Some Principles of Biblical Interpretation
(A Short Study of Sacred Hermeneutics) 

 Lesson 3
Review
  In our last lesson we noted that the first and most fundamental considerations in one being able to arrive at a correct understanding of the scriptures include: 1) an individual having an honest and receptive heart that genuinely desires to know what God has spoken,  and,  2)  making a diligent effort to arrive at a correct understanding as Paul suggests in 2 Timothy 2:15 (i.e. investing the necessary time and energy required). The second of these two thoughts should seem naturally connected to the first. 
A Couple of Basic Suppositions for This Class
1) “All scripture is given by inspiration of God…” (2 Timothy 3:16).  “By inspiration we understand that supernatural influence exerted on the sacred writers by the Holy Spirit, by virtue of which their writings are given divine truthfulness, and constitute an infallible and sufficient rule of faith and practice”. (Louis Berkhof, Principles of Biblical Interpretation).
2) We have a large number of excellent translations available to us in the twentieth century by which we may feel confident that we have an accurate rendering of the original autographs (original writings of the Biblical authors).

3) There are no later-day revelations which God has spoken (and thus effect the message of those 66 books which together make up the Old and New Testaments). This includes no private or individual leading of the Holy Spirit upon the people of God to give them any additional knowledge to what we find in the Scriptures.

4) As hinted at previously, due to the basic purposes of this class we will make no effort to familiarize ourselves with many of the broad topics which might be covered in a more formal study of hermeneutics. 
Jesus and the Old Testament Scriptures
  The ways in which Jesus used and referred to the Old Testament Scriptures should stand out as an important beginning point in how we approach Scripture. Although some of the following points may not seem to reflect on “methods of  interpretation” used by Jesus, yet they signify the importance of  correct methods. 
· Jesus saw them as “originating” with God. He said they should be thought of as proceeding or coming forth from the mouth of God  (Matthew 4:4).  In giving His answer to Satan He referred to this fact saying, “It is written,” endorsing the accuracy of what Moses had declared and had written, upholding those writings as “authoritative.” (He would use this same response in each of the temptations.) 

 In trying to look at this occasion from strictly an interpretive perspective we see that Jesus applied the statement in a very straight-forward, literal type of way. The nature of man is such, that he needs not only literal bread but the spiritual sustenance provided by the word of God. Moses had spoken these words in the particular context of trying to help the children of Israel recall God’s care of them in the wilderness and trying to impress on them the important truth which God wanted them to understand (cf. Deuteronomy 8:1-3).
· He respected these statements as representing the only acceptable standard of truth ( cf. Matthew 4:4, 7, 10).
· He taught men to keep or comply with the laws, even though given 1500 years earlier (note Mark 1:40-44: cf. Leviticus 14:1ff and Matthew 19:16-19).  Jesus never treated the law as out-dated or made irrelevant by changing times or circumstances. Men were not to reason away what they may have supposed were somewhat minor details of what God expected.  Today there are prevalent schools of thought that insist we make God’s Word relevant to our own time and circumstances and  basically allow men to use and apply Scripture as they personally see best. 
· Thus, we can add, that He taught that even the smallest elements of the law were still to be obeyed (Matthew 5:17-19; Matthew 23:23), EVEN though recognizing that some things should be considered as “weightier.”  The faithful servant will recognize that everything His Master has commanded must be obeyed but that some things are more critical in their nature. It should never be a question of whether  compliance to all of God’s Word is necessary but  certain matters were meant to be given special attention.
· He condemned the seemingly religious of His day for setting aside portions of the word of God by their traditions (Matthew 15:1-9).   The pride of men often lead them to suppose that they have the ability to surmise what God actually desires rather than what He has spoken.
· He insisted that “the Scripture cannot be broken” in John 10:34-36 (i.e. dismissed, put-aside, altered).  Their charge of Him committing blasphemy did not allow for all of the ways in which the term “god” was sometimes used in the Old Testament. Fairness would have dictated judgment that looked at the proofs which He offered (John 10:36-38).
· He used statements of revealed truth outside of the actual body of law given at Mt. Sinai to argue against their permissive  man-made standards and their misuse of the law (Matthew 19:3-9; cf. Genesis 2:24, see next point….). 

· He used a logical line of reasoning in drawing a conclusion from Genesis 2 about what God wanted of man in this matter (Matthew 19:6).  The words of Moses, one sees, did not, literally, condemn one from putting away His mate, but by taking what Moses does reveal about this “joining together”  one should see that divorce should not be a consideration.
· He accused the Sadducees of not knowing the Scriptures to the extent they should have because they failed to recognize the specific “tense” God used in speaking to Moses (Matthew 22:29-33; cf. Exodus 3:6, 15). One can see where careful meditation plays a part in arriving at correct conclusions.
· He endorsed the historical accuracy of Old Testament events (treating them as factual) in passages such as Matthew 24:37-39;  11:23-24; 12:1-4; and 12:38-40.  He never attempted to allegorize these accounts as so many modernists want to treat them.
· He showed confidence that the essential truths of God’s word could be understood by careful students (Luke 10:25-28).  
· He tried to encourage the wayward to “learn” the meaning of critical texts (Matthew 9:11-13; cf. Hosea 6:6 and compare Matthew 12:7-8).
· He said that all things which had been prophesied had to be fulfilled (cf. Luke 24:25-27; 24:44-46).
Questions
1. Why does it seem so important to look at the way in which Jesus used the Old Testament scriptures in this study?

2. Why should the “tense” of a verb make such a difference in Matthew 22:29f?  What does this reflect about some basic knowledge of grammar and having trustworthy translations?
3. What kind of individual was it that Jesus thought should be able to conclude what was the most critical elements of the law in Luke 10?   Although he was able to identify these truths, what was his problem?  How did Jesus try to bring about a clearer appreciation of what he should have understood?
4. Did the text in Hosea 6:6 say that God did not require sacrifice (compare Psalm 40:6-8)?  What had contributed, no doubt, to their failure to properly understand what the prophet had meant?
5. What did “fulfillment of all that the prophets had spoken” affirm about the nature of Scripture?
