A BRIEF ARGUMENT AGAINST THE CONCEPT OF


"CLIENT NATION"








For several years I accepted the "Doctrine of the Client Nation" as taught by R.B. Thieme, Jr.  At this time, I have serious doubts about its validity.  My original acceptance was simply due to the fact that "the Colonel said it."  However, after my own personal growth as a result of other aspects of the Colonel's teachings, especially, the Doctrine of Dispensations, the Doctrine of the Church, the Doctrine of the Mosaic Law, etc., I began to have conflicts in my thinking that have made it difficult for me to continue to accept the validity of this doctrine.





The following information is a verbatim extraction from the Colonel's doctrine of the "Client Nation."  He offers seven points of definition.  These seven points are as follows:





1)	A client nation is a national entity under the principle of divine institution #4, and is responsible for custodianship of the Word of God, Bible doctrine.





2)	Before Israel became a nation, such custodianship involved divine revelation apart from Scripture.





3)	But since Israel has become a nation, it is involved in the authorship, custodianship and dissemination of the written Word.





4)	Additional custodianship was assigned to Israel in the formation of the New Testament, since all except two writers were Jews.





5)	During the time of the formation of the New Testament, the client nation changed from Judea to the Roman Empire, in 70 A.D.





6)	A client nation is a synonym for a priest nation.  The name "priest nation" is used for Israel because it had a specialized priesthood.  The term "client nation" is used for any Gentile nation that performs the same functions during the Church Age.  In Roman history, a client was someone dependent on another family.





7)	A client nation to God is a nation under divine protection, because it has a large pivot of mature believers.  These mature believers have blessing by association to those around them and historical blessing to their nation.  A client nation is destroyed by the reversionistic believers who "spin-off" from the pivot of mature believers by their rejection of Bible doctrine.  As the pivot shrinks, the nation loses its client nation status with God and undergoes the five cycles of discipline.





I will now repeat the seven points of definition with "My Comment" regarding each point of definition.  Setting forth “My Comments” is not intended to be "Colonel-bashing."  They simply represent my thoughts that have caused me to no longer accept the "Doctrine of the Client Nation" as a valid doctrine.  I am open to anyone's thoughtful criticism which criticism might show me the error of my thinking and turn me once again to accept the concept of the "Doctrine of the Client Nation."





1)	A client nation is a national entity under the principle of divine institution #4, and is responsible for custodianship of the Word of God, Bible doctrine.





My Comment:  This is merely a definition as defined by the Colonel.  Let's assume that this part of the definition is correct.





2)	Before Israel became a nation, such custodianship involved divine revelation apart from Scripture.





My Comment:  Since a client nation is responsible for custodianship (according to point #1), in the statement "Before Israel became a nation," we are required to ASSUME that a client nation must have existed since the existence of "divine revelation apart from Scripture" would have required a custodian.  The fact that no client nation is specifically mentioned requires the ASSUMPTION that a client nation must have existed--or should we ASSUME that without an expressed client nation named, there was no custodial client nation in existence, or perhaps we should ASSUME that no custodial client nation was required because divine revelation existed "apart from Scripture?"





(These are only rhetorical questions that even if answered correctly seem to have no weight bearing influence on the "Doctrine of the Client Nation" validity.  These questions are raised simply because Point #2 exists, and the Point challenges that these questions be asked by any inquisitive mind.)





3)	But since Israel has become a nation, it is involved in the authorship, custodianship and dissemination of the written Word.





My Comment:  This is a general statement that I believe can be accepted as correct.





4)	Additional custodianship was assigned to Israel in the formation of the New Testament, since all except two writers were Jews.





My Comments:  This statement cannot be accepted without analysis.  The phrase "all except two writers were Jews" is quite compelling if you are not motivated to ask how many writers comprise the word "all"?  How about seven--if the Book of Hebrews was written by a Jew (and most likely it was).  Now, the word "all" doesn't have quite the impact that it did when we didn't understand that the total number of New Testament writers is only seven; and if two were not Jewish, this means that five out of seven were Jewish, BUT two out of seven were not.





Now, I ask this question.  Is five out of seven (71%) a compelling enough figure to ask for the acceptance of the following statement without some questions being raised?  "Additional custodianship was assigned to Israel in the formation of the New Testament, since ALL except two writers were Jewish?"  This means that 29% of the New Testament writers were NOT Jewish.  It would appear to me that 29% is an imposing enough percentage that it diminishes the validity of a statement used to support this thesis, namely, that "additional custodianship was assigned to Israel in the formation of the New Testament, since all except two writers were Jews."  I think that the intrusion of Gentiles into the thesis, necessarily negates his thesis.





In addition, none of the New Testament was written until after the Church Age began in 30 A.D.  In fact, some of the New Testament was written after Israel was dismissed from its land in 70 A.D. under the 5th C.O.D. 





Further, if Israel was dismissed from its land in 70 A.D. under the 5th C.O.D., how could "additional custodianship [have been ] assigned to Israel IN THE FORMATION of the New Testament" when some of the New Testament revelatory writings did not occur until after Israel was dismissed from their land in 70 A.D.?





It took only five Jews to write twenty-four of the twenty-seven New Testament Books .  Certainly five Jews does not constitute a "Priest Nation," although they were citizens of a nation that was a Priest Nation.  However, when those five Jews became Christians, they were no longer Jews under the Law.  They were Christians under a new covenant made with the church, the old covenant having been cancelled in ALL of its aspects, including the 10 Commandments, at the moment of Christ's death on the cross.  We learn from 1 Corinthians 10:32 that these men were no longer Jews from the moment they became Christians.





1 Corinthians 10:32 Give none offence, neither to the Jews, nor to the Gentiles, nor to the church of God: (KJV)





These five writers were Church, not Jews.  Does this fact not further erode the thesis that "additional custodianship was assigned to Israel in the formation of the New Testament?"





5)	During the time of the formation of the New Testament, the client nation changed from Judea to the Roman Empire, in 70 A.D.





My Comments:  I have great difficulty with this statement.  It cannot be supported by Scripture.  It can be forced upon the Church as a false inference from history, but it cannot be substantiated by Scripture.  It is the Church, the Body of Christ, the Church Universal that is given custodianship of the Word of God during the Church Age, not a nation--not any nation, including the USA.  The existence of the USA as a nation is a matter related to Divine Institution #4.  The Church exists as a matter of spiritual birth.





To make the Roman EMPIRE a client nation violates the original definition.  The word "nation" and "empire" are not synonymous.  To make the Roman EMPIRE a client nation strains to substantiate a doctrine whose authenticity cannot be supported by Scripture.





"Empire" defined:  a group of states under one sovereign power; a state uniting many territories and peoples under one ruler. (Webster's New World Dictionary, College Edition, 1968)





6)	A client nation is a synonym for a priest nation.  The name "priest nation" is used for Israel because it had a specialized priesthood.  The term "client nation" is used for any Gentile nation that performs the same functions during the Church Age.  In Roman history, a client was someone dependent on another family.





My Comments:  Consider the following statement from this Point #6:  "A client nation is a synonym for a priest nation."  Further, the name "priest nation" is said to be used for Israel because it had a specialized priesthood."  Let's assume that these statements are correct.





Now consider the next part of Point #6.  "The term 'client nation' is used for any Gentile nation that performs the same functions during the Church Age."  No where in the Scripture are we told that if Israel ceases to function as a "priest nation" for any reason, that another nation will become a "priest nation," or "client nation" to take her place.  This just isn't stated in Scripture-- nor is it implied.  What, then, is the source of this idea.  It is a concept taught by R.B. Thieme, Jr





Now, consider the rest of the statement made in Point #6:  "In Roman history, a client was someone dependent on another family."  Let's accept this statement as true.  Now, having done so, how does this apply to the concept of a client nation?  Who is depending upon whom?  We must go to Point #7 for the answer.  First let's read Point #7.





7)	A client nation to God is a nation under divine protection, because it has a large pivot of mature believers.  These mature believers have blessing by association to those around them and historical blessing to their nation.  A client nation is destroyed by the reversionistic believers who "spin-off" from the pivot of mature believers by their rejection of Bible doctrine.  As the pivot shrinks, the nation loses its client nation status with God and undergoes the five cycles of discipline.





My Comments:  Now, we see who is depending upon whom. The "client nation" is depending upon "the pivot of mature believers" in that client nation.





This is interesting.  We have been taught that the USA is a "client nation" unto God.  We are also told in Point #7 that "a client nation to God is under divine protection because it has a LARGE PIVOT of mature believers."  We have been told over-and-over again that "as goes the pivot, so goes the nation;" and now we are being told that there is no pivot left in the USA.  The latter implies that the USA should now be under the 5th C.O.D. because there is no pivot left in this country.  How, then, does one circumvent the 5th C.O.D. and continue to teach that the 5th C.O.D. is impending rather than an historical reality at this moment in time?  Answer:  Just have another "break-through" in understanding!  And what is this new understanding?  Answer:  The 5th C.O.D. is delayed when there is no remaining pivot in a "client nation," and the delay is based upon the "fact" that there may be as few as one "pleroma believer" in that "client nation."  Wow! Since the USA is not now under the 5th C.O.D., yet has no remaining pivot, I wonder who that "pleroma believer" might be?





I have another question.  Could this notion of a client nation's preservation by the presence of at least one "pleroma believer" be any more than a mid-course correction in a previously flawed doctrine that remains flawed in spite of this mid-course correction?





Consider the following from Point #7:  "A client nation to God is a nation under divine protection, because it has a large pivot of mature believers.  These mature believers have blessing by association to those around them and historical blessing to their nation.  A client nation is destroyed by the reversionistic believers who "spin-off" from the pivot of mature believers by their rejection of Bible doctrine."





This is an accurate statement as it relates to Israel during the Age of Israel, but it has absolutely no relevance for any other nation in any other period of human history.  Scripture must be our authority, not personal prejudice, not personal bias, not an interpretation of history imposed upon Scripture.





The bottom line is this.  Israel alone was a priest nation unto God, and if by definition alone, client nation status is extended to any nation during the Church Age, this client nation by definition usurps the prerogative of the Church and the Church alone to function as the sole custodian of the Word of God during the Church Age.





I must ask the following question.  By what principle of hermeneutics are we authorized to apply to the United States of America a principle of doctrine whose primary interpretation and primary application relates only to the nation of Israel?  Answer:  None.





Conclusion





The Church is the custodian of God's Word during the Church Age:  This is so self-evident from Church Age Scriptures that it is embarrassing to think that this principle of truth must be defended.





In Acts 21:8 and 2 Timothy 2:4, Philip and Timothy are associated with evangelism.  Both Philip and Timothy were born-again believers, members of the Body of Christ, the Church Universal, and in evangelistic work, it is the truth of the gospel regarding the death, burial and resurrection of the Lord Jesus Christ that is the focus of their message.





In Ephesians 4:11-13, it is the Pastor-Teacher as a member of the Body of Christ, the Church Universal, whose responsibility it is to teach the Word of God "for the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the ministry, for the edifying of the body of Christ, [the Church Universal]: till we all come in the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son of God, unto a perfect man, unto the measure of the stature of the fulness of Christ:  (KJV)





In 2 Corinthians 5:17-20, it is the born-again Christian as a member of the Body of Christ, the Universal Church, who is commissioned as an ambassador for Christ and to whom has been given the ministry of reconciliation.





Nowhere in the New Testament Church Age Epistles is anyone or any entity other than the Church given custodianship of the Mystery Doctrines of the Church Age.  There is not one shred of evidence that custodianship of truth has been given to a Client Nation called by any name, including the United States of America.
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