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SUMMARY

The relationship between the two Testaments of the
Christian Bible is a fundamental problem in bibliecal
studies. As well as many exegetical studies of
particular aspects, there are numerous more general
works which present solutions to the problem as a
whole. It is the concern of this thesis to under-
take a much-needed analytical and critical study of
these modern solutionse.

Preliminary research led to the isolation of eight
distinct, though not all mutually exclusive, major
solutions. A basic requirement for understanding
these is to consider their biblical and historical
background, and this is outlined in Part One. The
solutions are then subjected to detailed analysis,
criticism and comparison. In Part Two the '0ld
Testament' solutions of van Ruler and Miskotte are
considered, appreciated and rejected because the
undue priority they give to the 0ld Testament, though
creating a certain incisiveness, leads to an inadequate
appreciation of the New Testament's contribution to
the relationshipe. In Part Three the 'New Testament'.
solutions of Bultmann and Baumgirtel are likewise
reluctantly rejected.

It is argued that a satisfactory solution will take
the evidence as it stands - two Testaments in one
Bible - and refuse to presuppose that either Testa-
ment is more important than the other. Four such
'biblical' solutions are considered in Part Four,
which thus constitutes the most important part of

the work: Vischer's frequently misunderstood Christ-
ological solution is rehabilitated; & new approach

to typolczy is developed and used to illuminate the
relationship between the Testaments; the popular
'salvation history' solution, especially as presented
by von Rad and his associates, is surveyed and_accepted,
with some reservations; and the study is completed by
a discussion of the important though less often ment-
ioned idea of tension between continuity and discont-
inuitye.
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the supervision of Mr D.J.A.Clines, Senior Lecturer
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of Biblical Studies of that University (1971-3) and
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The method of documentation us=d here follows essent-
ially that of the new Jjournal Semeia, which is also
that generally used in modern scientific scholarshipe.
Full bibliographical details of all works consulted
ere given in the bibliography. Within the text
parentheses rather than footnotes are used for doc-
umentation, and the information given is generally
limited to surname of author, date of first public-
ation, and relevant page or section number: e.ge.
Scott (1972: 234) argues that ee.;

it is sometimes suggested (e.g. Brown 1958) that cee}
Smith (1974) has shown this (p.3),and that (p.18)e.
Some of this information may be omitted if it is
obvious (e.g. in a section specifically on Bultmann
works by him are cited by date and page number onlys
or unnecessary (e.g. page numbers are omitted if most
or all of a book or article are relevant to a part-
icular point or if the article is very short).
Occasionally extra information is given if necessary
(e.g. if two or more works by the same author in

the same year are cited, they are distinguished by
suffixes - a, b, etc. - after the date). Pagination
in two different editions or printings is indicated
thus: Vriezen 1954/66: 77/89; wvan Ruler 1955: 33/35
(details of the relevant editions are given in the
bibliography - the earlier one is always given first)

12
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In the course of an argument it is usually sufficient
to know which scholar provided a particular piece of
evidence and when he did so. The method employed
here means that this essential information is more
accessible, being in parentheses rather than at the
foot of the page or - as is becoming increasingly
common - at the end of the work, and further details
for following up references are readily available

in the bibliography. In the present work this
method of documentation is supplemented in two wayse.
First, titles of exceptionally important works that
are discussed in detail here are given in the text,
along with other information as appropriate. Secondly,
interim bibliographies of particular topics and authors
are frequently provided in single-space type at the
end of the relevant section of the texte. In these
are given the titles or abbreviated titles of works
(plus, in the case of an article, the title of the
journal or editor of the symposium in which it
appeared), as well as the surname of the author and
date of first publication. For more details of
works reference should again be made to the full
bibliography. The result of this method of document-
ation is to reduce footnotes to a minimume. They

are used only for matters ancillary to the argument
of the text, whose presence there would seriously
disrupt the flow of the argument. They can there-
fore safely be ignored without losing anything essen-
tial to the argument of the thesis, though they do
provide clarification and justification of certain
minor points if required.

D.L.B.
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0.1 INTRODUCTION

a. Christianity has the New Testament as the
record and testimony of the life, death and resur-
rection of its founder, Jesus Christ, and of the
formation of the Christian Church. One of the
most fundamental questions which has faced theo-
logy and the Church in every age and still demands
an answer today is whether or not Christanity also
needs an 014 Testament. Is the 0ld Testament to
be thrown away as obsolete, or preserved as a relic
from days of yore, or treasured as a classic and
read by scholars, or used occasionally as a change
from the New Testament, or kept im a box in case

it should be needed some day? Or is the 014 Tes-
tament an essential part of the Christian Bible, the
eternally valid and authoritative revelation of God
to man? .

b. The importance of this problem has been for-
cibly expressed by Bernhard W. Anderson (1964) in
his introduction to a symposium on the significance
of the 01d Testament for the Christian faith:

'No problem more urgently needs to be brought to a
focus than the one to which the following essays are
addressed: the relation of the 0ld Testament to

the New ... it is a question which confronts every
Christian in the Church, whether he be a professional
theologian, a pastor of a congregation, or a layman.
It is no exaggeration to suy that on this question
hangs the meaning of the Christian faith.' (p.l)

The complexity of the problem is shown by the vast
quantity of modern literature dealing with parti-
cular aspects of the relationship between the Testa-
ments (cf. the bibliography of the present work) and
the fact that there is no comprehensive study and
only a few detailed studies of the whole problem.

15
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Ce. There are several levels at which the problem

of the relationship between the 0ld Testament and

the New Testament may be approached. One of the
most obvious is the historical: it is indisputatle
that there is an historical relationship between the
two Testaments, that the New Testament is historically
later and to some extent derivative from the 0l1ld Tes-
tament. It would be possible also to define linguis-—
tic, literary, sociological, psychological, ethical,
philosophical, and many other levels to the problem.
The fact is that a comprehensive study of the problem
of the relationship between the Testaments at all
these levels has never been undertaken since it would
be such a vast task. The present study concentrates
on the theological level of the problem because, as

is being increasingly recognised in modern biblical
scholarship, the 0ld and New Testaments are first and
foremost theological works, and their linguistic, his-
torical and ethical aspects are subordinate to this
central concern. Moreover, since even the theolo-
gical problem of the relationship between the Testa-
ments is too complex to be dealt with in its entirety
in a work of the present scope, this thesis will not
enter into detailed exegetical , historical or theo-
logical study of minor points but will concentrate on
the major aspects of the problem, the major solutions
proposed, and the major issues involved. Sometimes
this means that a question of considerable importance
is dealt with only briefly, but in such cases biblio-
graphies of more detailed discussions are provided.

d. The first part of the work delineates the
theological problem of the relationship between the
Testaments by means of a biblical, historical and
methodological introduction. Although it is in-
evitably far from comprehensive, this outline of
the development of approaches to the problem is
important to set the modern solutions studied in
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the body of the work in their context in the history
of theology. The next three parts of the work are
devoted to a study of eight important modern solutions
to the theological problem of the relationship between
the Testaments, Finally, the results and discussions
of the study are summarised and some conclusions
drawn.



0.2 OLD TESTAMENT

0.21 OLD TESTAMENT VIEW OF NREW TESTAMENT

It might be thought that the earliest, and therefore
definitive, approach to the problem of the relation-
ship between the Testaments would be that of the New
Testament. Yet important though this is, it is
necessary to go further back into history: the 0ld
Testament has not a little to say about its relation-
ship to future faith. A significant aspect of 014
Testament faith and religion is its expectation of
the future, as has been widely recognised in moderm
scholarship. Indeed Bultmann (194Sb) and others
have taken the 0l1d Testament's 'openness to the
future'to be the controlling factor in its view of
God, man and history. Nevertheless this forward-
looking aspect should not be overemphasised: the
014 Testament is also very concerned with past and
present realities.

a. On the 01d Testament's 'openness to the future':

Bultmann, Primitive Christianity(1949):183 c¢f.15-56;

Wolff, 'The OI in Controversy'(1956),ET in EOTI:284;

von Rad, OT Theology II(1960):319-22,332,361-3,etc.

Cf. Barth, Church Dogratics I.2(1938):70-101;

Miskotte, VWhen the Goas are Silent(1956):207-14,

NBtscher, Gotteswese und Nenschenwege(1958)

Eichrodt, 'IThe rroblem of Ol Lineology'(Excursus to
Theology of the OT I,1961):519;

Moltmann, Lheolozv of Hope(1964):ch.2;

Sauter, Zukunft und Verheissung(1965);

Preuss, Jahweglaube und zZukunftserwartung(1968);

Barr, 'The authority o: the 515Ie',§§(I§68):147-é;

Reist, 'The OT Basis for the Resurrection Faith®,
EQ(1971).

See also below: 4.12; 7.12; 7.24.

18
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b. There have been several recent exegetical studies
of 'hope' in the 0ld Testament:

Westermann, 'Das Hoffen im AT'Q952), repr. in ThB 24;
Vriezen, ‘'Die Hoffnuné im AT',TLZ(1953);

van der FPloeg, 'L'espérance dans 1'AT', RB(1954);
Zimmerli, Man and His Hope in the OT(1968).

Cf. Denbeaux, 'The Biblical Hope', Interpn(1951)

R.A.F. Mgckeﬁzie, Faith and Histo;x in the OT(1968):
ch.8;

Schreiner: 'Die Hoffnung der Zukunftsschau Israels'
in Kleinedam Festschrift(1969).

See also below: T.32.

c. In contrast, on the importance of present

reality in the 0ld Testament, see:

Berkhof, 'Over de methode der eschatologie',NedTT(1965);
Vriezen, 4in outline of OT theology(new edn 1966): 431-2;

Cf. Wright, 'History and Reality',0TCF(1964);
Fensham, 'Covenant, Promise and Expectation in the
Bible', Thz(1967).

0.22 DIVELCFMENT OF FUTURE EXPECTATION

a. There can be little doubt that Israel had some

kind of hope for the future from early times. This

is apparent from passages such as Gen.l2:1-3; 49;
Ex.3:8; Num.24; Deut.33; 2 Sam.T7;- 23:3-5; Amos 5:18
and Pss.2; 45; 68; 110. Recently Zimmerli(1968)

has traced this hope of 0ld Testament man in great
detail, and in the Primeval history alone points to
seven examples of his future expectation (Gen.l:26; 2:17;
3:14-20; 4:11-15; 6:5-83 8:21-2; 11:4), It is gene-
rally an optimistic view of the future, expecting mate-
rial and spiritual, political and family, blessing.

Since this early salvation hope is mainly concerned with
the continuation of the present order and -unlike that

of the prophets —does not envisage a radical renewal, the
term 'eschatology' is an inappropriate description.

All the same, there are elements in common with later
eschatological ideas and the distinction should not be
drawn too sharply (cf. Eichrodt 1933:472-80; Vriezen
1954/66:368/457; Jacob 1955a:319-25; Preuss 1968);
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b. Eschatology is best defined broadly, as 'ideas
which envisage a radical change to be brought about

by God in the future'. The narrower understanding

of eschatology as a developed 'doctrine of the last
things' is scarcely present in the 0ld Testament (cf.
Vriezen 1953b:200-203; Jenni 1962; Bright 1963; Clements
1965a:103-6; contrast van der Ploeg 1972).

Ce Various attempts have been made to explain the
origin and basis of Israel's eschatology. Smend
(1893) and Volz(1897) suggested nationalism as its
source. Gunkel(1895) and Gressmann(1905,1929) have
pointed to mythical elements and argued for an origin
in ancient Eastern mythological thought. Mowinckel
(1922) found the basis of the 01d Testament expecta-
tion in the enthronement festival and the disappoint-
ment which ensued when the kings of Israel proved to
be far different from the ideal of kingship. It can
hardly be denied that there is some truth in these
observations. But more recent study (e.g. Eichrodt
1933:494-9) has shown that such explanations are in-
adequate to account for Israel's expectation of the
future. It is now clear that 01ld Testament escha-
tology has an historical and theological basis.

The presupposition of the 0ld Testament is its belief
that God is active in the history of Israel. So

the 0ld Testament's hopes for the future are based

on the certainty that God is real though life may be
hard (Vriezen 1953b:228-9); on the tension between
the immanence and hiddenness of God which leads to
the hope that God's presence will be perfected in a
future coming (Jacob 1955a:317); on the perception
of the radical sin and unbelief of the people which
can only be overcome by God's grace (Bultmann 1933a:
27); and on the prophetic conviction that God will
act in the future as he has acted in the past, though
in an entirely new way (von Rad 1960: 116).



Smend, Lehrbuch der atl. Religionsgeschichte(1893):
171-3,218-22,238-44;

Gunkel, SchBpfung und Chaos(1895);

Volz, Die vorexilische Jahweprophetie(1897);

Gressmann, Der Ursprung der israelitisch-jlidischen
Eschatologie(1305) and Der lMessias(1929);

Mowinckel, Psalmenstudien II(1922) and He That
Cometh( 1951);

Bultmann, 'The Significance of the OT for the Christian
Faith'(1933),ET in OTCF;

Eichrodt, Theology of the OT I(1933):ch.ll;

Frost, 'Eschatology and Lyth',VIT(1952);

Vriezen, 'Prophecy and Eschatology',SVT(1953); An
outline of OT theology(1954 665:ch.11/9;

Jacob, Theolozy of the OT(1955):317-25;

von Rad, OT Theology 1I1(1960) 3

Jenni, 'Eschatology of fhe OT',IDB(1962);

Bright, '"Eschatology',DB“(1963) ;

MUller, 'Zur Frage nach dem Ursprung der biblischen
Eschatologie',VT(1964);

Clements, Prophecy and Covenant(1965):ch.6;

Preuss, Jahwezlaube und zukunftserwartunz(1968);

Zimmerli, lcan and Eis Hdope in the 0T(1968);

van der Ploeg, 'ischatology in tne OT',0TS(1972).

0.23 PROPHETIC ESCHATOLOGY

0.231 Introduction

The classical period for the development of Isracl's
eschatology was that of the prophets. Judgement and
salvation are portrayed with unparalleled clarity in
their message, as may be seen by looking at almost
any page of their writings. The pre-exilic prophets
attack the popular optimism of Israel and proclaim
the radical judgement of God; the exilic prophets
introduce a new optimism as they point to a new
beginning, a new creation and a new salvation. At
least four major features of the prophetic expecta-
tion of the future may be isolated: a time, a person,
a place and a people.



Important modern studies of prophetic eschatology

include:

Lindblom, 'Gibt es eine Eschatologie bei den atl.
Propheten?',StTh(1952) and Prophecvy in Ancient
Israel(1962):360-75;

Vriezen, 'Prophecy and Eschatology',SVT(1953);

Jacob, Theology of the OT(1955):317-44;

Rohland, Die Bedeutung der ErwBhlungstraditionen
Israels(1956); -

Grbnbaek, 'Zur Frage der Eschatologie',SEA(1959);

Knight, A Christian Theology of the OT(1959):ch.25;

Hentschke, ‘'Gesetz und Eschatologie',§§§(1960);

von Rad, OT Theolozy II(1960);

Jenni, 'Eschatology of the OT',IDB(1962);

Clements, Prophecy and Covenant(1965):ch.6;

Preuss, Jahweglaube und zukunitserwartunz(1968);

Zimmerli, kan and His Hove in tne OT(1968):86-137;

Mﬁlleﬁ, gg?nrunge und Strukturen atl. Eschatologie

19 H
Schunk, 'Die Eschatologie der Propheten',SVT(1974).

See also Fohrer, 'Die Struktur der atl. Eschatologie’
TL2(1960) and Whitley, The Prophetic Achievement(19635:
199-220, which argue that there is no eschatology in -
the pre-exilic prophets.

Cf. Herrmann, Die prophetische Heilserwartungen im
AT(1965).

0.232 Day of Yahweh

From the beginning of the prophetic period there

was a belief in a day when Yahweh would intervene

in the history of Israel (Amos 5:18-20). The ex-
pression ‘'day of Yahweh' occurs only infrequently
(see also Isa. 13:6,9; ZEzek.1l3:5; Jeel 1l:15; 2:1,
11,31; 3:14; Obadiah 15; Zeph.l:7,14; Zech.1l4:1),
but related forms are common in the prophetic writings:
for example, 'day of vengeance'(Isa.34:8; 61:2; Jer.
46:10) and 'on that day' (Ezek.29.21; Amos 3:14; cf.
Isa.2:11-12; Jer.3:16-18).

Among numerous studies of the *day of Yahweh' the
following are of particular interest:

Smith, 'The Day of Yahweh',AJT(1901);

Gressmann, Der Ursprung der israelitisch-jtidischen

Eschatologie(1905) s 141-150;
éerny_"_ﬁ_gl—, The Day of Yanweh(1948);
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)

Mowinckel, 'Jahves dag',NorTT(1958; not available to me);

Bourke, 'Le jour de Yahweh dans Jo®1',RB(1959);

Largement and Lemaitre,'Le Jour de Yahweh', BETL(1959):

von Rad, 'The Origin of the Concept of the Day of
Yahweh',JSS(1959) ;

Kutsch, 'Heuschreckenplage und Tag Jahwes',ThZ(1962);

Héléwa, 'L'origine du concept Prophétique du "Jour de
Yahvé" ' ,EphC(1964) ;

Schunk, 'Strukturlinie in der Entwicklung der Vor-
stellung vom "Tag Jahwes"',VT(1964);

Jeremias, Theophanie(1965):97-100;

Weiss, 'The Origin of the "Day of the Lord"',HUCA(1966);

Jenni, 'd)? jom Tag',THAT(1971);

Gray, 'The Day of Yahweh in Cultic Experience and
Eschatological Prospect',SZA(1974);

van Leeuwen, 'The Prophecy of the Yom YHWH',0TS(1974).

0.233 Messiah

Israel was familiar with God's provision of indivi-
duals to meet the nation's political or spiritual
need, in the form of prophets, judges, priests and
kings. So when her thoughts turned to the future
it is not surprising that they sometimes focused on a
person whom God would send. The concept of a Messiah,
though hardly ever linked with the Hebrew word f1°¢2,
may be perceived in various periods, especially in
connection with the figures of the Son of David (2
Sam.7; Isa.9:11l; cf. Pss.89; 132) and the Servant
of Yahweh (Isa.42; 49; 50; 53).

The classical studies of this important theme are:
Klausner, The Nessianic Idea in Israel(1902-1950);
Gressmann, Der l.essias(1929);

Mowinckel, He That Cometh(1951).

Others include:

Bentzen, King and Messiah(1948);

North, The Suffering Servant in Deutero-Isaiah(1948);

Rowley, 'The Suifering Servant and the Davidic
Messiah'(1950) and 'The Servant of the Lord!
(1952), both repr. in The Servant of the Lord;

Ellison, The Centrality of the l.essianic Idea for the
07(13537;

Rigaux(ed.), L'Attente du Messie(1954);

Zimmerli and Jeremias, weie Peeov ',TDNT(1954);

Ringgren, The Messiah in the 0T(1956);

Fohrer, Messiasirace und Bibelverst¥ndnis(1957);
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Jenni, '*Jewish Messiah',IDB (1962)3 - =
Schedl,  'Die messianische Hoffmung' in Leist (1965)3
Higgins, 'The Priestly Messiah',NTS (1967);

Bruce, This is That (1968):chs 6=8;

Coppens, Le liessianisme Roya1(19685; 'La reléve du
Messianisme royal' and 'Le messianisme
'israélite',§22Z197l);

Rehm, Der k®nigliche lMessias(1968)3

Kellermann, uwessias und Gesetz(19T1)

Talmon, 'Typen der liessiaserwartung um die Zeiten-
wende' in von Rad Festschrift(1971).

0.234 Materialistic hope

There was also a materialistic aspect to the esch-

atology of the prophets. This is often expressed

by Utopian ideas of world renewal and has two main

strands. The return of Paradise is a theme which

recurs in the prophetic writings (Isa,ll:6-9; 25:8;
51:3; Amos 9:13; Micah 4:3). Alongside this there
is the expectation of a renewed holy land (Isa.62:4
cf. 65:17; Jer.30:3; 32:6-15; Ezek.20:45; cf. Hosea
2:16-25/14-23) and a renewed holy city (Isa.60-66;

Ezek,40-48; Micah 4:1-2; Zech.2).

Eichrodt, Die Hoffrmng des ewigen Friedens(1920);
Gressmann, Der lessias(1929):151-164,171-9;"
Causse, 'Le mythe de la nouvelle Jérusalem',RAPR(1938)3;
Hebert, The Throne of David(1941):44-52; -
K.L. Schmidt, 'dverusalem als Urbild und Abbild‘,
ErJb (1950)3;
Gross, Die Idee des ewigen und allsgemeinen Weltfriedens
im alten OUrient und im A®(1950);
Porteous, 'derusalem-zion'(l196l), repr. in Living
the Mysterys
Clark, 'The Origin and Develorment of the Land Promise
Theme in the OT',Dissn (1964, not available to me);
Diepold, Israels Land(1972):129-139.

0.235 Spiritual renewal
Finally, the prophets looked forward to a renewal

of the people of God. After judgement there will be
restoration (Jer.29:14; 30:3; etc.; Ezek,16:53; Zeph.
3:30; cf.Deut.30:3). The nation will be exiled but
a remnant will return (Isa.7:3; 10:20-22; Jer.23:3;
Micah 2:12; Zech.8; cf.l Kings 19:18). They will
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take part in a new Exodus (Isa.4:5; 10:24-T7; 35;

51:9-11; Zech.10:8-11); a new cOvenant will be made
(Jer.30-33; cf. Isa.55:3; Ezek.16:60; 34:25-31); and
God will give them a new spirit (Ezek.11l:19; 36:26;

37; Joel3:1/2:28; cf. Isa.ll:2; Ezek.18:31; Hosea 6:1-3).

a. On jg}Fement and restoration see:
Baumann, 'JNIV 221w ',2AW(1929);

von Rad, OT Theology I(1957):69-84:
Ackroyd, ixile and Hestoration(1968).

b. On the remnant:
Meinhold, Der heiligze Rest(1903);
de Vaux, 'The "Remnant of Israel"'(1933),ET in
The Bible and the Ancient Near East;
Miiller, Die Vorstellunz vom Rest im aT(1339; not
available to me);
Herntrich, 'The "Remnant" in the OT',TDNT 4(1942);
Rowley, The Biblical Doctrine of Election(1950):ch.3;
Bright, The kingdom of God(1953):ch.3;
Dreyfus, 'La doctrine du reste d'Isra®l',RSPT(1955);
Stegeman, 'Der Restgedanke bei Isaias',BZ(1969);
Hasel, The Remnant(1972).

C. On the new Exodus:
Fischer, 'Das Problem des neuen Exodus',ThQ(1929);
Stamm, Zrlbsen und Vergeben im AT(1940):35-44;
Zimmeflié;Le nouvel "exode"' in Vischer Festschrift
1960); ,
B.W. Anderson, 'Exodus Typolozy in Second Isaiah' in
Muilenburg Festschrift(1962).

d. On the new covenant:

Gehman, 'A Study of the New Covenant',Interpn(1955);

Miskotte, Vhen the Gods are Silent(1950):409-15;

Wolff, 'The Understunding of History in the OT
Prophets' (1960), ET in EOTI:344;

Martin-achard, 'La nouvelle alliznce',RThPh(1962);

Coppens, 'La Nouvelle Alliance',C33(1963);

B.W. %ndgiion, 'The New Covenant and the 0l1ld',0ICF

19 H

Bright, The Authority of the OT(1367):217-18;

Buis, ‘'La nouvelle alliance',VI(1968);

Swetnam, 'Why was Jeremiah's new covenant new?',SVT(1974).

e. On the new spirit:

Hebert, The Throne of D.ivid(1941):58-65;

cf. Martinéachard, From Death to Life(1956):74-86,
93-10 .
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0.24 APOCALYPTIC

Towards the end of the 0ld Testament period apoca-
lyptic began to take the place of prophecy. The
beginning of this change may be seen in Daniel, Joel,
Isaiah (24-7; 56-66), Ezekiel (38-9) and Zechariah
(9-14). There is a growing tendency towards trans-
‘cendentalism and dualism which becomes fully developed
in extra-biblical literature. The difficulty in
reconciling the eschatology of the prophets with the
hard realities of life caused many to look beyond the
present age to a new age to be inaugurated by God.

A significant feature of this expectation is the
figure of the 'Son of Man'(TLan.7), which becomes so
important in later Jewish and Christian thought.

a. The past few years have seen an enormous amount of

literature on apocalyptic. Journal for Theolo and

the Church (1969,ed. Funk) and lnterpretation (l%?l,

ed. lays) have featured symposia; see also:

von Rad, OT Theology II(1360):301-8;

RBssler, Gesetz und Geschichte(l960$;

Vawter, 'apocalyptic',0=0(1960);

Russe%l %h§ Iethod and l.essaze of Jewish Apocalyptic

1964);

Schubert, 'Das Zeitalter der apokalyptik' in Leist(1965);

Frost, 'Apocalyptic and History' in Hyatt(1966);

Murdock, 'History and Revelation in Jewish Apoca-
lypticism',Interon(1967);

J.M. Schmidt, Die jlidische Apokalyptik(1969);

Hamerton-Kelly, 'The Temple and the Origins of
‘Jewish Apocalyptic',VI(1970);

Koch, The Rediscovery of apoczlyptic(1972);

Morris, avocalvptic(1973);

Collins, 'apocalyptic Eschatology',C3Q(1974);

HansonﬁlT?e Dawn of Apocalyptic(1975; not yet avail-
able).

The earlier works of Rowley (The Relevance of Apoca-
lyptic, 1944) and Frost (OT Apocalyptic, 1952) are
still standard, and the thought of the Pannenberg
group (see below: 7.32) is especially concerned with
apoczlyptic.
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b. On the Son of lan:
Nowinckel, He That Cometh(1951):346-450;
Emert?nésé?he Origin of the Son of Man Imagery',JTS
1 ;
Young, Daniel's Vision of the Son of Nan21958g;
Coppens and Dequeker, Le fils de l'homme(1961);
Perrin, 'The Son of Man',BR(1960);
Borsch, The Son of Nan in liyth and History(1967);
Leive?tagé)'Der Apokalyyptische lienschensohn',ASTI
19 ;
Colpe, '& tiés o0 &véplmou ' ,TDNT(1969);
cf. Hill,'"Son of Man" 'in Psalm 80 v.17',NovT(1973).




0.3 NEW TESTAMENT

0.31 NEW TESTAMENT VIEW OF OLD TESTAMENT

a. Just as the 01d Testament looks forward to %he
New, so the New Testament looks back to the 0ld.

The writers of the New Testament were convinced that
the lMiessiah had been born, the long awaited Son of

fan had come. His message was that the day of Yahweh
had dawned, arnd the world and the people of God were
about to be renewed.

b. C.H. Dodd(1852a) has shown that the Christian
Church developed a method of biblical study in which
certain major passages of the 0ld Testament (especi-
ally from Isaizh, Psalms and the Ninor Frophets) were
interpreted as testimonies to Christ. The princip-
les of this interpretation are inteliigible and con-
sistent, and all the main New Testament writers
agree on the selection of passages. Sentences from
these passages are quoted not as independent testi-
monies but to point to their context in the longer
passage. These 01ld Testament passages and their
New Testament interpretations contain the fundamen-
tal ideas about Christ and thus form the sub-struc-
ture of Christian theology.

C. Samuel Amsler(1960a) is concerned to ascertain
how the New Testament writers interpreted the 0ld
Testament. He investigates interpretation in Hebrews,
1 Peter, John, Paul, Acts and the Synoptic Gospels,
deliberately starting with those in which the inter-
pretation is most sophisticated and progressing to
those where it is most simple, and concludes that the
New Testament's interpretation is based on the 5&2
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of the passion and resurrection announcements in the
Synoptics (cf. Tinsley 1963). It is summed up in
the third Gospel: 'it was necessary that all that is
written about me in the law of Noses, in the prophets
and in the Psalms should be fulfilled'(Luke 24:44).
Amsler argues that, in spite of different emphases,
there are several characteristics in their 014 Tes-
tament interpretation which are common to all the
New Testament authors: (a) the New Testament authors
have the same basic orientation to the 0ld Testament,
recognising that the significance of the gospel
events is seen clearly only in the light of the 01l1d
Testament; (b) the New Testament authors recognise
in the 0ld Testament a witness which corroborates
their own; (c¢) the New Testament authors claim the
014 Testament as an advance witness, a promise which
shows the theological significance of events within
the history of salvation prior to their occurence;
(@) the lNew Testament authors interpret the 01ld
Testament as a witness to God's revelation and sal-
vation in history. This historical perspective is
in contrast to the legal perspective'characteristic
of contemporary Judaism, and is the reason why the
New Testament authors agree in their preference for
citing certain parts of the 01d Testament,

d. Barnabas Lindars(1961) has made a detailed

study of the doctrinal significance of New Testament
quotations of the 0ld Testament. His work is
governed by two main presuppositions: the results

of Dodd's research, referred to abovey and the results
of Qumran research, which have brought to light the
midrash pesher method of biblical interpretation.

In this method, 'a series of significant events, more
or less contemporary with the writer, is regarded as
the reality to which the prophecy points forward'
(p.15). Stendahl(1954) and El1is(1957) have previous—
ly shown the influence of this method on the biblical
interpretation of Matthew and Faul respectively, and




Lindars finds its influence throughout the New
Testament (cf. Fitzmyer 1961; Longenecker 1970).
His method is essentially that of form criticism,
and he concentrates on two factors in the New Tes-
tament quotation of Old Testament passages: shift
of application and modification of text. In this
way he traces the apologetic of the early Church
from its core in the resurrection to the passion,
earthly life, birth and pre-existence of Christ.

€. There has been a wealth of study of the New
Testament view of the 0ld Testament in recent years,
much of it consolidating earlier study rather than
breaking new ground. The result is to show beyond
dispute that the historical and theological basis
for the writing of the New Testament was the 014
Testament.

Harris, Testimonies(1916-20);

Schrenk, 'yo&@w ...',TDNT(1933);

Venard, 'Citations de 1'AT dans le NT',SDB(1934);

Vis, An Inquiry into the Rise of Christiznity out of
Judaicsm(1930);

Goppelt, Typos(1939);
Sperber: 'h% and Sepéuagint',i§§(194o);

Wolff, Jesaja 53 im Urchristentum(1942):ch.4;
Tasker, Tthe OL in the NIL(1940);
Atkinson, 'The Textual Background of the Use of
the OT by the New',JTVI(1947);
Cerfaux, 'L'exégese de 1'AT par le NT' in Auvray(1951);

Dodd, According to the Scriptures(1952); The OT in
the Liew(1952);

Smits, Oud-testamentische citaten in het NT(1952-63);

Fuchs, Hermeneutik(1954):177-210;

Piper, 'mxodus in the NT',Interpn(1957);

Fitzmyer, '4Q Testimonia and the NT',ThSt(1957) and
'The use of explicit OT quotations in Qumran
literature and in the NT',NTS(1961);

Wood, The Interpretation of the Bible(1958):ch.23

Bruce, biblical Lxegesis in the Qumran Texts(1959);

Nicole, 'NT Use of the OT' in Henry(1l959);

Amsler, L'AT dans 1'Eglise(1960);

Gerhargssgg, Vemory and Nanuscript(1961):225-34,
280-003

Lindars, NT Apologetic(1961);

Braun, 'Ias aT im LT',ZTK(1962);




Grelot, Serns chrétien de 1'AT(1962);

Larcher, L'actualité chretienne de 1'AT(1962);

Moule, The Birth of the NT(1962):ch.4;

Nixon, The Ekxodus in the NT(1963);

Morris, The NT and the Jewish Lectionaries(1964):ch.4;

Grant, Short History(1965):chs 2-4;

Hanson, Jesus Christ in the OT(1965);

Hesse, Das AT als Buch der Eirche(1966):ch.3;

Grogan, 'The NT Interpretation of the OT',TynB(1967);

Rese, 'Die Rolle des ATs im NT',VF(1967);

Runia, 'The Interpretation of the OT by the NT',
TSFB(1967);

Westermann, 'Prophetenzitate im NT',EvTh(1967);

Gese, 'Fsalm 22 und das NT',ggg(l96é);

Marbury, 'OT Textual Traditions in the NT',Dissn(1968);

Moule, 'Fulfilment - Words in the NT',§2§(1968);

G.P. Richardson et al., 'Aspects of Biblical Inter-
pretation',CBREFJ(1968);

Aune,(iggg%y Christian Biblical Interpretation',EQ

y

D.J. Ellis, 'The NT Use of the OT' in Howley(1969);

E.E,Ellis, 'Nidrash, Targum and NT Quotations' in
Black Festschrift(1969);

Barrett, 'The Interpretation of the OT in the New',
CHB I(1970);

Childs, Biblical Theology in Crisis(1970);

Longenecker, 'Can we reproduce the Exegesis of the
NT?%,TynB(1970); Biblical Exegesis in the
Apostolic Period(15975);

Verhoef, 'I'ne Relationship between the 01ld and the
New Testzaments', in Payne(1970):282-4;

Black, 'The Christological Use of the OT in the NT',
NTS(1971);

Hahn, 'Genesis 15, im NT' in von Rad Festschrift(1971);

Miller, 'Targum, Nidrash and the Use of the OT in the
NT',Q§§%§971);

Sand, '"VWie geschrieben steht..."' in Ernst(1972);

D.M. Smith, 'The Use o0f the OT in the New' in Stine-
spring Festschrift(1972);

Cunliffe-Jones, ...Zechariazh 9-14, the NT and Today(1973);

Grech, 'The "Testimonia" and Lkodern Hermeneutics',
NTS(1973) 3

Duling, 'The Promises to David',NTS(1974);

Holtz, 'Zur Interpretation des ATs im NT',TLz(1974).

Some studies of individual New Testament passages or
writers and their view of the 01ld Testament are listed
in the relevant sections below (0.33).
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0.32 JESUS AND THE OLD TESTAMENT

R.T. France (1971), arguing for the essential authen-
ticity of the Synoptic reports (chs 1,2), describes
in detail two main features of Jesus' use of the 0lad
Testament: types and predictions (chs 3,4). 1In
persons, institutions and experiences of 0ld Testament
Israel Jesus sees 'types' of his own person and work
(not so much explicit parallels as examples of the
continuity between God's acts in past and present
history).

And in the Messianic predictions of the 0l1ld Testament,
as well as more general eschatological hopes and
passages about the work of Yahweh, Jesus finds 'pre-
dictions' which he fulfils in his life and future
glory. Finally, in a study of the use of selected
01d Testament passzges by Jesus and his contempora-
ries (ch.5), France points to the revolutionary
nature of Jesus' 0ld Testament interpretation. Thus
he confirms the conclusion reached by Dodd (1952a:
109-110) that the distinctive character of the early
Church's view of the 0ld Testament originates from
Jesus himself.

The major modern work on Jesus'view of the 0ld
Testament is France, Jesus and the OT(1971).

An older one of importance is H8nel, Der Schrift-
begriff Jesu(1919).

Others, apart from sections in several of the general
works mentioned above (0.31), include:

Bultmann, Theology of the NT I(1948):15-18;

NManson, 'The OT in the Teaching of Jesus',BJRL(1952);
Tilden, 'The Study of Jesus' Interpretive [ethods',

Interpn(1953);
NMarcel, 'Our Lord's Use of Scripture' in Henry(1959);
Fluster, 'Blessed Are the Poor in Spirit',IEJ(1960);
Edgar, 'Respect for Context in Quotations‘?ﬁ§§(19625;
Mead, 'A Dissenting Opinion...',§2§21964g;
Nielen, 'Jesus und das AT' in Leist(1965
Jeremias, NT Theology I(1971);

Berger, Die Gesetzeauslegung Jesu I(1972)
Wenham, Christ an and_—gu_the Bibl"eEL(1972).

I3
L d
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0.33 NEW TESTAMENT WRITERS

It is impossible here to summarise the results of
much detailed research into the way different New
Testament writers view the 0ld Testament. Instead,
a selected bibliography of this research is given,
concentrating on recent work. It represents only a
part of the vast quantity of evidence accumulated

to show the way in which the New Testament is
dependent on the 0ld Testament.

0.331 Synoptic Gosrels and Acts

a. Matthew - there are several major studies:

Stendahl, The School of St.Matthew(1954);

Gundry, The Use of the OT in St,llatthew's Gospel(1967);

eConnell, Law_and rrophecy in l.atthew's Gospel(1969);

Rothfuchs, Die Erfiilluncszitate des liatthBus-Lvange-
1iums(1969).

Others include:

liecCasland, 'Matthew Twists the Scriptures',JBL(1961);

O'Rou{keéZSThe Fulfillment Texts in Natthew',CBQ
19 3

Kent, 'Natthew's Use of the OT',BS(1964);

Dupont, 'Nova et vetera(latt.13:52)' in Leenhardt
Festschrift(1968); ,

Senior, 'The Fate of the Betrayer',nTL(1972).

b. Mark:

Schultz, 'Markus und das AT',ZTK(1961);

iiauser, Christ in the Vilderness(1963);

Suhl, Die runktion der atl, Zitate und Anspnielungen
in Markusevangzelium(1965);

H. Anderson, 'The OT in Mark's Gospel' in Stinespring
Festschrift(1972);

Funk, 'The Looking-Glass Tree', Interpn(1973);

Kee, 'The Function of Seriptural Quotations...' in
Klimmel Festschrift(1975).

C. Luke:
Crockett, 'The OT in the Gospel of ILuke',Dissn(1966);
Funk, Language, Hermeneutic and the Vlord of God(19665:

ch.9;

Holtz( Ungﬁrsucbungen iber die atl. Zitate bei Lukas
1863 ) ;

Rese, Atl. ﬁotive in der Christologie des Lukas
(19897 ;

Bligh, Christian Deuteronomy (Iuke 9-18)(1970);
Ernst, 'Schriftauslegung und Auferstehungsglaube bei
Lukas' in Ernst52972).
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d. The Passion Narrative:

Bruce, 'The Book of Zechariah and the Passion Narra-

tive' BJRL(1961),

Rose, 'L'influence des psaumes...' in de Langhe(1962);

Hashimoto, 'The functions of the OT quotations and
allusions in the Marcan Passion narrative',
Dissn(1970; not available to me).

e. Acts:

Dupont, 'L'utilisation apologetique de 1'AT..."
ETL(1953); ‘'L'interprétation des psaumes dans
Tes Actes' in de Langhe(1962);

van Unnik, 'Der Ausdruck ‘EAE ELXATOY THL IHL...'
in Vriezen Feutschrift(quG),

E.E. Ellis, 'Midraschartige Zlge in den Reden der
Apostelgebchlchte',ZNW(1971)

£. Also:

Lohse, 'Hosianna',NovI(1963);

Banks, 'Jesus and the Law in the Synoptic Tradition',
Dissn(1969);

Patience, 'The Contribution to Christology of the
Quotations of the Psalms in the Gospels and Acts',
Dissn(1970; not available to me);

Koule, 'Pattern of the Synoptists',E (1971).

0.332 John

Barrett, 'The OT in the Fourth Gospel',JTS(1947);
Norga?, 'F?lfillment in the Fourth uospel',Interpn
1957) 5

Guilding, The Fourth Gospel and Jewish Worship
(196073

R.H. Smith, 'Exodus Typology in the Fourth Gospel!,
JBL(1962) ;

Glasson, Noses in the Fourth Gospel(1963);

Braun, Jean le Theolowien II(1954);

Borgen, bread from heaven(1965); 'Logos was the
Light',NovT(1972);

Freed, OT Quotat10n§~;g the Gospel of John(1965);
B;mpfylde, 'O quotations and imagery in the Gospel
according to St John',Dissn(1966 or 1967;

not available to me);
Meeks, The Prophet-K1n~(1967),
Richt?r, '?1e atl. Zitate in Joh 6:26-51a' in Ernst
1972) ;
Sehnackenburg, 'Zur christologischen Schriftauslegung
?es v%erten Evangelisten' in Cullmann Festschrift
1972) ;
Betz, 'kKann denn aus Nazareth etwas Gutes kommen?'
in Elliger Festschrift(1973);
Reim, Studien zur alt. Hintergrund des Johannes-
evangeliums(1973);
Lacomara( "Deuteronomy and the Farewell Discourse',

CcBQ(1974).
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0.333 Paul

The two most important studies are:

E.E.Ellis, Paul's Use of the OT(1957);

A.T. ?anso?, Studies in Paul's Technique and Theology
1974).

Others include:

Michel, Paulus und seine Bibel(1929);

Bonsifveg,)Exégese rabbinique et exégzese paulinienne

1939);

Davies, Paul and Rabbinic Judaism(1948);

Bl¥ser, 'Schriftverwertung und Schrifterkl¥rung',
ThQ(1952);

Boney, 'Paul's Use of the OT', Dissn(1956; not avail-
able to me);

Bultmann, 'Adam and Christ according to Romans 5°'
(1959),ET in Piper Festschrift;

von Schmid, 'Die atl. Zitate bei Paulus',BZ(1959);

Wilckens, 'Die Rechtfertigung abrahams nach RBmer 4'
in von Rad Festschrift(1961);

Barrett, From First Adam to Last(1962);

Ulonska, 'Die Funktion der atl. Zitate und Anspiel-
ungen in den Paulinischen Briefen' (Dissn,
not available to me);

Allen, 'The OT in Romans I-VIII',VoxEv(1964);

Ridderbos, Paulus(1966):139-170;

Conzelmann, an Outline of the Theolozy of the NT
(1967) : 166-170;

Harman, 'Paul‘'s Use of the Psalms',Dissn(19683 not
available to me);

Léon-Dufour, 'Une lecture chrétienne de 1'AT' in
Leenhardt Festschrift(1968); -

Bring, Christus und das Gesetz(1969);

Bandstra, 'Interpretation in 1 Cor.10:1-11',CTJ(1971);

Bring,'Paul and the OT',StTh(1971);

Leenh?rggi)'Abrabam et la conversion de Saul',RHPR

1 )

Via, 'A Structuralist Approach to Paul's OT Herme-

neutic',Interpn(1974).

0.334 Hebrews

Perhaps the most important study is that of Schrbger,
Der Verfasser des HebrBerbriefes zls Schriftausleger

(1968).

See also:

Westcott, The Epistle to the Hebrews(1889):appendix;
van der Ploeg, 'L'Lxégese de L1'AT...% ,RB(1947);
Katz, 'The Quotations from Deuteronomy in Hebrews',

ZNW(1958) ;
Caird( The)Exegetical Method of the Epistle...',CJT
1959) s

Synge, Hebrews and the Scriptures(1959);
Kistemaker, The Psalm Citations in the Epistle...
(19619 ;
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Kbster, 'Die Auslegung der abraham-Verheissung in
Hébr#er 6' in von Rad Festschrift(1961);
M. Bafthéz;The OT in Hebrews' in Piper Festschrift
19
Fitzm{egéB'"Now This Melchizedek..."(Heb.7,1)',CBQ
1
McGaughey, 'The Hermeneutic Method of the Epistle...'
Dissn(1963; not available to me);
Stott, 'The Jewish Background to the Epistle...',
Dissn(n.d.);
" Reid, 'The Use of the OT in the Epistle...',Dissn(1964;
not available to me);
Lewis, 'The Theological Logic in Hebrews 10:19-12:29
and the appropriation of the OT',Dissn(1965;
not available to me);
Sowers, The Hermeneutics of Philo and Hebrews(1965);
Thomas, 'The OT Citations in Hebrews',NTS(1965);
Howard, 'Hebrews and the OT Quotations',hovT(1968),
Willi??sggs Philo and the Epistle to the Hebrews
y
Stylianopoulos, 'Shadow and Reality',GOTR(1972).

0.34 CONCLUSION

a. One of the results of modern biblical study has
therefore been to clarify the significance oZ the 0Old
Testament's future expectation. The importance of
this result should be appreciated though it is un-
necessary to go to the extreme of interpreting the 0ld
Testament solely with reference to the future. It is
abundantly clear that the 01ld Testament in itself is
incomplete and looks forward to a completion by an act
of God outside its limits. This act is to be performed
by the same God in the context of the same history as
acts described in the 01d Testament. It is expected
that the new act will in many respects be analogous to
earlier ones, yet at the same time be radically diffe-
rent and more comprehensive. Thus the 01d Testament
looks forward to the future; and according to Christian
understanding looks forward to the New Testament.

b. Another result of modern biblical study has been
illumination of the extent and manner of the New
Testament's dependence on the 0ld Testament. The
New Testament proclaims the occurence of a new and un-
precedented act of God in the person of Jesus of
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Nazareth, but a central aspect of this proclamation is
that Jesus is the fulfilment of the hopes and expecta=-
tions of the 01d Testament. In preaching, teaching,
apologetics and ethics the 01ld Testament 'Scriptures'

were the source and standard for the New Testament Church.

C. The material discussed in the preceding sections
has been largely concerned with the explicit biblical
relationship between the Testaments; in other words,
the 01d Testament's future expectation, the New Testa-
ment's dependence on the past, and the relationship
between the two. It would also be possible, though
more difficult, to analyse material concerned with the
implicit relationship between the Testaments.

d. The 01ld Testament closes not only with certain
expectations of the future but also with inner
tensions which remain unresolved. There is a tension
between Jewish exclusivism and universal missionary
concern, deriving ultimately from the belief in both
the election of Israel and the world supremacy of

the one God (Bright 1960:428-32/444-8). There are
also tensions in the roles of Israel's leading men:
between prophet, priest and wise man (c¢f. Whitley
1963:ch.4; NcKane 1965; Clements 1965a:ch.5; 1975:
ch.6), and between charismatic leader and dynastic
monarch (cf. Eichrodt 1933:441-2; von Rad 1957:93-
102). Above all, there is a tension in the 014 Tes-
tament between divine sovereignty and human responsi-
bility (cf. Seeligmann 1963): on the one hand, the
divine purpose and will remains unfulfilled, on the
other hand, human sin and rebellion continues with
neither extermination nor regeneration to realise
divine sovereignty.

€. A New Testament study of the implicit relation-
ship between the Testaments would have to consider
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how far and in what way such tensions have been resol=-
ved in the coming of Jesus Christ, and also what new
tensions have been created and what new understanding
of the meaning of the 0ld Testament has now become
possible. One of the key issues in the early Church
was the tension between Jew and Gentile, Israel and
Church (cf. below:1.214,2.14); and another was the
interpretation of the 0ld Testament which was under-
stood by Christians to affirm the Messiahship of Jesus
and by Jews to demand his execution for blasphemy.

But at this point it is appropriate to turn from the
biblical evidence to consider how the theological
problem of the relationship between the Testaments

has been understood in the history of the Christian
Church.



0.4 HISTORY OF BIBLICAL INTERPRETATION

0.41 EARLY CHURCH

0.411 Introduction

The writers of the New Testament were confronted with
the problem of relating the events of the life, death
and resurrection of Jesus with the words and events
recorded in the Hebrew Bible. It was only in the
early Church, however, that the problem of the relation-
ship between the 0ld Testament and the New Testament
arose. Perhaps the most significant aspect of this
is the change in role of the 0ld Testament. Jesus,
Peter and Faul presupposed the 0ld Testament as basis
of their faith and their problem was to relate the

new events in which they were involved to earlier ones.
The early Church, on the other hand, adopted the New
Testament as the basis of its faith and the 0ld
Testament became the problem: how far was the 0ld
Testament to be considered valid and relevant after
the completion of the New Testament, and in what

way is the Old Testament related to the New?.

Westcott, The Bible in the Church(1864):chs 3-T;

Diestel, Geschichte des ales in der christlichen
Kirche(1l069) :book I

Farrar, History of Interpretation{1886):chs 3-4;

Orr, 'The OT Question in the Zarly Church',Exp(1895);

Harnack, The Nission and Expansion of Christianity
(1902):65-70,279-89;

Gilbert, Interpretation of the Bible(1908):chs 4-6;

Duff, History of OT Criticism(1910):ch.4;

Fullerton, Prophecy and authority(1919):part I;

H.P.Smith, Zssays in Biblical lnterpretation(1921):ch.3;

Bugge, 'L'AT, Bible de la primitive Eglise',RHPR(1924);

Burkitt, 'The Debt of Christianity to Judaism' in
Bevan and Singer(1927);
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Bauer, Orthodoxy and Heresy(1934):ch.9;
Wolff, Jesaja 53 imTTrchristentum(19425:chs 5-63%
Carpenter, 'The Bible in the sarly Church' in Dugmore(1944);
Bardy, 'Interprétation II',SDB(1949);
Burghardt, 'On Early Christian Exegesis',ThSt(1950);
Daniélou, From Shadows to Reality(1950); ~'The Fathers
and the Scriptures',r’heology(1954); Etudes
d'exégese judéo-chretienne(1966); A Histo
of Early Christian Doctrine II(1973):part §;
Camelot, 'L'exegese de 1'AT par les Peres' in Auvray(1951);
Grant, 'The Place of the OT in Early Christianity’',
Interpn(1951); ‘'History of the Interpretation
of the Bible:I,IB I(1952); The Letter and the
Spirit(1957);
Jacob, Theology of the OT(1955):13-16;
Wiles, 'The OT in Controversy with the Jews',SJT(1955);
Blackman, Biblical Interpretation(1957):76-108;
Alexander, 'The Interpretation of Scripture in the
Ante-Nicene Period',InterEn(IQSB;;
Kelly, Early Christian Doctrines(1958):ch.3;
Wood, The Interpretation of the Bible(1958):chs 3-63
Sagnard, ‘'Holy Scripture in the Early Fathers of the
Church',StEv I(1959);
Frér, Biblische Eermeutik(1961):20-22;
Chadwick, 'The Bible and the Greek Fathers', and
Kelly, 'The Bible and the Latin Fathers' in Nineham(1963);
Sundberg, The OT of the Larly Church(1964);
Grant, Short History(1965):chs 5-8;
Bright, ine authority of the OT(1967):79-82;
Brown, ‘'Hermeneutics',JBC(1968):11.611-12;
Lampe, 'The Exposition and Exegesis of Scripture:
1. To Gregory the Great',CHB II(1969);
R.P.C.Hanson, 'Biblical Exegesis in the Early Church',
CHB I(1970);
Guzie, 'Patristic Hermeneutics and the NKeaning of
Tradition',ThSt(1971);

Hay, Glory at the Right Hand(1973);
Hubbard, 'OT',NIDCC(1974):725-6.

0.412 Apostolic Fathers

For the Apostolic Fathers the relationship between
the Testaments was scarcely a prooplem. Both 01d

and New Testaments were accepted as Scripture, though
the limits of the canon had not yet been finally
defined. Texts were cited frequently in exhortation
and argument, with literal and allegorical meanings
each having their place.

Grant, 'Scripture and Tradition in St. Ignatius’',
CBQ(1963);
Barnard, Studies in the Apostolic Fathers(1966):ch.9;
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von Campenhausen, The Formation of the Christian Bible
(1968) :62-T74;

Hagner, The Use of the 0ld and New Testaments in
Clement of Rome(1973).

0.413 Marcion

The simple acceptance of the 01ld and New Testaments as
Seripture lasted only a few decades. In the middle

of the second century Marcion of Sinope issued a chal-
lenge to the Church's view of the relationship between
the Testaments that has made him one of her most noto-
rious heretics. Whether or not he should be considered
a Gnostic, his thought was undoubtedly similar to
Gnosticism in its dualistic emphasis. For NMarcion
there was a radical discontinuity between flesh and
spirit, law and gospel, the god of Israel and the Father
of Jesus, the 0ld Testament and the New Testament.
Marcion followed his theory through to its logical con-
clusion and eliminated the 01d Testament (together

with unacceptable parts of the New Testament) from his
Bible.

Tollinton, 'The Two Elements in Marcion's Dualism',
JTS(1916)

Harnack, NXarecion(1921); Neue Studien zu Narcion(1923);

Blackman, l.arcion and His Influence(1943);

B.W.Anderson, 'The OT as a Christian Problem',QTCF
(1964) :2-5;

Bianchi, 'lMarcion',VizChr(1967);

Bright, The authoritv of the OT(1967):60-623

von Campenhausen, The rformation of the Christian
Bible(1968) :148-167;

Aune, The Cultic Setting of Realized Eschatology...
(1I972) :ch.b.

Cf. Wintermute, 'A Study of Gnostic Exegesis of the
OT' on Stinespring Festschrift(1972).

0.414 Reactions to Narcion
Like most heretics, Marcion gained a certain following
put failed to convince the majority ol the Church.

Nevertheless his challenge was a serious one and
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séveral of the early Church's greatest theologians
devoted much energy to countering his arguments.
Justin Martyr(c.100-165), a leading apologist, rejected
dualism and argued for the unity of God's revelation:
the 01d Testament itself looks forward to the Messiah
and the new covenant. Irenaeus (c.130-c.200) con-
gsidered Christ to be the link between the Testaments,
and the 01d Testament, though subordinate in the
scheme of progressive revelation, to be of real value
for complete understanding of God's activity in his-
tory. Tertullian (c.l160-c.220) systematically re-
futed Marcion's dualism, showing that even Marcion's
own varsion of the Bible presented a Christ who was
the fulfilment of the law and the prophets. Finally
Origen (c.185-c.254), perhaps the greatest biblical
scholar of the early Church, and Clement of Alexandria
(c.150-c.220) added their voices to the defence of the
014 Testament against Karcion, dealing with many of
its difficult texts by means of allegorical-or spiri-
tual interpretation.

a. General:

den Boer, 'Hermeneutic problems in early Christian
literature',VizChr(1947);

Armstrong, Die Genesis in der Alten Kirche(1962);

von Campenhausen, 1he rormation oI the Christian
Bible(1968) :88-102,182-206,269-326.

b. Justin Martyr:

Goodenough, The Theology of J1M(1923):104-122;

Barnard, 'The OT and Judaism in the Writings of JM',
vr{1964) ;

Prigent, Justin et 1'AT(1964);

Shotwell, The Eiblical Exegesis of JN(1965);
Aune, 'Jli's Use of the OT',BulS(1966).

Ce Irenaeus:

Hitchcock, Irenaeus of ILugdunum(1914):199-210;

Lawson, The Biblical Theology of Saint Irenaeus(1948);
esp. 232=40,252-4;

Markus, 'Pleroma and Fulfilment',VigChr(1954);

Benoit, Saint Irénée(1960):esp.ch.3.
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d. Tertullian:
R.P.C.Hanson, 'Notes on Tertullian's Interpretation
of Seripture',JTS(1961);
O'Malley, Tert ullian and the Bible(1967);
Evans(ed.), Tertullian(1972);
van der Geest, Le Christ et 1'AT chez Tertullian(1972);
Kuss, 'Zur Hermeneutik Tertullians' in Ernst(1972),

Cf. Fahey, Cyprian and the Bible(1971).

e. Origen:

Daniélou, Origen(1948); 'L'unité des deux Testaments
dans 1'oeuvre d'Origene',RevSR(1948)

de Lubac, Histoire et Esprit(1550);

R.P.C.Hanson, Allegory and‘Bvent(l959),

Wiles, 'Origen as Biblical Scholar',CHB I(1970).

f. Clement:

Camelot, 'Clément d'Alexandrie et 1'Ecriture',RB(1946);

Riedinger, 'Zur antlmarkionitischen Polemik des
Klemens von Alexandrie',VigChr(1975).

0.415 Theodore and Augustine
"Orthodoxy prevailed over Marcion and the 01ld Testament

was preserved as part of the Church's Bible. Two of
the most significant interpreters of the Bible in the
succeeding years were Theodore of lopsuestia(ec.350-
428) and Augustine of Hippo(354-430). Theodore was
an outstanding commentator of the Antioch school of
interpretation, which emphasised the importance of the
literal meaning of the text in contrast to the Alex-
andrian school (e.g. Origen) which emphasised the alle-
gorical meaning. He understood the relationship bet-
ween the Testaments primarily in terms of historical
development, although he also saw 0ld Testament events
as types of New Testament ones. Augustine did not
follow any one school but drew upon any kind of inter-
pretation which served to illuminate the Bible, though
he clearly had a liking for allegory. In a sense

his work is the transition from the early Church to
the Middle Ages: it is the culmination of several
centuries of Christian thought and forms the founda-
tion of theology in the West for the following centu-
ries. He expressed his view of the relationship



between the Testaments in words that have become
classical: 'Multum et solide significatur, ad Vetus
Testamentum timorem potius pertinere, sicut ad Nowvum
dilectionem: quanquam et in Vetere Novum lateat, et
in Novo Vetus pateat'(Quaestiones in Exodum 73).

a. Theodore of Mopsuestia:

Pirot, L'oeuvre exégétique de TM(1913):esp.chs 6-8;

Tyng, 'TM as an Interpreter of the OT',JBL(1931);

Devreese, 'La méthode exégétiquede TM',RB(1946) and
Essai sur TNM(1948):72-8,87-93,104;

Abramowski, 'Zur Theologie TM',ZKG(1961);

Greer, TM:Exegete and Theologian(1961):ch.5;

Wiles, 'lli as Representative of the Antiochene School',
CHB I(1970).

b. Augustine:

Polman, The Word of God According to St. Augustine
(1955) zch. 3;

Strauss, Schriftgebrauch, Schriftauslezung und Schrift-
bewels Dei »uzustin(1l959):es5p.00=12;

La Bonnardiere, Biblia Ausustinia A.T.(1960- )3

Preus, From Shadow to Fromise(1969):ch.l;

Bonner, 'augustine as biolical Scholar',CHB I(1970);

Boundy, ‘'Augustine's Evangelical Use of the OT'(1972),
unpublished paper.

Ce Also:

Kerri agé2§t Cyril of Alexandria, Interpreter of the OT
1 5

Hahn, Das wahre Gesetz(1969) - on Ambrose.

0.42 MIDDLE AGES

The Biblical interpreters of the liddle Ages generally
followed closely the methods of the Fathers, and like
them understood the Bible as a unity which witnesses

to Christ. Those of particular interest include
Bernard of Clairvaux(1090-1153), Hugh of St Victor
(¢.1096-c,1141), Thomas Aquinas(c.1224-T74) and Nicholas
of Lyra(c.1270-c.1340). A fourfold interpretation
-literal, allegorical, moral and anagogical —was em-—
ployed, but increasingly there was a tendency to stress
the literal meaning (influenced partly by contemporary
Jewish scholarship, e.g. Rashi). The New Testament
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was considered to be continuous with, though superior
to, the 01ld Testament: the theological meaning of
the 0ld Testament is seen clearly only after the
coming of the New Testament (Hugh); the 0ld Testa-
ment is imperfect and the New Testament perfect, like
a seed compared to a tree (Aquinas).

Westcott, The Bible in the Church(1864):chs 8-9;

Diestel, Geschichte des aTes(1869):book 23

FParrar, History of Interpretation(1886): ch. 53

Gilbert, Interpretation of the Bible(1908):ch.7;

H.P. Smith, LSSays in Biblical Interpretatlon(1921) ch.4;

Bainton, 'The Immoralities of the Patriarchs'’ HTR(1930),

Franks, 'The Interpretation of Holy Scripture in the
Theological System of Alexander of Hales' in
Harris Festschrift(1933);

Rost, Die Bibel im hlttalalter(l939),

Pepler, "The Faith of the l.iddle Ages' in Dugmore(1944);

Spicq, Esquisse d'une histoire de 1'exégese latine
au l.oven aze(1944);

Gribomont, 'Le lien des deux Testaments, selon la
théologie de saint Thomas',ETL(1946);

Jugie and Spicq, 'Internrgtatlon 111, DB(1949),

Leclercq, 'L'exégese mediévale de 1' ATT in Auvray(1951);

McNeill, 'History of the Interpretation of the Bible
I1',138 I(1952):115-123;

Smalley, The Study of the Bible in the liddle Ages
(195 The Bible in tne liddle ages' in
N1neham(19o3), 'The Exposition and Exegesis
of Scripture:3. The Bible in the kKedieval Schools',
CHB II(1969);

Blackman, Bibliecal Interpretation(1957):108-116;

Wood, The Interpretation of the Blble(1958) ch.T;

hcaally, The Bible in the karly l.idd 195953

de Lubac, Exegese medievale(1959-64):esp.l.305-63;

Torrance, 'Scientific Hermeneutics According to
St. Thomas Aquinas',JTS(1962);

Grant, Short Hlstory(1965T_-h 9;

wlnkler, rxezetische Nethoden bei Meister Eckhart
(1965]) :esp.42-9;

M.A.Schmidt, 'Zum Problem der Heilsgeschichte in
der Hochscholastik' in Cullmann Festschrift(1967);

Brown, 'Hermeneutics',JBC(1968):I1.612-13;

Leclercq, 'The Expositlon and Exegesis of Scripture:

2. From Gregory the Great to Saint Bernard',
CHB 11(1969§

Preus, From Shadow to Promisea(1969);

Hagen, 'The Problem of Testament in Luther's Lectures
on Hebrews" ,HTR(1970) :64=T73;

Hubbard, 'OI',NLILCC(1974):726-T.
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0.43 REFORMATION

0.431 Introduction

The central issue of the Reformation was the Bible.
Although the primary concern was its authority and -
function in the Church, there was also a renewed
interest in the interpretation of the Bible. ‘A
major proportion of the works of both Luther and
Calvin were commentaries and expositions of biblical
books. The emphasis on literal interpretation
rather than allegory and the conviction that the
whole Bible is Christocentric were not always easy
to reconcile, and the problem of the relationship
between the Testaments became a very real one.

Westcott, The Bible in the Church(1964):ch.10;

Diestel, Geschichte des ATes(1869):231-317;

Farrar, History ol Interpretation(1886):ch.6;

Gilbert, Interpretation of tne Bible(1908):ch.8;

Fullerton, rrophecy and authorisy(1919):chs 6-=T;

Carter, The Ferormers and -oly Scripture(1928):
esp. H50-01;

Hempel, 'Das reformstorische Ivangelium und das AT',
Lud(1932);

Peel, 'The Bible ard the Teople' in Dugmore(1944); .

Thielicke, 'Law and Gospel as Constant Partners'(1948),
incorporated into Theological Tthies I:117-125;

NcNeill, 'History of the Interpretation of the Bible

- I10,IB I(1652):123-6;

Jacob, Theology of the 07{1955) :16-18;

Lraeling, The OT Since the Reformation(1855):chs 1-2;

Strohl, 'lLa mnethode exegetique des Reformateurs' in
Boisset(1S55);

Kraus, Geschichte(1956):6-24;

Blackman, Biblical Interpretation(1957):116-127;

vood, The Interpretution of the Bible(1958):ch.8;

Sick, [leianchthon als susleger des ars(1959);

Frbr, Diblische Hermeneutik(1961) :23-6;

Bainton, 'The Immoralities of the Patriarchs',HTR
(1930) and 'The Bible in the Reformation',
CEB III(1963);

Rupp, 'The Bible in the Age of the Reformation' in
Nineham(1963);

Grant, Short History(1965):ch.10;

Bright, The authority of the OT(1S67):82-4;

Stierle, 'Schrirtauslegung der Reformationszeit',
vr(1971) ;

W.Z11Iger, 'Mintzer und das AT' in K.Elliger Fest-
schrift(1973);

Hubbard, 'OT',NIDCC(1974):727.




0.432 Luther

Martin Luther (1483-1546) recognised both the unity and
the diversity of the Bible. For him the unity was in
God who revealed himself in Christ, and the diversity
in the contrast between law and gospel. It was the
contrast, however, which was the dominant factor, as

is shown by the summary of his position in his 'Pre-
face to the 01d Testament' (1523): '

'The ground and proof of the llew Testament is surely
not to be despised, and therefore the 0ld Testament
is to be highly regarded. And what is the New Tes=-
tament but a public preaching and proclamztion of
Christ, set forth through the sayings of the 01d Tes-
tament and fulfilled through Christ?' (paragraph 2)

'...the Old Testament is a book of laws, which
teaches what men are to do and not to do... just as
the New Testament is gospel or book of grace, and
teaches where one is to get the power to fulfil the
law. Now in the liew Testament there are also given
.+ many other teachings that are laws and cormrand-
ments ... Similarly in the 0ld Testament too there are
..s certain promises and words of grzce ... lievertheless
just as the chief teaching of the New Testament is
really the proclamation of grace and peace through the
forgiveness of sins in Christ, so the chief teaching
of the 0l1ld Testament is really the teachirg of laws,
the showing up of sin, and the demanding of good.'
(paragraph 4)

H.P.Smith, Essays in Biblical Interpretation(1921):ch.5;
H.Schmidt, Lutner und das buch der rsalmen(l1933);
Steinlein, 'Luther und das AT',Luthertum(1S37);
Herntrich, 'Luther und das AT' LuJ(l°385
Ebeling, Evancelische dv,n;ellenausle ng(1942);
Bornkamm, Luther and the C!
Ebeling, 'Die anf8nge von Luthers Hermeneutlk',ZTK(IQSI),
Hahn, 'Die heilige Schrift als Problem der Auslegung
bei Luther',EvTh(1951);
Joest, Gesetz und rreiheit(1951);
Gerdes, Luthers Streit mit dem Schwhrmern(1955);
Aland, 'Luther as Lxegete',-xpl o133
Heintze, Luthers Predict von Gesetz und Evangelium(1958);
Pelikan, Luthcr the LXDOS1itor(1959);
Wood, Luther's Frinciplcs of Biblical Interpretation(1960);
Krause, Studien zu Luthers Auslegung der kleinen
Propheten(1S02);
Albrektson, 'Luther och den allegoriska tolkningen av
Gamla Testamentet' S“A(l967§
Preus, 'OT Promissio and “Luther's New Hermeneutic',
HTR(1967) and From Shadow to Fromise(1969);




Bernhardt, 'Gamla testamentets betydelse fBr Martin
Luthers reformatoriska g8rning',SvTK(1968)3;
Hagen, 'The Problem of Testament in Luther's Lectures

on Hebrews',HTR(1970);
Miller, 'The Theologies of Iuther and Boehme in the
Light of their Genesis Commentaries',HTR(1970).

0.433 Calvin

John Calvin (1509-64) also recognised both the simi-
larity and the differences between the two Testaments,
but in contrast to Luther he stressed the former,
devoting 23 sections to the similarity and 14 to the
differences in his Institutes of the Christian Religion
(1536-59). In his words:

'Christ, although he was known to the Jews under the
law, was at length clearly revealed only in the Gospel.'
(I1.9, title)

'‘The covenant mnde with all the patriarchs is so much
like ours in substance and reality that the two are
actually one and the same... Iirst, we hold that carnal
prosperity and happiness did not constitute the goal
set before the Jews to which they were to aspire.
Rather, they were adopted into the hope of immortality
... Secondly, the covenart by which they were bound to
the Lord was supported, not by their own merits, but
solely by the mercy of the God who called them. Thirdly,
they had and knew Christ as Nediator, through whom they
were joined to God and were to saare in his promises.’
(1I1.10:2)

'T freely admit the differences in Seripture... but in
such a way as rnot to detract from its established
unity... all these pertain to the manner of dispensa-
tion rather than to the substance.'(II.1l:1)

Simon, 'Die Beziehung zwischen Altem und Neuem Testa-
ment in der Schriftauslegung Calvins',RKZ(1932;
not available to me);

Niesel, The Theology of Calvin(1938):ch.T;

Fuhrmann, 'Calvin, The Lxpositor of Scripture',
Interpn(1952);

Wallece, Calvin's Doctrine of the Word and Sacrament
(1953) :chs 3-4;

van Ruler, The Christian Church and the OT(1955):
13n/15,25n/27-28;

Wolf, Die Einheit des Bundes(1958);

Grin, 'L'unite des deux Testaments selon Calvin',
Thz(1561);

Forstman, Word and Spirit(1962);

Vischer, 'Calvin, exegete de 1'AT',ETR(1965);
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Hesselink, 'Calvin and Heilsgeschlchte' in Cullmann
Festschr1ft(l967)
Atkinson, The Great Light(1968) 174,178-9;
Kraus, 'Calvins exegetische Prlnzlplen' ZKG(1968);
Russell, 'Calvin and the lNessianic Interpretation
of the Fsalms',SJT(1968);
Prins, 'The Image of God... A Study in Calvin',SJT(1972)

0.434 Council of Trent

The most significant feature of the Roman Catholic
Counter-Reformation for interpretation of the Bible
was the Council of Trent. In its fourth session
(8 April 1546) the Council decreed that the purity
of the Gospel

'be preserved in the Church; which (Gospel) before
promised through the prophets in the holy Scriptures,
our Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of God, first pro-
mulgated with HlS own mouth, and then commanded to
be preached by His Apostles to every creature, as
the fountain of all, both saving truth and moral
discipline’ (paragraph 1).

No doubt the Reformers would have agreed with that;
but the Council differed decisively from the Reformers
on two issues: scripture and tradition, and the
restriction of biblical interpretation to the Church.
The decree continues:

'...this truth and discipline are contained in the
written books, and the unwritten tradition... (the
Synod) receives and venerates with an equal affection
of piety and reverence all the books both of the 0Old
and of the New Testament... as also the said tradi-
tions'(paragraph 1).

'‘Furthermore, in order to restrain petulant spirits,
it decrees, that no one, relying on his own skill,
shall...presure to interpret the said sacred Scripture
contrary to that sense which holy mother Church, =
whose it is to judge of the true sense and interpre-
tation of the holy Seriptures, - hath held and doth
hold; or even contrary to the unanimous consent of
the Fathers'(paragraph 5).

The implications for the understanding of the rela-
tionship between the Testaments were that the unity of
the Bible (with a relationship of promise and fulfil-
ment between the two testaments) was recognised, but
there was little room for further investigation since
acceptance of the traditional interpretation was man-
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datory. This situation changed little until the
twentieth century.

Text of 'The Canons and Dogmatic Decrees of the
Council of Trent' in Schaff, The Creeds of Christen-
dom(1877) :II.79-83; |

¥idd, The Counter-Reformation(1933):59-60;

Kraeling, The OT Since the Reformation(1955):33-4;

Crehan, 'The Bible in the Roman Catholic Church',
CHB III(1963):199-205,236=T;

Brown, 'Hermeneuties',JBC(1968):II.613.

0.44 SEVENTEENTH TO NINETEZNTH CENTURIES

0.441 Introduction

The Reformation brought a new concern for serious
study of the Bible, but the correct method of inter-
pretation and way of understanding the relationship
between the Testaments was far from settled. During
the next three centuries there was a polarisation

between the upholders of orthodoxy and more progressive
thinkers. The period may conveniently be bisected

for study, with the figure of Schleiermacher standing
at the juncture of the two halves. :

Diestel, Geschichte des ATes(1869):317-781;

FParrar, History cz .ntervretation(1886):chs 7-8;
Gilbert, Interrvretation o: tte Bible(1S08):chs 9-103
Duff, History of OT Criticism(1910):chs 6-T;
Fullerton, ctrovhecy and iusnority(1919):chs 8-9;

H.P.Smith, Zssays in Fiblicel Ipterpretation(1921):chs 6-13;
Eissfeldt, 'iierden, ‘‘esem und Viert...'(1931), repr.

in Eleinzs Schriften I;
Robert and Vaganay, 'lnterprétation IV',SDB(1949);
Terrien, 'History of the Interpretation of the Bible
III',IB I(1952);
Jacob, Theology of the OT(1955):18-23;
Kraeling, The OT cince tne Reformation(1855):chs 3=T;
Kraus, Geschichte(1950) and Lie biblische Theologie(1970);
Wood, The Intervretation of tune 3ible(1958):chs 9-11;
Prbr, Bibliscne Hermeneutik(1961):26=31;
Betz, 'Biblical Theology, history of',IDB(1962):432-4;
Crehan, 'The Bible in the Roman Catholic Church...',

Neil, 'The Criticism and Theological Use of the Bible'and
Sykes, 'The Religion of Protestants' in CEB III(1963);
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Grant, Short History(1965):chs 11-12;
Harrison, Introduction to the OT(1970):420-2T;
Knight, The Traditions of Israel(1973):chs 4=5;
Hubbard, 'OT',NLDCC(1974):727-8.

0.442 Orthodoxy
The predominant characteristic of biblical study in the

years immediately following the Reformation was ortho-
doxy. Several important creeds and confessions were
formulated to define the orthodox faith more precisely
and a system.tic kind of study developed which was

not unlike that of the liddle Ages and is often termed
'Protestant Scholasticism'. Calvin's View of the
relationship between the Testaments was widely fol-
lowed and the 0ld Testament regarded highly. This
was particularly true in Britain, where the free
Churches found the 0ld Testament congenial to their
cause.

Selbie, 'The Influence of the OT on Puritanism' in
Bevan and Singer(1927);
Johnston, 'The Puritan Use of the OT',EQ(1951);

0.443 Reaction to Orthodoxy
Orthodoxy was not to survive long without a reaction.
In the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries an in-

creasing number of theologians became dissatisfied
with traditional ways of interpreting the Bible. The
influence of grammatical-historicial biblical scholar-
ship, federal theology (developed by Cocceius, 1603~
69) and rationalism (exemplified by Hobbes, 1588-1679,
and Spinoza, 1632-77) brought about a more humanistie
and historical approach to the Bible, and conse-
quently a greater readiness to reject less acceptable
parts such as the 0ld Testament. This trend was con-
tinued in the eighteenth century by the works of Lessing
(1729-81) and Kant(1724-1804), but accompanied by a
continuous concern for pious and scholarly biblical
study (e.g. Bengel, 1687-1752).
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Brown, 'Covenant Theology',ERE(1911);

Schrenk, Gottesreich und Bund(1923);

Fritsch, TBengel, the student of Scripture',Interpn(1951);

Carpenter, 'The Bible in the Eighteenth Century' in
Nineham(1963);

Reventlow, 'Die Auffassung vom AT bei Reimarus und
Lessing', EvTh(1965); :

Busch, 'Der Beitrag und Ertrag der FBderaltheologie'
in Cullmann Festschrift(1967);

Willi, Herders Beitrag zum Verstehen des ATs(1971).

0.444 Schleiermacher

The nearest significant approach to Christian rejec-
tion of tae 0l1ld Testament since Marcion, though it
stopped short of the audacity of that second-century
heretic, was made by Friedrich Schleiermacher (1768-
1834). With a background of Pietism, Rationalism
and Romanticism he wrote voluminously and widely.

In his dogmatic theology (1821) he virtually denied any
theological relationship between the 01ld Testament
and the New Testament, not disparaging the former (as
Marcion had done) but placing it on the same level as
Heathenism (Greek and Roman thought) (8 12). His
discussion of the doctrine of Holy Scripture deals
with the 0ld Testament only in a postscript:

'The 01d Testament Scriptures owe their place in
our Bible partly to the appeals the New Testament
Scriptures make to them, partly to the historical
connexion of Christian worship with the Jewish
Synagogue; but the 0ld Testament Scriptures do not
on that account share the normative dignity or the
inspiration of the New'(8 132).

Schleiermacher's suggestion therefore was not the
elimination of the 0ld Testament from the Bible

but the transposition of the two Testaments to show
the priority of the New Testament and make the 01d
Testament an appendix.

The Christian Faith(1821) - Schleiermacher's major
worke.
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Cf. Mackintosh, Types of Modern Theology(1937) :esp.70-T71;

Bright, The Authority of the OT(1967):62-4;

Schiitte, 'Christlicher Glaube und AT bei Friedrich
Schleiermacher' in Doerne Festschrift(1970).

0.445 Higzher Criticism
In spite of the influence of his thought, few took
seriously Schleiermacher's view of the 0l1ld Testament

until a century later (as he himself had predicted,
1821:8 132). The dominant influence in nineteenth-
century biblical interpretation was higher criticism,
leading to understanding of the relationship between
the Testaments primarily in historical rather than
theological terms: the 0ld Testament contains the
history of the theocracy, the New Testament records
the coming of Jesus Christ as the final stage of this

history.

De Wette, Lehrbuch der christlichen Dogmatik I(1813);
Das Wesen des chrissilicnen Glaubens(1846):355-69;

Vatke, Lie biblische Theoldzie(1l535);

Jowett, 'On the Interpretation of Scripture' in
Texple et _al.(18690);

Ewald, Revelation(1871);

Mozley, Bulinz Ideas in Zarly ages(1874-5);

Wellhausen, rrolegomena %0 the distory of Israel(1878);
W.R.Smith, The Ol in the Jewish Church(1l88l); c¢f. 'The
Attitude o’ Christians to the OT',Exp(1884);

Kayser, Die Theolozie des aTes(1886).

Cf. Cave, 'The OT and the Critics',ConRev(1890);

Carpenter, The Bible in the Nineteenth Century(1903);

Peake, 'The history of Tueology' in Germany(1914);

Lightfoot, 'The Critical Approach to the ﬁible in the
Nineteenth Century' in Dugmore(1944);

Glover, Lvangelical Nonconformists and Higher Criti-
cism in the Nineteenth Century(1954);

Blackman, Biblical Interpretation(1l957):ch.5;

Lampe, 'The Bible since tae Rise of Critical Study'
in Nineham(1963);

Richardson, 'The Rise of Nodern Biblical Scholarship',
CHB III(1963):294-305.




0.446 Conservative Reaction
The increasing acceptance of higher criticism in the
nineteenth century did not prevent a number of con-

servative scholars from defending and developing more
traditional approaches to the Bible. Their re-
agsertion of the orthodox belief in the inspiration
of the Bible was however combined with a readiness to
consider new ideas and they made a lasting contri-
bution to biblical interpretation. Von Hofmann's
elaboration of 'salvation history' has influenced
much later theology based on this concept (cf. below:
7.26); Hengstenberg's Christology and Franz Delitzsch's
commentaries on the 0ld Testament are still in print
a century later.

Hengstenberg, Christology of the OT(1829-353
ct.

Beck, Die Christliche Lenrwissenschaft(1841
Schlatter 1504

Hofmann, Veissazunz und Zrfiillung(1841-4); also:
Der Schriftbeweis(1852-3); 3Biblische Hermen-
eutik(13880); c¢f. VWapler 1914;Preuss 1950;
Baumz¥rtel 1952:86-91; Hllbner 1956;
Steck 1959:19-35;

Trench, Hulsean Lectures(1845-6);

Schultz, Of Theolozy(1860);

R.P.Smith, frovhecies of Isaiah(1862); Prophecy a
Preparation for christ(1809);

Saphir, Christ and scripture(1867); The Divine
Unity of Scripturell894):

Franz Delitzsch, OTf Listory of Redemption(1881);
Neuesse Traumzesichte(1883); Der tiefen
Graben(1888); l.essianie Prophecies(1890);

Stoughton, The Progress of Livine Revelation(n.d.).

Cf. Sneen, 'The Hermeneutics of N.f.S.Grundtvig',
Interpn(1972):esp.57.
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0.5 TRANSITION TO THE MODERN PERIOD

0.51 THE DEVELOFMENTAL APPRO.ACH

At the beginning of the twentieth century the most
widely accepted way of understunding the theological
relationship between the 0ld Testament and the New
Testament was the liberal, developmental apiroach
which may be characterised by the concept of 'pro-
gressive revelation'. Since this understanding was
the primary background upon which the modern solu-
tions examined in the major part of the present work
were formulated, it will be examined in some detail
now. The work of three significant British writers
will first be considered, and then others will be
mentioned more briefly.

Dillistone, The Word of God and the People of God
(1948) :13-15;

Kraeling, The OT Since the Reformation(1955):ch.9;

Richardson, 'The Rise o. lodern Biblical Scholarship',
CHB III(1963):311-18

Bright, The aAuthority of the 0T(1967):96-103.

0.52 A.F.KIRKPATRICK

a. Kirkpatrick (1891) discusses the use of the 01d
Testament by the New Testament, its comparative neglect
in his time, and the way in which it can and should be
used in the contemporary Christian Church. The first
and last of these are of particular interest for the
problem of the relationship between the Testaments.

b. The New Testament affirms the permanent value
of the 01d Testament by explicit statements(e.g.

55
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Matt.5:17; Rom.15:4; 1 Cor.10:11; 2 Tim.3:14-17) and
by continually using it in expounding Christ and his
work (pp. 112-116). The New Testament itself never
purported to supersede the 0ld Testament, and yet this
appeared to be an unspoken assumption of many in Kirk-
patrick's time who preferred the New Testament and

- ignored the O1ld. No doubt there were good reasons
fof this neglect: the Church prized the New Testament
as its characteristic possession, it reacted against
past misuse of the 01d Testament, and was understand-
ably suspicious about its value in the light of the
controversy about higher criticism. Nevertheless,
Kirkpatrick argues, the Church should not on these
grounds be dissuaded from use of the 01d Testament

but should use it properly, following the example

of Jesus and the early Church (pp.l1l16-123).

Cs Kirkpatrick next considers the different ways
in which the 0l1ld Testament may be used today. In
itself it has a permanent vilue as teaching about
national, social and, most of all, personal life
(pp.130-133). The simplicity of its moral demands
and the depth of its praise and devotion are of con-
tinuing value in the Christian era. But above all
the 01d Testament is needed in relation to the New
Testament.

First, the 01d Testament is the essential his-
torical basis of the New Testament and Christianity,
without which they cannot be properly understood (pp.
123-6). The coming of Christ did not occur in a
vacuum, nor was it only related to the history of the
Church which he fournded, but was the consummation of
a long history of God at work in human affairs.
Moreover,. it is not only the predictions which are
relevant in considering the relationship of the 0ld
Testament to the New: Kirkpzatrick quotes with app-
roval the opinion of an unnamed author that the 014
Testament 'does not merely contain prophecies; it
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is from first to last a prophecy'(p.l24). Fulfil-
ment should not be understood too narrowly, as.an event
which has been recorded in advance by prophecy.
Prophecy directs men to the future, in many different
ways, and the fulfilment satisfies their hopes and
longings, although not always in the way expecfed.
Fulfilment goes far beyond expectations, and yet it is
not so complete that it does not point men once more

to the future, to the final goal of their redemption
(pp.124-5).

Secondly, study of the language, concepts and
theology of the 0ld Testament is essential for proper
understanding of the New Testament(pp.126-130). The
New Testament is written in the Hebraic Greek of the
Septuagint, and many fundamental New Testament ideas
such as righteousness, holiness, sacrifice and sin
come from the 0ld Testament and can bes understood
only with reference to it.

Thirdly, every Christian can find encouragement
in the 0ld Testament by looking at God's outworking
of his purpose in spite of human weakness and failure
(pp.127-130). Reading the 01d Testament will clarify
the close link between prophecy and fulfilment and .
strengthen the Christian hope that God will bring
victory for Christ's kingdom, even though there may be
much discouragement in the interim.

d. Kirkpatrick concludes with a warning rot to
confuse the two Testaments, a principle that the 0ld
Testament is valid for the Church only in so far as

it is fulfilled in Christ, and a reminder that in the
01d@ Testament the Church not only has a collection of
literature but is confronted by the Word of God. (1)
The 01d Testament has its value for the Christian, but
it is clearly different in this respect from the New
Testament. I¥ must not be used as a court of appeal
for Christian doctrine although support for that may
well be found in it, nor may it be used to justify
anything contrary to the mind of Christ (pp.133-4).
(2) To interpret the 01d Testament in terms of its
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fulfilment in Christ does not mean concern only with
its prophetic aspect: rather, it demands recognition
of the completion, realisatioﬁ, development and
universalisation in Christ of what was before in-
complete and limited. Christ has given a deeper
insight into God and his purpose for man, thefeby
enabling a new perception of his working in the 014
Testament (pp.134-9). (3) The whole Bible (inclu-
ding the 014 Testament) is inspired by God. 4Al-
though revelation has taken place in many and various
ways, in each case it is God who has spoken (pp.139-141).

e. A sermon of Kirkpatrick's from 1903 follows the
same basic approach but defines the relationship bet-
ween the Testaments more clearly and succinctly by
discussing successively the unity and the distinction
between the two parts of the Bible. First, the two
Testaments are linked by the fact that in both God

is revealing his character and purposes by words and
deeds: 'the whole Eible is the history of redemption'
and 'without the liew Testament the 0ld Testament would
be a magnificent failure; without the 0ld Testament
the New Testament would be an inexplicable phenomenon'
(pp.7-9). Secondly, the important distinction between
the Testaments is that the Old records an incomplete,
progressive revelation, but the New a complete and final
one (pp.9-12). The rest of the sermon is a consider-
ation of the nzture and permanent value of the 01d
Testament and the way in which it should be read (pp.
12-25).

Kirkpatrick, 'The Use of the OT in the Christian Church',
The Divine Library of the OT(1891); 'How to read
the OT' in Lirkpatrick et al.(1903).

0.53 R.L.OTTLEY

a. In the last of his 1897 Bampton Lectures (Aspects
of the 01d Testament), Ottley discusses use of the 01d
Testament in the New and in the contemporary Church.
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b. First, the New Testament understands the 01ld Tes-
tament revelation as fragmentary, vuried and rudimentary.
The 01d Testament is the record of a developing religion
and revelation, and is therefore to be interpreted his-
torically; every part, whether type or prophecy, sign
or promise, is incomplete and looks forward to God's
perfect plan for the future (pp.377-8). Moreover,

the New Testament recognises that much in the 014 is
imperfect and must be assessed by the standard of the
Gospel (pp.379-80). New Testament exegesis of the

01d is notable for its breadth and freedom, its concern
with morals and human duty, and its Messianic nature.
It represents the 0ld Testament as 'an organic whole,
to which the Nessiah and His Kingdom are the key... a
shadow of good things to come'(p.396). Jesus himself,
though recognising their divine inspiration and autho-
rity, treats the Scriptures with a personal authority
that no one else could claim; and while using con-
temporary scribal methods of interpretation he modi-
fies and adapts them for his own purposes (rp.381-9).
So the key to understanding the 01ld Testament is for
those who have the 'mind of Christ' and are guided by
his Spirit (pp.385-400).

C. Secondly, the 0ld Testament is important in the
1ife of the Church. Ottley points first to the his-
torical (pp.401-5) and mystical (pp.405-12) senses

of the 01ld Testament, warning against overestimation
of the former and neglect of the latter. He defends
mystical interpretation on the basis of the sacra-
mentzl nature of the world assumed by the 01ld Testa-
ment and the close relationship between Judaism and
Christianity (in view of which it is natural to find
in the 01d Testament types, particular events and
experiences which exemplify more general moral prin-
ciples and therefore are prophetic in character). He
then suggests six ways in which the 0ld Testament may
be employed by the Church. The first three concern
the intrinsic value of the 0ld Testament: for educa-
tion in morals, in the spiritual life, and in social
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understanding of the 01ld Testament in the context of
the whole Bible and merit more detailed attention
here. (1) The main purpose of the 0ld Testament, as
of the New, is to reveal the mind, character and will
of God. In addition, it shows God's preparation for
the coming of the NMessiah and introduces the concept
of suffering, the chosen tool for accomplishment of
the divine purpose, the perfection of man (pp.412-
16). (2) The 01d Testament witnesses to Christ.
Theology oI the 0ld Testament presupposes its unity as
a history of redemption, to which the coming of a
redeemer is a natural climax. In the person of Christ
'a1ll that was limited, shadowy, fragmentary, or dis-
connected in the writings and characters of the 01d
Testament, was harmonized, developed and completed’
(pp.418-19). A prefiguration of Christ may be seen
in law, history, prophecy,song and wisdom: in fact,.
the idealistic nature of much of the 0lé Testament is
sufficient to describe it as llessiznic (pp.416-21).
(3) The 0ld Testament serves as an aid to interpre-
tation of the New. Yany of the most fundamental
concepts of the New Testament are taken from the 0ld:
Christ, kingdom of God, Son of God, to rention only
three, would be virtually unintelligible witkout the
014 Testament. Much of the content of the Christian
faith is learnt from the 0l1ld Testament, and the New
Testament is but the completion and formulation of
these fundamental ideas and experiences (pp.433-6).

0.54 B.F.WESTCOTT

a. The appendix to Westcott's commentary on Heb-
rews (1899), 'On the Use of the 0ld Testament in

the Epistle', is earlier than the works of Kirkpat-
rick and Ottley, but has quite a modern ring about

it and has influenced at least one of the later writers
(see Kirkpatrick 1891:116,124: 1903:18-19).
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b. According to Westcott, the author of Hebrews
represents the whole Bible as a revelation of God's
way of salvation,initially 'in many and various ways'
and finally 'by a Son'(pp.480-82). It is presup-
posed that the Old Testament has a spiritual meaning
and significance, though its historical truth is also
taken seriously. The O0ld Testament points forward
to Christ, in whom alone it finds true fulfilment;

so it is used in Hebrews not for discussion of proof
but for understanding and illustration of the corre-
spondences between different stages in the fulfil-
ment of God's purpose.

'The object of the writer is not to shew that Jesus
fulfils the idea of the Christ, and that the Chris-
tian Church fulfils the idea of Israel, but, taking
this for granted, to mark the relation in which the
Gospel stands to the losaic system, as part of one

divine whole '(p.481).

c. God's purpose for manm is entry into the divine
rest, but this was never completely achieved in the
0l1d Testament (pp.482-6).

'Bach promise fulfilled brings the sense of a larger
promise. The promises connected with the possession
of Canzan (for example) quickened a hope of far grea-
ter blessings than the actual possession gave... and
...there remaineth a Sabbath-rest for the people of
God (nebr.iv.9)'(p.48<). '"The teaching orf the 014
TEEtamint as a whole is a perpetual looking forward'
(p¢485 .

The accomplishment of God's purpose required a long
preparation by discipline, to foster natural moral
growth to maturity and to right the wrongs caused by
the Fall. The author mentions Melchizedek as an
example ©of natural growth, but his main interest is
in the discipline through Israel and Christ. This
is seen in the intimately related revelations of the
two Testaments, preparatory in the 0ld and final in
the New.

d. Westcott next discusses in more detail the work
of the Messianic nation and that of the personal
Nessiah as interpreted by Hebrews (pp.486-91), con-



62

cluding that 'the 0ld Testament does not simply con-
tain prophecies, but is one vast prophecy, in the
record of national fortunes, in the ordinances of

a national Law, in the expression of a national hope.
Israel...is unique enigma...of which Christ is the
complete solution '(p.491).

e. Finally, Westcott considers the application of
the interpretative principles of Hebrews in the
Christian Church (pp.492-5). He has shown that the
013 Testament is an indispensable part of the Bible.
It still has moral and social lessons to teach, but
above all it records the history of Judaism as a type
of God's action in history. This was fulfilled in
Christ, but evern in the Christian era it points to the

future:

'Cur highest joy is to recognise the divine law that
each fulfilment opens a vision of something yet bey-
ond. The Wilderness, Jordan, Canaan, necessarily
take a new meaning as the experience of man extends
...as yet we do not see the end.'(p.495).

0.55 CTHER WRITERS

a. George Adam Smith (1899), in a lecture on 'The
Spirit of Christ in the 0l1d Test:ument', deliberately
avoids the traditional approaches of typology and
Messianic prorhecy, as well as conventional ways of
explaining Christ's sacrifice and divinity (pp.145-
176). While not denying their possible validity, he
points out that in practice the concepts of typology
and Messianic prophecy are too vaguely defined and
indiscriminately used, resulting in artificial, if
not arbitrary, interpretation. Besides this, these
concepts are inadequate because they fail to inter-
pret in the light of Christ many parts of the 0ld
Testament which unquestionably 'breathe His Spirit’
(p.147). Smith believes that the sacrifice of
Christ should be interpreted less in terms of 0ld
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Testament animal sacrifices and more with reference
to Israel's human sufferings and sacrifices. More-
over the divinity of Christ should be defined less

on the basis of the characteristics of the Messiah
and more by means of God's self-revelation found in
the 01d Testament. The Spirit of Christ may be
perceived in the 0ld Testament both in its human
jdeals (and their enactments in Israel's heroes)

and in its divine revelation.

A practical approach to the relationship bet-
ween the Testaments is to consider the relation-
ship between the social ethics of the prophets and
those of the New Testament (pp.215-82).  Smith
argues that the political situation in the two is
quite different: in the 0ld Testament the people of
God are a nation and God's purpose for them is worked
out in national life; in the New Testament, on the
other hand, the ‘'people of God' are non-political,
their only political duty being obedience to the
authorities.

b. J.E.NcFadyen (1903:345-64) considers that the
01d Testament has a double value for the Church.

In an absolute sense, it shows God's purpose in
history and its prophets and psalmists can speak
directly to the modern age. Apart from this, how=-
ever, it has a relative value with reference to the
New Testament:

' It prepared the way for the Testament by which it
was transcended, though not superseded, and for Him
whose coming marks a new departure, and yet was no

less truly conditioned and directed by all that had
gone before' (p.352).

The 01ld Testament is essential for the New, both
historically and religiously, and in spite of obvi-
ous differences between the two, the continuity is
more important than the distinction.



c. A.B.Davidson (1904:1-12) considers 0l1d Testa-
ment theology to be a development, so that the two
Testaments must neither be separated (which would
remove all authority from the 0l1d Testament) nor
equated (which would imply that the 01ld Testament is
as advanced as the New). The 0ld Testament describes
God's activity in establishing his kingdom, which was
completed only in Christ, but it does not follow that
the former events and institutions are nothing more
than foreshadowings of the future. Indeed most
Israelites never saw beyond the immediate signifi-
cance of the institutions. It was only a few of

the more perceptive thinkers (e.g. the prophets) who
saw the imperfection and looked deeper to the funda-
mental idea embodied by the institution and expressed
'their longing and certainty that the idea would yet
be realised'(p.9).

d. S.R.Driver (1305) affirms that 'the 01d Testa-
ment Scriptures enshrine truths of permanent and
universal validity'(p.20). Without specifically
discussing their relationship to the New Testament,
he concludes that the Old Testament writings 'form

a great and indispensable preparation for the coming
of Christ. They exhibit the earlier stages of a
great redemptive process, the consummation of which
ig recorded in the New Testament' (p.21).

e. VW.H.Bennett (1893:39-40) asserts that the 0ld
Testament 'not only prepares a way for the New, but
also contains spacial and characteristic truths
stated once and for all'. Two decades later (1914)
he discusses the problem of the relationship between
the Testaments in more detail, using the concept of
'progressive revelation': the 01d Testament is a
record of a divine revelation in two forms: history
(of God and his people) and teaching (about religion
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and morals) (p.7). Its greatest value, according
to Bennett, is in relation to Christ, witnessing to
him and explaining his significance, though much in
it is not surpassed by the New Testament but of con-
tinuing value in itself. The Christian should not
only follow Christ's example in using the 0ld Testa-
ment as a guide for everyday life and religion, but
should recognise in its developing revelation and
religion a preparation for Christ and the New Testa-
ment (pp.25-44). There is a two-way relationship
between the Testaments: just as the New Testament
cannot be properly understood without the 0l1ld, so
the 01d Testament can be truly appreciated only
when studied in the light of the New (pp.48-9).

f. W.N.Clarke (1905) offers a somewhat different
solution to the problem. His concern is with the
whole Bible and he believes that it is necessary in
every part to distinguish between what is Christian
and what is not.

'The principle is, that the Christian element in
the Scriptures is the indispensable and formative
element in Christian theolozy, and is the only
element in the Scriptures which Christian theology
is either required or permitted to receive as con-
tributing to its substance'(p.50).

Theology is concerned with God, the Bible is concerned
with the Hebrew and Christian religions, and the two
meet in Christ who is their common possession and -
glory (pp.50-51). The revelation of Christ is con-
tained within the Bible and is qualitatively different
from the non-Christian matter alongside it (pp.53-4).
The Christian element may be used as scripture, but
not the remainder (though the latter is not entirely
valueless, p.54). Clarke admits that this will lead
to a smaller Bible and a smaller theological system
(pp.125-6), but believes it will be 'not because we
know less of God, but because we know more, and what we
know is more concentrated in eternal reality' (p.126),



66

A few theologians and many ordinary people have
made use of a similar argument and with a quick as-—-
sumption that the 0ld Testament is non-Christian have
rejected it in favour of the New, Clarke does not
follow this Marcionite way but makes a division by
means of the rule: 'that is Christian which enters
into or accords with the view gf divine realities whigh
Jesus Christ revealed' (p.56)., Although it suffers
grievously through the application of this rule, the
01ld Testament is ngt reduced to nothing, nor is the
New left unscathed. The result for the 0ld Testa-
ment is elimination of the anthropomorphisms (pp.93-4),
the idea of the localisation of worship (pp.94-5),
salvation by the law and works (pp.97-9), God's aloof-
ness from men (pp.99-102), primitive eschatological
jdeas (pp.102-112) and sacrifice (pp.121-4). Never-
theless Clarke argues that 'the Christian element comes
in from the Bible as a whole..; When the excessive
influence of the 0l1d Testament has been thrown off
from theology, the 0ld Testament begins to be appreci-
ated'(p.128). Christian truth is found in the proph-
ets and psalmists, even if it is mixed with much else
(pp.128-130). Moreover the 01d Testament represents
a history of growth of true religion and understanding
of God, which is of great value to theology if read
with a critical moral judgement (pp.l132-4)., Clarke
believes that this approach will lead not to a depreci-
ation of the Scriptures butto an appregiation of their
true value, in their witness to Christ. Authority -
is transferred from the written word to the incarnate
Word, and so 'Christian faith will rest upon a foundat-
ion that will stand forever*' (p.170).

This is not the place for a general criticism
of Clarke's thesis, but its implications for the
problem of the relationship, between the Testaments
mist be considered, First, the 01d Testament is to
be interpreted in terms of progressive revelation,
according to Clarke, and its completion and perfec-—
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tion are found in the final revelation in Christ.
Secondly, and more significantly, the two Testaments
are equated - or at least put on the same level =
in their lack of authority. The biblical writings
are authoritative, inspired and normative for theo-
logy only insofar as they are 'Christian'; it is
only possible therefore to conceive the unity of the
Bible in terms of its very lack of inherent unique-
ness. Both Testaments contain God's word, neither
of them are God's Word.

g. C.F.Kent (1906) treats the 01d Testament as
the record of a varied, extended and yet incomplete
revelation, which looks for the coming of one who
will crystallise and perfect its teachings, and
exemplify them in his own life. This coming is
recorded in the New Testament which, in spite of
some obvious differences, has many important simi-
larities to the 01ld Testament. 'Each Testament is
but a different chapter in the history of the same
divine revelation. The one is the foundation on
which the other is built' (p.61). So the 01l1d
Testament tells of preparation and expectation, the
New Testament of a fulfilment much greater than the
highest expectations (pp.60-62).

a. Bennett, 'The OT and the New Reformation',Exp
(18905; '0T7' in Faith and Criticism(Essays
by Congregationalists 18%3); <LThe Value of
the CT for the Religion of Today(1914);

Sanday, The Oracles of God(1891):chs 8-9;

Driver, 'The loral and Devotional Value of the
OT',ExpT(1892); 'The OT in the Light of Today',
Exp(I901); 'The Permanent Religious Value of
the OT',The Interpreter(1905);

Mc Curdy, 'The loral Evolution of the OT',AJT(1897);

Peake, A Guide to Bibliecal Study(1897):chs 7,103
'The Permanent Value of the OT'(1907,1912),
repr. in The Nature of Scripture; The Bible
(1913) :ch.18;

G.A.Smith, Nodern Criticism and the Preaching of
the OT(1899);

Davidson, 'The Uses of the OT for Edification',
Exp(1900); Biblical and Literary Essays(1903):
chs 1,12,13; OT Prophecy(1903):219; Theolo
of the OT(1904); cf.Porteous 1951:313-16; ‘




McFadyen, OT Criticism and the Christian Church(1903);

J.A.Robinson, Some Thoughts on Inspiration(1904):41-7;

Carr, 'The Eclectic Use of the OT in the NT',Ixp(1905);

Clarke, The Use of the Scriptures in Theology(1905);

Keane, 'The lMoral Argument against the Inspiration of
the OT',HibJ(1905);

Kent, The Origin and Permanent Value of the 0T(1906);

Redpath, 'Christ the Fulfilment of Prophecy',Ltxp(1907);

Vernon, The Religious Value of the 0T(1908);

Foakes-Jackson, 'The OT before lModern Criticism', The
Interpreter(1908-9);

Jordan, Biblical Criticism and Modern Thoucht(1909);

Mercer, 'Is the OT a Suitable Basis for lioral Instruc-
tion?',HibJ(1909);

Knight, 'The Public Reading of the OT', The Inter-

reter(1911);
McNe1§€7‘Tﬁe 0T in the Christian Church(1913);
H.W.Robinson, The Religious ldeas of the OT(1913):ch.9.

b. There are also many works in German along similar

lines to those discussed above, but it is impossible

here to do more than mention a few titles:

Dalman, Das AT ein Wort Gottes(1896);

Oettli, Der zezenwirtice Lampr um das AT(1896);

Kautzsch, Die bleioende bedeutunz des a-s(1902);

Kbberle, 'Heilszeschichtliche und religionsgeschicht-
liche Betrachtungsweise des ATs',IKZ(1906);

Marti, The Religion of the OT(1906); Stand und Auf-
gabe der atl., vwisseuscnaft(1S12);

Gunkel, 'what is Left of the OT?'(1914),ET in What
Remains of the OT;

Kittel, Das AT und unser kriez(1916): esp.49-54.

Cf. Boyer, 'The Value of the OT: A German Estimate!',
The Interpreter(1905);

also, originally in French, Westphal, The Law and
the Prophets(1903-7).

0.56 DISCUSSION

ae The spate of works during the period around the
turn of the century on the 0ld Testament and its
relationship to the New was no doubt due largely to
the uncertainties produced by the higher criticism
controversy, as well as to the incentive to new

gtudy provided by its acceptance in principle (which
was accompanied by many doubts about individual re-
sults of criticism). Many of the works referred to
here were produced primarily to present, explain and
justify criticism to ministers and laymen, and to show
its positive contribution to the understanding of the
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Bible. All the authors accept criticism, at least
in principle, and assume the Bible to be a document
which is both human and divine, an account of human
history and a revelation from God.

be. The major concern of the writers is generally not
the more abstract problem of the relationship between
the Testaments but its practical equivalent, the use
of the 0l1d Testament in the Church (cf. below: 9.3).
They are agreed that the 0ld Testament is indispens-
able for the modern Church and has two major uses.

In itself, the 01ld Testament 'enshrines truths of
permanent and universal validity'(Driver 1905:20)

and may be used for instruction in social relation-
ships, national life, and personal morality and devo-
tion. And in relationship to the New Testament, the
01d Testament is to be used in three main ways: first,
the 01d Testament is the most important historical
basis of the liew; secondly, an understanding of the
language, concepts and theology of the 0ld Testament
is essentiasl to interpretation of the New; <finally,
the 01d Testament is a witness to Christ (this is not
always defined very closely: for example, Vestcott is
referring to typclogy, Bennett to the idealistic as=-
pect of the 0ld Testament).

c. In these works a balance is generally maintained
between the obvious differences of the 0ld Testament
from the New and the belief that the two are essenti-
ally a unity. The 0l1ld Testament is incomplete, deve-
loping and imperfect, and must be judged by the stan-
dard of the final and perfect revelation in Christ;
moreover, the 0ld Testament is concerned with a
nation, the New with a supranational people of God.
On the other hand, in both Testaments it is one God
who speaks, and one plan of redemption which is pre-
sented. The two extremes of separation and of con-
fusion of the two Testaments must therefore be rejected.
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d. The fundamental concept underlying all the
works discusgsed is that of 'progressive revelation*
(see: further, below: 0,61). The 0ld Testament is
considered to have permanent value both as prepara=—
tory revelation and in looking beyond itself to the
perfect revelation in Christ, Today the temm
'progressive revelation' is outmoded, along with
the optimistic evolutionary idea of history which
it presupposed. Nevertheless, this was the view
of the Bible which formed the basis of twentieth-
~century biblical interpretation. Reading these
works it is interesting to discover how many
so=called 'modern' ideas are to be found. The
Bible is understood as a history of redemption
(Ottley 1897:417; Kirkpatrick 1903:8; cf.Driver
1905:21) and the 01d Testament in particular is
considered to be oriented to the future. The way
in which 'prophecy and fulfilment' is irterpreted is
not unlike modern interpretations of Ypromise and
fulfilment', and typology is conceived - at least.
by Westcott - in a similar way to many modern
scholars.

e. Westcott's statement that 'each promise ful-
filled brings the sense of a larger promise*
(1889:482; cf., Kirkpatrick 1891:124-5) could almost
have been taken from Moltmann's Theology of Hope
(1964), and Kirkpatrick's quote that the 0ld Testa-
ment 'does not merely contain prophecies; it is-from
first to last a prophecy' (1891:124; cf. Westcott
1889:491) might have found a place in Vriezen's 01ld
Testament theology (1954/66). Ottley takes the
Bible to be the history of redemption, considers the
01d Testament tc point toward the future, perceives
reinterpretation of texts within the Bible, and
mentions typology: in fact most of the major themes
of von Rad's 01d Testament theology (1957-60) are in
his lecture! No doubt most of theseauthors would




have been shocked at Bultmann®s views on the 014
Testament; but perhaps there is a foreshadowing
of that twentieth-century theologian in McFadyen's
assertion that the 0ld Testament did not bring the
redemptive purpose of God to fulfilment but 'by
ita repeated failures pointed men to something more
strong and saving than itself (1903:347).



0.6 THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

0.61 'PROGRESSIVE REVELATION'

0.611 The majority solution

It has been shown in the preceding section that the
prevailing solution to the problem of the relation-
ship between the Testaments at the beginning of the
twentieth century was that of the developmental app-
roach, characterised by the concept of 'progressive
revelation'. This solution was widely accepted
during the first half of the century, at least in
Britain and America. As will be shown below, even
the more conservative sections of the Church, Fun-
damentalism and Roman Catholicism, adopted this solu-
tion and the most important voice of dissent, uttered
by Neo-larcionism, was based on an extreme interpre-
tation of the developmental approach.

Further examples of the 'progressive revelation'

approach to the relationship between the Testaments:

Nalden, The OT: Its Neaning and Value(1919);

Burney, The Gospel in tae OT(1921);

Box, 'The Value and Significance of the OT in
Relation to the New' and

Kennett, 'The Contribution of the OT to the Religious
Development of lankind' in Peake(1925);

G.A.Smith, 'The Hebrew Genius as Exhibited in the
OT' in Bevan and Singer(1927);

Berry, 'The OT: 4 Liability or an Asset',CRDSB(1930);

Bewer, 'The Christian MNinister and the OT',Q§(1930);
'The Authority of the OT',JR(1936);

Welch, The Preparation for Christ inm the OT(1933);

Cook, The OT: A Reinterpretation(1936);

Burrows, in Outline of Biblical Theology(1946):e.g.
53,125; cf.Harrington 1973:265-73;

Elmslie, How Came Qur Faith(1948);

Kenyon, The Bible and l.odern Scholarship(1948):15-16;

Higzins, the Christian Significance oi the OT(1949);

Woods, The OT in the Church(1949);

T.H.Robinson, 'Lhe OF and the Nodern World' in Rowley(1951);

72 o
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Hodgson, 'God and the Bible' in Hodgson(1960):6-10;
Kaufman, 'What Shall We Do With the Bible?',Interpn(1971).

Cf. Bultmann, 'The Significance of the OT for the
Christian Faith'?§933), ET in OTCF:8-13;
cf. below:3.121; '
Manson, 'The Failure of Liberalism' in Dugmore(1944);
Wright, 'Interpreting the OT',ThTo(1946):178-185;
van Ruler, The Christian Church and the OT(1955):
25-6/27-8;
Westermann, 'Zur Auslegung des ATs'(1955),ET in EOTI:
Reid, The Authority of Scripture(1957):182-193;
Smart, The interpretation of Scripture(1961):79-80;
Noltmann, Theolozv of Ecope(1l904):69-76;
Bright, The Asuthority of the OT(1967):103-9,187-9;
Barr, The Bible in the l.odern vorld(1S73):144-6;
cf. Curr, 'Progressive Revelation',JTVI(1951).

0.612 Fundamentalism

A certain section of Frotestant thought, sometimes
called 'Iundamentalisr' after a series of tracts
entitled The Fundamentals issued in the early part
of the Twentieth century, rejected many of the
presuppositions, methods and results of higher
criticism. On tke problem of the relationship
between the Testaments, however, its view was not
greatly different from the concensus of contemporary
scholarship. James Orr (1906), for example, empha-
sises the predictive element of 0ld Testament pro-
phecy, and considers divine guidance rather than
natural evolution to be the principle of develop-
rent, but accepts in general terms the concept of
progressive revelation as a description of the
relationship between the Testaments.

Warfield, Biblical and Theological Studies(1886-1917);
The Inspiration and authority oi the Bible
(1692-1815);

Green, The Higher Criticism of the Pentateuch(1895);
General Introduction to the OT(1899);

Pierson, The Bible and Sviritual Criticism(1906);

Orr, The Proulem or the 0T{1C08); The Bible under
Trial(n.d.); Hevelation and Inspiration(l1910);

Patton, rundamental Christianity(1926).
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Cf. Margoliouth, 'Dr.Orr on the Problem of the OT',
Exp(1906) ;

Richardson, 'The Rise of Nodern Biblical Scholarship',
CHB III(1963):306-11;

Pache, The Inspiration and Authority of Scripture
(ET:1969) :ch., 11.

0.613 Roman Catholicism

Within the Roman Church at the beginning of the cen-
tury there was a stronger reaction to higher criticism
than that in Protestantism, since it was supported by
the official maintenance of orthodox views about the
Bible. As with Fundamentalism, however, its concern
was mainly to defend those areas of Christian faith
threatened by higher criticism, and the question of
the relationship between the Testaments was not one

of them. Until the present day in Roman Catholic

theology the 01d Testament is commonly seen as the
historical and theological preparation for the New
Testament. This differs from the developmental con-
ception of revelation in that it stresses divine
ordering and overruling whereas the latter stresses
human evolutionary development, but the resulting
views of the relationship between the Testaments are
very similar.

Heinisch, Theologie des ATes(1940):esp.331-3; Histo
of the 01(1949-50):e.g.3; cf. Harr'ngtonl97§:7s-81;

Courtade, 'Le sens de l'histoire dans 1l'Ecriture',
RechSR(1949);

Dubarle, 'La lecture chrétienne de 1'AT' in Auvray
(1951) :210=23;

Voeltzel, 'Le Role de 1'AT',RHPR(1953);

Levie, 'L'Ecriture Sainte',NRI(1956);

Grelot, Sens chrétien de 1'AT(1962):21-2,196-209,275-86;
cf. Alonso-Schbkel 1963; INurphy 1964:353-5; Zerafa
1964 ; Harrington 1973:314-23;

Larcher, L'actualité chrétienne de 1'AT(1962):ch.II.2;
cf. Murphy 1964:352-3; Harrington 1973:323=9;

Loretz, The Truth of the Bible(1964):157-162;

VcKkenzie, 'The values of the OT',Concilium 3.10(1967).
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cf. Vidler, The Modernist Novement in the Roman Catho-
lic Church(1934):ch.10;
Levie, 'Exégese critique et interprétation théologique',

RechSR(1951) ;
van Ruler, The Christian Church and the 0T(1955):11/12;
Schulz, 'Die rbBmisch-katholische Exegese',EvTh(1962);
Crehan, 'The Bible in the Roman Catholic Church',

CHB III(1963):227-33; '
Rottenberg, Redemption and Historical Reality(1964):ch.3;
Grant, Short History(1965):ch.13;

Bright, The Authority of the OT(1967):188;
Brown, 'Hermeneutics',JBC(1968):II1.613-14.

0.62 NEO-MARCIONISM

0.621 Friedrich Delitzsch and Adolf von Earnack

One result of the 'progressive revelation' solution to
the problem of the relationship between the Testaments
was a devaluation of the 0léd Testament. It is indeed
natural that what is imperfect and preparatory should
be less highly regarded than a later superior stage

of revelation. In the 1920s two well-known German
scholars took this devaluation to its logical but ex-
treme conclusion and resurrected tne proposal of Marcion,
only temporarily revived by Schleiermacher, that the
01d Testament should be excluded from the Christian ‘
Bible. Friedrich Delitzsch's view of the Olé Testa-
ment is summed up in the title of his two-volume work:
The Great Deception(1920-21). Harnack concluded his
standard work on Marcion(1921) with the oft-quoted
thesis:

1To reject the 01d Testament in the second century was

a mistake which the Church rightly rejected; to keep

it in the sixteenth century was a fate which the Reform-
ation could not yet avoid; but to retain it after the
nineteenth century as a canonical document in Protest-
antism results from paralysis of religion and the Church.'

Friedrich Delitzsch, Die grosse THuschung,I(1920),II(1921);
Harnack, The Mission and ..xpansion of Christianity(1902);
Karcion: Das bvancelium Vom Iremden Gott{192133
"Das AT in den raulinischen sSriefen',SAB(1928
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These views were naturally not received without question.

See e.g&.,

Eissfeldt, 'Christentum und AT'(1921),repr. in Kleine
Schriften I;

Kbnig, rriedrich Delitzsch's "Die grosse THuschung"(1920);

Moderne Vergewaltigung des ATs(1921); Vie weit hat
Delitzsch Rechtt(1921);

Sellin, Das AT und die evangelische Kirche der Gegenwart

(1921);
Theis( Friiérich Delitzsch und seine "Grosse THuschung"
1921).

Cf. Filson, 'Adolf von Harnack and his "What is Christi-
anity"',Interpn(1952);

Kraeling, The Since the Reformation(1955):ch.10;

Nicolaisen, Lie suseinandersetzung um das AT im
Kirchenkampf(1966) :12-18;

Bright, The iuthority of the OT(1967): 64=T ;

Kuske, Das AT als Buch von Christus(1967):14-15.

0.622 The Nazi Bible

Though their intention was explicitly theological
rather than political, the works of Friedrich Delitzsch
and Harnack were published about the time that anti-
Semitic thought began to develop in Germany after the
First Viorld Var, and they no doubt aided its growth

and penetration into biblical studies. In the years
between the two wars an increasingly fierce debate

raged over the 0ld Testament, the Nazis and sympathetic
theologians attacking it vehemently, those who were
brave enough defending it with equal vehemence. The
Nazis and 'German Christians'(Deutsche Christen) aimed
to eliminate every trace of Judaism from Christianity.
This involved rejection of the 0ld Testament and its
god, and its replacement by Nordic and Aryan literature.
In this they invoked the support of ILuther, who they
claimed would have done the same had he lived in the
twentieth century. Some (e.g. Rosenberg) despised the
0l1d Testament completely, saying that it was produced
by lazy cattle-breeders who made Yahweh as a god in
their own image; others (e.g. Leffler) recognised its
historical and religious value but advocated that
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gerious Germans should forget the 0ld Testament and
study their own history and piety. It was at least
consigtent that those who hated and fought Jews
should do the same to Jewish literature. It was
also consistent that they should begin to purge the
New Testament of Jewish elements, as Karcion had done
eighteen centuries before. The Nazi 'Bible' was
indeed a very select collection of extracts from the
Christian Scriptures and it is not surprising that
the Nazi 'Christ' and the German 'Christians' were
very different from the usual referents of those words.
Tanner (1942) comments: 'the crucifixion was only
the first in a long series of devices by which the
Western world has attemxpted to be rid of Jesus...

the most subtle of these devices has been reinter-
pretation(p.52).

Much of this disparagement of the 0ld Testament
was little more than political propaganda, without
theological basis or content. Xathilde Ludendorff
(1939), for instance, argues that mwost of the 014
Testament was written 300 years after the time of
Christ, in order to prove that it is.a Jewish fabri-
cation. An exception to this, however, is to be
found in Zmanuel Hirsch, a New Testament scholar who
joined the German Christians and gave theological
support to the Nazi programme in some of his works
(cf. below:4.21).

Chamberlain,(Tgeg§ounda§ion$ of thes Ninetesnth

Century(1699):chs 3,5,7T;

Hitler, lein kampf(1925-6):60,138,278;

Rosenberg, Der l.ythus des 20. Jahrhunderts(1930):
e.g.7i—6,%§g§%§4,21§; Kfrotestistische -
Rompilger ; cf. KBnnetn 35:esp.63-T4;
Chandler 1945:31-5,42-4,58-9; Nicholaisen
1966:21~-4;

Schairer, Volk-Blut-Gott(1933):113-1163;

Wieneke, Deutsche Theologie im Umriss(1933) :44-53;

Bergmann, L1he 25 Ilneses of the German Religion(1934);

Leffler, Christus im Uritten Keich(1935):esp.119-120;

Kuptsch, liationalsozialismus und positives Christentum
(1937) sesp.85=93;

E.and M Iudendorff, Die Judemmacht(1939):esp.254-70;
cf. Aland 1936; Pieper n.d.
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Cf. Althaus, Die deutsche Stunde der Kirche(1933):

Schlatter, Die neue deutsche Art in der kirche(1933):
esp.23=9;

Lother, Neugermanische Religion und Christentum
(1934) :125-T;

MacFarland, The New Church and the New Germany(1934);

Douglass, God among the Germans(1935):121=53

Means, Things That are Caesar's(1935);

Shuster, Like a lL.ignty army(1935):22-3,88-92;

Abramowski, 'vom Streit um das AT',ThRu(1937):
esp.6§-71;

Hauer, Keim and Adam, Germany's New Religion(1937);

Tanner, The Nazi Christ(1942);

Wiener, l.artin Luther: Hitler's Spiritual Ancestor
(1945) and reply by Rupp 1945;

Diehn, Bibliographie zur Geschichte des Kirchen-
kempfes(1958) tesp. 197-8; 3

Hutten, 'Deutsch-christl%che Bewegungen' ,RGG-(1958) ;

Wolf, 'Kirchenkamof',RGG3(1959);

Nicholaisen, Die Auseinandersetzung um das AT im
Eirchenkampf(1966) tesp.ch.3; 'Die Stellung
der "Deutschen Christen" zum AT' in AGE(1971);

Bright, The authority of the OT(1967):67-9;

Kuske, Das At als Buch von Christus(1967):13-14.

0.623 Defence of the 0ld Testament

Naturally such attacks on the 0ld Testament provoked
a reaction among biblical scholars, many of whom
gsided with the Confessing Church (Bekennende Eirche)
in the German Church Strugzle(¥irchenkampf).  Some

openly condemned the anti-Semitism of National Socia-
lism and its adherents, but most simply reaffirmed in
different ways the value of the 0ld Testament for the
Christian faith. Wilhelm Vischer, Karl Barth, Hans
Hellbardt, Eelmuth Schreiner and Otto Procksch claimed
the 01d Testament for the Church by interpreting it

ags a witness to Christ, thus diverting attention from
its relevance to the Jews. TZmil Brunner(1930),
another Dialectic theologian, argued that 'the under-
standing of the 0l1ld Testament is the criterion and
the basis for understanding the New' (p.264). This
is because of certain characteristic 0ld Testament
ideas which are presupposed but not explicitly defined
in the New: the idea of God (Creator,Lord, the one
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who chooses and reveals himself personally); the
eschatological realism (which is necessary to appre-
ciate properly the spirituality of the New Testament);

""" and the importance of the community, the people of

God. Volkmar Herntrich (1934) took German national
thought seriously, suggesting that it should not lead
to rejection of the 01ld Testament but give a new
impetus to the search for a genuine theological under-
standing of it. Otto Eissfeldt, Johannes Hempel and
many other 0ld Testament scholars continued with their
work and thus implicitly defended the importance of
the 01d Testament.

See below on Vischer (ch.5); Barth(5.31); Hellbardt,
Schreiner and Procksch (5.35).

Eissfeldt, Zinleitung in das AT1(1934):see esp.T720-23;
also 1919,1321,1926,1947; cf. Porteous 1951:
317-22; Hasel 1972a:15-18;

Brunner, 'The Significance of the 0T for Our Faith!
(1930) ,repr. in OTCF; Die Unentbenrlichkeit
des ATes(1934);

Horst, 'Das AT als Heilige Schrift und als Kanon',
Th31(1932) ;

Baumghrtel, 'Das AT' in Klinneth and Schreiner(1933);

Gogarten, Einheit von Evingelium und Volkstum?(1933$;
Ist Volissesetz Gothesresetz?(1934)

Herntrich, VbBlkische neliziositht und AT(1934);

N.NiemBller, Las Sekenntnis der Vater(1934):9-12;

Press, 'Das AT als wort Gottes',LnBl(1934);

Schmitz, 'Das AT im KT' in Heim Festschrift(1934);

de Quervain, Das Gesetz Gottes(1935-6);

Schniewind, 'Lie Zine Botschaft des Alten und des NTs'
(1936}, first published in Julius Schniewind(1952);

Hempel et al.(eds), \ierden und ‘esen des als(1930);
cf. van der Ploeg 1962:417;

Noth, 'Zur Auslegung des ATes'(1937),repr. in
Gesammelte Studien II;

Volz, 'Das Al und unsere Verklindingung',Luthertum(1937);

Hempel, Politische absicht(1938). -

Cf. Traub, 'Die Kirche und das AT',ZTK(1935);

KBhler, 'Atl.Theologie',ThRu(1935-6);

Abramowski, 'Vom Streit um das AT',ThRu(1937):71-93;

Barth, Eine Schweize§ Stimge(l945);

Filson, 'The Unity of the 0ld and the NTs', Interpn
(1951) :140-141; ~Aierpn

Kraeling, The OT Since the Reformation(1955):ch.12;

W.Nie%bllg§, Die Evangelische kirche im Dritten Reich
1956) ;
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Wolf, 'Bekennende Kirche',RGGS(1957);
Nicholaisen, Die Auseinandersetzung um das AT(1966):
ch.4.

Bonhoeffer wrote and spoke much about this question
(see Grunow 1955; Schulte 1962; Kuske 1967).

In spite of the Third Reich, many 01ld Testament studies
were published in Germany during the 1930s. Gerhard
von Rad, for instance, published 28 books and articles
on the 0ld Testament during the years 1933-9, and
another 10 during the War, not to mention numerous
reviews (see bibliography in von Rad Festschrift 1971).
Eichrodt's famous Theolozy of the OT(1933-9) was also
published in this critical period.

0.624 Implicit Marcionism
The Third Reich fell, and with it the most extreme
forms of Neo-liarcionism disappeared. Open attack

on the 01ld Testament lost its political motivation

and very likely would have only brought its proponent
into disrepute. A more subtle way to dispose of the
013 Testament, however, is to be 'generous' and give

it to the Jews. This was done in effect by Isaac

G. Matthews (1947) in his presentation of Israel's
religious history. Though he traces the history up
to 4A.D.135, he virtually never refers to Christ or
Christianity, assuming that Judaism is the natural
continuation of 01ld Testament religion. He concludes:

tJudaism, the religion of the book, and of a people
scattered to the four corners of the earth but united
in allegiance to the one God, was well equipped to
succeed in the strugzle of existence. By losing its
1ife as a nation, it saved itself as a religion.
Happy was the man whose delight was in the law of the
Lord, in whose law hemeditated day and night.'(p.268)

A similar approach 1is that of the missionary who
gubstitutes other national religions and literatures
for the 01ld Testament as the basis for preaching
Christianity (cf. Filson 1951:136). loreover the
gsame thing is happening in the West: often modern
thought and culture are used as a 'lead-in' to
presentation of the Christian message and 'modernm'
studies such as the social sciences are introduced
to theological curricula at the expense of bibliecal,



and especially 01d Testament studies. On an even
more basic level, there is in the Church a habit

(not entirely new, admittedly) of simply ignoring the
0ld Testament. It is thought to be difficult and/or
unimportant and therefore it is rarely read ang ex-
pounded (or it is read in terms of the New Testament,
cf. Nichalson 1964:62). Evangelical Christians, who
claim the Bible as their rule of faith, plead for a
return o New Testament Christianity. Christians
who emphasise the social element of their faith, in
spite of the obvious relevance of many parts of the 0ld
Testament to their message, are amgong the first to
minimise the importance of 0ld Testament study for
ordinands. Almost all the dozens of new English
translations of the Bible undertaken in recent years
have begun with the New Testament, and few have yet
reached the 0ld Testament. It is clear therefore
that the modern Church, in spi%e of its official
rejection of llarcionism and Nazism, has often allowed
implicit lMarcionism in practice.

Phillips, The OT in the World Church(1942);

Matthews, The Relizious cilgrimaze of Israel(1947);

Filson, 'The Unity of vhe Old and the IiTs',Ilnterpn
(1951) :135-7,140-141;

Wright, God Who Acts(1952):15-19;

Smart, Toe Interpretation of Scripture(1961):67-9;

Bright, The authority of the OT(1957):73-6;

0.63 THE WAY AHEAD

a. The implication of neo-Marcionism is separation

of the two Testaments. In other words, the 0ld

and New Testaments are considered to belong to two
different religions, so that there is no theological
relationship between them. If Marcion had been right
the present study would be a fruitless exercise; but
among serious biblical theologians, in spite of the
implicit Karcionism which often affects the Church in
practice, there is virtually unanimous agreement that
Marcion was not right. There are today many different
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evaluations of the 0ld Testament and interpretations
of its relationship to the New, but it can at least
be said that an assured result of modern scholarship
is the recognition of the existence of a theological
relationship between the two Testaments of the
Christian Bible.

b. The task which remains to be undertaken is the
definition of this relationship. While the Church
was debating and digesting the results of nineteenth
century scholarship (following in general its 'progres-
sive revelation' approach to the relationship between
the Testaments) and defending itself and its Bible
from the anti-Semitic and anti-Christian attacks of
‘the 1930s, twentieth-century scholars were reconsider-
ing the results of their nineteenth century prede-
cessors and developing a deep dissatisfaction with
them. Persecution in the Church and dissatisfaction
in scholarship gave a new impetus to definition of

the relationship between the Testaments, and thus
provided a matrix for modern study of biblical theo-
logy, which has been one of the most fruitful as-
pects of biblical studies in the post-Var years.

C. Two of the most significant modern solutions to
the problem of the relationshirv between the Testaments
stem from the traumatic years of the 1930s; and those
years were also formative for the thought of several
other theologians considered here whose major works
were published after the War. The name of Wilhelm
Vischer has already been mentioned in connection with
the defence of the 0ld Testament: his major work, The
Witness of the 0ld Testament to Christ(1934), will be
considered in chapter five. Rudolf Bultmann has not
yet been referred to because of his ambiguous posi-
tion in the German Church Struggle. In 1933, the
year of the rise of National Socialism, he published
an important essay on 'The Significance of the 0ld
Testament for the Christian Faith' in which he empha-
sised the radical difference between the 0ld Testament
and the New Testament; on the other hand, in the same -
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year he warned his students about the dangers of the
new movement in a lecture on 'The Task of Theology

in the Present Situation'. Though scarcely an active
opponent of the Nazi régime, Bultmann recognised a
limited amount of value in the 0ld Testament for the
Christian faith and his sympathies were with the
Confessing Church. His view of the relationship
between the Testaments will be considered in some
detail in chapter three. Both Baumglrtel and von
Rad, although their major works were published two
decades later, were concerned in the early part of
their careers with the issues raised by the Church
Struggle; and probably every modern study which takes
serious account of German theology has been influenced
in some way by the debates of the 1930s.



0.7 METHOD

0.71 THE PROBLEM TODAY

a. Recent 01d Testament research has demonstrated
the importance of the concept of 'covenant' in 0ld
Testament theology (see McCarthy 1972a; Eichrodt
1974), though Payne (1970) prefers ‘'testament’

and some recent German scholarship (e.g. Perlitt
1969 cf. NcCarthy 1972b; Kutsch 1971, 1972) advocates
‘obligation' (Verpflichtung) to translate the Hebrew
N'N2. The concept may easily be extended to cover
both Testaments: Shih (1971) presents 'covenant' as
one of four major historical models for the unity of
the Testaments, and Fensham (1967, 1971) considers
that the covenant-idea is the most satisfactory
expression of the relationship between the two (cf.
Gehman 1950; Brown 1955; Kline 1972:ch.4). It would
be a mistake however to think that 'covenant' offers
the solution to the problem of the relationship between
the Testaments. Since, as is well-known, the word
'testament' in '0ld Testament' and 'New Testament'
means ‘'covenant', to introduce the concept of
covenant to the discussion of the relationship
between the Testaments does nothing more than
restate the problem. The basic datum is that there
are two Testaments (covenants, obligations...);

the problem is to determine the theological
relationship between them.

b. There is a sense in which almost any study of

the Bible contributes to solvircg the problem of the
relationship between the Testaments, but certain kinds
of study are particularly important:
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(1) exegetical studies of passages or themes in
their whole biblical context; (2) programmatic
works which set out to develop an original (or
reassert a traditional) solution to the problem;
(3) general works of biblical or systematic theology
which present, or at least imply, a specific
solution to the problem; (4) analytical studies
which attempt to trace the way in which the
problem has been solved in the past and present;
(5) critical studies which are concerned to
assess and synthesise the information and ideas
accunulated by the other approaches.

¢c. The present study combines the fourth and

fifth approaches, offering a biblical and historical
survey of the problem, and analyses and criticisms
of some of the najor modern solutions. The results
of all five kinds of research are used throughout,
although the exegetical and analytic results are
particularly relevant to the biblical and
historical introduction, and the programmatic

works are the chief concern in the major part of
the study. It is obvious that this study cannot
claim to open up virgin territory but, although

it treads an area which has frequently been trod,
it does so more thoroughly than any other study

of its kind. There are some aspects of the subject
dealt with only scantily, to be sure,but there

are others discussed in greater detail than in any
previous study. Another original feature of the
study is the distinction between '0ld Testament',
'New Testament' and 'biblical' solutions to the
problem, which reveals the strength and weakness

of the various solutions: it is the very one-=
sidedness of the solutions of van Ruler and Bultmann,
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for instance, which accounts for both their brilliance
and their inadequacy. MNoreover, while the positive
evaluation of the salvation history/'promise and
fulfilment' and continuity/discontinuity solutions

to the problem will occasion little surprise, the
positive reinterpretation of the Christological and
typical solutions is both original and important.

There are several short articles which attempt to

do in brief compass what is done in detail in this

study:

Filsgn, 'The Unity of the 01d and the NTs', Interpn(1951);

Smart, The Interpretation of Scripture(1961):ch.3;

Nurphy, 'The Relationship between the Testaments',
CBQ(1964);

Schwarzwiller, 'Das Verh4ltnis AT-NT',EvTh(1969);

Verhoef, 'The Relationship between the 0ld and the
NTs' in Payne(1S70);

Hasel, OT Theology(1S72):ch.4.

Relevant analytical works include:

Diestel, Geschichte des ATes ir der christlichen
Kirche( 15069 ;

Kraeling, The CT Since the Reformation(1955);

The Cambridee Historv ci the Bible(CnB,1963=70);

Kraus, Die Biblische Theologie(1970);

Laurin(ed.), contemporarv CL Theologians(1970);

Harrington, The Path of Biblical Theology(1973).

Full-length critical studies:

Amsler, L'AT dans 1'Eglise(1960);

Barr, 0ld and Lew in Interpretation(1966);

Bright, The Authority of the OT(1S67);

Shih, 'The Unity of the Testaments as a Hermeneutical
Problem' ,Dissn(1971).

Two important symposia:
westermann(ed.), Essays on OT Interpretation(EOTI, 1949-60);
Anderson(ed.), The OT and Christian raith(OLCF, 1964).

0.72 METHOD OF THE PRESENT STUDY

a. The aim of this study is to take account of
as much and as wide a variety of the relevant
material as practicable in order to reach some



general but broad-based conclusions about the
nature of the theological relationship between
the Testaments. The author has no particular
theological or denominational axe to grind but is
concerned to interpret the evidence on its merits
and to find a solution to the theological problem
of the relationship between the Testaments which
does full justice to this evidence. 1In particular,
it is his conviction that in order to reach a
satisfactory solution it is necessary to consider
not only the relationship of the 0l1d Testament

to the New Testament, or that of the New Testament
to the 0ld Testament, but the mutual relationship
between the two Testaments of the one Christian
Bible. This is not to presuppose any particular
understanding of the nature of the Bible, but

to recognise the indisputable fact that for all
the nearly two thousand years uf its existence
the Christian Bible has contained two Testaments,
and to refuse to presuppose either to be more
important than the other.

b. The basic structure of the study has already
been made clear: the problem is stated by means of
a biblical, historical and methodological
introduction; eight modern solutions are presented
and discussed at length; and some conclusions

are drawn. In the body of the work those modern
solutions which are based more heavily on one
Testament and do not take adequate account of

the nature of the other Testament are considered
first; and those which attempt and succeed to
develop a more fully biblical understanding of

the relationship between the Testaments are
discussed afterwards. ‘

87
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Ce The method employed in the study of each solution
varies a certain amount to suit the subject-matter,
but the basic pattern has three stages: analysis,
criticism and comparison. The analysis may be

a précis of one programmatic work, a study of

several works of one author, or a summary of works

on one theme by more than one author. The criticism
may deal with specific points raised by a programmatic
work, or more general issues involved in a view

of the relationship between the Testaments, or

may be an attempt to define more closely some

ideas from the analysis. The comparison discusses
solutions to the problem which are related or

similar to the main solution studied in the chapter.

0.73 LIMITATIONS

as It has been stated that this work is concermed
with the theological level of the problem of the
relationship between the Testaments, which explains
why certain approaches to the question are not
discussed. Little is said, for instance, about

the linguistic relationship (on which see TDNT
1933-73 and Hill 1S567; cf. von Rad 1960:352-6;
Verhoef 197Ca:286-7) or the conceptual relationship
(cf. below: 3.213) or the historical relationship
(see Noth 1950; Bruce 1969; cf. van Ruler 1955:10-11/12)
between the Testaments. Although many such
approaches are not without theological relevance,
it has been necessary to restrict the scope of this
work to specifically theological approaches to the
problem.

b. It might be pointed out that some important
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solutions (e.g. Cullmann, Wright and Eichrodt in
ch.7 below) are treated very briefly while others
which are no more important (e.g. Amsler and -
Pannenberg in the same chapter) are given much more
space. The reason for this is simply that in a
study of such a vast subject a good deal of
selectivity is inevitable. Several criteria of
selection have been employed, so that sometimes
well-known and much-discussed solutions (e.g.
Bultmann,von Rad) are dealt with, sometimes those
which are important though less well-known (e.g.
van Ruler, Miskotte), and sometimes those which are
commonly misunderstood (e.g. Vischer, typology).

c. It might also be noted that relatively more
German and Dutch solutions are studied than those

of any other language or country, and more Protestant
than Catholic solutions. This is because, for better
or worse, the Germanic spirit and the Protestant
tradition of individual interpretation have led to

a much greater number of original contributions to
theological scholarship than have more conservative
cultures and denominations.

d. Nevertheless, in spite of these limitations,
which could be overcome only by increasing the
length of the work, this thesis presents the most
comprehensive study yet available of the theological
problem of the relationship between the 01d
Testament and the New Testament.



PART TWO: 'OLD TESTAMENT' SOLUTIONS

1. The 0ld Testament is the essential Bible, the
New Testament its interpretative glossary

1.1 ARNOLD A. VAN RULER: THE CHRISTIAN
CHURCH AND THE OLD TESTAMENT

1.2 CRITICISM: THEOCRACY AND PRIORITY



1.1 ARNOLD A. VAN RULER: THE CHRISTIAN
CHURCH AND THE OLD TESTAMENT

1.11 INTRODUCTION

a. In this first chapter the possibility of

seeing the relationship between the 01d Testament

and the New Testament as a relationship of 'priority’
will be investigated. It is of course obvious that
the 01d Testament was formed before the New Testament
and no one will dispute that the 01d Testament was
prior to the New Testament historically. To claim
that in the Christian era the 0ld Testament has
priority over the New Testament not only historically
but theologically is however a different matter. A
notable Dutch Reformed scholar, the late Arnold A.
van Ruler of Utrecht, has claimed this and in the
following pages his claim will be examined. The
second chapter will be devoted to the work of another
Dutch Reformed scholar, Kornelis H. liskotte, whose
solution to the problem of the relationship between
the Testaments is somewhat similar, and a number of
other views and claims which imply the theological
priority of the 0ld Testament over the New Testament
will also be discussed there.

b. Van Ruler has written a great deal, but the most
important elaboration of his view of the relationship
between the Testaments is his book The Christian
Church and the 0ld Testament, published originally

in German (1955) and since translated into English
(1966). He sets out to make a contribution on the
part of dogmatic theology to the discussion about

el
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the interpretation of the 0ld Testament which arose
with the preparation of the Biblischer Kommentar in
the 1950s (see the preface, unfortunately omitted in
the English translation; cf. below:7.31). He refers
to many other writers, mostly Dutch and German, but
the significance of his work lies less in the assess-
ment or development of their ideas than in the
provocative thesis which emerges from the book.

Except where stated otherwise, references to van
Ruler in the present chapter are to this work.

c. It is interesting to note that wvan Ruler, who
advocates the value of the 0ld Testament more

strongly than almost any other modern Christian
scholar is not himself an 0ld Testament scholar but

a systematic theologian. His approach is therefore
theological rather than exegetical: he does not
discuss individual passages and almost never guotes
the 014 Testament (I counted only 22 references,
mostly in the footnotes), and all but ignores
historical-critical scholarship (cf. Vriezen 1956:213).
Bright (1967:186-7) draws attention to van Ruler's
failure to provide an adequate hermeneutic for the

01d Testament since he only speaks of the 01ld
Testament as a whole and does not deal with the
problem of its 'difficult' parts. It is therefore
necessary to be aware of his theological assumptions
to evaluate his thesis. As van Ruler says, 'our

basic theological position will decide our attitude
towards the 01d Testament'(p.7/9), and this is proved
beyond doubt in his work. Van Ruler stands within

the Reformed - especially Calvinist - tradition and

so presupposes the inspiration of the Bible and reality
of revelation. The historical context of his work
included many negative evaluations of the 01d Testament
and it may be that he over-reacted to these at times
(cf.Stamm 1956:204).
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aa. Van Ruler's Dutch manuscript was translated
into German by Herman Keller and published as Die
christliche Kirche und das AT (1955). The English
translation (made from the German, not the Dutch)
was by Geoffrey W. Bromiley and published as

The Christian Church and the OT (1966, and again
1971, an identical edition which does not mention
the former). Both versions are referred to in the
present work and the German and English page numbers
given in that order, thus: 1955:11/13, or simply
p.11/13.

The German and English versions have not been
systematically compared but a number of significant
translation errors have been footnoted at the
relevant points in the analysis. The translation
has caused some confusion by dividing the admittedly
lengthy footnotes into three parts and incorporating
into the text, interspersing between sections of the
text or leaving as footnotes (with different numbers
from the original). The result is no easier to read
and is difficult to compare with the original. It
is a pity that van Ruler's preface has been omitted,
thouzgh a bibliography compiled from the footnotes
is a useful addition. Remarkably both the notes and
bibliography fail to note the translations of the
important essays by Noth, von Rad and Zimmerli(1952)
in Interpn(1961) and EOTI, and Vriezen's An ouline
of OT taeology (1954766), ET:1958L, 197072

bb. Other works by van Ruler concerned with the

relationship between the Testaments include:

'De waarde van het Oude Testament', Vox Th 13(1942),113-117;

Religie en Politiek, Nijkerk 1945, 123-149 (including a
reprint of tne preceding article);

De vervutting van de wet, Nijkerk 1947; cf.Rottenberg
1964 :162-175

also, Reformatorische opmerkingen in de ontmoeting met
Rome,antwerp 1965,

Examples of his interpretation of the 0ld Testament may

be found in:

God's Son and God's World, ET:Grand Rapids,Michigan 1960
{on Ps.104);

7zechariah Sveaks Today,ET:London 1972 (on Zech. 1-8).

A useful survey of van Ruler's writings is given by
Hesselink, 'Recent Developments in Dutch Protestant
Theology', RefTR(1969),46-50.




cc. Although it is an important work and is
frequently mentioned in works concerned with the
relationship between the Testaments, The Christian
Church and the OT has received few reviews in journals
and little detailed criticism in books and articles.
The following may be noted, however:
Stamm, 'Jesus Christ and the OT'(1956),ET in EOTI;
Vriezen, 'Theocracy and Soteriology'(1956)ET In BEOTI;
An outline of OT theology(1954/66):-/97-8; —
Velema, Confrotatie met Van Ruler(1962);
reviews by Jacob, RHPR(1963) and Fretheim, Interpn(1972);

Also, not available to me:

Hommes, 'Sovereignty and Saeculum: Arnold A.van Ruler's
Theocratic Thneology',Dissn(1967; abstract in
HTR 1967);

Engelbrecht, 'A.A. van Ruler: moderne teokraat',
NGTT(1971);

Fries, 'Van Ruler on the Holy Spirit and the salvation
of the earth', RefR(1973).

1.12 THE QUESTION OF THE OLD TESTAMENT

The vital question about the 0ld Testament for

van Ruler is how it may be recognised as the Word

of God.l He presupposes without discussion that

it is the Word of God since he reckons it a

matter of faith to decide whether or not to submit

to its authority. This presupposition is the

basis for the whole book, and it is at the root of

the questions as well as the answers which he discusses.

1. Translation (p.8/10): the first two sentences in
the main text should read 'No matter how great the
difficulties may be, the question of the 0ld Testament
is, at a central point, decisive. It decides how we
understand Jesus Christ...' Bromiley's paraphrase is

a possible interpretation of the phrase 'the question
(Sache) of the 0ld Testament', although 'the question
of now the 0ld Testament may be recognised as the Word
of God' is more likely. But better sense in the
context and a more natural use of the phrase 'the
question of the Old Testament' results if it simply
refers to the 01d Testament {(as a problem).
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Van Ruler points out that the 01d Testament is
decisively important since it determines one's
understanding of Christianity, yet from the earliest
times the Church has found difficulty in using it
and today the question needs to be thought through
once more. Before presenting his own view, van
Ruler analyses into ten categories the main ways

of viewing the 01ld Testament current when he wrote

in 1955:

1.Complete devaluation (Schleiermacher,Hirsch)
2.History of failure (Bultmann)

3.Parallelism with paganism: both
are preparation for the perfect
revelation in Christ (Heiler)

4 .Historical background to New Testament (Sellin)
5.Independent theological value (H.W.Robinson,H.H.Rowley)2
6.Providential earthly preparation

for heavenly salvation (Roman Catholicism)
T7.Typology (contributors to Biblischer Kommentar)
8.Allegory ( =)

9.Direct and complete validity ( - )

10.Salvation History (Reformed scholarship).

(pp.7-12/9-14)

1.13 THE OLD TESTAMENT ITSELF

In the first chapter van Ruler proposes to deal with
four preliminary questions about the 0ld Testament.
As will be seen, he does not generally give direct
answers to his questions, either by logical argument
or a_priori assertion, but discusses related issues
in such a way as to make his viewpoint clear without
actually stating it. Although these are described

e

2. Translation (p.11/12): insert 'not' before
‘controlled by the Lutheran dialectic of law and gospel'.
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as 'preliminary questions' the chapter is really the

most important in the book because it lays the foundation
on which van Ruler's thesis is based. The form of

the questions reveals immediately a number of van

Ruler's presuppositions: the 0l1ld Testament is about

God, it is revelation and it is a source for preaching.

1.131 Are both Testaments about the same God?

A more precise~way of putting this question would be
to ask whether it is Yahweh, the God of Israel, who
is also the Father of the Lord Jesus Christ. It is
a question which van Ruler claims is very important
in determining the Church's attitude to the 01ld
Testament: a positive attitude to the 01d Testament
is dependent on a positive answer to this question.
Both faith and scholarship are involved here and
although faith will reply first it is also the
responsibility of scholarship to search for an
answer. Van Ruler's answer is of course to
presuppose both here and throughout the book that
both 01ld and New Testaments are about the same

God. (pp.13-16/15-18)

1.132 Revelation and scholarship.

a. The question of the identity of the God of
the 01d Testament leads on to the question of
revelation and van Ruler asks how revelation may
be perceived in the 0ld Testament literature. To
him it is self-evident that revelation is to be
found somewhere in or behind the 01d Testament
and the particular problem which concerns him

is the extent to which scholarship is able to
recognise it. He believes that the primary
prerequisite for recognising revelation is faith
and that the decision of faith to find revelation
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in the 0ld Testament is not an arbitary one since
Jesus Christ establishes its authority. Scholarship
supports the decision of faith by demonstrating the
uniqueness of the 0ld Testament's understanding of
life. In other words, the function of scholarship
is to determine what the 01d Testament says and the
function of faith is to decide whether or not what
is says is revelation.

b. This simple distinction between the roles of
faith and scholarship is nevertheless inadequate
because it leaves unsolved the problem of whether

the recognition of the 0ld Testament as revelation
affects scholarly exegesis. Does scholarship study
only the human aspect of revelation or can it study
the revelation itself? The fundamental problem is that
of the relation between revelation and the Bible:

van Ruler's view is that the Bble is not only a
record of revelation, nor even a witness to revelation,
but is itself a means of revelation. The hermeneutical
problem of relating the exegete and his scholarly
method with the author and his subject is not confined
to Biblical interpretation, and the tension between
establishing the meaning of the text and recognising
it as revelation is an aspect of that same problem.

If with van Ruler it takes the step of faith and
accepts that there is revelation in the 013 Testament,
theological scholarship will extend its investigation
of the meaning of the text by attempting to penetrate
to that revelation (pp.16-21/18-24).

1.133 Revelation in the 0ld Testament
a. Van Ruler considers next what the 01ld Testament means
by 'revelation'l. It would be a mistake, he argues,

1. An alternative, but less likely, interpretation of

van Ruler's question 'What is to be understood by
revelation in the sense of the 0ld Testament itself?'
would be 'What does it mean to say that the 0ld Testament
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to assume some definition of revelation, such as

' communication of life'?, and apply that definition

to the 01d Testament. Revelation in the 0l1d Testament
refers to the self-communication or presence of God
among his people in concrete historical events. 'The
dimension of history is of predominant significance for
what the 01d Testament understands by revelation'
(p.23/25) and for van Ruler history is a vital part

of the revelation itself, not just the sphere in which
it takes place (p.25n./28). This understanding of
revelation as God's active presence in Israel's history
has at least two implications. First, although it
contains religious and theological ideas, the
quintessence of the 0l1d Testament is not to be found

in these but in God himself who is present in the
history of Israel. Secondly, the concept of pro-
gressive revelation, which implies that man gradually

is revelation?' This would not greatly affect the
argument of the section that revelation consists in
the historical presence of God in Israel.

2. Translation (p.22/24): 8 lines from bottom,
for 'This concept' substitute 'Likewise it is
surely clear that also the concept of impartation
o? life'.
'‘Communication of doctrine'(ET:'impartation of
teaching): Lehrmitteilung; cf. Frbr 1961:25-6.
'Communication of life' or perhaps 'living
communication': Lebensmitteilung; the meaning is
not entirely clear but perhaps van Ruler is referring
to the collaborators of the Biblischer Kommentar
who, among others, advocate the idea of revelation
through God's activity in history. Or is there any
connection with Bultmann's use (following Dilthey)
of categories such as 'expression of life'(Lebens-
Busserung) for a text and 'living relationship’
{Levensverhfltnis) for the relationship between
the subject of the text and the interpreter (1950a:234,
240-41)? In any case, van Ruler rejects the concept as
a definition of revelation in the 0ld Testament. Cf.
Wright 1952: 'Life, reason, faith are a part of one
whole and theology must deal with and attempt to
communicate that whole' (p.1l16).
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comes to know more of God, is inappropriate since
revelation is not concerned with what man knows3

but with what God does among men. Man's knowledge
naturally becomes fuller with the progress of time

but God's presence, and therefore revelation, cannot
be said to be more or less real in different instances.
It follows that the 01ld Testament and New Testament
are equally revelation: there is no progress in
revelation from the 0ld Testament to the New Testament4
but God is actively present in Jesus Christ, as in
Israel, and in both cases his presence needs to be

authenticated and clarified by signs and witnesses.5

b Van Ruler concludes his treatment of revelation
in the 01d Testament by asking for what purpose and
in what way God is present in Israel. He answers
briefly that God's purpose is not simply redemption
but the establishment of his k.ngdom, the theocracy,
and that the manner in which he is present in Israel
is forceful, in contrast to his treatment of other
nations to whom he gives comparative freedom.6 This
forceful aspect of God's presence among his people comes
to a climax when he becomes man for them in the
incarnation. (pp22-7/24-30)

e ——

3. Translation (p.25/27): line 2 of main text,
omit 'just'.

4. Van Ruler admits a progress in salvation history,
but this is a historical, temporal progress rather than
a spiritual, intellectual progress as is implied by the
term 'progressive revelation'.

5. He refers to .the resurrection, Spirit and apostles
in the New Testament which are perhaps intended to
correspond to the Exodus, the prophetic word and the
historical confessions (the credos and the histories
of which they are the core) in the 01d Testament.

6. Translation (CCOT, 27/29): line 6 from bottom
should read 'But 1n any case even Abraham and Israel
were called and...'



1.134 Christian preaching of the 0ld Testament
a. So far the argument of the chapter has been

that revelation in the 01ld Testament consists in the

active presence of God in the history of Israel.
But this creates a problem for the Christian who
preaches from the 0ld Testament: how can revelation
which is so inextriéably tied to the history of
Israel be revelation for the Christian Church?

Or, in the words of Wolff (1952:97), 'What is the
message that the text has for us in the name of

God today if it is still to be the message of the
01d Testament text, even though God has now uttered
his definitive word in Jesus Christ?' If the 0ld
Testament is to be revelation for Christians, and
van Ruler assumes that it will be, they must either
be Israel or be related to Israel in such a way
that what happened to Israel applies to them also
(e.g. typologically, by seeing Israel concentrated
in Jesus Christ, so von Rad 1952). It might be
suggested that 'tradition' is the key: that is,
Christians stand in the same tradition as Israel.
This is a view readily accepted by Jews and Roman
Catholics (who more easily understand revelation in
terms of tradition), and even Reformed Christians
recognise that the Word of God is rooted in the
history of Israel as well as in the saving event

at Golgotha and may admit a place for 'tradition'
in that salvation is 'passed on' from the Jews

to the Gentiles. However, since the 0ld Testament
revelation is thus rooted in the history of Israel,
it can only be passed on fully if there is a

‘repetition' of Israel. This takes place as 'around

Christ and by the Spirit we are appointed and made
Israel'.1 It means that Christians are involved

100

1. pp.31-2/34. Note the translation correction: after
'Around Christ and by the Spirit we are appointed and

made' insert 'Israel'. Perhaps van Ruler intends to

combine the elements of typolo§y ('around Christ')
and tradition ('by the Spirit').
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in the sanctification of life and the world as well
as in the sanctification of the Church and that the
final prospect for the world is the presupposition
of Israel: theocracy. It follows that a Christian
nation2 does not simply receive tradition from
Israel but is its antitype.

b. Christian preaching of the 0ld Testament is
thus not simply preaching of Christ as he may be
found in the 0ld Testament but also preaching of
the kingdom.3 The concrete earthly things which
this involves are in fact the most important since
God's ultimate purpcse is the sanctification of the
earth. At first sight the New Testament appears
rore spiritual than the 0ld Testament but this is

2. Christenvolk: distinet from the Church, although
the latter would naturally be the core of a Christian
nation. It was no doubt easier to write of Christian
nations in this way in Dutch Reformed Holland in

1655 than it would be ir England today.

3, The translation is ambiguous and ray imply
either that Christian preaching of the 0ld Testament
includes preaching of Christ and of the kingdom, or
that Christian preaching irncludes preaching of
Christ and of the kingdom (the former fror the
New Testament and the latter from the Old Testament,
thus rejecting any Christological interpretation
of the 0lé Testament).

A more rrecise translation of the last paragrarph
(p.32/34) would be: 'As I see it, one can preach
from the 0ld Testament in the Christian Church only
if one pays attention to this eschatological theocratic
perspective, if the Christian preaching is not merely a
preaching of Christ, but also a preaching of the
kingdom. The preaching will then be dealing with
the same concrete things that are also at issue in
the 01d Testament. The ordinary things...' This
shows that the former interpretation is correct,
and it is confirmed by the following chapter which
d otes but does not exclude Christological
interpretation of the 0ld Testament.



102

a negative rather than a positive attribute.4

'If the church's preaching is to be full preaching
of the kingdom, in which all reality is set in the
light of the Word and counsel of God, the 0ld
Testament is quite indispensable. The New Testament
is not enough.' (pp.32n./34-5). Thus the 0l1d
Testament stands as an independent source for
Christian preaching, which includes preaching not
only of the gospel but also of the kingdom. Van
Ruler suggests that recognition of this independence
of the Old Testament and the typological relationship
between Israel and a Christian na‘cion5 will indicate
the place of present-day Israel in God's plan
alongside the Church (since in both he is concerned
ultirately for the whole world) as well as allowing
for the possibility that God may restore his people
Israel. (pp.28-33/30-36)

1.14 THE OLD TZSTANENT AND CHRIST

It may seem that the problem of the interpretation

of the 0ld Testament focuses on the idea of 'Christ
in the 0ld Testament' (p.13/15). However, van

Ruler has deliberately postponed discussing this

and first established his view of the validity of the
01d Testament as the Word of God quite independently
of any Christological interpretation of the 01ld

4. Translation (p.32/34): penultimate line, after
',..somewhat more spiritual.' insert 'However that
is to be rated not as a "plus" but as a (perhaps
necessary) "mirus".'

5. Translation (p.33/35): penultimate paragraph,
(the corpus christianum' should read 'a corpus
christianum'.
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Testament. Revelation in the 0ld Testament, he

has claimed, is the active presence of the one God
(who is Father of our Lord Jesus Christ) in the
history of Israel, and it becomes revelation for
Christians as they become Israel. Therefore ﬁreaching
of this revelation will be preaching of the presence
of God, and this is manifested above all in his
kingdom (which is his purpose for man). Now van
Ruler turns to ask whether it is also valid to use
the 01d Testament to preach Christ; in other words,
is it possible to preach a Christian message from

an 014 Testament perspective? This can only be so
if the 01d Testament itself "sees"™ Christ. His
method ¢of handling this question is to corsider the
way Christ and the New Testament are related to the
history of Israel and the Old Testament, and he
concludes the chapter with criticisms of the
allegorical and typological methods of 0ld

Testament interpretation.

1.141 Jesus Christ is an act of God in his history

with Israel
Van Ruler's first remark is that the 0ld Testament
in its entirety is not a sirgle promise of Christ

but contains a history which is continually moving
from promise to fulfilment, within the 0ld Testament
itself. This is a real history, with concrete
promises fulfilled in visible ways, each fulfilment
pointing further into the future so that the history
is never finished.® It is here in the history of

1. Translation (p.36/39)= end of first paragraph
should read 'Fast and present are also described
in the light of the promise, the will of God and
expectation of the people, and that which is

promised, and are thus described hyperbolically.'
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Israel itself that the basis of typology is to be
found, not only in its relationship to Christ but
in the pattern of promise and fulfilment which
links later events to earlier ones. Jesus Christ
is one act in this history of God with his people
and thus fulfils promises of the 0ld Testament in
a similar way to the fulfilments within the 014
Testament itself. In this way, and only in this
way, Jesus Christ becomes theologically significant
for the history of Israel, and thus for the 014
Testament. (pp.34-7/37-40)

1.142 This act inaugurates a new but not yet
final phase of that history

So far van Ruler has asserted that Jesus Christ
is one act in God's history with his people.

The question follows whether this is only one
act among others or whether it has a special
character: does it bring about & new phase in
God's dealing with Israel or the final phase

of ultimate fulfilment? On the one hand, the
New Testament does not devalue the 0ld Testament,
and promise and expectation are still important
as Christians look into the future to the
consummation of history. On the other hand, it
is certain that the New Testament is more than an
extension of the 0ld Testament since it speaks
of a completely new act of God in Christ which
brings the end of the law and the old covenant
and inaugurates the last time in a revolutionary
way by introducing Jesus Christ as the centre

of history. It can only be concluded therefore
that the New Testament is more than a new phase
but not yet the final phase in the history of
God with his people. (pp.38-40/41-3)
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1.143 Attempts to harmonise the Testaments

a. Christian theologians, in particular those
involved in the Biblischer Kommentar, often try

to understand this integration of the New Testament
events into God's history with Israel by means

of the concepts of promise and expectation.

They say, for instance, that since God is free to

interpret and fulfil his promises, Jesus Christ
may be seen as God's fulfilment of his promises
to Israel in the 0ld Testament. There are many
of these promises, some of them contradictory

to others and some nebulous, but all of them are
fulfilled in Christ. The expectation in the 014
Testament is concerned with the coming Loré himself
rather than with those to whom he will come,

and he is expected as the one who comes to kill
and make alive. This very pattern is fulfilled
in the New Testament when God himself comes to
man in Jesus Christ, whose life centres on his
death and resurrection.

b. Van Ruler cannot and does not deny that
there is some truth in these observationsl but
he thinks that they oversimplify the issues.
The people Israel has an essential place in the
018 Testament expectation, and the fulfilment of
0l1d Testament promises is not in every case to
be found in Christ by the spiritualisation of
promises belonging to Israel. There is a 'plus'
in the 01d Testament compared with the New
Testament, a remainder which is not a factor

in the New Testament fulfilment. MNoreover,

1. Translation (p.44/47): centre, before

'But it seems to me...' insert 'There is certainly
some truth in this position.'
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although death and resurrection are the focal
point in the New Testament they are not the
fundamental purpose of the revelation, which is
the same as in the 0l1d Testament: that men may
live rightly to God's glory. (pp.40-46/43-9)

1.144 Incongruity between the Testaments

Van Ruler rejects this harmonising attempt to
integrate the New Testament into God's dealing

with his people Israel and argues that incongruities
occur at some vital points.l In the first place,
God himself comes as the Messiah in the New Testament,
whereas in the 0l1@ Testament the Messiah is only a
man. Further, the emphases of the Testaments are
different since the New Testament is concerned

above all with forgiveness but the 01d Testament
with kingship, the dominant event of the New
Testament - the rejection of the Messiah by the
chosen people - is not even forseen by the 0ld
Testament, and suffering and the love of God are

the keynotes of the New Testament in contrast to

the wrath and glory of God in the 0léd Testament.
Finally, there are differences with respect to
salvation: the New Testament has one way of
atorement but the 0ld Testament many, and in

the New Testament the apostles are sent to the
nations whereas in the 0ld Testament the nations
nave to come to Israel for salvation. (pp.49-57/46-53)

1.145 Allegory
a. One way of seeing 'Christ in the 0ld Testament'

is to renew allegorisirg, a method that has often
been popular in the history of the Church. At first

1. Translation (p.52/56): main text should begin
'We cannot master this five-fold incongruity...'
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this appears to solve many problems by givirng the
entire 01d Testament to the Church, which is
therefore free to interpret it. But allegorical
interpretation is arbitrary, often taking words
out of context in order to find Christ in the 014
Testament, and it implies that God inspired the
01d Testament in a mysterious way and thus
deliberately obscured the meaning. Moreover,

van Ruler argues, if the 0ld Testament were an
allegory it would not matter what it actually said
since the real meaning would be something other
than what it said. Its bond to the history of
Israel would be irrelevant, and the 0ld Testament
would no longer be revelation in the sense of
God's presence in the history of his people.
Allegorical exegesis is superficially attractive
since it evades the problem of the historical
reliability of the 0ld Testame:t, but in ignoring
God's history witk his people it inevitably fails
to understand the nature of revelation and finds
in the 01ld Testament not the historical Christ but
a subjective or other-worldly Christ.

b. Van Ruler recognises a difference between
intellectual knowledge and spiritual understanding
of the Bible, and argues that scholarship, if it
is to take the Bible seriously as God's revelation,
should attempt to penetrate beyond study of the
actual words to an understanding of God's purpose
in revelation. This is no justification for
allegorical exegesis since God has chosen to
express himself in ordinary words and therefore

it is only through these that his purpose will be
understood. Yet although allegorising must be
rejected and historical-grammatical study remains
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fundamental van Ruler admits that scholarship
alone is insufficient to understand these words
and concludes that true exegesis is only possible
in and by the Holy Spirit. (pp.53-8/57-62)

1.146 Typology
a. Another way of finding 'Christ in the 01ld

Testament' is typological interpretation, a method
which is currently being revived (in the Biblischer
Kommentarl, for example). Van Ruler analyses the
way the method is used today thus: earlier historical
facts are related to later ones (in particular 01d
Testament facts to those in the New Testament), both
kinds of facts being recognised as acts of God, so

that features of the earlier time recur or have
parallels or are continued or developed in the later
time; it is stressed that typology concerns the
whole 0l1ld Testament and not just the Messianic
prophecies; it is asked whether the typological
relationship is only perceived in retrospect or
whether it is fixed by God from the beginning; it

is conceded that the real meaning of a text ray

not originally have been understood; it is considered
that Christian theologians must understand

the 01d Testament from the New, although this

cannot be made into a strict method; and Jesus
Christ is seen as 'the final goal of the way of God'
with his people Israel and thus secretly present

in the 01d Testament. Van Ruler's critical comments
on this typological method bring himr right to the
heart of his thesis, defining the place of Jesus

1. This is changed from text to footnote and
capitals to italics in the English translation,
thus obscuring its importance.
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Christ in God's plan and the authenticity of the
01d Testament as the canonical Word of God.

b. His first comment is concerned with the centrality
of Jesus Christ in God's plan. He argues that,
contrary to what is usually thought, it is less the
case that God's history with Israel is directed
toward Jesus Christ than that God's act in Jesus
Christ is for the benefit of Israel. Similarly,
God's history with Israel is for the benefit

of the peoples of the earth and God's purpose in
salvation is for his creation, not the other

way round. 'We are not men in order that we

might be Christians; we are Christians in order
that we might be men' (p.65/68). It was Jesus®
sacrifice that solved the problem of guilt and
therefcre he is the centre of God's purpose, but
this is different from saying vhat God is concerned
exclusively with himr. God's concern is not only
with reconciliation but with sanctification, not
only with the Messigh but with the Spirit. From
the beginning God's plan is for his kingdom, and

'‘Jesus Christ is an emergency measure that God
postponed as long as possitle (cf.Matt.21:33-46).
Hence we must not try to find him fully in the
014 Testament, even trhough as Christian
theologians we investigate the 0ld Testament

in orientation to God.'(p.65/69)

c. Secondly, van Ruler advocates a more cautious
use of typology, limiting the types to those
authenticated by God (in the New Testament,
presumably). Types can be recognised only in
retrospect and therefore Jesus Christ fulfils

the 018 Testament by putting into effect what

it says, not because the 0ld Testament foresees
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what he will do and speaks about it. So the 014
Testament speaks about Jesus only in the sense that
he fulfils it.

5 R ?inally,féédordihg to van Ruler, Jesus Christ
fulfils the 01d Testament above all by solving its
root problem, the broken relationship between God
and man.2 It follows that it is not what is
typologically related to Christ that is most
important but Israel, the world and God himself,
the very things dealt with pre-eminently in the
01d Testament. 'The 0ld Testament is and remains
the intrinsic Bible (die eigentliche Bibel). In
it God has made known himself and the secret he
has with the world' (p.68/72). Thus van Ruler
states explicitly the underlying theme of the
whole book, that it is the 01ld Testament which

is the original, essential and canonical Word of
God and the New Testament is its interpretative

glossary (erklYrendes WBrterverzeichnis). So the

01d Testament must not be interpreted simply in
terms of the gospel of Jesus Christ: it must be
interpreted in its own terms, the life of
individuals and the history of the people of God.
(pp. 58-68/62-T72)

2. Here he says that forgiveness and expiation

are a fundemental part of the Cld Testament, in

apparent contradiction to his previous statement

that forgiveness is the characteristic of the

New Testament in contrast to the 0Old Testament
(pp.48/51-2). Cf. above:1l.144,
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1.15 THE OLD TESTAMENT AND THE CHURCH

1.151 Six Concepts

a. In the first place, the 01ld Testament is
necessary for the Christian Church as a legitimation
of Jesus as the Christ. The 0ld Testament shows
that Jesus is in harmony with God's relationship

to his people and thus that he has been sent by

God, and it witnesses to Jesus' claim to do the

works of God by showing what those works are.
Its attestation of Jesus' Messiahship links the
01d and New Testaments as it combines the 01d
Testament concept of the kingdom of God and the
New Testament concept of the deity of Jesus.

(pp.69-71/75-T)

b. It is possible to look at the relationship
between the Testaments in the opposite way: not
only does the 0ld Testament legitimate Jesus as
the Christ but Jesus himself authenticates the
01ld Testament, in van Ruler's terminology he

is its foundation. 3By this he means that in
Jesus Christ God's promises are fulfilled, God's
r