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Propositions and M ain Points

Let us go over some review questions. Is there oné/proper way to outline a passage for a sermon?
The exegetical outline may be very similar, but twugl vary greatly? The homiletical outline mayrya
greatly. Part of the reason for that is an exposstbound to represent the truth of a text butthet
pattern of a text. You are bound to representriité bf the text as an expositor but not necesstrd
pattern of the text. What then governs how a sersinauld be outlined? Your purpose and fallen
condition focus (FCF). If there is not one rightyta use that material out of an exegetical outime
your other study, what does govern the outline?dureose and the FCF.

There are three basic types of outlines. Whatdsiibst common? Logical outlines. What others are
there? Sequential or chronological and picturesgumagistic. So, the three types of outlines are
logical, sequential, and picturesque. What aregtiadities of good homiletical outlines? They inaud
unity, brevity, parallelism, proportion, and progs®n. Also, remember FORM, the little acrosticeyh
should have FORM—"faithful to the text, obviousrirdhe text, relevant to a fallen condition focusd a
moving to a climax.” Those are just summary thoadham the last lesson.

In this lesson we will be talking about basic pijrhes of outlining and moving to greater particslar

And | want to kind of prepare for this by sharirapge heart experience that some of you are aware of.
There is a very dear friend of mine and a frienthefseminary who has been missing for a couple of
days now, and we think he has probably taken hisIde. He is a pastor, a pastor to quite a fewgbeo
who go to this seminary. As | spoke to his wifetgeday, | thought, what great truths can you
communicate at such a time? In my mind the gre#tigrare the simple ones. “He is the good Shepherd,
and | will ask Him now to carry you close in Hisva, close to His heart.”

We will do many technical things in the next fewdens. But | do not want the technical things ¢alst
your sight of what we are trying to accomplish. ®e just trying to make God’s word clear to God’s
people. There are some technical things about canuation that we need to learn, and we need to do
that well. But do not lose sight of the goal. We aot trying to make things more complex. We are
trying to make the Word of God in all of His etdrtraths crystal clear for His people. Let us ptiagt

the Lord would enable us to do that.

Father, we will deal with mattersin this class on this day that are highly technical and, in some ways, as
we are gaining facility in them, even frustrating to us. But the goal is great. The goal is that the hope
that isin Your Word, that You have transferred through the ages, would be proclaimed to Your people
with boldness and compassion and great clarity. For there will be momentsin life where we will need it
to be very, very clear to us. Grant us, therefore, as we do what we confess are some rather mundane
tasks this day, a sight of the goal: Your people understanding Your word. Give us Your blessing, we
pray for the sake of Your people and the message of Your Son. We pray in His name. Amen.

Our goal for this lesson is to understand the bfesitures and constructions of good propositioms an
main points. If you think of this class in largepe, we have talked about the nature of the Word of
God in general, we have talked about the natuteeo§ervant of God, and we have talked about the
nature of the text and what we are trying to comicate out of it. Now we are moving right into whsit
the nature of that sermon itself, and we are gtorigok at some of the skeleton. We are going ta&o
right in and do that hard work of anatomy and begithink particularly for formal messages. Now, we
will not always preach formal messages but paridylfor the most formal, classical messages, we wi
study what those outlines look like. | will readdgnfess to you that | do not always preach thig.wa
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This is the most classical method; we are leartamgnomy. We are learning very basic things that we
will now use in much greater ways and more facidgsvin the future. But we will walk down this path
for a while and recognize it is playing the scddefore we get to jazz. This lesson is like learrihng
scales. | want to freely confess that to you, mateowe have this terminology and these principles
down, we can do lots of different things—that ie foal. As we think about it, recognize that affer
overview we are now zeroing in on the detailed tiguaent of specific components of the homiletical
outline.

First, what is a proposition? Now, the traditiodafinition is as old as John Broadus. The trad#@ion
definition of a proposition is “a statement of teject as the preacher proposes to develop its'ish
pretty basic, right? Your English teacher would ttdhe theme statement. But for a sermon it is “a
statement of the subject as the preacher proposis/elop it.” Now, that definition is over 150 ysa
old, so let us talk about some additional develapsian definition. We will add to that traditional
definition some distinctions for what an expositargssage is, particularly framed according to atass
guidelines. A proposition is also a theme statenmahtating how an FCF will be addressed in the
message. Thus it is not just a statement of thstlbut it is a statement of the subject addickszs¢he
FCF. What is the burden of the message? What isguiwat you will be addressing? The theme is
addressed to that problem, as it were, that tlissigeaks to.

Second, a proposition is a statement of the mang tthe message is about. It is broad enough tercov
the content of all the main points, and it is prowe developed by each of the points. Now, if yould
imagine a stool, the proposition is the seat aedihin points are the legs. The proposition hdeto
broad enough to cover all the legs (the main phibig it also has to be supported by the spesin
points. So, the proposition is to cover and be stuegd by each of the main points. The main points
should not be about something else; they are tbbet this specific proposition.

Third, a proposition is a summary of the introdatand an indication of what the rest of the messag
will be about. Thus the proposition points bothafard and backward. You can kind of think abounit i
the hourglass mode here. A proposition is a summttye introduction, and in that way it is poirgin
back. The introduction also says, “Here is whatlll be talking about: here is the problem, and hsre
how the text addresses it. Thus the propositionnsanzes what the introduction has been about,tbut i
also signals what the rest of the message willdoeiia The proposition is both a summary of the
introduction and a preparation for the rest ofrtiessage.

A key idea to which we will return many times instlisemester is this: the introduction preparestfer
proposition in two major ways, in concept and terohogy. On our hourglass again, if the proposii®n
kind of at the neck of the sermon, if the propositis a summary of the introduction, then it will
certainly use the concepts of the introduction. ifteduction should get us ready to hear what the
subject of the sermon is. But, again, we are inr@ahmedium. People are listening for what we sayl
we need to give them cues, not just conceptualiyefsen in the terms that we use in the introduction
Thus if in my introduction | talk about, “God id@end to sinners,” then my proposition will be “G¢s
kind to all people.” You may think, “Well, that iee same subject.” It is the same subject, said in
different terms. As a result, the ear is now coeflusSo, unlike your English teacher who would say,
“Use different words,” your homiletics instructays, “Use the same words.” We are preparing the ear
as well as the mind for what will follow. The inthaction prepares for the proposition in concept and
terminology.

Let us refine our definition of a proposition, thénproposition is this, going back to the claskica
definition: a statement of the subject as the greaproposes to develop it. That is still true. A
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proposition is a statement of the subject as tbagirer proposes to develop it, with (in light ofFEF)
the concepts and terms of the introduction.

That is the general definition. Now let us beginalk about the marks of such propositions in thoesim
formal structure, so in classical terms. The stat@nfrom Henry Jewitt is the one that virtually gve
homiletics book has quoted for the last half cent@ver and over again, in a statement of what a
proposition is, Jewitt says, “I do not think anymeen should be preached or written until that
proposition has emerged clear and lucid as a absgdhoon.” This is good graphic language. The
proposition should just shine there in the darkmédle text to say, “Here is what this message is
about,” as clear as a cloudless moon. Now, we egimtio think about what that proposition includes
by what we know the rest of the sermon will be dabB@member, we said a sermon is not just what is
true, but it is also what to do about it. It is gt about what to do, because that is a kind-edgher
arrogance, “Do this, do this, do this.” Nor isusj about what is true, because that is preacher
abstraction. It is these two things together: whatue and what to do about it. Thus if the projpas is
about all of those things, you might easily guéss it is going to be a wedding of a principle amd
application or exhortation, which is also knowrtlaes application. Now again, that means that what is
true, the principle, is wed to what to do, the exditon or application. The formal way homileticgan
say this is “A proposition is a universal truthahortatory mode.” A proposition is something that is
universally true, and | can exhort you on the basis. Because it has those two elements, whiaties
and what to do, principle and application, we retbg that a proposition is not principle alone. For
example, “Jesus is the only hope of salvation.”tTha good statement, and it is all true. Bus ihot a
proposition, because what is it lacking? It is lagkthe application—it is just principle. Neitheara
proposition just application alone, like, “We shibpreach Christ at every opportunity.” This is terel

it is a great application, but the truth for it med been established. So a proposition is priecied to
application. For example, “Because Jesus is theluope for salvation, we must preach Christ atyever
opportunity.”

There are two basic forms of doing this. Here | give you terminology to learn so we can usetiia
on down the road. There are two basic forms ofgursg universal truths in hortatory modes. Thstfir
is a consequential form. The key word here is “bsed In this form you will say, “Because something
is true, do this.” There is a causal effect betwienprinciple and application. An example of the
consequential form is “Because Jesus is the o lod salvation, we must present Christ at every
opportunity.”

The second major form is conditional. You are sgyhat, because some condition exists, there are
necessary implications. The key words here aré“fidy,” and “since.” In this form you will say, fl(or
since) this condition exists, there are these icapilbns.” For example, “If disciples are to pre&trist
at every opportunity, then we must prepare to aiotHim.” My first clause there, the principle, ¢du
also be “Since all are born in sin...” Do you hear tlondition there? That is the condition in which
people exist. “Since all are born in sin, then westrieach them the Gospel.” If all are in this dbad,
then what are the necessary implications?

| do not want you to try to solve all the questiah®ut which to use at which time. Your ear will te
you. What | really want you to hear is that you dayptions. It could be “because,” it could be “iby’it
could be “since.” | just want you to hear the opi@nd not wonder about which is the right onesta u
If it sounds right to your ear, it will sound rigtat other people’s ears. So either “because,” ‘&sihar
“if.”
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There are many other ways of doing this weddinglwdt is true and what to do about it. We will
concentrate this semester on these conditionatanskequential ways of wording things just to learn
some basic principles. The key thing, again, isnow your options: either the “because” statements
the “if” or “since” statements. These forms reflear preaching commitment to preach in accord with
biblical priorities. We want to preach truth angbpit to our lives. This is kind of what we havaid
from the beginning, right? “All Scripture is givéy inspiration of God and is profitable for doctjrior
reproof, for correction, for instruction in rightegness” (2 Timothy 3:16). Here are the applicatidris
truth, it is inspired by God for these purposesl ae will try to preach it that way.

Now, those are propositions. You recognize we atdalking about propositions alone, but also good
main points. So let us talk about good main paastsvell. First, what is the mark of a good maimpdi
A good main point is, like the proposition, a unsa truth in hortatory mode. Main points are also
universal truths imortatory modes. That is, they are a wedding of principle @plication. Just like
propositions, good main points are also a weddfrgriaciple and application. Here is Haddon
Robinson, another of the classical writers on hetigcs. Many seminaries use his book, as he is bne o
the sterling writers on homiletics. Here is howdoes it in his boolkBiblical Preaching. You will see
here again some classical forms: “We should pi@se because He has elected us in Christ.” Is this
main point conditional or is it consequentialsltonsequential. It uses “because” here in the lmidd
rather than at the beginning, but it is still cansential. Which is the application? The phrase toates
before or after the “because”? The phrase that sdyatore, that is right. “We should praise God...”
There is the application. The principle is here:He.has elected us in Christ.” Thus this is a usiaker
truth wed to an application by “because.” That teugh and application in consequential form.

Now look at the parallelism happening in additiortiiese other things in his second main point, “We
should praise God, because He has dealt with usding to the riches of His grace.” Is this conufital
or consequential? It is again consequential. T hparallelism, you would have to use consequential
again, would you not? So you know that if one npimt is consequential, the rest will also be
consequential. Otherwise your parallelism will fgtlart. “We should praise God...” Which is the
application, the first or last part of the statet?efhe first, “We should praise God...” And then we
have a new principle: “...He has dealt with us acetwydo the riches of His grace.”

His third main point is “We should praise God, hesmHe has sealed us with the Holy Spirit until we
acquire full possession of our inheritance.” Nows tast main point may have trouble passing tB@ 3:
AM test. If you were to cut it short, to give itrae brevity, how would you do that? You could sakg’
should praise God, because He has sealed us withHdly Spirit.” You could then develop the rest of
the original statement under that main point. WH@tildon Robinson is doing here, of course, is simply
guoting more of the verse. But if, for homiletigalrposes, we wanted to make it more brief, we could
put the period there and then talk about how thly Spirit seals us within the body of that mainmdoi

Do you notice that, in these three main points giyglications are the same? “We should praise God...”
They are the same throughout the outline.

What kind of consistent message is this? This igpplication-consistent message, because the
application clause stays the same. Could you hawraeaiple-consistent message? Yes, you could keep
the principle consistent and change the other §ldeyou have to start with the application? Naatld

be on either side. Do you have to put the “becaus#ie middle? No, it could have been at the
beginning. So we recognize there are variationswbiat makes it consequential is that there is a
“because” somewhere; what makes it a valid maintpsithat it has both truth and application; and
what makes it application consistent is that thaiegtion is what is unchanged throughout the three
main points. If the principle had stayed the sam&ould have been principle consistent.
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A student has asked how we make sure our proposgibroad enough to cover all of this? The
proposition will have the same anchor clause, whithtake care of the consistent clause. Thatow h

it will cover that. The proposition will have tharae consistent element. The developing clausesilive w
call the magnet clauses, the ones that are chaagihgherefore drawing attention to themselved (tha
why we call them magnet clauses—they draw attertbtdhemselves). For these clauses that change,
you will need to have a proposition conceptualtgéaenough to cover them. If we were to create a
proposition for Haddon’s three main points, we kritMe should praise God” will be part of it. That

will stay the same; we know that is the first geErour proposition. The changing or magnet claases
“He has elected us in Christ,” “He has dealt wishagcording to the riches of His grace,” and “Hs ha
sealed us with the Holy Spirit.” Can you think oflause that is broad enough for that? “We should
praise God because...” what? We could say, “We shaaide God, because He has accomplished our
salvation.” And then | say, “How did He do that? &élected us in Christ, dealt with us accordinght® t
riches of His grace, and has sealed us with thg Bpirit.” Thus we have a conceptual entity that is
broad enough to cover all the developing clauseswill need to create a proposition that is enooigh
an umbrella that it will cover conceptually the mapints that come beneath.

Another mark of good main points is that they aeafel. The language lines up. They are paratlel i
their wording. Another mark of good main pointghat they are progressive. We do not say the same
thing over again. In fact, typically, we move fomddo greater and greater concepts. Thus we are
progressing in our understanding and not standirige same place.

The next three items | will mention about main peiall apply to the application clause specifically
The first three qualities | just mentioned—that d@oain points are universal truthshortatory mode,
they are parallel, and they are progressive—apélitportions of every main point. But these next
three things | will mention apply only to the ajgaliion clause.

The clause is first positively worded. Do you renbemhow we said this last time? You take out the
“not’s.” This semester, we will not word our maiaipts in negatives, “do not...” You may say, did not
the Lord set a different precedent when He gavd &meCommandments? Then | will say, well yes, but
you are not in that position yet. We will learntaking out the “not’s” and try to word things ireth
positive—what people should do rather than whay g#ieuld not do. The application clauses of good
main points will also be actively worded. Take the “be’s.” Take out all the “being,” all the passi
verbs. We will word them actively. The last thirgg the application clauses is that we will seelwtod
them as “you” or “we.” Now, technically that is vaebbng them in either the first or second personadlur
“What should you do?” “You must do something” or &khust do something.”

| have already been down this path a little witki.yldomileticians, especially classical ones, debate
should you say “you” or “we”? What are the advae&®)If you say, “you,” what is the power of that? |
is very directive. Do you have the authority to sapeople, “You should do something...”? Do you
have the authority to do that? On what authority yau do that? Not on your authority, but on the
Word'’s authority. You can, with the authority oktiVord of God, say, “You must stop, this is not the
way Christians live.” Do you have the ability toySave”? “You” communicates great authority. What is
the advantage of using “we”? It communicates comtguadentity. It is identifying with people. At
times, do you need to identify with people? At tando you need to confront people? The answer to
both is yes. Again, | do not want to say using onthe other is right or wrong. Rather, | will ubat
great word of judgment, “pastoral prudence.” Asaatpr, knowing what the Word says and who your
people are, which is most appropriate? Sometimasaib need to say “you,” and sometimes you will
need to say “we.” “We are really struggling withe@k today, some of us in this community.” And
sometimes | need to say to people, “You must std@reainments that are hurting your heart as you
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prepare to proclaim God’s Word to God’s people.imgtimes | need to say “you.” And the same will
be true for you many times down the road.

So, those are our options, and they work well emahplication clause. Is that clear? The firstehre
qualities | mentioned for main points apply to ggking in the main point: principle and application
parallelism, and progression. And the last thrésgi+—taking out the “not’s,” taking out the “be’sghd
using either “you” or “we”—apply to the applicati@tause only.

How do we harmonize these things, propositionsmath points? Keep the wording of the proposition
and the main points parallel. How do we make sweam keeping things together so that this message
has unity? Let us look at an outline that is ppieiconsistent, in consequential form: “Becausesles
commands believers to obey Him boldly, we must laiot Christ at every opportunity.” Now, | hope
when you see a classical form you already recogmieetest it may have trouble passing. What is it?
Any classically worded main point or propositioreddiave trouble passing the 3:00 AM test. It isgus
lot of words. Ultimately we will move beyond thisit we will learn the classical form, because gslo
something. It teaches us basic hermeneutics evferebse have had the rest of the curriculum.

In other classes, such as New Testament Introduetid Biblical Hermeneutics, we will talk about how
you take something that is true and turn it intoraperative. That is always a difficult step bilalliy.
“Jesus told His disciples to go into all the wosdd, you should go into all the world.” “Jesus and H
disciples wore sandals, therefore...” Well, why i€ @m imperative and the other not? Why does one
truth lead to an imperative and the other does WotPare kind of forced to wrestle with that alrgad

by wording main points and propositions with alirahd application. This forces us, before we have
been trained in many principles that will come ddiva road, to begin to look at a text with basic
hermeneutical principles in mind and allow us togtaim truth accurately and boldly for God’s people

So, what do we do? In a proposition, we will make side of it become the same with the same side in
the main points. For example, “Because Jesus coutsriaglievers to proclaim Him boldly, we must
proclaim Christ at every opportunity.” This is theposition, and that last section is the overaughi
portion. The parallel phrase and anchor clausBéxduse Jesus commands His believers to proclaim
Him boldly...” Thus your first main point could be 88ause Jesus commands His believers to proclaim
Him boldly, we should proclaim Christ in difficuituations.” Again, that last section is the keyrevo
change, right? This is what changes: “...we shoutalprm Christ in difficult situations,” “...we should
proclaim Christ to difficult people” (second maiaipt), and “...we should proclaim Christ despite our
difficulties” (third main point). These three lastctions are all about how we should “proclaim Strat
every opportunity,” which was the overarching co$the proposition. In this particular case, the
principle stays the same, and thus it is a prieegansistent outline. The clause that change<is th
application, and therefore it is the magnet clatisepne that draws attention to itself. Ultimately

will say the subpoints, applications, and illustras are about the magnet clause, the clause that
changes. This is because that is what the eardesaus because it is different. That is what yowehtav

talk about, what you said that was different. TWwigitdraw much attention to itself.

What would an application-consistent outline loible? Let us look at an application-consistent oetli
that is in consequential form. Here is the propmsjt‘Since Jesus alone provides salvation, we must
proclaim Christ to the world.” Then the first maiaint is “Since Jesus alone purchased salvation...”
Notice here the changing clause is at the beginmwhge the anchor clause is the second—it is the
application. “...we must proclaim Christ to the wdrtetcurs in the proposition and each of the main
points, and that is an application. We must do sbimg. Thus it is an application-consistent outline
And what changes is the reason for that same apiglic \WWhat is one reason for that application?
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“Jesus alone purchased salvation.” What is anodason? “Jesus alone possesses salvation.” What is
another reason? “Jesus alone bestows salvatiortieSapplication is consistent, but the principle
changes. You are saying, “Here is reason to dalimg. Here is another reason to do the same .thing
Here is another reason to do the same thing.”dpfdication consistent with a change of principle.
Again, here it is in conditional form.

Keep one side of the proposition consistent in rpaint development. Not only do we have parallelism
in the points, but also one side (either princgri@pplication) stays the same, it is consistené Jide

of the proposition that stays consistent in théimeliis called the anchor clause. If the principiehe
proposition becomes the anchor clause, what kiraltiine is this? If the principle is the anchaause,

it is a principle-consistent outline. If the applion of the proposition becomes the anchor, gis i
application consistent. We keep the non-consigti@nises of the main points as parallel in wordisg a
possible except for key word changes. Thus evéhndrtlause that changes, we will still try to lune

the verbs, subjects, and objects. We will try e lihem up as well as we can, but something will be
changing, and of course those are the key wordggdsam he non-consistent side of the main points is
each main point’s developmental component, aldeatdhe magnet clause. It draws attention to itself
The magnet clause is what the exposition of thearpaint supports or develops. The magnet clause
draws or attracts the exposition to itself, whishvhy it is called the magnet clause. Thus the cunite
of each main point develop or support that maimp®magnet clause.

Something seems to be missing, then. When will veg deal with that anchor clause? When do we
ever explain how that is true or how that got tReféell, we also establish the truth of the anchause.
We establish the truth of the anchor clause epr$y,before or just after the proposition. Usudlhg in

the introduction that we establish the truth ofa@inehor clause. But occasionally it can be estaddis
toward the beginning of the first main point. Ttelg establishment of this premise is necessaigesin
the whole sermon rests on the adequacy of the awctdngse. The proposition, at the neck of the sarmo
(if we think of it as an hourglass), will be basedwhat was developed in the introduction and pespa
for everything that follows. Typically that meamtanchor clause is something rather apparengrrath
taken for granted. This is because you do not haweh time to explain it. It should be somethinglfai
obvious from the passage. Occasionally it will bet So if you do not have time to explain it in the
introduction, you will need to do it right afteretiproposition, usually very early in the first maioint.
Otherwise, the sermon does not have the foundgtiameed to follow. Thus if | were to say, “We must
proclaim Christ at every opportunity,” | will alsay, “Here Jesus says to take the Gospel to atinsat
Everyone needs to hear this.” This is somethingerabbvious there in the text. But if my first anch
clause is something like, “God elects us by grdoeey’ that may need some further explanation to
establish it. | may have to do a little more ornttfidat may even be too difficult to handle as achar
clause. That may need to be in a developmentasetlathat may even take the whole sermon to
develop. But if | cannot just say it quickly, anstill want it to be the anchor clause, | shouldab&e to
explain it fairly quickly in either the introducticor at the beginning of the first main point. Tiss
because it is the developmental clauses that talktlabout in the rest of the sermon. Therefoee th
anchor clause should be fairly clear early in tlessage. Almost always we can get the anchor cl#use
properly chosen) explained before the propositieneappears. Then people can say, “Of courseighat
what you said you are talking about, | see thiabhdw what we will be talking about.”

Someone has asked if it is merely arbitrary wheyloeruse a principle- or application-consistent
outline. No, it is not arbitrary. It is a featurbpurpose. What is the purpose of this message®ylsay,
“In this message, what | really want is for pedi@ehange their behaviors.” In that case | mayause
principle-consistent application: “Because thifrige, you should do this, and this, and this.” ©@the
times | may want people not to change their behlraylout only to reinforce a behavior. Then | mag us
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an application-consistent outline: “Do this forgheason, for this reason, and for this reason. You
already know to do this, but you are not doingydu need to reexamine this reason, this reason, and
this reason, so you will be doing what you alrekdgw to do.” For example, “You should pray more.”
Well, I knew that before | came here. Why shouti lit? Thus the message will be about reinforcing
that application. Now, it may be that an applicatior principle-consistent message could be prehche
on the same text, given what you know pastoralthéspurpose to which you are directing this messag

It has also been asked if one type (applicatiorprimciple-consistent) lends itself better to weblow.
Probably not. Almost always, web will occur wheprthis some hard situation to be addressed. Then
you will be looking for a text to address a certsitoiation. In those times | would probably be most
often looking to reinforce already known concepis. example, “You already know to believe and
have faith in God in this position. Here is anotreszson and another reason...” That may be trud, but
have not really thought that through. But web dod fusually relate to how we select texts rathanth
to how we form the message.

What if your proposition comes from a differentttéxan the rest of the message you are preaching?
Technically, that would be known as a textual mgssand we will not do that this semester. An
expository message will get its proposition andmpaiints from the text. Textual preaching has h ric
history in homiletics, but we will not do that tliemester. We will do expository messages. | &l s
what does this text say? We may go to other texssipport or corroborate, “Here is what it saysher
and | can show you it is here, but just so you kitag/true, | can point you to other texts as Welut
we will not say, “Here is something from 1 JohnwNiet us see how it is played out in the life of
David.” We will not do that yet. That is technigattalled a textual message, where main points come
from the text but developmental features come fsomewhere else. We will say main points and
subpoints come from this text. This semester wedeilexpository preaching only. We will talk about
some of those definitions in the lessons to come.

Now, if the text you are dealing with is a repetitiof a previous text, it provides context. We \sdly
that context is part of the text. In order to urstind this text, you need to know where that répati
was. It is necessary for interpretation of the textlentify its context. However, that is diffetdrom a
textual message. You can have a series of messagetopic, and an individual message can be
preached expositorily. However, that would be kn@sra topical message and is different from an
expository message. A topical message takes its figm the text, but its development comes from
other texts. That technically is not an expositmgssage. That does not mean it is not from thesRibl
could not be developed scripturally. But an exogitnessage solemnly binds itself to say, “I well t
you what this text means.” Now, | may have a subjed, but | am not saying, “Here is the subject:
prayer. Now let me tell you what five texts saypvayer.” We are saying, “This is what this textsay
You can preach the topic of prayer expositionalhgwing it from Scripture. But an expository messag
according to its historical definition gets its ma@ioints and subpoints from this text. That is its
definition.

Here are some cautions for propositions and mamgd-irst, make sure propositions and main points
are not coexistent. Coexistence occurs when thegtitaor wording of a main point is too much like th
proposition or another main point. It is when theught or wording of a main point is too much like
proposition or another main point. Here is an examtbe proposition is “Because Jesus is the only
hope of salvation, we must preach Christ at evepodunity.” The first main point is “Because Jesis
the only hope of salvation, we must preach Chrigtmever there is an opportunity.” Those are differe
words, are they not? But what is the first maimpabnceptually like? It is just the propositioreov
again. Even though | have chosen different wotts cboncept has not changed. Now, what does the
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hearer, who is not looking at an outline but justehing, wonder? “Was that a development or was th
the same thing over again?” Or, let us say youhestemain point as the third main point. “Because
Jesus is the only hope of salvation, we must pr&dufst whenever there is an opportunity.” What if
that was the third main point? People would sayaitvd second, we already talked about that. We have
been there already.” Coexistence usually happems wbu choose different words but the concept is
too much like the first one. You have already béneme. Do you know when you usually notice that you
have done this? When you start doing the applicatitd you have nothing different to say than what
you said in that other main point.

As another example, “We should pray more” couldhgeapplication for the first main point. Then,

“We should pray more frequently” might be the apglion of a coexistent main point. You may think,
“What can | say now that would be different fromawh just said?” The applications seem to be the
same. Thus we want to make sure the concept agwéie wording differs between the main points. In
other words, coexistence may be conceptual asasedrminological.

Another thing to do is to make sure the propositiors not inadvertently indicate a development or
structure the main points do not reflect. If thegmet clause of one of my main points is “Jesussave
and keeps,” what do people automatically assumsuhpoints will be? “Saves” and “Keeps.” What
gave them the clue that those were the subpoiritezdnjunction “and” in the wording of the magnet
clause. If you use conjunctions, the ear hearsahalivisions. Do you hear that? You meant to umte
concepts, but the ear hears it as a division. Ty say, “Jesus saves and keeps,” you havedirea
signaled to people what your subpoints are. Buttwheau meant to say, “My first subpoint is ‘He

hears and responds,” well, the ear was not prepfarethose words. What if your first subpoint was
simply something like, “He saves and responds”? &dras still not prepared for that, it is still

confused. If you create what is called “branchingtiich is what conjunctions create, you have orally
told people where you are going. This can be végctve, can it not? You may even word the clause
with a conjunction rather than saying, “Here is tva will be talking about.” But what you do not

want to do is to create a development you do Htmvip because then you only create confusionoff, f
example, you work on a Philippians passage, youwsay to say, “Because Jesus died and rose again,
we should follow Him.” What will people automatiahssume your subpoints will be? “Jesus died”
and “Jesus rose again.” If you want to communitiaé as one concept, what would you say? “Because
Jesus rose...” That is the overarching concept, lsecaworder to rise, Jesus must have died. If you
have to choose, choose the overarching concept.

Now, what if you wanted to say, “My first subpoistthat Jesus died”? What if my first subpoint is
“Jesus died” and my second is “He rose again.”hMieat would | want to do? | may very well want to
put those branches into the wording so that thabpants follow. But here is the idea: we want to
avoid branching unless we use it. If you want te itisthen put it in, by all means. It can be viegypful.
But avoid branching unless you use it.

Here are some helpful hints to know whether onm®tare wording main points as we want. The first is
the “imperative test”: do you have within that mamint a “we should” or a “you should”? Is there an
imperative clause? Is there a “we” or “you should(ar’ a “we” or “you must...”)? Is there an
imperative clause? By the way, if you do not use“the” or the “you,” you could use a verb in the
imperative mode, right? For example, “Pray, becduse listens.” What is the missing implied pronoun
there? “You,” “You should pray.” So you can usei@perative mode verb. But the danger would be if
you have two clauses and neither has an applicadBB@tause God is sovereign, He raised Jesus from
the dead.” What is missing? | have two clauseswthatt is missing? There is no imperative. “Because
God is sovereign, He raised Jesus from the dedakielare two clauses, but there is no “you” or "we.
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These are technically known as statements of fattnot exhortations. There is no exhortations It i
simply a statement of fact about something bectuses no exhortation clause.

Second, there is the “stand-alone test.” Will the@ple clause stand alone? If you were to onadre

the principle clause, would it make sense untdftséou kind of chop it apart from the other clawzsw
say, “Does that make sense or not?” Here is a Rample: “Because Jesus promises it, we should love
Him.” If you were just to chop off the principleatlse, which would it be? “Jesus promises it.” Does
that make sense? What are all your questions?sJesmises it.” | have no idea what that means. So
look at the principle clause and say, “If | werariake that stand on its own, does it make sen$e®” |
supposed to be a universal truth. Thus if | jusklat it unto itself, will it stand alone? A betexample

is “Because Jesus promises His love, we shouldhbre” In that case, “Jesus promises His love”
makes sense unto itself.

Now, here is one key hint: do not use pronounsoih the magnet and anchor clauses. This is known as
a double pronoun error. “Because Jesus loves ushaad proclaim Him.” To whom does the “we”
refer? It refers to “us.” This is a pronoun refegito a pronoun. Who is the “us™? You could say,
“Because Jesus loves His people,” “Because Jesas lelievers,” or “Because Jesus loves His
children.” Make sure the pronoun refers to a nadiuygu have a pronoun. You do not always have to
have a noun in the first clause. But you do nottveapronoun referring to a pronoun. You need a noun
or an implied noun.

There is also therbn sequitur test.” Make sure the application clause logicltdys from the principle
clause. The simple fact that you have two clauses dot mean they work together. “Because God
comforts the grieving, we should tithe.” Now, thédoth principle and application there. But tlagy
not go together. Thus you want to make sure thegt tjo together. The simple fact that you have both
principle and application does not make it worku¥Yeant to make sure the thought flows: that is a
sequitur, not anon sequitur.
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