


A Collection of
Email Responses to Future Israel

Since the release of Future Israel by Broadman & Holman in October, 2007,
responses by email have been increasing at a steady rate, even from countries abroad.
Formal academic reviews have yet to be published though some have been promised.
Nevertheless the added impetus given by the recent Shepherds” Conference at Grace
Community Church, just north of Los Angeles, has led to considerable interaction
including some telephone calls. Jewish Christians have been especially overflowing
with gratitude. In a number of cases a response has come after the person concerned
had only read about three chapters. Clearly they had been aroused and just had to get
some thoughts off their chest. One of these critically suggested that there seemed to be a
lack of referencing Scripture in the volume, that is after having read only about three
chapters! One critic on a blog site admitted that he had not yet read the book, but since
it had been commended by that dispensationalist John MacArthur, then it had to be
discounted! This has now led me first to respond, when questioned about some issue
that Future Israel raises, “Have you read the book right through?” So a variety of
responses is provided without acknowledgment of any names.

November 19, 2007

I am a British Messianic Jew and I am very much enjoying your book Future Israel.
It is a book which greatly needed writing!

The Law School
University of Huddersfield

November 21, 2007

Hi Barry, I was given a preview of your chapter 7 to look at a few years ago and have been
excitedly awaiting my copy of your book ever since. I got it today and am so thrilled that it is in
print. I've also been reading the online version and am really encouraged by the sound
scholarship you display. We are in a grim country [Britain] when it comes to Christian anti-
Judaism and your book is desperately needed.



I am in full time ministry with Christian Witness to Israel and pastor a local Messianic
Fellowship as well as being the editor of the British Messianic Jewish Alliance magazine and the
Jewish Affairs Correspondent for the British Church Newspaper. 1 will be using all these avenues
to promote your book.

Bless you brother and may you know the Lord's protection from the gainsayers and
character assassins.

November 23, 2007

Blessings. I'll try to be brief. I am 33, from Puerto Rico. I work as an attorney’s-notary,
married, 3 kids (6, and 8 month twins). I came upon your book while reading pastor John
MacArthur’s sermons on Why Every Calvinist Should be Premillennial. I cannot tell you
enough how much I identified myself with the introduction to Future Israel. Knowing the
doctrines of grace, and being blessed with the reading of many great reformers and puritans,
nevertheless, I have never agreed with the amillennial view and, quite frankly, having studied a
bit of history, it did not fit with not only a normal hermeneutic, but also with the ethics that
sound Bible doctrine should bring.

I became more interested on the subject so that recently my wife and I decided, after much
prayer, and study, to seek for a new local church. The church we were attending was getting
into many compromises, and very limited in teaching the whole counsel of God. I was teaching
a Bible class one week that was so challenging as I have always been a "protesting protestant".
Pastor MacArthur’s Grace to You helped me a lot during this decision. I tell you this because in
our searching for churches we visited two reformed churches (one Baptist, the other
Presbyterian), although I was raised in a Baptist Church that was not Reformed. And right there
it hit me, first in studies I participated in when discussing about the millennium in which many
of the things, scripturally, did not make sense to me. However the attitude towards Israel is a
reality. At that time one of the pastors, a brother in Christ, recommended that I read a book by
Hoekema, so I started reading it, while at the same time re-reading Ezekiel, Zechariah, Hosea,
Romans 9-11, and I just could not see it (the amillennial view). On the contrary it helped me get
a stronger perspective on the premillennial position.

Then I got MacArthur's sermons (great stuff, and much needed). I ordered your book from
Amazon, and just two days ago finished reading it. By the grace of God, it was such a refreshing
and complete work. Thanks for your diligence, and surely the glory be to Him. It was so
refreshing reading the positions of the likes of J. C. Ryle, Bonar, Spurgeon, etc. And it is quite
true, Reformed book stores will stock the writings of these great men, but not their millennial
views. It would be so refreshing to see these particular books of J. C. Ryle and Horatius Bonar
for sale on those shelves. I have got to tell you that MacArthur’s sermons have had agreat
impact even on Reformed amillennial pastors here. They are considering his messages. I got one
more copy of Future Israel to give to the Presbyterian pastor who shared the Hoekema book
with me.

I was trying to be brief (sorry), but I really have a passion for the Lord and His Word, and
this was a much appreciated work. As of now we keep looking for a local church, one of sound



doctrine (not a perfect one). This must be done with much prayer and discernment. Puerto Rico
is a big mix of religion. I'll try to keep teaching and sharing the Word at work and with my
family, and hopefully will obtain nouthetic certification for Biblical Counseling from the
institute that Jay E. Adams directs. Although it is a long distance course, I really have a passion
for teaching and helping fellow believers. I just want to give the Lord my best, and be prepared
for whatever, by His grace, He wants me to do. Thanks for hearing me out. May our Lord keep
blessing your ministry and family. In Christ.

November 26, 2007

I want to thank you for your ministry! I feel as though the Lord has graciously put you in
my path. First of all, I was raised in the Methodist church and thus was an Arminian until the
Lord graciously revealed to me the freeing truth of Reformed theology about two years ago.
Since that time my wife and I have read The Pilgrim’s Progress which has ministered to us both
abundantly and has become my favorite book. I have been engulfed in the study of the Word
and have been struggling quite a bit with several issues; namely, whether or not the Lord has a
future for national Israel. I just picked up your book, Future Israel and can’t wait to begin
studying it. Simply from studying Rom 9-11 I feel as though there is a future for these people,
but I am very torn as it seems anyone who thinks this is derided as being a dispensationalist.

All that I have read is your personal introduction and I am so excited to see a scholarly work by
a Calvinist who proposes that there is a future for national Israel. Thank you for the work and I
look forward to receiving instruction from the Lord through it.

December 28, 2007
I am reading your book Future Israel and have a couple of questions.

1 On page 58 you said that you agree with Robertson's statement that "this new covenant
people would be formed around the core of twelve Israelites who were chosen to constitute the
ongoing Israel of God". My question is if the twelve apostles were the core of this new covenant
people which constitute the ongoing Israel of God, who else has been honored to be a member
with them? Have any or all of the Jewish converts to Christ been part of this Israel of God or are
they just part of the Church and will never be part of the Israel of God, or does membership in
this new covenant people wait until the time of the tribulation?

Paul writes his Epistle to the Galatians to "the churches of Galatia" (1:2), yet he also
addresses "the Israel of God" (6:16), or remnant of Jewish Christians (Rom. 11:5), which
maintains a Jewish identity within the one people of God or church/assembly of Jesus Christ.
Thus any Jewish Christian is part of "the Israel of God" in any church setting. The assemblies of
this one body of Christ have held to differing emphases according to Jewish or Gentile
constituencies, even as would surely have been the case with the church at Jerusalem when



compared with the church at Antioch. In this regard I happily accept Messianic assemblies
provided they maintain an uncompromising faith in the gospel of free grace (Acts 15:11).
However, the commencement of the church of Christ was Jewish and, as Paul makes plain in
Romans 11, the Gentiles were engrafted into this Jewish root, and thus, as you put it, "were
honored to be members with them." In the coming Messianic/millennial kingdom, the one
people of God will enjoy happy Jewish/Gentile relations while there will be a territorial
distinction concerning the Jewish possession of the Land of Israel. This distinction can only
come to pass at the return of Jesus Christ (Zech. 14:9) even though today the Land of Israel
remains an inviolate inheritance kept for that consummate day. Again, the New Covenant was
cut through Christ's self-offering, as the quintessential Jew, in the center of Israel, before Israel,
as promised to the Israeli twelve apostles (Luke 22:20). Note that here Jesus refers to, "This cup
which is poured out for you [the representatives of Israel]." I do not see that "the [future]
tribulation" changes any of this since it especially applies to unbelieving Israel after the flesh
that will be largely gathered in Jerusalem and suffer great persecution from the nations just
prior to the return of Christ (Zech. 14:2-5).

2 Will the converts to Christ after the tribulation begins be expected to follow New
Testament teaching concerning the church? Will the one new man of Ephesians 2 still be
operable truth? Are Jews and Gentiles to live in assemblies together as co-heirs of the promises
to Abraham or are they to dwell separately? Are there churches during this time?

Assuming there are Christians "after [or during] the tribulation," as you suggest, then there
will be "churches/assemblies" that follow basic New Testament principles." This must be. As in
the previous response, they may gather more according to the style of the Jerusalem or Antioch
churches. Of course the principle of "one new man" of Ephesians 2 will apply in the same way
that the unity of Galatians 3:28 is applicable to the ongoing diversity of male and female, etc.,
and thus Jew and Gentile.

3 You used some strong language in describing the attitudes and statements concerning
Albertus Pieters and Loraine Boettner, language like racist slander, despicable language, bitter
diatribe, unworthy of any Christian, harangue, without compassion, outrageous attitude of
arrogance and contempt, extremely shameful. Upon reflection would you change any of the
above language that you used toward your Christian brothers?

Yes, without hesitation I uphold the critical assessment of Pieters and Boettner, even as did
the editor when the whole manuscript was carefully reviewed. Note that with the criticism of
Burge, he being more moderate in his language, so my response to his writings was intended to
be less sharp. Though in the long run Burge basically comes out with the same essential
doctrine as Pieters and Boettner. I am wondering if you really grasp just how anti-Judaic much
of Christianity, both Catholic and Protestant, has been over the centuries up to the present, even
within Reformed fellowships. Though you have compressed my critical terms in a manner that
tends to enhance the overall censure. So let me compress the other side just a little where Pieters
and Boettner refer to the Jews as follows. "There should no longer be any Jewish people in the
world, . . . yet here they are! That is a very sad fact!" "[T]heir error [is] a source of poison in the
life of the world; and 'The Jew' became the great persistent international problem." "[TThe fact of
the matter is that He [God] is through with the Jews as a unified national group." "[TThose who
today are popularly called 'Jews' are in reality not Jews at all," etc. I do not believe that this calls



for mild disapproval. Hopefully you have read the whole of Future Israel, though you seem to
indicate that this may not be the case. Especially consider the emphases on history and the
terrible effects of Christian Augustinianism on the Jewish people. Pieters and Boettner plainly
reflect this shameful tradition. No lesser adjective is worthy here. I also quoted the similar
strong critical assessments of Fruchtenbaum and Litttell. Regarding the latter, read his The
Crucifixion of the Jews, as reviewed in the Annotated Bibliography, in the light of which my
criticism might be regarded as quite tepid. Also, I might suggest you read some of the anti-
Judaic writings of Chrysostom and Luther, and then consider what mild terms might be
appropriate.

December 29, 2007

It is 12:31 AM and I have to preach tomorrow and I can't seem to put your book down.
Inspired by your book I recently preached on Zechariah and an ex-Jehovah's Witness
approached me afterwards and said, "until you preached that book I just thought the Old
Testament was an antiquated book to a nation long dead. Now I know the Old Testament is
alive and well because God's people are alive and well."

Thank you for Future Israel. What an extraordinary work. I am a graduate of The
Master’s Seminary. God bless your work!

February 5, 2008

I am just a few pages away from finishing Future Israel. What a great book. Well researched
and articulated. Thanks to God for using you in this very much needed area of theology.

February 11, 2008

Dr. Horner, I wanted to thank you for the book Future Israel. It has been a great help in
supporting an approach to the Scriptures that is consistent and Christ exalting. Also, your web
site [www.bunyanministries.org] has a number of significant and helpful articles. As I have
read and enjoyed your focus and exegetical work in the key texts it strikes me that you might be
sympathetic toward a progressive dispensational position as set forth by men like Bock, Saucy
and Blaising. I personally lean this way having had Dr. Blaising for eschatology while at Dallas
Seminary in the mid 80's. I also would be reformed in my soteriology and agree that the
hermeneutic that gives us the doctrines of grace cannot support an amillennial eschatology. It
was eye opening to read about the history of Augustinian eschatology and its connection to
reformed theology.



All this is to say that it would be helpful to get your thoughts on some of the texts that are
more difficult to fit into a position that holds to a future for ethnic Israel in the glorious
kingdom on earth under Messiah. Our elder board is wrestling through the hermeneutical
issues associated with the relationship between the testaments and a couple of the men have
been influenced heavily by Voss' teaching. We purchased five copies of your book and are
hoping to work through it together. The history sections will be important but what I hope will
carry the day is the solid exegetical work you have done in the various texts.

I believe one of the greatest obstacles is how to understand the passage in Ezekiel about
the temple with its sacrifices. Jerusalem as a redeemed seat of government with its glorious
temple makes sense and certainly the sacrifices would look back to the cross but the Ezekiel text
implies that they will be more than simply memorial in nature. Do you possibly see them
functioning the same way that the sacrifices did under the Mosaic covenant? - Dealing with
sins in a temporal propitious cleansing way because Israel's holy God was physically dwelling
in the midst of an imperfect people?

Because Sam Waldron, a Reformed Baptist, has raised the question of sacrifices being
offered in the eschatological Ezekiel temple, this issue is dealt with in more detail in the
Reviews page where response is made to his blog challenges. As a starter with regard to
resolving this problem, consider the fact that in Zechariah 14, which chapter is, for myself,
undoubtedly referring to the Messianic/millennial age, verses 16-19 describe the celebration of
the Feast of Booths/Tabernacles. Also see the following comment.

Another passage that came up concerned the comments by Jeremiah (Jer. 33:17-22) where
the Davidic Covenant is linked to the longevity of the Levitical priesthood with the same
terminology used in Jeremiah 31:35-37 (following the New Covenant promise) to declare the
permanent status of the nation of Israel. How would you understand God's promise to the
Levitical priesthood in this context. It seems plausible that they will function as priests offering
the sacrifices during the millennial reign in the Jerusalem temple but, do you see a role for them
in some sense continuing into the eternal state? It appears from Revelation 21-22 that for all
eternity we will have an administration that involves Jesus functioning as the Davidic King
ruling over Israel and the nations which implies that the Levites will also have an eternal
ministering presence before God.

Your reference to Jeremiah 33:17-22 is a point well made, especially as the perpetuation of
the Levitical priesthood here, in some way, is inviolately connected with the perpetuation of the
Davidic Covenant. This ties in with my previous comment re Zechariah 14 and the
perpetuation, in some way, of the Feast of Booths/Tabernacles. In turn, surely this has some
connection with a right understanding of Ezekiel 40-48. Therefore the presence of the Levitical
priesthood during the Messianic/millennial kingdom may well be for the purpose of testifying,
in some way, to the superiority of Christ’s priesthood (Heb. 7:4-28).




February 19, 2008

I am the branch leader of Jews for Jesus in the UK and am writing to firstly
thank you and thank God for your book Future Israel, which, for me, is a long awaited response
to the position of those who, like Stephen Sizer in the UK, see no God-given continuing purpose
for Israel as a nation.

There is, however, one matter which I would like you to consider addressing in a
subsequent edition of your book. I think that your use of the term "Judaism", occurring very
frequently, is often wrong. You use it where you mean "Jewish identity" or simply "Israel". For
example on page 40: "National and territorial Judaism" and "extinction of Judaism;" and then
page 66, "Theological Anti-Judaism, as distinguished from racial Anti-Judaism," etc. In
these instances you are referring to the national identity of the Jewish people and not to
Judaism.

Judaism is, as you are well aware, a religion passed down by rabbis. It is a Jewish religion
but it is neither the Jewish people, nor Jewish identity nor Israel. I think that your faulty use of
he term Judaism weakens your good arguments. So, for example, on page 66 you write,
"Theological Anti-Judaism . . . may be defined as the biblically derived conclusion that
contemporary Judaism . . . has no present nor future legitimacy in the mind of God." Most of us
at Jews for Jesus, like myself, would agree that "Judaism" has no God-given legitimacy. However
we would all disagree that contemporary Israel has no present or future legitimacy in the mind
of God. By wrongly using the word "Judaism" you confuse matters and weaken your sound
arguments.

I am continuing to read your book and look forward to the unfolding pages. With grateful
thanks for the book and best wishes in Christ

It was good to hear from you. When next in London it would also be a delight if we could
have some fellowship. I remember visiting your offices there over three years ago. At that time
there was encouragement to publish Future Israel through Paternoster. I signed a contract, from
which I was later released. The reason was that when the editing process began I became
unhappy with their approach, including Anglican influences. I can give the details at another
time. However, how glad I was that David Brickner then suggested Broadman & Holman. Their
handling of the whole matter from start to finish has been so encouraging.

Concerning Future Israel you raise an important matter re my use of "Judaism", though I
might need further convincing regarding the points that you make. I am aware of Baruch
Maoz's Judaism Is Not Jewish and on looking up his early remarks about terminology, on p. 37 he
appears to simply assume that the meaning of "Judaism" is with regard to "national customs
formulated by Old Testament and rabbinic injunctions." On p. xx of the Personal Introduction to
Future Israel you will note that, "anti-Judaism needs explication. Here it is intended to refer to
classic anti-Judaism, which involves opposition to the biblical legacy of Torah mediated
through Abraham and Moses rather than opposition to the Rabbinic and Talmudic accretions
that Jesus Christ so vigorously opposed."

Etymologically, in the Oxford Dictionary, "Judaism" is described as, "the religion of the
Jews, with a belief in one God and a basis in Mosaic and rabbinical teachings." Then "Jewish" is
described as, "of or relating to Jews, of Judaism." I glanced at a number of books in my library



and found that "Judaism" is often used interchangeably with being "Jewish." It would probably
be true to say that when Future Israel was edited, those involved were mostly Gentile. However
I am wondering if in Jewish Christian and Messianic circles it has become accepted for
"Judaism" to be distinguished from being "Jewish." If this is the case, then I wonder if there has
been a too ready modern capitulation of "Judaism" to an inappropriate qualification. My
thought would be to distinguish between "Judaism" in terms of its biblical roots and "Rabbinic
Judaism" in terms of its traditional, non-biblical dominance. Of course the meaning of words
does evolve, though I question the propriety of allowing "Judaism” to yield to an exclusive and
derogatory tone.

Well, that is enough said. Perhaps I have missed something here. So your response will be
very much appreciated. In grace and truth.

February 24, 2008

Hello, Barry. I just started your "Future Israel!” I thought I was the only one and now I see
there are 7000! (Figuratively speaking).

My journey is much like your first few pages. I'm Jewish, so I have a personal stake in this,
not only a theological one. I have taught a series on "Anti-semitism in the Church" and almost
without exception have been met with shock and amazement. I love the sweetness of Reformed
soteriology, but almost vomit at the replacement theology that most often accompanies it. I'm a
long time student of R.C. Sproul and I am so happy that he has softened his stand on the future
of Israel. If God would break His promises to His chosen, will He think twice about breaking
them to engrafted Gentiles? Where is the security in that?

I'm excited about reading your work, slowly, carefully and with appreciation for what you
have done. I've spent a lot of time in the key scriptures you mention and love God more every
time I go through them. Today, in our small group, we covered Obadiah 1, Amos 9, Isaiah 34
and more. Great stuff! It gives me shivers to see the outworking of God's promises in our day.

I know, I'm going on and on. I'll stop (for the moment.). But you may hear from me as I
progress through your book!

March 9, 2008

I have been reading about your book and have been reading some of the book itself
online. I just wanted to understand where your coming from as I am very busy this time of
year. Do you consider yourself a historic premillennialist? If so, how does your form of historic
premillennialism differ from Ladd? Are you a dispensationalist? Do you not believe that
Christians are engrafted in to the true Israel according to Romans 11? Obviously, these
questions are all related. I know I could get all this from the book, but again, I am very limited
in the amount of time I have. Could you shed some more light on these issues for me?



Having just returned from the Shepherds' Conference in California, I too am busy. So I will
respond quite briefly. I would be classified as premillennial, though what you may mean by
"historic" needs clarification. I do not believe that Ladd fits into this category, so you can read
about this in Future Israel. Re dispensationalism, the book is not about this. Considerable
supportive reference is made to Bonar, Ryle, and Spurgeon. Were they dispensational? Re
Romans 11, again you need to read the book. I am not going to recapitulate here. If you are so
busy that you do not have the time to read Future Israel, then you can be sure that I do not have
the time to answer your questions. When you have read it right through, then come back to me
with your concerns. In grace and truth.

March 13, 2008

I have been involved in Jewish ministry almost since I became a Christian in 1992. 1
became a Calvinist in early 1995 and have become steadily more Reformed, in the broader
sense, since then. I heard your interview on Iron Sharpens Iron and a lot of what you said hit
home. Over the years, I've done some thinking about the Reformed world and Jewish missions.

Please keep up the good work. I'm sure I would have a lot to talk to you about. But let me
leave you with one thought. I'm pretty sure I'm in agreement with your view about how there is
one people of God with distinctions (or something similar to what you said). I think a lot of the
reaction to the Jewish people and Jewish missions we dislike is an overreaction to the
dispensationalist teaching of there being two separate peoples of God.




