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1. What is the author’s main proposal or thesis? 

a. Most People who read the Bible today try to interpret it from their own feelings
b. Christian believers of today should interpret the Bible from an old covenant approach to a new covenant approach since we are under a new covenant and no longer under the old covenant. 
c. The need for a consistent approach in interpreting the Bible passages. One that derives meaning from the text and what the text has intended.

2. What is the main issue it presents? The author presents several principles, and how to interpret scripture as it relates to Adventist hermeneutical understanding. 

a. The author wants to inform us that we want to apply the Biblical passages to our lives we should be aware that we are separated from the biblical audience by culture and customs, language, situation, and a vast expanse of time. And these differences form
a barrier— a river that separates us from the text and that often prohibits us from grasping the meaning of the text for ourselves. The river between the Old Testament text and us consists not only of culture, language, situation, and time, but also of covenant.

b. There is also an interpretive barrier between the Old Testament audience, even of the New Testament audience and with us Christian readers of today. Because of the river that separates us, Christians of today have issues in interpreting correctly what they read in the Bible. 
c. Because of that many Christians today nonetheless frequently employ an intuitive or feels-right approach to interpretation.
d. [bookmark: _GoBack]According to the author, those using the intuitive approach blindly wade out into the river.
e. The author wants us to ask the question, How do we move from the world of the biblical 
f. The author believes that there is a need for a consistent approach to interpret Scripture. 


3. What arguments do you present to support your thesis? Strengths? Weaknesses? 

Strengths: 

1. The authors in their interpretive journey stated that While, the specifics of a particular passage may only apply to the particular situation of the biblical audience, the theological principles revealed in that text are applicable to all of God’s people at all times.
2. The authors five steps basic Interpretive Journey (Grasping the Text in Their Town, Measuring the Width of the River to Crosss, Crossing the Principlizing Bridge, Consult the Bible Map, and Grasping the Text in Our Town) clearly provide a way in correctly interpreting the Bible when reading and writing about the scriptures.  

Weakness:
 
1. In the second step of measuring the width of the river to cross or What are the differences between the biblical audience and us? The authors failed to point out how the differences should be established. The authors failed to state that the differences are not up to personal views or understanding or personal beliefs. Establishing too much differences can delete the true message that God intends to convey to all people regardless of their times and cultures. 

2. The authors state on step 5 that for each passage there will usually be only a few (and often only one) theological principles relevant for all Christians today, there will be numerous applicational possibilities. 

4. Why do you agree or disagree with the author? 

Agree:

1. I agree with the author with his five steps of interpreting the Bible 
2. I also agree with his principle of “Spiritual things, spiritually discerned.” It is important for Adventists to be filled and inspired by the Holy Spirit when interpreting Scriptures. It is also definitely critical for the interpreter to be transformed and illuminated by the Spirit when using and interpreting Scriptures.

Disagree: 

1. I disagree with the authors on weakness number two above because that in itself is subject to subjective interpretation. When you are making your audience a strong focus point in trying to understand what God wants us to understand on a particular passage, he or she can give their own interpretation based on their understanding of the topic presented in the text. 

2. I also disagree with when he bluntly stated that there is an interpretive barrier between the Old Testament and the New Testament Christians. I believe this statement is a disregard to the work of the Holy Spirit and his influence upon the mind of man to reveal God’s light and purpose. Even without the five steps proposed by the authors, the Holy Spirit can still help the believer to interpret the Scripture for their own conviction and salvation. 

5. What solution do you propose to solve the problem? 

1. I strongly encourage all Adventist believers and writers to use the five steps journey written by the authors of this article (J. Scott Duval and J. Daniel Halls) to interpret the Bible for its past and current meaning and application. 
2. However, I suggest, unlike the authors, to not rely only on man interpretive skills, but also and mainly the Holy Spirit who can illuminate the mind and open our understanding to things never that we never thought we could understand. 

6. What lessons are extracted for personal life and research? 

I think it’s important for me to know that Bible passages cannot just be interpreted with just my own personal understanding. But I need interpretive skills like the ones proposed by the authors above to effectively interpret God’s word. 

7. How do you plan to apply those lessons?

a. I need to start looking at the Bible from a different angle, a different lens when it comes to my interpretive skills. There is a lot of things that I need to consider when I am reading and writing about certain passages of Scripture. I need to be more mindful on how I look at our audience in comparison to the audience of the context the passage or passages were written for. 
b. I also want to make sure that I am applying these five steps journey when I teach, preach and write on certain passages of Scripture.



