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.

LAWS OF INTERPRETATION OF SCRIPTURE:

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 automechanic’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.  The 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, ordaination services, missionaries, and they also baptized, all before the day of Pentecost ever came.  Yet we

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?

 still have the heresy that the church was started on the day of Pentecost.

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 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 Seventeeth 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

There are many terms used in the Bible which are unfamiliar to people today.  Examples of these are Pentecost; Feast of Tabernacles, Feast of the Passover, The Day of Atonement; Scribes, Pharisees, Sadducees, Chief Priest, High Priest, Sanhedrin, Doctors of the Law, Zealots, Herodians.  

THESE LAWS ARE IN SUMMATION:
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The Nineteenth Law:
“Know Your Terms and Define Them”
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.


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

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.


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 matters 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”.

There are four things necessary to INTERPRET Scripture:

Knowledge

Intelligence

Experience

Ability to separate fact from fiction

