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CHAPTER ONE
| NTRODUCTI ON:  DEFI NI TI ON AND PARAMETERS

| nt r oducti on

Hi storical criticism though applied to the Bible in
vari ous ways through the centuries, did not devel op as a biblical
discipline until the early nineteenth century.® In the nore than
a century since its devel opnent, it has proven to be controver-
sial and schismatic. On the one hand, sone took the mnethodol ogy,
along with all of its naturalistic presuppositions, and proceded
to devastate the text of the Bible. Sonme, on the other hand,
reacted by retreating into dogmati smand tradition. |In between
these two extrenes, responsible biblical scholars continued to
apply historical criticismto the biblical text, resulting in a
weal th of material on which we continue to depend to this day.

Today, the historical critical nmethod is an established

bi bl i cal nethodol ogy.? Donal d Hagner notes that Christianity and

The historical origins of the method will be dealt with in
Chapt er Three.

°St ephen Neill, The Interpretation of the New Testanent:
1861-1961, (London: Oxford University Press, 1966), 338. "First
and forenost, the liberty of the scientific and critical approach
has established itself al nost beyond the possibility of cavil....
The so-called 'liberal' and the so-called 'conservative' of today
differ in their results; in the definition of the nethods to be
enpl oyed there is hardly the shadow of a difference between
them "




t he New Testanent nust be understood historically or our under-
standing of themw |l be inadequate. "Because revelation cones
to us in and through history, historical criticismis not an

n3

option but a necessity. Taking "criticisnm to nmean "the naking

of informed judgnents,” he concludes that "no one who attenpts to
interpret or explain the Bible in any way can avoid the "criti-
cal' nethod."*

This paper will look at the historical-critical nethod,
attenpting to understand its origins and application to the
biblical text. Chapter One will |ook at the definition and
parameters of the nethod. Chapter Two will exam ne the history
and devel opnent of the nethod. Chapter Three will | ook at the
presuppositions involved in using the nethod. In Chapter Four
its application to the gospels, Acts and the epistles wll be

illustrated. Finally, Chapter Five will appraise the use of the

method in the context of the overall sem nar nodel, Exegeting the

New Test anment.

Definition

Ceorge Eldon Ladd states in his book The New Test anent

and Criticism

%bonal d A. Hagner, "The New Testanent, History, and the
Hi storical-Critical Method,” in New Testanment Criticism and
Interpretation, edited by David Al an Black and David S. Dockery
(Grand Rapi ds: Zondervan Publishing House, 1991), 75.

“4bid. In the note to this statement, located on p. 92, he
notes that even if a person wanted to avoid criticism choosing a
transl ation of the Bible involves critical judgnent. "The only

alternative to the use of critical judgnment is absolute silence.”
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It is the central thesis of this book that the Bible iIs the
Word of God given iIn the words of men iIn history. As the
words of nmen, its historical origins nust be reconstructed so
far as possible. This is the task of biblical criticism?

Thus historical criticismattenpts to take the earliest form of
the text, as determ ned by textual criticism and "determ ne the
meani ng of the text as it was intended by the human aut hor noved

6 Since the historical facts wth which

| ong ago to conpose it."
we work are often not conplete, historical criticismmny tinmes
deals with theories and probabilities rather than established
facts.’

The text of the Bible may relate history as well as have

its own history, thus we can speak of the "history iIn the text”

8

as well as the "history of the text."® The former refers to what

®George El don Ladd, The New Testanent and Criticism (G and
Rapi ds: Eerdmans, 1967), 12. Italics are Ladd's.

®Joseph A Fitzneyer, "Historical Criticism Its Role in
Biblical Interpretation and Church Life," Theol ogical Studies 50
(1989): 251. See also Janes D. Smart, "The Theol ogi cal
Significance of Historical Criticism"” in The Authoritative Wrd,
ed. Donald K. MKim (G and Rapids: Wn B. Eerdnmans Publi shing
Conmpany, 1983), 230. Reprinted fromJanmes D. Smart, The Strange
Silence of the Bible in the Church: A Study in Herneneutics,
(Phi | adel phia: Westm nster Press, 1971), pp. 77-89; Augustine
Stock, "The Limts of Historical-Critical Exegesis,"” Biblical
Theology Bulletin 13 (1983): 29.

‘Ladd, The New Testanent and Criticism 16. Ladd notes that
this will create tension for many evangelicals who desire
absol ute answers. However, he says on p. 17 that "it is the
aut hor's hope that the reader may be hel ped to understand that
the authority of the Bible as the Wrd of God is not dependent
upon infallible certainty in all matters of history and
criticism”

8John H. Hayes and Carl R Holladay, Biblical Exegesis: A
Begi nner's Handbook (Atlanta: John Knox Press, 1987), 45.
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the text itself tells us about history, while the latter refers
to the history of the text itself.® In critical comentaries the
atter would be found in the introduction to the book, while the

former in general would be dealt with passage by passage.

Par aneters

Hi storical criticismby definition deals with history and
its reconstruction, therefore the basic question that needs to be
dealt with here is, Wiat is history? Stephen Neill notes that
al though Christianity is a conpletely historical religion, "there
is no subject on which the theologians are | ess agreed than 'the

meani ng of history.'"

Thi s becones painfully clear when one
exam nes the way in which the termis used in current scholarly
di scussion, and in particular as it relates to the historical
Jesus.

James Barr, in the course of an eval uation of whether or
not the historical-critical method is useful to theol ogy or not,

notes that whenever it is remarked, "Christianity is a historical

religion,” it is inpossible to know exactly what is neant until

°Gordon D. Fee, New Testanent Exegesis: A Handbook for
Students and Pastors, (Philadel phia: The Westm nster Press,
1983), divides his historical part of the exegesis into three
categories: (1) the "historical context in general” (p. 28); (2)
the "historical-cultural background" (p. 32); and (3) the
"historical context in particular” (p. 33).

1°See Hayes- Hol | aday, Biblical Exegesis, 53-58, for an
ext ensi ve bi bliography of sources for historical background.
Sources especially hel pful for beginners are marked with an
asterick. See also Fee, New Testanent Exegesis, 137-150.

“Neill, The Interpretation of the New Testanment, 342.
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the claimfor which this is a basis is expressed. He delineates
six possibilities stemming fromorientations that are traditional
Catholic (accept their tradition), academ c or secular (treat the
Bi ble Ii ke any other docunent), conservative or fundanentali st
(accept Bible at face value), post-war theol ogical, existential-
ist, and liberal Protestantism?®

He sees the basic weakness of the historical critical
method in its narrow view of history. However, rather than
abandoni ng the nethod, he suggests "that the true legitinmation of
historical and critical reading lies in the relation between

scripture, tradition and the church."?®

Thi s broadeni ng of the
view of history reveals the layers of tradition, thus increasing
the possibility of understanding the scripture theol ogically.

In German di scussion the ternms Historie and Geschichte
are used, and are useful to organize the current discussion.
Hi storie is generally seen as that which can be reconstructed by

the historical-critical nmethod; Geschichte is an event known by

its i mpact on subsequent history.' Martin Kahler saw the I|ib-

12James Barr, The Scope and Authority of the Bible, (London:
SCM Press Ltd., 1980), pp. 30-31.

B pbid., 50.

“George E. Ladd, "The Problemof History," in Studia
Evangelica, Vol. V, ed. F.L. Cross, (Berlin: Akadem e-Verl ag,
1968), 91. Ladd notes that the nodern distinction stens from
Martin Kahler's Der sogenannte historische Jesus und der
geschichtliche biblische Christus. The English translation is
The So-Called Historical Jesus and the Historic Biblical Christ,
(Phi | adel phia: Fortress Press, 1964). Ladd uses these terns as a
useful way to organize his discussion of present trends in
hi storical discussion. The follow ng di scussion cones from pages
91-100 of Ladd's article.
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eral reconstruction of the |ife of Jesus as a Hol zweg, thus the
geschichtlichen Jesus is to be accepted as the historische Jesus.

Bul t mann, on the other hand, while viewing Historie in
t he sane way, sees no continuity between the historical Jesus and
the kerygmatic Christ. The post-Bultnmannians view Historie in
t he sane way, though they are | ess skeptical about the extent to
whi ch the historical Jesus can be recovered. The resurrection is
the event by which Historie is translated into Geschichte, thus
there is continuity between the historical Jesus and kerygmatic
Chri st.

A different viewis presented by Al an Ri chardson, ® who
rejects the distinction between Historie and Geschichte, and
argues for an understanding of history in which the resurrection
can be established by ordinary historical nmethods. Belief in the
resurrection of Jesus is necessitated for Richardson as it is the
only adequate cause that can account for Easter faith of the
disciples. History is a closed continuum but historical enquiry
nmust not rule out God as an historical cause.

A final viewis the Heilsgeschichte of Gscar Cul |l mann, *°
whi ch desi gnates a sequence of divine acts in the m dst of
history for the sake of our salvation. Cullnmann accepts Kahler's
di stinction between Historie and Geschichte, as well as his view

of the reconstructed historical Jesus as a Hol zweg. He under-

Al an Richardson, History Sacred and Profane, (London: SCM
Press, Ltd., 1964).

®Cscar Cul | mann, Heils als Geschichte, (Tibingen, 1965).
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stands Kahler to say that the historical Jesus can only be net in
the Christ of faith and not the scientific nodern |ife of Jesus.
For Cull mann, history and theol ogy cannot be divorced.

Clearly, the way that the exegete views history has
consequences for his resultant interpretation of the text. The
purely scientific historical-critical nethod by its own self-
inmposed limtations is unable to interpret redenptive history.
Thus, while the method of historical criticismis valid, the
biblical interpreter nust recognize that God's intervention in

hi story introduces a new di nension to the text.



CHAPTER TWO
H STORY OF THE METHCD

| nt r oducti on

Evi dence for the use of historical nethodology in ancient
tinmes on biblical witings has been gathered by WG Kunmel,?! and
denonstrates clearly that while it may have been used on a snal
scale, its "insights were nore dogmatically than historically
motivated."? Origen (ca. 185-254) used style to show that Paul
did not wite the Letter to the Hebrews, yet did not conme to any
firm concl usi ons based on his findings.® His student, Dionysius
of Al exandria (bishop, ca. 247-65), used linguistic and stylistic
di fferences to prove that Revel ation and the Gospel of John were

not witten by the sanme author. However, his notivation was

"Werner Georg Kunmmel, The New Testanent: The History of the
| nvestigation of its Problens, translated by S. MacLean G | nour
and Howard C ark Kee, (Nashville: Abingdon Press, 1972), 13-19.
Kinmel's work is valuable in that he includes significant
guot ations of the relevant works to nake his point.

’Edgar Krentz, The Historical Critical Method,
(Phi | adel phia: Fortress Press, 1975), 6.

kummel , New Testament, p. 15, cites Eusebi us
Ecclesiastical Hi story, 6.25. 11-14: "But as for nyself, if I
were to state my own opinion, | should say that the thoughts are
the apostle's, but that the style and conposition belong to one
who called to mnd the apostle's teaching and, as it were,
par aphrases what his master said. |f any church, therefore,
holds this epistle as Paul's, let it be conmmended for this al so.
For not w thout reason have the nmen of old time handed it down as
Paul 's. But who wote the epistle, in truth God knows."

10
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church politics. Jeronme (ca. 340-420), drawi ng from Eusebi us,
catal ogs the witings of several apostles that had been disputed
by many Christians, yet omts nentioning Dionysius' rejection of
Revel ation, as its canonicity had never been challenged in the
st .

The Church exercised rigid control over interpretation
through the centuries that followed. It was not until the
Renai ssance that changes cane that began to provide a foundation
for the | ater devel opnent of historical methodology. 1In the
foll owi ng sections this devel opnment will be traced begi nning from

t he Renai ssance through the nodern peri od.

Renai ssance and Reformati on

The foundations of the historical critical nmethod can be
traced back to the Renai ssance, "especially to its enphasis on

‘getting back to the sources' (recursus ad fontes)."* Manu-

scripts began to be collected, and the printing press nmade
information easily available on a larger scale. Humanists such
as Erasnmus applied the nethodol ogy used on other ancient litera-
ture to the Bible, which, coupled with his call for the use of

reason in interpretation, passed on "historical thought and the

“Fitzmeyer, 246. Fitzmeyer refers to RF. Collins
"Augustine of Hi ppo Precursor of Modern Biblical Schol arship,”
Louvain Studies 12 (1987): 131-51, to say that sone patristic
commentators may have used nethods simlar to historica
criticism but coments that "the node of exposition was then
largely literal and/or allegorical, sonetines preoccupied with
what has been called the "spiritual' sense of Scripture.” See
al so Kummel, New Testanent, 13-109.
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use of reason"” as "legacies to the Reformation and later inter-
preters."®
In the Reformation, while the interpretation of Scripture
did not change radically, Scripture was el evated above the pope
and the church as the final source of revelation, with the result
that the Bible became its own interpreter.® This is illustrated
clearly in a quote fromMartin Luther's defense to the Diet of
Wornms (1521):
Si nce then your serene nmjesty and your |ordships seeks a
sinple answer, | will give it in this manner, neither horned
nor toothed: Unless | am convinced by the testinony of the

Scriptures or by clear reason (for | do not trust either in
the pope or in councils alone, since it is well known that

t hey have often erred and contradi cted thensel ves), | am
bound by the Scriptures |I have quoted and nmy conscience is
captive to the Wrd of God. | cannot and will not retract

anything, since it is neither safe nor right to go against
consci ence.

| _cannot do otherwi se, here | stand, nmay God hel p ne,

Amen. ’

Luther, by as early as 1517, had virtually abandoned the
medi eval tradition of the fourfold sense of Scripture in favor of
an enphasis on the literal sense of the text. By 1519 he was
advocating that the Bible should be its own interpreter. Luther
"inevitably pointed the way to a scientific approach that would
with full seriousness deal with the New Testanent in its histori-

cal peculiarity."®

5Krent z, 8.

®kumel , New Testament, 20-21; Fitzmeyer, 246.

‘Cited in Kumrel, New Testament, 20-21.

8,kumel , New Testament, 23. Luther, having discovered that
some witings were disputed early because of uncertainty as to
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Vari ous people further devel oped the nethod in this
period of the Reformation. Matthaeus Flacius Illyricus rejected
the nmultiple sense of Scripture in favor of the literal neaning
in light of the context and purpose. Joachim Canerarius desired
to explain New Testanment witers in light of their own tines, and
used Greek and Latin classics as well as the grammatical sense of
the words to aid himin exegesis. Hugo Gotius continued this
practice, enploying also Hellenistic-Jewish [iterature as well as
the church fathers. John Lightfoot concluded that the New
Testament could only be properly understood by understanding the
| anguage of the Jews of that tine. "So it was that Gotius and
Lightfoot set in notion the efforts of students of the history of
religions to view the New Testanent in the setting furnished by
its historical environnent."?

Hul dreich Zwi ngli and John Calvin |ikew se stressed that
the Bible is the single authority in the church. They differed
from Luther in that, where Luther used a christol ogi cal approach
to decide between differing interpretations (even in the Add
Testament), Calvin saw God as the authority of the Bible, which
“"led to a nore rigid view of the literal sense and its applica-

tl on. n 10

apostolic authorship, went on to theologically criticize the
books of Hebrews, Janes, Jude and Revel ation. He placed them at
the end of the New Testanent, and did not even place themin the
table of contents. 1bid., 23-26

Kunmmel , New Test ament, 27-39.

Krentz, pp. 9-10.
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Post - Ref ormati on Sci entific Age

Anot her influence that paved the way for historical
criticismwas the change in world-view (heliocentric vs. geocen-
tric) com ng out of the Copernican revolution. Men |ike Kepler

and Galileo, who supported Copernican theory and believed the

Bible to be the "divine revelation of all truth,” struggled to
acconodat e what they observed of natural phenonmena and what the
Scripture taught. "The issue which had energed for them was

not hing I ess than the question of the authority of the Bible and
the nature of its claims to truth."™ The authority of the Bible
was di m ni shed as science began to concern itself primarily with
this world. *

Hi story and phil osophy followed a simlar path, resulting
in a questioning of historical and chronol ogical data in the
Bi bl e, and an el evation of reason over Scripture. Othodoxy's
refusal to face the chall enge of new knowl edge by retreating into

tradition resulted in the church being disregarded by devotees of

YMictor P. Furnish, "The Historical Criticismof New
Testament: A Survey of Origins," Bulletin of the John Ryl ands
Uni versity Library of Manchester 56 (1974): 367. See Al an
Ri chardson, The Bible in the Age of Science, (London: SCM Press,
Ltd., 1961), pp. 9-31, for a discussion of the scientific
revolution as it relates to Christianity. He notes (p. 23) that
"the seventeenth century nen of science devoted as nuch care and
attention to theological and biblical reflection as they did to
the study of the objects of their scientific interest. The
| eadi ng thinkers and experinenters of the first phase of the
scientific revolution were not only unconsci ous of any opposition
between their scientific attitude and their religious faith but
wer e consciously concerned to express their religious conviction
in their scientific work."

YPKrentz, 11.
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t he new net hodol ogi es. Al though sonme foll owers of Descartes
tried to guard the Scriptures by positing two kinds of truth,

others insisted that truth is one. Baruch Spinoza in 1670 wote

Tractatus Theol ogico-Politicus as a critique of religion, subsum
ing the former authority of religion under the superiority of
reason. The church remai ned on the defensive, denouncing those
who tried to find a place for reason in theol ogy.

In 1678 the French priest Richard Sinon published the
first of several books in which he applied criticismto the
Bible. Carried out in the name of truth, his real goal was to
counter the Protestant enphasis on the Bible as the only source
of revelation by denonstrating the unreliability of the transm s-
sion of Scripture and consequently the need for the tradition of
the Catholic Church. Although his dogmatic presuppositions
prevented himfromfollow ng through with conclusions, he was
able to show that there was a Latin translation different from

and earlier than the Vul gate. *

Ef fects of Deism and the Enlightennent

Dei sm as ushered in by John Locke, began to apply pure

reason to the Scriptures. In The Reasonabl eness of Christianity,

as Delivered in the Scriptures (1695), Locke enphasized the New

Testament's demand for faith, but says that this faith only

remai ned pure in the Gospels and the Acts of the Apostles.

Bkrentz, 12-15.

Ykammel , New Test anent, 40-46
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El sewhere it has been diluted with alien ideas. Later he would
call for a contextual interpretation of a passage as the author
understood it.

The Bible in this time was treated with great freedom
t hat brought on controversy. Wile many were able to use reason
to defeat these controversies, the overall effect was to
strengthen tendencies toward historical interpretation of the
Scriptures. ®®

In France the conbination of Deismand rationalism gave
birth to the Enlightennent, in which reason was seen to reign
suprene over all other authorities, including religion. Wile
French intellectuals were anti-church, the Gernman Aufkl arung
sought by neans of reason to determine the eternal truths of the
Bible. H story was seen as a useful tool to find rational and
timeless truth.

The work on the Bible done by Richard Sinon served as a
catalyst to further the work that was already in progress by the
Angl i can theol ogian John MII. H's work in turn stimulated
further progress by the Swabi an pietist Johann Al brecht Bengel,
and his contenporary, Johann Jakob Wettstein of Basel. Although
none of these nen dared to alter the Textus Receptus, a clear
nove had been nmade in the direction of a historical exam nation

of the New Test anent . *°

B bid., 51-58.

¥l bid., 47-51. Wettstein's text included textual variants
and a sel ective apparatus printed i medi ately bel ow t he text
itself, as well as a nore extensive apparatus under the text
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Truly scientific study of the Bible is indebted to Johann
Sal ono Sem er, who anong ot her acconplishnments was able to
di stinguish different recensions of the text. He denmanded that
the text be considered based on its own grammati cal structure and
interpreted as a witness to its own tine, rather than to the
present day. Johann David M chaelis took Senm er's approach and
developed it into the science of New Testanment introduction,
initially basing his work on that of Richard Sinon.' Kar
August Cottlob Keil set the standard for subsequent conmentaries
when he concluded that the task of the exegete was to establish
facts without judging historicity or truth.

Hi storical interest in the Bible resulted in a desire to
i nvestigate sources, which |led to an abundance of theori es.
Johann Jakob Giesbach laid the foundation for synoptic studies
by separating John's CGospel fromthe other three and printing a
Greek synopsis. Several scholars began fornul ating vari ous
synoptic theories to explain the interrelationship of the synop-
tic gospels. Friedrich Schleiermacher and J. G Ei chhorn began to
guestion the authenticity of the Pastoral Letters. This whole

new type of approach was first conprehensively expressed in J.G

of fering parallel passages fromclassical and Jewi sh literature,
enabl i ng an understandi ng of the New Testanment against its

hi stori cal background. Hi s textual apparatus enploys the system
of letters and nunbers that is still in use today.

YI'bid., 62-73. Mchaelis ascribed canonicity only to those
witings that come fromthe apostles, and even this nust be
clarified by historical research.

Brentz, 19; Kummel, New Testanment, 108-109.
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Ei chhorn's five-volunme Einleitung in das Neue Testanent.

Hi storical interest in the New Testanent |ed eventually
tointerest inthe |life of Jesus and its relation to the teaching
of the apostles. Herrmann Sanuel Reimarus quietly prepared a
critique of Christianity using rationalist presuppositions in

order to separate what was said about Jesus from what Jesus

himsel f actually did and taught.® Reaction to Reimarus' work

led to many lives of Jesus. However, the inportance of Rei marus
work is that he "raised the problens that occupy New Test ament
scholarship to the present: Jesus as eschatol ogi cal preacher, the
nmessi ani ¢ secret, the passion predictions and the surprise of the
disciples at the resurrection, mracles, 'creative additions,’
the di fferences between John and the Synoptics, etc."?

Johann Philipp Gabler, a student of Eichhorn, set forth

the difference between dogmati c and biblical theology in 1787,

enphasi zing the need for a historical approach to the Bible. He

“Kiinmel , New Testament, 74-87; Krentz, 19-20; Neill, 5-6.
See also E. Earle Ellis, "Historical-Literary Criticism-After
Two- Hundred Years: Oigins, Aberrations, Contributions,
Limtations,” in Proceedings of the Conference on Biblical
| nerrancy, 1987. J. Gegory, et al. (Nashville: Broadman Press,
1987), p. 411, who notes that it was in Eichhorn's text that the
term "higher criticisn was first applied to the study of
Scripture, which |ater becanme known as historical-literary
criticismor the historical-critical nethod.

®H s work was published by G E. Lessing as Fragnente eines
Ungenannten and is avail able today in English as Rei marus:
Fragnents, Lives of Jesus Series, trans. by Ral ph S. Fraser,
(Phi | adel phia: Fortress Press, 1970). Reimarus' identity was
protected by Lessing until 1813, when Rei marus' son made it
known.

2Krent z, 20-21.
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al so introduced the concept of myth, taken over from Christian
Gottl ob Heyne by Ei chhorn and carried into New Testanent studies
by Gabl er, as an explanation of the mracul ous events recorded.
CGeorg Lorenz Bauer applied historical science to his devel opnent
of a biblical theol ogy, enploying nethodol ogy devel oped to deal
with nyth as a tool to discover the real neaning of didactic
forms. He also added nyth to herneneutics, setting out charac-
teristics by which to identify nyths as a basic step to interpre-

tation. %

Ni net eenth Century

The foundations of historical criticismwere now all in

pl ace, and continued to develop in the nineteenth century. The

k23

1838 publication of Schleiermacher's Herneneuti gave confi -

dence and respectability to the use of historical nethodol ogy in
Germany. Karl Lachmann broke away fromthe Textus Receptus by
producing the first truly critical edition of the New Testanent
in 1831, with extensive apparatus and suggesti ons on net hod
included in the second edition of 1842-1850. Lachmann was

foll owed by Tregelles, then Tischendorf, then Wstcott and Hort,
t hus making the availability of reliable texts a major |egacy of

the nineteenth century that we continue to benefit from today.?

2Kkinmel , New Test anent, 98-112.

ZE. D.D. Schl ei ermacher, Hernmeneutik: Nach den Handschriften
neu herausgegeben und eingeleitet, ed. M Kinmerle. Heidel berg,
1959.

XKrentz, 24-25; Neill, 68-76.
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The ni neteenth century al so saw t he devel opnent of
Conpar ative Philology, resulting in a nunber of works having to

do with the vocabulary of the Bible. 1n 1843 Liddell and Scott

publ i shed the first edition of their Greek Lexicon, which is
still a classic inits latest revision. In 1866-7 Hermann Crener
publ i shed a Biblical and theol ogical dictionary of New Testanent

G eek. In 1867 GimMs Greek-Latin Dictionary of the Books of

the New Testanent appeared. |In Germany, Walter Bauer (1877-1960)

continued in this work by devoting the greater part of his life
to devel oping a dictionary of every G eek word in the New Testa-
ment with its nearest German equival ent, which was transl ated
into English by Dr. Arndt. On a larger scale, Gerhard Kittel
(1888-1948), consciously continuing the work of Crener, edited

hi s Theol ogi sches Worterbuch zum neuen Test ament . %

Critical commentaries began to appear in the nineteenth
century. In Germany, Heinrich August WI hel m Meyer edited his

Critical and Exegetical Commentary, a series of sixteen conmen-

taries, between 1832 and 1852, which continued to be revised over
the years. In England, Lightfoot, Wscott and Hort felt that a
commentary should be nore than just philological. They set out
to wite commentaries that were critical, linguistic, historical
exegetical, not ainmed at edification, yet carried out 'fromfaith

to faith (Rom1:17).% "By the end of the century The |nterna-

tional Critical Commentary and the Handkommentar on A d and New

®Neill, 81-86.
®Nei |1, 86-94.
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Testanents stood next to the Meyer series."?
Bet ween 1833 and 1842 several works appeared fromtwo nen
whi ch gave further stinmulus to the historical investigation of
the New Testanment. David Friedrich Strauss in 1835 published Das

Leben Jesu, kritisch bearbeitet, in which he exam ned the rati o-

nali st and the conservative interpretations of the Gospels.
Fi nding both to be inadequate, he offered the "nythical” as a new
interpretive principle. Though Strauss's nethodol ogy and concl u-
sions were both radical and questionable, he forced New Testanent
schol arship to deal with the issues of source and nethod. %

The second man was Ferdi nand Christian Baur, one of
Strauss's former teachers and professor at Tidbi ngen from 1826
until the end of his life in 1860. Baur enthusiastically ab-

sorbed historical analysis enploying critical source analysis

from Georg Bartold Niebuhr's Rom sche Geschichte, and used this
to put the New Testanent into chronol ogical order and wite the
hi story of the early church. Influenced by Hegel, Baur began
with the letters of Paul and described the history of the early
church as thesis (Judeo-Christianity, Peter and Matthew), antith-
esis (Pauline Christianity), and synthesis (early catholicisn

Al t hough nost of Baur's solutions have not stood the test of

time, his nethodol ogy was basically correct, and led to better

2'Krent z, 25.

2Krentz, 25-26; Kinmmel, New Testanent, 120-126; Neill, 13-

19.
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use of the historical method in New Testanent schol arship.?
By the end of the nineteenth century in Germany, faith
and historical investigation were separated. This is especially
clear in Franz Overbeck, who denied that theol ogy had anything to

t.% Thus historica

do with scientific investigation of the tex
criticismruled the continent by the end of the century, having
been "radicalized to a strictly historical discipline, free,
i ndependent, and in no way responsible to the church. "3

Bi blical criticismin England devel oped differently than
it did on the continent. Nothing of real significance happened
until 1860, when Benjam n Jowett, who had studied in Germany in
1845-6 and was influenced by Hegelian phil osophy, wote an

article for Essays and Reviews in which he set forth the question

whet her the Bible should be read as any other book or not. 3
Since many in England were 'fundanmentalists' at the tine, the
book was banned and | egal proceedings were started against the
witers. However, criticismhad cone to stay; fortunately,

schol ars such as Lightfoot, Westcott, Hort, S.R Driver, WIIliam
Sanday, and W Robertson Smith, with their non-destructive use of

historical criticism denpnstrated the benefits to be derived

PKrentz, 26-27; Kimmel, New Testanent, 127-133; Neill, 19-

28.
Okrentz, 28; Kimmel, New Testanent, 199-204.

Skrent z, 29.

®H s essay, titled "On the Interpretation of Scripture,"
can be found in Benjam n Jowett, The Interpretation of Scripture
and O her Essays, (London: G Routledge & Sons, Ltd., 1907).
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fromthis approach to the Scriptures.

Twentieth Century

Wrld War | radically changed the thinking of many
peopl e, as the optim smof the evolutionary doctrine "was sud-
denly and horrifyingly contradicted by the regression of great

"3 Inthis climte Karl Barth di scovered

nati ons into barbarism
anew t he voice of God, and called for interpretation to go beyond
the historical tinme of the witer and address the current situa-
tion. Concerning John Calvin, Barth noted that although he may
have been inferior to German scholarship with regard to histori -
cal nethodol ogy, his works were full of interpretation, which was
| acking in nodern conmmentaries. Barth had raised once again the
question of the relation of faith to the historical nethod.®
Rudol ph Bul t mann continued to nmaintain that the histori-
cal nmethod was the only nmethod for scientific research of the New
Testament, but found the problemof preaching it to nodern nen to
be the fact that it is couched in nythol ogi cal | anguage.
Bul tmann's answer is first to use historical criticismto deny-
t hol ogi ze the text, then to apply existentialist philosophy to

its interpretation. He distinguished between the historisch, or

the historic event, and the geschichtlich, or the event as it has

significance. It is in the latter that God confronts man and
3Nei |1, New Testanent, 29-32; Krentz, 29.
Nei | |, 206.
SKrentz, 30-31; Neill, 201-212; Kummel, New Testanent, 363-

368.
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calls himto self-understanding and authentic existence. Faith
responds to that call, and is not dependent on historical know -
edge. *

Both of these nmen, while calling for the theological to
be placed back into interpretation, have been criticized for
placing a |l ow value on history. Barth's suprene value is on the
application of the text to nodern tines, while Bultmann "nmakes
the conceptual world of the interpreter the criterion of truth in
the Scriptures."¥

Al t hough sone continue to call for the abolition of the
historical-critical nmethod,*® others are striving to criticize
the nethod in a positive way in order to responsibly deal with
the historical aspects of the New Testanent. |In this latter
group, the chief spokesman in Germany is Peter Stuhlmacher, to
whomwe will turn our attention to try to assess the direction

that historical criticismis taking today.*

St uhl macher, following in the tradition of Adolf

®Krentz, 31; Neill, 222-233; Kimmel, New Testanent, 372-

380.
3Krent z, 31.

¥Walter Wnk, The Bible in Human Transformation
(Phi | adel phia: Fortress Press, 1973). Chapter One of this work
is, "The Bankruptcy of the Biblical Critical Paradigm" Also
Gerhard Maier, The End of the Historical-Critical Mthod, (St.
Loui s, Concordia Publishing House, 1977).

%John Piper, "Historical Criticismin the Dock: Recent
Devel opnents in Gernmany," Journal of the Evangelical Theol ogical

Society 23 (1980): 327, lists, in addition to Stuhl macher, Martin
Hengel , Stuhl macher's col |l eague at Tubi ngen, Ferdi nand Hahn in
Muni ch, Jirgen Rol off in Erlangen, Edward Schwei zer in Zurich,
and Leonhard CGoppelt, who died in 1973.
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Schl atter, tries to strike a path between the radical critics and
the fundanentalists. He sees the nmain problemof the historical-
critical method as not allowing for the historical worth of the
bi blical text, but trying to find sonething behind what is
presented. Thus he says, "Wr werden unserer Verpflichtung
gegenuber den biblischen Texten angesichts der Tradition, in der
wir stehen, und inmtten des Wahrheitsbewsstsei ns der Gegenwart
dann am besten gerecht, wenn wir uns bemihen, erne methodologisch

und wirkungsgeschichtlich reflektierte Hermeneutik des

Einverstdndnisses mit den biblischen Texten zu praktizi eren. "%

To this end he proposes that the principles of Ernst Troeltsch

(correlation, anal ogy, and criticisn be broadened to include the

"Prinzip des 'Vernehnens' "

Pi per notes:

I n conclusion, the herneneutical position of Peter Stuhl mach-
er places before evangelicals who espouse the infallibility
of Scripture two alternatives: Wth Gerhard Mai er one can
make one's starting point the unity and infallibiblity of
Scripture and thus, on the basis of this presupposition, rule
out the use of criticism.. O one can renounce this sort of
epi stenol ogi cal fiat, which we deny to every other religion
and to ourselves in every other area of life, and instead |et
our espousal of the total trustworthiness of the Bible stand
or faJLzmﬁth the critical denonstration of its unity and
truth.

“Opet er St uhl nacher, Vom Ver st ehen des Neuen Testanents:
Ei ne Herneneutik, (Gbttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1986), 222.
Italics are Stuhl macher's.

4st uhl macher, Vom Ver st ehen des Neuen Testanents, 243-244.

42Pi per, 333.



CHAPTER THREE
PRESUPPOSI TI ONS

| nt r oducti on

Rudol f Bul tmann wote an essay in 1957 in which he asked
the question, "lst voraussetzungsl ose Exegese mbglich?"! To this
Bul t mann answer ed unequi vocally "yes" and "no." "Yes" in the
sense of not presupposing the results of exegesis, which is
demanded; "no" in the sense that each exegete approaches the text
as an individual with ideas about the subject matter and the
guestions that he will put to it.

It is vital when setting out to do historical criticism
of the biblical text to be aware of ones own presuppositions as
wel | as those involved in the works being studied. Bultmann, for

exanple, in the essay cited above, states that "the one presuppo-

sition that cannot be dism ssed is the historical method of

2

interrogating the text." He nmentions basic issues such as

granmar, style, and historical background, followed by a histori-

'Rudol f Bul tmann, "Ist voraussetzungsl ose Exegese nbglich?"
Theol ogi sche Zeitschrift, 13 (1957): 409-417. This was
translated into English by Schubert M Ogden as "lIs Exegesis
W t hout Presuppositions Possible?" in Existence and Faith:
Shorter Witings of Rudolf Bultmann, trans. Schubert M QOgden
(d eveland: The Wbrld Publishing Conmpany, 1960), 289-296.

°Bul t mann, "Exegesis Wthout Presuppositions,” 291.

26
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cal presupposition which, in contradiction to his "yes" answer
above, predetermnes his results by limting the possibilities.
This often cited passage is as foll ows:

The historical nethod includes the presupposition that his-
tory is a unity in the sense of a closed continuum of effects
in which individual events are connected by the succession of
cause and effect...

Thi s cl osedness nmeans that the continuum of historical hap-
peni ngs cannot be rent by the interference of supernatural,
transcendent powers and that therefore there is no "mracle"”
in this sense of the word. Such a mracle would be an event
whose cause did not lie within history...

It is in accordance with such a nmethod as this that the
science of history goes to work on all historical docunents.
And t here cannot be any exceptions in the case of biblical
texts if the latter are at all to be understood histori-
cally.?
What presuppositions are inherent to the doing of histor-
ical criticismand how are they to be applied in the case of the

biblical text? The answers will be sought in this chapter.

Purely Historical Criticism

The basic principles of historical criticismas it is
practiced were fornul ated by Ernst Troeltsch in an 1898 essay.?
Krentz summarizes them as foll ows:

(1) The principle of criticismor nethodol ogi cal doubt, which
inplies that history only achieves probability. Religious
tradition nust also be subjected to criticism(pp. 731-732).
(2) The principle of anal ogy nakes criticism possible.

Present experience and occurrence becone the criteria of
probability in the past. This "almghty power' of anal ogy
inplies that all events are in principle simlar (p. 732).

3bid., 291-292.

“Ernst Troel tsch, "Uber historische und dogmati sche Methode
in der Theologie,"” in Gesammelte Schriften, Zweiter Band, 2d ed.,
(Aal en: Scientia Verlag, 1922), pp. 729-753.
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(3) The principle of correlation (or mutual interdependence)
inplies that all historical phenonena are so interrel ated
that a change in one phenonenon necessitates a change in the
causes leading to it and in the effects it has (p. 733).
Hi storical explanation rests on this chain of cause and
effect. The third principle rules out mracle and sal vation
history (pp. 740-742).°
Krentz follows with an assessnment of the nethods of
current historiography, and the ways in which they nodify these
principles of Troeltsch. Contenporary historians stress that you
cannot replace a doubtful account with a guess, but nust say that
it is not clear. History is seen to be a controllable disci-
pline, able to be verified or corrected upon reexam nation of the
evidence. Thus Troeltsch's first principle (criticisnm is
acknow edged.
Hi storians |i kew se accept his second principle of
anal ogy. This assunes neani ngful assertions are possi bl e because
there is a kind of uniformty in man. |If this is raised to the
| evel of a universal principle which disallows sone evidence,
there are probl ens.
The third principle of correlation is accepted, but
extrene conplexity is introduced at the point of causation.
Hi storicismis that view of history that does not allow a theo-
| ogi cal or transcendental cause. Taking natural science as its
nodel , historicismdesired explanations that could be general -

i zed, bringing coherence and the possibility of absolute certain-

ties. Its neticulous attention to detail has been a val uabl e

°Krentz, 55; see al so Hagner, 83-84. The foll ow ng
di scussion is sunmarized from Krentz, pages 56-63.
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contribution that should not be |ost.

However, the climate in science and history has changed
somewhat in that certainties have been replaced by infinite
probabilities, and |l aws have been repl aced by hypotheses to be
considered, refined, nodified, or refuted. Wile this still does
not mean that a theological interpretation of history is respect-
able or that analogy will admt mracles, sonme historians today

woul d | eave room for theology in historical interpretation.

Hi storical Criticismand Theol oqy

Hi storical criticismis a nethod that will continue to be
used in biblical interpretation, thus it is inportant to deal
with the problens involved in its use. As Krentz notes:

Hi storical nethod is in its general axionms at best not hos-
tile to theology, at worst a threat to the central nessage of
the Scripture. Theology nmust either justify the use of
historical criticismand define its nature or be willing to
refornmul ate the Christian faith in terns of a positivist
truth that historicismalone will validate.®

The key issue that nust be dealt with is the attitude
toward the supernatural. Donald Hagner advocates addi ng two new
criteria to the approach of historical criticism First, the
supernatural should not be excluded from consideration just
because it |lies outside ordinary experience. This does not
i nvol ve accepting every supernatural claimat face value--in
fact, he argues that even nore convincing evidence is demanded in

the case of the supernatural. Qher than this, historica

j udgnment should be no different in dealing with the supernatural

%Krentz, 61.
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than it is in dealing with other historical narratives.’

Secondly, he calls for "contextual appropriateness” when
dealing with supernatural events. Though he admits that this is
a subjective criterion, he notes that there is a difference
between the mracles recorded in the New Testament Apocrypha and
the New Testanent itself. Wth this criterion it is appropriate
to depend on ordi nary causati on when the evidence for the super-
natural is not sufficiently conpelling, as it does not call for
t he abandonment of critical acumen.®

In the closing paragraphs of his essay, Hagner sumari zes
his thoughts on the way to nodify the historical-critical nethod.
The limtations of the positivistic scientific nodel nust be
rejected, |leaving open the possibility of divine causation.
"When what is being studied is essentially denolished in the
process, it is worth asking whether the right tool has been
used. "®

The historical-critical nmethod "nust pursue wthout

restriction the explanation that best explains the phenonena

under investigation. "

This means that the supernatural needs
to be pursued in those cases where it is the best explanation,
rather than resorting to |udicrous explanations because of an a

priori exclusion of the supernatural

"Hagner, 87.

® bid., 87-88.
I bid., 89.

19 pi d.
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Hi storical w tnesses nmust be tested "using the sane
criteria and having the sanme resultant confidence whether what is

in viewinvolves the natural or the supernatural."

Again, this
calls for not excluding the supernatural w thout considering it
as a valid wwtness. Finally, it "nust consider the role of the
comunity in the transm ssion of the tradition not sinply as

potentially negative but as potentially positive. "

Rol e of Faith

VWhat is the role of faith in historical criticisn? |Is

faith a prerequisite for understanding the text?

Y pbid., 90.
21 BI D.
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CHAPTER FOUR
APPLI CATI ON TO SELECTED NEW TESTAMENT CGENRES

| nt r oducti on

Now t hat a basi c understanding of the historical-critical
nmet hod has been reached, it is inportant to exam ne the specific
ways that it needs to be applied in the vari ous New Test anent
genres. This chapter will briefly | ook at the application of
historical criticismto three specific New Testanent genres:

Cospel, Acts, and the Epistles.

Gospel s

It is in the application to the Gospels that historical
criticismhas been the nobst notorious. Al bert Schweitzer, at the

conclusion of his The Quest of the Hi storical Jesus, wote,

"Those who are fond of tal king about negative theology can find
their account here. There is nothing nore negative than the

"3 H storical

result of the critical study of the Life of Jesus.
skepticismcontinued into the twentieth century in Rudolf

Bul t mann. Al t hough a "new quest” was initiated by one of

BAl bert Schweitzer, The Quest of the Historical Jesus: A
Critical Study of its Progress fromReinmarus to Wede, transl ated
by W Montgonery, (London: A & C. Black, Ltd., 1926), 396.
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Bul t mann' s students, Ernst Kasemann,* it still operated under
anti-supernatural presuppositions. Mre recently work i s being
done in establishing criteria for the authenticity of material
presented in the gospels.®™ Historical criticismnust continue
to deal with the issue of the historical Jesus.

Hi storical criticismnust also identify the Sitz im Leben
of a gospel pericope, and the historical origins of key words
used in the gospels, such as "Son of God," "Son of Man," and
"Messiah."*® |t nust continue to provide background information
fromthe history and culture of New Testanent tines in order to
enabl e the exegete to avoi d ei sogesi s.

It is also inportant with regard to the gospels to keep
their distinct nature in mnd, which is different than the other
genre of the New Testament. The gospel witers have nore than
i kely organi zed existing oral pericopes, sone of which may have
been transmitted without their original historical context. Thus
it is inportant to |look at the passage in a synopsis to conpare

it with its parallels (if they exist), noting any changes in

“See James M Robinson, A New Quest of the Historica
Jesus. Studies in Biblical Theol og, (London: SCM Press Ltd.
1959) for a summary of this quest.

1°See Robert H. Stein, "The 'Criteria for Authenticity," in
Gospel Perspectives: Studies of History and Tradition in the Four

Gospels, vol. 1, ed. RT. France and David Wenham (Sheffi el d:
JSOT Press, 1980): 225-263. See also Craig A Evans,

"Aut henticity Criteria in Life of Jesus Research,” Christian
Scholars Review 19 (1989): 6-31.

°See Ladd, The New Testament and Criticism 173-181, for
illustrations of the inportance of historical criticismin these
matters.
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vocabul ary and placement in the overall context.?

Act s

In Acts it is inportant to exanmine what is being said in
a particular pericope. In addition, note where it is taking
pl ace, what people are involved, and what kind of geographic,
environnmental, or cultural details are present.

Acts is also inmportant in chronological matters, in
particular for attenpting to construct a chronol ogy of Paul. It
is the task of historical criticismto take Gallio' s nane,
determ ne the probable date of his term and work backward and

forward fromhis Corinthian mnistry to infer other dates.?'®

Epi stl es
It is inportant with the epistles to renenber that they

are occasional in nature, therefore the situation to which the
letter was witten needs to be understood. Fee suggests the
following steps: (1) Read for details. Read through the section
several tinmes, trying to place yourself in the situation of the
original recipients; (2) List everything that tells you about the
audi ence and the situation to which the letter is responding; (3)
Li st any key words or repeated phrases that indicate the subject
matter, determning if there is anything in themthat m ght shed

light on the nature of the problem (4) Try to wite a paragraph

Ysee Fee, 35-40.

BExanple is given in Krentz, 38.
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expressing the situation.?®

Concl usi on

Al t hough there are some historical concerns that are
general in nature and thus apply to every book of the New Testa-
ment, the genre will often determne a specific historica
approach. The occasional nature of the epistles demands a
di fferent approach than the gospels or the book of Acts. A
par abl e demands a different approach than a narrative section
The responsi ble use of historical criticismcan informthe

exegesis of a text and prevent turning to eisogesis.

¥ pid., 33.
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CHAPTER FI VE
APPRAI SAL OF THE MODEL

Appr ai sa
This final chapter will seek to appraise the nodel for

exegesi s, Exegeting the New Testanent, with regard to the place

of historical criticismin the nodel. H storical criticismfinds
its primary input into the nodel at Pre-Steps A and B, and Step
5. Since the nodel as it stands is already quite good, the
suggestions offered in this chapter will be understandably brief.
The first suggestion is in regard to bibliography. There
is no section for historical criticismincluded in "For Further
Research” (pp. 85-123). The bibliography in this paper could
serve as a starting point, though it still needs to be classified
in order to be nore useful, and is far fromconplete. In addi-
tion, one book should be added to the list of indices on page

three--Craig A Evans, Life of Jesus Research: An Annotated

Bi bl i ography, (Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1989). This book is recent,

annotated, and may yield inportant bibliograpy when working with
t he gospel s.

The second suggestion invol ves changi ng the wordi ng
slightly in two places. On page three, the very first paragraph,
there should be some nention of the author's purpose, perhaps

right after "the Sitz imLeben of both parties.” Also, the
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overall theme of the book is inportant. This may have been

intended by the "etc.” in the parenthetical list after "matters
of the book as a whole.” A good place for this would be as the
first itemin this parenthetical |ist.

The second place is on page twenty-nine, in the paragraph
under "For Acts."” Rather than begi nning negatively by saying,
"Do not search for Luke's agenda,” it would be better to strike
that portion of the sentence. Then rewite the sentence slightly
to say, "Exam ne the historical events thenselves, what the

characters are saying and doing, and the historical setting.”

Concl usi on

Thi s paper has attenpted to |ay before us the nethod of
historical criticism its origins and devel opnent, and its
application to the process of exegesis. Historical criticismis
a tool that, when properly used, is an invaluable aid in under-
standing the text. Unfortunately, the radical excesses of the
past have caused sone to want to avoid any contact with the
nmet hod, even to the point of longing for a return to "the good
ol d days.®

"Pure" historical criticismas it devel oped based upon
t he presuppositions of the scientific method com ng out of the
Enl i ght ennent cannot be used with the biblical text. This does

not nean that the nmethod needs to be discarded. A faith that is

0See, for exanple, David C. Steinmetz, "The Superiority of
Pre-critical Exegesis," Theology Today 37 (1980): 27-38. He
argues for a return to the way it was done in nedieval tines.
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afraid to be examned is really no different than the dogmati sm
that was protested against in the Reformation. Therefore the
nmet hodol ogy must recogni ze that, while the biblical text is a
hi stori cal docunment and thus is open to exam nation based upon
the use of historical criticism it is also unique.

One question that still needs to be addressed is, How
does faith relate to all of this? Sone, |ike CGeorge El don Ladd,
woul d argue that faith is necessary to a proper understandi ng of
the biblical text.?® Chers, like Peter Stuhlmacher, woul d say
that faith is not a prerequisite, but that whether "one foll ows
the historical interest in insight or the interest of faith in

information, in both cases Eilnverstidndnis wi th the textual

tradition of the Bible is preserved and the rule is kept that we
do not have to practice a special herneneutic of faith but rather

n 22 I n

a general herneneutic that is appropriate to the Bible.
either case, it depends on how "faith" is defined. The apostle
Paul wote, "So faith cones from hearing, and hearing by the word

of Christ"” (Rom 10:17, NASV).

2 add, The New Testanent and Criticism 193-194.

22pj per, 331, citing pages 218-219 of the 1979 edition of
St uhl macher's Vom Ver st ehen des Neuen Testanents.
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1
Robert Headrick has provided a good overview on "Histori -
cal Criticism" For the purpose of a response to this paper,
stylistic errors in formand grammar at first are noticed, and

then the content of this paper is eval uated.

FORM AND GRAMVAR

Justified right margin in the section of footnotes caused
to all ow nore than one space between words. In the section of
bi bl i ography two spaces shoul d not be provided between an aut hor
and the title of a book and the place of publication (or journal
nane) .

W dow and/ or orphan occur in the follow ng pages (10, 16,
17, 19, 20, 21, 27, 28, 32, 33). Continued page nunbers in
f oot not es and bi bl i ography nmust be abbreviated (2.67). The
publication date of a periodical should include not only year but
also nonth (if available) (9.87). Abbreviations "pp" or "p" used
to indicate "page(s)" should be deleted (3, n. 6; 5 n. 12; 8, n.
3; 11, n. 10; 12, n. 11; 16, n. 19; 25, n. 4; 34, line 13).

An enphasi s mark of shoul d be changed to in

the follow ng pages (1, n. 2; 2, line 6; 4, line 10; 9, line 15;
9, n. 4; 16, line 12; 18, line 22; 19, line 15; 23, line 14; 31,

n. 15). The mark "..." to indicate skip of some materials mnust
have one space between each period (1, n. 2; 23, line 20; 25,
line 6, 11). An enphasis mark (' ___ ') should be changed to

" " (25, line 30).

An article "the" is needed before "Scripture” (10, line
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2, 3, 21; 12, line 15; 13, line 13). The letter "s" in "scrip-
ture" should be capitalized (5, line 13). The phrase "edited by"
nmust be abbreviated as "ed" (2, n. 3).

One space nust be given between the abbreviated letters
of the author's names (1, n. 2; 5, n. 14; 8, 5; 9, n. 4; 15, line
18, 16, n. 20; 17, n. 23; 20, line 18; 31, n. 15; 37, line 30,
31; p. 38, line 11; 39, line 4, 35; 40, line 4, 34; 41, line 5,
13; 43, line 13; 44, line 19).

The foll ow ng words should not be used in an academ c
research paper: "we" (1, line 11; 3, line 7; 11; 17, line 20; 22,
line 16); "us" (3, line 13;); "our" (1, line 15; 6, line 22; 22,
line 16); "you" (26, line 10; 32, line 18); and "yourself" (32,
line 17).

In footnotes a comma i s not needed between the book's
title and the place of publication (3, n. 3; 4, n. 9; 5 n. 12;

8, n. 2; 12, n. 11; 17, n. 23; 20, n. 32; 22, n. 38; 23, n. 40;
30, n. 13; 31, n. 14, 15; 34, line 18). A conma should not be

pl aced between the editor's nanme and the place of publication (8,
n. 1; 16, n. 20).

Wien a book is referred to in footnote, and then this
sanme book is nmentioned again, there is no need to include the
title of this book, unless other books by a sane author are cited
(3, n. 7; 4, n. 10, 11; 6, n. 15, 16; 8, n. 3; 9, n. 4; 10, n. 6,
7, 8 p. 11, n. 9; 13, n. 14; 15, n. 8; 16, n. 19; 17, n. 22; 19,
n. 28; 20, n. 29, 30; 21, n. 33, 35, 22, n. 36; 24, n. 2).

"Eusebi us nmust be changed to "Eusebius's" (1, n. 3).
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This kind of problemalso appears in the follow ng pages (9, line
4, 16, line 7, 8, n. 20).

Page 2. A conma is needed before "and" (line 13) and
before the title of Ladd's book (line 19). Verb tense should be
same (n. 4). Letters "g" in "gospels” and "e" in "epistles" nust
be capitalized (line 13). The phrase "edited by" nmust be abbre-
viated to "ed" (n. 3).

Page 3. A preposition "to" is needed before "determ ne"
(line 4). A period is not needed after "Donald K. Mkint (n. 6).
A period placed after "230" nust be changed to a comma, and then
"Reprinted fron nust be changed to "quoted in" (n. 6). "Janes
D. Smart"™ which appears second tine should be replaced by "ident
(n. 6).

Page 4. One of the phrase "or not" nust be deleted (line
14-15). "Hayes-Hol | aday" shoul d be changed to "Hayes and
Hol | aday” (n. 10).

Page 5. A conma is not needed before "and" (line 15).
The letter "Vol" for the abbreviation of a word "volune" needs to
be changed to "vol", and the roman nunmeral "V' for a vol une
nunber nust be changed to an Arabic nunber "5" (n. 14). The
i nformati on about the publication of Martin Kahler's book nust be
provi ded (n. 14).

Page 6. Bultmann's full nanme nmust be spelled out, since
this name is first used (line 4). An article "an" should be
changed to "a" (line 19). The name of the publisher for

Cul | mann's book nust be provided (n. 16).
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Page 8. A phrase "translated by" nust be abbreviated to
“"trans” (n. 1). One space is not needed between "6.25" and "11-
14" (n. 3).

Page 9. The sentence which begins with "Humani sts such
as Erasnmus” (line 17) is not clear. It can be divided into two
sent ences.

Page 10. A last letter "s" in "seeks" nmust be bracketed
off as [s], since the verb tense in the original source itself is
wong (line 8. The method of citation is wong, and the origi-
nal source for quotation is needed (n. 8. An infinitive "to
criticize" should not separated by an adverb (n. 8). A conma is
needed between "Jude" and "and" (n. 8).

Page 11. A comma is not needed between "New Testanent™
and "and" (n. 8).

Page 12. "and" should not be italicized (line 5). The
source of a quotation must be placed right next to a pronoun "He"
like "He (23)" (n. 11).

Page 13. "Scriptures"” is needed to be a singular form
"Scripture"” (line 2, 20, 21; 14, line 8; line 13 for "truths";
21, line 1). Sane tense nust be used in both "enphasized" (line
21) and "says" (line 22).

Page 15. An article "an" is not needed before "abun-
dance" (line 13). A letter "g" in "gospels" should be capital-
ized (line 18; 31, line 4, 8, 12, 14; 33, line 7).

Page 16. A preposition "about” should not be italicized

(line 6). The sentence "Reaction to Reinmarus' work |led to many
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lives of Jesus"” is not clear (line 7-8). A period after "1987"
in the book's title should be renoved, and then a comma nust be
pl aced outside of an underline (n. 19). A preposition "by"
before "Ral ph" is not needed (n. 20).

Page 17. A comma is not needed before "and" (line 11).
A col on should be foll owed after "Heidel berg" (n. 23), and the
name of publisher nust be provided (n. 23).

Page 18. The full name of "Dr. Arndt" should be spelled
out here (line 11). An article "the" is needed before "A d"
(line 24). The author's nane "Neill" should be replaced with
"lbid" (n. 26).

Page 19. A letter "c" in "church” should be capitalized
(line 20). "Krentz" should be replaced with "Ibid" (n. 28).

Page 20. The phrase "the book was banned" is not clear
(l'ine 15-16).

Page 21. A comma is not needed before "and" (line 7).
What does "it" designate? (line 17).

Page 22. An infinitive "to deal with" should not be
di vi ded by an adverb "responsibly” (line 13). A conmm is not
needed before the title of the article "The Bankruptcy of

(n. 38). The place of publication nust be followed by a col on
(n. 38).

Page 23. The original source of Piper's note has a
period in stead of a colon (line 17). The nane "Stuhl macher” and
the title of his book should be deleted, and "I bid" is needed (n.
41) .
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Page 24. A colon is needed after the phrase ""yes" and
"no"" (line 6). The "ones" should be changed to the possessive
form"one's" (line 12). 1Is the italicized phrase "the historical
nmet hod" the witer's own enphasis or Bultmann's? (line 15). A
comma i s not needed between the nane of a journal and a vol une
nunber (n. 1).

Page 25. A commma is needed before the phrase "and how
are they" (line 18). A commm is not needed after "ed" (n. 4).

Page 26. A word "pages"” should be deleted (n. 5).

Page 28. An article "an" nust be deleted (line 21).

Page 29. "IBID' nust be replaced with "I bid" (n. 12).

Page 30. A page nunber "30" on a new chapter should be
pl aced at the bottom of page. A new footnote nunber nust be
given for footnote 13 (n. 13). The phrase "translated by" should
be abbreviated to "trans" (n. 13).

Page 31. A word "than" nust be replaced with "front
(line 13; 33, line 8). A period after the title of a book mnust
be replaced by a comma (n. 14).

Page 32. Is it necessary to have an italicized "what"?
(line 3).

Page 33. The formof footnote 19 nust be changed to
"Fee, 33-34" (n. 19).

Page 34. A page nunber "34" on a new chapter should be
pl aced at the bottom of page (line 1).

Page 35. Footnote nunber "20" nust be designated as 1

(n. 20).
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Page 38. The bibliographical construction for
"Collinsworth" is wong (line 19-24). Two sources nust be
separated. The nanme of publisher nust be provided (line 27).
The abbreviated word "trans” mnmust be fully spelled out as "Trans-
|ated by" (line 30). Page nunbers should be placed right after
t he book's editors (line 30, 38). A comm in stead of a period
nmust be placed after "1987" and outside of an underline (line
37). "ed" nmust be placed before "J. Gegory"” (line 37).

Page 39. Page nunbers "301-302" should be placed right
after the nanes of editors (line 22; 41, line 13, 22, 32; 42,
line 33; 44, line 32).

Page 42. An enphasis mark (" ___ ') nust be deleted (line
4) .

Page 43. "ED' nust be changed to "ed" (line 14). Two
sources in line 25-30 nust be separated. The bibliographic
construction for "Strauss" is wong (line 37-39).

Page 44. "9/ 2" should be spelled out as "9, n. 2" (line
9). "Samtliche Werke 33-34" nust be deleted (line 27).
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Critique of Content

Headrick begins the study of historical criticismby
saying "that Christianity and the New Testanent nust be under-
stood historically or our understanding of themw Il be inade-

quat e. n 23

Since revel ation canme to man through history, histori-
cal criticismis w thout doubt "a necessity"” for a proper under-
standi ng of the biblical text.?

I n Chapter one "Introduction: Definition and Paraneters,"
the witer first attenpts to define the "historical criticism"”
by explaining that its goal is "to take the earliest formof the

n 25

t ext and to "determ ne the nmeaning of the text as it was

i ntended by the human author noved | ong ago to conpose it."?

Yet he does not present the definition of the historical criti-
cism though it is assuned in this discussion. Peter Stuhlmacher
defines the historical-critical approaches as "that procedure of
hi stori cal schol arship devel oped in the wake of the enlightennent

wi th whose help witten historical traditions are nethodol ogi -

cally anal yzed and subjected to the nodern judgenent of

ZRobert H. Headrick, "Historical Criticism (Ph.D semnar
paper, Sout hwestern Baptist Theol ogi cal Sem nary, 1993), 1-2.

*Donal d A. Hagner, "The New Testament, History, and the
Hi storical-Critical Method,” in New Testanent Criticism and
Interpretation, eds. David A Black and David S. Dockery (G and
Rapi ds: Zondervan Publishing House, 1991), 75.

®Headri ck, 3.

®Joseph A. Fitznyer, "Historical Criticism Its Role in
Biblical Interpretation and Church Life," Theol ogical Studies 50
(1989): 251.
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reason."? Historical criticismis not a uniformnethod but a
set of many different approaches, which enable one to reconstruct
the historical context of the text.
As a discussion of parameters the witer attenpt to

expl ain the neaning of "history” with the discussion of German

ternms Historie and Geschichte. He provides the views of four

scholars: Martin Kahl er, Rudol ph Bultmann, Al an Ri chardson, and
Gscar Cul | mann.

For a full understanding on the paraneters of historical
criticism however, one should realize that historical criticism
deals with both "the history in the text" as well as "the history
of the text."?® Since historical-critic nmethods attenpt to
di scover both the historical situation indicated in the text® as
well as the situation of the author, historical critics nust
concern with "authorship of the book, date of its conposition,
hi storical circunstances, the authenticity of its contents, and

its literary unit,"” including geography and socio-political

0

situations.® This suggests that anything which will enable one

2'pet er St uhl macher, Historical Criticismand Theol ogi cal
Interpretation of Scripture: Toward a Herneneutical Consent,
trans. Roy Harrisville (Philadel phia: Fortress Press, 1977).

2John H Hayes and Carl R Hol | aday, Biblical Exegesis: A
Begi nner's Handbook (Atlanta: John Knox Press, 1987), 42.

The claimthat the biblical text provides "historical
reference"” has been greatly chall enged and deni ed by many post-
nodern critics.

%Bernard Ramm Protestant Biblical Interpretation: A
Text book of Herneneutics, 3d rev. ed. (Grand Rapids, M: Baker
Book House, 1970), 9.
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to reconstruct historical context of the text conmes within the
category of the parameters of historical criticism

In Chapter two "History of the Method," the witer
surveys the devel opnment of historical-critical nethods fromthe
period of Renai ssance and Refornmation to that of twentieth
century, recognizing the use of historical nethodology in ancient
tinmes.

In the Reformation, Martin Luther enphasized the literal
interpretation of the text. This view was further devel oped by
Mat t haeus Fl aci us, Joachi m Canerarius, Hugo G otius, John
Li ghtfoot, Huldreich Zwingli, and John Cal vin.

During the tine of the Enlightennment, John Locke was
influential in the devel opnment of biblical criticism The
foundation of scientific study of the Bible is established by
Johann Semer, J. D. Mchaelis, K A G Keil, J. J. Giesbach
F. Schl ei ermacher, J. G Eichhorn, H S. Reimarus, J. P. Gabler,
and G L. Bauer.

In the nineteenth century, further devel opnent of histor-
ical criticism according to the witer, was particularly mde by
Karl Lachmann, D. F. Strauss, and F. C. Baur. The work of Al bert
Schweitzer is mstakenly omtted fromthis discussion.

The twentieth century saw the works of Kahl Barth,
Rudol ph Bul t mann, and Peter Stuhlnmacher. In the early period of
this century, historical-critical nethod began to use several
approaches: source, form redaction criticism and conparative

study of religions, etc.
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In Chapter three "Presuppositions,” the witer cites

Bul tmann's concept "that history is a unity in the sense of a

cl osed continuum of effects in which individual events are
connected by the succession of cause and effect. . ."3' Then
he provides the three interrelated principles of Ernst Troeltsch:
doubt, anal ogy, and correlation. Finally, his discussion cones
to Donald Hagner's two criteria: (1) the exclusion of the super-
nat ural should not be based on the | ack of ordinary experience,
and (2) "contextual appropriateness”--use of nore convincing

evi dence for the supernatural .

Drawi ng from Hagner's sugges-
tion, the witer concludes "that the supernatural needs to be

pursued in those cases where it is the best explanation" (italics
mne).* \What is the best explanation for the supernatural ? How
coul d the supernatural be best explained by the purely rational
evi dence that nman perceives through human experience? Only faith
on divine cause will be the best explanation for the supernatural
event.

Hi storical criticismalso presupposes that the Bible is a
hi stori cal book. The historical and cultural gaps between the
author and the interpreter can be bridged by historical study of

the text. Historical criticismis often clainmed to be objective

IR Bultmann, "ls Exegesis w thout Presuppositions
Possi bl e?," in Existence and Faith: Shorter Witings of Rudol ph
Bul t mann, trans. Schubert M Ogden (C evel and: The World
Publ i shi ng Conpany, 1960), 291.

%Hagner, 87-88.
BHeadrick, 28.
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met hod. However, the possibility of pure objective approach is
guesti oned, because the historical reconstruction is clearly
i nfluenced by subjectivismw thin the historian's own biases,
which directly influence the selection of avail able sources and
its interpretive process.

Headri ck does not address about the tools and steps,
whi ch are necessary for historical critical study. Furthernore,
he does not include a section for the evaluation of historical
criticismby its own presuppositions and results, and in |ight of
di fferent approaches, which argues agai nst the presuppositions of
historical criticism

It is inportant to note a issue regarding the author's
intention. Wen historical critics view the determ nation of the
author's intended nmeaning as the final purpose of historical
criticisnm® they assune that the nmeaning of the text lies on the
author's intention. E. D. Hrsch supports this assunption by
di stingui shing the neaning of the text found in the author's
intention fromits significance in a relationship between that

5

meani ng and an interpreter.*® However, the presupposition that

¥Fjtznyer, 251.

®E. D. Hirsch, Validity in Interpretation (New Haven: Yale

University, 1967), 8. Sone evangelical scholars, like J. |
Packer or Kevin J. Vanhoozer, affirmH rsch's view See J. |
Packer, "Infallible Scripture and the Role of Herneneutics,"” in

Scripture and Truth, eds. D. A Carson and John D. Wodbri dge
(Grand Rapids: Zondervan Publishing House, 1983), 321-56, 412-19;
and Kevin J. Vanhoozer, "A Lanp in the Labyrinth: the

Her meneutics of "Aesthetic" Theology," Trinity Journal 8 (Spring
1987): 25-56. A strong critique against Hrsch's view cones from
Gary Madi son. Madison criticizes Hrsch's attack on Gadanmer and
argues that Hirsch m suses the notion of validity, absolute or
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t he neaning of the text can be found only in the author's in-
t ended nmeani ng, has been strongly chall enged by schol ars who
advocat e post-nodern approaches. Paul Ricoeur insists that the
author's intention is not the only source for valid interpreta-
tion, but he does not exclude entirely the author's intention.*®
Valid interpretation includes not only the search of the neaning
of the text found in the author's intention, but also the appli-
cation of that nmeaning to interpreter's situation. Christopher
Tuckett correctly states: "One can never conpletely give up the
hi stori cal approach to discover the neaning of a text, even when
one's primary concern is to discern what contenporary signifi-
cance these texts mght have wwitten the context of Christian

n 37

conmmi t nent . What it meant and what It means now shoul d not be

divorced in interpreting the text.

The possibility of the nodification of historical-critical nethod

can be recogni zed fromthis aspect.

obj ective neaning, and truth. See Chapter one "A Critique of

H rsch's Validity" in Gary Madi son, The Herneneutics of Post-
Modernity: Figures and Thenes (Bl oom ngton: I|ndiana University
Press, 1988), 3-24; and Hans- Georg Gadaner, Phil osophi cal

Her meneutics, trans. and ed. David E. Linge (Berkeley, Los
Angel es and London: University of California Press, 1976). For a
full discussion on this issue, see Gant R Gsborne, The

Her neneutical Spiral: A Conprehensive Introduction to Biblical
Interpretati on (Downers Gove, IL: Intervarsity Press, 1991),
366-415.

%paul Ri coeur, Interpretation Theory: Discourse and the
Surplus of Meaning (Fort Wbrth: Texas Christian University,
1979), 30.

3Chri st opher Tuckett, Reading the NT: Methods of
Interpretation (Phil adel phia: Fortress Press, 1987), 4.




14
In Chapter four "Application to Sel ected New Test anent
Genres,"” the witer briefly discusses the application of the
met hod to the Gospels, Acts, and the Epistles.
The work of "Historical Criticisnl ends with Chapter five

"Apprai sal of the Model."

Suggestion to "For Further Research"

Add to the section of "History of Interpretation”

Dockery, D. S. "New Testanment Interpretation: A Historical
Survey." In New Testanent Criticismand Interpretation.
eds. David A Black and David S. Dockery, 41-69. G and Rapi ds:
Zonder van Publ i shi ng House, 1991.

Neil, Stephen and Tom Wight. The Interpretation of the New
Testanment 1861-1986. 2d ed. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1988.

Create a section for "Historical Criticisni:

Boring, E. "The Historical-Critical Method's Criteria of
Aut henticity: The Beatitudes in Q and Thonmas as a Test Case."
Seneia 44 (1988): 9-44.

Fitznyer, J. A "Historical Criticism Its Role in Biblica
Interpretation and Church Life." Theol ogi cal Studies 50, no.
2 (1989): 244-59.

Furnish, V. "The Hi storical Criticismof the New Testanment: A
Survey of Origins.” John Rylands Library Bulletin 56 (1974):

336-70.
Hagner, D. A "The New Testanent, Hi story, and the Historical-
Critical nethod.” In New Testanment Criticism& | nt erpre-
tation, eds. David A Black and David S. Dockery, 71-96.

Grand Rapids, M: Zondervan Publishing House, 1991

Hahn, F. Historical Investigation and New Testanent Faith.
Transl ated by Robert Maddox. Phil adel phia: Fortress Press,
1974.

Harrington, D. "Historical Criticism"™ In Interpreting the New
Testanment: A Practical Guide. WIlmngton, DE: Mchael d azie
Inc., 1979.
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