Review of the First Two Principles

The Natural Sense

The principle of simplicity

The Bible text means what it says

The Original Sense

The principle of history

When deciding what it means for you, first decide what it meant to its original audience

The technical term for this is exegesis

Ensure that your application to yourself is not inconsistent with the meaning to the original audience

This requires additional study on our part as the gulf between our culture and theirs increases

The Integrity of Scripture

Unity of Authorship

About 40 different human authors

Really only one author

Odgers quote

Interpret Scripture by Scripture

We should try to:

Resolve apparent discrepancies

Interpret each verse in light of the rest of Scripture

Interpret the obscure in light of the plain

This is the third principle, the principle of harmony

The Example of John Knox and queen Mary Stuart

Occurred in a private debate in Edinburgh, Scotland in 1561

Mary had said she would defend the Roman Catholic church as the true church of God

Knox had asserted that:

The Roman Catholic church had declined from the purity of religion taught by the apostles

The queen herself possessed little right knowledge since she had heard no teachers except those allowed by the Pope and his Cardinals

Ask the class their bonus question about who Mary’s son was

The Immediate Context of Scripture

Each passage has a double context

Its context in history is the situation in which it was written, as Sharon discussed last week

Its context in Scripture is the place where it is found

The Scriptural context is both:

The paragraph, chapter, and book in which it is embedded

The total Biblical revelation

Two Examples of Violating the Immediate Context 

The Tractarian Movement in 19th Century England

The context of Matthew 18:17

Ripping phrases from Matthew 18:17 out of context

The Tractarians mistake

The reactionary mistake

The Example of the World Council of Churches

The WCC held their 4th World Assembly in Uppsala, Sweden in 1968

The theme verse was Revelation 21:5, which describes what God will do when He makes a new heaven and a new earth

The WCC erroneously applied it to the revolutionary political and social movements of the 1960s

The Wider Context of Scripture

The Example of the Finger of God

Stott says that when he was a Cambridge undergraduate he was perplexed by whether Exodus 31:18 and Deuteronomy 9:10 were to be taken literally with respect to a divine finger

Daniel 5:5, 24-28

Psalms 8:3

Exodus 8:19

Luke 11:20

Stott concludes that, in all these verses except Daniel 5, “the finger of God” is a biblical figure of speech for God’s immediate intervention in:

Creation (the heavens)

Revelation (the law)

Judgment (the plagues)

Salvation (the exorcism of demons) 

The Example of Genesis 3

Stott’s conclusion about Adam and Eve

Adam and Eve are actual people

The fall is an actual historic event

His basis is that Romans 5:12-21 makes no sense unless Adam was an actual person with an actual historical sin

Stott’s conclusion about the serpent and the tree of life in Genesis 3

The tree and the serpent are less clear, and Stott says he is agnostic about the precise nature of each

His basis is that he says that the use of the serpent and the tree in Revelation are clearly symbolic

Stott anticipates objections to his conclusions that the tree and the serpent might have a figurative element

Genesis is narrative, while Revelation is apocalypse

Narratives relate events

Apocalypses portray things symbolically

His interpretation goes too far

Are we to question any reference to a snake or a tree in the OT if we admit they are symbols in Genesis 3?

Are we to question OT references to Jerusalem since it too appears in Revelation?

Stott replies that Genesis 2 and 3 are different

The snake is no ordinary snake since it both talks and contradicts God

Although other trees mentioned in the OT are recognizable, you won’t find a tree of life in any forest or orchard 

