Discovery Class

Session 8 of 9: Cross Reference, Commentaries, Theologies, Truths, and
Principles
Clayton Valley Church

Session Goals

« Connect a passage to the rest of Scripture through cross reference.
« Use commentaries and theologies to inform, test and deepen your conclusions.
« Draw truths and principles out of a passage on your own.

A. Cross Reference

Definition: The practice of examining related or parallel biblical passages to help illuminate,
clarify, and correlate the meaning of a text within the broader canon of Scripture.

(a) Verbal Cross Reference
This occurs when the wording in one passage is similar to the wording in another passage.
i) Apparent Cross Reference.

“Some preachers think that a Scriptural word has the same meaning in all of

Scripture, and so they bring verses together that simply do not belong together.”
(Ramm, p. 141)

ii) Real Cross Reference.

“Parallelism of words or expression where the content or the idea is the same and
there is profit from the mutual study of the texts.” (Ramm, p. 141)

Examples: “Son of Man,” “Flesh.”

(b) Conceptual Cross Reference

“There is a verse or a passage in one book of Scripture that has the identical
substance or content of another part of Scripture even though there is no use of
common words.” (Ramm, p. 141)

This is when a concept in one passage is similar to a concept in another passage, even
though the two passages share no wording.

Colossians 3:16 with Ephesians 5:18: the word dwelling in you is equal to being Spirit
filled.

Hebrews 2 with Philippians 2: the incarnation of Christ.

Romans 3 with Hebrews 10: the atonement of Christ.

1 Corinthians 15 with Revelation 20: the resurrection from the dead.
(c) Parallel Cross Reference

Two or more books of the Bible describe essentially the same events. This is a broad
category that may include both verbal and conceptual parallels.

The life of Christ in the Gospels.
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The life of Paul in Acts and his epistles.
The life of Samuel in Kings and Chronicles.

B. Paraphrase

Write out a paraphrase, an expanded version of the passage. This is one of the ways you draw
preliminary conclusions before ever opening a commentary.

C. Evaluating Commentaries

Use commentaries after you have drawn your own preliminary conclusions. As you read them,
ask whether they agree with your conclusions, modify your conclusions, or disagree with your
conclusions. Be careful here.
a. Value

(1) They provide a model of interpretation.

(2) They help with difficult passages.

(3) They expose past scholarship.

(4) They provide cross references.

(5) They delineate the issues.

b. Caution
(1) Use them with care.
(2) Use the best ones.
(3) Use more than one.
We need to understand the slant of the writer.

c. Types of Commentaries

(1) Exegetical. These deal with the original language of the text and attempt to bring out
the usage and meaning of the words and grammar of a passage. Best used, if not only
used, by those with knowledge of the original language.

(2) Comprehensive. These attempt to give the reader a well-balanced view of the entire
passage being considered. They deal with the historical setting, word studies, and draw
doctrinal inferences from the text. They vary in depth.

(3) Devotional. These purpose to bring out the practical inferences from Scripture. Often
they give spiritual thoughts related to the text; other times they just give spiritual
thoughts.

(4) Preaching. These may contain some of the above aspects and lean particularly toward
the devotional type. These are a collection of sermons delivered on a particular book, and
there are not many of value in this category. Recommended writers: D. Martin Lloyd-
Jones (Studies in the Sermon on the Mount) and Alexander Maclaren (Expositions of
Holy Scripture).
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Some Suggested Questions for Evaluating a Commentary
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Is it objective?

Does it present the background of the passage?

Is there a good introduction to the book of the Bible?
Is it organized well?

Does the author document his sources well? If his work is recent, does he use a good
amount of recent scholarship (books and articles)?

Does the author present different views on problems, or just his own?

Does the author give arguments for different positions, not just his own? Is he fair to
other viewpoints?

Is there competency in the original languages, so the work can be regarded as accurate
and trustworthy?

Does the author present word studies?
Does the author come to the point, or tend to wander?

Does the commentary have warmth? Is there a balance between the critical and the
devotional?

Is the work good doctrinally?
Is the work stimulating because of good application?

Is the work good homiletically? Does it give material that helps in thinking of ideas for
sermons, devotionals, and so on?

Is the work committed? Does it nail things down, or tend to leave them unresolved and
hanging?

Is the author abreast of recent discoveries and studies that are relevant?

Does the author use soundness in logic? (Some authors give arguments that are
arbitrary, in that they do not prove what they think they prove.)

Does the author follow the theme or argument of a Bible book clearly, or is the
presentation difficult to understand?

Is the commentary a verse-by-verse treatment, or does it skip passages?

D. Using Theologies

a. Explanation

Theology is basically the expansion of a particular truth found in any given passage. The
value of a thorough grounding in doctrine is gained by drawing together all the
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Scriptural data on a theme or topic, then giving a rational basis for the things discovered
and believed. These tools help understand certain specifics in Scripture and clarify
difficult passages. Theology also provides a workable context for understanding
particular passages.

b. Examples
(1) Systematic Theology, Wayne Grudem.
(2) Christian Theology, Millard J. Erickson.
(3) Systematic Theology, L. Berkhof.
(4) New Testament Theology, Donald Guthrie.

E. Truths

Definition: The lesson(s) intended by the writer for the original recipients of the text.
Use all your previous study. Write down the truths you notice from the passage.
Example, 1 John 2:15-17:

(1) The readers are urged not to love the world system.

(2) The readers are urged not to love the things in the world system.

(3) Each reader who loves the world system does not love the Father.

(4) All that is part of the world system is not from the Father.

(5) The world system is made up of lust and pride.

(6) The world system is passing away.

(7) The readers who obey the will of God abide forever.

(8) The readers are to love the Father.

F. Principles

(1) Definition
An outstanding and abiding lesson that is not limited to a moment in time.
(a) “Outstanding”: lift out the prominent lessons of the passage.
(b) “Abiding”: these continue without change.
(c) “Time”: the lesson transcends time.

(2) Development
(a) Negatively
i) Principles are never interrogatives. Abiding principles answer questions.

ii) Principles are seldom negative. People tend to be negative, so aim for a positive
statement. 1 John 2:15-17 can be stated either way: “Christians are not to love the world
system,” or “A Christian's love for God will exclude love for the world system.”

iii) Principles do not use the name of a person, place, or thing. Eternal terms (God the
Father, Son, Holy Spirit) and everlasting terms (Word, Heaven, Hell, Satan, believers,
unbelievers, angels).
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iv) Principles are never compound sentences. They are harder to remember.
v) Principles do not use personal pronouns. “I,” “We,” and “You” are limited by time.

The basic move: swap the specific reference, a name, or ‘the readers,’ for a general, abiding
term like ‘believers’ or ‘God's people.’

(b) Positively
i) Take each of your truths and rephrase it into an eternal principle.
ii) Consider which of these principles are demanding, outstanding, and obvious.

iii) Cross out any redundant principles. This is the one place two truths collapse into a
single principle, when they turn out to say the same thing once generalized.

iv) Reword for clarity.
v) Check your wording for truthful, logical development.
(c) Ilustratively
Example, 1 John 2:15-17, truth alongside principle:

Truth: The readers are urged not to love the world system. Principle: Believers are not to
love the world system.

Truth: Each reader who loves the world system does not love the Father. Principle:
Anyone who loves the world system does not love the Father.
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Homework

3 John 9-12
I have written something to the church, but Diotrephes, who likes to put himself first, does
not acknowledge our authority. So if I come, I will bring up what he is doing, talking
wicked nonsense against us. And not content with that, he refuses to welcome the brothers,
and also stops those who want to and puts them out of the church. Beloved, do not imitate
evil but imitate good. Whoever does good is from God; whoever does evil has not seen God.
Demetrius has received a good testimony from everyone, and from the truth itself. We also
add our testimony, and you know that our testimony is true.

Due at Session 9, two weeks from today since we do not meet on Labor Day weekend.

You've already received many tools throughout this course, be sure to use them as you complete
this assignment:

« Read the passage closely, and note its context.

« Keep the historical background in mind.

« Do a word study on a few key terms that stand out to you.
+ Check two good commentaries on the passage.

Assignment: Write out 7-10 truths from this passage. Then write out 7-10 principles.

Truths (write 7-10)
1.

2.

9.
10.

Principles (write 7-10)
1.

2.
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10.

Need more room? Feel free to continue on your own paper and attach it.

Turning In Your Work

If you would like to turn this in, Pastor Chris would love to see your work.
Write your answers above (or on your own paper), and place it in Chris's box.

Discovery Class, Session 8 of 9 - Clayton Valley Church
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