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INTRODUCTION 
The purpose of this study is to challenge how Christians interpret Biblical silence, to see how God deals with 
Biblical silence, and to learn what the Scripture have to teach us about Biblical silence. 
 
 
Definition of Terms 
Biblical Silence = Any subject or detail that God did not address in the Bible. 
Explicitness = Any subject or detail that God did address. 
Argument from Silence = A conclusion based on silence or lack of contrary evidence. 
Implication = God's intended message that is not shared with explicit words but through silence or inflection. 
Inference = A reader's interpretation of what he believes to be God's intended implication. 
Law of Silence = The interpretation that Biblical silence prohibits. 
Christian Liberty = The interpretation that Biblical silence permits. 
Principle of Silence = The interpretation that Biblical silence should be respected by staying away from things 

that God has not addressed, while at the same time, by not judging others who do things that God has 
not addressed. 

Vanity = Anything that neither spiritually benefits nor spiritually harms. 
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PART 1: ANALYZING BIBLICAL SILENCE 
Logic Behind Arguments from Biblical Silence 
An argument from silence may seem very convincing.  However, according to the rules of logic, an argument 
from silence is an informal fallacy.  This is because an argument from silence is based on evidence that does 
not exist or only partially exists.  In other words, an argument from silence is not able to provide sufficient 
evidence in order to prove its conclusion. 
 
Put another way, an argument from silence relies on the reader's inference.  Inference is dangerous when trying 
to prove something because inference is subjective; it is subject to the reader's misconceptions or 
presumptions.  Inference is solely up to the reader, while implication is solely up to the writer. 
 
Now, don't get me wrong.  A reader can certainly--and often times easily--infer the exact same thing that God 
implied.  But in these matters, it's important to admit that human reasoning can be victim to misconceptions and 
presumptions.  Our inferences can be fully wrong, fully correct, or correct to a certain degree.  Sometimes, the 
reader can infer something when God wasn't even making an implication.  Humans can infer the wrong thing 
just as easily as they can infer God's truth.  In matters of Biblical silence, God has given implications that are 
more easily inferred than others. 
 
Here is an example of an inference that is not the same as the implication.  A wife leaves a note on the kitchen 
counter that says: "Could you please stop at the store for me and buy one carton of milk, and if they have eggs, 
get a dozen."  A short time later the husband come back with twelve cartons of milk.  She says, "Why did you 
get a dozen cartons?"  He said, "They had eggs." 
 
 
Examples of Biblical Silence 
Various Scriptures that Acknowledge Biblical Silence 
Prov 25:2.  "It is the glory of God to conceal a matter and the glory of kings to investigate a matter." 
Job 34:29.  Elihu said, "But when God is silent, who can declare [Him] guilty?  When He hides [His] face, who 
can see Him?  Yet He [watches] over both individuals and nations." 



Matt 24:36.  Jesus says, "Now concerning that day and hour no one knows--neither the angels in heaven, nor 
the Son--except the Father only." 
John 21:25.  "And there are also many other things that Jesus did, which, if they were written one by one, I 
suppose not even the world itself could contain the books that would be written." 
Col 2:3.  "In Him all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge are hidden." 
1John 3:2.  "Dear friends, we are God’s children now, and what we will be has not yet been revealed. We 
know that when He appears, we will be like Him because we will see Him as He is." 
 
The Resurrection of the Dead Confirmed Because God is the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob 
Ex 3:6.  " 'I am the God of your father, the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob.'  Moses hid 
his face because he was afraid to look at God." 
 
From this verse, what can we infer from what God did not say?  Perhaps we can infer something about God's 
timelessness or God's unchanging nature.  If God can span that much time and still call Himself God, then He is 
timelessness and His nature doesn't change.  What else can you infer from this verse? 
 
When Jesus refutes the Sadducees, who say there is no resurrection of the dead, He says... 
 
Matt 22:31-32.  "Now concerning the resurrection of the dead, haven’t you read what was spoken to you by 
God: I am the God of Abraham and the God of Isaac and the God of Jacob?  He is not the God of the dead, but 
of the living." 
 
Jesus, who is God, explains an implication God gave to Moses that we didn't infer.  Jesus reveals that God 
implied that Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob still exist.  God used the present tense; He did not say He was their 
God.  In this, Jesus shows the Sadducees that there is an afterlife and there will be a resurrection of the dead.  
In this example, the Jews didn't even realize that God intended to give that implication with this verse.  God did 
not explicitly say that these three patriarchs still existed.  It took God in the flesh, Jesus Christ, to explain the 
truth behind this Biblical silence. 
 
Weddings 
God instituted marriage.  (Gen 2:24, Matt 19:4-6)  But God said nothing about how a man and woman are to be 
married.  The wedding is a matter of Biblical silence. 
 
The Conversion of Crispus 
Acts 18:8.  " Crispus, the leader of the synagogue, believed the Lord, along with his whole household.  Many of 
the Corinthians, when they heard, believed and were baptized." 
 
This is the only verse that speaks of Crispus' conversion.  (See also 1Cor 1:14.)  Acts does not record Paul 
telling Crispus about the gospel--only the rest of the Corinthians.  There is Biblical silence about Crispus hearing 
the gospel.  But what can we infer?  Based on other passages such as Rom 10:17 and others, we can infer that 
Paul did tell Crispus about Jesus and the gospel.  There may be Biblical silence on this subject, but we can 
safely infer that it happened. 
 
The Conversion of Paul 
Acts 22:16.  Ananias tells Paul, " And now, why delay?  Get up and be baptized, and wash away your sins by 
calling on His name." 
 
Since Ananias told Paul that he still needed to wash away his sins, we can infer that Paul was not saved before 
he spoke with Ananias--he was still in his sins.  Therefore, we infer that Paul was not saved on the road to 
Damascus.  Paul's sins were washed away when he was baptized and called on the name of the Lord. 
 
Christian Assemblies 
Heb 10:35.  " Let us be concerned about one another in order to promote love and good works, not staying 
away from our worship meetings, as some habitually do, but encouraging each other, and all the more as you 
see the day drawing near." 
 
From this passages, God tells us that we should not have the habit of not assembling with our fellow Christians.  
From this we can infer 1) God wants Christians to assemble together, 2) God expects Christians to assemble on 
a regular basis, 3) Christians assemble for the purpose of encouraging each other, and 4) Christians need 
places to assemble. 
 



When Christians Assemble 
Acts 20:7.  "On the first day of the week, we assembled to break bread. Paul spoke to them, and since he 
was about to depart the next day, he extended his message until midnight." 
1Cor 16:2.  "On the first day of the week, each of you is to set something aside and save in keeping with 
how he prospers, so that no collections will need to be made when I come." 
 
Most Christians infer from these verses that Christians are to assemble on Sunday.  This inference is true.  
Some Christians believe that there is Biblical silence about others times Christians assembled.  They do not 
include all the Scriptures that speak about when Christians assembled.  This makes the inference of Sunday 
assemblies only partially true. 
 
Acts 2:46-47.  "Every day they devoted themselves to meeting together in the temple complex, and broke 
bread from house to house.  They ate their food with a joyful and humble attitude, praising God and having favor 
with all the people.  And every day the Lord added to them those who were being saved." 
Acts 4:42.  "Every day in the temple complex, and in various homes, they continued teaching and 
proclaiming the good news that Jesus is the Christ." 
Heb 3:13.  "Encourage each other daily, while it is still called today, so that none of you is hardened by sin’s 
deception." 
 
We see that Christians met not only every Sunday but every day.  If someone infers that Christians must meet 
on Sunday, they are inconsistent in their inference unless they also require Christians to assemble every day. 
 
This is an example of an inference that is true to a certain degree. 
 
Instructions on Giving 
1Cor 16:2.  "On the first day of the week, each of you is to set something aside and save in keeping with how he 
prospers, so that no collections will need to be made when I come." 
 
Upon reading this, it's easy to believe that Paul is giving this instruction to the Corinthians, commanding that 
they do it.  In other words, this is a necessary obligation for the Corinthians' Christian life.  Many people use this 
verse and say that giving is a necessary obligation for Christians today.  However, this is not a necessary 
obligation for anyone.  Paul readdresses the topic of Christian giving in his follow-up letter. 
 
2Cor 8:8.  "I am not saying this as a command.  Rather, by means of the diligence of others, I am testing the 
genuineness of your love." 
 
Paul explicitly reveals that his instructions were not a necessary obligation but a test, that is, he is appealing to 
their willingness to love others.  Therefore, Christian giving is not a command that must be fulfilled, but it is the 
test which shows us whether we have genuine love for others. 
 
This is an example of an inference that is wrong. 
 
 
Three Ways Christians May Interpret Biblical Silence 
Here are three very general ways Christians tend to interpret Biblical silence.  Notice how each of them base 
their interpretation on Scripture. 
 
Law of Silence 
Biblical silence must be respected.  Therefore, the things God did not address are prohibited. 
 
1Cor 4:6.  " I have applied all these things to myself and Apollos for your benefit, brothers, that you may learn 
by us not to go beyond what is written, that none of you may be puffed up in favor of one against another. " 
 
Quote 
"The principle is this: when God is silent about a matter, humanity has not right to be presumptive, and thus to 
speak (or to act) without his bidding."  -Wayne Jackson 
(http://www.christiancourier.com/articles/128-the-silence-of-the-scriptures-permissive-or-prohibitive) 
 
Vanity 
Biblical silence has no spiritual effect; if it was a matter of importance, God would have told us.  Therefore, the 
things God did not address are vain, neither benefiting or harming. 



 
2Pet 1:3.  "His divine power has given us everything required for life and godliness through the knowledge of 
Him who called us by His own glory and goodness." 
Rom 14:1.  "Don’t argue about doubtful issues." 
 
Quotes 
"The scholarly professor cited other equally impressive examples of the startling restraint employed by the New 
Testament writers. It is quite reasonable, he argued, to conclude that God himself was supervising the 
composition of the documents. The Bible was not designed to satisfy our inquisitiveness. Only such materials as 
were consistent with the Lord’s higher purpose were incorporated into the text."  -Wayne Jackson on J. W. 
McGarvey's view of silence. 
(http://www.christiancourier.com/articles/50-the-silence-of-scripture-an-argument-for-inspiration) 
 
"God’s silence is not a governing factor in matters pertaining to life and godliness. The whole idea of “silence,” 
as those of the anti-instrumentalist position have used the term, requires the interpretation of fallible men.  If 
God did not say it, then how can we be sure that men have said what He meant, but did not say?  How dare 
mortal men to take upon themselves to thus unauthorizedly speak for God?"  -Given O. Blakely, Banner of 
Truth, (July 1996). 
 
Christian Liberty 
Biblical silence is freedom.  Therefore, the things God did not address are permissible. 
 
Rom 14:6, 10.  "Whoever observes the day, observes it for the honor of the Lord.  Whoever eats, eats for the 
Lord, since he gives thanks to God; and whoever does not eat, it is for the Lord that he does not eat it, yet he 
thanks God.  But you, why do you criticize your brother? Or you, why do you look down on your brother?  For 
we will all stand before the tribunal of God." 
 
Quote 
"In essentials, unity; in opinions, liberty; in all things love."  -a slogan from the Stone-Campbell Movement, 
originally taken from Rupertus Meldenius (1626) 
 
 
 
PART 2: LAW OF SILENCE CHALLENGED 
Many arguments have been offered in order to prove that Biblical silence prohibits.  This section of the study will 
address these. 
 
 
The “Wood for Noah's Ark” Argument 
Gen 6:14.  "Make yourself an ark of gopher wood." 
 
The argument is that since God told Noah to use gopher wood, all other types of wood are excluded.  Noah 
would have sinned if he included another type of wood. 
 
This account of Noah cannot be used to prove that silence prohibits.  This is because Noah did do as God 
commanded.  We don't know how God would have reacted because Noah did just what God said.  To assume 
that God would punish Noah if he used other kinds of wood is only speculation.  Now, if Noah had used a 
different kind of wood instead of gopher wood or Noah used another kind of wood in addition to gopher wood, 
then we would be able to see how God would have responded. 
 
 
The “Nadab and Abihu” Argument 
Lev 10:1-2.  "Aaron’s sons Nadab and Abihu each took his own firepan, put fire in it, placed incense on it, and 
presented unauthorized fire before the Lord, which He had not commanded them to do.  Then fire came from 
the Lord and burned them to death before the Lord." 
 
The argument is that Nadab and Abihu did something that the Lord had not commanded.  This verse explicitly 
says that God was silent about it.  Nadab and Abihu were punished because they did something God was silent 
about.  Therefore, God shows that Biblical silence is prohibited. 
 
God Did Not Command 



First of all, when Scripture says God "did not command," it does not mean that God was silent about it.  Of 
course, it's easy to infer that God was silent about offering foreign fire before the Lord because of this phrase.  
But this inference is wrong.  In fact, whenever the Scriptures say that God "did not command," it means that God 
"commanded against it." 
 
Sacrificing Children to Molech 
Here is a great example of this. 
 
Jer 3:31.  "They have built the high places of Topheth in the Valley of Hinnom in order to burn their sons and 
daughters in the fire, a thing I did not command; I never entertained the thought." 
Jer 32:35.  "They have built the high places of Baal in the Valley of Hinnom to make their sons and daughters 
pass through the fire to Molech—something I had not commanded them. I had never entertained the thought 
that they do this detestable act causing Judah to sin!" 
 
The Israelites were sacrificing their children to Baal, Molech, and Topheth.  God said He had not commanded 
this.  Does this mean that God was silent about this despicable action?  Or did God actually forbid the Israelites 
from sacrificing their children?  Yes, God prohibited the Israelites to do this, as seen in the following Scriptures. 
 
Lev 18:21.  "You are not to make any of your children pass through the fire to Molech.  Do not profane the name 
of your God; I am Yahweh." 
Lev 20:1-5.  "The Lord spoke to Moses: 'Say to the Israelites: Any Israelite or foreigner living in Israel who gives 
any of his children to Molech must be put to death; the people of the country are to stone him.  I will turn against 
that man and cut him off from his people, because he gave his offspring to Molech, defiling My sanctuary and 
profaning My holy name.  But if the people of the country look the other way when that man gives any of his 
children to Molech, and do not put him to death, then I will turn against that man and his family, and cut off from 
their people both him and all who follow him in prostituting themselves with Molech." 
Deut 12:31.  "You must not do the same to the Lord your God, because they practice every detestable thing, 
which the Lord hates, for their gods.  They even burn their sons and daughters in the fire to their gods." 
 
We see that in the Law of Moses, God did not command the sacrifice of children because He had commanded 
against it!  As it says in Jer 3:31 and 32:35, God never even entertained the thought [of commanding His 
people to sacrifice their children to Him or any other god]. 
 
Astrological Worship 
Briefly, here is another example of "not commanded" meaning "commanded against." 
 
Deut 17:3.  Israelites have "gone and served other gods and worshiped them, or the sun or the moon or any of 
the heavenly host, which I have not commanded."  (NASB) 
 
God said He had not commanded the worship of the sun, moon, or stars.  Had He been silent about this?  No, 
He had commanded against it.  Thirteen chapters earlier, God said... 
 
Deut 4:19.  "When you look to the heavens and see the sun, moon, and stars--all the array of heaven--do not 
be led astray to bow down and worship them.  The Lord your God has provided them for all people 
everywhere under heaven." 
 
Strange Fire Was Prohibited 
We looked at the fact that when Lev 10:1 says, "He had not commanded," this does not mean that God was 
silent about it.  So what about Nadab and Abihu's sin?  Was there a previous command that prohibited the 
offering of strange fire? 
 
Ex 30:9.  "You must not offer unauthorized incense on it, or a burnt or grain offering; you are not to pour a 
drink offering on it." 
 
Compare Ex 30:1-10 to Lev 10:1-2.  One is hard-pressed to prove that these passages are talking about 
different things.  Both passages mention incense and both passages mention the burning of the incense (fire).  
 
Therefore, Nadab and Abihu's sin was not one of violating Biblical silence.  It was outright rebellion against 
God's explicit command. 
 
 



The “Uzzah Touched the Ark and Died” Argument 
2Sam 6:6-7.  "When they came to Nacon’s threshing floor, Uzzah reached out to the ark of God and took hold of 
it because the oxen had stumbled.  Then the Lord’s anger burned against Uzzah, and God struck him dead on 
the spot for his irreverence, and he died there next to the ark of God." 
1Chr 13:9-10.  "When they came to Chidon’s threshing floor, Uzzah reached out to hold the ark because the 
oxen had stumbled.  Then the Lord’s anger burned against Uzzah, and He struck him dead because he had 
reached out to the ark.  So he died there in the presence of God." 
 
The argument is that God had said that the Levites were the ones who were to carry the ark on poles but God 
didn't say anything about someone from other tribes carrying the ark.  God was silent about all the other tribes 
touching the ark.  God killed Uzzah because he was not a Levite and touched the ark. 
 
Not an Matter of Silence 
Num 4:15.  "Aaron and his sons are to finish covering the holy objects and all their equipment whenever the 
camp is to move on.  The Kohathites will come and carry them, but they are not to touch the holy objects or 
they will dieP" 
 
The carrying of the ark as well as all the other holy objects were given to the Kohathites, who were one third of 
the Levites and who may or may not have been sons of Aaron (the priests).  But only the sons of Aaron (the 
priests) were allowed to actually touch the holy objects.  If the Kohathites could not touch the ark--being Levites-
-then certainly no one else from any of the other 11 tribes could touch it either--including Uzzah.  This is 
because all of the Levites were set apart from the rest of Israel just as the sons of Aaron were set apart from the 
Kohathites. 
 
Deut 10:8-9.  "At that time the Lord set apart the tribe of Levi to carry the ark of the Lord’s covenant, to stand 
before Yahweh to serve Him, and to pronounce blessings in His name, as it is today.  For this reason, Levi does 
not have a portion or inheritance like his brothers; the Lord is his inheritance, as the Lord your God told him." 
 
God set apart--that is, gave exclusive rights to--the tribe of Levi.  Add this to Num 4:15 where God set apart the 
priests (the sons of Aaron) from the Kohathite Levites (descendents of Kohath), then you have a very exclusive 
group who could touch the holy objects: the priests (sons of Aaron) and no one else. 
 
Therefore, God was not silent on this issue; He explicitly separated various families in Levi from all other 
Israelite families. 
 
David and Philistines Not Punished for Touching the Ark 
God commanded the Kohathites to carry the ark by the poles. 
 
Ex 25:12-15.  "Cast four gold rings for it and place them on its four feet, two rings on one side and two rings on 
the other side.  Make poles of acacia wood and overlay them with gold.  Insert the poles into the rings on the 
sides of the ark in order to carry the ark with them.  The poles are to remain in the rings of the ark; they must not 
be removed from it." 
 
God never mentioned any other way to or to not carry the ark.  If the Biblical silence prohibited, then David 
should have been killed when he put the ark up on the cart.  Why didn't God punish David but punish Uzzah on 
his and David's trip back to Jerusalem?  If the Law of Silence was true, then as soon as they put the ark on the 
cart, someone should have been struck down because God was silent about putting the ark on a cart. 
 
Secondly, what about the Philistines who stole the ark?  Why didn't they die when they touched and transported 
the ark?  The Philistines stole it and put it in the temple of Dagon, their god, and later moved it to other cities 
(1Sam 4:10-11, 5:1-7:1).  Yet, God didn't strike down the pagan Philistines until they opened it (1Sam 6:19).  
According to the Law of Silence, God would have killed the Philistines as soon as they tried to steal the ark. 
 
 
The “Man-Instituted Worship” Argument 
Col 2:22-23.  "These rules, which have to do with things that are all destined to perish with use, are based on 
merely human commands and teachings.  Such regulations indeed have an appearance of wisdom, with their 
self-imposed worship, their false humility and their harsh treatment of the body, but they lack any value in 
restraining sensual indulgence."  (NIV) 
 



The argument is that Paul tells us not to follow human commands, teachings, and rules.  That is, people's 
additions to their worship may appear to be wise, but Paul condemns additions innovated by man.  Paul says 
that worshiping from Biblical silence is of human origin and, thus, is sinful. 
 
This Greek word in Col 2:23 means "voluntary piety."  It carries the idea that people choose to believe or do 
something that God did not address in order to make themselves appear more righteous.  In this verse, Paul 
says that doing so has no value against temptations. 
 
The Pharisees did this very thing when they created extra rules, regulations, or laws in order to make it seem 
like they were more righteous.  For example in Luke 18:9-12, the Pharisee says he fasts twice a week.  This 
was never commanded by God.  The Pharisee was doing this so that he could think of himself as being more 
righteous than the tax collector next to him. 
 
It is worth noting that Paul does not condemn "voluntary piety" but only says it is has no value spiritually.  Jesus 
says the same thing about teaching the commands of men as if they were teachings from God. 
 
Matt 15:9.  Jesus said, "They worship Me in vain, teaching as doctrines the commands of men."  Vanity and 
things without value are not the same as condemnation and sins.  Based on the words of Paul, this "voluntary 
piety" fits best within the second view of how Christians interpret Biblical silence: a matter of no effect, that is, 
vanity. 
 
 
The “Do All by the Authority of Jesus” Argument 
Col 3:17.  "Whatever you do, in word or in deed, do everything in the name of the Lord Jesus, giving thanks to 
God the Father through Him." 
 
The argument is that when Paul says, "In the name of," it is another way of saying, "by the authority of."  
Therefore, everything a Christian says and does must be done based on God's explicit authority.  We must not 
do anything that God has not authorized, that is, Biblical silence. 
 
The problem with this argument is that it assumes that "in the name of" means "by the authority of."  Where is 
the proof that this is the real meaning of this phrase?  Unfortunately, Paul's immediate context does not give us 
any clues as to what he meant by "in the name of."  In this context, he is giving many short instructions on how 
to live righteously.  So let us go to the rest of the New Testament.  When we do, we find six different meanings 
of "in the name of." 
  
Uses of "In the Name Of" 
1) 1Pet 4:14.  "Blessed are you if you are reproached in the name of Christ, for the Spirit of glory and of God 
rests upon you." 
 
Are we persecuted by the authority of Christ?  No.  In this case, "in the name of" means "because of the name 
of" Christ.  See also 3John 7. 
 
2) Acts 3:6.  "Peter said, 'I don’t have silver or gold, but what I have, I give you: In the name of Jesus Christ the 
Nazarene, get up and walk!' " 
 
There are many, many passages that connect the power of healing as being in the name of Christ.  After all, 
Christ gave this power (Mark 16:17-18).  This is the power Christ gave the apostles to perform miracles.  Is 
Paul saying that all our words and deeds should bear this kind of miraculous authority? 
 
In addition, Jesus says (in the following verse) that there will be people who will perform miracles "in His name" 
but Jesus never gave them His authority!  Therefore, when it comes to the performing of miracles, "in the name 
of" is very different from "by the authority of." 
 
Matt 7:22-23.  "On that day many will say to Me, 'Lord, Lord, didn’t we prophesy in Your name, drive out demons 
in Your name, and do many miracles in Your name?'  Then I will announce to them, 'I never knew you!  Depart 
from Me, you lawbreakers!' " 
 
3) 1John 5:13.  "I have written these things to you who believe in the name of the Son of God, so that you may 
know that you have eternal life." 
Matt 12:21.  "In His name the Gentiles will trust." 



1Cor 6:11.  "You were washed, you were sanctified, you were justified in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ and 
by the Spirit of our God." 
 
"In the name of" is most often used in relation to a person's salvation, that is, to be in a saving relationship with 
God.  Matt 12:21 doesn't make sense if it read, "By His authority the Gentiles will trust," or 1Cor 6:11 if it read, 
"You were justified by the authority of the Lord Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our God."  Being in the name of 
Jesus is to be in a relationship with Him. 
 
4) Matt 10:41-42.  "He who receives a prophet in the name of a prophet shall receive a prophet’s reward; and he 
who receives a righteous man in the name of a righteous man shall receive a righteous man’s reward.  And 
whoever in the name of a disciple gives to one of these little ones even a cup of cold water to drink, truly I say to 
you, he shall not lose his reward." 
 
In this sense, "in the name of" means "as who the person really is."  This is about a man's character, not his 
authority. 
 
5) 2Thes 3:6.  "We command you in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ..." 
 
Without a doubt, Paul is appealing to the very authority of Jesus Christ.  This use of the phrase, "in the name of" 
certainly means "by the authority of." 
 
Again, of these five uses, we do not know Paul's meaning of this phrase in Col 3:17.  But there is one more 
example in Scripture. 
 
To the Glory Of 
6) 1Cor 10:31.  "Whether, then, you eat or drink or whatever you do, do all to the glory of God." 
 
This verse is extremely similar to Col 3:17.  Could these be companion verses and have very similar meanings?  
By letting Scripture interpret Scripture and because these verses are nearly identical, Col 3:17's "in the name of" 
most likely means "to the glory of."  And this conclusion fits extremely well when substituted in Col 3:17: 
"Whatever you do, in word or in deed, do everything to the glory of the Lord Jesus, giving thanks to God the 
Father through Him." 
 
In addition, this meaning is also closely tied to Paul's message in Rom 14:6, 10.  So it can be best applied to the 
third view on how Christians interpret Biblical silence: Christian Liberty--as long as it is done to God's glory. 
 
 
The “Jesus' Superiority over Angels” Argument 
Heb 1:5.  "For to which of the angels did He ever say, You are My Son; today I have become Your Father, or 
again, I will be His Father, and He will be My Son?" 
 
The argument is that God never said to an angel that the angel was God's son or that God was the angel's 
father.  If God was silent about elevating any angel, then because of this silence, angels cannot be superior to 
Christ.  In fact, the Hebrews author makes an argument from silence to prove his point. 
 
In Heb 1, the writer quotes 2Sam... 
 
2Sam 7:14.  "I will be a father to him, and he will be a son to Me.  When he does wrong, I will discipline him with 
a human rod and with blows from others." 
 
God is explicitly speaking of David's Descendant (verse 12) and does not exclude anyone.  Therefore, it is true; 
the Hebrews writer is making an argument from silence. 
 
As we discussed in Part 1, an argument from silence is an informal fallacy, meaning it does not provide 
sufficient proof.  This is why the writer goes on in the next verse. 
 
Heb 1:6.  "All God's angels must worship Him." 
 
Here, the Hebrews writer makes an argument from God's explicit words.  Jesus Christ is superior to the angels 
because even the angels worship Him.  The author uses both an argument from silence and an explicit 
argument in order to prove his point.  It is presumptuous to say that Biblical silence prohibits merely because a 



Biblical author uses an argument from silence--especially when the author includes an explicit argument along 
with it. 
 
 
The “Christ Was from a Tribe that Could Not Have Priests” Argument 
Heb 7:14.  "Now it is evident that our Lord came from Judah, and Moses said nothing about that tribe 
concerning priests." 
 
The argument is that the Hebrews writer bases his argument on silence, saying that Jesus is a priest from 
Judah (through Melchizedek) because Moses said nothing about priests coming from Judah.  Therefore, priests 
could not have come from Judah because God was silent about men from Judah becoming or not becoming 
priests.  Therefore, the Hebrews writer affirms that Biblical silence prohibits. 
 
Heb 7:14's "Moses said nothing about that tribe concerning priests is the same as Lev 10:2's "which God had 
not commanded them to do."  Sure, it is easy to read this and think that God did not address anything about a 
non-Levite being a priest.  However, God had prohibited anyone from becoming priests who were not Aaron's 
sons. 
 
Num 8:13-19.  "You are to have the Levites stand before Aaron and his sons, and you are to present them 
before the Lord as a presentation offering.  In this way you are to separate the Levites from the rest of the 
Israelites so that the Levites will belong to Me.  After that the Levites may come to serve at the tent of meeting, 
once you have ceremonially cleansed them and presented them as a presentation offering.  For they have 
been exclusively assigned to Me from the Israelites. I have taken them for Myself in place of all who come 
first from the womb, every Israelite firstborn.  For every firstborn among the Israelites is Mine, both man and 
animal.  I consecrated them to Myself on the day I struck down every firstborn in the land of Egypt.  But I have 
taken the Levites in place of every firstborn among the Israelites.  From the Israelites, I have given the Levites 
exclusively to Aaron and his sons to perform the work for the Israelites at the tent of meeting and to make 
atonement on their behalf, so that no plague will come against the Israelites when they approach the sanctuary." 
 
God said that Aaron's sons will be priests at the exclusion of the rest of Israel.  This includes Judah.  God gave 
this explicit commandment, so this is not a matter of Biblical silence.  In fact, a few chapters earlier, God had 
already established the punishment for anyone attempting to be a priest who was not a son of Aaron. 
 
Num 3:9-12, 38.  " 'And you shall give the Levites to Aaron and his sons; they are wholly given to him from 
among the people of Israel.  And you shall appoint Aaron and his sons, and they shall guard their priesthood.  
But if any outsider comes near, he shall be put to death.'  And the LORD said to Moses, saying, 'Behold, I 
have taken the Levites from among the people of Israel instead of every firstborn who opens the womb among 
the people of Israel.  The Levites shall be mine.'  Those who were to camp before the tabernacle on the east, 
before the tent of meeting toward the sunrise, were Moses and Aaron and his sons, guarding the sanctuary 
itself, to protect the people of Israel.  And any outsider who came near was to be put to death." 
 
In addition to these Scriptures from Numbers, there was an incident with Uzziah, king of Judah, who attempted 
to burn incense at the altar which was a priestly duty (Ex 30:1-10).  Unlike Nadab and Abihu who were 
immediately killed by fire from God, Uzziah broke out in a skin disease that remained until his death.  This story 
is recorded in 2Chr 26:16-21.  Uzziah was from Judah, the tribe of kings.  And God punished him for trying to be 
like a priest.  This is because God had explicitly prohibited any man outside of Judah from being a priest!  So 
when Moses said nothing about men from Judah becoming priests, this is because Moses and God prohibited 
anyone from Judah from being priests.  Again, the Hebrews writer's words are just like Lev 10:2's "which God 
had not commanded them to do." 
 
 
The “Do Not Go Beyond Christ's Teaching” Argument 
2John 9.  "Anyone who does not remain in Christ’s teaching but goes beyond it, does not have God. The one 
who remains in that teaching, this one has both the Father and the Son." 
 
The argument is that this verse is similar to what Paul said in 1Cor 4:6.  John also says that we must not go 
beyond Christ's teachings.  Biblical silence must be respected by prohibiting anything that is beyond the 
Scriptures. 
 
Christians should be careful when they quote 2John 9.  It does not say the "teachings" (plural) of Christ but the 
"teaching" (singular) of Christ.  This is in contrast with 2John 6 which says, "we walk according to His 



commands," which is plural.  And 2John 9 is in comparison to 2John 10 which says, "If anyone comes to you 
and does not bring this teaching."  In verse 10, "teaching" is singular and is preceded by the article "the."  
Therefore, verse 9 is not about going beyond all of Christ's (and His apostles') teachings.  Verse 9 is about one 
teaching of Christ, or the teaching about Christ.  What is the teaching of (or about) Christ? 
 
2John 7.  "Many deceivers have gone out into the world, those who do not confess the coming of Jesus Christ in 
the flesh.  Such a one is the deceiver and the antichrist." 
 
Certainly, the person who brings this teaching would not have God.  It contradicts the teaching about Christ--that 
He came in the flesh.  In fact, the condemnation John gives in verse 7 (deceiver, antichrist) is very similar to the 
condemnation in verse 9 (does not have God).  Deceivers and antichrists certainly do not have God. 
 
If 2 John 9's teaching of Christ refers to the teaching that Christ has come in the flesh (and that we should not 
go beyond it by saying Jesus did not come in the flesh), then what would John's message look like if he 
described a person who has God? 
 
1John 4:2.  "This is how you know the Spirit of God: Every spirit who confesses that Jesus Christ has come in 
the flesh is from God." 
 
Because of the similarity between all three verses: 1John 4:2, 2John 7, and 2John 9, these verses are talking 
about the same teaching--that Jesus came in the flesh.  Therefore, John tells us that we should not go beyond 
the teaching that Christ came in the flesh. 
 
 
 
PART 3: GOD'S RESPONSES TO SITUATIONS INVOLVING BIBLICAL SILENCE 
God Responds with Punishment 
Moses Striking the Rock 
Ex 17:2-6.  "The people complained to Moses, 'Give us water to drink.'  'Why are you complaining to me?' 
Moses replied to them.  'Why are you testing the Lord?'  But the people thirsted there for water, and grumbled 
against Moses.  They said, 'Why did you ever bring us out of Egypt to kill us and our children and our livestock 
with thirst?'  Then Moses cried out to the Lord, 'What should I do with these people?  In a little while they will 
stone me!'  The Lord answered Moses, 'Go on ahead of the people and take some of the elders of Israel with 
you.  Take the staff you struck the Nile with in your hand and go.  I am going to stand there in front of you on the 
rock at Horeb; when you hit the rock, water will come out of it and the people will drink.'  Moses did this in the 
sight of the elders of Israel." 
 
In this first event, the Israelites complained about not having water.  To give them water, God tells Moses to 
strike the rock.  Moses did, and God gave them water. 
 
Num 20:2-12.  "There was no water for the community, so they assembled against Moses and Aaron.  The 
people quarreled with Moses and said, 'If only we had perished when our brothers perished before the Lord.  
Why have you brought the Lord’s assembly into this wilderness for us and our livestock to die here?  Why have 
you led us up from Egypt to bring us to this evil place?  It’s not a place of grain, figs, vines, and pomegranates, 
and there is no water to drink!'  Then Moses and Aaron went from the presence of the assembly to the doorway 
of the tent of meeting.  They fell down with their faces to the ground, and the glory of the Lord appeared to them.  
The Lord spoke to Moses, 'Take the staff and assemble the community.  You and your brother Aaron are to 
speak to the rock while they watch, and it will yield its water.  You will bring out water for them from the rock 
and provide drink for the community and their livestock.'  So Moses took the staff from the Lord’s presence just 
as He had commanded him.  Moses and Aaron summoned the assembly in front of the rock, and Moses said to 
them, 'Listen, you rebels!  Must we bring water out of this rock for you?'  Then Moses raised his hand and 
struck the rock twice with his staff, so that a great amount of water gushed out, and the community and their 
livestock drank.  But the Lord said to Moses and Aaron, 'Because you did not trust Me to show My holiness in 
the sight of the Israelites, you will not bring this assembly into the land I have given them.' " 
 
In this second event, God tells Moses to speak to the rock.  However, Moses didn't speak to the rock but struck 
it. 
 
The argument is that Moses was punished for violating Biblical silence.  God did not tell Moses that he couldn't 
strike it, but Moses did and went beyond God's words.  (He even had to strike it twice!)  Because Moses did 
something that God was silent about, God punished Moses by not allowing Him to enter the Promised Land. 



 
Honestly, this is a decent argument for the Law of Silence.  This is why I have included this story in this section 
of the study.  However, what exactly did God tell Moses and Aaron they were guilty of? 
 
Num 20:12.  "But the Lord said to Moses and Aaron, 'Because you did not trust Me to show My holiness in 
the sight of the Israelites, you will not bring this assembly into the land I have given them.' " 
 
It appears that Moses' and Aaron's sin was that they didn't give God the credit.  Look again at what they had 
said. 
 
Num 20:10.  "Moses said to them, 'Listen, you rebels!  Must we bring water out of this rock for you?'" 
 
Though this sin of Moses and Aaron may perhaps be an example of God punishing someone for violating the 
Law of Silence, it seems more likely that God punished Moses and Aaron because they gave themselves the 
glory for bringing water from the rock.  God may have punished them for violating Biblical silence, but God 
certainly punished them for keeping the glory for themselves and not giving credit to God.  In the light of Herod's 
death in Acts 12:21-23, God was merciful to Moses and Aaron. 
 
Luke 4:14-21.  Jesus "entered the synagogue on the Sabbath day and stood up to read." 
 
The idea and practice of the Jewish synagogue is similar to Christian church.  In Jesus' day, the synagogue was 
the common place to meet and worship on Saturdays.  They still had the temple in Jerusalem, but synagogues 
were every city where enough Jews lived.  Yet the synagogue is not found in the Old Testament anywhere.  The 
Old Testament is completely silent about synagogues.  But when Jesus walked the earth, He visited many, 
many synagogues.  In this passage (Luke 4), Jesus participates in the synagogue teaching and Scripture 
reading.  Did Jesus promote the use of the synagogue?  No.  But we know He did not reject them.  It appears 
that Jesus permitted the idea and practice of the Jewish synagogue which was a matter of Scriptural silence. 
 
 
God Responds with Blessing 
Hezekiah Blessed When Deviating from Law 
In the chapters of 2Chr 29-30, Hezekiah changed how priests served and how the nation observed Passover.  
Here is the story broken down and summarized. 
 
Ex 12:1-11.  Passover is commanded to be observed on the 14th day of the first month, Nisan 14. 
 
Lev 7:19-21.  As far as fellowship offerings, a man could not eat meat that was unclean nor be unclean himself. 
 
Num 9:6-12.  There were two men who were unclean because they had handled a corpse but they wanted to 
observe the Passover.  Moses and God then commanded that if a person is unclean from a corpse or on a 
distant journey, they can take part of the Passover a month later, on the 14th day of the second month, as long 
as they kept all other laws about the Passover. 
 
Before this event, it was unknown whether it was lawful to eat the Passover while unclean.  In this passage, God 
and Moses established that it was sinful for an unclean person to observe the Passover.  It also gave a 
provision that allowed an unclean person to observe the Passover but a month later when they are clean. 
 
2Chron 29:3-11.  Hezekiah invites ALL Israelites to Jerusalem to worship God and consecrate the temple.  
 
2Chron 29:16-19.  Hezekiah has the priests cleanse the temple, and they do so in the first eight days of his 
reign. 
 
2Chron 29:20-24.  Hezekiah offers 28 animals for the initial sacrifices. 
 
2Chron 29:25-26.  Hezekiah instructs the Levites to play musical instruments according to the Lord's command 
through David, Gad, and Nathan. 
 
2Chron 29:27-30.  Hezekiah and all the assembly bowed in worship by singing, reading/singing the psalms, and 
playing instruments. 
 



2Chron 29:31-33.  Hezekiah opened up the sacrificing to the people, who brought around 4,000 animals to 
sacrifice to God. 
 
2Chron 29:34-35.  There was a problem.  There aren't enough priests.  At this time, the non-priest Levites 
(Levites who were not the sons of Aaron) were more willing to be consecrated than the those who were 
supposed to be priests (the sons of Aaron).  Thus, non-priest Levites joined the regular priests in the sacrificing 
of all the animals. 
 
Was this lawful?  What did God think of this?  Didn't God prohibit anyone but the sons of Aaron to be priests 
(Num 3:9-12, 3:38, 4:15, 8:13-19, Deut 10:8-9)?  Wasn't King Uzziah punished for trying to perform the duties of 
a priest while he was not a son of Aaron (2Chr 26:16-21)? 
 
2Chron 30:1-9.  Later, Hezekiah invites ALL Israelites to Jerusalem for the Passover. 
 
2Chron 30:10-12.  The couriers are mocked; only a few people outside of Judah come to Jerusalem. 
 
2Chron 30:13-15.  There is another problem.  They celebrate the Passover on the 14th day of the second 
month. 
 
God, through Moses, commanded the Passover be celebrated in the first month of the year.  The Passover of 
the second month was for those who were unclean.  God never addressed whether it was acceptable for the 
Israelites to eat the Passover in the second month if they were clean in the first month.  Therefore, for the nation 
to eat the Passover during the second month was a matter of Biblical silence.  What did God think about this? 
 
2Chron 30:16-19.  There was a third problem.  There were people from the kingdom of Israel who ate this 
Passover while they were unclean!  Hezekiah prays for the people who are unclean but had eaten the Passover. 
 
Was that lawful?  What did God think of this?  According to God's and Moses' law in Num 9:6-12, it was 
prohibited for an unclean person to eat the Passover.  After Hezekiah has made these three mistakes, he finally 
approaches God.  How did God respond to Hezekiah's and the people's mistakes? 
 
2Chron 30:20.  God listens to Hezekiah and heals the people. 
 
Despite Hezekiah messing up three time, God heals the people! 
 
2Chron 30-21-26.  The Israelites continue the Passover for the entire 7 days.  There had not been as much 
rejoicing since the days of Solomon! 
 
2Chron 30:27.  "Then the priests and the Levites stood to bless the people, and God heard their voice, and their 
prayer came into His holy dwelling place in heaven." 
 
When all was said and done, how did God react?  What about the non-priest Levites made sacrifices and 
blessed the people?  What about everyone celebrating the Passover a month later than instructed?  What about 
unclean people eating the Passover contrary to the law?  Yet in all three mistakes, God heard their voices and 
their prayers which entered into His holy dwelling place in heaven! 
 
 
Conclusions on God's Responses 
The account of Hezekiah is very appropriate to this study.  It shows that God not only overlooked the things 
Hezekiah did despite Biblical silence but also the sins of Hezekiah, the priests, and the people.  If God can 
choose to overlook sin and bless people with righteous motives for doing something contrary to law, then 
couldn't God bless someone for doing something God had not addressed?  If God chooses to bless or punish 
for sins based on the person's heart, what gives us the right to approve or condemn others for doing 
something that God was silent about when we do not know the person's heart? 
 
When God blesses someone for "violating" Biblical silence, does that make God unfair in His divine justice?  
Why would God punish Moses and Aaron but bless Hezekiah and the people? 
 
Rom 9:14.  "What should we say then?  Is there injustice with God?  Absolutely not!  For He tells Moses: I will 
show mercy to whom I will show mercy, and I will have compassion on whom I will have compassion." 



1Cor 4:5.  "Therefore don’t judge anything prematurely, before the Lord comes, who will both bring to light what 
is hidden in darkness and reveal the intentions of the hearts.  And then praise will come to each one from God." 
Gal 5:22-23.  "The fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, patience, kindness, goodness, faith, gentleness, self-
control.  Against such things there is no law." 
 
 
 
PART 4: SCRIPTURES ON HOW TO INTERPRET BIBLICAL SILENCE 
Do Not Add To Or Take Away from God's Word 
God has shown in many places that Biblical silence should be respected. 
 
Deut 4:2.  "You must not add anything to what I command you or take anything away from it, so that you 
may keep the commands of the Lord your God I am giving you." 
Deut 12:32.  "You must be careful to do everything I command you; do not add anything to it or take 
anything away from it." 
Rev 22:18-19.  "I testify to everyone who hears the prophetic words of this book: If anyone adds to them, God 
will add to him the plagues that are written in this book.  And if anyone takes away from the words of this 
prophetic book, God will take away his share of the tree of life and the holy city, written in this book." 
 
A good argument can be made that these passages only apply to the Old Law and the book of Revelation.  
However, the principle should still remain for all of Scripture.  God explicitly gives us the Principle of Silence in 
Proverbs--which can and should be applied everywhere. 
 
Prov 30:6.  "Don’t add to His words, or He will rebuke you, and you will be proved a liar." 
 
Not only does this include not adding commandments or restrictions, it also includes adding permissions and 
endorsements. 
 
 
Silence Belongs to God; Revealed Things Belong to Us 
Deut 29:29.  "The hidden things belong to the LORD our God, but the revealed things belong to us and our 
children forever, so that we may follow all the words of this law." 
 
These words of Moses fit best with the second view, that is, the vanity view, on how Christians interpret subjects 
of silence--that they neither benefit nor harm, they is neither permit nor prohibit.  Silence belongs to God, not us.  
Should this verse be every Christian's approach to Biblical silence? 
 
The church would certainly be more united and a better witness of Christ if we focused on what the Bible says 
and left the Biblical silence to God--as Moses said.  This way, we would show the world love by doing what 
Scripture says. 
 
"People are divided less over what is in the Bible than over what isn't in it."  -Jeff Himmel, 3-28-2001 
 
 
David and Companions Ate the Consecrated Bread 
Of all the Scriptures we will look at concerning Biblical silence, this subject has the most practical instructions on 
how a Christian should treat Biblical silence. 
 
Lev 24:5-9.  "Take fine flour and bake it into 12 loaves; each loaf is to be made with four quarts.  Arrange them 
in two rows, six to a row, on the pure gold table before the Lord.  Place pure frankincense near each row, so that 
it may serve as a memorial portion for the bread and a fire offering to the Lord.  The bread is to be set out before 
the Lord every Sabbath day as a perpetual covenant obligation on the part of the Israelites.  It belongs to Aaron 
and his sons, who are to eat it in a holy place, for it is the holiest portion for him from the fire offerings to the 
Lord; this is a permanent rule." 
 
God instructs Moses about the consecrated bread.  In this passage, the bread is for Aaron and his sons.  There 
is no mention that it is excluded from anyone else; the Scriptures are silent about who can eat the bread outside 
of the priests.  Therefore, according to the Law of Silence approach, anyone other than Aaron and his sons are 
prohibited from eating this bread. 
 



1Sam 21:1-6.  "David went to Ahimelech the priest at Nob.  Ahimelech was afraid to meet David, so he said to 
him, 'Why are you alone and no one is with you?'  David answered Ahimelech the priest, 'The king gave me a 
mission, but he told me, "Don’t let anyone know anything about the mission I’m sending you on or what I have 
ordered you to do."  I have stationed my young men at a certain place.  Now what do you have on hand?  Give 
me five loaves of bread or whatever can be found.'  The priest told him, 'There is no ordinary bread on hand.  
However, there is consecrated bread, but the young men may eat it only if they have kept themselves from 
women.'  David answered him, 'I swear that women are being kept from us, as always when I go out to battle.  
The young men’s bodies are consecrated even on an ordinary mission, so of course their bodies are 
consecrated today.'  So the priest gave him the consecrated bread, for there was no bread there except the 
bread of the Presence that had been removed from the presence of the Lord.  When the bread was removed, it 
had been replaced with warm bread." 
 
If the Law of Silence is true, then Ahimelech is severely sinning by allowing David and his men to eat the 
consecrated bread of the Presence.  Did Ahimelech and David sin in doing this?  What did God think about this?  
God answers... 
 
Matt 12:1-7.  "At that time Jesus passed through the grainfields on the Sabbath.  His disciples were hungry and 
began to pick and eat some heads of grain.  But when the Pharisees saw it, they said to Him, 'Look, Your 
disciples are doing what is not lawful to do on the Sabbath!'  He said to them, 'Haven’t you read what David did 
when he and those who were with him were hungry--how he entered the house of God, and they ate the sacred 
bread, which is not lawful for him or for those with him to eat, but only for the priests?  Or haven’t you 
read in the Law that on Sabbath days the priests in the temple violate the Sabbath and are innocent?  But I tell 
you that something greater than the temple is here!  If you had known what this means: I desire mercy and 
not sacrifice, you would not have condemned the innocent." 
 
Fascinating!  Jesus agrees with the Law of Silence, saying that it was not lawful for David and his companions 
to eat the bread; it was only for the priests.  However, on the other hand, Jesus declares that His disciples are 
innocent when He appeals to this story of David.  In doing this, Jesus declares David to be innocent.  How can 
something be unlawful (sin) yet still be acceptable? 
 
Gal 5:22-23.  "The fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, patience, kindness, goodness, faith, gentleness, self-
control.  Against such things there is no law." 
1Cor 4:5.  "Therefore don’t judge anything prematurely, before the Lord comes, who will both bring to light what 
is hidden in darkness and reveal the intentions of the hearts.  And then praise will come to each one from God." 
 
From this we see that Jesus did promote the Law of Silence, but He left room for mercy and the fruit of the 
Spirit.  Jesus explicitly shows that He expects His people to respect silence, while at the same time, 
Jesus wasn't obstinate about punishing people for violating silence.  Therefore, Jesus' interpretation of 
Biblical silence is consistent with the Principle of Silence (definition in the introduction). 
 
 
Do Not Go Beyond What is Written 
This section is one of the arguments used to support the Law of Silence.  Instead of including this in Part 2, I've 
included it in this section because its context gives us great insights into how a Christian should interpret Biblical 
silence. 
 
1Cor 4:6a.  "Now, brothers and sisters, I have applied these things to myself and Apollos for your benefit, so that 
you may learn from us the meaning of the saying, 'Do not go beyond what is written.' "  (NIV) 
 
The argument is that this explicit command proves that God has prohibited anything that He has not addressed. 
 
Yes, Paul explicitly says not to go beyond what is written.  The last half of the verse gives the reason why Paul 
writes this instruction. 
 
1Cor 4:6b.  "Then you will not be puffed up in being a follower of one of us over against the other."  (NIV) 
 
Based on the reason Paul gives for his instruction that they should not go beyond what is written, Paul's purpose 
for the instruction is not that straightforward.  That is, Paul's instruction isn't as general or global as many people 
think it is.  As we will see in the context, Paul is writing about a real problem at Corinth, and Paul's instruction is 
his solution to the problem.  The problem is that certain Christians at Corinth were claiming superiority (being 



puffed up) over other Christians.  What are the details of this problem?  Let's look at the surrounding context to 
learn what they are. 
 
Paul's Instruction Concerns Apollos 
Notice that Paul mentions Apollos in this verse.  Why would Apollos need to be concerned about "not going 
beyond what is written"?  It is because 1Cor 4:6 is a continuation of the problem Paul addressed in the previous 
chapter.  Paul begins to describe the problem in 3:4 (mentioning Apollos) and then concludes the problem in 
3:21-23 (mentioning Apollos).  Therefore, we must look at chapter 3 in order to get more details. 
 
Being Puffed Up 
Notice 1Cor 4:6 mentions being puffed up.  How does being puffed up relate to "not going beyond what is 
written"?  They relate in that being puffed up is the problem and not going on beyond what is written is 
Paul's solution.  Paul speaks against people being puffed up in 3:21.  But throughout the whole chapter, Paul 
promotes humility, the opposite of being puffed up, in 3:4-5, 3:7, 3:10, 3:18-20.  Again, chapter 3 gives us more 
details about Paul's instruction. 
 
Paul and Apollos Applied "These Things" 
What are "these things" that Paul mentions in 1Cor 4:6? 
 
1Cor 4:5.  "Therefore do not go on passing judgment before the time, but wait until the Lord comes who 
will both bring to light the things hidden in the darkness and disclose the motives of men’s hearts; and 
then each man’s praise will come to him from God." 
 
There is a great message in this verse that is very applicable to this study on Biblical silence.  Paul tells the 
Corinthians to wait for the Lord to reveal the hidden things (Biblical silence) and righteously judge each person's 
motives, or hearts.  And until that time, Paul tells them to not pass judgment on the things that the Lord will 
reveal (Biblical silence now, explicitness when Christ returns).  In other words, don't judge other Christians' 
actions in regard to Biblical silence.  When Christ returns, He will turn all Biblical silence into explicitness and He 
will judge each person's motives. 
 
In conclusion, Paul's instruction of "do not go beyond what is written" is Paul's solution to the problems the 
Corinthians had when some of them were puffing themselves up based on Biblical silence and making 
judgments about each other based on Biblical silence.  Paul tell them to "not go beyond what is written" so that 
they should not be puffed up and not judge before hidden things (Biblical silence) are revealed (explicitness) at 
Jesus' second coming. 
 
 
 
PART 5: APPLYING THE SCRIPTURES TO BIBLICAL SILENCE 
Inference 
The truth is that we cannot always know what is in God's mind, or what He implies. 
 
1Cor 2:11.  "Who among men knows the thoughts of a man except the spirit of the man that is in him?  In the 
same way, no one knows the thoughts of God except the Spirit of God." 
1Cor 2:16.  "Who has known the Lord’s mind, that he may instruct Him?" 
 
However, we can always know what God has revealed to us through His words which His inspired writers have 
written down.  In this way, it is better for us to rely and focus on God's explicit words.  If we attempt to draw 
conclusions from God's silence, we might get it right.  But we might also get it wrong!  We must always be 
careful that we are not puffed up to the point where we think our logic is so sound that there is no doubt that we 
have inferred correctly.  The Bible warns us that we should be careful when we use human logic because, since 
we are human, we can still be wrong in our inferences.  Paul warns that it is easy for a fallible human to be 
convinced by fallible human logic. 
 
Col 2:8.  "Be careful that no one takes you captive through philosophy and empty deceit based on human 
tradition, based on the elemental forces of the world, and not based on Christ." 
 
Do not Judge Others Based on Biblical Silence 
While Scripture shows that Christians should respect the Law of Silence as Jesus did in Matt 12:4, Scripture 
also shows that God has blessed people for "violating" Biblical silence as Hezekiah did in 2Chr 30 and as Jesus 



showed in Matt 12:7.  The point is that it all comes down to the person's heart--which we don't know (1Cor 2:11) 
and cannot righteously judge (1Cor 4:5). 
 
The key verses to remember when dealing with Biblical silence are these. 
 
1Cor 4:5.  "Therefore don’t judge anything prematurely, before the Lord comes, who will both bring to light 
what is hidden in darkness and reveal the intentions of the hearts.  And then praise will come to each one 
from God." 
Gal 5:22-23.  "The fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, patience, kindness, goodness, faith, gentleness, self-
control.  Against such things there is no law." 
Deut 29:29.  "The hidden things belong to the LORD our God, but the revealed things belong to us and our 
children forever, so that we may follow all the words of this law." 
 
 
Romans 14 and 1Corinthians 8 
In this section, we will discuss Romans 14, which uses the example of eating foods, and 1Cor 8, which uses the 
example of meat sacrificed to idols. 
 
Rom 14:1-2  "Accept anyone who is weak in faith, but don’t argue about doubtful issues.  One person believes 
he may eat anything, but one who is weak eats only vegetables." 
 
The last phrase in Rom 14:1 is translated "opinions" in the ESV, NRSV, NASB, Good News Bible, and Jay P 
Green's Literal Translation.  It is translated as "doubtful" things in the ASV, HCSB, and KJV.  Can explicitness 
leave any doubt or come from human opinions?  I argue that it cannot.  Doubts and opinions come from Biblical 
silence, not from God's explicit words.  In other words, anything that God has not addressed in Scripture can be 
called opinions and doubtful things.  Thus, Romans 14 applies to how Christians should treat other Christians 
over matters of Biblical silence. 
 
Paul uses the example of eating certain foods.  He says that the person who cannot accept all food is the 
weaker brother.  The person who can accept all foods is the stronger brother.  In 1Cor 8, Paul uses the example 
of meat sacrificed to idols.  When it comes to interpretations of Biblical silence, the person who can accept all 
things God has not addressed is the stronger brother.  The person who cannot accept certain things God has 
not addressed is the weaker brother. 
 
Paul teaches the same thing in 1Cor 8. 
 
1Cor 8:4.  "About eating food offered to idols, then, we know that 'an idol is nothing in the world,' and that 'there 
is no God but one.' " 
1Cor 8:7.  "However, not everyone has this knowledge. In fact, some have been so used to idolatry up until now 
that when they eat food offered to an idol, their conscience, being weak, is defiled." 
 
Duty of the Stronger Brother 
Paul writes Romans 14 to instruct the stronger brother not to feel superior or look down upon the weaker 
brother.  The person who can accept the things God has not addressed must not view themselves as better 
than the person who cannot accept the things God has not addressed. 
 
Rom 14:1.  "Accept anyone who is weak in faith, but don’t argue about doubtful issues." 
Rom 14:3-4.  "One who eats must not look down on one who does not eat, and one who does not eat must 
not criticize one who does, because God has accepted him.  Who are you to criticize another’s household 
slave?  Before his own Lord he stands or falls.  And he will stand.  For the Lord is able to make him stand." 
Rom 14:13.  "Therefore, let us no longer criticize one another. Instead decide never to put a stumbling block 
or pitfall in your brother’s way." 
Rom 14:15-18.  "For if your brother is hurt by what you eat, you are no longer walking according to love.  
Do not destroy that one Christ died for by what you eat.  Therefore, do not let your good be slandered, for the 
kingdom of God is not eating and drinking, but righteousness, peace, and joy in the Holy Spirit.  Whoever serves 
Christ in this way is acceptable to God and approved by men." 
Rom 14:20-22.  "Do not tear down God’s work because of food.  Everything is clean, but it is wrong for a 
man to cause stumbling by what he eats.  It is a noble thing not to eat meat, or drink wine, or do 
anything that makes your brother stumble.  Do you have a conviction?  Keep it to yourself before God.  
The man who does not condemn himself by what he approves is blessed." 
 



1Cor 8:8-13.  "Food will not make us acceptable to God.  We are not inferior if we don’t eat, and we are not 
better if we do eat.  Be careful that this right of yours in no way becomes a stumbling block to the weak.  For 
if someone sees you, the one who has this knowledge, dining in an idol’s temple, won’t his weak conscience be 
encouraged to eat food offered to idols?  Then the weak person, the brother for whom Christ died, is ruined 
by your knowledge.  Now when you sin like this against the brothers and wound their weak conscience, you 
are sinning against Christ.  Therefore, if food causes my brother to fall, I will never again eat meat, so that I 
won’t cause my brother to fall." 
 
1Cor 10:23-24.  " 'Everything is permissible,' but not everything is helpful.  'Everything is permissible,' but not 
everything builds up.  No one should seek his own good, but the good of the other person." 
1Cor 10:28-33.  "If someone says to you, 'This is food offered to an idol,' do not eat it, out of consideration for 
the one who told you, and for conscience’ sake.  I do not mean your own conscience, but the other person’s.  
For why is my freedom judged by another person’s conscience?  If I partake with thanks, why am I slandered 
because of something I give thanks for?  Therefore, whether you eat or drink, or whatever you do, do 
everything for God’s glory.  Give no offense to the Jews or the Greeks or the church of God, just as I also 
try to please all people in all things, not seeking my own profit, but the profit of many, so that they may be 
saved." 
 
Lastly, if a person cannot accept what God has not addressed, do not judge that person.  In doing so, you would 
be going beyond what is written and inflated with pride. 
 
1Cor 4:5-6.  "Therefore don’t judge anything prematurely, before the Lord comes, who will both bring to light 
what is hidden in darkness and reveal the intentions of the hearts. And then praise will come to each one from 
God.  Now, brothers, I have applied these things to myself and Apollos for your benefit, so that you may learn 
from us the saying: 'Nothing beyond what is written.'  The purpose is that none of you will be inflated with 
pride in favor of one person over another." 
 
Duty of the Weaker Brother 
Paul writes Romans 14 to instruct the weaker brother not to criticize or judge the stronger brother.  The person 
who cannot accept the things God has not addressed must not condemn the person who can. 
 
Rom 14:3-4.  "One who eats must not look down on one who does not eat, and one who does not eat must 
not criticize one who does, because God has accepted him.  Who are you to criticize another’s household 
slave?  Before his own Lord he stands or falls.  And he will stand.  For the Lord is able to make him stand." 
Rom 14:23.  "But whoever doubts stands condemned if he eats, because his eating is not from a conviction, 
and everything that is not from a conviction is sin." 
 
1Cor 10:25-27.  "Eat everything that is sold in the meat market, asking no questions for conscience’ sake, or the 
earth is the Lord’s, and all that is in it.  If one of the unbelievers invites you over and you want to go, eat 
everything that is set before you, without raising questions of conscience." 
 
Lastly, if a person accepts something that God has not addressed, do not judge that person.  In doing so, you 
would be going beyond what is written and inflated with pride. 
 
1Cor 4:5-6.  "Therefore don’t judge anything prematurely, before the Lord comes, who will both bring to light 
what is hidden in darkness and reveal the intentions of the hearts. And then praise will come to each one from 
God.  Now, brothers, I have applied these things to myself and Apollos for your benefit, so that you may learn 
from us the saying: 'Nothing beyond what is written.'  The purpose is that none of you will be inflated with 
pride in favor of one person over another." 
 
 
 
CONCLUSION 
When it comes to recognizing Biblical silence, challenging the interpretation that Biblical silence prohibits or the 
interpretation that Biblical silence permits, knowing how God has treated mankind's responses to Biblical 
silence, reading Scriptures that teach about Biblical silence, and applying all these things to our lives, I pray that 
you have learned much and that your faith in God and His word will grow because of this study. 
 
 
 
If you would like to offer comments and/or corrections regarding this study, please email Andrew at xyhelm@gmail.com. 


