Luke 15

1. Verses 11 - 32. Who does the older brother represent here? Is he just part of the furniture of the parable or is he another point that Jesus was making? 

Luke 16

1. Verses 1 - 9. Could you explain this parable, Sir? Why or what does it mean that "the sons of this age are more shrewd in relation to their own kind than the sons of light"? And verse 9 too. What does it mean? 

Ephesians 1

1. Verse 1. Is "in Ephesus" part of the Bible? The footnote here says that three early manuscripts do not contain the phrase.

2. Verse 15. Is "your love" part of the Bible? 

Revelation 15

1. Verse 6. For "linen", the footnote says that one early manuscript reads "stone". That is very strange. It seems obvious to me that the correct reading should be linen but what is it really, Sir? 

Revelation 16.

1. Verse 19 puts me in mind of Zechariah 14:4. That is only one split though, right? How does the third portion come about? And what does it mean that the cities of the nations fell? Could that refer to the baptism of Fire or, as the context seems to me to suggest, to a literal fall as a result of the Great worldwide earthquake? 

Exodus 3

1. Verse 1. "West" has "rear" as an alternative reading in the footnote. Could you explain that?

2. Verse 1. Was Horeb commonly known then as the mountain of God? Or is this what it came to be known as by Moses at the time? 

3. Verse 3. Is this to be understood to be the general attitude of those who are being saved? Do they turn aside to attempt to understand unusual things? I consider that had it not been for a willingness to be surprised and confused and therefore taught, many of us would probably not be saved or not even progress in spiritual growth. It seems to me that my family, for example, is stagnating specifically because of a commonly held and actually verbalized belief that there must never be room for confusion or doubt or question in their beliefs. If things don't make sense, they are fine with either ignoring them or putting some concocted value on them and just letting them be. But if Paul had not been perplexed and at least a little confused by the vision of Jesus Christ which he saw on the road to Damascus, would he have been willing to listen to Ananias later? I think that this is different from what may be called scientific curiosity which is arrogant in itself: it supposes that there must be no ignorance or doubt and therefore it seeks to capture understanding and force conformity upon a world it finds threatening because of its complexity and unyielding nature. But there is a humility that seems to me to be evident in this hunger to understand strange things that seems to be what I see here in Moses. Is that correct? 

4. Verse 4. I think you taught me that everyone who really wants the Truth is eventually provided with it but that God does not force it upon anyone. This verse appears to illustrate that. God only spoke to Moses when he took an action to investigate or seek to understand this mystery. Is this a reasonable application? Also, knowing that the burning bush is a type of the sacrifice of Christ, it seems to me that the fact that God spoke from within it is yet another proof that our Lord Jesus Christ is true Deity. 

5. Verse 14. The footnote on I AM says, "Related to the Name of God, YHWH, rendered Lord, which is derived from the verb HAYAH, to be." I don't remember where now but I think that you said somewhere that this name sort of means "the IS". Or, at least, that was what I came to understand. So that the word Lord is really saying "The Is", or something like that. I can't really remember how you put it. But I believe that this name signifies the absolute otherness of God from creation. He abides. He always is. He does not change. He drives everything and is driven by nothing. He is absolute and ultimate reality where everything else is mere shadow. That is what it seems to me that the Name says of Him: His utter reliability and invulnerability. Is this right, Sir? 

Exodus 4.

1. Verse 4. It seems to me that this is also an illustration not to become reckless even when we have the power of God on our side. The staff became a real snake and I think it would have been very reckless indeed to try to pick it up by the head unless God expressly told Moses to. Granted that he was afraid enough to run from what used to be his staff, I think that it was more than just to accommodate his very human fear that the Lord told Moses to pick it up by the tail. During the Tribulation, when our Lord strikes the earth with all sorts of plagues, I think that we should not presume then to be untouchable by them if we act recklessly, for example, deciding to fetch and drink embittered water or water that has been turned to blood without His say-so because we presume that we shall not be harmed by the Lord's judgments since we are His. This is another way in which #1 - Do Take Shelter From The Storm - http://ichthys.com/Tribulation-Part7.htm#II._A_Tribulational_Code_of_Conduct and Isaiah 26:20-21, the driving text of that point, comes very much alive to me. Is this a legitimate way to apply this Scripture, Sir? 

2. Verse 14. How did Moses know that the Lord had become angry? In what the Lord said subsequently, I don't find much to decide that He had become angry. And He did not do anything or was not recorded to have done something to Moses as a result of His Anger.

3. Verse 21 was the reason I was much exercised about hardness of heart in some email exchanges a while ago. I wondered how or why God would harden a human heart if He wants everyone to be saved. My understanding now is that what He did was reawaken Pharaoh's free will after Pharaoh continuously hardened his own heart with increasing judgment until he knew that he could no longer oppose God and lost his ability to resist Him. I think that just reawakening it - which I think involves giving the human subject the ability to choose to ignore prior discipline - is what makes it possible for Pharaoh to go on resisting God which is what he wants to do anyway. And it seems to me that that is what everyone who hardens their heart does. If a free will has been negated by overwhelming discipline, reawakening it may be what God refers to here as His hardening the heart of the person involved because then the person is given the ability to inure themselves to prior discipline. But said ability can also be used to repent, so it does not mean that God makes a man persist in disobedience. That is entirely the man's choice. Is this a reasonable way now to put this? 

Psalm 49

1. Verse 14. What does "the upright shall rule over them in the morning mean"? Is this a reference to the Millennium and the sharing of Christ's rule over the nations by the Church?

2. Verse 14. "And their form shall be for Sheol to consume, so that they have no habitation." Does this mean that in Torments, whatever the interim body unbelievers have, it is destroyed there so that they become disembodied spirits? Or does it just mean that they will have no rest? 

Psalm 50

1. Could this psalm be speaking of the judgment of regathered Israel in the desert before taking them into the Promised Land in the Millennium? 

Isaiah 51

1. This prophecy seems to me to be spoken to Israel of the Tribulation. There is both discipline and comfort for her in it. Am I right, Sir? 

Isaiah 52

1. Verses 1 - 10 is about the deliverance of Israel at Armageddon and her subsequent turnaround to be the most blessed nation on earth, is it not, Sir? 

2. Verses 11 - 12 is the prophecy about fleeing Tribulational Babylon, right, Sir? 

3. Verses 13 - 15. Here I know that it is the Lord Jesus Christ of Whom Isaiah is speaking. But what does verse 15 mean? Does the sprinkling refer to His sacrifice for all people everywhere throughout history? Is that what kings will come to appreciate about him and shut their mouths? And when is this speaking of? The Second Advent? That is my guess but is it correct? 
