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Article In Brief...
Nothing is more important than studying God’s Word and
coming to a proper understanding of it. What’s more, no principle of Bible interpretation is more important than for humble, honest-hearted souls to allow God to explain Himself as
much as possible. Truly, the Bible is its own best commentary!
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HE scene is quite familiar to

many people: a nervous, wellintentioned, but sometimes
ill-prepared Bible teacher stands or
sits before the class, reads a passage
of Scripture, and then begins a discussion with this simple question,
“What does this mean to you?” The
question seems innocent enough.
Many people find it quite appropriate. A fter all, Bible teachers don’t
know everything, and class discussions can be very beneficial.1 So why
not give everyone an opportunity
to tell the class what a Bible verse
means to them?
In short, because it simply does
not matter what a particular Bible
passage means to you or me. The
actual, true explanation of the text
is ultimately all that matters (i.e.,
what did God mean?). If there is a
right interpretation of a section of
Scripture, then that particular, correct explanation should be the only
interpretation we seek. Application

the first place), and He chose to give
Joseph the meaning so that he, in
turn, could inform Pharaoh. More
than 1,000 years later, Nebuchadnezzar, King of Babylon, also had
a special dream from God. As he
sought a revelation and an interpretation of the inspired dream, the
prophet Daniel informed the king
that “there is a God in heaven Who
reveals secrets” (Daniel 2:28). Only
when God revealed the meaning of
the dream to Daniel (2:19-23) could
he in turn be of real help to Nebuchadnezzar. In essence, the faithful
prophet Daniel logically and honorably allowed God to explain Himself.

“Explanation” logically
precedes “application.” We
cannot apply what we
do not understand.

of the sacred text to our own individual lives certainly is vital to genuine Christian living, but first, we
must come to a right understanding of the text (Ephesians 5:17).2
Bible students and teachers in the
How do we do this? By allowing
st
21
century need to learn from the
God to explain Himself. Similar
faithful prophets of old the importo how we frequently ask those with
tant lesson of humbly seeking God’s
whom we are engaged in conversaexplanation of His revealed will.
tions to explain themselves when
Since some things in Scripture are
they use words or expressions that
“hard to understand, which untaught
we do not understand, if God gave us and unstable people twist to their
the Bible, then we need to seek His
own destruction, as they do also
explanation of His Word. Whenever the rest of the Scriptures” (2 Peter
possible, we must allow the Bible 3:16), we must approach the study of
to explain itself. This principle of the Scriptures with the utmost care
Bible interpretation is both logical and attention. Like the apostles, we
and God-honoring.
prayerfully need to seek the Master’s
As great and faithful as was Joseph truthful explanations (“Explain to
the patriarch, he informed the King us the parable of the tares,” Matthew
of Egypt that “it is not in me” to 13:36) and not rely on the imaginainterpret Pharaoh’s divinely revealed tive, diverse, biased, and ever-changdreams (Genesis 41:16).3 God was ing opinions of man. If the Bible
the only One Who knew for sure is God’s all-sufficient revelation to
what the dreams meant (since He mankind, 4 and the entirety of His
was the One Who caused them in Word is truth and forever settled
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in heaven (Psalm 119:160,89), then
whenever and wherever possible,
we must allow the Bible to explain
itself. Although helpful man-made
commentaries have their place,5 no
uninspired commentary can compare to the divinely authoritative
commentary within the Bible itself.

Whenever and wherever
possible, we must allow
the Bible to explain itself.
We must allow the immediate and
remote contexts of inspiration to
assist us in our studies. We must
use the simple, straight-forward
language of Scripture to help us
understand the more challenging
texts, and use the literal language
to help us better understand the
figurative. It is paramount that we
use God’s Old Testament to better
understand His New Testament and
vice versa. If an authoritative elucidation to a particular biblical statement
exists,6 we must (as much as possible)
get out of God’s way and allow Him
to explain Himself! Indeed, as has
often been said, “The Bible is its
own best interpreter.”

W

A WORD OF CAUTION
HEN “rightly dividing the

word of truth” (2 Timothy
2:15) by using the Bible to explain
the Bible, we must handle the potential associated passages with the
utmost integrity and care. Do the
verses actually relate to the primary
passage in question, or am I rather
carelessly using them to “prove” a
preconceived idea? Do I actually
understand the secondary passages
in their own contexts, or am I rushing ahead to use them to “explain”

the principal passage, when I have the specific context of 2 Peter 3, one
not yet even understood the sup- could say that they share a likeness.
posed “inspired commentary” (the
secondary passages)?

Example: A Misuse of 2 Peter 3:8

No uninspired commentary
can compare to the divinely
authoritative commentary
within the Bible itself.

Second Peter 3:8 is one of the most
frequently cited proof texts for the
six days of Creation actually being
thousands of years (or more) long.
Allegedly, “Peter said, ‘One day is a
thousand years and a thousand years
is one day,’ thus the days of Creation
In 2 Peter 3, the apostle reminded
were (or at least could have been) a
thousand years (or more) long.” Sadly, Christians that “scoffers” would arise
for many Christians, 2 Peter 3:8 has in the last days saying, “Where is the
become their leading commentary promise of His [Jesus’] coming?” (vss.
3-4). Peter declared: “[T]he heavens
on Genesis 1.
Notice first of all that Peter does and the earth…are reserved for fire
not actually say, “With God one day until the day of judgment and perdiis a thousand years and a thousand tion of ungodly men” (vs. 7). Regardyears is one day.” The apostle actually less of what the scoffers alleged about
wrote: “[B]eloved, do not forget this the Second Coming, Peter wanted
one thing, that with the Lord one the Church to know that “the Lord
day is as (Greek hos) a thousand years, is not slack concerning His promise
and a thousand years as (hos) one [of a return], as some count slackness,
day.” Peter used a figure of speech but is longsuffering toward us, not
known as a simile to compare a day willing that any should perish but
to a thousand years. It is not that one that all should come to repentance”
day is precisely equivalent to 1,000 (vs. 9). Sandwiched between these
years or vice versa. Rather, within thoughts is the fact that the passing
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of time does not affect God’s promises, specifically the promise of His
return. If Jesus promised to return
1,000 or 2,000 years ago, it is as good
as if He made the promise one or
two days ago. Indeed, “with the Lord
one day is as a thousand years, and
a thousand years as one day.” With
men, the passing of long periods of
time generally affects their keeping
of promises, but not with God. Time
has no bearing on whether He will
do what He said He would do: “a
thousand years are like a day” (vs.
8, NIV).

A proper understanding of
God’s Word is vital to our
spiritual success throughout life.
Bible students should also consider
the fact that Peter used the term
“day” (Greek hemera) and the phrase
“thousand years” (chilia ete). This, in
itself, is proof that God is able to
communicate to man the difference between one day and 1,000
years.7 (For similes to make sense,
one first must understand the literal
difference between what is being
compared. If there were no difference, then it would be meaningless to
use such a figure of speech.) What’s
more, within Genesis 1 God used
the terms “days” (Hebrew yamim)
and “years” (shanim). Many rightly
have questioned, “If a day in Genesis
is really a thousand years (or some
other long period of time), then what
are the years mentioned in Genesis 1?” Such a definition of “days”
makes a reasonable interpretation
of Creation impossible. The facts
are: (1) God knows the difference
between a day and a thousand years;

(2) Peter and Moses understood this
difference; (3) their original audience comprehended the difference;
and (4) any serious student today
can do the same. 8

A

“ RIGHTLY DIVIDING THE
WORD OF TRUTH”
LTHOUGH there is always the

which to interpret Scripture, including and especially, allowing God to
explain Himself—using the Bible
to illuminate the Bible.

Exodus 20:11—
To “Make” or to “Remake”?
“For in six days the Lord made the
heavens and the earth, the sea, and
all that is in them, and rested the
seventh day.”

possibility of misusing Scripture
when seeking to understand it (just
Several years ago, I listened to an
as any communication can be misunderstood when treated carelessly), evolutionary-sympathizing, radio
we must not allow the potential mis- evangelist emphatically and repeatedly stress that Exodus 20:11 does
treatment of God’s Word to keep us
not
mean that God created the
from carefully and sincerely interpreting it. The saving faith of Jesus Universe and everything in it in
Christ “comes by hearing and hear- six days. Instead, God supposedly
ing by the Word of God” (Romans “fashioned” or “remade” the Uni10:17). Hearing and understanding verse in six days after an original
creation billions of years earlier.
the revelation of God both precedes
faith and continues working along- Allegedly, between the time God
side it as faithful men and women (1) “created” the world (Genesis 1:1),
continue to “grow in the grace and and (2) “made” (or “recreated”) the
knowledge of our Lord and Savior world (Genesis 1:3-31), billions of
Jesus Christ” (2 Peter 3:18). Just as years of time transpired in which
evolution supposedly took place.
the Corinthian Christians were
expected to “understand, even to This gentleman based his entire
the end” (2 Corinthians 1:13), a argument about Exodus 20:11 on
continual proper understanding of the belief that “to create” (Hebrew
God’s Word is vital to our spiritual bara) and “to make” (Hebrew asah)
always mean two different things in
success throughout life.
relation
to God’s creative acts.
Like the Bereans, we must seriously “search” or “examine” (Greek
anakrino) the Scriptures in a noble,
fair-minded fashion (Acts 17:11).
The Greek word anakrino means
to “engage in careful study of a
question;” to “question, examine.”9
It is to “sift up and down;” “to
make careful and exact research
as in a legal process.”10 Similar to
how Pilate “examined” (anakrino)
Jesus and found no fault with Him
concerning the things of which He
was being accused (Luke 23:14), the
Bereans examined the Scriptures
The problem with this theory (comdaily to see whether the things that monly known as the Gap Theory)
Paul preached were true. There is a is that the inspired “explanatory
commendable, reasonable manner in notes” God has given us throughout

There is a commendable,
reasonable manner in which to
interpret Scripture, including
and especially, using the
Bible to illuminate the Bible.

(cont. on p. 92)
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you know if there’s any truth
Q:“Do
to the claim that Jesus should
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only be called ‘Yeshua’ or that the name
‘Jesus’ is a corruption done by pagans or
occultists (it’s been claimed that KJV
was influenced by freemasonry, or that
it was supposed to sound like Zeus)?
Additionally, what evidence is there that
the NT was originally written in Greek
(vs. Hebrew vs. Aramaic)?”
The Hebrew word (u^v%ohy=)
transliterated “Joshua” in our
English versions of the Old Testament
(pronounced yeah-HO -shoo-ah) is
equivalent to the Greek term “Jesus”
( Ij hsou=$—pronounced ee-ay-SOOS).
Though God Himself miraculously
instigated several new languages at
Babel (Genesis 11), we do not know
what those languages were nor do we
know what single language was spoken
prior to that event. God has given no
indication whatsoever that Hebrew,
Aramaic, and Greek are “sacred” languages that must be emulated. Instead,
what we learn from the Bible is that
God fully expected His Word to be
translated into the multitude of languages that He knew would come
about gradually as societies, ethnic
groups, and nations developed. There
is no evidence in Scripture that God
assigns special reverence to, or expects
verbal exclusivity for, the names “God”
or “Jesus” in a particular language. The
Jews refused to pronounce the divine
name (hwhy—approximated by English
words like “Jehovah” and “Yahweh”)
and so historically did not know how
to pronounce it. The claims of pagans
and occultists are irrelevant. One must
produce the evidence from Scripture
that God commands a specific spelling
or pronunciation. Hispanics have the
same word, “Jesus,” which they name
their children, pronounced “hay-SOOS.”
It has the same spelling in both English
and Spanish. By the reasoning of those

cited, differing pronunciations of the
same word are unacceptable. Their
theory shows a woeful lack of understanding regarding the functioning of
human language.
Regarding the second question, there
are well over 5,000 Greek manuscripts
of the New Testament, some dating
back close to the first century. There
is a mountain of evidence from historical and religious writers in the early
centuries of Christianity that record
the linguistic state of affairs at the time.
Once again, where is the evidence that
the New Testament was originally written in a language other than Koine
Greek? The evidence does not exist. It
is true that Jesus probably spoke Aramaic while He was on Earth. But God
the Holy Spirit chose to communicate the divine will via the most common, prominent language of the day:
Koine Greek. A host of Hellenistic Jews
at the time spoke Greek and relied on
the Greek translation of the Old Testament (the Septuagint; cf. Acts 6). In
fact, most of the quotes of the Old Testament found in the New Testament
are from that version. When people
postulate an imaginary Aramaic New
Testament that lies behind the Greek
New Testament that we have, they are
merely speculating without solid, sufficient evidence—which they are under
obligation to produce.
However, let’s suppose that those
who make such claims are right, that
the New Testament was originally written in Aramaic. Why did God not see
to it that it was preserved and passed
down to us? Answer: we must not need
it! We can confidently say that we have
God’s Word intact in our 21st century
based on the variety of proofs that exist
by which the New Testament text has
been recovered/ascertained (see the
DVD Has the Bible Been Corrupted?
available through AP).
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the Old Testament concerning the
events recorded in Genesis 1 reveal
that the words “create” (bara) and
“make/made” (asah) are used interchangeably in reference to the creation of the Universe and everything
in it.

In Genesis 2:4 Moses summarized when referring to God’s creative acts
the events of Creation, stating: “This “in the beginning,” and who allege
is the history of the heavens and the that Exodus 20:11 (and other verses)
earth when they were created (bara), refer to a re-creation of Earth and
in the day that the Lord God made
everything on it, are not logically
(asah) the earth and the heavens.” and fairly interpreting the Bible.
The phrases “the heavens and the Rather than respectfully allowing
earth…were created” and “God made God’s Word to explain itself, it seems
the earth and the heavens” parallel they have chosen to use the latest
each other. They are two ways of theories in old-Earth, evolutionary
saying the same thing.
science to manipulate the Scriptures
Notice the prophet Isaiah’s use of to their liking.
four different Hebrew terms (including bara and asah) to refer to God’s John 2:4—Was Jesus
work at Creation: “For thus says Disrespectful to His Mother?
“Jesus said to her, ‘Woman, what
the Lord, Who created (bara) the
does your concern have to do with
heavens, Who is God, Who formed
Me?
My hour has not yet come.’”
(yatsar) the earth and made (asah) it,
Prudent world travelers take into
Since Exodus 20:11 refers to the Who has established (kun) it, Who
events that took place in Genesis, did not create (bara) it in vain, Who consideration the differences in the
it is quite appropriate to revisit the formed (yatsar) it to be inhabited: I countries they visit. They carefully
book of beginnings to see how these am the Lord, and there is no other” consider their words and actions,
two words are used in reference to (Isaiah 45:18). Did God intend to knowing that sometimes the same
what took place during the Creation. communicate a different message word or action can mean two totally
different things in different places
every time He used different words
In Genesis 1-2, bara and asah are
used several times in reference to to describe something? Not accord- at the same time. Wearing “pants”
God’s work. Interestingly, they never ing to His inspired commentary. (trousers) in the U.S. is not equivastand at odds with one another; they Just as you may tell one person, “I lent to wearing “pants” (underwear)
in England, nor is holding up two
teach one central truth: God created/ mowed the yard,” you might menfingers (which may be interpreted as
made the Universe and everything tion to someone else that “I cut the
an obscene gesture by Englishmen).
in it in six days. For example, on grass.” You have spoken one truth,
Similar to conscientious world travday five “God created (bara) great even though you used two different
elers who fairly interpret the words
phrases.
sea creatures and every living thing
Though the term asah has a and actions of those in other counthat moves” (1:21), while on day six
broader semantic range than bara tries according to the language and
“God made (asah) the beast of the
and they may not always be synony- customs of those countries, Bible
earth according to its kind” (1:25).
mous terms, the fact is, as Hebrew students must interpret the Bible
On day six of Creation, God said: scholar Dr. Justin Rogers concluded: with the Bible. Allowing the Bible
“Let us make (asah) man in Our “As any careful reader of the Bible to explain itself is fundamental to
image, according to Our likeness.” will observe, the Hebrew language a proper understanding of it since
Then we are told in the very next does not make a sharp distinction the events of Scripture took place
verse that He “created (bara) man between bara and asah in accounts in very different times in different
in His own image.” When Moses
depicting the Creation. On the con- places with different people who
commented on this day of Creation trary, the terms are used interchange- spoke different languages and who
in Genesis 5:1-2, he again used these ably for Creation throughout the had different customs.
words interchangeably: “In the day Old Testament, and can often be
The first time a person reads Jesus’
that God created (bara) man, He found in parallel expressions.”11
statement to His mother at the
made (asah) him in the likeness of
Gap theorists who contend that wedding feast in Cana of Galilee
God. He created (asah) them male the Hebrew words bara and asah (“Woman, what does your concern
and female” (5:1-2).
must have two different meanings have to do with me?—John 2:4), he

We must differentiate
between Bible-inspired
explanations and the
uninspired suggestions of men.
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may be a little confused. Why did in this sense it is used in the best
the sinless Son of God address His Greek writers.”17 The New Intermother with the term “woman”? national Version captures the true
According to Richard Dawkins, sense of this word in John 2:4: “Dear
“Jesus’ family values, it has to be woman, why do you involve me?”
As to why Jesus used the term
admitted, were not such as one might
wish to focus on. He was short, to “woman” (gunai) instead of “mother”
the point of brusqueness, with his (meetros) when speaking to his own
own mother.”12 According to Dennis mother, we simply do not know.18
McKinsey, “Jesus needs to practice We must be careful to say “why”
some parental respect.”13 “Imagine someone did or said something a
someone talking to his own mother certain way if the Bible does not give
in such a disrespectful manner and some indication, especially if we are
addressing her by such an imper- assuming the worst about an indisonal noun as ‘woman.’ Talk about vidual.19 Contemplating and discussing why Jesus made this statement
an insolent offspring!”14
As with most Bible critics, Dawkins (and many others which may be left
20
and McKinsey are guilty of judg- unexplained) is not wrong. We
ing Jesus’ words by what is common simply must differentiate between
in 21st-century English vernacular, Bible-inspired explanations and
rather than putting Jesus’ comments the uninspired suggestions of men
in their proper biblical context in a (however interesting they may be).
first-century setting. When we allow Mark 8:31—On What Day Exactly
the Bible to explain itself, we learn
Did Jesus Rise From the Dead?
that it was not rude or inappropri“And He [Jesus] began to teach them
ate for a man in the first century to
that the Son of Man must suffer
speak to a lady by saying, “Woman”
many things, and be rejected by the
(Greek gunai). Jesus used this word
elders and chief priests and scribes,
when complimenting the Syrophoeand be killed, and after three days
nician woman’s great faith in Matrise again.”
thew 15:28 (“O woman, great is your
The most frequent reference to Jesus’
faith”). Later, as He was dying on resurrection in the New Testament
the cross, Jesus spoke to His discon- reveals that He rose from the grave
solate mother one last time, saying, on the third day of His entombment.
“Woman, behold your son” (John Matthew and Luke both record Jesus
19:26). Then, after He rose from the as prophesying that He would rise
dead, Jesus affectionately addressed from the grave on this day (MatMary Magdalene (as the angels had thew 17:23; Luke 9:22). The apostle
just done—John 20:13) with these Paul wrote in his first epistle to the
words: “Woman, why are you weep- Corinthians that Jesus arose from
ing?” (John 20:15). As disrespect- the grave “the third day according to
ful as it may sound to us today, the the Scriptures” (1 Corinthians 15:4).
use of the term “woman” in the first And while preaching to Cornelius
century “was a highly respectful and his household, Peter taught that
and affectionate mode of address,”15 God raised Jesus up “on the third day”
“with no idea of censure.”16 As Adam (Acts 10:40). According to Mark
Clarke remarked: “[C]ertainly no 8:31, however, Jesus predicted that
kind of disrespect is intended, but, He would “be killed, and after three
on the contrary, complaisance, affa- days rise again” (Mark 8:31). How
bility, tenderness, and concern, and could Jesus arise both “on” and “after”
R&

the third day? Does the Bible help
explain this difference in time in the
most important event in the history
of the world? Indeed, it does.
Scripture is peppered with references which demonstrate that
in Bible times a part of a day was
oftentimes equivalent to a whole
day. Consider two examples:
• When the Israelites visited King
Rehoboam and asked him to
lighten their burdens (2 Chronicles 10:3-4), he wanted time
to contemplate their request,
so he instructed Jeroboam and
the people of Israel to return
“after three days” (10:5). Verse
12 of that chapter indicates
that Jeroboam and the people
of Israel came to Rehoboam
“on the third day, as the king
had directed, saying, ‘Come
back to me the third day.’”
Interesting, is it not, that even
though Rehoboam instructed
his people to return “after three
days,” they understood him to
mean “on the third day” (cf. 1
Kings 12:5,12).
• In Acts 10, we glean further
insight into the ancient practice
of counting consecutive days (in
part or in whole) as complete
days. Luke recorded how an
angel appeared to Cornelius at
“about the ninth hour of the day”
(10:3, approximately 3:00 p.m.).
“The next day” (10:9) Peter
received a vision from God
and welcomed visitors sent by
Cornelius. “On the next day”
(10:23) Peter and the servants
of Cornelius departed for Caesarea. “And the following day
they entered Caesarea” where
Peter taught Cornelius and his
household the Gospel (10:24).
At one point during Peter’s
visit, Cornelius spoke about
his encounter with the angel
of God. Notice carefully how

he began the rehearsal of the
event. He stated: “Four days
ago to this hour, I was praying
in my house during the ninth
hour” (10:30, NASB). Although
the event really had occurred
only 72 hours (or three literal
days) earlier, Cornelius spoke
of it as taking place “four days
ago to this hour.” Why four
days instead of three? Because
according to the ancient Jewish
method of reckoning time, a
part of the first day and a part
of the fourth day were counted
as whole days. Surely one can
see how this information aligns
itself perfectly with Jesus’ burial
taking place on Friday and
His resurrection occurring
on Sunday. A part of Friday,
all day Saturday, and a part of
Sunday would be considered
three days in ancient times, not
one or two.
By studying these and other
passages,21 one can see clearly that
the Bible uses expressions such as
“three days,” “the third day,” “on the
third day,” “after three days,” and
“three days and three nights” to signify the same period of time.
Further evidence proving that Jesus’
statements regarding His burial were
not contradictory center around the
fact that even His enemies did not
accuse Him of contradicting Himself. No doubt this was due to their
familiarity with and own use of the
flexible, customary method of stating time. In fact, the chief priests and
Pharisees even said to Pilate the day
after Jesus was crucified: “Sir, we
remember, while He was still alive,
how that deceiver said, ‘After three
days I will rise.’ Therefore command
that the tomb be made secure until
the third day” (Matthew 27:63-64).
The phrase “after three days” must
have been equivalent to “the third
day,” else surely the Pharisees would

have asked for a guard of soldiers
until the fourth day. Interesting, is
it not, that modern skeptics charge
Jesus with contradicting Himself,
but not the hypercritical Pharisees
of His own day?
The expressions that Jesus and the
Bible writers employed to denote
how long Jesus would remain in
the grave does not mean that He
literally was buried for 72 hours. If
we interpret the account of Jesus’
crucifixion, burial, and resurrection
in light of God’s divine commentary (as well as helpful, uninspired
historical writings which shed light
on the culture of the day),22 and not
according to the present-day (mis)understandings and biases, we find
perfect harmony in the expressions
that Jesus and the gospel writers used
to describe Jesus’ resurrection from
the dead.
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CONCLUSION

OW often have we “heard”
God, but not actually understood Him? Twentieth-century
American author and children’s
book illustrator Robert McCloskey once stated, “I know you believe
you understand what you think I
said, but I’m not sure you realize
that what you heard is not what I
meant.”23 Sadly, billions of people on
Earth either don’t care what God’s
Word says or they don’t care enough
to put forth the effort to understand
it properly.
Some things are definitely harder
to understand than others, and some
things we may never fully understand, but one thing is for sure: if
we humbly and honestly allow the
Bible to explain itself whenever possible, we will successfully arrive at
the proper conclusions that God
intended for us to reach.
R&

ENDNOTES
Both as a student and as a teacher, I
have often benefited from the scriptural, relevant, and practical comments
of others in a Bible class.
2 “Explanation” logically precedes “application.” That is, we cannot apply what
we do not understand.
3 All bold text in Scripture quotations
has been added for emphasis.
4 Read 2 Peter 1:3; John 16:13; 14:26;
2 Timothy 3:16-17; Ephesians 3:1-5;
Jude 3; Revelation 22:18-19. See also
Eric Lyons (2003), “Hearing God in
the Twenty-First Century,” http://
apologeticspress.org/APContent.aspx?
category=11&article=912&topic=86.
5 Commentaries are often helpful in
noting corresponding historical information, which leads to a better overall
understanding of the time, place, and
setting of a particular book of the Bible.
The underlying Greek, Hebrew, and
Aramaic words are also frequently
defined and discussed in a search for
a better understanding of the text.
6 Keep in mind, just as the apostles did
not understand all of Jesus’ teachings
during His ministry (cf. Mark 9:32;
John 12:16; 13:7), there are likely a
number of things that we will never
fully understand about the Bible this
side of eternity. No doubt, we can
understand everything we need to
know to become a Christian and to
live the faithful Christian life (John
8:32; 1 John 5:13; 1:5-10), but there
may be many things about angels,
the Trinity, Satan, heaven, hell, the
indwelling of the Holy Spirit, etc. that
we will likely never fully understand
while on Earth. Perhaps one way God
tests the sincerity of our hearts is by
examining whether or not we are willing to concede that we are uncertain
what some Bible passages mean exactly.
7 Some argue that since “God is not
bound by time” and “could have taken
as long as he wanted to create the Universe and everything in it,” then the
days of Creation could have been thousands of years (or more) long. The point,
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however, is not whether God is outside
of time (He most certainly is; Psalm
90:2), but what God has revealed to
us—both in Genesis 1 and in the rest
of Scripture. God could have created
the Universe in any way He so desired;
in whatever order He wanted, and in
whatever time frame He so chose. But
the question is not what God could
have done; it is what He said He did.
And He said that He created everything in six days (Exodus 20:8-11). Cf.
Eric Lyons (2014), “Creation and the
Age of the Earth,” http://apologeticspress.org/APContent.aspx?category=
9&article=5000&topic=327.
8 Even if 2 Peter 3:8 could be tied to the
length of the Creation days (logically
and biblically it cannot), adding 6,000
years to the age of the Earth would in
no way appease evolutionary sympathizers. A person could add 600,000
years or 600 million years and still
not come close to the alleged age of
the Universe. According to evolutionary calculations, one would still be
13+ billion years away from the Big
Bang and four billion years this side
of the formation of Earth. Truly, even
an abuse of 2 Peter 3:8 will not help
Day-Age theorists.
9 Frederick Danker, et al. (2000), Greek
English Lexicon of the New Testament
(Chicago, IL: University of Chicago),
p. 66.
10 A.T. Robertson (1997), Robertson’s
Word Pictures in the New Testament
(Electronic Database: Biblesoft).
11 Justin Rogers (2015), “Is the Gap
Theory Linguistically Viable?” Reason
& Revelation, 35[12]:134-141, http://
apologeticspress.org/apPubPage.
aspx?pub=1&issue=1208#.
12 Richard Dawkins (2006), The God
Delusion (New York: Houghton Mifflin), p. 250.
13 Dennis McKinsey (2000), Biblical
Errancy (Amherst, NY: Prometheus),
p. 251.
14 Dennis McKinsey (1995), The Encyclopedia of Biblical Errancy (Amherst,
NY: Prometheus), p. 134.
15 Marvin R. Vincent (1997), Word

Studies in the New Testament (Electronic Database: Biblesoft).
16 A.T. Robertson (1932), Word Pictures
in the New Testament (Nashville, TN:
Broadman), 5:34.
17 Adam Clarke (1996), Adam Clarke’s
Commentary (Electronic Database:
Biblesoft).
18 Admittedly, the use of “woman” seems
to have been an unusual way to address
one’s mother in first-century Hebrew
and Greek cultures.
19 Generally speaking, people understand
the importance of the principle of
being “innocent until proven guilty.”
In our daily lives, we generally consider
a person to be truthful until we have
actual evidence that he or she has lied.
In addition to giving people the benefit
of the doubt and generally considering
them to be truthful about a matter
unless we have evidence to the contrary,
when we read a historical document
or book, the same rule applies. The
writing is considered to be truthful
until it can be proven otherwise.
20 For example, commentator Leon
Morris sensibly supposes that Jesus was
indicating that there was going to be a
new and different kind of relationship
between Him and His mother beginning at the wedding in Cana. “Jesus
in his public ministry was not only or
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primarily the son of Mary, but ‘the Son
of Man’ who was to bring the realities
of heaven to people on earth (1:51)”
([1995], The Gospel According to John
[Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans], revised
edition, p. 159).
21 Genesis 42:17-24; 1 Kings 29:20;
Esther 4:16; 5:1.
22 The Jerusalem Talmud, for example,
quotes rabbi Eleazar ben Azariah, who
lived around A.D. 100, as saying: “A
day and night are an Onah [‘a portion
of time’] and the portion of an Onah
is as the whole of it” (Shabbath ix. 3, as
quoted in Harold W. Hoehner [1974],
“Chronological Aspects of the Life of
Christ—Part IV: The Day of Christ’s
Crucifixion,” Bibliotheca Sacra, July,
131:248-249, bracketed comment in
orig.). Azariah was indicating that a
portion of a 24-hour period could be
considered the same “as the whole of
it.” Cf. John Lightfoot (1979), A Commentary on the New Testament from the
Talmud and Hebraica (Grand Rapids,
MI: Baker), pp. 210-211.
23 Attributed to Robert McCloskey,
U.S. State Department spokesman by Marvin Kalb, CBS reporter,
in TV Guide, March 31, 1984, citing
an unspecified press briefing during
the Vietnam war, http://quotes.yourdictionary.com/author/quote/601648.
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The Editor
New Dinosaur Poster

The brother of our Lord said, “For every kind of
beast and bird, of reptile and creature of the sea, is
tamed and has been tamed by mankind” (James
3:7). Since humans and dinosaurs were created
by God on the same day of Creation week and,
therefore, cohabited the Earth from the beginning, their interactions would have transpired
in harmony with James’ inspired statement. In
our ongoing effort to represent science, history,
and the Bible accurately, Apologetics Press has
just released a new poster that illustrates this
truth. Titled “Down,” this fascinating piece of
artwork by Lewis Lavoie offers one possible sce-

nario depicting how humans could have actually interacted with dinosaurs, even taming
them for human use. After all, God instructed
the first humans to “be fruitful and multiply; fill
the earth and subdue it; have dominion over
the fish of the sea, over the birds of the air, and
over every living thing that moves on the earth”
(Genesis 1:28).
Here is a full-color, visually stunning poster
that will instill in the minds of both children
and adults a more accurate portrait of historical
reality than what the evolutionary community
has presented—how life on Earth with dinosaurs could have been. This outstanding poster,
complete with a relevant Bible verse, deserves to
adorn the walls of children’s bedrooms, church
classrooms, as well as secular offices and public
schools. Don’t forget the other four posters previously released—all of which make great gifts.
Dave Miller
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