Has the Word of God failed? 
 

1. Paul’s Claim: God’s Word has not failed (v. 6a). 
 

2. Paul’s Reasoning: Not every Jew or descendent of Abraham is an Israelite or child 
of Abraham (vv. 6b, 7a). 

 
The issue is one of PROMISE (Gen. 3:15). Therefore . . .  
 

a. Not everyone who is a descendent of an Israelite is an Israelite (v. 6b). 
b. Not everyone who is a descendent of Abraham is a child of Abraham (v. 7a). 

 
[Think about what Paul says in Galatians. Those who are of faith in Christ are now the children 
of Abraham and children of God. This is the real theological problem for natural born Jews.] 
 

 Gal. 3: 7 Know then that it is those of faith who are the sons of Abraham. 8 And the 
Scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the Gentiles 
 

 Gal. 3:29 And if you belong to Christ, then you are Abraham's descendants, heirs 
according to promise. 

 
3. Paul’s Explanation: Physical descent is not the issue (vv. 7b-13). 

 
a. Isaac and Ishmael (vv. 7b-9)  
b. Jacob and Esau (vv. 10-13) 

 
Abraham had many children, but only one would be the child of PROMISE. 
 
Notice how the contrast exists between the children of the flesh and the children of the promise.  
The children of the flesh are generically and broadly identified as not being the children of God.  
This is not an absolute or exclusive statement, but one as it relates to promise.  Remember the 
Garden with Cain, Abel, and Seth.  Remember Genesis 6:1 with the daughters of men (i.e. 
children of the flesh, the ungodly line of Cain) and the sons of God (i.e. children of promise, the 
godly line of Seth).  This distinction between the corporate line and the individual is 

important. 
 
The issue is one of promise not of physical descent.  Paul’s explanation is found in an historical 
overview and then a theological explanation.  Abraham had many sons.  The two primary sons 
were Isaac and Ishmael.  Isaac was the child of promise.  Ishmael was not.  In fact Ishmael 
became the father of the Arabic nations.  They are not the nations of promise.   
 
Isaac had two sons (v.10 [Isaac had many sons, but only the twins are used to illustrate his 
point]).  The twins were named Jacob and Esau.  Prior to their birth God had already chosen 
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Jacob to be the recipient of the promise.  Esau was passed over.  Esau was as much a child of 
Isaac and Rebecca as was Jacob.  But he was not the recipient of the promise and thus not an 
Israelite or Abraham’s seed.  We can argue the issue genetically, but that is not the point.  He 
was not a child according to promise and thus he is passed over.  The issue here is not 
redemptive as much as promise.  The redemptive purpose of God would come through a 
specific line/promise.  This does not negate anyone from coming, but the seed promise of 
Genesis 3:15 would come through a specific genealogical line. What is of interest is that the 
line has always had non-Jewish DNA (I.e. Rahab, Tamar, Ruth, Bathsheba, etc.) 
 

B. 3rd Paragraph – (vv. 14-18) 
 
Q – 14 “What shall we say then? Is there injustice on God's part? By no means!” - Has the Justice 
of God failed?  
A – God chose the nation through whom the Seed Promise would come 
 

C. 4th Paragraph – (vv. 19-29) 
 
Q – 19 You will say to me then, “Why does he still find fault? For who can resist his will?” - 
Has the Fairness of God failed? 
A – God chose the nations for whom the Seed Promise would come 
 
God’s promise has always been selective based on His choosing not ours. Part of the ‘issue’ is 
what constitutes the promise. The Promise Covenant to Israel was always intended to go 
through Israel to the Nations. The problem for the Nation of Israel comes when that Nation 
becomes a cul-de-sac and not a thoroughfare between the Seed Promise and the Nations. 
 
A SIDE BAR [just a thought]: 
The content of the Abrahamic Covenant began in the Garden and collapses [culminates] in the 
Christ. The greatness of Abraham’s offspring is singular as it relates to the SEED. The LAND, 
SEED, BLESSING Promise wasn’t three separate ideas, but one. Just like the covenants, so also 
the promise. All aspects of that promise find their fulfillment in the Christ not the Nation. If that 
idea is provable and valid, then how we read Romans 9-11 will tie into the Melodic Line of 
Romans. 
 
Gentiles are included with Jews in God’s plan (vv. 24-29). 
 

1. Hosea spoke of Gentile inclusion (vv. 25, 26 [Hosea 2:23; 1:10]). 
 

2. Isaiah spoke of Jewish inclusion (vv. 27-29 [Isaiah 10:22, 23; 1:9]). 
 
Jews do not become Gentiles no more than Gentiles become Jews.  Being Jewish is an ethnicity, 
culture, and religion.  I can never become a Jew genetically, but I could become Jewish by 
practicing Judaism (i.e., No more than all Muslims are Arabic).  Both groups when putting faith 
in the promise become His people and the remnant.  We confuse ethnicity with redemption.  
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Geographical location and parentage define ethnicity.  Redemption overrides ethnicity.  
Redemption includes people from every tribe, language, people, and nations (Rev. 5:9, 10). 
 

9 And they sang a new song, saying, "Worthy are You to take the book and to break its seals; 
for You were slain, and purchased for God with Your blood men from every tribe and tongue 
and people and nation. 10 "You have made them to be a kingdom and priests to our God; 
and they will reign upon the earth." 

 
Both were included because of His mercy being extended according to His good pleasure in 
order to show the riches of His glory.  For a fourth time Paul responds to an anticipated question.  
How did the Gentiles get in without the Law and the Jews not get in with the Law?  “In order 
that God’s purpose according to His choice might stand, not because of works, but because of 
Him who calls (v. 11).” 
 
 
III.  God’s Promise Is Appropriated By Faith Not By Works (Vv. 30-33) 
 
Verses thirty through thirty-three must be seen in light of the larger context.  Those who believe 
and receive are those on whom God has shown mercy.  Those who stumble and are offended 
are those whom God hardens.  Such theology in no way dampens our yearning to see souls 
saved.  What it does do is place the matter in the hands of God.   
 
Although there is fundamentally the idea of seed promise there is also those who believe the 
promise and become part of the believing seed promise.  It is impossible not to see some kind of 
redemptive element present throughout the chapter and most certainly in verses 30-33. 
 
Regardless of ethnicity, those who believe in Jesus are full heirs and children of Abraham. The 
righteous were always to walk by faith even while under the Law. When the Law became the 
cause for one’s rightness before God and not the consequence of one’s rightness with God, 
then one could not be saved. 
 

D. 5th Paragraph – (vv. 30-33) 
 
Q - 30 What shall we say, then? – Has the Plan of God failed? 
A – God chose the path for appropriating the Seed Promise 
 

1. The righteousness of God is only attained by faith 
 

2. The righteousness of God cannot be attained by works 
 
POINT | EMPHASIS 
God does exactly what He intended to do from the very beginning. Our problem with Israel is 
failing to understand what God intended to do from the very beginning. His vision of covering 
the earth with the knowledge of His glory is being fulfilled in the saving of Jews and Gentiles 
alike by grace alone through faith alone in Christ alone apart from the Law. 



 

249 

 
CONCLUSION 
 

1. God’s promise is not based on human merit or work but divine choice; the “seed” 
promise (v. 11). 

 
2. God’s promise is not based on human will or exertion but according to His good pleasure; 

Egypt’s destruction (vv. 14-18). 
 
His usage of Pharaoh makes two points.  First, he was raised up to demonstrate God’s power 
and to proclaim His name throughout the whole earth.  Second, God’s power was displayed 
and His name proclaimed by hardening Pharaoh’s heart and destroying him and his people!  
This is the truth of Proverbs 16:4 – “God has made all things for Himself, even the wicked for 
the day of evil.”  What is God’s conclusion to the whole matter?  I will have mercy on whom I 
desire and I will harden and crush whom I desire.  What is man’s conclusion?  It is far different 
than that of God’s!  Paul again anticipates man’s response. 
 
Through whom the fulfillment of the seed promise comes is not dependent on anything other 
than God’s good pleasure. What are we to conclude concerning the Potter and his Clay? 
 

3. God’s promise is unsearchable in its implementation; the Potter and the Clay (vv.19-23; 
Job 38:1-12; 40:1-9; Matthew 20:1-16). 

 
If it does not matter whether we will or run and if it does not matter whether we are good or 
bad and if it is entirely up to God’s good pleasure as to whether or not we are the recipients of 
mercy or hardening and if no one can resist His will, then why is He still finding fault with those 
who disobey?  “YOU” think that is a good question!  Paul’s response – who are you to talk back 
to God?  Does that not seem to slap us right in the face?  Why do we find this statement so 
caustic?  Why is it so abrasive?  Why is there a sense of outrage?  Because we are arrogant 
pots!  We are insulted by such theology because we feel that as creatures we have certain God 
given rights.  This is simply not so.  Our understanding of God and of man are so skewed that 
we believe we can dictate to Him what He can and cannot do.  We have an inflated view of man 
and a deflated view of God.  We are afraid of letting God be God.  We, like Job, must see God.  
Such a vision will open our eyes. 
 
Shall the pot complain to the potter concerning His work?  No!  Does the potter have the right 
to make one pot for mercy and another for destruction?  The passive voice is used.  The subject 
is the recipient of the action.  They were crafted by the potter for this purpose.  Verse 21 speaks 
of the potter making from the same lump each of the vessels.  Verse 22 implies the vessel of 
wrath was prepared by the potter just as the vessel of glory in verse 23.  Verse twenty-three 
shows how God actively crafted other pots for glory.  I am not sure how we can get around the 
implications of such thoughts.  For us to sit back and charge God with injustice or to accuse Him 
of not being fair is ludicrous on the creature’s part.   
 

God makes good on His promises to the Nation and through the Nation to the Nations in 
Jesus. Let us not put a comma where God puts a period. 
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