Satan’s Deception - “The
Misunderstood Covenant &
Rethinking Ethnic Identity,
Biblical Promises, & Modern
Israel in Christian Theology”

Declaration & Disclaimer of
Infallibility

The focus on the topic at hand is grounded in historical
documentation and biblical scripture, interpreted through a
lens of unwavering faith in God’s infallible word, which has
withstood rigorous examination for centuries. This webpage
post was composed after gathering considerable information to
make the claim as titled. Shortcomings with any inaccuracies
limit our ability to claim perfection. Hopefully, we can agree
and recognize that the divine Lord, Savior, and God of this
universe is the only one who can claim to be without error.

Despite the use of sourced material, some may view what 1is
compiled here as incorrect. If errors are found, they are
welcome to be pointed out and supported with fact-based
analysis. However, it is essential to emphasize that the
intent here was not to claim infallibility by the author but
to present a perspective that invites further discussion.
Addressing every point on this topic would require far more
space than this post allows, but a sincere effort has been
made to provide a thorough and honest overview.

Should inaccuracies be noted, the author encourages others to
present additional research and facts, adhering to a biblical
approach and the guidelines found in scripture.
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Introduction

It is crucial to maintain honesty when engaging with topics
that challenge traditional interpretations of biblical
teachings. Often, our instinctive reaction is to dismiss ideas
that contradict prior education or learning. However,
scripture reminds us of the deceiver, Satan, who operates like
a roaring lion, seeking to mislead the world (1 Peter 5:8).

Genesis 3:4 illustrates how Eve was misled by the serpent,
identified in Revelation 12:9 and 20:2 as “that ancient
serpent,” “the devil,” and “Satan.” Even those in a
relationship with Christ can fall prey to deception when
relying solely on others for understanding rather than seeking
the truth themselves. The Holy Spirit is the ultimate guide,
revealing truth through prayer and diligent study of
scripture.

The Bible warns of Satan’s subtle tactics. In 2 Corinthians
11:3, Paul cautions against being deceived and diverted from
devotion to Christ. Other scriptures, such as 2 Corinthians
2:10-11, 2 Timothy 3:13, and Mark 13:22, underscore the need
to remain vigilant and rooted in gospel truth to guard against
deception.

With these principles in mind, we now delve into the central
topic of this post.

Video Foretaste

Let us begin by watching the following video, and then we’'ll
break down some of the points made that will give a better



historical perspective from a biblical narrative.

There's much to say about the video, but I will address the
content as we progress, but let’s address the confusion with
how a majority of believers misunderstand the topic as titled.
There is much confusion and disinformation that'’s spread on
the topic of “the Jews” and the term anti-semitism, the
hyphenated spelling. A word processor spell checker will
correct this word and spell it as — antisemitism. We will
revisit the term “the Jews” — but for now I'd like to direct
your attention to this LINK. There is a dark deceptive past
that was perpatrated by Satan in the garden with Adam and Eve,
which ultimately has resulted in the ongoing history of a
eschatological belief system within the Christian community
that’s misleading and can be questionable when it’s studied 1in
depth.

Jesus’ Lineage & The Tribe of Judah

The question of whether Jesus Christ was a Jew has been
debated among Christians for centuries. While mainstream
Christian doctrine accepts that Jesus was Jewish, being born
into the lineage of Judah, some challenge this assumption.
These perspectives examine biblical texts, the evolution of
the term “Jew,” and the ethnic complexity of Judea during
Jesus’ time

The Bible clearly establishes Jesus’ lineage within the tribe
of Judah. Matthew 1:1-17 traces His genealogy through David, a
descendant of Judah, and Hebrews 7:14 confirms, “It is evident
that our Lord sprang out of Judah.” This lineage connects
Jesus to the covenant promises made to Israel. However, being
from the tribe of Judah does not necessarily equate to being a
“Jew” in the modern sense of the term.


https://antisemitism.adl.org/deicide/

The Evolving Definition of “Jew”

Historically, the term “Jew” was derived from “Judean,”
referring to inhabitants of Judea, the southern kingdom of
Israel after its division. At the time of Jesus, Judea was a
Roman province with a diverse population, including
Israelites, Edomites, and other groups. By then, “Jew” had
become a broader term encompassing those living in Judea or
practicing Judaism, regardless of their specific lineage.

This broad application of “Jew” is significant. For example,
during the Hasmonean period, Edomites (descendants of Esau)
were forcibly converted to Judaism by John Hyrcanus. Strabo
and Josephus document this integration, noting that the
Edomites adopted Jewish customs but were distinct from
Israelites. Revelation 2:9 and 3:9 also highlight the issue of
those “who say they are Jews and are not,” emphasizing the
distinction between true descendants of Judah and others who
identified as Jews.

Paul’'s writings further illuminate this distinction. In Romans
9:6-7, Paul states, “For they are not all Israel, which are of
Israel.” He differentiates between physical descendants of
Abraham and the “children of the promise” chosen through Isaac
and Jacob. This distinction suggests that many identified as
Jews in Jesus’ time were not true Israelites by lineage or
covenant.

Geographical & Ethnic Complexity

The term “Jew” in the New Testament often referred to a
religious or geographical identity rather than a strict ethnic



lineage. Similarly, Genesis 25:20 KJV describes Laban as a
“Syrian” based on residence, though he was part of Abraham’s
extended family. This parallels how individuals in Judea were
called Jews based on residence or religious affiliation rather
than descent from Judah.

Esau’s descendants, the Edomites, were incorporated into
Judean society but remained distinct from the covenant lineage
of Jacob. Esau’s marriage to Mahalath, a daughter of Ishmael,
further distanced the Edomites from the covenantal promises,
which were fulfilled through Jacob. By the New Testament
period, the term “Jew” included a mix of true descendants of
Judah, Edomites, and other converts, complicating its meaning.

Jesus and the Pharisees: A Clash of
Identity

The Gospels frequently depict Jesus in conflict with the
Pharisees and other Jewish 1leaders. In John 8, Jesus
acknowledges their descent from Abraham but denies their
spiritual alignment with him, stating, “If ye were Abraham’s
children, ye would do the works of Abraham” (John 8:39). He
further accuses them of being children of the devil (John
8:44), highlighting a distinction between biological descent
and spiritual identity.

This clash underscores the complexity of Jewish identity
during Jesus’ time. Many who identified as Jews were not true
Israelites but had adopted Jewish customs. Jesus’ critiques
reveal that spiritual alignment with God, not merely heritage,
defines true covenant membership.




Summary & Concluding Outline

The question of whether Jesus was a Jew is more nuanced than
it appears. While He is a descendant of Judah and part of
Israel’s covenant lineage, the term “Jew” during His time
encompassed a broader, more complex identity that included
converts and non-Israelites. Historical events, such as the
forced conversion of the Edomites, further blurred these
distinctions.

Biblical and historical evidence highlights the need for
careful consideration of the term “Jew” and its implications
for understanding Jesus’ identity. Recognizing this complexity
deepens our appreciation for the rich history and theology
surrounding His life and ministry.

This web post has drawn the comparison between how people were
identified in ancient Judea and the identity of Laban as a
“Syrian” (Aramean), which highlights an important historical
and theological issue; the distinction between ethnic lineage
and geographic or religious identity. This issue becomes
especially significant when considering the population of
Judea during and after the Hasmonean period, when the term
“Jew” (or Judahite) began to take on broader meanings beyond
pure ethnic lineage.

In the example of Laban and its comparison, this shows that he
was 1identified as a Syrian (or Aramean, depending on the
translation) in Genesis 25:20 (KJV). The verse states:

“And Isaac was forty years old when he took Rebekah to wife,
the daughter of Bethuel the Syrian of Padan-aram, the sister
to Laban the Syrian.”

In the Hebrew text, the term used is [JI00000O0 (Arammi),
meaning “Aramean,” which refers to the people of Aram, a
region in Mesopotamia. Laban lived in Padan-aram, a region



also associated with the Arameans. The Arameans were a Semitic
people who lived in what is now modern-day Syria and parts of
Mesopotamia.

Thus, the designation of Laban as a “Syrian” in the KJV
reflects this cultural and geographic connection. It’s
important to note that the term “Syrian” in the King James
Bible is an older translation of “Aramean,” as the region of
Aram was later incorporated into what became known as Syria.

Key Points for Comparison:

1. Laban as an Aramean:

» Laban’s identity as a “Syrian” or “Aramean”
reflects his ethnic and geographic origins.

 Though connected to Abraham’s extended family,
Laban was not an Israelite because the Israelite
lineage begins with Jacob (later named Israel).

» This distinction 1is clear in the biblical text,
where ethnicity and geographic origin were often
explicitly noted.

2. Judeans (Jews) in the Second Temple Period:

» By the Second Temple period, especially under the
Hasmonean dynasty (c. 2nd century BCE), the
population of Judea had become a mix of ethnic
groups.

- Edomites (Idumeans): As you mentioned, during the
reign of John Hyrcanus, the Edomites were forcibly
converted to Judaism and incorporated into the
Jewish population. While they adopted Jewish
religious practices, they were not of the lineage
of Jacob.

- Samaritans and Others: Other groups in the region,
including Samaritans and various non-Israelite
peoples, also lived within the broader boundaries



of Judea.

 The term “Jew” began to encompass not just the
descendants of the tribe of Judah or the southern
kingdom of Judah but also anyone living in Judea
who adopted the Jewish faith or practices.

3. Terminology and Confusion:
= The term “Jew” in the New Testament and later
writings can refer to:

 Ethnic descendants of Judah (Judahites).

Religious practitioners of Judaisnm,
regardless of lineage.

 Inhabitants of Judea, irrespective of their
ethnic or religious background.

= This conflation of terms creates confusion when
interpreting biblical texts, especially those with
prophetic or eschatological significance.

4. Relevance to the Biblical Narrative:

=The mix of ethnic groups in Judea ties 1into
prophecies such as those in Revelation 2:9 and
3:9, which reference those “who say they are Jews
but are not” and suggest a distinction between
true covenantal identity and superficial or false
claims.

» Jesus’ interactions with the religious leaders of
His day also reflect this tension. In John
8:39-44, He challenges their claims of being
Abraham’s descendants, emphasizing spiritual
lineage over mere physical ancestry.

5. Modern Implications:
= The question of who constitutes a “Jew” today
mirrors these ancient complexities. Many who



identify as Jewish may not trace their lineage
directly to Jacob but are included through
cultural or religious identity.

» For Christians, this discussion connects to the
New Testament teaching that true Israel consists
of those who are in Christ, as Paul explains in
Romans 2:28-29 and Galatians 3:7-9.

Summarization:

The identification of people in Judea during the Second Temple
period as “Jews” parallels the way Laban was identified as a
“Syrian” or “Aramean.” In both cases, the terms reflect a mix
of ethnic, geographic, and cultural identities rather than
pure lineage. For Judeans, the term “Jew” came to signify
religious adherence and geographic association rather than a
direct descent from Jacob. This mixed population complicates
the understanding of who could truly be called a Judahite or
Israelite, emphasizing the need to distinguish between
physical lineage and spiritual or covenantal identity.

The question of whether the modern Jewish population of Israel
has a biblical or ethnic “right” to the land of Palestine is a
highly complex and controversial topic. It involves
theological, historical, and political dimensions that are
often misunderstood or oversimplified, particularly within the
evangelical Christian community. Let’s address the theological
and historical aspects, incorporating your concern about the
ethnic lineage of modern Jews and how this ties into Christian
eschatology and political ideology.




Outline: Historical and Ethnic
Considerations

1. The Ethnic Composition of Modern Jews:

 Modern Jews trace their identity primarily through
religious, cultural, or ancestral 1lineage, but
their genetic or ethnic connection to the ancient
Israelites is diverse.

- Ashkenazi Jews: These Jews, who make up a
significant portion of the global Jewish
population, largely originate from Europe and are
believed to have mixed ancestry, including
converts to Judaism over the centuries.

- Sephardi and Mizrahi Jews: These groups have
closer ties to the Middle East and North Africa,
though their genetic link to Jacob 1is not
universally agreed upon.

- Khazar Hypothesis: Some argue that a portion of
Ashkenazi Jews descended from the Khazars, a
Turkic people who converted to Judaism in the 8th
or 9th century. While this hypothesis is debated,
it adds to the complexity of the discussion.

2. Forcible Conversions and Mixing of Populations:

= As you pointed out, during the Hasmonean dynasty,
Edomites (descendants of Esau) and other groups
were forcibly converted to Judaism and absorbed
into the Jewish population.

= This means that not all Jews of antiquity were
descendants of Jacob, even during the time of
Jesus, making the ethnic purity of “Jewishness” a
debated concept even then.

3. Modern Political Zionism:
= The establishment of the modern state of Israel in



1948 was driven by political Zionism, which was
more of a secular nationalist movement than a
theological fulfillment of biblical prophecy.

 Many of the leaders of early Zionism, such as
Theodor Herzl, were secular and did not base their
claims on the covenantal promises made to Abraham,
Isaac, and Jacob.

Theological Perspective

1. The Covenant and the Land:

2. Jesus

The promises of land to Abraham and his
descendants (e.g., Genesis 12:7, Genesis 15:18)
were explicitly tied to the lineage of Isaac and
Jacob, not to any other descendants of Abraham,
such as Ishmael or Esau.

 However, the fulfillment of these promises in the
Old Testament (e.g., Joshua 21:43-45) suggests
that the land covenant was conditional and
fulfilled historically, with no explicit
scriptural basis for a future re-establishment.

and the End of Ethnic Distinctions:

= In the New Testament, Jesus redefined the concept

of God’s chosen people. As Paul writes in Romans
9:6-8, “not all who are descended from Israel are
Israel,” emphasizing that the true children of God
are those of faith, not merely ethnic lineage.

» The destruction of the temple in 70 A.D. marked

the end of the old covenant system. According to a
covenantal understanding, the land and the
physical nation of Israel were no longer central



to God’'s plan. Instead, the focus shifted to the
church, the “new Israel” (Galatians 3:28-29).

3. Misinterpretations by Evangelical Christians:

= Many evangelical Christians have been influenced
by dispensational theology, which emerged in the
19th century through figures like John Darby and
C.I. Scofield.

 Dispensationalism teaches that the modern state of
Israel is a fulfillment of biblical prophecy and
that Jews have a divine right to the land. This
view relies on a futurist interpretation of
eschatology, which you have pointed out involves
eisegesis—reading into scripture what is not
there.

= However, a covenantal interpretation emphasizes
that the promises to Israel were fulfilled 1in
Christ and that the true heirs of Abraham’s
promise are those who are in Christ, whether Jew
or Gentile (Ephesians 2:11-16).

Combining These Factors

When we merge the historical and theological points:

 The modern state of Israel’s claim to the land of
Palestine is not based on a clear biblical or ethnic
mandate. Many of those living in Israel today cannot
trace their lineage back to Jacob, and even if they
could, the New Testament redefines the promises to
Abraham as fulfilled in Christ and extended to all who
believe in Him.



The evangelical Christian community has been
conditioned—primarily through dispensationalism and
political Zionism—to equate modern geopolitical events
with biblical prophecy, often without careful biblical
exegesis. This has led to widespread support for the
state of Israel based on theological assumptions that
may not align with scripture.

= The conflation of ethnic identity, geopolitical claims,
and religious prophecy has created a narrative that is
more political than biblical.

Conclusion

The evangelical Christian belief that modern Jews have a
divine right to the land of Israel 1is rooted in a
misunderstanding of scripture and history. The promises to
Abraham’s descendants were fulfilled under the old covenant
and have now been expanded in Christ to include all believers.
Ethnic lineage to Jacob is not the determining factor for
covenantal blessings today. Recognizing this truth can help
correct the theological errors that have shaped modern
Christian support for Zionism. Instead, the focus should be on
the spiritual inheritance available to all through faith in
Christ.



