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Harper Collins Study Bible: Textual Notes 
Compiled by Brian M. Sandifer, 2010. 

 

1. Genesis notes are very useful, except for continuous JEDP source identification.  Notes pay 

careful attention to literary themes, comparisons, contrasts, ironies, and reversals. 

2. Exodus notes not very helpful.  Author labors to show how narrative of plagues contradict 

one another.  Very little theology or literary insights. 

3. Exodus 1:8-22.  Comparison to Snow White fairy tale. 

4. Leviticus notes useful, although comments contain several priestly-sacrificial terms that are 

not commonly used in the religious literature, and don’t define them.  Notes are basically 

explanatory without any theologizing. 

5. Critical commentators sometimes miss the obvious in their zeal to find biblical 

contradictions/changes.  See Leviticus 20:21, where it is assumed levirate marriage is 

contradicted.  But the text assumes the near relative whose nakedness is uncovered is alive, 

thus levirate marriage doesn’t apply. 

6. Notes in Numbers are mildly helpful, although not much attention is devoted to literary or 

theological analysis.  Notes mostly contain cross-references and restatements of the text for 

clarity. 

7. There is no attention or mention at all is given in the introduction to Deuteronomy to the 

observation that the literary structure of Deuteronomy closely follows second millennium 

Hittite suzerain-vassal treaties, and the implications of such a structure should have on the 

dating and perceived unity of the book. 

8. Joshua 7:1.26.  Because the later date of the Exodus is presumed, archaeology of Canaan in 

1200s and 1100s B.C. is used against the narrative to propose that the conquest is folklore, 

not history.  The exactness and precision of ANE archaeology is assumed, while the recorded 

narrative is judged by archaeological interpretations.  The correct method is not the opposite, 

but each informing the other. 

9. Judges notes are helpful, paying careful attention to the text.  For example, the commentary 

is helpful at noting the juxtaposition of stories in chapters 19-21 of the Levite priests, their 

tribal homeland, and region of destination. 

10. Ruth notes are not helpful.  While they note the controversy of what scholars believe 

happened at Boaz’s feet on the threshing floor, no immorality is asserted. 

11. 1 Samuel 13:3.  A strange note that distinguishes Hebrews from Israelites as kin.  But 

compare 1 Sam 14:21. 

12. Notes in 1 & 2 Samuel give careful attention to textual variants in the Hebrew, LXX, and 

other ancient versions, making many suggestions for preferred readings to the NRSV. 

13. 1 Kings 16:34.  Commentator has a hard time bringing himself to say something is clearly a 

fulfilled prophecy. 

14. 2 Kings 3:27.  Note surmises that the wrath that fell upon Israel for the child sacrifice is from 

Moab’s god.  Strange—why not the LORD? 

15. 2 Kings 22:20.  Commentator stretches the text to interpret the prophecy as failing.  How 

will Josiah die in peace?  The Bible’s explanation is that he will not see the destruction God 

will bring on Jerusalem, not that his death will be peaceful. 

16. 2 Kings 23:9.  There is not contradiction here.  The Levites living away from Jerusalem do 

not quality for temple service and its benefits because they served at the high places. 
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17. Notes in 1 & 2 Chronicles do an excellent job of comparing parallel texts in the 

Deuteronomistic History and the Psalms, and drawing implications for differences. 

18. Note on 2 Chronicles 8:17-18 says that 2 Chr 9:21 says Ophir is a city that takes 3 years to 

journey to.  But this is not what the text says—only that every 3 years traders would come to 

Israel. 

19. Ezra 9:2 note cannot say that inter-religious marriage is worse than interracial marriage.  

How non-judgmental can we get? 

20. Esther 1:10.  Hermeneutic of suspicion arises.  List of names is meant to be deceptively 

authentic!  See also notes on Est 1:19; 10:2. 

21. Esther 2:5-6.  Notes indicate poor interpretation of identity of Kish. 

22. Psalm 82.  The existence of “gods” of the nations is assumed rather than interpreted as a 

polemic against false gods. 

23. Psalm 83:6-8.  Literalism assumed in a poetic genre to cast aspersion on the biblical record. 

24. Proverbs.  Notes are generally very helpful. 

25. Ecclesiastes.  Notes generally very helpful.  Note on 10:2 necessary to preserve non-political 

meaning. 

26. Song of Songs.  Interpreted as a secular love poem of erotic pre-marital sexual relations. 

27. Isaiah notes are helpful. 

28. Jeremiah notes assume a complex source and literary history of the book.  Also assume 

Jeremiah was an opponent of Davidic and temple worship, choosing to align himself with 

Moses and the Levitical line of priests instead of the Zadokite priesthood. 

29. Lamentations notes are helpful in pointing out literary features in the text. 

30. Ezekiel 14:12-20.  Apparently, Daniel from the threesome “Noah, Daniel, and Job” is an 

ANE king, not the biblical Daniel. 

31. Daniel 1:1-6:28.  Note reiterates that stories in Daniel are a-historical folktales. 

32. Daniel 2:36-45.  Commentator omits Rome as the fourth kingdom, adopting the order: 

Babylon, Media, Persia, Greece.  The reason appears to be that these are the four kingdoms 

specifically mentioned elsewhere in the book of Daniel. 

33. Hosea notes provide cross-references to the Psalms of Asaph.  Also, commentator provides 

Documentary Hypothesis links (JEDP) to several Pentateuchal passages. 

34. Joel 2:30-31.  Notes connect the imagery of locust swarm with natural weather phenomena 

occurring in the region, as a symbol of apocalyptic judgment. 

35. Amos 7:9.  High places were legitimate locations of worship until Josiah’s reign? 

36. Obadiah 1.  Notes don’t believe the brotherhood of Jacob and Esau is historical. 

37. Jonah notes are very helpful, paying close attention to comparison, irony, alternative 

interpretations, and OT references that shed light on Jonah’s message. 

38. Micah notes are generally helpful. 

39. Nahum notes explain well the difficult Hebrew and uncertain vocabulary in the book.  Notes 

are helpful. 

40. Habakkuk notes are generally helpful.  Commentator believes chapter 3 (Prayer of 

Habakkuk) is a later insertion. 

41. Zephaniah notes are helpful. 

42. Haggai notes are generally helpful.  Commentator makes reference to Haggai’s prophetic 

contemporary: “Third Isaiah”. 

43. Zechariah notes are helpful, paying attention to connections between the text and the temple 

situation of the time. 
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44. Malachi notes are helpful. 

45. 1 Esdras notes only comment on things unique to the book and bypass parallels with 

Ezra/Nehemiah.  When details between the 2 books differ, commentator occasionally sides 

with 1 Esdras over the canonical record. 

46. 2 Esdras notes are generally not helpful for explanatory purposes.  Cross-references are 

useful. 

47. Tobit notes point out parallels with other canonical and deuterocanonical books, especially 

Job. 

48. Judith notes are helpful for explaining the text and outlining the book’s chiastic structure. 

49. 2 Maccabees 10:1-9.  Notes in 2 Mac (as elsewhere) consistently compare accounts to 1 

Mac, often point out different perspectives, additional info, and contradictions. 

50. Wisdom of Sirach.  Notes are generally helpful, showing parallels with Bible (especially 

Proverbs) and with other ancient-contemporary extra-biblical literature. 

51. Baruch.  Notes assume author is not Baruch and the book is not historical (written much 

later than the Babylonian Exile). 

52. Letter of Jeremiah notes pay careful attention to the Hebrew text and variant readings, and 

compare ANE religion parallels. 

53. Susanna.  Notes are helpful, clearly arguing that the story is probably fiction and should not 

be regarded as historical or even written during the time it takes place. 

54. Prayer of Azariah.  Notes are helpful. 

55. Bel and the Dragon notes are helpful in showing parallels to the book of Daniel.  

Commentator believers the book (story) is a folktale, but asserts that some of the parallels are 

more historically plausible than in Daniel (pg. 1474). 

56. 4 Maccabees is clearly a unique piece of literature in the Apocrypha.  Author is a very 

Hellenized Jew. 

57. Matthew notes basically useless.  Mostly cross-references to other biblical passages, Gospel 

of Thomas, Didache, etc.  Very little literary or theological analysis. 

58. Luke notes are much like Matthew’s except little attention is given to Gnostic gospel 

comparison.  Luke notes are heavy on cross-references.  Notice the comment on the elder 

brother in the parable of the Prodigal Son (Lk 15): may be a subtle critique of scribes and 

Pharisees.  Maybe?!? 

59. Comment explains that John 5 belongs after John 6, because conflicts and travel narratives 

would fit/flow better.  But this is not clearly demonstrated, and no literary or theological 

reasons are offered for present ordering of the chapters. 

60. Acts (introduction).  On page 1855 the commentator notes that Paul is not an apostle 

according to Luke’s definition in 1:21-22.  But what about Acts 14:14? 

61. Romans 1:3-4.  Was there an early church confession that taught Christ was installed into the 

office of Son of God after his resurrection? 

62. Romans 5:12.  Implication is that Paul ignores Eve’s role in bringing sin into the world, 

choosing instead to focus on Adam.  This analysis completely misses the theological and 

covenantal point.  Author also implies that the doctrine of original sin is based on the 

Vulgate’s mistranslation. 

63. Romans 16:7.  Junia was a female apostle?  No argument is given for this bold assertion. 

64. 1 Corinthians 7:17.  Note claims that Paul exerted authority over churches that he founded, 

but not others.  Nothing said about the Roman church. 
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65. 2 Corinthians.  Interpreted as a compilation of several of Paul’s epistolary correspondence 

with the church in Corinth. 

66. Galatians notes are helpful.  But looks like they favor the New Perspective on Paul instead 

of the Reformation (and early church) reading of Paul. 

67. Ephesians notes are generally helpful, although commentator assumes the letter is written by 

a disciple of Paul.  Because of this, notes point out differences in emphases in Ephesians 

compared to undisputed “authentic” Pauline letters. 

68. Philippians notes are helpful.  Commentator believes Paul was not writing from prison in 

Rome. 

69. Colossians.  In introduction, commentator lists reasons why the letter should be considered 

post-Pauline.  Also, he assumes the author is unfairly criticizing his opponents. 

70. Colossians 1:14.  In authentic Pauline letters, sin is enslaving power; in authentic letters, sin 

is misdeed. 

71. 1 Thessalonians notes are generally helpful.  Nothing too controversial. 

72. 2 Thessalonians notes are helpful.  Commentator believes 2 Thess is not authentically 

Pauline, but notes more or less assume the perspective of Pauline authorship. 

73. 1 Timothy 5:9.  Are “widows” an office in the early church? 

74. 2 Timothy notes are helpful to the extent that interpretation doesn’t hinge on Pauline 

authorship.  Commentator writes from the perspective that the epistle is pseudopigraphal. 

75. 2 Timothy 3:16.  NRSV footnote offers alternative translation that significantly dilutes the 

teaching that all scripture is inspired (God-breathed). 

76. Titus notes are generally helpful. 

77. Philemon notes are helpful. 

78. Hebrews commentator dates the letter A.D. 60-95 based on its high Christology, and the 

assumption that high Christology must have taken decades to develop.  But no mention is 

made that Jewish Christians would not face so much temptation to return to Judaism after 

A.D. 70 when the Temple was destroyed. 

79. Hebrews 7:2.  Commentator suggests that Melchizedek king of Salem as a name/title does 

not mean what the author of Hebrews asserts. 

80. James 1:9-10.  The rich cannot also be believers? 

81. 1 Peter notes are helpful. 

82. 2 Peter notes are helpful.  Commentator assumes Peter is not the author. 

83. 1 John notes are generally helpful.  Commentator assumes author is a disciple of John from 

his faith community. 

84. 2 John notes are helpful, but assume that author is probably not the apostle John. 

85. 3 John notes are helpful. 

86. Jude notes are helpful and comment on OT and extra-biblical allusions. 

87. Revelation 2:3.  Interesting note that “Dragon” for God’s adversary also appears in the LXX 

for “Leviathan”. 


