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.  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).


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:

John  1:1



John  1:6:

` In


___`_ Came to be

 `____ beginning

__`s___ a man

__ _____ was


`s_ having been

__ _`_____ the




       sent forth

 _s__ _ word


_____`____ from along-

_______ and




        side

_  _`_____ the 


______ ____ God

  s ___ word


____`____ name

___ ___ was


_________ to him

__s___ with 


___`s___ John (Yohannes)

______ the 



 (Ioannes – literal)         ___ _ God





        

______ and

___s__ God

__ ____ was

____`___ the

_s__ word.

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 
s (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.


However, there are many today, who have studied all the 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.  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.


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 these 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 hat 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 quality.


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”.

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 Eighteen 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 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.

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.”

One must remember that Scripture can be misquoted or misinterpreted and often is.  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.


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.

2. The message is received.

3. 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.


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.

METHODS OF SERMONIZING OR HOMILETICS:


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, 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.


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.

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

6) 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.”

THE  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  TRUTH

In presenting the truth to people, the writer, editor or speaker must be accurate in his presentation of truth.  If he had to pick one principle which he would never violate, this would be the one.  To be lax in this area, is to discredit one’s entire reliability.  People will often judge the pedigree and character of a speaker, by what he says, and how he says it.  A careless handling of facts, or the omitting of facts, or the slanting of facts in order to strengthen one’s position, will invariably be found out, and will cause one to lose ALL  CREDIBILITY.  When credibility is lost, one need not speak, for no one believes him.  Therefore, accuracy is first and foremost in the presentation of the truth.  For this reason, one should also edit his sermon, speech or writing material, to insure there are not mistakes which will lead one to believe he is either unreliable or undependable.


Another principle in the presentation of the truth is the ATTRIBUTION  OF  STATEMENTS.  This is important for several reasons.  First, if the statement is challenged, one knows who said it;  secondly, it avoids plagiarism of information; and thirdly, it will many times add strength to a position, particularly when the source of attribution is considered an authority in the field which the speaker is writing.


Using  BREVITY  means to condense one’s material into a compact statement, which will give all the facts, and yet will have “boiled out” all the garbage and unnecessary information.  A brief statement is sometimes remembered longer, and has more impact than a long and wordy statement.  Lincoln’s Gettysburg Address has survived for this very reason.  It is concise, yet informative and complete.  That is  CONCISE,  YET  PRECISE.


An article, or a presentation, or sermon, which illogically skips from place to place and topic to topic, in a jumbled, befuddled manner lacks what is called  “COHERENCE”.  As such, it tends to cloud truth and therefore, one should insure his presentation of truth is in some kind of reasonable, logical order.


Perhaps the greatest problem in the presentation of the truth is the problem with  OBJECTIVITY.  To properly record truth, one must keep oneself detached from the happenings, and present the facts about the event in an impersonal, unbiased, unprejudiced manner.  If one wishes to attack the doctrine of a particular group and prove with facts why it is wrong he can do so, if he will remain unprejudiced in his presentation.  If he does not, the very audience he intends to reach will be “turned off” by his prejudice.  One who presents the truth must remember his job is not so much to influence one directly, but to inform them as to what is going on.  In speaking the Truth, we must always “Speak the truth in love…” We must let our audience know, we speak because we love them and their souls, not so we can appear intellectual, or so we can belittle them.  We must never forget that most people who believe a false doctrine do so out of ignorance not design.  They have never heard anything else to convince them that what they believe is not quite right, or is wrong.  


Written language is made up of three elements: words, sentences and paragraphs.  It is the manner in which these are used which determines a good presentation of truth.


Words are the basic tools of a speaker or writer.  Like a skilled technician, one must be able to select the right tool for the job at hand.  One should use the word which will say exactly what he means so it will be understood by others.  Every word used should add another line to a mental picture one is penciling on the minds of another.  If an unnecessary, vague or unfamiliar word is used, this picture becomes distorted or blurred.  This form of inaccuracy has as many ill effects as putting the wrong facts out to people.  One rule to remember is that words which do not work for the speaker, will usually work against him.


One should use short, common words, which are easy to understand.  If a longer word must be used, make sure it will convey a special meaning.  For example:

WHY  USE


WHEN YOU  CAN  SAY

Accompanied by


with

accomplished



done,  did

contribute



give

afford an opportunity

allow

approximately


about

due to the fact that


because

effectuate



bring about

endeavor to ascertain

try to find out

terminated



ended

modification



change

One should use vivid language to add spice to what he says, but should at the same time avoid what is called “gobbledygook”.  Few people know what the term “arteriosclerosis”  means, but well understand “hardening of the arteries”,


Avoid wordiness.  Many speakers put unnecessary words into their speeches.  Call a shovel a shovel and a spade a spade, not a long-handled agricultural implement utilized for the purpose of dislodging the earth’s crust.  Be specific.  Readers and hearers want to know the specific facts of an event.


A good test to determine how well one puts forth facts in information is to time a speech for sixty seconds and give a speaker a long description of someone.  Have him boil down every bit of the information into sixty seconds of facts, and see how much he can edit out.


A minister sees most of his congregation on Sunday mornings for about an hour and has the opportunity to speak with them for about thirty minutes, and in that thirty minutes must preach something to them, which will influence them to live a better life for God and motivate them to serve him more.  In addition, he must reach out to the sinner, and must reach all the ages of his audience.  There are one hundred sixty-eight hours in a week or ten thousand minutes in a week.  This means that for every minute the minister has to influence that life, every thing else in that life has three hundred thirty-six minutes to influence.  One can readily see that every second in a sermon is important.  Therefore, time in the pulpit does not need to be wasted promoting fantasy, but rather presenting the facts just as rapidly as the audience will respond to them.  Another no-no in the pulpit is to give airtime to someone other than the Lord.  On Superbowl Sunday, an ad cost one million dollars a minute.  Why should we allow the Devil and his crowd so much free “advertisement” and free “air time” in the pulpit.  Use the time for “Thus saith the Lord.”


One should also use strong active verbs in his sentence structure, as a verb gives the action and life to a sentence.  Jargon should be avoided.  In the Navy, the term “quarterdeck” is well understood, but to a “landlubber” the term may be a deck covered with quarters ($.25)  or one that is one-quarter (1/4) of its normal size.  In theological circles, such terminology exists which is well understood among brethren who have been degreed, but to the average church member, it may be cloudy.  An example is “eschatology”, a term well understood by ministers, but may not be among laymen.


Grammar should be correct.  Once a young seminarian stood up at a public meeting and said, “I am the Liberian for the seminary.”  She knew what the job was, but her pronunciation was such that the audience must have wondered what kind of seminary she attended.  

Don’t get up and “badmouth” others, it just belittles you, and shows how uneducated you are.   Three unschooled preachers preached at a New Year’s Eve Watch Night Service and all three relegated Doctor’s of Theology to atheists, agnostics, denying the deity of Christ, the inspiration of the Scriptures and the Virgin Birth.  They accused them of attending the “cemetery”.  One ThD was there and spoke last, He said, “None of you had to get up and brag about not having attended Seminary…when you had spoken about three minutes, everyone in this church knew you hadn’t. They could tell by how well you spoke and how eloquent you were.  

Don’t think that screaming, yelling, pouncing, pounding, running and doing double back flips is spiritual.  Don’t think that have a voice change operation when you go into the pulpit makes you spiritual.  Everyone will be distracted by the “noise” you make in doing this.

 A good command of the English language does not mean one must be able to speak above his audience’s head, but he must be able to speak to them, and yet exemplify correct grammar in his speech.  One will never be a competent speaker or communicator, or be able to present the truth, until he is able to speak simply, directly and grammatically correct.


A sermon or the presentation of the truth, should also present facts or truth in order of importance.  For example in a church that is being dissolved, it is far more important to tell the name of the church, and its location, than to tell what color the bricks are, or who is a member there.


A particular style of news writing which is excellent in presentation of truth is called the ‘INVERTED  PYRAMID  STYLE.”  It is a style which presents the climax of a story in a summary lead, the facts in a diminishing order of importance in its body, and minor details in the close.  The advantage of it is it presents the pertinent facts first, can be edited at several points, and yet if time and space permit, it presents all the truth about an event or subject.


There are many avenues to approach in presenting truth, of which two will be discussed;  the “STRAIGHT  APPROACH”  and the “FEATURE  APPROACH”.


A  STRAIGHT  APPROACH   in presentation of truth is presenting the facts about an event in the order of their importance and involves the elements of “who, what, when, where, why and how”.  It involves identification, location, specification and the instrumentation of those facts which make up the event.  It may also involve a “tie-back” which is some prior event having some effect upon the present event, or vice versa.  It may involve a “tie-in” in that other information concerning other events taking place need to be mentioned.  A tie-back deals with the past, and a tie-in deals with the present.


The story or event may also be an advance to another which is yet future.


In the presentation of Bible truth, one will find that much of the Bible involves tie-back, tie-in and advance, or that every event is related to some past event and to some future event, in some way.  Therefore, the presenter of truth must bring out these things to his audience in order for them to fully comprehend the meaning and understanding of a particular event.


An example of this is the Passover meal.  It ties back to the Israelites’ bondage in Egypt, and ties in to their remembering their great Jehovah God who delivered them, and yet it is an advance for the Christ, who as the Lamb of God poured out his blood that God might pass his judgment over those in the bondage of sin.  It also ties back to the story of Joseph and how he was sold into slavery.  The story ties back to Abraham and the time when God told him His seed would be treated evil for four hundred years.  All of these events relate to one another, and in order to present the truth about Passover, one must bring out all these events.


The second method of presenting truth is what is called the  “FEATURE”.  A feature is a story that has to be told, because of its human interest.  It is a story that will grab the interest of the hearer immediately, because of its uniqueness.  It is usually new, odd, unusual and relative to the hearer.


To sum up the difference between the two, one is urged to look at the story of Jesus and the demoniac of Gadara.  A straight news study would simply report that a Gadarene maniac had been cured of his illness, five thousand hogs had perished in the sea, and a man had been thrown out of town.  A feature story would go into the details of the Gadarene maniac, and the compassion of the Saviour, the coldness of the city, the power of demon spirits, and the power of Christ over the demons of hell and His power to transform a human life into meaning, rest, peace and purpose.  It might read:  “The screams of the Demoniac of Gadara will no longer wail across the night air, and filter into the windows of the Gadara Hilton.  No longer will your chariots have to race full speed through the graveyard, on the way to the Gadara Yacht landing.  No longer will the teenagers be afraid to walk the streets at night.  The Maniac, the demoniac is no more.  He met Jesus the Messiah yesterday, and is totally cured, delivered, and fully clothed.  He is in his right mind and no longer cuts himself with stones and cries out.  The man who could not be tamed by the the citizens of Gadara has been tamed by the Savior of Galilee!”


There are ten elements which make a news story news, and these ten are important in presenting the relationship between the truth that is known and the persons to whom it pertains.


IMMEDIACY – this is something which has just happened.

An event occurring a year ago, and being reported or presented now, has lost the element of surprise, 
or immediacy.


PROXIMITY – the nearness of an event to the reader, or


listener and how closely it touches his life.

CONSEQUENCES – presents the effect that truth is going


to have on an audience.

CONFLICT – presents one thing pitted against another,                     and gives a blow by blow account of the battle.


ODDITY – the usual or strange aspect of the truth being 


presented.

SEX – is sometimes the biggest single element in presentation of truth, or at least it appears so.  Notice,” when a minister speaks on short shorts, bathing suits,  low 

cut blouses, or miniskirts”.  Survey how much was  retained by the audience, and then survey again when he speaks on another subject such as the rapture, or 
eternal security, and one will see the first group made the audience listen more.  Because of this, a minister must be over cautious in such a presentation, to present clearly, concisely and precisely what he is trying to present.  To do otherwise is in poor taste.

EMOTION – is usually that element which will arouse human interest in some truth being presented.  It may range from a good tear jerker to a rollicking farce.

PROMINENCE – is the one-word way of saying some 

important person, or big name is in the news, or is in 


the particular presentation of truth.

SUSPENSE – the suspense element is the presentation of  truth in such a way as to give a week by week, or day by day account of an event.  An example is a “Thru the Bible” event, or “Preaching through a book”.  It is usually called soap opera sermons in that the audience must 
tune in again the next week to find out what is going to happen.  It always leaves the audience hanging in the air, and unable to wait and find out what will happen next.  It is a great builder for Sunday Evening services.


PROGRESS – involves a steady flow of information about a

subject in building.  That is, the detailed account of the construction of a thing, person or place.  An example of the progress element is the book of Ezra or Nehemiah.


There are Four Methods used in gathering information to present truth:  

Observation

Conversation

Research

Interviews


OBSERVATION  is actually seeing an event take place.  A skilled observer will use his senses as the reference for his notebook.  He tries to take in all the information he can and then edits before presentation.


CONVERSATION  involves dialogue and interview.  It involves injecting oneself into a situation and asking why, who, what, when, where and how.  This is an excellent method to use in Scripture, by mentally injecting oneself into a situation recorded in the Bible, ask the questions and then search for the answers.


RESEARCH  is the digging out of information from accumulated files, notes, reference works and data.

INTERVIEW:  To obtain the facts about something or someone, the responsible speaker will  INTERVIEW.  To do this the interviewer will:

1.
Know what he wants, know how to dig or research for this, and will be alive, interested and curious in his search.

2.
He will prepare himself by looking into the background of the subject.

3.
He will be receptive to other ideas and presentations on the subject.


4.
He will be careful to record the facts accurately AND


in their proper context, and in an unbiased manner.


5.
He will study his subject, in order to be specific,



authoritative and accurate in his presentation.


6.
He will present the facts.  In doing so, if they




confirm his position, he must remain 




unbiased, unprejudiced and refrain from




an “I told you so” attitude.  If they ruin




his position, he must still be honest enough




to present the facts.


When men are concerned about preserving the truth, interpretation of truth and the presentation of truth, the truth will survive for future generations.  One may not agree with the truth, one may be hurt by the truth, but that truth must be presented, and must be faced.

In summation of the presentation of the truth, there are four theories of the press which regard the presentation of the truth.  They are:

THE AUTHORITARIAN THEORY:  This theory is practiced in countries like England, and has the philosophy that the truth needs to be presented, but you need to have some type of authority to determine whether you are speaking the truth, and to make sure you meet the “official” guidelines set forth by the government.  Their answer to this is a license, to license the journalist or speaker by the state.  In other words, the State determines whether the truth is being spoken.

THE SOVIET THEORY:  You are free to print the truth but the State has already determined what the truth is, and you must print that.

THE SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY THEORY:  You need a committee or watchdog of some sort to make sure you are printing the truth

THE LIBERTARIAN THEORY:  Leave all the journalists alone and let each speak and print the truth as he sees it, from all the writers and speakers and all their conversations, the truth will emerge.

By far, the Libertarian Theory is the best for the Theological World.  Ministers should never be afraid to have what they believe put on trial.  If it is right, it will do no harm, and if not, it needs to be changed.  So much, in the Church world, the “Truth” has already been determined by Hierarchies, Bishops, Pastors, Teachers, Churches and Associations.  And, they are paranoid to have anyone dare raise any question regarding those truths!  The fear alone shows their insecurity in what they believe.  

UNDERSTANDING YOUR AUDIENCE:

Try to understand the ethnic, social and psychological makeup of the audience you are speaking or writing to.  Many, many church members go into church with a psychosis that they are to be “flogged” from the pulpit for their sins, and the “flogging” is a purification rite, whereas they can be purged from the sins preceding them, only to go out and have more proceed them.  These people are the sado-masochists of the church world.  They have to be psychologically, mentally and spiritually “beaten” in order to say, “I’ve been to church.”  They are the crowd which judges a preacher to be good or bad by how much he rants and raves and screams and yells.  

Others, you can look at and bring them to tears and anxiety.  These are the “little children” who are desperately afraid they have done something wrong, and fear for their lives of making a mistake or committing a sin.  

Still others have to constantly point out what they did, so you can brag on them, and tell them they are just a little bit better or a little bit smarter than all the other kids in the pew.  

Others are always coming to you with all their problems and they want you to know they carry the weight of the world on their shoulders.  No one else has quite as much load, and yet in spite of it all, they are there.

Some come to you and they are always telling you how great you are, and that you are somehow better than any other minister they have ever met, you are more intelligent, more understanding, and have a grasp on life that no one else has.  

Beware all these positions and remember as Dr. Leo Causey said, “Adults are just grown up children.”

They are His sheep and His lambs and somehow we must feed them the proper nourishment, milk and meat of the Word of God.  We must teach them to grow up and be mature adult responsible Christians and Children of God.

There are four steps in real service to God, and people generally will fall into one of the four categories mentioned below:

The first is Service Out of Fear.  They are afraid if they don’t serve him, He will kill their children, burn down their house, take their job, give them the plagues of Egypt, or strike them with some dreaded disease.  Everything they do for God is motivated by fear.   

The second step is Service Out of Expectation of Some Reward.  They give a tithe and immediately begin to say, “Okay, I gave my 10 percent, now give me back 200 percent.”  They witness so they can have a star in their crown.  They go to church so they can get a reward in heaven.  Everything is reward and profit motivated.

The third step is Service Out of Sense of Duty.  Everything they do is because it is their duty.  “I have to do it because it is my duty to do so” is their battle cry.

The Last Step is Service Out of Love.  They serve God, go to church, read their Bible, Tithe, Pray, because they Love God, love his work, love his church, love his children, love the lost, love their families, love their friends, and love work of a child of God.

To bring this in a better context, suppose a man had a son, who would only do something because he feared his father would kill him if he didn’t?  Or, would only do for his father because he wanted some money in return?  Or, would only do it, because it was his duty as a son?  Or, he did all he could because he loved his dad!  Which one would the father be proud of?

Consider how your audience approaches worship of the Lord, and bring them up in your preaching to the highest steps of a Christian Walk.  This is the duty of a minister of God, and our duty as ambassadors of the Christ.

RECOGNIZE THE CONSEQUENCE OF WHAT YOU PREACH:


Sometimes we fail to realize the far reaching consequences of what we say.  A good example of this is the often heard comment we do not have to keep the Law or the Ten Commandments, that we are free from them.  Now I am perfectly aware that Jesus took the Law out of the way and nailed it to his cross, and blotted out handwriting of ordinances which was against us, etc; that we are “New Testament” Saints and under the law of the New Testament.  However, when you teach someone it is alright to totally disregard the Sabbath, and treat it like any other day, (whether you observe it on Saturday or Sunday), then you have just taught someone it is alright to disregard a law which God gave to his people.  If it is alright to break that law, then it is equally alright to break any other.  This is why our children today dishonor their parents, and why society in general has no respect for that wonderful foundation of morality, which we call the Ten Commandments.  Teach people to respect them and obey them,  all of them.  I rather suspect that even the dietary laws of business laws of the Old Testament are good and wholesome laws.  I have often wondered what would happen, if a group of dieticians were to take the laws of diet and experiment in some lab with 100 humans.  Have them strictly follow those dietary laws for a few years.   I suspect their health would improve greatly.  More and more, medical science with all the other sciences are finding out the Bible is right about so many, many things.   


The book we preach and teach is Unique and Different.  It is living and can transform lives.  If you don’t believe it is different, walk out in any public place with one in plain view and see the reaction you get as compared to Reader’s Digest or some other book.


Last of all, pastors must realize they have been given tremendous and awesome power and responsibility.  By power I mean “authority” from God.  We are his “Divine Spokesmen” going forth with authority from the King of all Kings and saying “Hear Ye…Hear Ye…Hear Ye.”  “The King has decreed…”

With that goes a very tremendous responsibility.  We must stand and give account to Him one day for how we conducted ourselves and how we took care of his “Jewels”, His “Lambs”, His “Sheep” His “Peculiar Treasure”.  If a pastor will contemplate this before preaching and teaching, he will go into the pulpit with a solemn resolve to do the King’s bidding; with an understanding that he must preach the ideal and live with the real; with a realization that he must learn to be like Jesus and love those who sometimes are unlovable; teach those who oppose themselves, and must ever guard against any wolf, from without or within trying to destroy the flock.
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