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After 2000 years of Christian theology and thought, the original meaning to the Scriptures, especially the Christian Scriptures, has come to us today with a vast number of filters. These filters include the theological interpretations that have developed over the years about the meaning of the Scriptures. Unfortunately, Christianity divorced itself from its mother religion, Judaism, by the end of the first century C.E.  By doing so, combined with the dwindling number of Jews in the church, the Hebraic understanding of the Scriptures was mostly lost and eventually considered invalid by the church Bishops. Ignatius of Antioch (died in 107 C.E.) in his Epistle to the Magnesians wrote, “To profess Jesus Christ while continuing to follow Jewish customs is an absurdity. The Christian faith does not look to Judaism, but Judaism looks to Christianity.”​[1]

In addition to the filters, there is much cultural information not contained in the narratives of the Scriptures because the people of the Bible knew their own culture. A modern example is this. If you were to write in your diary you went to church on Sunday; there would be a lot of information you would not include. Anyone reading your diary entry would know certain things intuitively. Some of these things would be (1) You drove your car; (2) The car had gasoline in it; (3) You had a driver’s license; (4) You had paid for car insurance, to list a few items. The same applies when the narratives of the Scriptures are read. When a narrative says that Yeshua’s disciples went into a field and picked grain, the narrator does not have to explain how grain was picked and how it was prepared for consumption. 

Another example would be the marriage story. The original listeners of the Scriptures did not need an explanation of what happened at a Jewish wedding. Read the account of Yeshua at the wedding at Cana, and you will find there is much cultural information left out about the ceremony and celebration because the people knew it of the day. 

So, to obtain a complete understanding of the Scriptures, especially the words of Yeshua, we need to learn how to think as a person did in Yeshua’s days. This can be done by combining the culture and customs of the people with a linguistic approach of the Scriptures. The people “lis3tened” intently for the linguistic clues that led to a depth of meaning because they did not have books or copies of the Scriptures to read. The Scriptures were passed down through the generations by a mouth to ear method. 

Much has been written about the customs and manners of the ancient world; therefore, current research is sufficient. What makes this dissertation unique is that it is the combination of culture and to offer a Hebraic understanding of Scripture from Yeshua’s day as the Jewish listener heard it. 

Dr. Robert Price makes an argument in his article New Testament Narrative as Old Testament Midrash that the New Testament is a retelling of the Old Testament, thus creating aggadah.​[2] “The New Testament gospels and the Acts of the Apostles can be shown to be Christian aggadah upon Jewish scripture, and these narratives can be neither fully understood nor fully appreciated without tracing them to their underlying sources, the object of the present article.”​[3] 

What is the Greek system of learning? J. Parsons expresses an overview of this system of learning in his article Theology and the Greek Mindset. “The modern university, for example, was modeled after the ideals of Plato’s Academy in which (it was hoped) the entire universe would be explained within its halls.”​[4] Today’s Seminaries and Bible Colleges are part of the modern university system and therefore, are using the learning methodology that Plato and his contemporaries used to view the universe. This system of learning and understanding is a part of our current education system. Therefore, when teachers, who are considered experts in their field of study, instruct students, it is often frowned upon for the student to challenge the teacher or to create a debate when the student might not agree with the teacher’s interpretation. Besides, the Greek method of learning calls the study of Scripture hermeneutics. Hermeneutics is “the science of interpretation, especially of the Scriptures.”​[5] This Greek approach is very different from the Hebraic method proposed by this study. 

The learning methods of Socrates and his contemporaries make sense when studying, for example, “The Iliad” by Homer or other Greek philosophic documents, but these methods do not necessarily bring to life all of the flavors of ancient Middle Eastern documents. This Greek approach is the method of Bible study that has been employed by Christianity for over 1900 years. 
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THE MAIN DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE GREEK METHOD AND THE HEBRAIC METHOD OF TEACHING
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Once a student becomes aware of these two teaching styles, the student will be able to determine if the class attended or if a book read, whether the teaching method is either a Greek or Hebraic method. In the Greek manner, the instructor is always right because of advanced knowledge. In the college situation, it is because the professor has his/her Ph.D. in some area of study, so one assumes that he or she knows everything about the topic. For example, Rodney Dangerfield played the role of a middle-aged man going to college. His English midterm was to write about Kurt Vonnegut Jr. Since he did not understand any of Vonnegut’s books he hired Vonnegut himself to write the midterm. When he received the paper from the English Professor told Dangerfield that whoever wrote the paper knew nothing about Vonnegut. The professor’s words are an example of the Greek method of teaching. Did the Ph.D. English professor think that she knew more about Vonnegut’s writings than Vonnegut did? ​[6]

In the Greek teaching method, the professor or the instructor claims to be the authority. If one attends a Bible study class and the class leader says, “I will teach you the only way to understand this biblical book,” you may want to consider the implications. This method is standard since most Seminaries and Bible colleges teach a Greek mode of learning, which is the same method the church has been utilizing for centuries. 

Hebraic teaching methods are different. The teacher wants the students to challenge what they hear. It is through questioning that a student can learn. Also, the teacher wants his/her students to excel to a point where the student becomes the teacher.  

––––––––
[image: image]


If two rabbis come together to discuss a passage of Scripture, the result will be at least ten different opinions. All points of view are acceptable if each is supported by biblical evidence. It is permissible and encouraged that students develop many ideas. There is a depth to God’s Word, and God wants us to find all His messages contained in the Scripture.

Seeking out the meaning of the Scriptures beyond the literal meaning is essential to understand God’s Word fully.​[7]  The Greek method of learning the Scriptures has prevailed over the centuries. One problem is that only the literal interpretation of Scripture was often viewed as valid, as prompted by Martin Luther’s “sola literalis” meaning that just the literal translation of Scripture was accurate. The Fundamentalist movements of today base their beliefs on the literal interpretation of the Scripture. Therefore, they do not believe that God placed more profound, hidden, or secret meanings in the Word. 

The students of the Scriptures who learn through Hebraic training and understanding have drawn a different conclusion. The Hebrew language itself leads to different possible interpretations because of the construction of the language. The Hebraic method of Bible study opens avenues of thought about God’s revelations in the Scripture never considered. Not all questions about the Scripture studied will have an immediate answer. If so, it becomes the responsibility of the learners to uncover the meaning. Also, remember that many opinions about the meaning of Scripture are also acceptable.
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METHODOLOGY (Level One)
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The methodology employed is to use First Century Scripture study methods integrated with the customs and culture of Yeshua’s day to examine the Hebrew and Christian Scriptures, thus gathering a more in-depth understanding by learning the Scriptures in the way the people of Yeshua’s day did. 

I have titled the methodology of analyzing a passage of Scripture in a Hebraic manner the “Process of Discovery.” The author developed this methodology, which brings together various areas of linguistic and cultural understanding. There are several sections to the process, and not all the parts apply to every passage of Scripture. The overall result of developing this process is to give the reader a framework for studying the word in more depth.

The “Process of Discovery” starts with a Scripture passage. An examination of the linguistic structure of the passage is next. The linguistic structure includes parallelism, chiastic structures, and repetition. Formatting the passage in its linguistic form allows the reader to be able to visualize what the first century CE listener was hearing. Their corresponding sections label the chiasms, for example, A, B, C, B’, A.’ Not all passages of the Scriptures have a poetic form. 

The next step is to “question the narrative.” The questioning the narrative process assuming the reader knows nothing about the passage. Therefore, the questions go from the simple to the complex. The next task is to identify any linguistic patterns. Linguistic patterns include, but are not limited to irony, simile, metaphor, symbolism, idioms, hyperbole
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