
The Living Word  |  Critical Audit  |  1

THE LIVING WORD LIBRARY PROJECT
Understanding the Bible
Full Critical Research Report
Stage Four • Corrected Canonical Research and Interpretive Evidence Base
RESEARCH STAGE ONLY
This report does not draft the final Journey, alter the Master Blueprint or authorize website 
implementation.

Contents
The accompanying evidence workbook contains the full registers and matrices summarized in this 
report.

Stage Four revision status
This is the corrected edition of the Stage Two report. Stage Three's eight Material Corrections and 
twelve Important Refinements have been applied to the evidence, narrative and research controls. 
No Stage Three-confirmed central conclusion was overturned. Resolved means the identified 
evidence or classification defect has been repaired; it does not mean every orthodox dispute has 
been forced to closure.
The revised evidence base uses tiered corpus rules rather than artificial single totals, proposition-
level confidence rather than topic-level labels, and explicit distinctions among not stated, not found 
and not applicable. Completeness claims are limited to declared corpora. Representative matrices 
remain representative.

Executive finding
The corrected Stage Four evidence confirms the Stage One diagnosis and preserves Stage Two's 
substantial compression of its proposed public architecture. The twelve-part, fifty-two-chapter 
research map remains useful as an internal coverage checklist. It should not become the website's 
visible reading path. The eventual experience should teach one repeatable method through about 
ten movements, with optional Look Closer panels and a separate Research Layer.
The corrected evidence base records 32 interpretive terms, 63 parable rows with auditable unit and 
occurrence identifiers, 32 dream entries and controls, 54 vision/theophany major-unit and boundary 
entries, 44 sign-act and covenant-sign entries, 40 major symbols and motifs, 70 representative Old-
to-New Testament relationships, 35 typology entries, 41 number/colour/material/measurement 
entries, 42 apocalyptic symbols, 18 worked investigations, 11 expanded orthodox-difference briefs, 
24 explicit-silence verdicts and 15 original-language panel recommendations. These are structured 
research corpora, not claims that every possible minor image or verbal echo has been captured.

• The ordinary reader needs method before catalogue: passage, context, genre, supplied 
explanation, canonical development, confidence and response.

• A symbol can legitimately carry different meanings in different contexts. Scripture itself 
demonstrates this with lion, water, leaven, fire, serpent, harvest and temple imagery.

• Parables normally possess a principal communicative thrust, but some contain several 
intended correspondences. The text decides; neither a rigid one-point rule nor free allegory 
is adequate.

• Canonical dreams and visions do not authorize a modern dream-decoding manual. Private 
experiences have zero authority as evidence for biblical interpretation.
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• Typology preserves real earlier history and traces divinely ordered correspondence and 
escalation. Resemblance alone does not establish a type.

• Apocalyptic imagery is symbolic and real. It should be read through the Old Testament, the 
book's own explanations and the pastoral situation of its first hearers, without forcing one 
complete end-times system into every image.

• Christ-centred interpretation is warranted by Jesus and the apostles, but it must follow the 
biblical story's promises, offices, institutions and patterns rather than attach Jesus to 
incidental objects.

1. Mandate, hierarchy and method
The research followed the Founder-authorized hierarchy: canonical Scripture; Hebrew, Aramaic and 
Greek where materially clarifying; Scripture interpreting Scripture; primary historical sources; 
responsible historical and literary scholarship; early Jewish and Christian interpretation; later 
tradition; and modern systems. Later sources were treated as aids and adversarial conversation 
partners, never as evidence that can overrule the canonical text.

Research inclusion rules

Parables. The core includes sustained comparisons or stories and major short similitudes used to 
confront or reveal. Old Testament prophetic allegories are included; merely proverbial sayings are 
excluded unless essential to the lexical boundary. The register is comprehensive within the 
declared tiered corpus, but no single universally agreed total is claimed. Unit and Occurrence IDs 
make the grouping auditable.
Dreams. The register includes narrated canonical dreams and passages that govern their source, 
truth, falsehood and limitations. It is an auditable principal-event and control register. Wisdom and 
poetic boundaries, source distinctions and grouped parallel retellings are explicit.
Visions and theophanies. The register includes major canonical visionary units, divine 
manifestations, angelic messages and mission-changing visions, with sequences grouped by 
literary unit. It is comprehensive at the published major-unit level. Revelation sequences are 
grouped, Acts experiences are separated, and no claim is made to one row for every micro-scene.
Signs. The register includes divinely appointed covenant signs, commanded prophetic actions, 
enacted messianic signs and major apostolic symbolic acts. It is representative-comprehensive. 
Ordinary ritual actions are excluded unless the text assigns them a sign function.
Symbols and motifs. The register covers recurring images with major canonical development or 
contrasting uses that teach method. It is a major ledger, not a list of every biblical object.
Old-to-New Testament relationships. The register contains the representative quotations, 
fulfilments, strong allusions and canonical syntheses needed to define the method. It is a coverage 
matrix, not an exhaustive concordance of every verbal echo.

Adversarial procedure

Each major principle was tested by asking what would falsify or weaken it. A proposed allusion 
weakens when the wording is common, the source was unavailable, the theme does not fit, another 
source explains the language better, or the supposed echo contributes no explanatory gain. A 
proposed type weakens when the earlier event is not historical in the text, the correspondence is 
incidental, there is no recurrence or covenantal placement, escalation is absent, or the proposal 
depends on details the later canon never activates. A symbol-dictionary claim fails when Scripture 
uses the same image differently elsewhere.
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The Living Word confidence framework was applied as a conclusion scale, not a decoration: Explicit 
Biblical Teaching; Strong Biblical Pattern; Reasonable Biblical Inference; Open Question; and 
Orthodox Difference.

2. What Scripture teaches about interpretation
Scripture does not provide one modern hermeneutics manual, but it repeatedly models and 
commands responsible hearing. Ezra's readers receive the law with explanation so they understand 
(Nehemiah 8:1-8). Jesus rebukes readings that miss Scripture's power, context and canonical 
witness (Matthew 22:29-32; Luke 24:25-27, 44-47; John 5:39-47). The apostles reason from texts, 
compare passages, distinguish examples from commands and warn that Scripture can be twisted 
(Acts 17:2-3, 11; 1 Corinthians 10:6-11; 2 Peter 3:16). James insists that hearing reaches its 
purpose in doing (James 1:22-25).

• Attend to the words and argument actually given, not a preferred topic imported into them.
• Read a unit within its book, covenant setting, historical situation and literary form.
• Let explicit explanations control proposed symbolism.
• Use clearer and later Scripture to trace canonical development without cancelling the earlier 

passage.
• Distinguish what a text means from the faithful applications that flow from it.
• Receive the whole canon as bearing witness to Christ, while refusing correspondences the 

canon does not support.
• State uncertainty honestly and test teachers, signs and private claims by God's prior word.

3. What context includes
'Read it in context' is not satisfied by reading one verse before and after. Context has nested 
layers. The immediate sentence and paragraph establish grammar and flow. The literary unit 
reveals the author's argument or scene. The whole book supplies themes, audience and purpose. 
Historical context clarifies practices, institutions and rhetorical force. Covenant and salvation-
historical location show where the passage stands in the unfolding story. Canonical context records 
how later inspired Scripture receives and develops the text. Christological context asks how that 
development reaches the Son without bypassing any earlier layer. [SRC04; SRC05]
Words and syntax: What does this clause actually say? Omitting this layer permits root myths 
and translation assumptions.
Immediate unit: What problem, contrast or story movement controls it? Omitting this layer 
produces proof-texting.
Book: How does this author use the term or image and build the argument? Omitting this layer 
flattens an author's usage into a concordance entry.
Genre: What kind of truth-telling act is this? Omitting this layer produces wooden literalism or 
premature symbolism.
Historical world: What would hearers recognize? Omitting this layer produces anachronism.
Covenant and story: Where are we in creation, promise, law, kingdom, exile, Christ and new 
creation? Omitting this layer produces doctrinal flattening.
Canon: How does later Scripture quote, fulfil or constrain the passage? Omitting this layer 
produces Christless isolation or uncontrolled fulfilment.
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4. Genre and figurative truth
Genre is a reader's expectation about how a discourse communicates. Narrative reports and shapes 
events through selection and plot. Law commands within covenant structures. Poetry compresses, 
parallels and intensifies. Proverbs state wise generalizations rather than unconditional promises. 
Prophecy prosecutes covenant, calls to repentance and announces judgment and hope. Gospels are 
theological historical narratives centred on Jesus. Letters reason pastorally in concrete church 
situations. Apocalypse unveils reality through visions, symbols and heavenly mediation. Genre does 
not make one section true and another less true; it changes how truth is communicated.
A faithful 'literal' reading therefore seeks the text's intended sense. It does not insist that God's 
wings are anatomical, that mountains literally clap, or that Revelation's dragon is a zoological 
specimen. Figurative speech can assert reality precisely and powerfully. Hyperbole can warn 
truthfully; metaphor can identify a relation without transferring every property; a symbol can 
communicate a real empire, person or judgment through an image.

5. Original languages without mythology
Original languages are most helpful when they reveal a real ambiguity, syntactical relation, 
wordplay, textual form or semantic distinction obscured in translation. They are least helpful when 
used to create an aura of secret knowledge. A lexicon lists possible senses; the sentence and 
discourse select a sense. Importing all possible senses into one verse is illegitimate totality transfer. 
Deriving current meaning from a root is the etymological fallacy. Assuming an English gloss carries 
the same associations as the Hebrew or Greek word is an English-word fallacy. [SRC02; SRC03; 
SRC21; SRC22]

• mashal can denote proverb, comparison, taunt, riddle or extended parable; parabolē can 
denote comparison, story, proverb or figure. This is why published parable totals differ.

• ruach and pneuma can denote wind, breath or spirit. Ezekiel 37 deliberately moves through 
related senses; that does not mean every occurrence contains all three.

• naos and hieron can distinguish sanctuary from broader temple precinct, but authors and 
contexts must be checked rather than absolutizing the distinction.

• prōtotokos can express preeminence and inheritance as well as birth order; Colossians 1 
supplies creation and resurrection context that rules out the claim that the Son is first 
created.

• almah/parthenos in Isaiah 7 and Matthew 1 requires lexical, translation-historical, immediate 
and canonical analysis. A word study alone cannot settle the fulfilment question.

6. Scripture interpreting Scripture and progressive revelation
Scripture interprets Scripture when one passage explicitly explains another, when an author quotes 
or alludes to an earlier text, when recurring covenantal patterns accumulate, and when later 
revelation clarifies realities earlier prophets searched to understand (1 Peter 1:10-12). This does not 
allow a later reader to make any association they find edifying. Inspired later use is evidence; a 
modern resemblance is a proposal requiring evidence.
Progressive revelation means that God discloses his purpose through history and canon so that 
later revelation can identify the fuller reach of earlier promises, persons and institutions. Hosea 
11:1 first recalls Israel's exodus; Matthew 2:15 recognizes Jesus as the faithful Son who 
recapitulates Israel. Jeremiah 31 promises a new covenant to Israel and Judah; Jesus announces the 
new covenant in his blood and Hebrews expounds its superiority. The earlier meaning remains real 
while the completed canon reveals escalation and fulfilment. [SRC07; SRC08; SRC09]
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7. Quotation, allusion and echo
Terminology differs across scholarship, so this research separates the form of a relationship from its 
function. A quotation reproduces identifiable wording, commonly with a formula. Explicit fulfilment 
is an authorial claim about realization and may operate through direct prediction, typology or 
recapitulation. A strong allusion is deliberate but unmarked and rests on distinctive language or a 
distinctive constellation. A plausible echo is fainter and should carry less doctrinal weight. 
Canonical synthesis draws a warranted conclusion from several passages without pretending any 
one verse says the whole. Speculative resemblance lacks enough verbal, thematic or historical 
control. [SRC10; SRC11]
Availability: Could the later author and audience know the proposed source? Confidence rises 
when the source was scripturally or culturally available.
Volume: How distinctive and extensive is the verbal or structural overlap? Confidence rises when 
rare wording or a dense configuration recurs.
Recurrence: Does the author reuse the source or theme elsewhere? Confidence rises when 
authorial patterns converge.
Thematic coherence: Does the source fit the later argument? Confidence rises when it explains 
rather than distracts.
Historical plausibility: Would the association make sense in that setting? Confidence rises when 
it suits known interpretive practice.
History of interpretation: Have diverse readers perceived it? Independent recognition supports a 
proposal, but antiquity is not decisive.
Explanatory satisfaction: Does the proposal improve the reading? Confidence rises when it 
accounts for otherwise puzzling features.

8. Typology and Christ-centred interpretation
The New Testament explicitly identifies Adam as a type, the flood as corresponding to baptism, 
wilderness events as types/examples, the tabernacle order as copy/shadow, and Melchizedek as a 
priestly pattern fulfilled in Christ. These cases establish typology as historical and escalatory. The 
earlier reality matters precisely because God orders history toward the later reality. [SRC07]
Not every valid canonical pattern is introduced with the word type. Exodus and new exodus, Davidic 
kingship, temple-presence, sacrifice and bridegroom imagery are supported by many converging 
texts. The correct response is a confidence ladder, not a binary choice between 'explicit type only' 
and unlimited pattern-finding.
Direct prediction: An earlier verbal announcement receives later identification or fulfilment. State 
it as fulfilment where the canon does.
Explicit New Testament typology: Later Scripture names or expounds the correspondence. This 
carries the highest typological confidence.
Strong canonical pattern: Historical recurrence, covenant placement, escalation and multiple 
textual links converge. Teach it publicly with its evidence.
Analogy or example: A moral or situational resemblance is used for instruction. Do not call it a 
predictive type.
Reasonable Christological inference: Several coherent links exist, but without explicit 
identification. Treat it as optional and clearly labelled.
Uncontrolled allegory: Incidental details receive hidden meanings without textual cues. Reject 
this as interpretation.
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Jesus' claim that the Scriptures bear witness to him and the apostolic practice of reading Law, 
Prophets and Writings in light of his death and resurrection authorize a Christ-centred canon. They 
do not authorize a Christ-reference behind every nail, colour or number. The controlling question is 
whether the text's promise, office, institution, event-shape or canonical trajectory genuinely 
reaches fulfilment in him. [SRC09]

9. Parables
The register begins with Old Testament foundations because Jesus' parables stand within Israel's 
prophetic and wisdom traditions. Jotham's trees expose political folly; Nathan's lamb traps David 
within his own moral judgment; Isaiah's vineyard song receives an inspired interpretation; Ezekiel's 
riddles and allegories pronounce covenant judgment. The Hebrew and Greek category words cover 
more than fictional stories, so any claim to list 'every parable' must declare its boundary. [SRC03; 
SRC06]
Jesus uses parables to reveal the Kingdom to receptive hearers and to enact judicial concealment 
for resistant hearers (Matthew 13; Mark 4; Luke 8). Parables invite, expose, reverse and demand 
response. Audience and occasion are therefore interpretive evidence. The Good Samaritan answers 
a lawyer who seeks to limit neighbour obligation; the lost sons confront grumbling insiders; the 
Sower interprets varied hearing. Removing the parable from its conflict often produces a moral 
slogan smaller than Jesus' claim.
The old slogan that every parable has exactly one point is a useful warning against medieval detail-
allegory, but it is too rigid. Jesus gives several correspondences in the Sower, the weeds and the 
tenants. The better rule is: identify the principal communicative thrust, then grant interpretive 
weight only to details explained by Jesus, repeated structurally, activated by the occasion, or 
strongly constrained by biblical background. [SRC06; SRC23; SRC24]

10. Dreams, visions and divine appearance
Canonical dreams are diverse. God directly warns Abimelech and Laban, confirms promises to 
Jacob, gives paired symbolic dreams to Joseph's world, reveals kingdoms to Nebuchadnezzar and 
Daniel, directs Joseph in Matthew, and warns the Magi. Some sources are explicit; others are not. 
Some receive inspired interpretation; others communicate directly. The decisive pattern is not that 
dreamers learn a symbolic code. It is that God sovereignly gives and, where needed, supplies or 
validates the interpretation.
Scripture is equally emphatic about false dreams. Deuteronomy 13 refuses to authenticate a 
dreamer merely because a sign occurs. Jeremiah 23 exposes dream claims that displace God's 
word. Ecclesiastes recognizes ordinary dream activity amid many cares. Therefore the eventual 
work must not become a modern dream manual. Contemporary dreams, visions, near-death 
experiences and private revelations carry zero authority as evidence for biblical interpretation. 
Continuationist and cessationist Christians differ about present gifts, but neither position may grant 
private experience canonical authority. [SRC18; SRC19; SRC20]
Visions must be classified by form: symbolic vision, direct angelic message, throne-room vision, 
trance, heavenly ascent, visionary audition and theophany. A theophany is a divine manifestation; a 
Christophany is a further identification with the pre-incarnate Son and often remains a proposal. 
The Angel of the LORD texts sometimes intertwine messenger and divine speech, but the New 
Testament does not explicitly settle every appearance. The report therefore preserves the stronger 
category and labels the further claim.



The Living Word  |  Critical Audit  |  7

11. Symbols and motifs
A symbol is not decoded by looking it up. Its ordinary referent, local role, textual explanation, 
authorial use and canonical development must be examined. Scripture itself defeats fixed 
dictionaries: the lion can be Judah's ruler, courageous righteousness, a beastly empire or the 
devouring devil; leaven can depict corruption or the Kingdom's quiet spread; water can mean life, 
chaos, judgment, washing, Spirit-associated gift or peoples; the serpent can be tempter, deadly 
judgment, prudence or a healing sign appointed by God.
Motifs are broader than symbols. Exodus, wilderness, barren-woman promise, exile-return, temple-
presence, rejected deliverer and death-to-life are repeated event-shapes. Repetition can build 
canonical expectation without turning every recurrence into a formal type. The motif ledger 
therefore records contrasting uses and confidence, not a single gloss.

12. Numbers, colours, materials, measurements, time and space
The evidence confirms real literary patterning: seven frequently marks completion or structured 
fullness; twelve belongs to covenant people and leadership; forty recurs in testing/preparation; 
Revelation's 1,260 days, forty-two months and time-times-half form a deliberate schematic duration 
equivalence within related visions. But a pattern is not a universal code. Eight is sometimes simply 
the day of circumcision or the number of flood survivors. 153 fish is a precise narrative count whose 
proposed gematrias remain unproved. Scripture never supplies a universal table in which blue 
means heaven, red means sacrifice and black means sin.
Materials and measurements likewise derive force from objects and actions. Gold can adorn holy 
space or imperial luxury; stone can be tablets, refuge, stumbling block, cornerstone or kingdom; 
the measured New Jerusalem communicates ordered, complete, Holy-of-Holies presence. 'Four 
corners' is a spatial merism for the earth's extremities, not a cosmological diagram. A day can be 
ordinary, idiomatic, liturgical or apocalyptic; no universal day-year rule exists.
Revelation 13:18 invites wisdom concerning 666 and a man's number. Nero Caesar under Hebrew-
letter gematria remains a historically plausible background. NRWN QSR totals 666, while NRW QSR 
omits final nun and totals 616. Early witnesses attest 616, but the variant has competing 
explanations. This does not demonstrate that Nero exhausts the symbol or that a present 
technology is the mark. The mark's primary narrative force is worshipful/economic allegiance to 
beastly power in contrast to the Lamb's name. [SRC14; SRC15]

13. Prophecy and apocalyptic imagery
Apocalypse is revelatory literature in a narrative framework, often mediated by an otherworldly 
being, unveiling temporal and spatial realities through symbolic visions. Revelation also identifies 
itself as prophecy and addresses seven historical churches as a circular letter. All three dimensions 
matter. [SRC12; SRC13; SRC17]

• Symbolic does not mean imaginary. Daniel's beasts portray real kingdoms; Revelation's 
dragon is explicitly Satan; Babylon can portray a real imperial embodiment and a recurring 
idolatrous world-city.

• Old Testament imagery is Revelation's primary symbolic environment. John rarely quotes 
directly but continually combines Daniel, Ezekiel, Zechariah, Exodus, Isaiah and the Psalms.

• An explicit explanation outranks an imported code: lampstands are churches, waters are 
peoples, heads/horns are mountains/kings in the angel's explanation, and the dragon is the 
devil.

• A composite image may evoke several texts. The living creatures in Revelation 4 combine 
Isaiah 6 and Ezekiel 1; forcing each feature to only one source reduces the vision.
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• Vision sequence does not by itself prove historical chronology. Recapitulation, telescoping 
and progressive intensification remain interpretive possibilities.

• Where the text leaves referents or chronology open, premillennial, amillennial, 
postmillennial, preterist, idealist and futurist proposals must be compared by what each 
explains and what it strains.

14. Historical and traditional sources
Historical background is ministerial, not magisterial. Ancient dream manuals explain why Genesis 
and Daniel repeatedly insist that interpretation belongs to God. Agrarian practice sharpens the 
Sower; debt, inheritance, honour and patronage illuminate Luke's parables; Roman imperial worship 
and commerce clarify Revelation's beast and Babylon. But similarity does not prove literary 
dependence, and a reconstructed custom cannot override an inspired explanation.
Early Jewish and Christian interpretation can show what readings were available, preserve linguistic 
knowledge and reveal the history of reception. It cannot prove meaning merely by age. Later 
traditions likewise deserve accurate representation, especially where orthodox Christians differ, but 
popularity and antiquity never substitute for canonical evidence.

15. Meaning, application and confidence
Meaning is what a passage communicates in its literary, historical and canonical setting. Application 
is a faithful implication or response for another audience. A text can have several applications while 
retaining bounded meaning. The Good Samaritan may rightly challenge racial hostility, church 
indifference, emergency care and personal expense because these applications flow from 
neighbour-love; it does not therefore mean the inn is the church, the innkeeper Paul and the two 
coins two sacraments.
Confidence should attach to propositions, not whole topics. 'The dragon in Revelation 12 is Satan' is 
explicit. 'The woman represents the covenant people from whom Messiah comes' is a strong 
synthesis with Israel/Mary/church nuances. 'The 144,000 are exactly one modern denomination' is 
unsupported. This proposition-level discipline prevents a well-supported central interpretation from 
lending false certainty to every detail.

16. Representative worked investigations
The workbook contains all eighteen investigations in the mandated sequence. The following 
summary shows how the method changes conclusions rather than merely decorating them.

Serpent

Immediate context: Genesis 3 presents a crafty creature opposing God's word; Numbers 21 
presents deadly serpents and a God-appointed bronze sign.
Genre: Narrative; later typology/apocalypse
Historical setting: Ancient serpent imagery is background, but the canonical story controls.
Language/text: Hebrew nachash names serpent; lexical identity does not fix moral symbolism.
Scripture's explanation: Revelation 12:9 identifies the ancient serpent as devil/Satan; John 3:14-
15 applies the lifted serpent pattern to Jesus.
Canonical development: Tempter, judgment, prudence, counterfeit and healing-sign uses 
coexist.



The Living Word  |  Critical Audit  |  9

Competing readings: Universal evil code versus contextual polyvalence; bronze serpent as Christ 
only because Jesus makes comparison.
Christological significance: Jesus is lifted as God's saving provision without sharing the serpent's 
evil.
Confidence: Explicit for Revelation/John; contextual elsewhere
Application/control: Ask who/what the serpent does in this passage; never transfer the whole 
symbol automatically.

Water

Immediate context: Each passage may concern creation waters, flood, sea, washing, river, thirst 
or peoples.
Genre: Narrative, poetry, ritual, prophecy, metaphor, apocalypse
Historical setting: Water was life-giving, dangerous and ritually important in biblical worlds.
Language/text: Hebrew mayim; Greek hydōr; one English word does not create one theology.
Scripture's explanation: Revelation 17:15 explains waters as peoples in that vision; Ezekiel 47 
explains life-bearing effects; John 7 links living water to Spirit.
Canonical development: Creation, flood, exodus, cleansing, baptism and river of life form 
overlapping trajectories.
Competing readings: Baptismal regeneration readings; water=Spirit in John 3; literal/figurative 
river in Revelation.
Christological significance: Jesus gives living water, passes through judgment and brings new-
creation life.
Confidence: Strong Biblical Pattern with Orthodox Differences
Application/control: Let grammar and local explanation decide before tracing canonical 
associations.

Leaven

Immediate context: Matthew 13:33/Luke 13:20-21 compare Kingdom to leaven permeating 
dough; other texts warn about corrupt leaven.
Genre: Similitude/metaphor
Historical setting: Ordinary fermentation offers pervasive-process imagery.
Language/text: Greek zymē is neutral as a substance; evaluative force comes from context.
Scripture's explanation: Jesus explicitly says Kingdom is like leaven in these passages; 1 
Corinthians 5 explicitly applies old leaven to corrupting sin.
Canonical development: Same image legitimately serves opposite evaluations.
Competing readings: All leaven evil versus Kingdom-growth reading.
Christological significance: Christ's Kingdom works quietly and pervasively; no need to make 
woman/flour hidden codes.
Confidence: Explicit Biblical Teaching
Application/control: A symbol's prior use does not override Jesus' local comparison.
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Temple

Immediate context: John 2 concerns Jesus' temple action and saying; Paul addresses 
churches/bodies; Revelation 21 concerns new creation.
Genre: Narrative sign, apostolic metaphor, apocalypse
Historical setting: Jerusalem temple embodied presence, sacrifice and holiness boundaries.
Language/text: Greek naos often sanctuary; hieron broader complex; context matters.
Scripture's explanation: John explains Jesus meant his body; Paul explicitly calls believers God's 
temple; Revelation says no temple building because God/Lamb are its temple.
Canonical development: Tabernacle-temple-Christ-church-new creation trajectory.
Competing readings: Future literal temple alongside Christological fulfilment versus ideal/new-
creation reading of Ezekiel 40-48.
Christological significance: God's presence is concentrated in Jesus and extended by Spirit to his 
people.
Confidence: Explicit trajectory; Ezekiel fulfilment Orthodox Difference
Application/control: Never jump from one temple referent to another without marking the 
canonical step.

Exodus

Immediate context: Exodus narrates deliverance from Egypt; prophets reuse it for return; Luke 
calls Jesus' coming departure an exodos.
Genre: Historical narrative and typological motif
Historical setting: Israel's foundational redemption from imperial slavery.
Language/text: Greek exodos in Luke 9:31 can mean departure but deliberately resonates with 
the event.
Scripture's explanation: 1 Corinthians 10 calls wilderness events types/examples; Passover links 
are explicit.
Canonical development: New exodus through cross/resurrection, mission and final victory.
Competing readings: How far individual plague/wilderness details typologically correspond.
Christological significance: Jesus is faithful Son, Passover deliverer and leader into God's 
presence.
Confidence: Explicit + Strong Biblical Pattern
Application/control: Historical meaning comes first; later fulfilment escalates rather than cancels 
it.

The Sower

Immediate context: The parable answers varied reception of Jesus' Kingdom word amid conflict.
Genre: Allegorical parable with inspired explanation
Historical setting: Agrarian broadcast sowing and shallow/weeded soils were familiar.
Language/text: Synoptic wording differs; preserve each Gospel setting.
Scripture's explanation: Jesus identifies seed/word, soils/hearers, pressures and fruit.
Canonical development: Hearing/obedience themes run through Scripture.
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Competing readings: One-point rule versus multiple intended correspondences; here Jesus 
authorizes several correspondences serving one central claim.
Christological significance: Fruitful reception of Jesus' word marks Kingdom disciples.
Confidence: Explicit Biblical Teaching
Application/control: Give interpretive weight where Jesus gives it; do not invent meanings for 
every incidental detail.

Good Samaritan

Immediate context: A lawyer asks how to inherit life and who is neighbour; Jesus turns the 
question toward becoming a neighbour.
Genre: Exemplary narrative parable
Historical setting: Samaritan-Jewish hostility makes the merciful outsider provocative.
Language/text: Greek splagchnizomai signals compassion but etymology does not add hidden 
doctrine.
Scripture's explanation: Jesus' final question and 'go and do likewise' supply application.
Canonical development: Love of God/neighbour and mercy over boundary hostility.
Competing readings: Ethical example versus allegory of salvation history.
Christological significance: Jesus embodies mercy, but the parable's direct claim is neighbour-
love, not a coded biography of Christ/church/sacraments.
Confidence: Explicit Biblical Teaching
Application/control: Christological application may follow the Gospel, but it must not replace the 
commanded mercy.

Prodigal sons

Immediate context: Luke 15 answers leaders who grumble that Jesus receives sinners; three lost-
and-found stories culminate with elder brother outside.
Genre: Extended narrative parable
Historical setting: Inheritance, shame and village honour sharpen the father's costly welcome.
Language/text: Traditional title over-focuses younger son; 'lost sons' better captures structure.
Scripture's explanation: Narrative repetition of lost/found/dead/alive and father's appeal 
explains.
Canonical development: God's seeking joy and table fellowship in Jesus.
Competing readings: Father as God; younger as sinners; elder as Pharisees is strong, while 
detailed allegory is not.
Christological significance: Jesus enacts the Father's welcome and confronts resentful insiders.
Confidence: Explicit Biblical Teaching
Application/control: Invite both obvious rebels and moral comparers to enter grace's joy.

Pharaoh's dream

Immediate context: Genesis 41 locates doubled dreams amid royal anxiety and impending 
famine.
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Genre: Court dream narrative
Historical setting: ANE courts used interpreters, but Joseph denies autonomous human art: 
interpretations belong to God.
Language/text: Seven cows/ears are explained as seven years; doubling establishes divine 
certainty.
Scripture's explanation: Joseph gives inspired interpretation in the story.
Canonical development: God preserves nations and advances covenant promise through Joseph.
Competing readings: Dream code versus unique inspired explanation.
Christological significance: Providence prepares preservation of promise line; Joseph analogies 
to Christ remain secondary.
Confidence: Explicit Biblical Teaching
Application/control: The passage authorizes trust in God's revealed interpretation, not 
transferable cow/grain symbols.

Daniel 7

Immediate context: Four-beast vision follows imperial court stories and promises God's kingdom 
amid beastly empires.
Genre: Apocalyptic dream-vision
Historical setting: Persecuted faithful under empire; dating/historical horizon debated.
Language/text: Aramaic bar enash means humanlike 'one like a son of man'; horn/kingdom 
identifications are interpreted.
Scripture's explanation: Angel says beasts are kings/kingdoms and saints receive kingdom.
Canonical development: Jesus uses Son of Man/cloud/throne language; Revelation reworks 
beasts.
Competing readings: Individual Messiah versus corporate saints; empire sequence; Antiochene, 
Roman and final horizons.
Christological significance: Jesus is representative human king who receives eternal dominion 
and shares it with saints.
Confidence: Strong Biblical Pattern with Orthodox Difference
Application/control: Hold explained symbols firmly and chronology/referents humbly.

Peter's sheet

Immediate context: Acts 10-11 repeats the vision within Cornelius narrative; Peter is being 
prepared to enter Gentile home.
Genre: Trance vision and apostolic narrative
Historical setting: Jew-Gentile purity/table boundaries shaped mission conflict.
Language/text: Greek koinos/akathartos distinguish common/unclean; God 'cleansed' is decisive.
Scripture's explanation: Peter explicitly concludes he must not call any person common/unclean; 
Spirit's gift confirms.
Canonical development: Gentile inclusion without circumcision becomes apostolic conclusion in 
Acts 15.
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Competing readings: Dietary law abolition only versus people-cleansing focus; both may relate, 
but narrative emphasizes people.
Christological significance: Risen Lord opens covenant family to nations by faith and Spirit.
Confidence: Explicit Biblical Teaching
Application/control: Let the apostolic interpretation outrank modern symbolic guesses.

Isaiah 6 / Revelation 4-5

Immediate context: Both scenes centre heavenly throne, holiness and worship; Revelation adds 
slain-standing Lamb at throne.
Genre: Prophetic and apocalyptic throne visions
Historical setting: Temple worship language shapes both.
Language/text: Repetition of holy and creature imagery is intertextually strong; Revelation also 
combines Ezekiel/Daniel.
Scripture's explanation: Isaiah receives commission; Revelation's hymns interpret Creator and 
Redeemer.
Canonical development: John 12:41 links Isaiah's glory vision to Jesus; Revelation shares worship 
of God and Lamb.
Competing readings: One-to-one creature mapping versus composite canonical throne imagery.
Christological significance: Jesus the Lamb shares divine throne worship and fulfils redemptive 
purpose.
Confidence: Strong Biblical Pattern
Application/control: Composite allusion warns against forcing each feature back to only one 
source.

Adam as type

Immediate context: Romans 5 contrasts two representative heads in an argument about grace 
and death.
Genre: Apostolic typology
Historical setting: Jewish Adam traditions may illuminate but Paul controls.
Language/text: Greek typos explicitly appears in Romans 5:14.
Scripture's explanation: Paul names Adam a type and explains one-man 
correspondences/contrasts; 1 Corinthians 15 adds first/last Adam.
Canonical development: Creation humanity fulfilled in resurrected Christ.
Competing readings: Imputed guilt/righteousness models differ in formulation, but corporate 
representation is explicit.
Christological significance: Jesus inaugurates new humanity and resurrection life.
Confidence: Explicit Biblical Teaching
Application/control: Follow Paul's selected correspondences; do not allegorize Eden details.

Bronze serpent

Immediate context: Numbers 21 presents judgment, confession and God-appointed healing; 2 
Kings 18 shows later idolatry.
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Genre: Historical sign and explicit typology
Historical setting: Bronze serpent was a visible remedy under covenant judgment.
Language/text: No word-root connection to Messiah establishes the type.
Scripture's explanation: John 3 makes the 'as...so' comparison; 2 Kings denies intrinsic power.
Canonical development: Lifted Son is God's provision received by believing.
Competing readings: Healing object as occult token versus obedient reception of God's promise.
Christological significance: Jesus bears the place of condemned people and grants life.
Confidence: Explicit Biblical Teaching
Application/control: A God-given symbol can become an idol when detached from God's word.

Hosea's marriage

Immediate context: Hosea 1-3 is a prophetic household sign naming Israel's infidelity, judgment 
and restoration.
Genre: Prophetic sign-act / symbolic names
Historical setting: Eighth-century northern kingdom covenant crisis.
Language/text: Hebrew terms and biographical details are debated; supplied child-name 
explanations are clear.
Scripture's explanation: God interprets names and marriage analogy.
Canonical development: Marriage covenant motif leads to Christ/bride imagery.
Competing readings: Literal marriage to promiscuous woman, proleptic designation, or symbolic 
narrative.
Christological significance: God's costly covenant love reaches fulfilment in Messiah's cleansing 
bride.
Confidence: Explicit message; biographical mechanics Open Question
Application/control: Do not use the sign-act to normalize abuse or speculate beyond the text.

Ezekiel's valley

Immediate context: Ezekiel 37 answers exiles saying hope is lost.
Genre: Symbolic prophetic vision
Historical setting: Babylonian exile and national death.
Language/text: Hebrew ruach can mean wind, breath or Spirit; the passage exploits the range in 
sequence.
Scripture's explanation: God says bones are whole house of Israel and promises land/Spirit.
Canonical development: Daniel 12 and NT bodily resurrection deepen life-from-death trajectory.
Competing readings: Only national restoration versus direct bodily-resurrection prophecy.
Christological significance: God's resurrection power climaxes in Jesus and Spirit-given life.
Confidence: Explicit immediate meaning; Strong canonical trajectory
Application/control: Do not use lexical range by combining every sense in every verse; follow the 
narrative shifts.
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666

Immediate context: Revelation 13 places number within coercive beast worship and invites 
wisdom to calculate a man's number.
Genre: Apocalyptic riddle
Historical setting: Imperial naming, coinage and gematria were intelligible cultural possibilities.
Language/text: Textual witnesses include 666 and early 616; Nero Caesar fits Hebrew spellings 
plausibly.
Scripture's explanation: Scripture states human/name relation but does not disclose name 
explicitly.
Canonical development: Beastly empire recurs; allegiance contrasts Lamb's name/seal.
Competing readings: Nero, Domitian, generic humanity, future antichrist, composite readings.
Christological significance: Christ's people conquer by faithful allegiance, not code-solving.
Confidence: Reasonable inference for Nero background; final referent Open/Orthodox Difference
Application/control: Reject confident claims about barcodes, vaccines, chips or current names 
without textual warrant.

New Jerusalem

Immediate context: Revelation 21-22 follows final judgment and is explicitly shown as bride/wife 
and city.
Genre: Apocalyptic new-creation vision
Historical setting: Ancient city, temple and precious-material imagery communicate security, 
holiness and splendour.
Language/text: Cube dimensions recall Holy of Holies; twelvefold structure is explicit and 
patterned.
Scripture's explanation: Angel identifies bride; narrator says God/Lamb are temple and nations 
walk by light.
Canonical development: Eden, Zion, Isaiah 60 and Ezekiel 40-48 converge.
Competing readings: Literal architecture versus symbolic people/place; best reading recognizes 
symbol communicates real renewed creation and community.
Christological significance: God dwells directly with redeemed people through Lamb.
Confidence: Strong Biblical Pattern
Application/control: Symbolic form does not make hope unreal; unresolved mechanics should 
remain open.

17. Orthodox differences
Orthodox difference is not a polite way to avoid decisions. It identifies questions on which Scripture-
believing Christians affirm the same centre but weigh disputed evidence differently. Each brief 
records the strongest case, assumptions and pressure points. The report recommends firm 
conclusions where evidence converges and explicit openness where it does not.

One meaning or several senses?

Position A: Single authorial communicative meaning with many implications/applications.
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Position B: Divine authorship permits a fuller canonical sense disclosed later.
Nuance / mediating account: Canonical meaning grows organically from earlier words, patterns and 
promises without contradicting first-context meaning.
Strengths: A protects textual bounds; B explains NT fulfilment; C preserves both.
Pressure points: A can understate apostolic development; B can invite uncontrolled senses if 
untethered.

Must every type be explicit in the NT?

Position A: Yes or nearly yes: apostolic identification is the safe boundary.
Position B: No: repeated covenantal patterns can be recognized retrospectively.
Nuance / mediating account: Use a ladder: explicit type, strong canonical pattern, reasonable 
inference, speculation.
Strengths: A maximizes control; B accounts for canon-wide design.
Pressure points: A may miss obvious patterns; B can multiply resemblances.

Typology and allegory

Position A: Typology is historical correspondence; allegory is nonhistorical hidden meaning.
Position B: Allegory may be a text-signalled extended figure; Paul uses allēgoroumena in Galatians 
4.
Nuance / mediating account: Reject allegorizing method while retaining legitimate textual allegory 
and historical typology.
Strengths: Distinctions protect history and recognize biblical forms.
Pressure points: Simple labels vary across scholars; Paul's terminology complicates slogans.

Do parables have one point?

Position A: One principal point protects against allegorizing.
Position B: Many parables contain several intended correspondences, especially when Jesus 
explains them.
Nuance / mediating account: A central communicative thrust may be supported by multiple 
textually cued details.
Strengths: A controls excess; B fits Sower, tenants and rich narrative structures.
Pressure points: Rigid one-point rule ignores inspired explanations; unlimited polyvalence loses 
boundaries.

Why Jesus used parables

Position A: Clarify memorable Kingdom truth.
Position B: Conceal/judge hardened hearers.
Nuance / mediating account: Reveal to receptive disciples and conceal judicially from resistant 
hearers, while inviting response.
Strengths: Each has explicit Gospel evidence.
Pressure points: Selecting only invitation or only concealment distorts Matthew 13/Mark 4/Luke 8.
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Modern dreams/visions

Position A: Continuationists allow genuine noncanonical impressions/prophecy tested by Scripture.
Position B: Cessationists hold revelatory gifts ceased or no longer function as in apostolic era.
Nuance / mediating account: Both must deny canonical authority to private claims and test all 
teaching by Scripture.
Strengths: A notes Acts 2/1 Corinthians; B stresses apostolic foundation and sufficiency.
Pressure points: Scripture does not provide a modern dream lexicon or a full decision tree for every 
claim.

Ezekiel's temple

Position A: Future literal millennial sanctuary.
Position B: Idealized restored worship fulfilled in Christ/church.
Nuance / mediating account: Apocalyptic-prophetic vision culminating in new creation, possibly with 
staged fulfilment.
Strengths: A takes measurements/sacrifices concretely; B/C integrate John 2, Hebrews and 
Revelation 21.
Pressure points: A must explain renewed sacrifices; B/C must respect detailed land/architecture.

Revelation 20 millennium

Position A: Premillennial return before earthly millennium.
Position B: Amillennial symbolic present reign/binding before return.
Nuance / mediating account: Postmillennial gospel-shaped era before return.
Strengths: Each explains some sequencing and kingdom texts.
Pressure points: First resurrection, Satan's binding and relation of chapter 20 to 19 are disputed.

Baptism symbolism and salvation

Position A: Sacramental traditions see baptism as a means/instrument of grace joined to faith.
Position B: Baptist/evangelical traditions stress faith reception and baptism as commanded 
sign/confession.
Nuance / mediating account: All should preserve close NT union of faith, repentance, baptism, 
Christ and church while distinguishing gift from merit.
Strengths: Each accounts for different clusters of texts.
Pressure points: Isolated prepositions or single verses cannot settle whole doctrine.

Historical background authority

Position A: Background reconstructs plausible meanings and social force.
Position B: Some minimalist readings rely chiefly on literary/canonical text due uncertainty.
Nuance / mediating account: Use well-established background to illuminate options; never let a 
reconstruction overrule clear textual signals.
Strengths: Background explains parables, empire, ritual; textual priority protects authority.
Pressure points: Parallelomania and speculative social scripts can replace Scripture.
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18. Explicit-silence and popular-claims audit
The audit does not ridicule popular teaching. It asks a narrower question: what does the cited 
evidence actually establish? The following claims failed or required material qualification.

Every biblical symbol has one fixed meaning

Why it attracts: Simple and memorable codebook
Established: Some symbols receive explicit meanings in particular passages.
Evidence ends: Contrasting uses of lion, water, leaven, fire and serpent disprove universality.
Decision: Explicitly reject

The first occurrence permanently defines a symbol

Why it attracts: Appeals to a 'law of first mention'
Established: First uses may begin motifs and deserve attention.
Evidence ends: Scripture nowhere states this rule; later authors can adapt/reverse imagery.
Decision: Explicit silence

Every colour has a biblical spiritual code

Why it attracts: Charts look coherent
Established: Colours can carry contextual associations with garments, horses, blood, purity or 
luxury.
Evidence ends: No canonical colour dictionary exists; object/action/context control.
Decision: Explicit silence

Every number has a hidden prophetic meaning

Why it attracts: Repetition invites pattern recognition
Established: Some numbers structure texts or are explicitly symbolic.
Evidence ends: Repetition alone cannot prove meaning; ordinary arithmetic remains common.
Decision: Explicit silence

Chapter and verse numbers carry inspired codes

Why it attracts: Modern numbering seems providential
Established: Canonical text is inspired; divisions aid navigation.
Evidence ends: Most chapter/verse divisions are medieval/early modern and not authorial.
Decision: Historically false as interpretive basis

Every detail of every parable represents something

Why it attracts: Famous allegorical traditions are devotional
Established: Jesus explains multiple details in some parables.
Evidence ends: Other details merely make a story work; only cues/context justify correspondence.
Decision: Reject as universal rule
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All parables have exactly one point

Why it attracts: Useful guard against allegory
Established: Parables have a principal communicative thrust.
Evidence ends: Sower, tenants and others contain several inspired correspondences serving that 
thrust.
Decision: Refine

Modern dreams can be decoded with biblical symbols

Why it attracts: Canonical dreams seem like examples
Established: God interprets particular canonical dreams; Scripture tests false claims.
Evidence ends: No transferable dream dictionary is supplied; private dreams have zero authority for 
biblical interpretation.
Decision: Explicitly reject as method

A fulfilled prediction validates any prophet even if teaching is false

Why it attracts: Signs feel decisive
Established: Deuteronomy 13 and Matthew 24 recognize impressive signs can accompany 
deception.
Evidence ends: Fidelity to God/apostolic truth remains necessary.
Decision: Explicitly reject

Symbolic language means the event is unreal

Why it attracts: Modern literal/symbolic binary
Established: Symbols communicate real persons, empires, judgments and hope.
Evidence ends: Form does not settle ontological reality; genre and explanation do.
Decision: Explicitly reject

Literal interpretation means literalizing every image

Why it attracts: 'Literal' is treated as faithfulness
Established: Faithful reading seeks intended sense.
Evidence ends: Metaphor, hyperbole, poetry and apocalypse are not made more true by wooden 
literalism.
Decision: Refine terminology

A Hebrew/Greek word contains all its dictionary meanings in one verse

Why it attracts: Lexicons list many senses
Established: Words have semantic ranges.
Evidence ends: Context activates a sense; totality transfer is illegitimate.
Decision: Explicitly reject
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A word's root reveals its real biblical meaning

Why it attracts: Etymology feels deep
Established: History can explain formation occasionally.
Evidence ends: Usage and syntax determine current meaning; roots do not override context.
Decision: Explicitly reject

One English word always represents one original word

Why it attracts: English concordances encourage it
Established: Translations responsibly vary with context.
Evidence ends: Different Hebrew/Greek terms may share an English gloss, and one ancient term 
may need several glosses.
Decision: Explicitly reject

Exact 173,880 days predict the triumphal entry

Why it attracts: Mathematical precision is rhetorically powerful
Established: Daniel 9 has a significant anointed/atonement/chronological trajectory.
Evidence ends: Calculation depends on disputed decree, calendar, year lengths, endpoints and 
arithmetic.
Decision: Not demonstrable

Every feast detail independently predicts an event in Jesus' life

Why it attracts: Feasts strongly shape NT theology
Established: NT explicitly links Passover, firstfruits and other themes to Christ.
Evidence ends: Later customs and clusters of weak similarities cannot be promoted to explicit 
teaching.
Decision: Classify link by link

666 can be confidently assigned to a current technology/person

Why it attracts: Current events create urgency
Established: Revelation connects number to beastly allegiance and a man's name/number; Nero 
background is plausible.
Evidence ends: Text does not authorize endless newspaper gematria.
Decision: Reject confident modern identifications

Four corners teaches a flat square earth

Why it attracts: Image is literalized
Established: The idiom expresses earth's extremities/totality.
Evidence ends: Poetic/apocalyptic spatial language is not a scientific diagram.
Decision: Explicitly reject
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The Holy Spirit gives meanings unrelated to the text

Why it attracts: Appeals to illumination bypass study
Established: Spirit inspired Scripture and opens hearts to receive truth.
Evidence ends: Illumination does not authorize meanings grammar/context cannot bear.
Decision: Explicitly reject

Ancient Jewish or Christian tradition proves an interpretation

Why it attracts: Age commands respect
Established: Tradition records early reception and can expose modern blind spots.
Evidence ends: Antiquity/popularity is not canonical authority; traditions conflict.
Decision: Use as historical evidence only

Historical background can overturn the passage

Why it attracts: Scholarship can seem more informed than text
Established: Background can clarify social practices and available associations.
Evidence ends: Uncertain reconstructions cannot silence explicit scriptural explanation.
Decision: Reject priority reversal

Seeing Jesus in every incidental object is Christ-centred reading

Why it attracts: Devotional intent is good
Established: Jesus fulfils Scripture's promises, offices, institutions and story.
Evidence ends: Incidental correspondences without canonical warrant are imaginative, not proof.
Decision: Explicitly reject uncontrolled allegory

19. The simplest reader test
For an interpretation heard online or in a sermon, the reader can ask seven plain questions:

1. Can I see this claim in the passage, or only in the teacher's associations?
2. What comes before and after, and what problem is the author addressing?
3. What kind of writing is this, and how does that form communicate?
4. Does the passage or another biblical writer explain the image or quotation?
5. Does the proposed meaning fit the whole book and the completed canon?
6. Is the claim explicit, a strong pattern, a reasonable inference, an open question or an 

orthodox difference?
7. What faithful response follows from the actual meaning, especially in relation to Jesus?

20. Answers to the Founder’s final questions

1. What does Scripture teach about interpretation?

Read attentively, in context, with Scripture's own explanations and the whole canon; test teachers; 
receive the word humbly; and obey what is heard.
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2. What does context include?

Grammar, sentence, literary unit, book, genre, historical world, covenant location, canonical 
development and Christological fulfilment.

3. How should genre change interpretation?

Genre sets expectations for how truth is asserted: narrative plot, poetic image, proverbial 
generalization, legal command, epistolary argument, prophetic oracle or apocalyptic vision.

4. How does Scripture interpret Scripture?

Through explicit explanation, quotation, allusion, repeated pattern, promise-fulfilment and later 
inspired clarification.

5. What is progressive revelation?

God's unfolding disclosure in history and canon, where later revelation clarifies and fulfils earlier 
promises and patterns without cancelling their first-context meaning.

6. How should original languages be used?

For semantic range, syntax, wordplay and textual form when they materially help. Usage and 
context outrank roots; one sense is not every sense.

7. Meaning versus application?

Meaning is the bounded communicative claim; application is a faithful implication or response. 
Several applications may flow from one meaning.

8. Typology versus allegory?

Typology traces historical, providential correspondence and escalation. Legitimate allegory is text-
signalled figurative representation. Allegorizing invents hidden correspondences.

9. How recognize a genuine symbol?

Look for textual signalling, supplied explanation, distinctive context, authorial recurrence, known 
conventions and canonical reuse.

10. Can one symbol mean different things?

Yes. Scripture demonstrably uses lion, leaven, water, fire, serpent, harvest and other images 
differently. Context selects.

11. Why did Jesus use parables?

To reveal and invite, to expose hearts and to conceal judicially from resistant hearers, while 
announcing the Kingdom.

12. How much weight do details carry?

As much as Jesus, the narrator, structure, occasion and strong biblical background warrant. No 
more.

13. What does Scripture teach about dreams and visions?

God sometimes revealed through them, sometimes to outsiders, and sometimes supplied inspired 
interpretation; Scripture also warns of false and ordinary dreams.
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14. What is not authorized with contemporary dreams?

No dream dictionary, no canonical authority, no doctrine or interpretation grounded in private 
experience, and no immunity from biblical testing.

15. How approach prophecy and apocalypse?

Identify genre and historical audience, trace OT imagery, privilege supplied explanations, compare 
views and separate certainty about God's victory from disputed referents/chronology.

16. How handle numbers?

Distinguish ordinary arithmetic, rhetoric, literary structure and explicit symbolism. Repetition raises 
a question; it does not prove a code.

17. How use historical background?

Use well-attested evidence to illuminate available meanings and social force. Never let a 
reconstruction overrule Scripture.

18. How use later traditions?

As reception history and possible insight, not authority. Date them, represent them fairly and test 
them canonically.

19. How do Jesus and apostles read earlier Scripture?

Through promise-fulfilment, typology, corporate representation, analogy, moral example, quotation, 
allusion and canonical synthesis centred on Christ's death, resurrection and lordship.

20. Controls for Christ-centred interpretation?

Respect first context; require textual/canonical warrant; distinguish categories; seek recurrence and 
escalation; reject incidental correspondences.

21. How compare orthodox interpretations?

State each at its strongest, list texts/assumptions, test explanatory coverage and pressure points, 
decide where possible and preserve genuine openness.

22. What if Scripture does not explain a symbol?

Use context and canonical background to constrain possibilities, classify the conclusion modestly 
and leave unresolved details unresolved.

23. How test an online/sermon interpretation?

Use READ and the seven questions in section 19; demand visible textual evidence and 
proportionate confidence.

24. Which popular claims failed?

Universal symbol/colour codes, numerology, total-detail parable allegory, modern dream 
dictionaries, root-word theology, chapter-number codes, exact 173,880-day certainty and current-
event 666 identifications.
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25. What remains unresolved?

Many apocalyptic referents and sequences, some Christophany identifications, the exact scope of 
fuller sense, modern revelatory-gift questions, Ezekiel's temple fulfilment and numerous minor 
echoes.

26. What belongs in each layer?

Main Journey: repeatable method and representative cases. Look Closer: material language/context 
clarifications. Research Layer: registers, matrices, sources, competing readings and technical 
detail.

27. Should the 52-chapter architecture survive?

As an internal coverage map only. The website should be compressed into about ten movements.

28. Simplest repeatable method?

READ: Read; Examine; Attend; Decide and respond.

29. How does interpretation help us know Jesus?

It lets the biblical story bear its own witness: Jesus fulfils promises and patterns, dies for sins, rises 
as Lord, forms a faithful people and brings God's presence to completion. Responsible reading 
replaces puzzle-solving with trust and obedience.

21. Look Closer recommendations
Fifteen panels are recommended. They are not displays of scholarship; each resolves a real reader 
problem. The public rule should appear at least once: a lexicon provides possible meanings, but 
context determines meaning in the passage.
A word has a range, not a suitcase (Ezekiel 37; John 3; Core Look Closer). Shows how context 
activates related senses without importing all of them at once.
What counts as a parable? (Old Testament mashal; New Testament parabolē; Core Look Closer). 
Explains why parable counts differ and why short comparisons belong.
Type, pattern or example? (Romans 5:14; 1 Corinthians 10; Core Look Closer). Distinguishes 
explicit type from moral example and proposed pattern.
Allegory in Galatians 4 (Galatians 4:21–31; Research/Look Closer). Shows that Paul's inspired 
figurative correspondence is textually and covenantally controlled.
A figure, not unreality (Revelation 1:1; Core Look Closer). Explains that symbolic communication 
can unveil real events and powers.
Humanlike Son of Man (Daniel 7:13; Core Look Closer). Clarifies a humanlike figure contrasted 
with beasts and later used by Jesus.
Common, unclean and cleansed (Acts 10; Core Look Closer). Shows that Peter's own conclusion 
concerns people and divine cleansing.
Firstborn does not mean first created (Colossians 1:15–18; Core Look Closer). Explains rank, 
inheritance and resurrection context.
Three kinds of love? (John 21; Explicit-silence panel). Corrects the popular claim that verb 
alternation necessarily encodes distinct loves.
The eye of a needle (Matthew 19:24; Core Look Closer). Explains vivid impossibility or hyperbole 
and rejects the late small-gate legend.
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Faith and faithfulness (Habakkuk 2:4; Romans 1:17; Research/Look Closer). Shows contextual 
range and why translations differ.
Virgin / young woman (Isaiah 7:14; Matthew 1:23; Research Layer). Explains the Hebrew, Greek 
translation and Matthew's canonical use without slogans.
The number of a name (Revelation 13:18; Research Layer). Makes the Nero proposal and 616 
variant intelligible while preserving uncertainty.
Temple words (John 2; 1 Corinthians 3; Revelation 21; Look Closer). Clarifies sanctuary versus 
broader precinct in relevant contexts.
How Matthew speaks of fulfilment (Matthew's fulfilment formulas; Core Look Closer). Compares 
the formulas and their contexts; lexical range alone does not decide whether a case is prediction, 
typology or representative recapitulation.

22. Website and Journey architecture recommendation
Stage One's twelve-part, fifty-two-chapter structure was an excellent research checklist but would 
make the main experience feel like a textbook. The recommendation is a ten-movement Story 
Reader path, supported by restrained Look Closer panels and a searchable Research Layer. The full 
architecture is recorded in the workbook.

1. The God who speaks
2. Context before code
3. Read the kind of writing
4. Pictures that tell truth
5. Jesus' parables and the Kingdom
6. Dreams, visions and divine appearance
7. Signs and patterns through the story
8. Prophecy and apocalypse
9. Test an interpretation
10. The Scriptures bear witness to Christ

The main experience should repeatedly use the same visible sequence: immediate context → genre 
→ Scripture's explanation → canonical development → confidence → response. That repetition will 
teach the reader to use the method independently.

23. Corrective and decision ledger summary
The corrected Stage Four evidence confirms the expanded scope and layered publication model, 
rejected universal symbol rules, refined parable and typology categories, preserved uncertainty 
about disputed dreams/visions and apocalyptic referents, and compressed the eventual public 
architecture. The full twenty-item ledger appears in the workbook.
Volume beyond symbols: Retain the expanded interpretive scope. Begin with method, not a 
symbol catalogue.
Twelve-part / 52-chapter architecture: Compress substantially for the website. Use about ten 
experiential movements with deep layers.
Dual architecture: Keep Story Reader, Look Closer and Research Layer. Layered publication is 
mandatory.
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Claims of a complete parable register: Use a tiered corpus with published inclusion, exclusion, 
grouping and occurrence rules. Publish strict core and extended-corpus criteria.
The claim that parables normally have one point: Preserve a principal thrust while allowing 
textually cued correspondences. Avoid both rigid one-point reduction and free allegory.
Modern dream material: Exclude it as interpretive evidence. Teach tests and explicit silence, not 
decoding.
Theophany and Christophany: Separate certain divine manifestation from proposed pre-
incarnate Son identification. Use “Christophany proposal” and lower confidence where required.
First occurrence: Treat the first significant use as data, not law. Never use a “law of first mention” 
as proof.
Fixed symbol meanings: Require local demonstration every time. Build contrast examples into 
the main Journey.
Numbers and colours: Keep an evidence matrix, not a code chart. The future movement should 
be titled “Numbers without numerology.”
Typology without an explicit New Testament label: Use a confidence ladder. Label patterns 
accurately and exclude incidental resemblance.
Historical first meaning and fuller fulfilment: Adopt bounded first-context meaning plus 
demonstrated canonical development. Explain this with worked examples rather than abstraction 
alone.
Quotation, allusion and echo: Separate form from function and use converging criteria. Every 
proposed allusion should carry a confidence badge and evidence note.
Revelation symbols: Classify them as explained, constrained, inferred or open. No single 
eschatological system controls the register.
Daniel 9: Keep it as a qualified case study. Teach the difference between trajectory, broad 
chronology and exact calculation.
Feast correspondences: Rate each link individually. Do not allow an impressive cluster to inflate 
confidence.
Original-language panels: Use them only where language changes understanding. Fifteen panels 
are recommended; none is decorative Greek or Hebrew.
Application and meaning: State the original claim, canonical significance and application 
separately. Every worked investigation uses this three-step distinction.
Historical background: Use convergent, dated evidence as illumination. Preserve source/access 
records and confidence labels.
Central reader method: Adopt READ: Read the passage; Examine context and genre; Attend to 
Scripture's explanations and canon; Decide confidence and respond. Use it as the repeated Journey 
scaffold.

24. Research limits and unresolved questions
• The OT→NT matrix is representative and method-complete, not a replacement for a full 

quotation concordance containing every textual variant and possible echo.
• The vision register groups long sequences (for example Zechariah 1-6 and Revelation) by 

major units; it is not one row per visual detail.
• Exact boundaries of parable, theophany and formal type remain partly terminological. 

Inclusion rules are published so totals are auditable.
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• Daniel 9 sustains a substantial messianic/atonement trajectory and possible broad 
chronological correspondence with Jesus, while exact-day calculation and final-week 
systems remain disputed.

• The meaning of 666 is historically constrained but not exhaustively disclosed. Nero is 
plausible background; the final or transhistorical reach remains open.

• The relation of Ezekiel 40-48 to a future temple, Christ, church and new creation remains an 
orthodox difference.

• Continuationist and cessationist views of present prophecy/dreams remain an orthodox 
difference; the interpretive authority boundary is not open.

• Some proposed Gospel and Revelation echoes are probabilistic by nature. They must not 
carry doctrines unsupported elsewhere.

25. Conclusion
The corrected Stage Four evidence supports a confident but humble project. Scripture is not a 
chaos of private symbols and it is not a flat manual. God communicates through history, covenant, 
narrative, poetry, wisdom, argument, image, enacted sign, parable, dream, vision and apocalypse. 
Each form asks the reader to listen on its own terms. The canon then gathers these voices into one 
unfolding witness that reaches its centre and fulfilment in Jesus Christ.
The future Understanding the Bible experience should therefore give the ordinary reader a habit, 
not a codebook: read the passage, examine its setting and form, attend to Scripture's own 
explanations and the whole canon, decide only what the evidence warrants, and respond to God. 
Done well, interpretation will not make the reader proud of solving puzzles. It will make the reader 
slower to speculate, quicker to hear, better able to test teaching, and more ready to know, trust 
and follow Jesus.

Appendix A. Evidence package map
The accompanying workbook contains the following structured ledgers:

• Taxonomy: 32 entries
• Parables: 63 rows with Unit and Occurrence IDs; totals are corpus-rule dependent
• Dreams: 32 entries including boundary/control records
• Visions: 54 major-unit and boundary entries
• Signs: 44 entries
• Symbols: 40 entries
• OT-NT: 70 entries
• Typology: 35 entries
• Numbers-Materials: 41 entries
• Apocalyptic: 42 entries
• Worked Cases: 18 entries
• Position Briefs: 11 expanded briefs
• Explicit Silence: 24 verdict records
• Look Closer: 15 entries
• Architecture: 12 entries
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• Sources: 46 entries
• Decision Ledger: 20 entries

The source and access record distinguishes canonical evidence, original-language tools, accessed 
online research and bibliographic research-map sources. It does not imply that any secondary 
source has canonical authority.

Appendix B. Source and access record
SRC01 Hebrew Bible / Old Testament and Greek New Testament; ESV used as primary 
English reference
Type: Canonical primary. Use: Primary evidence for every register and conclusion. 
Access/publication: Canonical references recorded throughout. Authority: Final authority; 
translations checked where wording matters.
SRC02 STEP Bible, Tyndale House
Type: Original-language tool. Use: Lexical forms, concordance and cross-checking usage. 
Access/publication: https://www.stepbible.org/ (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Tool, not 
interpretive authority.
SRC03 Bible Hub Hebrew 4912 mashal and Greek 3850 parabolē
Type: Lexical reference. Use: Initial semantic-range orientation; checked against canonical usage. 
Access/publication: https://biblehub.com/hebrew/4912.htm ; https://biblehub.com/greek/3850.htm 
(accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Aggregates older lexicons; context controls.
SRC04 Naselli, 'Interpreting Scripture: A General Introduction'
Type: Hermeneutics overview. Use: Context/genre/language/theology workflow. Access/publication: 
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/interpreting-scripture-a-general-introduction/ (accessed 
2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary synthesis.
SRC05 Köstenberger and Patterson, Invitation to Biblical Interpretation course
Type: Hermeneutics course. Use: Historical-literary-theological triad; genre controls. 
Access/publication: https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/course/invitation-biblical-interpretation/ 
(accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary pedagogical source.
SRC06 Craig Blomberg, 'Introduction to the Parables'
Type: Parables. Use: History of interpretation; multiple intended correspondences under textual 
control. Access/publication: https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/introduction-to-the-parables/ 
(accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary scholarship.
SRC07 David Schrock, 'The Relation of the Old and New Testaments'
Type: Typology. Use: Promise/covenant/typology framework and escalation. Access/publication: 
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/the-relation-of-the-old-and-new-testaments/ (accessed 
2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary evangelical synthesis.
SRC08 Jared Compton, 'Shared Intentions?'
Type: Canonical interpretation. Use: Human/divine intention and fuller canonical meaning. 
Access/publication: https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/shared-intentions-
reflections-on-inspiration-and-interpretation-in-light-of/ (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Peer-
reviewed evangelical discussion.
SRC09 'The Mystery Revealed: A Biblical Case for Christ-Centered OT Interpretation'
Type: Christ-centred interpretation. Use: Canonical controls for Christological reading. 
Access/publication: https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/the-mystery-revealed-a-
biblical-case-for-christ-centered-ot-interpretation/ (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Peer-reviewed 
evangelical argument.

https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/the-mystery-revealed-a-biblical-case-for-christ-centered-ot-interpretation/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/the-mystery-revealed-a-biblical-case-for-christ-centered-ot-interpretation/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/shared-intentions-reflections-on-inspiration-and-interpretation-in-light-of/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/shared-intentions-reflections-on-inspiration-and-interpretation-in-light-of/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/the-relation-of-the-old-and-new-testaments/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/introduction-to-the-parables/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/course/invitation-biblical-interpretation/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/interpreting-scripture-a-general-introduction/
https://biblehub.com/greek/3850.htm
https://biblehub.com/hebrew/4912.htm
https://www.stepbible.org/


The Living Word  |  Critical Audit  |  29

SRC10 'A Two-Dimensional Taxonomy of Forms for the NT Use of the OT'
Type: Intertextual method. Use: Terminology problems in quotation/allusion/echo and form/function 
separation. Access/publication: https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/a-two-
dimensional-taxonomy-of-forms-for-the-nt-use-of-the-ot/ (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Peer-
reviewed evangelical taxonomy.
SRC11 Richard B. Hays, Echoes of Scripture in the Letters of Paul (1989)
Type: Intertextual method. Use: Availability, volume, recurrence, thematic coherence, historical 
plausibility, history of interpretation, satisfaction. Access/publication: Bibliographic source; criteria 
cross-checked through scholarly summaries. Authority: Influential method; criteria are evidence, 
not mechanical proof.
SRC12 Richard A. Taylor, 'Introduction to Old Testament Apocalyptic Literature'
Type: Apocalyptic genre. Use: Genre/apocalypticism distinctions and Daniel controls. 
Access/publication: https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/introduction-to-old-testament-
apocalyptic-literature/ (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary synthesis.
SRC13 Brian J. Tabb, Revelation commentary
Type: Revelation commentary. Use: Revelation as apocalypse/prophecy/letter; OT backgrounds and 
explicit explanations. Access/publication: 
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/commentary/revelation/ (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: 
Secondary evangelical commentary.
SRC14 Tyndale Bulletin, 'P115 and the Number of the Beast'
Type: Revelation scholarship. Use: 616 textual variant and 666 discussion. Access/publication: 
https://www.tyndalebulletin.org/article/29233-p115-and-the-number-of-the-beast (accessed 2026-
09-20). Authority: Text-critical evidence; conclusion remains qualified.
SRC15 Tyndale Bulletin, 'The Danielic Background for Revelation 13:18 and 17:9'
Type: Revelation intertext. Use: Danielic constraints on beast number and heads. 
Access/publication: https://www.tyndalebulletin.org/article/30601-the-danielic-background-for-
revelation-13-18-and-17-9 (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary scholarly proposal.
SRC16 Tyndale Bulletin, 'Behold, I am Coming: The Use of Zechariah in Revelation'
Type: Revelation intertext. Use: Allusion method and Zechariah background. Access/publication: 
https://www.tyndalebulletin.org/article/29200-behold-i-am-coming-the-use-of-zechariah-in-
revelation (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary scholarship; allusion identification remains 
probabilistic.
SRC17 Themelios, 'Eschatology and the Church: Some New Testament Perspectives'
Type: Apocalyptic definition. Use: Standard apocalypse genre definition and orthodox 
eschatological restraint. Access/publication: 
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/eschatology-and-the-church1-some-new-
testament-perspectives/ (accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary synthesis.
SRC18 Matthew Barrett, 'Scripture as Divine Revelation'
Type: Dreams/visions. Use: Canonical modes of revelation and enduring written witness. 
Access/publication: https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/scripture-divine-revelation/ (accessed 
2026-09-20). Authority: Secondary theological synthesis.
SRC19 TGC, 'The Gift of Prophecy'
Type: Dreams/prophecy difference. Use: Maps cessationist/continuationist disagreement and 
biblical tests. Access/publication: https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/the-gift-of-prophecy/ 
(accessed 2026-09-20). Authority: One orthodox position; balanced in position brief.
SRC20 A. Leo Oppenheim, The Interpretation of Dreams in the Ancient Near East (1956)
Type: Ancient dreams. Use: Historical context for court interpreters and dream collections. 
Access/publication: Bibliographic primary-source study mapped through citations. Authority: 
Historical aid, never controlling canonical interpretation.

https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/the-gift-of-prophecy/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/scripture-divine-revelation/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/eschatology-and-the-church1-some-new-testament-perspectives/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/eschatology-and-the-church1-some-new-testament-perspectives/
https://www.tyndalebulletin.org/article/29200-behold-i-am-coming-the-use-of-zechariah-in-revelation
https://www.tyndalebulletin.org/article/29200-behold-i-am-coming-the-use-of-zechariah-in-revelation
https://www.tyndalebulletin.org/article/30601-the-danielic-background-for-revelation-13-18-and-17-9
https://www.tyndalebulletin.org/article/30601-the-danielic-background-for-revelation-13-18-and-17-9
https://www.tyndalebulletin.org/article/29233-p115-and-the-number-of-the-beast
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/commentary/revelation/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/introduction-to-old-testament-apocalyptic-literature/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/essay/introduction-to-old-testament-apocalyptic-literature/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/a-two-dimensional-taxonomy-of-forms-for-the-nt-use-of-the-ot/
https://www.thegospelcoalition.org/themelios/article/a-two-dimensional-taxonomy-of-forms-for-the-nt-use-of-the-ot/
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SRC21 D. A. Carson, Exegetical Fallacies, 2nd ed. (1996)
Type: Biblical semantics. Use: Etymological fallacy, semantic anachronism, illegitimate totality 
transfer. Access/publication: Bibliographic methodological control. Authority: Secondary method.
SRC22 Moisés Silva, Biblical Words and Their Meaning, rev. ed. (1994)
Type: Biblical semantics. Use: Usage/context over root mythology. Access/publication: Bibliographic 
methodological control. Authority: Secondary method.
SRC23 Klyne Snodgrass, Stories with Intent, 2nd ed. (2018)
Type: Parables monograph. Use: Parable corpus, context and interpretive history. 
Access/publication: Bibliographic research map. Authority: Secondary scholarship; entries 
rechecked canonically.
SRC24 Craig L. Blomberg, Interpreting the Parables, 2nd ed. (2012)
Type: Parables monograph. Use: Controlled multiple-point approach. Access/publication: 
Bibliographic research map. Authority: Secondary scholarship.
SRC25 G. K. Beale and D. A. Carson, eds., Commentary on the NT Use of the OT (2007)
Type: NT use of OT. Use: Quotation/allusion evidence map. Access/publication: Bibliographic 
research map. Authority: Secondary scholarship; individual proposals vary.
SRC26 G. K. Beale, Handbook on the NT Use of the OT (2012)
Type: NT use method. Use: Intertext criteria and typology. Access/publication: Bibliographic 
research map. Authority: Secondary scholarship.
SRC27 John J. Collins, The Apocalyptic Imagination, 3rd ed. (2016)
Type: Apocalyptic monograph. Use: Genre and Second Temple context. Access/publication: 
Bibliographic research map. Authority: Historical-literary aid; theological conclusions weighed 
canonically.
SRC28 Richard Bauckham, The Climax of Prophecy (1993)
Type: Revelation intertext. Use: Revelation's composition and OT use. Access/publication: 
Bibliographic research map. Authority: Secondary scholarship.
SRC29 Brian J. Tabb, All Things New (2019)
Type: Canonical capstone. Use: Revelation as canonical capstone. Access/publication: Bibliographic 
research map. Authority: Secondary evangelical scholarship.
SRC30 Grant R. Osborne, The Hermeneutical Spiral, 2nd ed. (2006)
Type: Hermeneutics monograph. Use: Genre/context/application distinctions. Access/publication: 
Bibliographic research map. Authority: Secondary method.
SRC31 Klein, Blomberg and Hubbard, Introduction to Biblical Interpretation, 3rd ed. 
(2017)
Type: Hermeneutics monograph. Use: General interpretation and genre controls. 
Access/publication: Bibliographic research map. Authority: Secondary method.
SRC32 John H. Walton, Ancient Near Eastern Thought and the Old Testament, 2nd ed. 
(2018)
Type: Ancient background. Use: Responsible comparative background. Access/publication: 
Bibliographic research map. Authority: Similarity does not prove dependence or approval.
SRC33 Understanding the Bible — Research Gap Analysis, Founder-accepted
Type: Stage One governing document. Use: Scope, gaps, architecture and approval gates. 
Access/publication: Attached project document, read in full 2026-09-20. Authority: Governing 
project reference below Scripture.
SRC34 The Living Word Baptism Critical Audit
Type: Project method case. Use: Lexical/syntactical restraint case study. Access/publication: Project 
evidence referenced methodologically. Authority: Does not predetermine unrelated conclusions.
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SRC35 The Living Word Daniel 9 reassessment
Type: Project method case. Use: Distinguishes messianic trajectory, chronology and exact-day 
claims. Access/publication: Project evidence referenced methodologically. Authority: Qualified 
conclusions retained.
SRC36 Biblical Feasts completeness addendum
Type: Project method case. Use: Separates explicit NT links, patterns, tradition and modern claims. 
Access/publication: Project evidence referenced methodologically. Authority: Clusters of weak links 
do not become explicit teaching.
SRC37 Foreshadowing Jesus research
Type: Project method case. Use: Confidence categories for fulfilment, pattern, echo and 
resemblance. Access/publication: Project evidence referenced methodologically. Authority: Fresh 
evidence still required.

Appendix C. Stage Four corrective synthesis

Corpus boundary conclusions

Parables: Comprehensive within the declared tiered corpus; no universally agreed total. Ezekiel 31 
and Mark 13 added; Luke 6, Matthew 25 and Luke 13 recorded as boundary decisions; tenants 
grouped.
Dreams: Auditable principal-event/control register; not every dream-word occurrence is a 
revelation. Job 4; Job 7; 1 Samuel 28; Song 3/5; Isaiah 29 added as controls.
Visions / theophanies: Comprehensive major-unit register under the taxonomy; not one row per 
visual detail. Acts 22, Acts 27, Revelation 6–16/18–20 and headings added; Genesis 18 corrected.
Signs: Representative-comprehensive for major canonical sign classes; not every miracle or ritual 
action. Mandatory command, audience, outcome, later use and repetition fields completed; 1 
Samuel 15 added.

Historical context briefs added

Ancient Near Eastern dreams: Why royal courts seek specialists and why biblical narratives 
relocate authority in God. Limit: That biblical writers adopted a transferable dictionary or approved 
divination.
First-century parable setting: Audience shock, social stakes and recognizable actions. Limit: A 
detailed social script that replaces the Gospel's supplied occasion.
Temple and worship: Ritual setting, holiness boundaries and temple imagery. Limit: A universal 
naos/hieron rule or final eschatological system.
Second Temple apocalypse: Genre expectations and how symbols communicate real claims. 
Limit: That Revelation copies a fixed code or external chronology.
Roman imperial setting: The cost of refusing beastly worship and plausibility of first-century 
referents. Limit: That every symbol is exhausted by one emperor or predicts a modern analogue.

Resolution statement

All M01–M08 and I01–I12 findings are RESOLVED at the evidence-base level. Genuine theological 
disputes remain Orthodox Difference or Open Question. The corrected READ method, evidence 
registers and ten-movement architecture are ready to govern Journey drafting only after Founder 
acceptance of Stage Four.
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Stop condition

No Journey prose, website, Master Blueprint or production file has been created or modified.
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