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I .  'rr-r~z A u , r . ~ o c r - ~ , i ~ ~ : i v e  ; S r i . r r : ~ ~  ol-. \ I!~RDs 
F \\'ORI)S AIXE "thought s;i~~~boIs", arc: thoughts "ward svmbols"' 1 is it possible h)r a person to think ;~bstractl!, without tge use of 

s!-ml,ols? 
\l. 'hutcver the corlcli~sions t o  thcsc questions, this jrluch is 

certain: the reasoning process .involvc:s t h r  ji~terrclatjon of ivortl 
symbols. One's 11erson;il ivord ponler bccomcs a sisnificant factor 
in onc's ability to rcasctn. Observations ir~dicnte that a person's 
reasoning ability is ctnhanced by a large 1-1ccur11~ilation of words :$nil 
d i ~ ~ i n i s h c d  n f l~cn  one's ~yocabulary is meager. \YI1c11 reason func- 
tions, .it goes about thc: task of' interrelating iind t'i~tcgorizing facts, 
accun~ulatetl either through introspection or  outivartl observation 
and intcrconlmunication; such facts arc symbolically represented by 
words (or, in the science of' quantitative analysis, by numbers). 
\i:ords arc conveyors of concepts assimilated from thc environment 
of man's external relationships or spansned from within his inner 
sclf. Unique in this respect in the animal world, i ~ l ; t j 1  uses words 
as tools to know himself, his cuvironlnent and God. 'Through the 
authori tat i~~e use of words, man bccomes uriiquclv aware of himself. 
AS h l ~ m a n  beings we are able to judge ~ ) i i r ~ c l ~ t t ;  very separate from 
the rest of that which exists materially. 

ritlam, capablc of reasor], \vns a\\iarc of ?li~l~se!f, the universe 
and God* His awareness nlanifcstctl itself in his ym.oductive ability 
as a "word nlaker." (Genesis 2 :20) \17hen somc th i~~g  ncur and 
intimately personal came: .into his life, he called her "\Voman" . . . 
beca~isc. she was taken out of man.  (C:enesis 2 : 2 3 ) Ailam's coilcept 
of the word, "nakecl", in  Genesis 2 :  25 (beforc the fall) held an 
z~i~thorjtative meaning different f rom the onc in Genesis 3 :  10 (after 
the fall). Our understanding of thc word as h c  understood i t  both 
before and after the fall would off'cr interesting insights into an under- 
standing of man's sexual nlakeup and behavior. Was Adam a "word 
rnaker" because he  possessed the ability to reason, or was he able to 
reason because he possessed a "ivord making" ability? Are words thc 
result of the reasoning proccss, or is the reasoning process the product 
of worcls? 

I t  seeins words and the reasoning process are most closely 
interrelated. \Vords, as a result, are authoritative for the reasoning 
13rocess. Be'tlind each word in everyone's personal vocabulary lies a 
concept or a series of irlterrelateti concepts. A person's total vocahu- 
lary plus his personal understantling of accunlulated words detcrrnine 
the ideological principles by which he reasons. The  books we read 
deterniine to ;I great extent not only what we think, but also how 



we think. Does language produce culture? Or does cttlture produce 
language? LVhatever the answer, if you wish to know ko~il a man 
thinks, you must learn his language. His words arc an autltoritative 
representation of his reasoning process. - 

iis a vehicle of con~inunication, God has selected the medium 
of words to reach thc man with divine concepts. God is, in essence, 
;I Spirit. He is not contained in anything material other than the 
physical body and person of Christ Jesus. God is not dependent upon 
the material for existence. The nlaterial things which exist bear 
testimony to His existence, but they are helpless to communicate His 
inner \.\!ill, Mind, and Self to man. As a method of cornnlunication 
Christ, THE WORD, spoke. His words created the Universe and 
communicated God's divine thoughts to the intelligence of man (John 
1). Furthermore, through the Holy Spirit, divine thought concepts 
were "inbreathed" into the hearts and minds of selected spokesnlcn 
and writers; the "inbreathing" process involved the use of word 
forms. God merged His divine thought concepts with human vocabu- 
Iary. Through His words God established spiritual ideological prin- 
ciples which undergird the reasoning process of minds capturcd and 
enslaved by His words. The words of divinely inspired writers have 
been recorded for posterity to "spiritually think by". 

Words, being conveyors of thought concepts, cannot be sep- 
arated from their respective concepts. Those who maintain a Scrip- 
ture inspiration of thought concepts, but not  of words, are illogical. 

As rvords arc authoritative for the human reasoning process, 
so God's words (Scripture) are authoritative for the spiritual rea- 
soning process. Because of their superior nature, God's worcts dom- 
inate the rcasonlng process of Christians. God's words possess within 
theillselves an inherent power and ability to convince one of things 
beyond thc scope of the material universe and human intelligence. 
God's l ~ o r d s  produce faith. They establish the evidence for things 
not seen and form the substance of things hoped for (Hebrews 1 1 : 1 ). 
\Vhen God's ~vords dominate the mind of man, it is then that man 
believes spiritual facts outside the realm of human reason. I t  is 
impossible to think God's way properly without thc use of His 
"thought symbols" (words). True spiritual thought may be defined 
as, "God's word symbols functioning in  and controlling the mind of 
man." Thc  Scriptures are God's thought symbols for man's use. 
Thus, man's spiritual thoughts should be governed exclusively by 
Goti's thought concepts as declared in His words (Scripture). As 
Christ, TFIE \'I/OKD of God, cannot be separated from the words 
of God, even so, those who are His should be inseparably connected 
to God's words for they have and possess for all eternity total dominion 
and full jur~sdiction in the realm of perfect truth. 

\l/ords are authoritative. They rule as judge and jury in the 
courtroom of human reason. Similarly, God's words (Scripture) 
arc a~~thor i ta t ive .  



II. THE FALLIBLE USE OF WOHIIS IN TEIE PROCESS 
ox: HUMAN REASON 

\,Vords arc autboritatirle to the reasoning process of an indi- 
vidual. Words domi11nt.e the nlental arena; they synlbolize ohserv- 
able facts and phenonlena. As a person's knowledge grows so does 
his vocabulary which serves as a franiework of reference in the sense 
of cataloguetl fact-s. Man's reasoning process involves the interrela- 
tion of ~ccunlrllateil facts (knowledge) for purposes of induction 
and decl~~ction. Through the medium of svnlbols, be they numbers, 
letters or words, thinkers interrelate facts'for purl~oses of drawing 
conclusions. This is part of the process of hu111an reason in man's 
quest for trtuth, 

The process, however, is fallible, especially as it relates to 
word usage. CVords change and so also their meaning. \Vords may 
11e rnisun(1erstood. Words improperly connectect ofter, lead to mis- 
judgments. \\fords incorrectly received produce n falsc con~prehen- 
sion of what is being communicatect. Since words are a nlecliur11 for 
the communication of single ideas as well as complicated ideologies, 
a proper rccertion of the ideas of others is dependent upon the re- 
ceiver's ability to correctly comprehend the word mcanings intended 
by the sender. T o  help assure proper intercommunication, dic- 
tionaries were \witten to authorize words as representative syn~bols of 
specific ideas. The authoritative power of the dictionary, however, 
is not a magic wand capable of solvino all the problems of inter- 

? 
communication. Even though dictionaries endeavor to authorize a 
single word to synlbolizc a specific concept, words nevertheless have 
come to have various nleanings and connotations. Thus,  if too 
few words, or the wrong \vords, or improperly connected tvorcls are 
used to con~n~unica te  an idea, misconceptions may take place even 
as electronic computers can resolve nonsense when the prograinmer 
does not properly feed his machine. Coi~fusion also takes place in 
intercommunication when either the sender or receiver by-passes 
the essential authoritative meanings of words comn~unicated and sup- 
p l y ~  his own personal word connotations. 

Though ~vords  are a~~thori tat ivc to the reasoning process, con- 
clusions are always relative to an individual's experience. Conclu- 
sions drawn for problem solutions would be accurate only if one's 
experience to a particular situation included: 

( 1 )  T h e  accu~nulation of all the facts necessary to that situa- 
tion ; 

(2 )  T h e  proper evaluation of tile accu~ilulated facts in their 
correct con text; 

( 3 )  T h e  proper integration of the accu~nulated facts as they 
relate to each other. 

Howcver, by reason of human inabilities, man cannot accumu- 
late all the facts necessary for many situations. T h e  absence of just 
one fact may totally discolor his ultimate conclusion with untruth. 



Secondly, Inan is capabIc of misjudgment. Should thc v ; i I u ~  of 
but one fact be i i~isjr~dgcd in an improper contest, the finel t-hesis 
falls Tliirdly, Inan has 'been known to un1v.i ttinglt juggle 
facts into iml~rolwr ilssociations, integrations, and irlterreliltionsi1i1~~. 
This  has historicallv distorted conclusions in i I . 3 ~  f e?d ant1 
strcom of plii~osopl~ical m d  theological systems. Iildecd, fallible arc 
the use of words in the process of human  reason. 

Plan ,nay produce a word sucb as "evolution" :)r "cancer" with- 
out ever being c~uitc stlre what he means by it. As progress is made 
in searcl1 for additional enlightenment, new insights change 
the color ant1 tone of words. lf70rds take on a neu. conli~lesion and 
dimension as k i~o\vI~dgc  is increased. Since thc meanings of Itlords 
are alu.ays relative t9 their respecti.crc owners, 2x1 incliviclrial's per- 
sonal experience anci kno~rlledgc will shape and color thc meaning 
of his ~vords.  F~i r thcrn~ore ,  thc pcrsonaj understancling and con- 
ceptions t~chind an incliviciual's words will determine thc :lirection and 
~nethocl of his reasoning process. Th i s  accounts for the  I:>:~II); vary- 
ing and antithetical idcologies in the history of man.  I t  also ac- 
counts for the .instabilitv of man in the  real111 of human  icteologies. 
Sincc rnan's cxpcrience is limited, and  his evaluation of it capable 
of subjective error, man is always in  jeopardy of "changing his mind." 
Science, bv \ ; i r t ~ ~ e  of its ver)! definition, cannot be absolute. Hurnan 
reason, fly virt.uc of its fallible manipulation of worcls, cannot be 
absolute. Sciet~ce is bu t  a lnethodology of reason used by man in his 
pursuit toward truth. Reason is but a means to\a:ard uItimate t ruth;  
a process toward an end, but never the  end itself. 

111. GOD'S \\'oRI> -THE INFALLIBLE SOL~I<CE 01: Tnc,r~r  
If science ancl reason are not.absolute, what is? O r  is the uni- 

verse a phenomenon of "non-absolutes"? Jx f t  to our  own resources, 
we might be forced to reject "absolutes" and concIudc that our  exist- 
ence must bc comprehended in terms of "relati~rcs", i .e. ,  "Life's an 
ever changing scene to bc understood in terms of change as i t  relates 
to man in the present tcnsc." But Chris t  stepped in to  history in a 
divine-h~irnan w a y  and clain~ed to be thc  culmination of history- 
past, present and future-the Alpha and Omega of all things-in- 
eluding absolute truth! 

Christ's claim in John 1 4 :  6 ("I am . . . the t ruth . . .") de- 
nlaxlds that lvc cease making what  is personally relevant s ~ l d  rela- 
tive within and around us absolrtte for our reasoning process. I I i s  
claim to t ru th  comnlands that we take His absolutes (wortls) ancl 
make then1 relevant and relative to all that is ideo1ogic:tlly personal  
to us. 

Christ's claim to absolute t ru th  was a claim to divinity, f o r  
God alone is capable of possessing the absolute. Got1 is thd only  
one in a position to accunlulatc all the facts necessary for a g iven  
situation; He alonc is able to understand properly and cvaluate ac- 
c~unulated facts in their correct context: He alone is capable of ac- 



curately i11teg~:ating and interrelating accumulated facts with each 
other for the atttninment of true cotlclusions. God alone has a 
past experience which is perfectly RE1,ATIV.E to cvcry con text, 
material, spiritual, or situational. A~xlazingly, this is true not only 
in terms of the prescnt but also the futurc! Gocl is not, confined to 
nor ii!nitetl by tile crcated material. IIc can properly observe and 
evaluate His creation without the prejutlice of human confinement. 
As Creator, He lcnows what He created as well as the ultimate destiny 
of all things. As Preserver and Observer of His creations, He per- 
fectly comprehen<ls how they function. Above all, God knows Him- 
self for what Hc is.. Knowing 2-Iimself, FIc knows truth in allso- 
lute totaiity; Got1 is 'Truth. Should I-Ie cease, truth would cease. 
\Vithout Cod, there is ~ i o  truth. Man's pursuit for truth is ulti- 
mately a pursuit for God. T o  know ahsolutc truth is to know God 
as He knonls Himself, as He knows us, and  to k11o.i-c~ as We knows 
( 1  Cor. 13 :  12). 

God bas seen fit to conlnlunicate a portion of His total truth to 
man througll a revelation accon?~>lishecI through thc medium of 
words. His revealcci wortis arc authoritati\.,e i n  an absolute sense, 
since E,ie is "The Absolute". 

God-brea thed 
= Authoritativel!l Absolute 

Written words 

IV. THX ~ ? E E I >  OF A ~ I E T H O D O L O G Y  FOE ii CORRECT RECEPTION 
0%' GOL)'S REVEI~ATION 

Since every nlorcl of Scripture has a specific, authoritative mean- 
ing coupled wit11 a ciivine, absolute intent, man's inajor endeavor in  
life sllould be to discover the true sense and meaning behind every 
word of God in Scripture. But as man n~isuses and ~nisunderstands 
words in his nlultal pursuits to linderstand the material because of 
human limitations, so also it  may occur in the of the spiritual. 
Man may nlisuse, misunderstand or abuse the thought symbols of 
God. I t  is i~.~lportant to maintain a discipline whereby the words of 
God may consistently represent what God intended. Excgctes, who 
u~lderstanci the absolute, authoritative nature of God's wrorcls, have 
adopted the principle : "Let the Scriptures interpret themselves." 
T o  allow Scripture to interpret Scripture without private, human, 
interpretative interference, 1vj11 permit God's concepts to shine 
through His ~vorrl symbols. Historically the C11urch turned to 
philosophy for words to explain the unexplainables of Scripture. And 
today, Christianity is divided in illany areas because of human, falli- 
ble, philosophical conceyts ground down and fitted into doctrinal 
systems whicl~ :ire antithetical in many instances to the clear testi- 
nloily of Scripture. Yet philosophy, by its very nature, is less stable 
than the scientific process. l'hilosophical wordage is authoritative 
only to one's relative point of view; it is not absolute. God's words 
alone are absolute. It is theology's duty to understand God's words 
in terms of God's thought concepts. To put i t  another way: "The- 
ology's basic function is to relate God's words to Goct's words." T o  



accomplish this, the exegete must roam and wade his way through 
thc heights and depths of God's words and seek to undcrstnnd them 
as God meant them. \Yith this essential principle in mind, the fol- 
lowing methodologv is offered. 

V. A BIBLICAL METHODOLOGY 
I .  TRANSLATION 

Obtain an accurate rendering of the original tcxt in words cur- 
rently syn~bolical of thc original. 

11. IVORD STUDY 
Obtain a thorough study of origmal roots, word developments 
and usage at the time of writing. 

111. TEXTUAL SETTING 
Evaluate each word in its immediate contcxt. 

IV. TEXTUAL I'OINTS OF EMPHASIS 
A single verse nlay have more than one point of emphasis. For 
example, John 1 4 :  6 could speak to the point of "way," "truth," 
or "life." It is therefore of paramount importance to empha- 
size specifically which point of truth (embodied in a single 
word or phrase) will be under study. 

V. PARALLEL PASSAGES 
The whole of Scripture must be consulted for I'arallel Passages 
speaking to the Point of Emphsis in Part IV. Parts I, IT, 111 
and IV above lllust be repeated with reference to each Parallel 
Passage. Thus the original Point of Enlphasis will be reviewed 
in the total context of Scripture. 

VI. SUMMARY PARAGRAPH 
The  Summary Paragraph should consist of conclusive sentences 
speaking to the Textual Point of Emphasis in the light of t h e  
whole of Scripture. 

VII. THESIS 
A brief statement which would represent the "Auctoritas Abso- 
luta" of God's 147ord. 

The  above methodology will rotate one's theological pursuit  
in ever widening circles throughout the vast whirlpool of Scripture's 
words. As this is done, the objective authority of the words of G o d  
should mould his mind in the Mind of Christ. Speculations abou t  
what is historically Scriptural and what is Scripturally historical 
should lose their significance. The  authoritative words of God will  
dominate to set the scene for God's Revelation. Problems between 
the miraculous and materialism's rationale will disappear as miracu- 
lous events become factual concepts in  the student's mind and his 
exegetical process. As God's words penetrate deeper and deeper 
into the rationale of the Scripture student, the authoritative na tu re  
of those words will overpower him. He will be assured and reas- 
surecl that his discipline is sound, his method reliable, and the re- 
sults of his research irrefutable. 


