INDUCTIVE BIBLE STUDY – SUMMER 2007

Inductive Bible Study – Session 6
Yujin Han


I. Review

A. Keys to Inductive Bible Study

1. Observation – What do I see?

2. Interpretation – What does it mean?

3. Application – What does it matter?
B. Strategies for Reading

1. Read Thoughtfully

2. Read Repeatedly

3. Read Patiently

4. Read Selectively (6 W’s)
5. Read Prayerfully
6. Read Imaginatively
7. Read Meditatively
8. Read Purposefully (Grammatical-Literary Structures)
9. Read Telescopically (charting)
10. Read Acquisitively (also relates to Application)
II. Understanding the Different Kinds of Bible Genres

A. The Epistles

1. Learning to Think Contextually

a) The Nature of the Epistles

(1) Meaning: Beyond the typical letter, epistles were intended for the public and instructive

(2) The Form of the Epistles (e.g. Philippians)
(a) Writer (Paul and Timothy)
(b) Recipient (Philippian believers + overseers and deacons)
(c) Greeting (Grace and peace to you…)
(d) Prayer wish or thanksgiving (I thank my God…”
(e) Body

(i) Final greeting and farewell (Greet all the saints…)
(3) Common Element: Occasional documents from the First Century

b) The Historical Context


(1) Use of Bible Dictionary (or good study bible introduction/comment section)


(2) Read whole book through in one sitting with getting the big picture in mind


c) The Literary Context (Key: Think Paragraphs)


(1) Compact statement of content for each paragraph


(2) Compact explanation of why you think the writer says this right at this point


d) Problem Passages


(1) May be difficult because not written to us

(2) Need to distinguish what is certain from what is possible

(3) Even without details, may grasp main point

(4) Sometimes a good commentary can help

2. The Hermeneutical Question

a) Our Common Hermeneutics

(1) The Basic Rule – a text cannot mean what it never could have meant to its author or his or her readers (cf. 1 Cor 13:10 with reference to “when the perfect comes”)

(2) The Second Rule – Whenever we share comparable particulars (i.e. similar specific life situations) with the first-century hearers, God’s Word to us is the same as his Word to them
(a) Ex. 1 – “all have sinned” (Rom 3:23), “by grace [we] have been saved, through faith” (Eph 2:8); we ought to clothe ourselves with “compassion, kindness, humility, gentleness and patience (Col 3:12). Cf. 1 Cor 1-4 and Phil 1:28-2:18.

(b) Ex. 2 – 1 Cor 6:1-11 – We need to understand the situation is a lawsuit between two Christian brothers before a pagan judge out in the open marketplace in Corinth. Point does not change if the judge is a Christian or b/c the trial takes place in a courthouse. The point is that it is wrong for two brothers to go to the law outside the church. However, a question might arise with regard to a Christian suing a corporation, where a major difference in the particulars may change the situation though still one should take into consideration Paul’s appeal to the non-retaliation ethic of Jesus (v. 7). In this case, how might such a passage apply…


b) The Problem of Extended Application

When a comparable situation and comparable particulars (that is, the particulars in the text are similar to ours), God’s Word to us in such texts should be limited to its original intent.
Ex. 1 – 1 Cor 3:10-15 and 16-17 have been misapplied to the individual believer when the original context had the church in view. This passage DOES NOT teach that God will judge the person who abuses his or her body but rather that those with building responsibilities in the church will suffer loss if they build poorly.

Ex. 2 – 2 Cor 6:14 “Do not be unequally yoked with unbelievers” – Traditionally applied to the prohibition of believers marrying unbelievers. Original historical context unclear but “yoke” rarely used to refer to marriage in antiquity. It probably refers to idolatry (cf. 1 Cor 10:14-22). This may only legitimately be extended to apply to marriage in view of other clearer texts.


c) The Problem of Particulars That are not Comparable

(1) First, do proper exegesis. In most cases a clear principle may be discerned


(2) Second, principles do not automatically become timeless but must be applied to genuinely comparable situations


(3) What makes something a matter of indifference? Basic Guidelines

(a) What the Epistles specifically indicate as matters of indifference may still be regarded as such: food, drink, observance of days, etc.

(b) Matters of indifference are not inherently moral but are cultural – even if they stem from religious culture.

(c) The sin-lists in the Epistles (e.g. Rom 1:29-30; 1 Cor 5:11; 6:9-10; 2 Tim 3:2-4) never include the 1st-century equivalents of the items we have listed above. Moreover, such matters of indifference are never included among the various lists of Christian imperatives (e.g. Rom 12: Eph 5; Col 3; etc.)

d) The Problem of Cultural Relativity

(1) One should first distinguish between the central core of the message of the Bible and what is dependent on or peripheral to it.

(2) One should be prepared to distinguish between what the NT itself sees as inherently moral and what is not.

(a) Absolute – Paul’s sin lists (e.g. 1 Cor 6-9)

(b) Cultural – Foot washing, exchanging the holy kiss, eating marketplace idol food, women having head covering when praying or prophesying

(3) One must make special note where the NT itself has a uniform and consistent witness and where it reflects differences.

(a) Uniform witness: love as the Christian’s basic ethical response, a non-retaliation personal ethic, the wrongness of strife, hatred, murder, stealing, practicing homosexuality, drunkenness, and sexual immorality of all kinds.

(b) Non-uniform witness: women’s ministries in the church, the political evaluation of Rome, the retention of one’s wealth, or of eating food offered to idols


(c) It is important to be able to distinguish within the NT itself between principle and specific application. 


(d) It is possible for a NT writer to support a relative application by an absolute principle and in so doing not make the application absolute. 

(e) We might also ask, “Would this have been an issue for us had we never encountered it in the NT documents?” (e.g. In Western culture the failure to cover a woman’s head with a full-length veil would probably create no difficulties at all and would in fact draw attention if done, contrary to the spirit of the text.


(4) It might also be important, as much as one is able to do this with care, to determine the cultural options open to any NT writer.


(a) Homosexuality was both affirmed and condemned in antiquity, but the NT writers take a singular view against it.

(b) Attitudes toward slavery as a system and the role of women were basically singular – no one denounced slavery as evil and women were consistently held inferior to men by the philosophers. The NT writers also do not denounce slavery as an evil though undercuts it by urging master and slave to treat each other as brothers and sisters in Christ (cf. Phlm 16; Eph 6:9). The NT on the other hand was ahead of its contemporaries with respect to its attitude toward women. Nevertheless, the degree to which the NT reflects the culture may reflect the only cultural option in the world around them.


(5) One must keep alert to possible cultural differences between the first and twenty-first centuries that are sometimes not immediately obvious.

(a) Role of women in the 21st century church – 1st century had few educational opportunities for women – may impact understanding of 1 Tim 2:9-15

(b) Our 21st century participatory democracy is quite different from govt. of the 1st century  - may influence our application of Rom 13:1-7


(6) One must finally exercise Christian charity at this point.


e) The Problem of Task Theology


(1) Because of the epistles’ occasional nature, we must be content at times with some limitations to our theological understanding.


(2) Sometimes our theological problems with epistles derive from the fact that we are asking our questions of texts that by their occasional nature are answering their questions only.

B. The OT Narratives: Their Proper Use

C. Acts: The Question of Historical Precedent

D. The Gospels: One Story, Many Dimensions

E. The Parables: Do You Get the Point?

F. The Law(s): Covenant Stipulations for Israel


