FOUR THEORIES SET FORTH IN RELIGION AND JOURNALISM

There are four theories of the press which have been propagated in worldwide journalism.  These four theories are also practiced in the religious world.

1.
The Authoritarian Theory

2.
The Soviet Theory

3.
The Social Responsibility Theory

4.
The Libertarian Theory


The AUTHORITARIAN THEORY is, simply stated, the journalist is free to speak the truth, but he is licensed by the powers that be;  hence if he speaks out against those who are in power, his license to publish truth is rescinded.


The problem with the theory is that if a government is rotten and corrupt, the journalist is not free to let the people know.


Many churches and denominations practice this theory, and it amounts to “don’t bit the hand that feeds you”.  Truth will never be preserved under this theory.


The SOVIET THEORY as set forth in the Constitution of the USSR is that all their journalists are free to print/broadcast the truth.  It is a guaranteed freedom.


However, the Soviet Theory states that Lenin and Marx have already defined what truth is and the journalist is free to print that truth.  The Catholic church practices this as an official position, but they are not alone, for when any group begins to say “We have already determined what truth is, and you may publish the truth we have already determined”, the truth is suppressed for no one is free to search, weigh or publish truth.  Suppose that a church teaches a heresy and yet calls it truth, which they have determined.  Under this theory heresy is presented as truth.  A man is nothing more than a recorded message in such cases.


The third theory is the SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY THEORY and simply stated is, “The press is free to print the truth but if they don’t they must be forced to do so by the existing powers”.  The problem with this theory is the same as with the others, that is, a governing or oversight board or committee must determine what truth is.


The last theory is the LIBERTARIAN THEORY.  This theory states, “leave the press alone”.  Let as many publish as will.  When all the different positions are presented the audience can weigh each one individually and through all of these publications the truth will emerge and be preserved.  This theory allows one to see from one extreme to another.  It preserves both and from that people will have all the truth before them.


This theory is a curse to the ignorant for their ignorance will surely be seen under this theory.


It is a disappointment to those who can only repeat what someone else has said for it reveals their intellect.


It is a danger for some who want people to believe just as they do, for it gives people an opportunity to weigh what they say in light of other material, which may contradict them.


It is, however the theory under which the four gospels were written, for in reading those gospels one finds diversity of view and yet unity in thought.  One sees four presentations on the great Son of God.  Suppose only Matthew’s view had been given.  How much would have been missed by the deletion of the other three?  In the four one finds facts in one not mentioned in the others;  views in one not seen in another and yet there is unity.  They are classic examples of diversity of thought;  division in viewpoint;  and unity in the overall picture.  None of these four crusaded against the other because the other did not see Jesus as he did.  The entire Christian world has reaped the benefits of this.


Many Christians practice this diversity, tolerate the division and disagreements.  Thank God for them, for they are proof that truth will be preserved.  May they guard against any who would promulgate Authoritarian, Soviet or Social Responsibility Theories, for those who do are surely trying in a subtle way to have preeminence over their brethren.

INTERPRETATION   OF  SCRIPTURE
When studying and interpreting Scripture, one must have a working knowledge and understand the following terms.  Therefore, these terms shall be elaborated upon first.  The terms are:


 1.
Interpolation


 2.
Translation


 3.
Transliteration


 4.
Philosophy


 5.
Theology


 6.
Opinionation


 7.
Interpretation


 8.
Application


 9.
Theory

           10.
Recitation

           11.
Communication


These terms are many times confused synonymously used and assimilated together, the result of this union being misinterpretation and misapplication of Scripture.

1)
INTERPOLATION is the inserting of material into the Scriptures, which were not originally found there in the most ancient manuscripts.   One must remember that in the centuries before printing presses were invented, everything was copied by hand.  A man would obtain a scroll and would write notes in the margin.  Someone after him would then take the scroll, copy it, incorporate his notes into the scroll text and make a totally new scroll.  Examples of these are:


 1.
Mark 16:9-20  which were not found in the most 



ancient manuscripts.

2.
Romans 8:1  “There is therefore now no condemnation to them which are in Christ Jesus WHO WALK NOT AFTER THE FLESH BUT AFTER THE SPIRIT.”  



(The last ten words have been interpolated).

3.
John 5: 1-5  The story of the pool of bethesda and the man there.  Verse three from the words, waiting for the moving of the water and All of verse four are interpolated.
Another example of interpolation is the italicized words in the King James Version of the Bible.  In it, one will find many words italicized, which are italicized to let the reader know the translators were honest enough to say, “We supplied these words…they were not in the manuscripts from which we translated.”  Because of this, the italicized words cannot be considered to be a part of the original Word of God, and should not be dogmatically relied upon as a proof for a doctrine.

2)
TRANSLATION  is the carrying of a language from the tongue of one people (in which it was first communicated) to another language of another people.  Translation must also carry forth the language in such a way, that when the thought arrives in the new language, it is in the same context and understood in the very same way as it was in its original language.  Two such examples which shall be used are John 1:1  and John 1:6:


The translation of that Greek language into the English, is the literal carrying over of words, but included in the translation of a language is the original grammar which is as follows:

1.
“In” – a preposition in the locative case, which shows a location.

2.
“Beginning” – a noun, used also in the locative case, as the object of the preposition “in”.

3.
“Was” – a verb in the third person, singular number, Aorist Tense (simple past tense)

NOTE:  A verb will usually tell one of five things:  (1)  voice  (2)  mood  (3)  tense  (4)  number  (5)  person

4.        “The” – A definite article, used in the nominative

case, which is always the case of the subject of a 

sentence.  It is also a masculine article, meaning 

it will refer to a masculine thing or person.  It is 

also singular in number.  Therefore, the subject 

of this first sentence  is the word to which this

definite article refers.

5.     “Word” – A noun in the nominative case, masculine gender, a singular number.




NOTE:  Greek language has three genders,





   masculine, feminine and neuter.


The proper translation of this first sentence would be:  “THE WORD WAS IN THE BEGINNING.”  It is translated this way, because this is the only way one can keep the nouns in the nominative case, and translate, for the words “The Word” are in the case of the subject, and MUST BE PLACED IN SENTENCE STRUCTURE IN THAT PLACE.

The next word to be translated is the word “and”.  It is a conjunction, and as such is going to join the preceding complete thought with the proceeding complete thought.  In translation, these two thoughts must be associated with one another, although each one is independent.

Continuing on, with the next sentence translation, it would be as follows:


1.
“The word” – same as # 4 and # 5 above.

2.
“Was” – same as # 3 above.

3.
“With” – a preposition, used in either the locative 

case which shows a location, or instrumental case, showing either a MEANS by which something is accomplished, or an ASSOCIATION between two or more things.  In this case, it is showing LOCATION and ASSOCIATION.

4.
“The God” – in the accusative case, masculine

                                    gender, singular number.  The accusative is 

the case of DIRECT OBJECT, showing 

a completion of thought or action.

Therefore, this second sentence would be translated:  “THE WORD WAS WITH THE GOD”.  Both sentences together are:  “The Word was in the beginning and the Word was with the God.”


The third sentence or complete thought in this first verse of John is translated:


1.
“And” – a conjunction.

2.
“God” – Not in the accusative, but in the NOMINATIVE case, and must be considered as the subject, since it is in the nominative.


3.
“Was” – same as # 2 above.


4.
“The Word” – NOMINATIVE CASE (same as # 2).


This third thought can therefore be translated the following ways:


With a subject and a predicate nominative, in which case, the words “The God” are going to be located in the objective position, when in diagram form.



“The Word was God”.


It can be translated the reverse of this, putting the words “The Word” in the predicate nominative and the word “God” in the nominative case, in which case, it would read:



“God was The Word”.


Finally, it can be translated with “God” and “The Word” both in the case of the subject, in which case it would read as a compound subject:


“God and The Word was”.


Using the laws of both grammar and lexicography of the Greek, the complete translation would then be:




“The Word was in the beginning, and The



Word was with the God, and The Word was



God.  (or God was The Word or The Word and 



God was).”


It is translated with the word “Word” being in the predicate nominative because a law of grammar is the subject and verb must agree in number.  A compound subject would require a plural verb, which is not found in the passage, therefore, the logical translation of the passage would be to place the words “God” in the nominative case and the words “The Word” in the case of the predicate nominative which means it is renaming the subject.


Finally, in context, the grammar is saying that The Word and God are ONE AND THE SAME, since both are found in the same case.  Translation bears out this great truth.  It is like saying in English, “George Washington was president”.  That is, George Washington was both a person, and a president.  Hence, The Word was both God and made flesh.


John  1:6  translates as follows:

1.
“There was” – (egeneto)  the third person singular, first aorist tense, passive voice of the Greek word


  (Ginomai)  which means to “come into

existence, to be created, to exist by creation, to 

be born, produced, established”. 

2.
“A man” – (anthropos)  nominative case singular 



number, masculine gender.

3.
“Sent” – (apestalmenos) a participle, in the 

nominative case, masculine gender, singular 

number, perfect tense, passive voice of the 

Greek word  (apostello) meaning, 

“to be sent away from”.


4.
“From” – (para) a preposition meaning “alongside”.


5.
“God” –(Theou)  the ablative case, singular number,

masculine gender, from the Greek word s (Theos) meaning “God”.


Therefore, the passage would be translated:  “There came into existence a man, having been sent forth from alongside God”.

That is the translation of one language into another.

3)
The next term to be considered is TRANSLITERATION.
Transliteration is the taking of a word out of one language, and literally carrying it over into another, merely translating the letters of the world into the letters of the new language, thus creating a new word in the second language.


EXAMPLE:



Greek:                        (Baptizo)



Transliteration:
B-A-P-T-I-Z-O



Translation:

Dip, submerge


Therefore, transliteration is not really a translation at all, but a mere creation of a new word;  and, as in the case of baptism, it serves only to cloud and confuse the real meaning of the word.


The King James Bible was translated by members of the official Church of England,  (in America the same as the Episcopal and Anglican Church), and at the time of the translation, the church practiced sprinkling instead of baptizing, but called the act of sprinkling a baptism.  The translators could not afford to translate the word, because in so doing, they would have exposed one of the heresies of their church, since a translation would have shown the true meaning of the original Greek word.  Therefore, they merely transliterated it.  To have translated it would have resulted in the death penalty for the translators.

4)
Another term, PHILOSOPHY, is a combined form of two Greek words, s  (Philos) and  s  (Sophos).  These words respectively mean, “love” and “wisdom”.  The word therefore means, the “love of wisdom”.  This word is presently being confused with the word Theology.  Scripture declares the beginning of wisdom to be the knowledge of God;  hence, one who really knows wisdom will know God as this knowledge of Him is the cornerstone of wisdom.

5)
THEOLOGY  is from two other Greek words, s (Theos) and  s (Logos), meaning “God” and “Word”.  Theology is therefore the word about God, or the study of God.  One can readily see there is a vast difference between philosophy and theology.  One is simply NOT the other.  Yet Theology is the Father of Philosophy.


However, there are many today, who have studied many great philosophers, along with many of the Bible critics, at some college or university, and upon graduation, have been granted a degree in “Theology” when it should have been in “Philosophy”.  Others have studied in Psychology and have been degreed in Theology, and again, one is simply NOT the other.  In the “Theological World” today, there are so many different degrees which a person can receive.  He can be degreed in Divinity, Theology, English Bible, Religion, Church Administration, and on and on.  Sadly, many are graduates of DPU—Diploma Mill University.  A Theologian is one who is learned in the study of God and His Word.  One who has studied many different religious founders and the religions of the world may be called a pan-theologian, but he is not a theologian.  The only source and foundation book on God is His Word, the Bible.  Any other book is but a commentary, or autobiography of some great religious leader.  Therefore, those who would use such to study God, would take the word of man, and many times try to make the God of the Bible fit the ideologies of humanity.  


All doctrinal books on God have as their base the Bible.  An atheist in his argumentation against the existence of God must go to the very book he confesses is a myth as a starting point for his arguments.  The Bible is the revelation of Jehovah God, therefore, it is THE theology book.  In the Bible, God does not argue his existence, or set out to prove it, He merely states it as a fact.  It is a fact the unsaved man will always doubt, nor will he ever believe it fully, because he is unable to receive the things of the Spirit of God.  This is why many will stand and say the Bible is nothing more than a history book or a philosophy book.  They are in the flesh, and as such, cannot receive the things of the Spirit of God.


One who is a Theologian, then, is one who has studied and retained to memory all the attributes and works of God, has studied the personality of God.  He is well versed, learned, and intelligent on the subject of “God”.

6)
OPINIONATION  is merely one’s idea of what something is, was, will become, or one’s ideas about the attributes of a given subject.  One may have the opinion that he is above the law, nonetheless, his opinion does not abrogate the law.  Nor does it alleviate his responsibility toward that law, to obey it.  He may have many and varied opinions about God, but God is not bound by man’s opinion of Him.  Nor, is man freed from his responsibility to His God because in his OPINION God would not require it of him.  Opinion is what a man sees as right in his own eyes, or what he sees as truth, from his own point of view, but OPINION IS NOT FACT;  hence it must be SEPARATED  from fact when one searches for truth.  You can always tell when a man is preaching his opinon, because he repeatedly states, “I believe…and I Believe…and MY Bible tells me… etc”


Why is it that men demand fact in every realm except the theological, and then in the theological world, one’s opinion is all that matters?  In the medical field, the opinion of a Doctor of Medicine is far more important than that of a librarian, dentist, lawyer or car salesman, teacher, or philosopher, but in the theological world, these opinions are counted just as important as the Doctor of Theology.


A young man once remarked to a preacher that his interpretation of Scripture was just as important as the minister’s.  The minister replied, “If you believe that, the next time you feel sick, some see me, because I have read a medical journal, written by a farmer, and my medical opinion is just as good as any doctor’s.”


Opinion, to be valid, must be based upon at least four things:  

Knowledge

Experience

Intelligence

and wisdom.

 The validity of one’s opinion is directly proportionate to these things.


Knowledge is nothing more than the systematic acquisition of facts and information.  One can be knowledgeable in Scripture, in that he can readily recite long passages from memory.  This recitation however, no more makes one a theologian, than the ability to recite a medical journal makes one a doctor.


To knowledge, one must add intelligence.  Intelligence is the ability to understand the knowledge one gathers.  This was one major problem in Religion in Jesus’ day.  They had knowledge of Scripture and could quote long passages, but lacked the intelligence to understand the Scriptures, or comprehend their meanings.  Proof of this is found in:


“Ye blind guides, which strain at a gnat, and swallow


a camel”.

Further statements of Jesus prove this also.  Such statements as “Elijah is come already if you will receive it…” or “Go ye and learn what that meaneth” or “Ye do err, not knowing the Scriptures”.  When Jesus spoke in parables, they did not understand him.


Philip and the account of the conversion of the Ethiopian Eunuch offer more proof:

“And Philip ran thither to him, and heard him read the 


prophet Esaias, and said, Understandest thou what thou


readest?


And he said, How can I, except some man should guide me?..


…I pray thee, of whom speaketh the prophet this? of himself,


or of some other man?


Then Philip opened his mouth, and began at the same


scripture, and preached unto him Jesus.”

If one man’s opinion of the Scripture was just as important or just as valid as another, the Holy Spirit seems to be wasting His time by giving these accounts in written record.


One of the major problems in churches today is the existence of this attitude.  There are many who can quote Scripture, but their understanding is darkened, that is, their spiritual intelligence quotient is not sufficient to understand or comprehend what they are reading.

“Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy


and vain deceit, after the tradition of men, after the


rudiments of the world, and not after Christ.”


“This I say therefore, and testify in the Lord, that


ye henceforth walk not as other Gentiles walk, in


the vanity of their mind.


Having the understanding darkened, being alienated


from the life of God through the ignorance that is in


them, because of the blindness of their heart.”


There are those who regard Scripture as nothing more than a book of poetry, philosophy or history, and use the reasoning that one interpretation of it is as good as another.  When asked if it is true record of these things, they will reply “parts of it are true”.  When asked which part is true, they will reply that they do not know, or will state that only those passages, which are advantageous to their position, are true, and those, which are adverse to them, are not.  One example of this was a Church of Christ minister in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, who was in a dialogue with a Baptist Minister on television, on the subject of homosexuality.  The Church of Christ minister stated that the idea that Scripture condemned homosexuality was “open to interpretation”.  The Baptist countered with “Thou shalt not lie with mankind as with womankind”, and asked the man if he had the ability to interpret the passage out of the Hebrew Old Testament;  and if he did, would he please give a translation, since the passage was open to interpretation.  Here again was a confusion of the term “interpretation” and the term “opinionation”.  Again, if the passage did not mean what it said, then “What did it mean?”


In the days of Christ, the Sadducees made up the majority of the priesthood, and all of them denied the existence of angels, an afterlife, the resurrection, and hell.  Simply stated they denied the inspiration of Scripture, and used the reasoning of “open to interpretation” to blanket their heresies.  Jesus told this group, they erred, not knowing the Scriptures.


The other prominent religious group in the days of Christ were the Pharisees, who were knowledgeable in the recitation or quotation of Scripture, but again, did not fully understand them.  They viewed the Messiah as the Son of David, and one day Christ asked them:


“…What think ye of Christ?  whose son is he?  They 


say unto him, The son of David.


He saith unto them,  How then doth David in spirit


call him Lord, saying


The Lord said unto my Lord, Sit thou on my right hand,


till I make thine enemies thy footstool?


If David then call him Lord, how is he his son?


And no man was able to answer him a word, neither 


durst any man from that day forth ask him any more


questions.”


On the subject of John’s baptism, Jesus asked them:


“The baptism of John, was it from heaven, or of men?


And they reasoned with themselves, saying;  he will say,


Why then believed ye him not?


But and if we say,  Of men:  all the people will stone us;


for they be persuaded that John was a prophet.

And they answered, that they could not tell whence it


was.”


The twenty-third chapter of Matthew records a very severe condemnation Jesus pronounced on this ultra conservative religious group known as the Pharisees:


“Then spake Jesus to the multitude, and to his disciples.


Saying,  The scribes and the Pharisees sit in Moses’ seat:


All therefore whatsoever they bid you observe, that observe


and do;  but do not ye after their works:  for they say, and


do not.


For they bind heavy burdens and grievous to be borne, 


and lay them on men’s shoulders;  but they themselves


will not move them with one of their fingers.


But all their works they do for to be seen of men;  they


make broad their phylacteries, and enlarge the borders


of their garments.


And love the uppermost rooms at feasts, and the


chief seats in the synagogues.


And greetings in the markets, and to be called of


men,  Rabbi,  Rabbi.


But be not ye called Rabbi:  for one is your Master,


even Christ;  and all ye are brethren.


And call no man your father upon the earth:  for one


is your Father, which is in heaven.


Neither be ye called masters:  for one is your Master,


even Christ.


But he that is greatest among you shall be your servant.


And whosoever shall exalt himself shall be abased;  


and he that shall humble himself shall be exalted.


But woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!


for ye shut up the kingdom of heaven against men:  for


ye neither go in yourselves, neither suffer ye them that


are entering to go in.


Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!  for


ye devour widows’ houses, and for a pretense make


long prayer:  therefore ye shall receive the greatest


damnation.


Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!  for


ye compass sea and land to make one proselyte, and


when he is made, ye make him twofold more the child


of hell than yourselves.


Woe unto you, ye blind guides, which say, Whosoever 


shall swear by the temple, it is nothing;  but whosoever


shall swear by the gold of the temple, he is a debtor!


Ye fools and blind:  for whether is greater, the gold,


or the temple that sanctifieth the gold?


And, Whosoever shall swear by the altar, it is nothing;


but whosoever sweareth by the gift that is upon it, he


is guilty.


Ye fools and blind:  for whether is greater, the gift, or


the altar that sanctifieth the gift?


Whoso therefore shall swear by the altar, sweareth by


it, and by all things thereon.


And whoso shall swear by the temple, sweareth by it,


and by him that dwelleth therein.


And he that shall swear by heaven, sweareth by the 


throne of God, and by him that sitteth thereon.


Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!  for


ye pay tithe of mint and anise and cumin, and have 


omitted the weightier matters of the law, judgment,


mercy, and faith:  these ought ye to have done, and


not to leave the other undone.


Ye blind guides, which strain at a gnat, and swallow


a camel.


Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!


for ye make clean the outside of the cup and of the


platter, but within they are full of extortion and excess.


Thou blind Pharisee, cleanse first that which is within


the cup and platter, that the outside of them may be


clean also.


Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!  


for ye are like unto whited sepulchers, which indeed


appear beautiful outward, but are within full of dead


men’s bones, and of all uncleanness.


Even so ye also outwardly appear righteous unto 


men, but within ye are full of hypocrisy and iniquity.


Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!


because ye build the tombs of the prophets and


garnish the sepulchers of the righteous.


And say,  If we had been in the days of our fathers,


we would not have been partakers with them in the


blood of the prophets.


Wherefore ye be witnesses unto yourselves, that ye


are the children of them which killed the prophets.


Fill ye up then the measure of your fathers.

Ye serpents, ye generation of vipers, how can ye


escape the damnation of hell?


Wherefore, behold, I send unto you prophets, and


wise men, and scribes:  and some of them ye shall 


kill and crucify;  and some of them shall ye scourge


in your synagogues, and persecute them from city


to city:


That upon you may come all the righteous blood shed


upon the earth, from the blood of righteous Abel


unto the Blood of Zacharias son of Barachias, whom


ye slew between the temple and the altar.


Verily I say unto you,  All these things shall come


upon this generation.


O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets,


and stonest them which are sent unto thee, how often


would I have gathered thy children together, even as


a hen gathereth her chickens under her wings, and ye


would not!


Behold, your house is left unto you desolate.


For I say unto you, Ye shall not see me henceforth, till


ye shall say, Blessed is he that cometh in the name of


the Lord.”

Paul reasoned or debated with the Jews on many different occasions about the Scriptures.


“And he went into the synagogue, and spake boldly


for the space of three months, disputing and persuading


the things concerning the kingdom of God.


But when divers were hardened, and believed not, but


spake evil of that way before the multitude, he departed


from them, and separated the disciples, disputing daily


in the school of one Tyrannus.”


When Paul went to Athens, Greece, on Mars Hill, he found the philosophers of his day gathered there, spending all their time to “tell or hear some new thing”.  They called Paul a “babbler” (translated from the Greek as a “seedpicker” meaning he was a man who was too ignorant to be a philosopher, so he seed-picked from all the philosophers of his day, to make up some new philosophy).  Hear what Paul told them:


“Then Paul stood in the midst of Mars’ hill, and said,


Ye men of Athens, I perceive that in all things ye are


too superstitious.


For as I passed by, and beheld your devotions, I found


an altar with this inscription, TO THE UNKNOWN 


GOD.  Whom therefore ye ignorantly worship, him


declare I unto you.


God that made the world and all things therein, seeing


that he is Lord of heaven and earth, dwelleth not in 


temples made with hands;


Neither is worshipped with men’s hands, as though


he needed any thing, seeing he giveth to all life, and


breath, and all things:


And hath made of one blood all nations of men for to


dwell on all the face of the earth, and hath determined 


the times before appointed, and the bounds of their


habitation:


That they should seek the Lord, I haply they might 


feel after him, and find him, though he be not far


from every one of us:


For in him we live, and move, and have our being;  


as certain also of your own poets have said, For we


are also his offspring.


Forasmuch then as we are the offspring of God, we 


ought not to think that the Godhead is like unto gold


or silver or stone, graven by art and man’s device.


And the times of this ignorance God winked at;  but


now commandeth all men every where to repent;


Because he hath appointed a day, in the which he will


judge the world in righteousness by that man whom 


he hath ordained;  whereof he hath given assurance


unto all men, in that he hath raised him from the dead.”


The reaction to all these groups was that of hatred, ridicule, scoffing, mockery and murder.  They were the forefathers of the 20th Century philosophers.  They did not understand Scripture, because of a lack of Spiritual intellect, which could only come from the enlightening of God’s Holy Spirit.  They were the “natural man” and as such did not receive the things of the Spirit of God, because such things were utter foolishness to them.  

The doctrine of repentance today is a doctrine of utter foolishness.  So also, is the doctrine of regeneration, conviction, judgment, and grace.  The carnal mind of man is at war with God, it is not subject to God’s laws, nor can it ever be, until God moves on a heart in the work of Salvation.


Reference of this is found in the conversation of Jesus and Peter:


“When Jesus came into the coasts of Caesarea 


Philippi, he asked his disciples, saying, Whom do


men say that I the Son of man am?


And they said, Some say that thou art John the Baptist: 

some, Elias;  and others, Jeremias, or one of the

prophets.


He saith unto them, But whom way ye that I am?


And Simon Peter answered and said, Thou art the


Christ, the Son of the living God.”

The “men” Jesus referred to, were the inhabitants of the towns and villages where he had been preaching and performing His signs.  Peter very emphatically stated that Jesus was “the Christ (Messiah) the Son of the living God”.  Why did Peter know this, while all the others were debating in their minds who Jesus was?  Jesus said:


“Blessed art thou Simon Barjona, for FLESH AND


BLOOD  hath not revealed this unto thee,  BUT MY


FATHER WHICH IS IN HEAVEN.”


Peter did not understand these things by his fleshly nature or human reasoning, not did he comprehend who Jesus was by the traditions handed down, but the illuminating power of God through His Holy Spirit.


This fact is further verified in the following passages:


“And I, brethren, when I came to you, came not


with excellency of speech or of wisdom, declaring 


unto you the testimony of God.


For I determined not to know any thing among you,


save Jesus Christ, and him crucified.


And I was with you in weakness, and in fear, and


in much trembling.


And my speech and my preaching was not with enticing


words of man’s wisdom, but in demonstration of the


Spirit and of power:


That your faith should not stand in the wisdom of men,


but in the power of God.”


“Howbeit we speak wisdom among them that are 


perfect:  yet not the wisdom of this world, nor of the


princes of this world, that come to naught:


But we speak the wisdom of God in a mystery, even


the hidden wisdom, which God ordained before the


world unto our glory:


Which none of the princes of this world knew:  for


had they known it, they would not have been crucified


the Lord of glory.


But as it is written, Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard,


neither have entered into the heart of men, the things


which God hath prepared for them that love him.”


“But God hath revealed them unto us by his Spirit:


for the Spirit searcheth all things, yea, the deep


things of God.


For what man knoweth the things of a man, save


the spirit of man, which is in him?  even so the things


of God knoweth no man, but the Spirit of God.


Now we have received not the spirit of the world, 


but the spirit which is of God;  that we might know


the things that are freely given to us of God.


Which things also we speak, not in the words which 


man’s wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost


teacheth comparing spiritual things with spiritual.”


“But the natural man receiveth not the things of the


Spirit of God:  for they are foolishness unto him:


neither can he know them, because they are spiritually


discerned.”


“For who hath known the mind of the Lord, that he


may instruct him?  But we have the mind of Christ.”


“Because the carnal mind is enmity against God:


for it is not subject to the law of God, neither indeed


can be.


So then they that are in the flesh cannot please God.”


“For it is written, I will destroy the wisdom of the


wise, and will bring to nothing the understanding


of the prudent.”


“For the wisdom of this world is foolishness with


God.  For it is written, He taketh the wise in their


own craftiness.”


“(For the weapons of our warfare are not carnal, 


but mighty through God to the pulling down of


strong holds:)”


“Having your conversation honest among the Gentiles:


that, whereas they speak against you as evildoers, they


may by your good works, which they shall behold,


glorify God in the day of visitation.”


“Having a good conscience:  that , whereas they speak


evil of you as of evildoers, they may be ashamed that


falsely accuse your good conversation in Christ.”


“Who verily was foreordained before the foundation


of the world, but was manifest in these last times 


for you.


Who by him do believe in God, that raised him up from


the dead, and gave him glory;  that your faith and hope


might be in God.”


“If any of you lack wisdom, let him ask of God, that


giveth to all men liberally, and upbraideth not;  and


it shall be given him.”


In view of all this, one can readily see one interpretation is NOT just as good as another, nor is one’s opinion as good as another.

Thirdly, one must have experience with knowledge and intelligence, in order to have a VALID opinion.  A young medical intern has knowledge and intelligence, but lacks the experience of a seasoned doctor.  Consequently, he will be unsure of himself, in comparison with an experienced M.D.  Experience is the whetstone of knowledge.  It sharpens the skills one has learned and provides one with the opportunity to put in practice his intelligence.

A man can have all the basics of good speech, understand fully his subject and still not be a speaker because it takes experience before people to overcome the fear of standing before them.


A man can graduate from an auto-mechanics school, know all about engines, but only experience will sharpen the sword of his knowledge.


It is the same in spiritual mattes and in the opinionation of Scripture, experience is necessary.  When the disciples declared “devils subject to them” they had come to understand the knowledge they had acquired by experimentation.


Wisdom is the fourth ingredient of a good opinion.  Wisdom is that ability to apply what has been learned or come to be known.  Wisdom is the knowledge of what to apply, how to, why, and in what situation.  It would be a lack of wisdom to stand before a church and preach how Scriptural it was when it in fact was not Scriptural at all.  On the converse, it would show poor wisdom to condemn a church for non-progressiveness if that church were doing all in its power to be progressive.  It takes wisdom to be able to preach the right lesson at the right time.


All these things are necessary to have a valued and valid opinion.  Unqualified opinion is the greatest enemy of Scripture.  When one cannot accept the fact of Scripture, he will often run to the security blanket of “that’s your interpretation of the passage”, or to the shelter of, “my opinion is as good as your opinion”.

Conscience and Context:

Two other terms which fit into this column of opinionation often are the words:  Conscience and Context.  You often hear someone stating their conscience won’t let them do this or leads them to do this or that.  Conscience is from two Latin words, the prefix Con meaning ‘with’ and the root 
‘scio’ meaning knowledge attained.  In other words your conscience is based upon what you know and have been taught.  Therefore if you have been taught to live differently than the Bible dictates, you can do so with a “clean” conscience.  The conscience is never a good guide.  

The other term is of course “context”.  It too, is an escape mechanism.  “Oh well you are taking that out of context…”  and this phrase just immediately settles all argument.   Con means with.  Therefore CON-text means “with the text.”  If I am writing a recipe about baking a cake and someone tries to use it for an auto manual, it is taken out of context.  If the cake recipe calls for a chocolate cake and someone makes it a pineapple cake, it is out of the context with the recipe for chocolate cakes.  Or try and pour pineapple juice into milk to make chocolate milk.  This is precisely what happens so often in Scripture.  When a promise is made to a preacher, it is not to a church.  When to a church, it is not to an individual.  When made to Israel, it is not to a church.  And example of this is Joel 2: 28-32 and Acts 2:16-21.  Acts 2 is a quote of the original passage in Joel 2.  Joel 2 was spoken to ISRAEL, not to GENTILES or to a CHURCH.  Therefore when it refers to YOUR sons and YOUR Daughters, YOUR old men, YOUR young men, it refers to those who belong to Israel.  To make it say otherwise is not with the text or out of Context.

Finally if nothing else works then they claim the Lord told them or the Spirit told them, and invariably God or the Spirit has given them a message for you.  This defeats the passage there is ONE mediator between God and Man.  In addition, how can these people PROVE that God Spoke to them.  If we accept it on its face, then every nut case on death row whom God told to kill someone should be listened to also.  In considering this remember God nor his Spirit will EVER lead someone to go against what is written in his word.  For example, Women Preachers and Pastors are forbidden in the Word of God, but today you have people deciding that God has told them something differently.  Beware the false prophets who come in SHEEPS Clothing but INWARDLY ARE ravening wolves.

7)
The next terminology is the term INTERPRETATION.  It is hoped this will clarify exactly what interpretation is, and the great difference between interpretation and opinion.  Paul said to Timothy:


“Study to shew thyself approved unto God, a


workman that needeth not to be ashamed,


rightly dividing the word of truth.”


There are four things necessary to INTERPRET Scripture:


1.
Knowledge


2.
Intelligence


3.
Experience


4.
Ability to separate fact from fiction

There are at least Nineteen valuable Laws one must consider in order to properly interpret the Scriptures:

LAWS OF INTERPRETATION OF SCRIPTURE:

A common phrase in the theological world is “that’s your interpretation”.  There is no such thing as a personal interpretation in language, because every language is governed by laws of interpretation.

The First Law: 

“Who Is Speaking?”

Scripture sometimes has heathen ungodly men speaking.  Sometimes Satan speaks.  Sometimes a heathen king speaks.  In the inspiration of Scripture, the record is true of what was said etc.  But not everything that was said is true.  For example, the Bible states “There is no God.”  That is an untrue statement.  Who said it?  “The fool has said in his heart…”
The Second Law:  

“To Whom Are They Speaking?”

Again, if this law is ignored, the interpretation cannot be correct.  Sometimes a message is to a church, sometimes to an individual, sometimes to the world, sometimes to heathen kings, sometimes to a particular man.  It is a grave error to take a passage from the Old Testament, written to Israel and try to make it apply to the Church.  The church and Israel are two separate entities, and this rule demands They be separate in the application of Scripture.

The Third Law:   

“What Was The Occasion For Them To Speak?”

When people write or speak, they have some reason behind what they are saying.  Something prompted them to say it.  This is true of any language.  When you do not find out the Occasion of them speaking, you cannot have an accurate interpretation.  In I Corinthians, Paul said, “Concerning the things whereof ye wrote me about…”  The occasion for him writing was they had written him.

The Fourth Law:

 “What Is The Subject Under Consideration?”

 
In English if a person were talking about cars, you would not take the conversation and applying it to the subject of “cooking.”  If you took an automobile mechanic’s book into a kitchen and tried to apply those principles to the art of culinary science, you would end up with a miserable mess.  

So it is in Language of the New Testament.  You must apply subject from Greek to the same subject in English.  Otherwise, the interpretation will be totally wrong.  If the subject in Scripture is Baptism, then it must be applied to the Subject of Baptism in English.

The Fifth Law: 

“What Historical Or Geographical Information

Affects The Conversation?”

Every person is affected or shaped in some way by their environs.  The Region they are from, the State, the City all affect their reasoning and thinking to some extent.  A good example is the “Southerner” versus the “Yankee.”  The mentality of each is miles from the other.  They think and act differently.  They eat differently.  They cook differently.  They talk differently.  They have a different life style.  They have different philosophies about life.  They have different moral values and religious standards and beliefs.  

A good example of how the environs affect people is found in a study of the City of Corinth, where Paul preached and wrote two letters.  Students are invited to study the City of Corinth, historically and then read the book of I Corinthians.  One will readily see how this law of interpretation can affect What is Said and To Whom 

The Sixth Law:

 “What Was The Background Of The Text?”

The Background of a Text must be considered if a person is to accurately interpret Scripture.  A good example of this is the Day of Pentecost.    People read Acts 2 as though every Gentile observes the Day of Pentecost, and the fact is we do not.  A good study of What it is, what preceded and proceeded it will aid in the study and interpretation of Acts 2.  What bearing did this background have on the text or the speaker or the audience to whom it was written or spoken?  In 

The Seventh Law:

  “Rules Of Grammar Must Be Observed.”

What is common to all Languages and particular to the Language being translated from and translated to must be observed.  Rules of Pronouns and their antecedents are most often overlooked, such as in Acts 2:1  “And when the day of Pentecost was fully come they were all in one accord and in one place.”  The word they is a plural pronoun and must refer back in the text to its nearest noun antecedent (noun that precedes it), which happens to be “apostles”, not the whole church as is so commonly taught today, through error in interpretation of this pronoun.  It was the apostles who were in the house, who were filled with the Holy Ghost, not the whole church.

Another example of this is found in the Great Commission, which was given to the “Church”.  Students are invited to Matthew 28, especially verse 16; Mark 16, especially verse 14; and then read to whom the Great Commission was given.  But alas, our incorrect interpretation has resulted in an epidemic of heresy because someone did not properly interpret the passage.

Still another example is the early church, and the idea it was started on the day of Pentecost.  How could it be added to if not there?  Are we blind that there were 120 at least mentioned in Acts one?  That Seventy were sent out two by two?  That the Church Jesus pastored had a church roll, a business meeting, the Lord’s supper, a church treasurer, ordination services, missionaries, and they also baptized, all before the day of Pentecost ever came.  Yet we still have the heresy that the church was started on the day of Pentecost.

One final example is in I Corinthians. “Know ye not that your body is the temple of the Holy Ghost.

The word “ye” is a second person plural.

The word “your” is a plural possessive.

The word “body” is a SINGULAR!!!

IT CANNOT BE TRANSLATED YOUR BODIES.

IT CANNOT BE TRANSLATED YOU SINGULAR.

It translates:  Do not ALL OF YOU know that the one body, which belongs to all of you, is the Temple?

One cannot say, your body and your body and your body.  It was ONE body belonging to the whole church…and had to be the corporate body of the church.  It was the CHURCH, which is the temple, not the human body.  Again, another heresy from not observing the grammatical rules!

The Eighth Law:

  “What Is The Most Practical Application Of The Text?”

In applying a text, the rule is apply likes to likes.

If it is spoken to the church, apply it to the church.

If spoken to a preacher, apply it to a preacher.

If spoken to Israel, apply it to Israel.

Spoken to the Lost?  Apply it to the lost.

The Ninth Law:

  “Separate Fact From Fiction And Opinion”

Opinionating is the art of inserting one’s opinion and then asserting it is truth.  Opinion may or may not be truth, but an interpreter should be honest enough to state his opinion as such.  What you have heard all your life may be wrong.  What you think may be wrong and what you believe may be wrong.  

Separate all these from the actual facts.  When one gets up and continually states, “What I believe about this,” or “I believe”  he is not preaching the Word of God, he is stating his own catechism!  Preach the Word.  There is power in It.  It is inspired of God, and the Holy Spirit accompanies His Word.  There is no power in opinions and in what we believe about something.

The Tenth Law:

  “Separate Scripture From Commentaries:”

Commentaries are great to get another opinion.  They are great for studying Great men, who had a better grasp on Scriptures than most do. But, realize a Commentary is not the Divine Word.  It is someone’s comments about the divine word.  Always check one against another, otherwise, you will become a parrot, merely parroting what another has said.

The Eleventh Law:

  “Be Honest Enough To Tell The Truth:”

So many who say they are interpreting Scripture will get up and tell one what they want them to believe.  When we take a church and say, here is what you must believe, we are brainwashing, not teaching.  When we say, let’s study the Scriptures and see what the Scriptures say, we are investigating for the truth.  Learn to Investigate, and if when the truth is found, you are found to be in error, be honest enough to say, I have been wrong about this.  People will love you for it, and God is honored when our beliefs bend to his Word.  Men will respect your integrity when the will of the denomination and your personal will is bent to God’s Holy Word.

The Twelfth Law:

“Separate The Facts From Ecclesiastical And Denominational Position:”

Believe it or not, Denominations will slant the Scriptures to prove their positions.  The will use elliptical dots (…) at the beginning and end of quotes, to leave out something that does not support what they are trying to say.  Learn to separate the Truth from all opinions, whether personal, official, ecclesiastical or denominational.

An example of this is Landmark Baptists will state the Great Commission was given to the church and totally disregard to whom Jesus was speaking, yet in their seminaries will tell you that you have to observe the rule of interpretation “To Whom are they speaking”

The Thirteenth Law:

“From Where Are They Speaking?”

Many times the place where one is speaking from has a decided influence on their usage of  language, syntax,  figures of speech, idioms, cliches and colloquialisms.    It is a terrible thing to take a figure of speech and try to make it a literal. It will always help the speaker and the audience for the speaker to be well aware of Where a person speaks from.

The Fourteenth Law:

“When Were They Speaking?”

When a person speaks will often affect what is said, and how it is said.  An example is a person speaks differently when he is under some type of  stress,  or in a place or position, where he cannot speak freely.  Always consider when and what time element a passage speaks of. In 1620 America,  a person might see a large bird in the woods and say, “You Turkey”.  In the 1960s, “You Turkey” meant something entirely different.  

The Fifteenth Law:

“The Passage Must Be Considered In The Light Of Its 

Context And The Context  Of All The Other Passages In Scripture,  On The Subject.”

Context is a Latin Word, which means With (Con) the Text (Text).  Therefore to consider the “context” of a passage, means to have the rest of the text with the passage and to consider it all, rather than a verse or a word or two.  Context also means to consider the subject in the passage, in light of that same subject in other passages.  So often, one will grab a single passage of Scripture and never consider all the passages on that subject.  There is a grave danger in doing this, because sometimes a passage may seem to say something entirely different, than in several others, when in fact it does not.  A good example of this is in I Corinthians when Paul said, “If I speak with the tongues of men and angels…”  and immediately someone will say “See, Paul spoke in the tongues of angels...” or “See the angels speak in a different language than men do.”  The passage teaches neither, but is preceded by the word IF  which sets forth a hypothesis, not a fact.  Paul went on to say, “If I give my body to be burned…”  but we know he did not do this.  All this passage is preceded by “IF”.  Yet today, men are in pulpits every Sunday preaching this, without consideration of the other passages in Scripture.  


In every passage in Scripture, where an angel spoke, he spoke in a known, understood language of men, when speaking to men.  Yet many will take this passage to try and teach angels speak in some other language that is a “heavenly” language as opposed to an earthly language.  Sound good, but it just isn’t the truth.

The Sixteenth Law:  

“What Did The Writer/Speaker Mean 

By The Usage Of Certain Words, Phrases,

 And Figures Of Speech?”


In considering the interpretation of a passage this context must always be considered, to find out what the speaker or writer meant in using certain words, phrases, figures of speech, etc.  For example, all through the New Testament, we read the words, “The Scriptures”, “according to the Scriptures” etc.  What did these writers mean by the Word “Scriptures” in the first century?  Another good word to consider is “Law”  What did they mean by “Law?”  Figures of speech must be considered.  We use the figure of speech, “they are as scarce as hen’s teeth”  or it’s raining “cats and dogs”.  Suppose someone 2000 years in our future were to teach that in our day, cats and dogs rained down from heaven!  You can see the utter absurdity of such a teaching, yet it happens all the time with the Scriptures.  

The Seventeenth Law:

“What Was The Result Of The Passage Being Spoken?”


If we cannot and do not relate the result of the speech, letter, sermon, etc. we miss whether the thing said accomplished the desired goal.  

The Eighteenth Law:

“Never Depend On Your Conscience To Be Your Guide.”

The Word “Conscience” is from the Latin “Con” meaning with and “Scio” meaning knowledge.  Everything in our Conscience is based upon what we do know.  The problem is we may not know everything on a subject there is to know.  

Suppose you have two families living side by side, and one family raises their children to hate Christianity, while the other raises theirs to Love it, yet does not teach the truth about Christianity.  Based on what they have been taught, and what they know, they will live their lives doing one or the other, convinced they are right, and the fact is they may not be, and probably aren’t.  People sit in church pews, basing their theology on their conscience, and their conscience may not have acquired the knowledge it needs to make an intelligent decision.

The Nineteenth Law:

“Know Your Terms and Define Them”

If you do not know the meaning of the terms used in the Scriptures you cannot possibly understand the text.  Terms like “sanhedrin, pharisees, scribes; terms that are generic to the era;  idioms, figures of speech and cliches all must be mastered to properly interpret Scripture or any other document.

THESE LAWS ARE IN SUMMATION:
The First Law: 

“Who is Speaking?”

The Second Law:  

“To Whom Are They Speaking?”

The Third Law:
“What Was the Occasion for them to Speak?”

The Fourth Law:
“What is the Subject Under Consideration?”

The Fifth Law: 
“What Historical or Geographical information affects the conversation?”

The Sixth Law:
 “What Was the Background of the Text?”

The Seventh Law:
“Rules of Grammar must be observed.”

The Eighth Law:  
“What is the most practical application of the Text?”

The Ninth Law:  
“Separate Fact from Fiction and Opinion”

The Tenth Law:
“Separate Scripture from Commentaries:”

The Eleventh Law:
“Be Honest Enough to Tell The Truth:”

The Twelfth Law:
“Separate the Facts from Ecclesiastical and Denominational Position:”

The Thirteenth Law:
“From Where are they speaking?”

The Fourteenth Law:
“When were they speaking?”

The Fifteenth Law:
“The passage must be considered in the light of its Context and the context  of all the other passages in Scripture,  on the subject.”

The Sixteenth Law:  
“What did the writer/speaker mean by the usage of certain words, phrases, and figures of speech?”

The Seventeenth Law:
“What was the result of the passage being spoken?”

The Eighteenth Law:
“Never Depend on your Conscience to be your guide.”

The Nineteenth Law:
“Know Your Terms and Define Them”
RECOGNIZING HOW SCRIPTURE CAN BE PERVERTED CAN HELP DETERMINE THE TRUTH.


One must remember that Scripture can be misquoted or misinterpreted and often is.  When it is twisted, distorted, misquoted or misinterpreted, it is perverted.  Satan is the master at perversion and misquote and mis-interpretation of the Word of God.  When Satan appeared to Eve in the form of a serpent, he said:


1.
“Has God said?” …  --  questioning WHAT God had




said, for he in fact knew what God had said.


2.
“…Ye shall not die…”  --  by interpolating just one




word (not) Satan changed the whole meaning




of WHAT God really said.  He merely twisted 




what God said, to interpret it as something




entirely different that what was really said.


3.
“…Ye shall be as Gods…” --  a deliberate perversion

of the Words of God.  God said, “Ye shall die…”

In this is seen the three downward steps of a heresy:


1.
The deliberate questioning of what one knows God’s word to say

2.
The deliberate interpolation of words to make His word say something it does not

3.
The deliberate perversion of His word to teach an utter lie.


Again, in the temptation of Jesus, one can see Satan wrongly dividing Scripture:


Satan said, “If you are the Son of God, make these stones bread.”  Humanism declares man existent upon himself, and being his own god.  Satan set forth a humanistic proposition to Christ,  to-wit:  “Your life consists in and subsists on bread.”  Eat bread and live… your life is in your own hands.


Jesus answered him out of the law of Moses:


“And he humbled thee, and suffered thee to hunger,


and fed thee with manna, which thou knowest not,


neither did thy fathers know;  that he might make 


thee know that man doeth not live by bread only,


but by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth


of the Lord doth man live.”


Satan’s second proposition was:


“Then the devil taketh him up into the holy city, and


setteth him on a pinnacle of the temple.


And saith unto him, If thou be the Son of God, cast


thyself down:  for it is written,  He shall give his angels


charge concerning thee:  and in their hands they shall


bear thee up, lest at any time thou dash thy foot against


a stone.”


Again, he misquotes Scripture, because he does not quote it in its proper context.  Context declares the condition of falling, which was to “trip or lose one’s footing by accident” not a deliberate, premeditated, presumptuous, temptation as Satan implies.  Satan is misquoting the Ninety-first Psalm:


“For he shall give his angels charge over thee, to


keep thee in all thy ways.


They shall bear thee up in their hands, lest thou dash


thy foot against a stone.”


Jesus replied with:


“Jesus said unto him, It is written again, Thou shalt


not tempt the Lord thy God.”


“Ye shall not tempt the Lord your God, as ye tempted


him in Massah.”


Thirdly Satan promises things that are not his to give in exchange for worship.  He makes a deliberate heretical statement, to entice Jesus to worship him:


“Again, the devil taketh him up into an exceeding


high mountain, and sheweth him all the kingdoms


of the world, and the glory of them;


And saith unto him, All these things will I give thee,


if thou wilt fall down and worship me.”


Jesus answered:


“Then saith Jesus unto him, Get thee hence, Satan:


for it is written, Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God,


and him only shalt thou serve.”


“Thou shalt fear the Lord thy God, and serve him,


and shalt swear by his name.”


Therefore, in just these passages, one can readily see Scripture can be quoted and misquoted.


Any document must be interpreted in the light of its context.  An example of this is a simple letter.  Suppose a John Smith in Los Angeles, California writes to a Mary Smith in Philadelphia that he loves her.  The letter cannot be properly interpreted to mean that any John Smith loves any or every Mary Smith.  It must be viewed in light of to whom it is written and from whom it is written.  Suppose again, a Tom Jones had carved in a tree, “Tom loves Mary”.  This again, does not mean that every Tom or any Tom loves any or every Mary.  If a man from Naples, Florida were to be asked where he lived and replies, “Naples”.  Someone quoting him out of proper context could say he was living in Naples, Italy, when he in fact does not.  Suppose a messenger boy is given a letter to deliver to a particular junior executive, stating he has been promoted to vice-president.  Does this mean that any junior executive who happens to read the letter can say he is a vice-president?  One must consider to whom and from whom a document is written before one can arrive at a proper conclusion.  It is also necessary in Bible interpretation.

USING COMMUNICATION AND EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATION TO DETERMINE THE TRUTH.


INTERPRETATION is not mere communication, but rather EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATION of a message from a source to an audience by way of a channel.  It is accomplished when:


1.
The source transmits the message.

The message is received.

There is no “noise” which will cloud or interfere with the message.


4.
The message is understood in the exact same way

in which it was meant to be understood.  That is the audience received exactly the message the source intended and understood it exactly as he intended they should.


To do this, the receiver must consider the message in view of its context and circumstance.


The end result is the audience receives the messages in the precise and exact same way the source INTENDED for them to receive it.  This cannot be done without the four necessities and nine considerations of interpretation.


Finally, there must be an application of what is interpreted, or an appeal made to the interpretation.

The rules of application are:


1.
It must be applied to a like situation or

circumstance.


2.
It must be applied to a similar audience.


3.
It must be applied for a similar reason.


4.
It must be applied with a similar result in mind.


The simple rule of thumb would be “likes to likes”.  A passage of Scripture written to a church must be applied to churches.  When Paul admonished Corinth about fornication, it does not necessarily mean or imply that all churches have fornicators, but the passage would apply to those who did.


When Scripture speaks to a lost man, it cannot be applied to a saved man.  When Scripture speaks to a saved man, it cannot be applied to a lost man.  When Scripture speaks to a preacher, it cannot be applied to a layman.  Things written under law cannot be applied under Grace.


There are various methods of interpretation, all of which when used properly aid in the interpretation of a passage.

USING HERMENEUTICS TO DETERMINE THE TRUTH


There are many methods used in the interpretation of Scripture.  Hermeneutics is one of the sciences of interpretation.  Some of the methods of hermeneutical interpretation are:

  1.
THE  DISPENSATIONAL  PRINCIPLE – a method by which dispensations of time or eras are used to interpret the Scripture.

  2.
THE  COVENANTAL  PRINCIPLE – a process of interpretation by which the different Covenants of Scripture along with the persons whom they apply are studied.

  3.
THE  ETHNIC  DIVISION – the principle by which   the Word of Truth is rightly divided in relation to the three classes of which it treats:  Jew, Gentile and Church.

  4.
THE  DISCRIMINATION  PRINCIPLE – that principle by which the Scripture is divided so as to make a distinction where God makes a difference.

  5.
THE  PREDICTIVE  PRINCIPLE – the process by which 
Scripture is studied and interpreted from the standpoint of Prophetical information, and the application of those predictions.

  6.
THE  APPLICATION  PRINCIPLE – the principle by which an application of truth may be made, only after 
the correct interpretation has been learned.  It is usually presented in the form of statement, interpretation, illustration and application.

  7.
THE  TYPICAL  PRINCIPLE – interpretation of Scripture from the standpoint of the various types presented, and the things to which these types point.

  8.
THE  FIRST  MENTION  PRINCIPLE – the principle by which God indicates in the first mention of a subject, the truth, which that subject stands connected in the mind of God.

  9.
THE  PROGRESSIVE  MENTION  PRINCIPLE – the principle by which God makes the revelation of any given truth, increasingly clear as the Word proceeds to its consummation.

10.
THE  FULL  MENTION  PRINCIPLE – is a method of study, which interprets Scripture in light of everything God has declared on a particular subject.  Somewhere in Scripture God will have gathered all the fragments of a particular truth into one exhaustive statement.

11.
THE  CONTEXT  PRINCIPLE – the principle which God gives light upon a subject through either near or remote passages bearing upon that theme.

12.
THE  AGREEMENT  PRINCIPLE – the principle under which the truthfulness and faithfulness of God become the guarantee that He will not set forth any passage in His Word which is contradictive to any other passage.

13.
THE  DIRECT  STATEMENT  PRINCIPLE – the method of interpretation in which the interpreter lets Scripture say what it means and mean what it says.

14.
THE  REPETITION  PRINCIPLE – utilizes the idea that God repeats some truth or subject already given, generally with the addition of details not previously given.

15.
THE  CHRISTO-CENTRIC  PRINCIPLE – is that principle by which God shows:  (1) the mind of Deity is eternally centered in Christ;  (2)  all angelic thought and ministry is centered in Christ;  (3)  all Satanic hatred and subtlety are centered at Christ;  (4)  all human hopes are, and human occupation should be, centered in Christ;  (5)  the whole material universe in creation is centered in Christ;  and  (6)  the entire written word is centered in Christ.

16.
THE  NUMERICAL  PRINCIPLE – a principle by which 
Scripture is interpreted in light of numerics.


Another method of communicating the interpretation one has arrived at, is called “sermonizing”.  There are various ways, which the truth one has studied and concluded may present that truth in sermonizing.  The highest and noblest task unto which God has ever called man is the task of Preaching.  While it is recognized that the presence, power and leadership of the Holy Spirit is given in the study of His Word, one must still apply himself to study and learn, before he can present truth.  One may have all the knowledge in the world and yet if unable to communicate that truth, he is useless.  He may have terrific oratory, yet if there is no foundation of knowledge, (in sermonizing of Scripture), his oratory is but speaking into the wind.

PREACHING OR METHODS IN SERMONIZING AND HOMILETICS TO DETERMINE THE TRUTH

Some of the methods of sermonizing are:


1.
THE  TOPICAL  EXPOSITORY  METHOD which



is considered one of the most effective methods.  It

is also referred to as explanatory preaching, and means
to take each part separately and explain what it is and/or what it does.  It has as its mechanics, the meaning of the subject, and the elements of the subject and the logical arrangement of those elements.

2.
THE  PERSUASIVE  METHOD – is a method by which one takes a subject and determines what he wants to prove relative to it, finds the reason why the thing or things are true, and then assembles the evidence in a logical arrangement to prove his points.


3.
THE  QUESTION  METHOD – simply asks 



questions such as who, what when, where, why and

how.  It then proceeds to answer those questions from a Scriptural standpoint.

4.
THE  ANALOGY  METHOD – is a method whereas the likeness or parallels between two subjects are compared.


5.
THE  SYNTHESIS  METHOD – is a composition or

combination of the parts of a subject into a whole idea.  It is the culmination of material arranged in a logical order, and then expounded upon.

6.
THE  ANALYSIS  METHOD – is the finding of all the Bible material on a given subject, the taking down or apart of each part, the examination of the same and the assembly of the parts into a whole again.

7. THE  COMMENTARY  METHOD  - 
is the observation of a text in its proper context, and the use of the outstanding thoughts in the text as topics for discussion or comment.

8) There is also the use of  THEORY  in preaching or in interpretation.  A theory is nothing more than a supposition based on AVAILABLE data, which may or may not be supported by FACT.  Therefore, a theory is an UNPROVED  SUPPOSITION.  It is a mere proposition based on some face, supposition or assumption.  Theory is many times good to provoke thought among an audience, but one must be cautious to clarify he is merely stating a theory and that said theory may or may not be true.

There are many methods of Bible interpretation.  A man must find and use those methods, which are comfortable to and suited to him.  In addition, he must use those which can most effectively communicated the information he has culminated together into a sermon.

THE ART OF TEACHING TO UNCOVER THE TRUTH
In order to present one’s interpretation, one must be a teacher, that is, A TEACHER IS ONE WHO  IS  ABLE  TO  IMPART  A  TRUTH  TO  A  STUDENT  IN SUCH  A  WAY  THAT  IT  MOTIVATES  THE  LEARNER  TO  BE  CONVINCED  OF  THAT  TRUTH  TO  THE  POINT HE  IS  IN  FACT  PRACTICING  THAT  TRUTH.


There are Seven Laws of Teaching which one should familiarize himself with, if he desires to be an expounder or interpreter of Scripture.


The laws are:

1)
The Law of the Teacher:
The teacher must be one who knows the lesson or truth to be taught.

2)
The Law of the Learner:



The learner is one who attends with interest to the lesson.

3)
The Law of the Language:
The language used as a medium between the teacher and learner must be common to both.

4)
The Lesson Must be Mastered:
The lesson to be mastered must be explicable in terms of truth already known by the learner—THE  UNKNOWN must be explained by means of the known.

Teaching is arousing and using the pupil’s mind to grasp the desired thought or to master the desired art.

Learning is thinking into one’s own understanding a new idea or truth or working into habit a new art or skill.

7)
The test and proof of teaching done – the finishing and fastening process – must be a reviewing, rethinking, reknowing, reproducing, and applying 
of the material that has been taught, the knowledge and ideals and arts that have been communicated.

One can see there is much effort and work to be applied in the interpretation and translation of Scripture, and that many who claim to be interpreting Scripture are merely reciting, misquoting and opinionating, instead of communicating the message in its proper context, from one language to another.




One should be warned about hasty opinionations, comments, and misquotes.  When one deliberately twists Scripture to make it speak words it really is not saying, or when one deletes or adds in order to tickle ears, please crowds, or gain popularity, he is misquoting the Creator and Sovereign God, and will give an account for it.


“But I say unto you, that every idle word that


men shall speak, they shall give account thereof


in the day of judgment.”


When one reduces Scripture to mere myth, history, or poetry, he is trying to nullify his God.  When one scoffs at Scripture or laughs at it, refuses to hear it, he is in grave danger of judgment.  When one claims authority to change Scripture, he asserts his own authority as higher than the authority of God, who wrote Scripture.  He exalts himself to the heavens to be like “the most high” and will surely be brought to the pits of despair.


Finally, were men and women to interpret what the Scriptures declare about God or to do a subject study on the doctrine of God, and consider Him in light of Scriptural context, the whining, crying, helpless, bespectacled, spectator God whom many worship would be transformed into an absolute, unlimited ruler of the universe, who is participating in the affairs of life.  They would find a King whose kingdom rules over all and none can stay His hand or say unto Him, what doest thou?  When we carve out in our minds and intellect our conception of God, and what He is and must be in order for us to worship him, We have become Idolaters!  For as surely as the Israelites worshipped a stone and said, “Thou art my God” We have made an idol, a stone figure cut from our intellect, conscience, and opinion and worshipped that instead of the God of the Scriptures!  The folly of the modern world is shown in their ability to believe in a human philosophy but not in a Divine guideline.  It is manifested in their ability to declare men infallible and render God fallible.


The influx of humanistic and philosophic teachers, claiming to be theologians, and doing their best to dissuade young men on the authority and inspiration of the Scriptures, coupled with those who take a pair of theological scissors and cut the heart out of young men who desire to know Him, is reason enough to advocate, contend and persuade men toward a proper Bible interpretation.


It is hoped these things above will clarify many terms used today and that by doing so, will encourage the reader to rightly divide the Word of Truth, unashamedly, because he has studied to show himself approved unto God.


“The things you have learned commit to faithful men,


that they may be able to teach others also.”

COMMUNICATE THE BIBLE IN THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE.  

Knowing all there is to know about the Scriptures and not having the ability to communicate that knowledge is of no avail.  To communicate the Scripture into the English Language,  one must be very familiar with the religious world of the New Testament, as well as the many New Testament Terms, Figures of Speech, etc which are used in the New Testament.  A Few of them are:

JUDAISM

ROMAN AND GREEK PANTHEISM

WORSHIP OF ANCIENT BABYLON
JUDAISM:


Divided into three Sects:

Essenes: 
Not mentioned in the New Testament but dwellers in the Judean Desert in the the region just west of the Dead Sea.  Extreme separatists.

Pharisee:
The religious “right wing of the New Testament Times”  Believed in Heaven, Hell, Spirits, The Resurrection of the dead; Inspiration of the Scriptures, and Predestination.  

Sadducee:
The religious “Left” of the N.T.  Denied all the Pharisees believed.  Most of the Priesthood was made up of Sadducees.

Scribe:

The men who copied the Scriptures onto parchment by hand copying.  Meticulous to make sure every “i” was doted and every “T” was crossed.  Developed a system to make sure they did not leave out a letter of the scroll they were copying.  

The Priesthood:
Made up of 24 different orders, with every priest belonging to one of the 24 orders, and each order serving two weeks in the temple and then rotating to the next order to serve.  Over each of the 24 orders was a Chief Priest, and over all them was the High Priest.  All priests had to be Levites, but not all Levites were priests.  A person entered the priesthood at age 25, served apprenticeship until age 30; then went into one of the 24 orders, and there served 20 years as a priest.  At age 50 they were retired out and became an “Elder” of the people.

The “Council” or Sanhedrin Court: 
Made of  71 persons, which consisted of 24 Chief Priests, 22 Scribes, 24 Elders of the people and 1 high Priest.  The court existed to prove the innocence of the accused, and voted from youngest to oldest, so the young would not be influenced by the older members.  They were forbidden from meeting at night.  You had to be tall, noble looking, married, and speak at least two languages fluently, to be  a member of the Sanhedrin.


Dr of the Law:
Men who had studied under a master teacher, at a yeshiva (Jewish Religious School) and had become masters of the Law of Moses;  Upon graduation and satisfactory examination, were conferred Doctorate of Law 

Rabbi:
Literally means, “Teacher”.  Was a term used of master teachers in the New Testament.

JEWISH FEASTS:
There were seven in the course of a year, which originated in the Old Testament.  The feast of Lights of Hannukah originated with the Maccabees; Feast of Purim with Esther, and Feast of Booths to commemorate their living in the desert forty years.

The seven main feasts are:

Passover

Unleavened Bread

Pentecost

First Fruits

Trumpets

Yom Kippur

Tabernacles

Any good Bible Student who intends to teach the Word of God will have a good understanding and be able to teach the Geography and History of Major Bible Cities.  Some of these are: 

Jerusalem, Jericho, Tiberias, Capernaum, Hebron, Corinth: Thessalonica; Galatia; Roma; Ephesus; Colosse;   You should be able to mentally locate where they are.  In addition, be familiar with the Jordan River, the “Wilderness of Judea”  Know the Geography and Topography of your text.  Know the History of your text.

FIGURES OF SPEECH USED IN SCRIPTURE

Figures of Speech 

    It is most important to notice these. It is absolutely necessary for true interpretation. God's Word is made up of "words which the Holy Spirit teacheth" (1Corinthians 2:13. 1Thessalonians 2:13. 2Timothy 3:16. 2Peter 1:21, etc.). 

    A "Figure of speech" relates to the form in which the words are used. It consists in the fact that a word or words are used out of their ordinary sense, or place, or manner, for the purpose of attracting our attention to what is thus said. A Figure of speech is a designed and legitimate departure from the laws of language, in order to emphasize what is said. Hence in such Figures we have the Holy Spirit's own marking, so to speak, of His own words. 

    This peculiar form or unusual manner may not be true, or so true, to the literal meaning of the words; but it is more true to their real sense, and truer to the truth. 

    Figures are never used but for the sake of emphasis. They can never, therefore, be ignored. Ignorance of Figures of speech has led to the grossest errors, which have been caused either from taking literally what is figurative, or from taking figuratively what is literal. 

    The Greeks and Romans named some hundreds of such figures. The only work on Biblical Figures of speech in the English language is by Dr. E. W. Bullinger, from which we have taken the whole of information given here.. He has classified some 217 separate figures (some of them with many varieties or subdivisions), and has given over 8,000 illustrations. 

    In Genesis 3:14,15. we have some of the earliest examples. By interpreting these figures literally as meaning "belly", "dust", "heel", "head", we lose the volumes of precious and mysterious truth which they convey and intensify. It is the truth whish is literal, while the words employed are figurative. (See under Appendix 19) 

    Below are listed the names of most of these figures; and we append a list with their pronunciation and English definitions (giving one or more references as examples). 

Ac-cis'-mus ; or, Apparent Refusal 

(Matthew 15:22-26). So named because it is an apparent or assumed refusal. 

Ac-ro'-stichion; or, Acrostic 

(Psalm 119). Repetition of the same or successive letters at the beginnings of words or clauses. 

Æ-nig'-ma; or, Dark Saying 

(Genesis 49:10. Judges 14:14). A truth expressed in obscure language. 

Æ'-ti-o-log'-ia; or Cause Shown 

(Romans 1:16). Rendering a reason for what is said or done. 

Affirmatio; or, Affirmation 

(Philppians 1:18). Emphasising words to affirm what no one has disputed. 

Ag'-an-ac-te'-sis; or Indignation 

(Genesis 3:13. Acts 13:10). An expression of feeling by way of indignation. 

Al'-le-go-ry; or, Continued Comparison by Reprensentation (Metaphor) 

(Genesis 49:9. Galatians 4:22,24), 

and Implication (Hypocatastasis) (Matthew 7:3-5). Teaching a truth about one thing by substituting another for it which is unlike it. 

Am-oe-bae'-on; or, Refrain 

(Psalm 136). The repetition of the same phrase at the end successive paragraphs. 

Am'-phi-di-or-tho'-sis; or, Double Correction 

(1Corinthians 11:22). A correction setting right both hearer and speaker. 

Am'-pli-a'-tio; or, Adjournment 

(Genesis 2:23. 1Samuel 30:5). A retaining of an old name after the reason for it has passed away. 

An-ab'-a-sis; or, Gradual Ascent 

(Psalm 18:37,38). An increase of emphasis or sense in successive sentences. 

An-acho'-re-sis; or, Regression 

(Ephesians 3:14). A return to the original subject after a digression. 

An'-a-coe-no-sis; or, Common Cause 

(1Corithians 4:21). An appeal to others as having interests in common. 

An'-a-co-lu'-thon; or, Non-Sequence 

(Genesis 35:3. Mark 11:32). A breaking off the sequence of thought. 

An'-a-di-plo'-sis; or, Like Sentence Endings and Beginnings 

(Genesis 1:1,2. Psalm 121:1,2). The word or words concluding one sentence are repeated at the beginning of another. 

An'-a-mne'-sis; or, Recalling 

(Romans 9:3). An expression of feeling by way of recalling to mind. 

An-a'-pho-ra; or, Like Sentence Beginnings 

(Deuteronomy 28:3-6). The repetition of the same word at the beginning of successive sentences. 

An-a'-stro-phe; or, Arraignment 

(Acts 7:48). The position of one word changed, so as to be out of its proper or usaul place in a sentence. 

An'-e-sis; or Abating 

(2Kings 5:1). The addition of a concluding sentence which diminishes the effect of what has been said. 

Ant-eis'-a-go-ge; or, Counter Question 

(Matthew 21:23-25). The answering of one quetion by asking another. 

An-throp'-o-path-ei'-a; or, Condescension 

(Genesis 1:2; 8:21. Psalm 74:11. Jeremiah 2:13. Hosea 11:10). Ascribing to God what belongs to human and rational beings, irrational creatures, or inanimate things. 

Ant-i-cat'-e-gor'-ia; or, Tu Quoque 

(Ezekiel 18:25). Retorting upon another the very insinuation or accusation he has made against us. 

Ant'-i-me'-rei-a; or, Exchange of Parts of Speech. 

Of the Verb. The Verb used istead of some other part of speech (Genesis 32:24. Luke 7:21). 

Of the Adverb. The Adverb used instead of some other part of speech (Genesis 30:33. Luke 10:29). 

Of the Adjective. The Adjective used instead of some other part of speech (Genesis 1:9. Hebrews 6:17). 

Of the Noun. The Noun used instead of some other part of speech (Genesis 23:6. James 1:25). 

Ant-i-me-tab'-o-le; or, Counterchange 

(Genesis 4:4,5. Isaiah 5:20). A word or words repeated in a revers order, with the object of opposing them to one another. 

Ant-i-met-a-the'-sis; or, Dialogue 

(1Corinthians 7:16). A transference of speakers; as when the reader is addressed as if actually present. 

Ant-i'-phras-is; or, Permutation 

(Genesis 3:22). The use of a word or phrase in a sense opposite to its original signification. 

Ant'-i-pros-o'-po-poe-i-a; or Anti-Personification 

(2Samuel 16:9). Persons represented as inanimate things. 

Ant'-i-ptos'-is; or, Exchange of Cases 

(Exodus 19:6, compare to 1Peter 2:9). One Case is put for another Case, the governing Noun being used as the Adjective instead of the Noun in regimen. 

Ant-i'-stro-phe; or, Retort 

(Matthew 15:26,27). Turning the words of a speaker against himself. 

Ant-i'-thes-is; or, Contrast 

(Proverbs 15:17). A setting of one phrase in contrast with another. 

Ant'-o-no-ma'-si-a or, Name Change 

(Genesis 31:21). The putting of a proper name for a Appellative or common Noun, or the reverse. 

Aph-aer'-e-sis; or, Front Cut 

(Jeremiah 22:24). The cutting off of a letter or syllable from the beginning of a word. 

Ap'-o-di-ox'-is; or, Detestation 

(Matthew 16:23). An expression of feeling by way of destestation. 

Ap-o'-phas-is; or, Insinuation 

(Philemon 19.). When, professing to suppress certain matters, the writer adds the insinuation negatively. 

A-po'-ria; or, Doubt 

(Luke 16:3). An expression of feeling by way of doubt. 

Ap-o-si-opes'-is; or, Sudden Silence 

It may be associated with:- 

Some great promise (Exodus 32:32). 

Anger and threatening (Genesis 3:22). 

Grief and complaint (Genesis 25:22. Psalm 6:3). 

Inquiry and deprecation (John 6:62). 

Ap-o'-stro-phe; or, Apostrophe 

When the speaker turns away from the real auditory whom he is addressing to speak to another, who may be- 

God (Nehemiah 6:9). 

Men (2Samuel 1:24,25). 

Animals (Joel 2:22). 

Inanimate things (Jeremiah 47:6). 

Association; or, Inclusion 

(Acts 17:27). When the speaker associates himself with those whom he addresses, or of whom he speaks. 

As'-ter-is'-mos; or, Indicating 

(Psalm 133:1). Employing some word which directs special attention to some paticular point or subject. 

A-syn'-de-ton; or, No-Ands 

(Mark 7:21-23. Luke 14:13). The usual conjunction is omitted, so that the point to be emphasised may be quickly reached and ended with an emphatic climax (compare to Polysyndeton, and Luke 14:21). 

Bat-to-log'-i-a; or, Vain Repetition 

(1Kings 18:26). Not used by the Holy Spirit: only by man. 

Ben'-e-dic'-ti-o; or, Blessing 

(Genesis 1:22,28. Matthew 5:3-11). An expression of feeling by way of benediction or blessing. 

Bra-chy'-lo-gi-a; or, Brachyology 

A special form of Ellipsis (Genesis 25:32). See Ellipsis I.3. 

Cat-a'-bas-is; or, Gradual Descent 

(Philippians 2:6-8). The opposite of Anabasis. Used to emphasise humiliation, sorrow, etc. 

Cat'-a-chres-is; or, Incongruity 

One word used for another, contrary to the ordinary usage and meaning of it. 

Of two words, where the meanings are remotely akin (Leviticus 26:30). 

Of two words, where the meanings are different (Exodus 5:21). 

Of one word, where the Greek receives its real meaning by permutation from another language (Genesis 1:5. Matthew 8:6). 

Cat'-a-ploc'-e; or, Sudden Exclamation 

(Ezekiel 16:23). This name is given to a parenthesis when it takes the form of a sudden exclamation. 

Chleu-as'-mos; or, Mocking 

(Psalm 2:4). An expression of feeling by mocking and jeering. 

Chron'-o-graph'-i-a; or, Description of Time 

(John 10:22). The teaching of something important by mentioning the time of an occurrence. 

Climax; or, Gradation 

(2Peter 1:5-7). Anadiplosis repeated in successive sentences (see "Anadiplosis", above). 

Coe'-no-tes; or, Combined Repetition 

(Psalm 118:8,9). The repetition of two different phrases, one at the beginning, and the other at the end of successive paragraphs. 

Correspondence. 

This term is applied to repetition of a subject or subjects, which reappear in varying order, thus determing the "Structure" of any portion of the Sacred Text. This Correspondence is found in the folowing forms:- 

Alternate. Where the subjects of the alternate members correspond with each other, either by way of similarity or contrast. 

Extended. Where there are two series, but each consisting of several members (Psalm 72:2-17. Psalm 132.). 

Repeated. Where there are more than two series of subjects, either consisting of two members each (Psalm 26. Psalm 145.), or consisting of more than two members each (Psalm 24). 

Introverted. Where the first subject of the one series of members corresponds with the last subject of the second (Genesis 43:3-5. Leviticus 14:51,52). 

Complex or Combined. Where both Alternation and Introversion are combined together in various ways (Exodus 20:8-11. Psalm 105). 

Cy-clo-id'-es; or, Circular Repetition 

(Psalm 80:3,7,19). The repetition of the same phrase at regular intervals. 

De'-i-sis; or, Adjuration 

(Deuteronomy 4:26). An expression of feeling by oath or asseveration. 

Dep-re-ca'-ti-o; or, Deprecation 

(Exodus 32:32). An expression of feeling by the way of deprecation. 

Di'-a-log-is-mos; or, Dialogue 

(Isaiah 63:1-6). When one or more persons are represented as speaking about a thing, instead of saying it oneself. 

Di'-a-syrm-os; or, Raillery 

(Matthew 26:50). Tearing away disguise, and showing up a matter as it really is. 

Di-ex'-od-os; or, Expansion 

(Jude 12,13). A lengthening out by copious exposition of facts. 

Ec'-pho-ne'-sis; or, Exclamation 

(Romans 7:24). An outburst of words, prompted by emotion. 

Ei'-ron-ei-a; or, Irony. 

The expression of thought in a form that naturally conveys its opposite. 

Divine Irony. Where the speaker is Divine (Genesis 3:22. Judges 10:14). 

Human Irony. Where the speaker is a human being ( Job 12:2). 

Peirastic Irony. By way of trying or testing (Genesis 22:2). 

Simulated Irony. Where the words are used by man in dissimulation (Genesis 37:19. Matthew 27:40). 

Deceptive Irony. Where words are clearly false as well as hypocritical (Genesis 3:4,5. Matthew 2:8). 

E-jac'-u-la'-ti-o; or, Ejaculation 

(Hosea 9:14). A parenthesis which consists of a short wish or prayer. 

El-eu'-ther-i'-a; or, Candour 

(Luke 13:32). The speaker, without intending offence, speaks with perfect freedom and boldness. 

El-lips'-is; or, Omission 

When a gap is purposely left in a sentence through the omissiion of some word or words. 

Absolute Ellipsis. Where the omitted word or words are to be supplied from the nature of the subject. 

Noun and Pronouns (Genesis 14:19,20. Psalm 21:12). 

Verbs and participles (Genesis 26:7. Psalm 4:2). 

Certain connected words in the same member of a passage (Genesis 25:32. Matthew 25:9). Called Brachyology. 

A whole clause in a connected passage (Genesis 30:27. 1Timothy 1:3,4). 

Relative Ellipsis. 

Where the omitted word is to be supplied from a cognate word in the context (Psalm 76:11). 

Where the omitted word is to be supplied from a related or contrary word (Genesis 33:10. Psalm 7:11). 

Where the omitted word is to be supplied from analogous or related words (Genesis 50:23. Isaiah 38:12). 

Where the omitted word is contained in another word, the one word comprising the two significations (Genesis 43:33). 

Ellipsis of Repitition. 

Simple; where the Ellipsis is to be supplied from a preceding or a succeding clause (Genesis 1:30. 2Corinthians 6:16). 

Complex; where the two clauses are mutually involed, and the Ellipsis in the former clause is to be supplied from the latter; and, at the same time, an Ellipsis in the latter clause it be supplied from the former (Hebrews 12:20). 

E-nan-ti-o'-sis; or, Contraries 

(Luke 7:44-46). Affirmatation or negation by contraries. 

En'-thy-me-ma; or, Omission of Premiss 

(Matthew 27:19). Where the conclusion is stated, and one or both of the premisses are omitted. 

Ep-i-dip'-lo-sis; or, Double Encircling 

(Psalm 47:6). Repeated Epanadiplosis (see below). 

Ep'-an-a-di-plo'-sis; or, Encircling 

(Genesis 9:3. Psalm 27:14). The repetition of the same word or words at the beginning and end of a sentence. 

Ep'-an-a-leps'is; or, Resumption 

(1Corinthians 10:29. Philippians 1:24). The repetition of the same word after a break or parenthesis. 

Ep-an'-od-os; or, Inversion 

(Genesis 10:1-31. Isaiah 6:10). The repetition of the same word or words in an inverse order, the sense being unchanged. 

Ep'-an-or-tho-sis; or, Correction 

(John 16:32). A recalling of what has been said in order to substitute something stronger in its place. 

Ep-i'-bo-le; or, Overlaid Repetition 

(Psalm 29:3,4,5,7,8,9). The repetition of the same phrase at irregular intervals. 

Ep'-i-cri'-sis; or, Judgement 

(John 12:33). A short sentence added at the end by way of an additional conclusion. 

Ep'-i-mo-ne; or, Lingering 

(John 21:15-17). Repetition in order to dwell upon, for the sake of impressing. 

Ep'-i-pho-ne'-ma; or, Exclamation 

(Psalm 135:21). An exclamation at the conclusion of a sentence. 

Ep-i'-pho-za; or, Epistrophe in Argument 

(2Corinthians 11:22). The repetition of the same word or words at the end of successive sentences used in argument. 

Ep-i-stro-phe; or, Like Sentence-Endings 

(Genesis 13:6. Psalm 24:10). The repetition of the same word or words at the end of successive sentences. 

Ep-i'-ta-sis; or, Amplification 

(Exodus 3:19). Where a concluding sentence is added by way of increasing the emphasis. 

Ep'-i-ther-a-pei'-a; or, Qualification 

(Philippians 4:10). A sentence added at the end to heal, soften, mitigate, or modify what has been before said. 

Ep-i'-the-ton; or, Epithet 

(Genesis 21:16. Luke 22:41). The naming of a thing by describing it. 

Ep'-i-ti-me'-sis; or, Reprimand 

(Luke 24:25). An expression of feeling by way of censure, reproof, or reproach. 

Ep'i-tre-chon; or, Running Along 

(Genesis 15:13. John 2:9). A sentence, not complete in itself, thrown in as an explanatory remark. A form of Parenthesis (see below). 

Ep'-i-troch-as'-mos; or Summarising 

(Hebrews 11:32). A running lightly over by way of summary. 

Ep-i'-trop-e; or, Admission 

(Ecclesiastes 11:9). Admission of wrong, in order to gain what is right. 

Ep'-i-zeux'-is; or, Duplication 

(Genesis 22:11. Psalm 77:16). The repetition of the same word in the same sense. 

Er'-o-te-sis; or, Interrogating 

(Genesis 13:9. Psalm 35:10). The asking of questions, not for information, or for an answer. Such questions may be asked (1) in positive affirmation, (2) in negative affirmation, (3) in afffirmative negation, (4) in demonstration, (5) in wonder and admiration, (6) in rapture, (7) in wishes, (8) in refusals and denials, (9) in doubts, (10) in admonition, (11), in expostulation, (12) in prohibition or dissuasion, (13) in pity and commiseration, (14) in disparagement, (15) in reproaches, (16) in lamentation, (17) in indignation, (18) in absurdities and impossibilities, (19) double questions. 

Eth'-o-poe'-i-a; or, Description of Manners 

(Isaiah 3:16). A description of a person's peculiarities as to manners, caprices, habits, etc.. 

Eu'-che; or, Prayer 

(Isaih 64:1,2). An expression of feeling by way of prayer,curse, or imprecation. 

Eu'-phem-is'-mos; or, Euphemy 

(Genesis 15:15). Where a pleasing expression is used for one that is unpleasant. 

Exemplum ; or, Example 

(Luke 17:32). Concluding a sentence by employing an example. 

Ex-er-gas'-i-a; or Working Out 

(Zechariah 6:12,13). A repetition so as to work out or illustrate what has already been said. 

Ex'-ou-then-is'-mos; or, Contempt 

(2Samuel 6:20). An expression of feeling by way of contempt. 

Gno'-me; or, Quotation 

The citation of a well-known saying without quoting the author's name. 

Where the sense originally intended is preserved, though the words may vary (Matthew 26:31). 

Where the original sense is modified in the quotation or reference (Matthew 12:40). 

Where the sense is quite different from that which was first intended (Matthew 2:15). 

Where the words are from the Hebrew or from the Septuagint (Luke 4:18). 

Where the words are varied by omission, addition, or transposition (1Corinthians 2:9). 

Where the words are changed by a reading, or an inference, or in number, person, mood, or tense. (Matthew 4:7). 

Where two or more citations are amalgamated (Matthew 21:13). 

Where Quotations are from books other than the Bible (Acts 17:28). 

Hen-di'-a-dys; or, Two for One 

(Genesis 2:9. Ephesians 6:18). Two words used, but one thing meant. 

Hen-di'-a-tris; or, Three for One 

(Daniel 3:7). Three words used, but one thing meant. 

Her-men'-ei-a; or, Interpretation 

(John 7:39). An explanation immediately following a statement to make it more clear. 

Het'-er-o'-sis; or, Exchange of Accidence. 

Exchange of one voice, mood, tense, person, number, degree, or gender for another. 

Of forms and voices (1Peter 2:6). 

Of moods (Genesis 20:7. Exodus 20:8). 

Of tenses (Genesis 23:11. Matthew 3:18). 

Of persons (Genesis 29:27. Daniel 2:36). 

Of adjectives (degree) and adverbs (2Timothy 1:18). 

Of nouns (number), adjectives, and pronouns (Genesis 3:8. Hebrews 7:7). 

Ho-moe-o'-pto-ton; or, Like Inflections 

(2Timothy 3:2,3). Similar endings arising from the same inflection of verbs, nouns, etc. . This figure belongs peculiarly to the original languages. 

He-moe-o-pro'-pher-on; or, Alliteration 

(Judges 5). The repetiton of the same letter or syllable at commencement of successive words. 

Heo'-moe-o-tel-eu'-ton; or, Like Endings 

(Mark 12:30). The repetition of the same letters or syllables at the end of successive words. Used also of an omision in the text caused by such-like endings: the scribe's eye going back to the latter of such similar words, instead of the former. See Joshua 2:1. 

Hyp-al'-la-ge; or, Interchange 

(Genesis 10:9. 1Kings 17:4). A word logically belonging to one connection is grammatically united with another. 

Hyp-er'bat-on; or, Transposition 

(Romans 5:8). The placing of a word out of its usual order in a sentence. 

Hy-per'-bo-le; or Exaggeration 

(Genesis 41:47. Deuteronomy 1:28). When more is said than is literally meant. 

Hy'-po-cat-as'-ta-sis; or, Implication 

(Matthew 15:13; 16:6). An implied resemblance or representation. 

Hy-po-ti-me'-sis; or, Under Estimating 

(Romans 3:5). Parenthetic addition by way of apology or excuse. 

Hy'-po-ty-po'-sis; or, Word Picture 

(Isaiah 5:26-30). Representation of objects or actions by words. 

Hys'-ter-e-sis; or, Subsequent Narration 

(Genesis 31:7, 8. Psalm 105:8). When later record gives supplemental or new particulars, not inserted in the historical record. 

Hys'-ter-o-log'-ia; or, The First Last 

(Genesis 10 and 11. 2Samuel 24). A prior mention of a subsequent event. 

Id-i-o'-ma; or, Idiom 

The peculiar usage of words and phrases, as illustrated in the language peculiar to one nation or tribe, as opposed to other languages or dialects. 

Idiomatic usage of verbs (Genesis 42:38. 1John 1:10). 

Special idiomatic usages of nouns and verbs (Genesis 33:11. Jeremiah 15:16). 

Idiomatic degrees of comparison (Luke 22:15). 

Idiomatic use of prepositions (Luke 22:49). 

Idiomatic use of numerals (Psalm 103:2). 

Idsiomatic forms of quotations (Psalm 109:5). 

Idiomatic forms of question (Luke 22:49). 

Idiomatic phrases (Genesis 6:2, 4. Matthew 11:25). 

Idioms arising from other figures of speech (see notes in margin). 

Chages of usage of words in the Greek language (Genesis 43:18. Matthew 5:25). 

Changes of usage of words in the English language (Genesis 24:21. 2Kings 3:9). 

In'-ter-jec'-ti-o; or, Interjection 

(Psalm 42:2). Parenthetic addition by way of feeling. 

Mal'-e-dic'-ti-o; or, Imprecation 

(Isaiah 3:11). Expression of feeling by way of malediction and execration. 

Mei-o'-sis; or a Belittleing 

(Genesis 18:27. Numbers 13:33). A belittleing of one thing to magnify another. 

Me-ris'-mos; or, Distribution 

(Romans 2:6-8). An enumeration of the parts of a whole which has been just previously mentioned. 

Mes-ar-chi'-a; or, Beginning and Middle Repetition 

(Ecclesiastes 1:2). The repetition of the same word or words at the beginning and middle of successive sentences. 

Mes-o-di-plo'-sis; or, Middle Repetition 

(2Corinthians 4:8,9). The repetition of the same word or words in the middle of successive sentences. 

Mes-o-tel-eu'-ton; or, Middle and End Repetition 

(2Kings 19:7). The repetition of the same word or words in the middle and at the end of successive sentences. 

Met-a'-bas-is-; or, Transition 

(1Corinthians 12:31). A passing from one subject to another. 

Met'-a-lep'-sis; or, Double Metonymy 

(Genesis 19:8. Ecclesiastes 12:6. Hosea 14:2). Two metonymies, one contained in the other, but only one expressed. 

Met-al'-la-ge; or, a Changing Over 

(Hosea 4:18). A different subject of thought substituted for the original subject. 

Met'-a-phor' or, Representation 

(Matthew 26:26). A declaration that one thing is (or represents) another: while Simile resembles it, and Hypocatastasis implies it. 

Met-a-sta-sis; or, Counter-Blame 

(1Kings 18:17,18). A transferring of the blame from one's self to another. 

Met-o'-ny-my; or, Change of Noun 

When one name or noun is used instead of another, to which it stands in a certain relation. 

Of the Cause. When the cause is put for the effect (Genesis 23:8. Luke 16:29). 

Of the Effect. When the effect is put for the cause producing it (Genesis 25:23. Acts 1:18). 

Of the Subject. When the subject is put for something pertaining to it (Genesis 41:13. Deutronomy 28:5). 

Of the Adjunct. When something pertaining to the subject is put for the subject itself (Genesis 28:22. Job 32:7). 

Mi-me-sis; or, Description of Sayings 

(Exodus 15:9). Used when the sayings and etc., of another are described or imitated by way of emphasis. 

Neg-a'-ti-o; or, Negattion 

(Galatians 2:5). A denial of that which has not been affirmed. 

Oe'-on-is'-mos; or, Wishing 

(Psalm 55:6). An expression of feeling by way of wishing or hoping for a thing. 

Ox'-y-mor-on; or Wise-Folly 

(1Timothy 5:6). A wise saying that seems foolish. 

Pae-sn'-si'-mos; or, Exultation 

(Zephaniah 3:14). Calling on others to rejioce over something. 

Pal'-in-od'-i-a; or, Retracting 

(Revelation 2:6). Approval of one thing after reproving for another thing. 

Par-a-bol-a; or, Parable i.e., Continued Simile 

(Luke 14:16-24). Comparison by continued resemblance. 

Par'-a-di-a'-stol-e; or, Neithers and Nors 

(Exodus 20:10. Romans 8:35,38,39). The repetition of the disjunctives niether and nor, or, either and or. 

Par'-ae-net'-ic-on; or, Exhortation 

(1Timothy 2). An expression of feeling by way of exhortation. 

Par-a-leips-is; or, a Passing By 

(Hebrews 11:32). When a wish is expressed to pass by a subject, which is, notwithstanding, briefly alluded by subsequently. 

Parallelism; or Parallel Lines 

The repetition of similar, synonymous, or opposite thoughts or words in parallel or successive lines. Compare to "Correspondence". 

Simple synonymous, or gradational. When the lines are parallel in thought, and in the use of synonymous words (Genesis 4:23,24. Psalm 1:1). 

Simple antithetic, or opposite. When the words are contrasted in the two or more lines, being opposed in sense the one to the other (Proverbs 10:1). 

Simple synthetic, or constructive. When the parallelism consists only in the similar form of construction (Psalm 19:7-9). 

Complex alternate. When the lines are placed alternately (Genesis 19:25. Proverbs 24:19,20). 

Complex repeated alternation. The repetition of two parallel subjects in several lines (Isaiah 65:21,22). 

Complex extended alternation. Alternation extended so as to consist of three or more lines (Judges 10:17). 

Complex introversion. When the parallel lines are so placed that the first corresponds with the last, the second with the last but one, etc. (Genesis 3:19. 2Chronicles 32:7,8). 

Par-ec'-bas-is; or, Digression 

(Genesis 2:8-15). A temporary turning aside from one subject to another. 

Par-e-che'-sis; or, Foreign Paronomasia 

(Romans 15:4). The repetition of words similar in sound, but different in language. 

Par-eg'-men-on; or, Derivation 

(Matthew 16:18). The repetition of words derived from the same root. 

Par-em'-bol'-e; or, Insertion 

(Philippians 3:18,19). Inseration of a sentence between others which is independent and complete in itself. 

Par-en'-the-sis; or, Parenthesis 

(2Peter 1:19). Insertion of a word or sentence, parenthetically, which is necessary to explain the context. 

Par-oe'-mi-a; or Proverb 

(Genesis 10:9. 1Samuel 10:12). A wayside-saying in common use. 

Par'-o-moe-o'-sis; or, Like-Sounding Inflections 

(Matthew 11:17). The repetition of inflections similar in sound. 

Par-o-no-ma'-si-a: or, Rhyming Words 

(Genesis 18:27). The repetition of words similar in sound, but not necessarily in sense. 

Path'-o-poe'-i-a; or, Pathos 

(Luke 19:41,42). The expression of feeling or emotion. 

Per-i'-phras-is; or, Circumlocution 

(Genesis 20:16. Judges 5:10). When a description is used instead of the name. 

Per-i'-stas-is;or, Description of Circumstances 

(John 4:6). 

Ple'-on-asm; or, Redundancy 

Where what is said is, immediately after, put in another or opposite way to make it impossible for the sense to be missed. 

    The Figure may affect (1) words (Genesis 16:8); or (2) sentences (Genesis 1:20. Deuteronomy 32:6). 

Plok'-e; or, Word-Folding 

(Jeremiah 34:17). The repetition of the same word in a different sense, implying more than the first use of it. 

Po-ly-o-ny'-mi-a; or, Many Names 

(Genesis 26:34,35. 2Kings 23:13). Persons or places mentioned under different names. 

Po-ly-pto'-ton; or, Many Inflections 

The repetition of the same part of speech in different inflections. 

Verbs (Genesis 50:24. 2Kings 21:13). 

Nouns and pronouns (Genesis 9:25. Romans 11:36). 

Adjectives (2Corinthians 9:8). 

Po'ly-syn'de-ton; or, Many Ands 

(Genesis 22:9,11. Joshua 7:24. Luke 14:21). The repetition of the word "and" at the beginning of successive clauses, each independent, important, and emphatic, with no climax at the end (Compare Aysndeton and Luke 14:13). 

Prag'-mato-graph-i-a; or Description of Actions 

(Joel 2:1-11). 

Pro-ec'-the-sis; or Justification 

(Matthew 12:12). A sentence added at the end by way of justification. 

Pro-lep's-is, (Ampliatio); or, Anticipation 

(Hebrews 2:8). Anticipating what is going to be, and speaking of future things as present. 

Pro-lep's-is, (Occupatio); or, Anticipation. 

Answering an argument by anticipating it before it is used. 

Open. When the anticipated objection is both answered and stated (Matthew 3:9). 

Closed. When the anticipated objection is either not plainly stated or not answered (Romans 10:18). 

Pros-a-po'-do-sis; or, Detailing 

(John 16:8-11). A return to previous words or subjects for purposes of definition or explanation. 

Pros'-o-po-graph'-i-a; or, Description of Persons 

(Matthew 3:4). A vivid description of a person by detailed delineation. 

Pros'-o-po-poe'-i-a; or, Personification 

Things represented as persons. 

The members of the human body (Genesis 48:14. Psalm 35:10). 

Animals (Genesis 9:5. Job 12:7). 

The products of the earth (Nahum 1:4). 

Inanimate things (Genesis 4:10). 

Kingdoms, countries, and states (Psalm 45:12). 

Human actions, etc., attributed to things, etc. (Genesis 18:20. Psalm 85:10). 

Pro'-ther-a-pei'-a; or, Conciliation 

(Matthew 19:16). Conciliating others, by way of precaution, because of something we are about to say. 

Pro'-ti-me-sis; or, Description of Order 

(1Corinthians 15:5-8). The enumeration of things according to their places of honour or importance. 

Repeated Negation; or Many Noes 

(John 10:28). The repetition of divers negatives. 

Repetitio; or, Repetition 

(2Chronicles 20:35-37. John 14:1-4). Repetition of the same word or words irregularly in the same passage. 

Sim'-i-le; or, Resemblance 

(Genesis 25:25. Matthew 7:24-27). A declaration that one thing resembles another. (Compare Metaphor, above.) 

Sim'-ul-ta'-ne-um; or Insertion 

(Revelation 16:13-16). A kind of historical parenthesis, an event being put out of its historical place between two others which are simultaneous. 

Syl-leps'-is; or, Combination 

(2Chronicles 31:8). The repetition of the sense without the repetition of the word. 

Syl-leps'-is; or, Change in Concord 

(John 21:12). A change in the grammatical concord in favour of a logical concord. 

Syl'-lo-gis'-mus; or, Omission of the Conclusion 

(1Samuel 17:4-7). The conclusion, though implied, is unexpressed, in order to add emphasis to it. 

Symbol 

(Isaiah 22:22). A material object substituted for a moral, or spiritual truth. 

Sym'-per-as'-ma; or, Concluding Summary 

(Matthew 1:17). When what has been said is briefly summed up. 

Sym'-plo-ke; or, Interwining 

(1Corinthians 15:42-44). The repetition of different words in successive sentences in the same order and the same sense. 

Syn'-ath-roes'-mos; or, Enumeration 

(1Timothy 4:1-3). The enumeration of the parts of a whole which has not been mentioned. 

Syn'-cho-re'-sis; or, Concession 

(Habakkuk 1:13). Making a concession of one point in order to gain another. 

Syn'-cri-sis; or, Repeated Simile 

(Isaiah 32:2). Repetition of a number of resemblances. 

Syn-ec'-do-che; or, Transfer 

The exchange of one idea for another associated idea. 

Of the Genus. When the genus is put for the species, or universals for particulars (Genesis 6:12. Matthew 3:5). 

Of the Species. When the species is put for the genus, or particulars for universals (Genesis 3:19. Matthew 6:11). 

Of the Whole. When the whole is put for a part (Genesis 6:12). 

Of the Part. When a part is put for the whole (Genesis 3:19. Matthew 27:4). 

Syn'-oe-cei-o'-sis; or, Cohabitation 

(Matthew 19:16,17). The repetition of the same word in the same sentence with an extended meaning. 

Syn-o-ny-mi-a; or, Synonymous Words 

(Proverbs 4:14,15). The repetition of words similar in sense, but different in sound and origin. 

Syn'-the-ton; or, Combination 

(Genesis 18:27). A placing together of two words by usage. 

Ta-pei-no'-sis; or, Demeaning 

(Genesis 27:44. Romans 4:19). The lessoning of a thing in order to increase and intensify that same thing. (Compare Meiosis.) 

Thau-mas'-mos; or, Wondering 

(Romans 11:33). An expression of feeling by way of wonder. 

Tme'-sis; or, Mid-Cut 

(Ephesians 6:8). A change by which one word is cut in two, and another word put in between. 

Top'-o-graph'-i-a; or, Description of Place 

(Isaiah 10:28-32). Throwing light on the subject dealt with by alluding to locality. 

Type 

(Romans 5:14). A figure or ensample of something future, and more or less prophetic, called the Anti-type. 

Zeug'-ma; or, Unequal Yoke 

When one verb is yoked on to two subjects, while grammatically a second verb is required. 

Proto-zeugma, or, Ante-yoke or Fore-yoke (Genesis 4:20. 1Timothy 4:3). 

Meso-zeugma, or, Middle yoke (Luke 1:64). 

Hypo-zeugma, or End yoke (Acts 4:27,28). 

Syne-zeugmenon, or, Joint yoke (Exodus 20:18). 

WITNESSES FROM ON HIGH TO THE TRUTH

Not only do we have all the figures of speech, but there is the forgotten Wisdom and knowledge from the past.  Theologians of yesteryear, were far more familiar with The Book than Theologians are today.  A good example of this is the Witness of the Stars of the Heavens.  Today, we dismiss them as demonic, witchcraft, of the devil but consider what our Fathers in the Faith said about them in regard to the Interpretation of the Scriptures.

	Signs 
	PROPHECIES OF THE MESSIAH 
HIS PEOPLE AND HIS ENEMY, CORRESPONDING WITH THE THIRTY-SIX DECANS OR CONSTELLATIONS ACCOMPANYING THE SIGNS. 
	Predictions of fulfilment 

	ARIES, 
The lamb as it 
had been slain. 
Rev 5:6 
	Cassiopeia, the Church set free, raised, enthroned. 1 Sam 2:8; Isa 60, 62 
	Rev 19:7,8, 21:9 

	
	Cetus, the serpent bound. Isa 27:1 
	Rev 20:2

	
	Perseus, the Deliverer, breaking the bonds of the afflicted Church. Micah 2:13 
	Isa 54:11

	TAURUS, 
The bull, once 
a sacrifice, now 
ruling. 
	Orion, the coming of Him mighty to save. Isa 63:1 
	Rev 19

	
	Eridanus, the river; converted nations under the type of water. 
	Eze 47

	
	Auriga, the Good Shepherd and his redeemed flock. John 10:11,14 
	Isa 40:11; Eze 34:23

	GEMINI, 
The Messiah 
uniting the Divine 
and human nature. 
	Lepus, the enemy under his feet. Psa 8:6 
	1 Cor 15:27

	
	Sirius, He that cometh, as the Prince. Isa 9:6 
	Dan 9:25

	
	Procyon, He that cometh, as the Redeemer. 
	Isa 59:20

	CANCER, 
The possession, 
the reward of his 
sufferings. 
	Ursa Minor, the lesser sheepfold, the Church before the first coming of Christ. 
	Jer 23:3

	
	Ursa Major, the greater sheepfold, the Church after the first coming of Christ. 
	Eze 36:37

	
	Argo, the company of travellers to the heavenly Canaan 
	John 10:16

	LEO, 
The Lion of 
Judah punishing 
the enemy. 
	Hydra, the serpent, the enemy. Rev 20:2 
	Isa 27:1

	
	Crater, the cup of the wrath of God resting upon him. 
	Psa 75:8

	
	Corvus, the bird of prey feeding on his flesh. 
	Rev 19:17

	VIRGO, 
The woman with 
the branch. 
	Coma, the desired, the infant held by the woman; the seed. 
	Isa 9:6

	
	The Centaur, the King Messiah offering himself as a sacrifice. John 10:18 
	Matt 20:28

	
	Bootes, the coming of the Branch as the guardian of the flock. 
	John 10:14

	LIBRA, 
The scales of 
redeeming. 
	The Cross, the finishing of the work of redemption. John 19:30 
	Dan 9:24

	
	The Victim, of the sacrifice. 
	Dan 9:26; Gen 22:8

	
	The Crown, of his glory. Psa 8:5, 132:18 
	Rev 19:12

	SCORPIO, 
The conflict of 
the Messiah. 
	The Serpent, the enemy with which he contends. Heb 5:7 
	Gen 3:15

	
	Ophiuchus, the Desired, holding the serpent, his foot on the head of the Scorpion. 
	Hagg 2:7

	
	Hercules, he who bruises, his foot over the head of the Dragon. Psa 91:13 
	Gen 3:15

	SAGITTARIUS, 
The sending forth 
of the Gospel. 
	Lyra, the eagle holding the harp; the triumph. Mark 13:26 
	Matt 16:27; Rev 19:15

	
	Ara, the altar of the completed sacrifice. Psa 43:4 
	Heb 13:10

	
	Draco, the enemy who is to be trodden under foot. 
	Psa 91:13

	CAPRICORNUS, 
The slaying of 
the victim. 
	Sagitta, the arrow of slaying. Psa 38:2 
	Isa 53

	
	Aquila, the falling eagle; his dying.
	

	
	Delphinus, the pouring out of his soul unto death.
	

	AQUARIUS, 
The pouring forth 
of spiritual 
blessings. 
	The Southern Fish, the Church drinking in the water of life. 
	John 4:14

	
	Pegasus, the winged horse, going to return again. Zech 6:7; Rev 19:11 
	John 14:3

	
	Cygnus, the swan, the bird of passage who goes and comes again. 
	Acts 1:11

	PISCES, 
The multitudes 
of the redeemed. 
	The Band, uniting the Church before and after the first coming of the Lord. 
	John 10:16

	
	Cepheus, the branch, crowned King. Rev 14:14 
	Jer 23:5

	
	Andromeda, the Church released by the Deliverer, who breaks the bonds of death. 
	Isa 61:1; Rev 20:5





STAR LIGHT - STAR BRIGHT 

The Gospel in the Stars 
by 
Frederick C. Kubicek

While the balance of this study will be presented in outline form, I wish to state at the outset that this is not an attempt to introduce astrology into your Christian walk. All anyone has to do to see the inroads that astrology, and so called psychics have made into American society is to watch late night TV. The airwaves are filled with advertisements for such abominations. The topics of sorcery and spiritism were covered in Points To Ponder #'s 64 & 65, and I will not reiterate all the Scriptures dealing with those topics. What I ask the reader to keep in mind is that satan always perverts the truth of God's Word. Astrology is satan's perversion of the truth that is revealed in the heavens. We must not allow satan to steal the truth from us. This study is an attempt to present in an admittedly brief way, the truth which is revealed in the heavens. 

Some believers may be surprised to learn that both the names for the constellations, and the concept of a zodiac predate 'ALL' ancient civilizations. In fact, no one is exactly sure just where the names came from, or who divided the sky into 12 segments or 'signs.' One source indicates that it was Adam's grandson Seth who actually named the most prominent stars in the various constellations. What Astrologers did was to take the 12 signs of the zodiac and attached meanings and definitions to them which generally come from Greek, Roman, or Babylonian mythology. What they forget to mention are the meanings of the ancient names of these very same stars. The positions that the stars occupy in the heavens are not determined by astrologers. Rather, the Bible quite clearly tells us that God set the stars in the skies, both as a sign for us, and as a further testament to His Glory. 



http://www.inspired-tech.com/index.html
It may not be this obvious, but few of us are truly aware of the depth to which His Glory is revealed. My reason for presenting this study here is to help each of us better understand the depth of His majesty. As you continue reading, carefully note both the names given to the various stars and their meanings. In so doing you will see that God's plan for salvation through the sacrifice of Jesus Christ has been right in front of us all the time. Let us now begin… 

THE ZODIAC 
(an older view) 



A more modern view 



A) Introduction: See Isa.47:13, Deut.4:15 & 19, Isa.65:11-12, Jer.10:2, Dan.2:5 & 27 

Zodiac = root word zoad comes from Hebrew sodi and means "A path". In Sanskrit it means "A Way" 

Ecliptic = a 360° circle, divided into 12 slices (segments) or houses ie. signs of zodiac. 

Zodiac divided into 3 books with 4 chapters (signs) in each book. Each sign has 3 decans. 

The last decan of each sign is always victorious

B) Where Do We Begin: 

1) Temple of Esnch / Egypt Sphinx = head of woman and body of lion 

*** Face looking at Virgo, Tail pointing at Leo *** 

2) Other Mazzaroths in near east going back 4,000 years also show Virgo as original place of beginning, not Aries as used by modern astrologists.

C) Names of Constellations of the Zodiac 

1) Virtually all ancient civilizations, even those older than Babylonian empire, had same twelve signs in the same order. 

2) Job 38:31-32, the oldest book in the Bible (2150 BC) refers not only to specific constellations (Orion, Pleiades, & Arcturas) but uses the Hebrew word Mazzaroth which means "the constellations of the Zodiac" when it refers to the entire collection of such signs. 

3) Few if any of the stars actually look like what they are supposed to represent.

D) Origins of the Names: 

1) Volney's Ruins (1800's) This book, as well as those by Dupuis and Bailly revealed the similarity between the names and order but totally failed to discover the origin of the signs and their meanings! 

2) Arabic tradition: Seth, (Adam's grandson) & Enoch 

3) a) Gen.1:14-16 (stars) ... let them be for signs, and for seasons, and for days and years... 

b) Ps.19:1-3 The heavens declare the glory of God and the firmament showeth His handiwork.

I 



A) VIRGO, The Virgin 

The seed of the woman – This sign speaks of Christ as the incarnate Son of God – Fully Human & Fully Divine (Gen. 3:15) D
ivine (Gen. 3:15)
Hebrew: Bethulah = Virgin 

Poet Aratus in 270 BC 'Beneath Bootes' feet, the virgin seek.' (Virgo is found below the feet of the constellation 'Bootes' in the Zodiac) 

B) Description: Woman holding a branch in right hand & sheaves of wheat in left. (Isa.7:14, Gen.3:15, Zech.6:12, Isa. 4:2) 

C) Bright Star: Spica = The Branch 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: COMA, The Desired One, Longed For One (Haggai 2:7) 

Egyptian: Shes-nu = The Desired Son 

Arabic: Adrenedefa = Pure and Immaculate Virgin. 

b) Description: Woman sitting in chair holding a child in her arms. (Modern corruption called 'Berneices Hair.' This came in 283 BC when Egyptian astronomer named Conon said this was Jupiter's wig. No ancient zodiac mentions a wig. 

c) Bright Star: ***** 

2) a) Name: CENTAURUS, (Greek) Heaven begotten 

Hebrew: Bezeh = The despised one 

b) Description: Half man, half horse, twin nature. Pictured as a hunter with a spear slaying the victim. In Greek mythology the centaur voluntarily died and transferred his immortality to another. 

c) Bright star ***** 

3) a) Name: BOOTES, 

Hebrew: Bo = To Come 

Egyptian: Smat = One Who Rules & Governs 

Arcturus = He Cometh 

b) Description: Man moving forward, holding a spear and sickle 

c) Bright Star: Nekkar = The Pierced 

II 

A) LIBRA, The scales 

The Required Price Has Been Paid – This sign relates Christ as the Redeemer who paid the full price for our sins with his shed blood – Isaiah Chapter 53

Hebrew: Mozanaim = The scales weighing 

B) Description: Pair of scales; one higher and one lower. Some ancient zodiacs show lower scale in claw of scorpion. (Dan.5:27, Ps 106:10, Rev.5:9) 

C) Bright Star: (Lower scale) Zuben al Genubi = The Price Deficient 

(Outside lower scale) Zuben Akrabi = The Price of the Conflict 

(Upper Scale) Zuben al Chemali = The Price Which Covers 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: THE SOUTHERN CROSS 

Hebrew: Adom = The Cutting Off (Dan.9:26) 

b) Description: A cross located in the darkest part of the sky. Prior to 29 AD it could be seen from Jerusalem. However, since that time, it disappeared below the horizon. Now the CORONA BOREALIS = The Northern Crown can be seen each evening at midnight!! 

c) Bright Stars ***** 

2) a) Name: VICTIMA, The victim 

Hebrew: Asedah = To be slain 

Arabic: Asedaton = To be slain 

Modern: Lupus the wolf 

b) Description: Early Arabian depiction called Sura = The lamb. (Rev. 13:8) The famous early zodiac at Dendereh shows this as a child. 

c) Bright Stars ***** 

3) a) Name: CORONA BOREALIS, The Northern Crown (Heb. 2:9 & Rev. 2:10) 

Arabic: Al Iclil = An Ornament or Jewel 

b) Description: A crown 

c) Bright Star: Al Phecca = (arabic) The Shining

III 

A) SCORPIO, The Scorpion 

The Mortal Conflict – This sign reveals Christ as the One who was wounded for our transgressions with the bruised heel revealing His victory over Satan (II Cor. 5:21)

Arabic: Al Akrab = Scorpion, War, Conflict 

Coptic: Isidis = Attack of the enemy 

B) Description: Giant scorpion 

C) Bright Stars: (At heart) Arabic: Antares = Wounding 

(tail) Hebrew: Lesath = The Perverse 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: ORPHIUCHUS = The Serpent Holder (keeping the scorpion from grabbing the crown) 

Greek: Aesculapius = God man (In Greek mythology he was a physician, the Desired One) 

b) Description: A man struggling with serpent (Note, Scorpio is trying to sting Orphiuchus, but Orphiuchus is ready to crush Scorpio with his right heel-Gen.3:15) 

c) Bright Star **** 

2) a) Name: SERPENS 
b) Description: The serpent Orphiuchus is holding 

c) Bright Stars: ***** 

3) a) Name: HERCULES 

Hebrew: Gibbor = The Mighty One 

b) Description: Shown on one knee with mighty club raised over head. In other hand is head of Cerberus, the three headed monster who guards the gates of hell. His foot is on the head of the dragon. 

c) Bright Star: Ras al Gethi = The Head of Him Who Brusies 

2nd star = The Branch Kneeling

IV. 

A) SAGITATIUS, The Archer 

The Final Triumph – This sign portrays Christ as the final victor over both sin and satan (I John 3:8).

Akkadian: Nun ki = The Prince of the Earth 

B) Description: Centaur, drawing a bow which is aimed at Atares the heart of the Scorpion (Ps.45:5) 

C) Brightest Star: Naim in Hebrew = The Gracious One 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: LYRA, The Harp 

b) Description: Harp 

c) Brightest Star: Vega = He shall be exalted 

2) a) Name: ARA = Consuming fire prepared for His enemies 

b) Description: Altar turned upside down pouring fire into the lower regions 

3) a) Name: DRAGO = The dragon 

Greek = Trodden down 

b) Description: Dragon under Hercules' foot 

c) Brightest Stars: Thuban = The subtle one. (about 4,700 years ago it was the pole star, now that destinction goes to Polaris) 

Rastaban Hebrew = The Head of the subtle 


V. 

A) CAPRICORN, the Goat 

Life Out Of Death – This sign reveals that through Christ we have life in Him (John 12L24)

Hebrew = Gedi, the Kid 

B) Description: Front half a Goat, rear half a Fish 

C) Brightest Stars: Al Gedi = The Sacrifice Cometh 

Ma Asad = The Slaying 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: SAGITTA, 

b) Description: Arrow 

2) a) Name: Aquila = The Eagle 

b) Description: A wounded falling eagle (Ex. 19:4) 

c) Bright Stars: AlTair = The Piercing, (This star is used to compute longitude at sea) 

Al Okab = Wounded in the heel 

3) a) Name: Delphinus = The Dolphin 



VI. 

A) AQUARIUS, The Water-Bearer 

Blessings Out of Victory – This sign speaks of the joy of God’s Spirit poured out on His people as a result of Jesus’ victory. (John 12:24)

B) Description: Water bearers pouring water out upon Picis Australis, The Southern Fish 

C) Brightest star: ***** 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: PICIS AUSTRALIS = The Southern Fish 

b) Description: Fish 

c) Bright Star: ***** 

2) a) Name: PEGASUS 

b) Description: Winged Horse (Rev 6:2) 

c) Bright Star: ***** 

3) a) Name: CYGNUS = The Swan 

b) Description: Most perfectly formed cross in sky 

c) Bright Star: Deneb = The Lord to Come 

Azel = He who goes and returns quickly. 

Fafage = The glorious Shining Forth 


VII. 

A) PISCES, The Fishes (Note: Throughout recorded history, Pisces has been an odious sign to astrologers. So much so that Assyarian & Babylonian astrologers would not eat fish. For 2000 years we have been in the 'sign' of Pisces) 

Deliverance Out of Bondage – This sign foretells of God’s deliverance for all believers from the slavery of sin through the preaching of the Gospel. (Matt. 4:18-19)

Egyptian: Pi Cot Orion = The Fish of Him Who Comes 

B) Description: Two fish united by a band tied around their tails. Band is attached to back of head of Cetus,The Sea Monster. Aries the Ram has his paw across the band 

C) Brightest Stars: Al Samaca = The Upheld (The fish are upheld by Christ Isa 41:10) 

Okda = The United 

D) Decan: 

1) a) Name: THE BAND 

b) Description: Band is attached to back of head of Cetus, The Sea Monster. Aries the Ram has His paw across the band 

c) Bright Star: ***** 

2) a) Name: ANDROMEDA = The Man ruler 

b) Description: A woman chained 

c) Brightest Star: Andromeda is a galaxy which is moving towards us, it means, the weak, the afflicted, the chained. 

3) a) Name: CEPHEUS = The Crowned King, The Royal Branch 

Egyptian: Per Ku Hor = This One Cometh To Rule 

b) Description: Man on throne, right foot on Pole Star 

c) Brightest Stars: Al Deramin = Coming Quickly 

Al Phirk = The Redeemer 

Alrai = He Who Bruises or Breaks 


VIII. 

A) ARIES THE RAM 

Glory Out of Humiliation – The humble ‘Lamb of God’ was slain, but not He has been raised from the dead and is Ruler of all creation. (Rev. 5:12)

Hebrew: Talah = The Lamb Sent Forth 

Greek: Krios = The Lamb 

Akkadians: Baraziggar = The Sacrifice of Making Right 

B) Description: Ram facing backward the entire planiesphere 

C) Brightest Star: ***** 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: CASSIOPEIA, The Enthroned Woman 

Egyptian: Set = Setup as a Queen 

Antiquity = The Daughter of Splendon 

b) Description: Woman enthroned (note, Andromedia is now freed) 

c) Brightest Star: ***** 

2) a) Name: CETUS, The Sea Monster 

b) Description: Monster who threatened Andromedia. This constellation takes up more space than any other. 

c) Brightest Stars: Mira, Hebrew: Rebel 

Menkar = The Bound 

Diphada = The Overthrown 

3) a) Name: PERSEUS, The Breaker 

b) Description: Figure of man with uplifted sword in one hand and head of Medusa in the other. 

c) Brightest Stars: Mirfak = He Who Helps (in waist) Al Genb = The One Who Carries Away (in right shoulder) Al Ghoul = The Evil Spirit (in Medusa)Rosh Satan = Satan's Head 


IX. 

A) TAURUS THE BULL 

His Glorious Coming – This sign foretells Christ’s coming in judgment like a bull upon the sinful world. (Isa. 34:2-8)

B) Description: Charging bull forepart only. Appears to be growing right out of Aries. At 12 o'clock position; whereas Scorpio is at 6 o'clock. Therefore when Taurus rises, Scorpio disappears! 

C) Brightest Star: Al Debaran = The Captain (located in the bull's eye) 

D) Decans 

1) a) Name: ORION = The Brilliant, He Who Cometh Forth as Light 

Hebrew: Chesil = A Strong One 

b) Description: Hunter holding a lion's head in left hand 

c) Brightest Stars: Betelageuse = The Branch Coming (located in right shoulder, 700 million miles in dia. the sun only 865,000 miles in dia.) 



Rigel = The foot that crusheth (located in foot) 

Bellatrix = Quickly Coming (located in shoulder) 

2) a) Name: ERIDANUS = The River of the Judge 

b) Description: Fiery river that flows out of the foot of Orion and goes past Cetus & disappears into the universe. 

c) Brightest Star: ***** 

3) a) Name: AURIGA = The Shepherd 

b) Description: A Shepherd (Charioteer) seated on the Milky Way. In his right hand is a band that used to be connected to Pisces. He has a goat or lamb in his left arm. In his lap are two new born baby goats. (Most ancient zodiac shows a scepter in right hand shaped like a cross instead of band) 

c) Brightest Star ***** 


X. 

A) GEMINI, the Twins, Castor & Pollux (see Acts 28:11) 

Christ’s Union With His Bride – This sign speaks of Christ’s fellowship with His people in His kingdom (I Thess. 4:17)

Hebrew: Thaumin = United 

B) Description: two figures seated side by side. Figure on right has a harp & bow/arrows, and one on left has club. 

C) Bright Stars: Castor = The Ruler, The Judge 

Mebsuta = Treading Underfoot (note, this star is in right leg of Castor, ie. the one who rules will tread down the enemy (Ro 16:20) 

Pollux = The Strong One Coming to Labor 

Al Henah = The Hurt, The Afflicted (note, this star is in left foot of Pollux, ie. The one who came to labor for us was afflicted Gen.3:15 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: LEPUS, the enemy 

b) Description: A hare under foot of Orion. Oldest zodiacs show a serpent instead of hare. 

c) Bright Star: Arnebo = The Enemy Of Him That Cometh' (Note that he was Orion's enemy) 

Nibal = The Mad 

Sugia = The Deceiver 

Rakis = Bound As With a Chain 

2) a) Name: CANIS MAJOR, The Greater Dog 

b) Description: In the Denrah zodiac in Egypt he is 'Apes' = the Head, and is pictured as a hawk, natural enemy of the serpent. 

c) Bright Star: Naz = Caused to Come Forth, Sent 

Sirus (form of word Seir)= Prince (note, Naz Seir ene, or Nazarene = Jesus the Nazarene, or the ' Sent Prince') 

3) a) Name: CANIS MINOR, The Lessor Dog 

b) Description: Again, in the Denrah zodiac in Egypt he is Sebak a human figure with a hawk's head. 

c) Bright Star: Procyon = The Redeemer 

Al Gomesia = Bearing for others 

Note: Canis Major is Prince & Canis Minor is Redeemer. In Gemini, Castor is Ruler and Pollux is one who comes to labor & is afflicted 



XI 

A) CANCER, The crab 

His Possessions Are Secure – This sign assures us of God’s promise that He will have a great kingdom filled with believers from all nations. (Gen.22:17)

Egyptian: Kalaria = The Resting Places 

Syrian: Sartano = The One Who Holds 

Khan-Cer = The Traveler's Resting Place 

(note, star in tail Tegmine means The Sheltering, or Hiding Place) 

B) Description: A crab with two large claws 

C) Bright Stars: nebula cluster, Praesepe = The Multitude, The Innumerable Seed 

Ma'alaph = Assembled Thousands 

Al Himerein = The Lambs 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: URSA MINOR, The Little Bear 

b) Description: in oldest zodiacs of the Egyptians, Chaldeans, and Indians, it is not a bear, but a sheepfold. 

c) Bright Star: Dubheh = Herd of Animals 

Alpherkadain = Redeemed Assembly 

Kochab = Waiting For Him Who Cometh 

Brightest Star: Polaris, the Pole Star, the one used to set direction. (Note: 6,000 years ago the pole star was Drago 

2) a) Name: URSA MAJOR, The Big Dipper, Great Bear 

Arabic: Al Naish = The Assembled Together 

b) Description: Oldest plaispheres show a great sheepfold. 

c) Bright Stars: Dubheh = Herd 

Merach = Flock, in Arabic it means: Purchased 

Phacda = Guarded 

Cab'd al Asad = Multitude of the Assembled 

El Kaphrah = The protected, (Hebrew: = The Redeemed. 

Callisto = The Sheepfold 

3) a) Name: ARGO, The Ship 

b) Description: Ship with sails rolled up. (Note head of Lion on prow) 

c) Bright stars: Canopus = The Possession of Him Who Cometh 

Sephina = The multitude 

Tureis = The Possession 


XII 

A) LEO, The Lion = He That Rends, That Tears Asunder (Rev. 5:5) 

His Enemies Destroyed – This sign speaks prophetically of Christ’s total victory over sin, death, satan and the world. (Rev. 5:5)

B) Description: Charging lion whose feet are about to land on the head or neck of the serpent, Hydra 

C) Bright Stars: Regal = The Treading Underfoot 

Denebola = The Judge, The Lord Who Cometh Quickly 

Zosma = The Shining Forth 

Minchir al Asad = The Tearing of Him Who Lays Waste 

Al Defera = The Putting Down of The Enemy 

D) Decans: 

1) a) Name: HYDRA, The Serpent ' He is Abhorred' 

b) Description: slithering serpent outside the great circle of the ecliptic. 

c) Bright Star: Al Phard = The separated, The excluded. 

Minchir al Sugia = Tearing To Shreds of the Deceiver 

2) a) Name: CRATER, The Cup of Wrath (Rev.14:10 

b) Description: Cup fixed right on the back of the Serpent. 

c) Bright Stars: **** 

3) a) Name: CORVUS, The Raven 

Arabic: Minchir al Gorab = The Raven's Piercing, Tearing To Pieces (Rev.19:21) 

b) Description: Raven perched on back of Serpent. 

c) Bright Star: Al Chiba = The Curse Inflicted

No one can dispute the antiquity of the signs of the Zodiac, or of the constellations. No one can question the accuracy of the ancient star names which have come down to us, for they are still preserved in every good celestial atlas. And we hope that no one will be able to resist the cumulative evidence that, apart from God's grace in Christ there is no hope for sinners now; and apart from God's glory, as it will be manifested in the return of Christ from heaven, there is no hope for Israel, no hope for the world, no hope for a groaning creaton. In spite of all the vaunted promises of a religious world, and of a worldly church, to remove the effects of the curse by a social gospel of sanitation, we are more and more shut up to the prophecy of Genesis 3:15, which we wait and long to see fulfilled in Christ as our only hope. This is beautifully expressed by the late Dr. William Leask: 

And is there none before? No perfect peace 
Unbroken by the storms and cares of life, 
Until the time of waiting for Him cease, 
By His appearing to destory the strife. 
                      No, none before. 

Do we not hear that through the flag of grace 
By faithful messengers of God unfurled, 
All men will be converted, and the place 
Of man's rebellion be a holy world? 
                      Yes, so we hear. 

Is it not true that to the Church is given 
The holy honor of dispelling night 
And bringing back the human race to heaven, 
By kindling everywhere the Gospel light? 
                      It is not true. 

Is this the hope--that Christ the Lord will come, 
In all the glory of His royal right, 
Redeemer and Avenger, taking home 
His saints, and crushing the usurper's might? 
                      This is the hope. 

May the God of all grace accept and bless this effort to show forth His glory, and use it to strengthen His people in waiting for His Son from Heaven, even Jesus which delivered us from the wrath to come. 

Such are the contents of this wondrous book that is written in the heavens. Thus has God been speaking and emphasizing and developing His first great prophetic promise of Genesis 3:15. 

Though for more than 2,500 years His people had not this Revelation written in a book as we now have it in the Bible, they were not left in ignorance and darkness as to God's purposes and counsels; nor were they without hope as to ultimate deliverance from all evil and from the Evil One. 

Adam, who first heard that wondrous promise, repeated it, and gave it to his posterity as a most precious heritage— ground of all their faith, the substance of all their hope, the object of all their desire. Seth and Enoch took it up. Enoch, we know, prophesied of the Lord's coming, saying, "Behold the Lord cometh with ten thousands of His saints to execute judgment upon all" (Jude 14). How could these "holy prophets, since the world began," have recorded their prophecies better, or more effectually, or more truthfully and powerfully, than in these star-pictures and their interpretation? This becomes a certainty when we remember the words of the Holy Spirit by Zacharias (Luke 1:67-70): 

"Blessed be the Lord God of Israel; 
For He hath visited and redeemed His people, 
And hath raised up a horn of salvation for us 
In the house of His servant David; 
As He spake by the mouth of HIS HOLY PROPHETS 
WHICH HAVE BEEN SINCE THE WORLD BEGAN." 

The same truth is revealed through Peter, in Acts 3:20, 21: "He shall send Jesus Christ, which before was preached unto you; whom the heaven must receive until the times of restitution of all things, which God hath spoken by the mouth of all HIS HOLY PROPHETS SINCE THE WORLD BEGAN." 

These words have new meaning for us, if we see the things which were spoken "since the world began," thus written in the heavens, which utter speech (i.e. prophecy), and show forth this knowledge day after day and night after night, the heritage of all the earth, and their words reaching unto the ends of the world. 

This Revelation, coinciding as it does in all its facts and truths with that afterwards recorded "in the Volume of the Book," must have had the same Divine origin, must have been made known by the inspiration of the same Holy Spirit. 

We now proceed to compare the two, and we shall see how they agree at every point, proving that the source and origin of this Divine Revelation is one and the same.

"For Signs and For Seasons" 

We have seen the great truths which are taught from the position, and forms, and names of the heavenly bodies. There are also truths to be learnt from their motions. 

When God created them and set them in the firmament of heaven, He said, in Genesis 1:14-- 

"Let them be for signs and for seasons." 

Here the word "signs" is othoth (plural of oth, from the root to come). Hence, a sign of something or some One to come. In Jeremiah 10:2 Jehovah says, "And be not dismayed at the signs of the heavens, for the heathen are dismayed at them." The word "seasons" does not denote merely what we call the four seasons of the year, but cycles of time. It is appointed time (from the verb to point out, appoint). It occurs three more times in Genesis, each time in connection with the promised Seed-- 

Genesis 17:21, "At this set time in the next year"; 
Genesis 18:14, "At the time appointed I will return"; and 
Genesis 21:2, "At the set time of which God had spoken." 

Genesis 1:14 is therefore, "They (the sun, moon, and stars) shall be for signs (things to come) and for cycles (appointed times)." 

Here, then, we have a distinct declaration from God, that the heavens contain not only a Revelation concerning things to come in the "Signs," but also concerning appointed times in the wondrous movements of the sun, and moon, and stars. 

The motions of the sun and moon are so arranged that at the end of a given interval of time they return into almost precisely the same position, with regard to each other and to the earth, as they held at the beginning of that interval. "Almost precisely," but not quite precisely. There will be a slight outstanding difference, which will gradually increase in successive intervals, and finally destroy the possibility of the combination recurring, or else lead to combinations of a different character. 

Thus the daily difference between the movement of the sun and of the stars leads the sun back very nearly to conjunction with the same start as it was twelve months earlier, and gives us the cycle of the year. The slight difference in the sun's position relative to the stars at the end of the year, finally leads the sun back to the same star at the same time of the year, viz., at the spring equinox, and gives us the great precessional cycle of 25,800 years. 

So, too, with eclipses. Since the circumstances of any given eclipse are reproduced almost exactly 18 years and 11 days later, this period is called an Eclipse Cycle, to which the ancient astronomers gave the name of Saros; * and eclipses separated from each other by an exact cycle, and, therefore, corresponding closely in their conditions, are spoken of as being one and the same eclipse. Each Saros contains, on the average, about 70 +/- eclipses. Of these, on the average, 42 +/- are solar and 28 +/- are lunar. Since the Saros is 11 days (or, more correctly, 10.96 days) longer than 18 years, the successive recurrences of each eclipse fall 11 days later in the year each time, and in 33 Sari will have travelled on through the year and come round very nearly to the original date. 

* General Vallancey spells Saros sin, ayin, resh, vav, tzadai, which amounts to 666 by Gematria! Viz., sin=300 + ayin=70 + resh=200 + vav=6 + tzadai=90 = 666.
But as the Saros does not reproduce the conditions of an eclipse with absolute exactness, and as the difference increases with every successive return, a time comes when the return of the Saros fails to bring about an eclipse at all. If the eclipse be a solar one before this takes place, a new eclipse begins to form a month later in the year than the old one, and becomes the first eclipse of a new series. 

This is the history of one such eclipse: On May 15 (Julian), 850 AD, there was a (new) eclipse of the sun, and it occurred as a partial eclipse. On August 20 (Julian), 1012 AD, this new eclipse became total. From that time it has been an annular eclipse, the latitude of the central shadow gradually shifting southward from the north, until on December 17 (Julian), 1210, it had reached N. Lat. 24o. It turned northward again after 1210, until March 14 (Julian), 1355, when it fell in N. Lat. 43o. Then it turned south, and has moved steadily in that direction, until on March 18 (Greg.), 1950, its last appearance as an annular eclipse will take place. On May 22 (Greg.), 2058, it will fall so far from the node that a new eclipse will follow it on June 21. It will make three more appearances as an ever-diminishing partial eclipse, and be last seen on June 24 (Greg.), 2112. Its total life-history, therefore, will have been 1,262 years and 36 days, and will have occupied 70 Sari. 

In the above life-history of an eclipse * there is not the slightest difficulty as to its identification. The Saros shows no break, and no interruption; nor does the character of the eclipse suffer any abrupt change. The district over which it is visible moves in a slow and orderly fashion from occurrence to occurrence over the earth's surface. 

* These facts are kindly supplied by Mr. E. W. Maunder, of the Royal Observatory, Greenwich, who gives another example, as follows:-- 

In AD 586 there were two solar eclipses: on June 22 (Julian) the old and dying eclipse, and on July 22 (Julian) another (the new one). A Saros (viz. 18 years and 11 days) earlier there was only one, viz. on June 11 (Julian), AD 568, there being no eclipse on July 11 of that year. 

The last appearance of this new eclipse, which first appeared on July 22, 586, was on August 28 (Greg.), 1848, so that it had a life history of 70 Sari, amounting to 1,262 years 36 days (after the Julian dates have been corrected to correspond to the Gregorian). Thus the eclipse that died, so to speak, on August 28 (Greg.), 1848, first appeared on July 22 (Julian) in AD 586. See an important article on Eclipses by Mr. E. W. Maunder in Knowledge, for October 1893, where other life-histories of eclipses are given, and the whole subject of eclipses clearly explained.
Now the important point is this, that if we take the prophetic reckoning of 360 days to the year, we have the following significant Biblical numbers:-- 

In the first place, we already have the 70 +/- Sari divided into two portions of 33 + 37. 

A perfect cycle is accomplished in 33 Sari, or 595 years, when the eclipse, by a series of unbroken Sari, has accomplished a passage through the year of 360 days; or, if we reckon only the whole numbers, i.e., the 18 completed years, we have for the 33 Sari the period of 594 years, while the remaining portion of 37 Sari makes 666 years (37x18); and the whole 70 +/- Sari makes 1,260 years (594+666).* 

* The relations between 595 years and 1,262 years 36 days, are the same as the relations between 594 years and 1,260 years. The difference of the 2 years 36 days is due to the excess of 10.96 days over the 18 completed years in each Saros.
We have then the following figures:-- 

18 x 33 = 0594 years. 
18 x 37 = 0666 years. 
18 x 70 = 1260 years 

Independently of this, we also know that 1,260 years is a soli-lunar cycle, so exact that its epact, or difference, is only 6 hours! 

There must, therefore, be something significant in these numbers, e.g., 70; in the number 1,260, with its divisions, not into two equal parts, but into 594 and 666; as also in its double, 2,520. 

There must be something to be learned in the occurrence and repetition of these heavenly cycles, which for nearly 6,000 years have been constantly repeated in the heavens, especially when we find these same numbers very prominently presented in the Word of God in connection with the fulfillment of prophecy. 

We have the great "seven times" (2,520) connected with the duration of Israel's punishment, and of the Gentiles' power. We have in Daniel and the Apocalypse the half of this great period presented as "days" (1,260), as "months" (42), and as "times," or years (3 1/2). 

Futurists believe that these "days" and "months," etc, interpret for us the purposes and counsels of God as connected with "the time of the end," and as meaning literal "days" and "months," etc. 

Historicists take these terms and themselves interpret the numbers, in the sense of a "day" being put for a year, and they believe that these "1,260 days" will be fulfilled as 1,260 years. 

One party boldly and ungraciously charges the other with teaching "The Fallacies of Futurism"; while the other might well retort with a reference to the Heresies of Historicism. 

But is there any necessity for the existence of two hostile camps? Is it not possible that there may be what we may call a long fulfillment in years? And is it not more than probable that in the time of the end, the crisis, there will be also a short and literal fulfillment in days? 

We firmly believe that there will be this literal and short fulfillment. We believe that when God says "days," He means days; and that when He says "42 months," He means months, and not 1,260 years. In all the passages referred to by historicists in support of what is called "the year-day theory," the Holy Spirit uses these words "days" and "years" in the sense of days and years. In the two particular instances of Israel's wanderings (Num 14:34), and Ezekiel's prophesying (Eze 4:6), He chooses to take the number of days as denoting the same number of years; but He does not tell us that we are to do the same in other cases! He only asserts His sovereignty by thus acting, while we only show our presumption in taking His sovereign act as a general principle. 

But while fully believing in the short fulfillment, we are quite prepared to admit that there may be a long fulfillment as well; and that, owing to the wondrous harmony, and marvellous correspondence, and infinite wisdom of all the works and ways of God, there may be a fulfillment, or rather a "filment," if we may coin the word, in years, which will be only a foreshadowing of the literal ful-filment afterwards to take place in days. 

If historicists will allow us this liberty as to interpretation, and permit us to believe that God means what He says, we will give them some remarkable evidence in support of their views, by way of application. In other words, if they will allow us to interpret "days" as meaning days, we will gladly allow them, and be at one with them, in applying them to years. So that while we believe the interpretation to mean "days," and to teach a short fulfillment at the time of the end, we will thankfully admit an application which shall take these days as foreshowing a long fulfillment in years. 

In applying, then, these significant numbers (42, 70, 594, 666, 1,260, and 2,520) to years, from what point or date shall we begin to reckon the "times of the Gentiles" (Luke 21:24)? That there are such definite "times" the words of the Lord Jesus show, when He says, "Jerusalem shall be trodden down of the Gentiles, until the times of the Gentiles be fulfilled" (Luke 21:24). That there are "seven times" of Gentile dominion is more than intimated by the symbolic episode in the life of Nebuchadnezzar as recorded in Daniel 4; and that there are "seven times" of Israel's punishment is clearly stated in Leviticus 26:18. "Seven times," according to the Historicist school of interpreters, are equal to 2,520 years. 

Instead of asking where they begin, let us first note the fact that it is duration which is emphasized in the Scriptures rather than chronology; and look at the duration of these years independently of, and before we attempt to fix, their beginning and ending. 

In Daniel 2 and 7 it is shown first to Nebuchadnezzar in a "dream," and afterwards to God's servant the prophet in a "vision," that Israel was to be put on one side and become "Lo-Ammi" (not My people), while government was to be put into the hands of the Gentiles. Jerusalem was the central point of both these great and solemn facts. That is to say, during 2,520 years, while Jerusalem should remain in the power of the Gentiles, Israel could be "no more a nation" in possession of their land and city. 

We know, as a matter of fact, that today Jerusalem is in the hands of the Turks, and that it is still "trodden down of the Gentiles." 

If we ask how long it shall continue to be "trodden down"? how long it will be before Israel shall again possess their city and their land?--the answer brings us at once to the heart of our subject. 

In seeking to determine both duration and chronology, it is necessary to plant our feet on sure ground. To do this, let us take a point on which all are agreed. 

There is one date which is universally accepted; and concerning which the evidence is unquestioned. 

Abu Obeida, the Mahommedan General, laid siege to Jerusalem towards the close of 636 AD. The city was then occupied by the Romans, who held out for four months. When they capitulated, the Patriach Sophronius obtained a clause in the treaty giving security to the inhabitants, and requiring the ratification of Omar himself. Omar, who had therefore to be sent for, arrived some six months afterwards, and the delay caused the actual delivering up of the city to take place early in the autumn of AD 637. * 

* This is the date which concerns only the City of Jerusalem. The Romans were not completely driven out from the land until Caesarea had fallen in 638, when the conquest was finally completed. See. Gibbon's Decline and Fall.
The year AD 636-7 is therefore the accepted date of the passing over of Jerusalem from the Romans to the Turks. 

Omar seems to have stayed in the city only about ten days, during which he must have given his instructions for the erection of the Mosque on the site of the Temple. This Mosque, therefore, stands as the sign and the symbol of the treading down of Jerusalem, and while it remains, those times of treading down cannot be considered as fulfilled. 

How steady was Israel's decadence from Nebuchadnezzar to Omar! Nothing could exceed that darkest moment in Israel's history, when Israel was well nigh obliterated in the mighty struggles of her enemies who fought over her inheritance. Thus Omar becomes the great central point of the 2,520 years, whether reckoned as Lunar, Zodiacal, or Solar, dividing them equally into two portions of 1,260 years. * 


All these things are necessary to impart the truth of the Scriptures.

