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CHAVTER I

INTROBUCTION

Since shortly after the first Vorld War therc have been a great
many publicationc end lively interest in the field of 0ld Testament
studies known as 01d Testement Theology or Biblical Theolopy of the Old
Testament. This surge of interest came after a periecd of almost completc
neglect of cthie discipliine. %this paper wiil sttompt to analyze the
causes of the vesurgence of 01ld Testament Theology, to understand the
vavicus nmechods or approoches of mejor schelars in the £ficld, and to
enalyze the vesults of these methods,

However broadly or navrowly the scope of Cld Testament Theology is
defined, it ic always & gsunmary of the results of historical sud exegeti-
cai geholarshilp, drawing together the other branches of Old Testament
study. Thus the importance of an overview of 0ld Testement Theology
lies iu the fact that this provides, to & cortaim extent, a survey of
all 0id Testamont ccholarship and an indication of the rvesulis for the-
oloepy of modern research, PFurthemmore, a broad view of this field is of
great benefit to the ctudent inm understanding and meking use of the works
of individual scholars, revealing as it dees the importance of appreach
and method in determining the character of a writer's work.

The period to be suzveyed im this paper is 1922 to the present day.
This iz not simply aa athitra:y divigion, but is chosen because the

Theolopie des Aleen Zestameats of Dduard Foemig, published in 1922.1 was

IEduatd Koenlg, Theolopie des Alter Testaments (Stuttgart: Chr.
Balser, 1922).




the firot major publication in the field since Davidson's Theologzy of
the 013 Testament, published in 1904,2

The major emphasis im the paper will be on the mothod or approach
of the scholars treated, Obviously the content of the various books
cannot be presented in detailed review, but their outline, comtent, and
quality of scholarship will be indicated, in summary fashion, as much as

Lls necessery for an undevstanding of a scholar's viecupoint and an a2ssess-

ment of the resules of his method. : ‘

The poaper will discusz, for the most part, major works im the field
of 0ld Testament Theology, that is, those that offer a full-scale treat-
ment of this theme. This is done because it i3 much easier and munc
profitable to sssess the zesults of a given method if it has been
employed in producing a theology; it is difficult to evaluate the worth
cf a propececd approach which has not been tested inm practice. louever.
smaller studies will be discussed in go far as they have comtributed to
the discussion of the nature of 0ld Testament Theology.

FMuch of the work in this £iaeld khas been in the form of what may be
called somantic analysis, thet is, investigation of the precise signifi-
cance and hictory of terms awd concepts of the Cld Testament. Outstand-
ing exaxples are the many 0id Tastament articles in Gerhard Hictel's
Theologisches Woerterbuch zum NHeuen wﬁ Heny of these semantic

studies ave of outstanding quality and valua both for the scholar and

25. B. Davidson, Zhe Theolony of the Uld Testament {(New York: Scrib-
ner's, e.1904).

Jearhard Bictel, ed., Theologicches Wocrterbuch cum Houan Testament
{Scuttgare: ¥W. Kohlhoamuer, 1933«54), 5 vols.
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for the pastor, Nevertheless, they cennot be discussed within the limits
of this paper, both because of thoir .great number and because their char-
acter as objective, sciemntific studies of very limited scope has made
them of lesser importance for an undevstanding of the task of 0ld Testa-
went Theology.

The paper will first treat briefly the decline of interest in 0Old
Testement Theology and its causes. The mein portion of the paper, the

restment of the recurgence of Old Testament Theology, will be orgenized

ceopraphically aad chronologically, eimce in general the discussiom of
the task of a Bibliczl theology hes proceeded within nmational limits,
and, roughly speaking, these follow in chromological order, Europe, lad
by Cermeny, being the first, England second, and the Uaitad States third,
The complexity of the subject would make a topical arrangement very
difficult end would result in an arbitrary clasclfication. Thus the
works publighed in the field will provide the framevork, and the idzas
of cha writers will be discussed in connection with the works published.

The history of 01d Tostament Theology in the modarn period has been
treated b Jexes Smart {(to 1943) ." Norman Porteous (to 1951) ,5 Herbert

Hahm (to 1954) .5 and Emil Krasling (to 1955).7 The works of these

S3emes D. Smart, "The Death and Rebirth of 01d Testamsnt Theology,"
Journal of Religion, ZHIIX {1943), 1-11, 125-36.

Siormen W. Porteous, "'0ld Testament Theology,” in The 0ld Testamount
and Modern Study, edited by H., H. Rowley (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1951),
pp. 31545,

Suerbert Habn, Zhe C14 Testament in Modern Research (Philadelphie:
Muhlenberg Press, c.1954).

Temil “roeling, The 0id Testzwent Sinee the Reformation (London:
Lutserworth Press, 1955).




&
authore are secondary scurces for the history of the period, along with

raviews and summaries of the hooks which have appeared in the f£ield.

The theologies of the Old Testament written since 1923, and relevant

articles in theological journals have be2en consulted as primary sources.
The method vhich was enployed involved first suzmarizing tl.z znthod

or approach of the individual scholar and then assessing the signifi-

cance of hies comtribution and his relation to the work of others. 1Im

this lattor task the works of Portecous and Hahn were particularly help-

ful.




CHAPTER IX
THE DECLINE OF INTEREST IR OLD TESTAMENT THEOLOGY

The theological discipline known &s “Biblical Theology of the Dld
Testement” originated in the period of Rationslism, toward the end of
the eighteenth ceututy.l The classic and cften quoted defimition of
Biblical Theology was formulated by J. P. Cabler in an address titled
“Da justo diserimine theologiee Biblicae et dogmaticas,” delivered in
1787. Biblical theology is an objective, historical discipline, he
maintained, describing what the Biblical writers thought sbout divine
matters. It iz to be distinguished f£rom dozmatic theology, which is
didactic in character and sets forth vhat a theologian philosophically
and vationally decides ebout divine matters in sccordance with his time
and situation.?

Although Cabler's definition, and the earliest criticism of the
Bib.‘.e; grew to a great extent out of a reaction to what was regarded as
an ebuge of the Bible by dogmatic theology, the early eritics still comn-

gidered theology e&s part of their zesponsibility. Thus such men as

lcraig. C. T., "Biblical Theology and the Rise of iistoricism,”
Journal of Biblical Literature, XLIXI (1543), 281-254, Cf£. Hermamn
Gunkel, ¥Biblische Theologie und Biblische Religionsgeschichte,” in Die
Religion in Geschichte und Cegenwart, edited by Gunkel and Leopold
z?cimtnack {2nd edition; Tuebingen: J. C. B. Mohr, 1931), I, col. 1089,

2Fri.edr1eh Baumgeertel, "Erwvaegungen sur Darstellung der Theologie
des Alten Testaments,” Theologische Literaturzeitung, 76. Jahrgang
{May, 1951), 258. Cf£. G. E. Wright, God Who Acts: Biblical Theo as
Recital {London: SCM Press), p. 33.
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Eichhorn, Deliette, Bwald, and Vatks wrote many works on strictly theo-
logical subjects,

Leter cricico, however, writing toward the end of the mineteenth
century, began to ignore the theology of the Old Testament. Such men as
stade, Smend, and the eerly Sellin treated the 014 Yestament as & collece
tion of historical sources to be srbjected to objective historical treate

wont. Tho result was not a theology, but a history of the religion of

Israel. The idea of the Uid Testament as a preparstion for the New was
siven up, I£ faith wished to make its own valuation of the evidence,
this was permissible, but for the scliolar any comsideration of faith or
theological values was irrelevent.®
Thic drastic decline of intercst in the theology of the 0Old Testa-

ment was duc first of all to a reection against the theologizing of the
former peneration., Thic 2eacviom was not wholly unjustified, since the
objectivity of the earlier critics hed been impeired by varicus philo-
cophicgl and religicus biases. Younger critics justly accused them of
veading weanings into the Old Testament. A second factor in the decline
was the use of a rigid principie of development to explain historiecal

. changes; this was also a reaction against the static conception which 1
oany had previcusly held. Thirdly, this decline was part of a general ‘
tzend away ftoﬁ theology characteristic of Protestantism in general in
the n:lnetaentﬁ century, A f£inzl facter was the discovery of anciemt

cultures by erchacologiste. Thesa tremendous £inds attracted philologisuns

3yomes D. Smert, “The Death end Rebirth of 0ld Testament Theology,"
Journal of Religiom, XXTZL (1943),S.

“Jerbert F. Hahn, The Old Testament in m Regeareh (Philadolphia:
Muhlenberg, c.1954), PP. . 2278,




7

end historians to Old Testament study; wmen of this bent of mind were
cften without any particular theological interest,d

saveral theologics were produced in this period, but they wers
either histeoriec of the religion of Israzl masquerading under the title
of theology, or clse confuced and Inadequate. 7The victory was left with
the history of religion apptoach.:’ Hevmann Cunkel, summing up the atti-
tude &t the end of this period, confidently predicts that there will
£rom now on be only histories of Israecl's religion, and nmo theologies of

tha 01ld Testament,’ Thus Smert is ripht in speaking of “The Death . . .

of 0ld Testamont ’L‘haalow."a and other writers aptly dascribed the
pveriod as “a theological :u:e-age"g charecterized by a "curicus paraly- 1
ois" of Uld Testament theology.l0

Scae, like Hawvneck, openly called for the eliminaticn of the Old

Testament from the Christian canon, and a prominmont writer in the field
declores that his colleagues were restrained from doing so more by cour-

tesy than by conviction.ll

5!ia!m, lec. eit.; Smart, op. cit., pp. 4-9. |

®cmare, op. eit., pp. 9-11.

7unach diesem allem ist zu erwarten, dasz das Fach in einer schom |
abzusehenden Zukunft allgemain dic Form der 'Gaschichte der israeiiti=-
schen Religion' besitzen wird." Gunkel, op. cit., col. 10S0.

8smare, op. cit., p. 1. |

%. R. Horth, "Old Testement Theology and the listory of Hebrew
Religion,” Scottish Journsl of Theslogy, II (194%), 113-26.

1Cxorman W. Portecus, "0ld Testament Theology,” in The Old Testament
and Modern Study, edited by H. il.. Rowley (o=£ord- Clarendon Press, 1951),
Pe Pe 313,

11;01ter Eichrodt, Theologie des ilten Festaments (Berlin: Evangeli=
sche Verlagsanstalt, 1950), I, 4.

CONCORDIA SEMINARY

LIBRAR\’
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CHAVIER III

THE RESURGENCE OF OLD TESTAMENT THEOLOCY IH EURO?E.
Germany

Undex l:ﬁa impact of a purely ccientific 0Old Testament scholarship
and the optimistic, 1liberal Protestent spirit of the late nimeteenth
md early twentieth century, Theology of the 01d Testement was abandoned
ao a pact of Cld Testament studies., However a réaction wes mot long in
c&.f;xing. The fizst stimulus toward the resurgenca of Old Testament The-
ology coeme from the first World War and the resultant collapse of
Gormamy's spiricusl ﬁnr;uaga. Germeny bore the main brunt of defeat in
the war, end the optimiecm of the progressive, liberal approech im the-
ology was thoreoughly discredited.! In the words of one obgezvar, "With
the collapsao of civilization at the end of the first World Wdar, iiberal
thought lost the very proim on waich it was constructed. The great
triuavirate of theological iihetal.ism. Schleicrmacher, Ritschl, and
Troaltsch, fell imto profcund disrepute awmong Cermene-gpeaking theologians,
especially among the younger afanerauon."z

Closely allied with this dissatisfection with liberesl theology was
a feeling that purely objective, critical study of the 01d Testament was

ingdequate. It begem to be felt that this sort of study did mot result

1 pervert F. Hahn, The Old Testament in Modern Research (Philadel-
phia: Muhlemberg, ¢.,195&4), p. 171,

2 3, Heick and J. L. Neve, A History of Christiam Thought (Philadel-
phia: Muhlenberg, c.1946), II, 171.




in an interpretation that gave egigniflicant meaning to the nl.étnu.’
Pastors were belag faced with the question of the normative cheracter
of tha 01d Testament, and they wore mot being helped by purely scien-
tific ctudies. Desides these men, also theologlams in the fieclds of
Ceuparative Religion, New Testement, and Systematic Theology felt the
need of o more satisfactory interpretation of Old Testament data.”

Saveral theoleogical movements leat impetus to the zise of 0ld
Testament theology. Out of the disillusionment in Cermany after World
Var I aroose a current of “Neo-Lutheranism." Along with & great interest
in Luthew, this group of scholazs de;:oted themsalves to Dible studies,
and to theological use of the Bible.d Though their interest lay maianly
in New Testameont gtudics, thoey may well have provided some stimulus
toward a revival of Old Testemeat Theoloay.

A morze direct conmnection can be traced betwoen the rise of 0ld
Testamsnt Thoology and the theologicel movement known as “Criais The-
ology,” "Dialectical Theology,” "Neo-orthodoxy," or, after its chief
representative, "Barthiaaism.” The gense of the tragedy of 1life pro-
cuced by VWorld War I, discrediting Kant and Hegel along with liberal
theology, had a profound effect on Karl-Davth, who up to that time had
been en advocate of religious socialism and theological liberalism. "He

end his friends, as Thurnoysean says . . . learned to be 'genz nev

Jitahn, op. cit.. p. 228,

byriedrich Bsumgacrtel, “Ervaegungen zur Darstellung der Theologie
des Alten Testaments," Theologische Literatur-Zeitumg, LEXVI (May, 1951),
col, 258,

Smtumdmg nhuunut!.vu of -l:hl.s group are Elert, Alchaus, Sasse,
Heim, G. Kittel, Kosberle, Sommerlath, Kuemneth, and Jeremias. Heick

and RM. Sp. s.go. PPe 180=85.
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sufmerkeam auf die Bibel.'"® In 1918 Berth published his Commentary on
Ehe Epigtle to the Romaus, vhich with its emphasis on the soversignty
of God, the sinfulness of wman, end the revelation of God in Christ and
his cross and resurreccion stimulated a wvhole new movement in theology,
with Biblical studiec as one of its chief emphases.’ -

This wovement was a vital stimulus toward theological study of the

Old Testament, wiether this ceme from a follower of Barth 1like Wilhelm

Vigcher, or as a recction on the part of those who disogreed with Barth.S
Later in chis pericd cthe rise of Natlonal Socialism in Germany, with
the attendant antieSemitism, shocked 0ld Testament scholars into a dafense,
and thus a discussion, of the theology of the 0ld Testement. When ‘
aticupts were made “to revive Cerpany £rom the spivitual shock she experi-
enced after World War I, nmot all of these were along Christiasn lines.
Instead, the wmost radical of the new religious movements declared the
country weakened by_ JewisheChrigtian influence, Christianity was being
replaced by a pagan mythology.g Anti-Senitism was bound to strike the
0ld Testancnt cspecially hard, ead scholars felt themselves obliged both
as students of the 01d Testament and as Christians to defend their book.
For cxample, in 1934 three scholars noted especially for their work as
historiens and eritics, Alt, Begrich, and von Rad, published Fughrung zZum
Chrictentun duxch das Alte FTeatement; directed against e virulently

61bid,, p. 173.

7¢enneth S. Latouratte, A History of Christienity (Ne= York: Harpes
& Dros., c¢.1953), p. 1383.

8gmil G. Xreeling, The Old Testament Since the Reformation (Loudon:
Lutterworth Press, 1955), pp. 219, 178.

®nahn, op. cit., p. 202.
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anti-Semitic book by Th. Fritsch, the work tries to demonstrate the
necesslty of the Old Testament for Chrlati.antcy.m This church struggle
with a reviving pagenicm was a powerful factor coatributing to the resur-
gence of 0ld Tescament Theology, forcing scholars to consider the ques-
tion of the mature and relevance of tha Old Testameat.l?

The revival of 0ld Testement Theology began with a mumber of impoc-
tant preliminary discussions. The f£irst explicit call for a revival of
the discipline cawme in 1921 from an outstanding critical scholar. Speak-
ing to a gathering of 0l Teotament scholars, Rudolf Rittel, whose cun
Belipion of Israel was a typical product of the historical school, fresly
acknowledgad the shortcomings of the purely critical approach. 'We
came very noer gpelogizing for the very existemce of our Old Testament
pecple and its religion. . . . Thus it was no wonder that an cutsider

cuch es Hernack misunderstosd us."'2 Kittel them urged the scholers

lc’lﬂzmliﬂg. op. s.!-_'_:_-. e 202,

uho-mm W. Porteous, “Old Testament Theology,” im The Old Testa-
ment and Moderm Scudy, cdited by H. . Rowley (Oxford: Clarendsn,
c.lg.)l), P. 317-

12pudolf xitkel, "Die Zukunft der alttestamentlichen Wissenschaft,”
Zeitcchirift fuer die alttestamentliche Wissenschaft, XIIIX (1921), B84.
Kictel refaors to the suggestion of Harnack that the Old Teatament ghould
be dropped from the canon (gngra, P. ¥); Harmack had said, "Das Alte
Testaxent im 2. Jahrhundere zu vemnen. war ein Fehler; . . . e8 im
15, Jahrhundert beizubehalten, war ein Schicksal; . . . @ aber selt dem
19, Jahrbundert als kenonische Urkunde im Protestantismus noch zu kon-
servieren, ist die Polge einor religiosen und kirchlichen Lashmung.™
Ludwip Koehler, "Alttestamentliche Theologie, I: Vorfragem und Cesamcdar-
stellungen,” Theologischo RBundschaun, VII (1935), 257. Hereafter cited

a8 “‘r“!men' 1]

B — . gl
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presont to recapiure the sense of 0ld Testament study as a discipline
in Christien cheology. i3

The fivst work im the modezn period to bear the title Theology of
the Old Testament was that of Eduard Koenig,® which appeared in 1922.
Hoenig stood somewhat apart from the wainstream of Old Testament study,
since he disagreed sharply with the Wellhausen scheol and had a strong
tendancy toward comservatiom. Nevertheless, he acknowledges the neces=-
sity of critical and historical ptudy of the 0ld Testament, even if he
must econstruct his cwn history of Isracl's religiom. i5 Wishing to com-
bine a historical and theological approach, he prefaces his work with
:is own history, end then provides a systematic treatment of the reli-
giovs ideas of the Cld Yescament, Basically his system is one adopted
from traditiomal systematic theology, thet iz, Theology, Anthropology,
and Soteriolegy. 15 Recognizing thae diversity of ideas in the Old Testa-
ment, Heenlg operates with the selective principle of “the legicimate

religion of Isreel,” maintaining that only one religious tradition in

Israel has abiding significance. L7
Keoenig's work, however, was wmarred by defects which brought upon

it vigorous criticicm end prevented it from exercising any great influence

Log, James D. Smart, “The Death and Rebirth of 01d Testement The-
ology,” Journal of Religion, ARIIT (1943), 123,

Y45guard Koanig, Theolopie dos Alten Testemeunts (Stuttgare: Chr.
Belger, 1922).

L3bid,, pp. 6-16.
mcﬁ. the evaluation by Walcer Eichrodr, Theologie dos Alten Testa-

ments (Berlin: Evangelische Verlagsanstalt, 1950), p. &.

7ce. somart, op. eit., p. 129.
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on the history of Old Testament thaology. Criticism was directed espe-
clally to hie systematic principle, which, adopted as it was from amother
branch of theology, was felt to be ill-adapted to the subject. Eichrodt
comaented, "Oae notices an unmistakeable sort of hybrid character about
the book, since the historical-genatic approach extends beyond the con-
£ines of the first, historical part and thus the oynthesis is slighted,
and on the other haand, because the adoption of a dogmatic division for-
aign to the subject forces the material ageinst its will iatc a bad of
Procrustes.”1® In addition, Yosnig failed te provids any mew discussion
of che natuve of 0ld Testamsnt Theology. 19

Yot though Keenig's werk is gemerally regavded as possessing little
pormenent vaelue, it is not wholly without historical significance. For
all his couservatism, Koenig imgisted that also the Theology of the Old
Testemsnt mst be concerned with critical and historical scholarship,
end thue was the £irst of many moderm scholars to recogmise thie primci-
pla. 7The f£ect that Koonlp placed a history of Israsl's religiom along-
sid: @ treatment of Old Testemamt Theology mey be considered to have
posed the question which was to occupy evary writer to follow him: ths

mﬁiehrodt. Theologic des Alton Testaments, p. 4.

19"13 oanual d' Eduard Koenig paru en 1922 ne psut pas etre con-
pidere cozmo lo signal de la renaissance de cette branche, mais doit
plutot etre envicage comme le derniere temoignage d'un savant qui etsit
toujours reste refractaire aux theories de Uellhausen.” C. Jacob, The-
ologie de 1'Ancien Testament (Paris: Delachaux & Niestle, €.1955), p. 19.
C£. the judgment of Friedrich Baumgassrtel: "Usbrigens geht Ed. Koenig
1922 bereits--oder in geinem Falle besser gesagt ‘'moch'’--dissen Weg.

That is, following a dogmatic cutline Seine sachfremds, weil dog-
maticch bestismte Systematik erweist ihn als Nachszuegler."” Bsumgaertel,
op. s_t&-. Pe 266.
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the quostion of the relation of the relative and the abgolute the imma-
nent and the cranscondent, the history of Israel's religion and Old
Testamont Theology.

After Koenig's unsuccessful and rather premature attempt at treat=
ing the theology of thke Cld Testement, discussion of the task and neces-
sity of Old Tectament Theology was carried cn by Carl Stevernagel. in
an arvticle which appeared in 1925, Steuvernagel first enumerated the dis-
advancages of the old lcei method of Biblical theology, emphasizing the
inability of this sort of method to show a development oz history. Then,
however, he demenstrates that the more recent history of religiocn method
is also inazdequate without a systemetic presentation of Cld Testament
Theclogy. [Religionggeschichte, in the fivst place, does not provide the
student of comparative religion wicth the materials necessary f£or compari-
gon; a syctematic treatment ic demended for his purpose. Thea, too, the
higtoricn wmuot omit meny details which are sigaificant and necessary for
llew Testament Theology; thus monographic study of 0ld Testament concepts
is necessary. It is also a peculiar failing of Relipionspeschichte that
it is unable satisfectorily to present beliefs always held by Israsl, or
material which cannot be fitted into any one poriod with any sort of cer-
tainty, such as Israelite eschatology and wisdom literature. Steusrnagel
cloges by stressing the mecessity of Old Testament Theology for the New
Testament scholar and the dogmaticiaa, and remarks, with reference to
the freedom of Biblical studies from dogmatic points of view, "Indeapend-

ence dare mot become irrelevance,"20 Steuernagel's remarks are cautious

20001 Steuernagel, "Alttestementliche Theologie und alttestament-
liche Religionsgeschichte,” in Vom Alten Testament: Festschrift Karl
Harti, edited by K. Dudde (Gicssen: Toepelmam, 1925), pp. 266=73.
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and call for Old Testament Theology westly es an aid to other branches
of sclentific theological study, without raising the question of the
validicy of che Old Testamant for Christienity.

This question was discussed by Otto Eissfeldt in am article which
appeared the following year, 1926. BEBissfeldt, a2 Lutheran, notes at the
outset the growing tendency toward a theological use of the Old Testa-
ment and that some, notably Proksch, were calling for a "pneumstic exe-
zesie,” of the Old Testament. In shorp opposition to this trend Eiss-
fuldt insisted on a charp seporation of kunowledge and faith, of history
and theology. FPnowledge daals with history in an objective fashion;
scholare of all falths or even of mo faith can work together at the
task of a history of Isracl's veligion. Old Testazent Theology, which
£alle into the realm of faith, is to be ccientific, and yet confessional
in character. Hevre men of differemt faiths will not be able to cooperate,
and the wvalidicy of a sccholar's work will be limited to his brethren. :
Guoting Barth end Thurneysen on this point, he cells knowledge and faith
Y“two perallel lines which mect only in lnﬁ:lnity.“n

Eissfeldt may be seid to have clarified the problem involved im
producing &n 0ld Testement Theolopgy, but his extrome seperation of knowl-
edge and faith coon produced a ¥eaction., Walter Eichredt's article of
1929 closed this period of preliminary discussion of the nature of Old
Teccanent Theology with a reply to Eissfeldt and a prescatation of the
author's oum position. Opposing any sort of attempt to take Old Testa-
ment Theology out of the realm of empirical scienca, Eichrodt points out

2lneeo Bissfeldt, “"Israelitische~juedische Religioansgeschichte und
alttestamentliche Theologia," Zeitschrift fuer dic alttestamentliche
Wisgengchaft, XLIV (1926), I, 1-12.
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that all history is subjective to scme extent, at least in selection of
waterial, perspective, and the author's personal affinity for his sub-
Ject. Thus even if 01d Testament Theology demands faith or existential
commitment, it is etill an empirical science.22 Most other writers have
echoad Bichrodt's cricicism of Eissfeldt's position, adding that this
could too casily lead to a situation where asach religiocus community
makes of the Old Testament what it chooses.23

in the sare article, Hichrodt cutlines the approach uhich was to
bear fruit in his own Thoology of the Old Testament. Even though O1d
Tegtament Theology- as a histerical discipline cemnot make a pronounce-
went on che velidicy of the ideas presented, this does not mean that an
Old Testament Theology can ouly take the form of a historical precenta-
ticn., & systematic euposition or'tress-scection” is mecessary as part of
tho histovian's task, to chow the immer rzelaticnghips which a historical
prescntation may omit. Even though the theologian £inds the full mean-
ing of the Old Testament culy in the liew, and utilizes the Few Testament
as a principle of pelcction, yet this dees not render hic work unscien-
eific.2%.

Eichrodt's principles were them ecmployed in the productiion of a

massive, thres-volume Theologie des Altem Testaments, which began to

223a1ter Eichrodt, “liat die alttestamentliche Theologie noch selb-

stacndige Bedeutung inm der alttestamentlichen Wissenschafc?" Zeitschrift

feer dic glttestementliche Wissenschafi, XKLVIT (152%), 83-91. Hereafter
cited as “liat diec ete."™

233ahn, op. git., p. 232; Smert, op. git.; p. 131; Jacob, op. eit.,
PP- 19£.

24z 4chrodt, "Hat die etc.,” pp. 83-91,
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appear ia 1933.25 1is introduction resumes discussion of a specifically
Christian, New Testement approach to the 014 Testament. The 01d Testa-
ment Ylooks over® into the New Testament; it has a forwerd movement, an
unfinighed charecter which comes to rest only in Christ. "it is the
break-through aand consuumation of the royal rile of God in this world
wvhich inseparably binds together the externally different worlds of the
0ld and Wew Testements because it rests on the action of the one God who
in promise and demand, in Cospel and Law pursues one and the same great
goal, the building of lis kingdom,"26

Eichrodt does not contemplate sbandoning the historicel method, but
wiches Cte bulld on it. 01d Testament Theclogy cemmot be presented with-
ocut constent coneideration of its conneetion with the religious scene of
the ancient Near-Bast. DSichrodt's significant cbservatiom at this point,
howaver, is that "the rzeligion of which the 01d 'rea.stanant sources tell
uc is, despite a history full of change, an independant magnituds of
enduring basic tendency and of & type constantly the ceme."27 This
insight into the unity of lsgracl's religion throughout the histeoric
period underlies Eichrodt's whole presentation, and is reflected in his

other works.2® Por example, when treacing Israel's legal code in the

25yolumes II and III appeared ia 1935 and 1939 respectively.
Porteous, op. cit., p. 324.

36!’-.:1chrod:, Theolopie des Alten Testements, p. 1.
273pid., p. &.

2Bzichrodt treats 01d Testament anthropology as unified im spite of
historical complexity and diversity in Man in the 01d Testament, trans-
lated by K. end R. Gregor tmith (London: SCI Press, ¢.1i951). Cf. alse
his "Review of Fosdick's Cuide to Understending the Bible,” Journal of

Biblical Literature, IXV (1946), pp. 205-17.




18

(misnomer by author)
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body of hic theology, though he does not entivaly neglect historical -
developzent, he emphasizes the basically unchanging character of the -
legal principles of the logaic covenant, 29

Though he thus asserts the unity of the 01d Testement religiom,
Eichrodt espressly rejects the form of Christian dogmatics (Theology,
émthropology, Soteriology) and ingtead proposes operating with a dialec-
tic taken from the Old Testament itself., This ie dome to avoid operat-
ing with "bloodless aobstractions” like “ethical monotheicm.”3% 7The cen-
tral idea of tha 0ld Teactaxent, he asserts, is that GCod bears a special
relation to his people designated by the word Yeovenant,” and thus the
whole first volume, titled “God and His People,” is organized arcund the
idea of the covemant, Dut since this God also showed himsclf as God of
tha world and of the individual, the remainder of the theology is organ-
ized under the headings "God and the World" and “Cod and Man,"31

Eichrodt'es treatment of 0ld Testemont Theology is an extresely sige
nificant one and has proved to he of enduring vaive., It is the largest
axd most exhaustiva of the theologies that have been published to datce,
and has gome through four editioms. It is especially Eichrodt's idea of
grouping 0id Testament ideas according to a plan from within the O1d
Testament which has attracted the praise of most of thase who have pub=
lished agppraisals of his work. Porteous, Bright, and Baumgaertel all
leud him for having overcome the old loci method sad characterize his

250abn, op. cit., pp. 234£.
30g;chrodt, Theologie des Alten Testaments, p. iii.

31z chrode acknowledges his debt to Otto Proksch for this divisiom, ‘
which Proksch had employed in hig lectures on Old Testament Theology. :
Ibid.. PP. SEO ]




work as a significent pioneering effort.32 The advantage of Eichrodt's
method may be illuetrated by the way in which it élml.tn a natural and
effective discussion of the meaning of the cultus, which is something of
a crux for other l:hnologi.m-.”

Yet ever those who epplaud Eichzodn acknowledze that his work can-
not be regarded as fimal or dafinitive. In the firet place, although he
achleves a remarkeble unity and coherence through his adoption of the
covenant as the centyal &d contrelling idea, the unity achieved is to
scme extent aritficial,’ imposad on the 014 Testement rather than growing
out of it.%% This is probebly reflected in the fact that he abandons
the covenant ds an orpganising principle in the second and third volumes
of the work. Baumgaertel criticizes the work from & differeat szand-
point. He finds the defect in Dichrodt's book in the fect that he does

not prepose discuseing the validity of 01d Testament 16333.35 his oun

32Eorl:eous, op. eit., pp. 226£; CG. Ernmest Wright, God W :
Biblical Theology as Recital (London: SCHM Prese, 1952), p., 3C; Baum-
geercel, op. eit., col. 267, -

33Eichrodi:. Theologie des Alten Tegtaments, pp. 39-81.

por example, it scems that it vequires a tour de force to treac
the nemee and essence of God under the rubrics “The Nome of the Covenant
God” and 'The Essence of the Covenamt Cod." It appears cthat Eichrodt's
trectment is not basically different f£rom that of other theologiana, and
that applying these headings posits a uvnity without demoastrating it.
Alchough Koehler®s criticism is too sharp, it is not without justifica-
tion: . , . das Schema des Bundes ist willkuerlich und von auszen her
an dic Texte herangetragen, statt dasz eine Pruefung vorgenczmen waere,
die ergeben heette, dasz die Bundeskategorie sich wohl findet, aber nicht
grundlegend ist." Koehler, op. gcit., p. 273. Cf. Portecus, op. cit.,
PP. 326f£. :

355\:2:3, p. 16,
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view of the relation of the 0ld to the lNew Testement would seem to sug-
gest that a treatment of the question of validity is necessary for a
ccaplete theology,>6 and it might be reealled-tl;at the political and
roligioue situation had asked for something more then a puvely histori-
cal presentaticn. Whether this purely deseriptive method is considered
a fgule or not, it must be counted as & iimitation,>7 Degpite its flaws,
however, G. Brnest Wright is not without justification in dubbing the
boolkt "'perhaps the greatest work on Old Testament Theoleogy ever pro-
duced, 38

The year 1933 also saw cthe appearance of a much bricfer treatment
of 0ld Testament Theology Ly Ernst Sellin.39 isgued as & supplement and
companion volume to hie hiseary."o Seilin admits the inadegquacy of a
purely historical approach,*! end differs from Eichrodt es to the unity
of the 0ld Testement. Sellinm holds that caly that part of the Cld Testa-
ment is siguificant which cerved as the presupposition and basis for the
Gospel of Christ and the proclamation of the Aposf:lea."‘z The significant

portion of the 0ld Tectamsnt i the-religion of the prophets, which is im

sesngra. pp. 16£.

37Bmmgam:ta1, op. eit., col. 267.

3Syridt, op. eit., p. 36.

395‘::18: Sellin, Thoologic des Altern Iestaments,(leipzig: Quelle &
Hayer, 1933).

“prnse Sollin, Geschichte dez israelitischen und juedischen
Religion (Leipzig: Quelle & lMeyer, 1933).

é’ISmn:t. op. eit., p. 132. “it seems to me high time for ©ld Testa-
ment science to remember that it is not merely a8 historicel discipline,
but alco a discipline in Christian theology."

42ge11in, Theolonie dos Alten Testaments, p. 1.




sharp contrast to the national cultic religion, and eventually triumphed
completely over it in the Hew Testoment.®> The 01d Testament contains
such contrasts emd contradiction that it cemnot yield a system of the-
ology without selection of one elmnt,"” and thus Sellin proposes treat-
ing the national, cultic elemants only as background for the prophetic
veligion.®> Sellin is thus compelled to admit that the Old Testement is
not unembiguous; also Phariftism, Tglmudic Judaism, Ssdduceeism, Essenism,
ané Alexandrian zeligious philcsophy based themselves on the 014 Testa-
weni, adding comecthing mew, and also £inding their ideas prefigured in
the Testament,%®

Sellin's cutline ic in decided comtrast to that of Eichrodt; basic-
ally Sellin adopts the traditional divisicns of cystematic theology: the
doctrine of Cod end hic rolatiom to the world, the doctrimne of mea and
sin, and the doctriue of divine judgment and salvation.?? Az might be
expected, there is no section on the cultus in Sellin's cutline. 1Ia the
statement that Cod is holy he f£inds the basic idea of the Old Tesiament.
“God is holy. Herein we touch on that which is the deepest and inmcst

essence of the God of the 0ld Testament, iHere ue have to do, not with

b3ugpat Jesus, Paulus, Johannes, usw. haben klar dan tiefsten CGagea-
satz, den die AT Religion in sich barg, erkamnt, don zwischen Gesetz und
Verheiszung baw, Cnade, swischen nationaler Kultrveligion und prophetisch-
gittlich-universalistischer Religion und sie haben jene abgestoszen und
dieser zum restlosen Durchbruch verholfen.” Ibid., p. 2.

Mlbi.d-. Pe 3.
"‘5;_1,:&., p. 2. Smart is apparently mistaken in saying that Sellim

resembles Eichrodt im holding that the 01d Testament presents a basically
unified religion. Swmart, op. cit., p. 134,

461!“.’ PP. lfi
471wid., p. 3.




one divine attribute among others, but, closely joined to 'life’ and
'spivituality,’ with his rezl being, in icts inmost em."“ The Gespal
of Jesus agttached itself divectly to this faith in the holiness of Ged

and buile on 1t.%°

Aside from his avowedly Christien approach, Sellin'es work reveals a
thoroughly critical, historical mothod.’? As foretold in his introduc-
tion, Sellin treats prephetic end priestly reiigion as opposites; proph-
ecy is "ein swelter, gens aaderer Weg™ when compered to the whole
"kuleische Betrieb," which is “irrelovant oder ger scheedlich.">t

Sellin's book is a compact prescentation of 0ld Testament thought
which has proved to have enduring value.’2 Criticism 6f the work bas
been directed chiefly egeinst his outline. Bamgssctel f£inds it
unsuited to the material (sechfrand), end that it causes Sellin's treat-

mant to be supetﬂ.chl.“ This is unquestionably true at lesst ia this

48114, , pp. 10€.

491§1£o. Pe 22,

30¢. nis treatment of "Die Einsigkeit Gottes." Ibid., pp. 11-14,

SIM'I P' 98. c!. P. 75.

szsmms of Eichrode, Sellin, and Koehler, Gerhard von Red says,
", « « @0 handelt gich boli diecsen drei Werkem um Darstellungen von Rang,
die gar nicht mshr wegzudenken sind, wedsr sus den Bibliotheken unserer
Seminsrien noch sus ungeren Studiersizmern.” Cerhard veon Red, "Grund-
problexs einer biblischen Theologie des Alten Testaments,” Theolegische
Literaturseitung, LIVIII (Sept.-Oct., 1953), col. 225. Heresafter cited
as . “Grundproblems."

s’!u’g. Pe 22,

S4upey gellin scheint wir éic alte sschfremde Lokslmethods moch
spuerbar, schon in den Untertiteln: die 'Lehre' vem Gott, die 'Lshre’
vonm Menschen, die 'Lehre' voa Gericht unde Heil. Die Darstallung ist so
£laschenhaft, dass das heilsgaschichtliche Moment nicht sur Entfaltung
koumt." Baumgasrtel, op. cit., col. 266.
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that, together with his contrast of prophetic and priestly religiom, it
docs mot do justice to the significance of the worship 1ife of Israel.
Sellin's work, writtem in 1933, is informed by 2 reconstruction of the
history of Israel's veligion along the lines of Wellhausez and hig
gchool.?” In the light of the wost recent researches into the nature of
Kebrew prophecy, it scems that this contrast, vhich leads Sellin to dis~
card much of the 0ld Testament, must be regarded as a defect im the
work. 56

& work resembling Scllin'e both inm size and wothod is that of
Ludwig Kochler, which appeared in 1936.37 1n appraising Sellin's The-
clogie in an earlier avticle, Foahler expressed his admiration for his
systematic plen, end added thet he himeelf plannad to treat the theology
of the Old Testement in a similar way. "Wean schom Theologie, dann auch
systematiceh."58 This typically apodictic remark expresses Koehler's
conviction that the 0ld Testement itself will not yield an outline for a
theology. 39 Yet Koehler ic swcre of the danger of cdopting an outline

frzom another type of theology, and calls for the cxzerciee of caution,

ssi'lahn’ _92. Elt-l’ Pe 1‘5‘15.

S6rissfeldt, Otto, “The Prophetic Literature,” in The 01d Testament
ang Modern Study, edited by i. H. Rowley (Oxford: Clareadon Press, ¢.1951),
pp. 115=G1,

571nduig Koohler, Theclogie des Alten Testements (3rd edition;
Tuebingen: o C. B. Mohr. 1953). The First edition sppeared in 1935;
c€, Porteous, op. cit., p. 330.

saxoehler, "Vorfragen,” p. 206,

59 hus Kochler criticizes Bichrod: very sharply. ¥Es ist unmoeglich,
dem Alten Testament selber den Aufrisz und die Ordnung des theologischen
Gehaltes des Alten Testameats zu entmehkmen.” Ibid., p. 272.
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lest the gutline do violence to the mtuul.m His golution of the

problem is to choose the scheme: Theology, Anthropology, Soteriology.

He is gatlsfied that all the material cen be trested effectivaly under
thage hmads, except éor the cultus, which doas not seem to f£it im any-
wvhere, Since from his viewpoint the ritual worship of the 0ld Testement
iz not Cod's work®! ner a proper part of Soteriology, he f£inally appends
it to the aection-oh.'ﬁnthropalogy. as 2 human attempt at gself-redemp-
tion.52

Like Eichrodt and Sellin, Kochler selecte one idea as the central
idea of the 01d Tesctament, although he does not organize his materisl
around that idea. The central idea ic that God is Lord. "That God is
the Lord who gives comasads is the one end Fundamental sentence of the
theology of the 01d Teatmant."53 Religion in the Old Testement is the
rolation between ccmmand and obedience."%% Cod forgives as Lord, and
saves &s Lorci-of the cmnity.c's' A unoteworthy feature of Kcehler's
work is his imclusion of much statistical data on Cld Testexent words
and concepte, reflecting his lexicographiceal labors.%¢ 5ince Kcehler

beliieves that Christ and the Few Testement are attached to late Judaism,

6%z0chler, Theolopie des Altcn Testasments, p. V.
6lypid., p. 171.

62_:_9_1_5!_.. pPpP. Vv, Vi.

63}_‘3_1_4., p. il.

641bid., p. 17.

65gg, portecus, op. cit., p. 330.

553.3.', the date on the occurremece of ‘'adonai, Koehler, Theologie
ﬂ Alten Testaments, p. 1ll.
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and not divectly to the 0ld Testament, he does mot include any discus-
sion of the relation of the Testements.®? Within the fremework that he
adopts, Xoehler's method is chat of the historian; he does mot treat the
cuention of the validity of O0ld Testament idoes %8

flochler‘s work ls ranked with those of Eichrodt and Sellin in qual-
ity and enduring velue.®® The outhor is reckoned as the most indopend-
ent and original thinker of the three, end his lericographical data have
been especially appreci.m:ed.7° The moct sericus criticism of his work
has been divected to his outline, and paerticularly to his treatment of
the sserificial cult.’! Since EKochler himself felt this difficulty, the
eriticiem ic cspecially e.pt.7a Bmm_gaartel ﬁlso attacks the employment
of o systematic cutlive.”’? while there is some truth in saying that this
gort of outline produces & dictertion, which is avidently true im the
case of cthe cultus, this criticism must not be urged too insistently
against Keoehler. The objective, historical method which he employs with-

in his outline divisione, giving rather complete trectment to the

67!..'.séwis Koehler, “slttestamentliche Theologie: Vorfragen und
Cesemtdarstellungen, II: Geschichtliche Parstellusngen und Grundfragen,"
ZTheologzische Rundschau, VIII (1936), 69.

"‘-"Koehler. Theologie, pp. 6-11. Here the suthor's treatment of
“Gottestypen” bears this out.

5%von Rad, loc._cit.
70ypza,
nPorteous. op. eit., pp. 329£.; Boumgeertel, op. cit., col. 2§6.

72vppur eiven Abschnitt, der ueber den Kult, wollte sich mirgendshin
zecht schicken."” Koehler, Theologie des Alten Testaments, p. V.

73gg. hic criticism of Sellin, infra, p. 23.
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davalopmomt of the idsas, chould be considered as offsacting many of the
dangers of a pystematic presentation.’®

Whatever tha differences betwveen tils theologies of Eichroedet, Sellim,
and Roshler, they ave of the sass type: they employ @ more or less systeme
atic outline and epevate with the mathods and resultes of scientific Gld
Testement study. In 1934.3 raadically different sort of Theolegy began
to appear whea Wilhelm Viecher published the first volume of his Das
Christusesugnip des Alcen Testsments.’> Viecher's work wes writtem to
meat the challenge which confronted the church in a4 reviving paganism
end omti-Semitic vejection of the Old Testament.’® Barth's influence
had cessed a trend toward @ Christilenising interprecatioa of the 0l1d
Tastasent, cspecially on "the cuter fringes of Cerman and Swiss Old

77

Teptaxzent ctudy.” Vischar, a prescher rather than & professional Old

Testanent scholar, becans the leador of this gmp.n
Since Vischer proposesg in the ticle of his work to treat the Old
Testament as & wituness to Christ, he prefaces it with e discussicn of

the gignificance of Christ ia binding together the two 'Inc.unu.”

ml?or exampla, in the cection titled “Das Weseun Cottes,” which in

other hands might lead to an importation of foreign thought iate the Old
Testament, Koshler is vary careful net to let his ocutline distort ths
ideas presented. Ibid., pp. 2-4.

73411helm Viecher, Das Christusscugnis des Alten Testemeuts
(Zeurich: Evangelischer Verlag A. G. Zellikem, m, 1946). vol, 1, 1934; II,
1942, Porteous, Op. ¢it., p. 324.

75 Supra, pp. 8-10. C£. Krasling, op. eit., p. 219.
77

78

Ibid.
Ib’.‘- ce. Portaous, ﬂu clto. Pe 340.

”vuehor. op. eit., X, 7££. C£. the susmaries in Portecus, op.




Vischer subseribes to the formula that the Old Testement tells us what
the Christ is, while the New tells us who he 18.80 go praises Old Testa-
went eriticiem for having cmphasized the human, historical side of
Scripture; this has gserved to remind us of what Luther had said hefore,
that Scripture is but the swaddling clothes of Christ.®l The doctrine

- which to Vischer's mind lmparts significance to the 01d Testament is
vhat of the pre-existent Word; Christ is both the goal and source of
history.%2 actually both Kew Testament and 0ld Tectament believers are
in the same situation; both only hope for salvation, and the coming of
Christ doos not mean that we now cee what then was only hoped for,83
The wmistake of the hListorical school lies in looking for am "original®
meaning, in othey words, looking backwards instead of looking foruard. B4
Thus, though Vischer cxprossly wishes to be eritical and historical, he
wighes to view the 014 Testament as lookiag forward, a view shared by
Luther and Calvin.%3

Vischer's work takes a form quite different from most other Old
Testazent Theologies. e follows the Biblical account in the traditionai
historical order and attaches to it his theological comment, a treatment

gimilar to that in Darth's Romans. Volume One covers the Pentateuch;

3°V1schez. op. cit., I, 7.
8libid., pp. 14-22,
S21p1d., pp. 22-24.
831bid., pp. 26-29.
84_1_:_!:_@_.. p. 35.

85;3_1_4., p. 36.
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Volume Two creats the Former Prophets. Two wmore volumes were planned.36
Viecher spends very little space on the results of historical scholac-
ship, even in such a thing as the dating of the sources employed, and
passes at oace Eo his:theological mtarprenetl.un.m

Vigcher's book has been called *both necessary and correct."98 1¢
was felt to be necessary vecause the political situatiom called for e
Christian witness from the Old Testement; as Kraeling remarks, "In this
situation a liberal was a man with a wooden sword."S? it was felt to be
correct becavse both the Few Testement and the Reformers agree that the
O1ld Testament gives wituess to Christ, and a purely humanistic approach
will feil to £ind him there.’® Vischer aterscted followers and imita-
tors. 23

Despite these evideucee of g £avorable veception, however, the con~
ceasus of critice and 014 Testement scholazs wes decidedly opposed to the
approach adopted by Vischer. Im the £irst place, Vischer was accused of
reading the Hew Testament weaning beck into the 01d 'i‘eatmnt.gz This
can ba demcnstrated, for example, by his treatment of the Malchisedek

story in Genesis, which is interpreted by citations f£rom the book of

%Fort:eous » Op. cit., p. 324,

87v1sche:, op. cit., I, passim. C£. Portecus, op. cit., p. 335.
88phe verdict of Abramowski.lm 1947, Kraeling, op. cit., p. 225.
®1p1a,, p. 229.

9°Ibi.d.. p. 2253 cf. Smart, op. cit., pp. 133f. Smart also praises
Viecher for having showed the nmececzity f£or a theological interpretation
in detailed exegesis.

9pgreecus, ‘op. eit., p. 346.
92yu4d,, p. 338; Kracling, op. cit., p. 226.
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Hebrews .93 Secondly, Vischer usec types beyond the use of the Few Testa-
ment, and £alls often into allegory. T7The same Melchizedek pericope pro-
vides a good exemple of this. "Whea Melchisedek brought out bread and
wine, ve can see in this a clear pointing to the sacrazent of the Kew
Covenant, which Jesug ingtituted cto fulfill end abrogate the o1d.»%%

In another instamce, the sign of Cain is a prophecy of the cross of
Christ (and probably had the same form), being both & brand and a gign
for ptoi:ecﬁ:!.-an.” The allcgorizing becomss elaborate when Vischer trveats
the passing through the Jovdan into the Promisad Land. This event is a
prefiguration of Jesus' baptism by John:

John is the voice of one crying in the wilderness, which pre-
pares the way for the Mossiah to enter into the Promised Land.
Uhat happened at the beginniug of the history of Isracel and
then recurred on the return £rom the Dabylonian exile as a pre-~
figuration ie now once and for all £clfilled., . . . John stands
at the Jordan, more preciscly, in the Jordan, where once at
Joshua's command the priests stocd with the ark of the covenant
of the Lord of the whole earth umtil all the people had passed
thzough the river-bed. The Jordan serves as a visible boundary
of the Meggianic Lingdom, This tiune mo cne passes through with
dry feet,9

It is this sort of thing which has prompted critics to compare Vischer
to medicval allcgori.sts.97 Vischer's technique hag the double effect of

making the Old Testament a highly esoteric book, since if one lacks his

93vischer, op. cit., I, 161-64.

%41bid., p. 164.

931bid., pp. 92-95.

%M., PP. &OE£.

97¢h. C. Vriezem points out that Vischer's technique is “akia to

Medieval theory and so, not surprisingly, is handled with sympathy by
the Roman Cetholic press." Quoted by Porteocus, op. cit., p. 346.
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ability to find witness to Christ, the 0ld Testement is a closed book,
and of minimizing the significance of the actual historical content of
the 01d Testament and meking of it a "wax noce"®8 to be twisted to fit
the theologian's taste.®? vischer's treatment does not reckon with the
before and efter of the history of salvation; the distinction between
Old and Wew Testoments is glossed over. Portcous comments, "Vischer
scarcely does justice to the fact cthat Christ did eoln.“mo Despite

the value of Vischer's book at the time it was writtem, then, it has
generally been felt to be a return to & position which historical criti-
cism has made untenable, rather than a contribution o & modern approach

to Old Testament Theology.
A vork in many ways cimilar to that of Vischer is the Biblische

Iheologia des Alten Tegtements of a father and som teau, Wilhela and

eiler of Kayserzberg'c term for what medieval theologians made
of the Bible (mascus cereus, waechserni Nas). Jacob, op. ecit., p. 13.

9%ochler's criticism is severe but justcified: "Viecher macht aus
den ganzen Alten Tegtement eine fortleufende Welssagung auv€ Christus
hin. Das ist folgerichtig, und es ist bequem. Penn wer im ganzen
Altcn Testament nichts als immer wieder die Welssagung auf Curistus
behauptet, der braucht zur ecinzelnen Stelle ger mnichte zZu tun, um zZuv
zeigen, dasz auch hier Woeissagung vorliege. Dic generale Behauptung
ergpart elle Muehe,.. . . man lese nur bei Vischer, dem es weder an
Kenntunis der Literatur noch en Kungt der feinsinnigen Eezichung faohlt,
aach, was dann alles Weissogunpg ist. Man wird leicht crkeamnen, dass
auch da, so Vischer e¢s nicht sagt, sich nach diesem Verfahren Weissa-
gung f£inden lacszt, wenn men nur 60 bezichungsgewandt ist wie or.”
Koehler, "Vorfragen,” p. 26l.

10050 t00us, op. cit., p. 337.
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Hens Moeller.10! wilhelm Moeller, the father, who is respomsible for
the bulk of the work,1%2 gtonds far outside the mainstreem of modsrn 01d
Tectament scholavzhip and is the author of a defense of the Mosaic
authorship of the whole Pentateuch, 103 louller agrees with Vischer in
wanting a Christo-centric interpretation, but chides Vischer for his
uncencern with the objective nistory of the 01d Testament. %% Thus
Hoeller actually lays far more stress on the verbal inspiration of the
01d Testament than on its Christocentricity. 105 e does not feel that
it is necessary to prove again the ervor of the criticel view of the
0Old Testament, “since this has been taken care of by earlier works of

ocurs and can bae eccnpidered as behiud us,”™ 166 yat a large portion of the

book ic devoted to a polemic ageinst the eritics. 107

1014 1holm and Gans Mooller, Biblische Theolsgie des Alten Testa-
ments in heilszeschichtlicher Bantwicklung {Zwickeu: Johannes Herrmann,
1938 ). In the following analysis of Moeller's work, the writer was
compellicd to male an almost complotely independent study, sinmce the work
is not mentioned in the suzveys of Porteous, Smart, and iKrasling, and
receives only passing notice in Hahn, Hakn, op. eit., p. 248.

i02y0e1ier, op. git., p. 2.

103yse11er, Einbeit und Echtheit der fuenf Buccher Moses, cited by
3-2051132. 22- .e_i__t-’ Fo 2-

104¢p3d., p. 14.

msi‘.bi.d.. P. & and passim,
196,

"Wir brauchen im allgemeinen keine Augeingndersetzungen mit der
Kricik zu goben, dserfen das alles vielmehr als durch frushere Arbeiten
von unserer Seite erledigt und hinter uns liegend amsehea.® Ibid., p. 28.

1%7zven to Th. Laetech, who otherwise is very appreciative of
Moeller's boolk, it seeme that perhaps he lays “Eu viel Gewicht auf die
tiiderlegung der Bibelkritiker und somderlich ihver Quellemscheidung.™
“h. Lactsch, "Review of loeller's Biblische Theologie des Alten Teste-
wents,” Concordia Theological lMomthly, IX (June, 1938), 473.
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In the body of the book, liceller follows the history and mekes it
the point of departure for his theological comment, as Vischer had done.
At the end he supplies an outline with referemces back to the historical
section, for thosce who wish Co construct a systematic treatment, 108

Though loeller's plan for a theology is interesting and in gome
ways anticipates the idess of G, E. wughn,“” he cannot be said to
have made a substontial contribution to modern 0ld Testament Theology.
tMogller's refutetion of criticism does not hold up.uo and the atctempt
ac it leads him into immodezate Imgusgelu and a laxentable anti-

Semitism, 212 o attempt is wmade to understand the concerns end results

msl-fceucr, op. git., p. 521-27.

109
“Infxa, p. .56.,

110, M-

Yor exemple, his use of scattered quotaticns f£rom scientista
with scme appreciacicn for Cenesic can havdly be considered a refuta-
tion of the evolutionary hypothesls. DlMoeller, op. cit., pp. 37-40.

111“. . o Ger Quellentheorie, die vom Anfang bisg =u Ende ein gros=
zer wisgenschaftlich-unwissenschaftlicher Unfug ist, der groesaten
Schaden nach jeder Seite hin gestiftet hat, von uns aber gls Phantasie

eatlarvt ist.¥ Ibid., p. &43. Cunkel's theories are a "Wust," Ibid., p. 30

112“!!13: moechte ich aber nun auch noch guf die Vermutung hinweisen,
dasz die ganze alttestamentliche Kritik vom Judentum hez, wie ich glaube,
tiefste Impulse ewpfangen hat." ibid., p. 514. ‘'dAptruc war nicht nur
ein hoechst unzuverlaessiger Charakter, sondern er hatte juedisches Blut
in seinen Adeem." Ibid., p. 515. "o cersetzende Dibelkritik auch
gerade auf dem Gebiete des Alten Tegtaments sich findet, pruefe man also
einmal nach, ob nicht bewusst oder unbewusst juedische Einfluesze und
interessen und juedische Eigenart im iintergrumnd oder im Ausgangspunkt
standen, und ob also auch diesc zerstoerende Arbeit an der Bibel micht
allenthalben im €eist und in dor Richtung gerade des alles =ersetzaenden
juediechen Ceistes liegt, und ob nicht das der asllergroeszte Schade
waere, wenn der juedische Einflussz, nachdem er sonst in unserem Volk zum
Glueck gebrochen ist, sich auf diesem Gebiat noch unheilvoll auswirken
duerfte." Ibid., p. S517. It ic to be recalled that these words were
written in Germany in 1938.
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of 01d Tectament scholarship; apeaking of the investigation of the
sources of Cenesis chapter one, loeller says, "Every critical word and
every doubting investigation of it would be blasphemy, unbelief, and
batrayal of onecself and of holy t.hi.nss.“us Despite his plan, dogmatic
categorles crowd into the work, 134 and hie tendency always to £ind the
New Testomont meaning in the Old Testament, at times leading to a pra-

ponderence of New Testament citations over Old,ns obacures the differ=

ence betweon the Taa’:a::n:mt:o,lz"6 and it is not without justification that ‘
Moeller has been called "iHengstenberg redivivus 217 gue work seems to

have had no discernible influence on aeny other writer in the f£ield of

0ld Testazmant Thoolopy. 118

In 1925 Otto Proksch had outlined a program for an Gld Tesiament

Thcalo;;y,llg and throughout his caveer as a professor, he lectured on

113“.]’&:!95 kritiesche Wort und jedor zweifelndz Ercerterung daruchber
waere Blasphemie, Ungleube, und Yerrat der eigemen Sache und des Heilig-
tums.” 1Ibid., p. &4l.

1151634, , p.c69. Thirtcen Hew Testament verses about the Fall are
¢ited; six Cld Tegstament references.

116c¢, nic treatment of tha hope of the patriavchs. Ibid., p. 154.

“7uengsteuberg was a nincteenth ceatury author of a Christology of
the Old Testement, and a dofender of orthodoxy. IMNMosller enjoys the titla. \
Ibi.d-. Pe 483.

18w writer was unable to discover eny reference to it in any of
the Theologies surveyed. liceller seems to have amticipated this: *aAber
weil die Alttestamentler nicht hinhoeren und asch nicht wissen wollen,
wes man sagt, erachte ich jedes Wort an diese Wissenschaft gesprochen
ale in den Wind geredec.” Ibid.

1190!::9 Proksch, "Ziele und Gremzen der Exegese,™ Neus Kirchliche
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the subject.l20 prom the begimming, his cmphasis was ca a Christo-cen-
tric approach; the cxegete must believe in order to be equal to his ion
task, 121

in 1942 he submitted his theology for publication; due to the war,
it was not published until 1950, after the author's death.l22 1n his
incroduction, Proksch stresses ageinm the neceseity of a Christo-centric
approach; for him “All theology is t.':hri.atc:l.c:gy."l23 Chrict stands in
the center of the system of coordinates of history. 124 yoe despite
the ali~-importance of Chrict for thaology, the Old Testsment does not
decvease in iwmportance. Christ ic inseparable frem the Old Testament;
", . . @r atmet in alttostesentlicher Luft."!23 The 01d Testement is
both revelation (apokalypsis) and menifestation (phanerosis), or his-
tory, something capable of being grasped objectively. 126 4 purely
historical approach is incapable of apprebonding the 014 Testament as

revelation; to ¢o that the theologian must have a personal faith as part

120¢e. Gerbard ven Red's preface to Otto Proksch, Theologie des
Alten Testomeonts (Guetersioh: C. Bertelsmsan Verlag, c¢.1950), p. v.

12lupenn Christus ist der Brennpunkt, in dem die Strahlen aus dem
Alten Testament zusameonleufen, von dem die sus dem Heuven asusgehen, . . .
Dor Excget selbst musz gleubon, damit Christi Cestalt durch ihn lebendig
worden kann,” Otto Prokech, "Ziele uné Grenzon der Exegese,” p. 722.

i22yon Rad, OPe Sitey Ps Ve

123g:t0 Proksch, Theologie des Alten Testaments (Guetersloh: C.
Bertelsmann, c. 1950), p. 1.

I%Ibld.. P. Go
1257pia., p. 7.
1261p44., p. 15.
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of his equipment.’?’ Yet the theologien is mot indifferent to the his=
tory, oince God tied himself to history in the Incarnation,l2® the hise
tory 1o “the form, im which the content for faith can be apprehended,"12®

Proksch chooses his outline to £it this approach. Since the revela-
tion came through the history, an account of the history of Israel's
raligion is the fivet portion of the bock.130 This s followed by a
systematic presentation of tie 0ld Testament thought-world; a cross-
gection dividad like Eichrodt's work, but with a differant order: God
ené the world, God and his paople, God and man. 23! yithin this outline
Proksch adopts the method familiar from the works of Eichwodt, Sellin,
and Koshler: e historical, scieatific mode of presentaticn.

Criticism of Proksch ic not to be directed so much to his proposed
mathod as to his mode of cerrying out his propoeals, or rathar, his
failure te do so.ua Althocugh Proksch bad professed & Christian approach,
e did not carry this out in the body of the weork, or mention it in his

conclusion, 33 The gep betuween history and revelation is still felt, and

127 101d., pp. 1S€.
128ypid., p. 16.
1291p4d., p. 17.

13031,3d., p. 18. Cf. the plan of Eduard Keenig, supra, p. 12,
and Ernst Sellin, supra, p. 21, note 40.

1317p34., p. 19. Supra, p. 19, mote 31.
132p¢, gimpson, Cuthbert 4., “Professor Proksch's Theologie des

Alten Testements,” Anglican Theological Review, IMXIV (April, 1952),

Ppo 116-122'
133334, ,
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the work remains on the plane of an objective study. 135 A guch a astudy,
howaver, it is well-dons and valushle; Baumgaertel ranks it with the
works of EBichredt, Sellin, and Koahler se one of “"ocur most useful
tools." 135

Although as yet no fullescale Theology of the Old Testement has
ceme from Arthur Weiser, Gerhard ven Rad, or Priedrich Baumgaertel, a
discussion of thoir views reprosente some of the most recent thought ia
Cermany on the tashk and method of an Old Testament Theoloyv  Arthur
Weiser objacts, firvst of all, to a mere history of 01@ Testament roli-
gion on the ground that it £ails co be objective. “To be objective is
to let the object confront us with its own understanding of betng.“n“
Cn the other hand, Weiser ie equally oppcsed to systematic treatmant of
01d Tegtament thought; the 01d Testement kaows no doctrine of Cod, for
this iz contrary to ite dyramic view of reality. 137 pe theological
task should be lefe to exegesis; if this is carried on without the impo-
giticn cf extraneous vicwpoints one will be left wich a semse of the

ideas coumon to the totality of the 0Old Testament, 138

1340¢. pavmgeertel, op. cit., col. 267.

135114, , col. 266.

136&:1:[:;\: Weiser, “Die theolcgische Aufgabe der slttestameatlichen
Wissenschafe,” in Werden und Wegen des Alten JTestamants (Beiheft zur
Zeitschrift fuer die glttestamentiiche Wissenschaft Wr. €6), edited by
P, Volz, F. Stummer, and J. Hempel (Glessen: Toepelmann, 1936), p. 222.

'137Ibi.d.; cf. Kraeling, op. cit., pp. 274f. C£. also Arthur Weiser,
“Vom Verstaendnis des Alten Teestaments,” Zeitschrift fuer die alttesta-
mentliche Wissenschafe, IXT (1945-48), 17=-30.

13%1591', "Die theologische Aufgabe der alttestamentlichen iissen-
schafe,” pp. 222££.; cf. Kracling, op. cit., pp. 272f.
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CGerhard von Rad advocates an approach to tle 01d Tesgtament as

redemptive history (HLeilsgeschichte). Writing in 1943, he sgrees with

e E

Veiser in opposing systematization of 01d Testament thought, but accuses
Welgser of “liquidating™ Old Testament Theology by leaving it to exage-
616.13?2 A methed is meaningful only if it is suited to the subjecz, and
since the 0ld Testament ic ¢ witness of Cod's continuing acts im history,
the history must stand vight in the conter of the presentation, much
move than has been tho cape in any 01d Testament Theology to dats, 140
Redemptive history is "a series of eveants set in motion by God's word
end eonstantly transformed and led to its goal by a new word of God, 141
The Hebrew Creeé was a “heilgeschichtliches Credo,”" a confession of the
czts of Cod in past history. 132 At the same timo, von Red recognizes
that this approach has its problems. The first is that the history of
Israsi is by no weans certaing the second, thet this approech could lead
to e scheme cf immauent developmeat comparable to that of Hegel; the
thivd, that it is difficult to £it "unhistorical” beooks iike Job and
Eeclesilasces into this sort of patterm. 143 yon Red's ideas seem to have
had a particulerly greet influence on the imericanm theologian, G. Ernmest
Wright, who adopts the idea of a “confessional recital of the acts of

Cog." 144

13%y0n Rad, "Crundprobleme,” col. 227.

10,414,

1410414, , cols. 227€.

142, veoling, op: git., pp. 278£.

¥3yon Rad, op. cit., cols, 228-30.

m}m' ipe 56.
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Friedrich Baumgaertel, writing in 1951, also adopts the idea of a
redemptiverhistory, but with a different emphasis. From his point of

view the prophecy-fulfillment scheme is outwoded end inadequate, as the
work of Vischer hes proved. Inscead he proposés that the 0ld Testazent
is promissory rather thea prophetic in character, and would write au 01d

Testoment Theology from this poiat of view. 165
The Netheorlands

the sole contributicn of the Fetherlands to moderm Old Testamant
theology ie the Hoofdlijnen dor Theologie van het Cude Testament of
The €, Vriezen, profescor of 01ld Testament at the University of itrwis
Groningen. 146 Cpposing both the "mumnifying process" of absolutizing
the Old Testament as God's Word end the opposite fault of making it ouly
naa's word, Vriezen calls £or & “cheological Biblical criticism," and
wighes in his bookt to Lridge che gep between scientific Old Testament
study and its use for practical, religious pruposes.l®’ as is indicated
by the title, Hoofdlijnen, he vestricts his discussions to matters of
major importance and omite what he considers items of purely historical

interest. ilis presentation is eystemetic, vesembling that of Sellin or

1“‘:-’Bamagaearl:e1., op. ecit., cols. 258-713 ¢f. Kraeling, op. eit.,
B. 281,

1467w, ¢, Vriezen, Hoofdlijnen der Theologie van het: Ouda Tegtament
(Wageningen: H. Veeman & Zomen, 194S), For the fcllowing discussion the
writer was dependant on the review of this work by Otto Eissfeldt, Zeit-
gchrift fuer alttestamentliche Wissenschafe, LXVIII (1956), 221-22,
and on the account of it in Otto Eissfeldt, "Zur Neubesimnung auf die
Biblische Theologie,” Zeitschrift fuer die alttestamentliche Wisseunschaft,
LXIT (1949-50), 312-13. R S =

1475 0a¢eldt, “Zur Neubesinmung suf die Biblische Theologie,” pp.
312¢,
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Keehler. 1"9 Eissfeldt characterizes the book as a uscful manual of Old
Testement ideas and as abreast of the very latest modern research.l49
A new, enlarged edition appeered im 1955, and translations into Cerman

and French are piam:ad.lso
France

‘The only Pré“..estant 01léd Testement Theology in the French language
is tha:c of Edmond Jacob, which appeared im 1955.131 Jacob's work is a
systematic treatmont reminiccent of that of Sellin or Koshler, and is
prefaced with a defence of this mode of presentation. It is Jacob's con-
tention that alrveady within the 0ld Testament there are theologians: the
Yahvist, the Chronicler, the writer of Deutero-Isziah. Therefore, inte-
gration of the Old Testament into a systomatic framework is not necessarily
deing violence to its content. 32 The 0ld Testament is one book and pre=-
geats one religiony all its strands are suzmed up in Chri.el:.153 it is
impossible to oppose the history of Israel's religion to Old Testement

theology; both avre historical and descriptive disciplines, one showing

148phe gix chief parts are: (1) Per Charakter der AT Religiocn als
Cemeinschaft des heiligen Cottes mit dem Menschen; (2) Cott; (3) Der
Mengeh; (&) Der Verkehr von Cott und Memsch; (5) Der Verkehr von Mensch
und Menselhs (6) Cott, lMensch, und Welt in Cegenwart und Zukunft.¥ 1Ibid.,
p. 313,

l"""f’ﬂ-.l.:sfelmll:, "Review,” p. 221,

150y, g, Rowley, The Paith of Isrsel: Aspects of Old Testsment
Thoupht (Lomdon: SCH Press, 1956), p. i5.

151ganond Jeceb, Theologie de 1'incien Testament (Paris: Delachaux
& Wiestld, c.1955).

152yp3d,, p. 20.
lsal.bido. Po il.
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the variety of the history and the other its unity.l5% pegpite his words
ebout the centvelity of Christ, then, Jacob comsiders Old Testement The-
ology ac a very limited hictorical discipline which does not deal with
the question of validity. 155

Jacob's wmethod is to rearrvamge the materials of a history of reli-
gion into a systematic schema, He purposely confines himself to a treat-
mant of CGod and his relation to the world and to memn, leaving out 0ld
Testausut piecty and ethics.23® The main aspect of the Old Testament view
of Cod, he asserts, ls that he is a living CGod; the two great themes are
the presemce of this living Cod, and the action of God.'37 With this
central idea, Jacob is &ble to give what is perhaps & better account of
the anthropomorphisns of the 0ld Testament than that of other wri.l:crl.lsa
The smple bibliographies which Jacob lists veveal his thorough acquaint-
ance with the literatere in the field, and increase the valuse of the
book.

Jocob's work resembles that of RKoechler (whom ha quotes cftem and
approvingly) iz method and spiric., Criticism of 1t, then, would follow

that directed against Koehler.35? The disadventages of a systematic

158:p1a., p. 26.

155¢, , . le preseat cuvrage . . . n'a nullement la pretenticn
d'étre un ‘compendium' des valeurs pormanents cu chretiennes de 1'Ancien
Testement."” Ibid., p. 26.

156014,

57upire de Dieu que e'dtait un dieu vivaat, c'était la réaction
S1émentairve et primordiele de 1'homme devant 1'expdrience de la

puissance . o « o _!b_‘_-_d_c s Pe 29.
1581p3d., pp. 30££.
1595“25 8 PP- 26£ 0




42
trcatmont become ecpeclally apparent in Jacob's treatment of the notion
of revelation through histery. He davelops this idee at some hngt.h.lw
but hiec scheme of systematizatiom prevents him from carrying through this
principile in the rest of the book. When analyzed, the scheme of organi-
zation around the presence and actiom of Cod turns out to be enother way

of stating che old division: Theolozy, Anthropology, suari.ology.lu

Old Testament Theology in the Roman Catholic Chuzeh

The theology of the 01d Testament has been treated very little by
Reman Catholic scholare, as is the case with Biblical theology im gene-
eral.l62 the gtate of affeirs after World War I, however, produced a
reaction in the Noman church parallel to that in the Protestant churches 163
In 1943 Pope Pilus XII ipsued the encyclical "Divive afflante Spiritu,™
in which he encouraged Biblical studies, asking that primsry attemtion

ke given not to historical, archacologicel, and philological matters,

18607p1d., pp. 149-63.

i6lpare one of Jacob's book, "Les aspects characteristiques due Dieu
de l'Ancien Testament," is Theology proper; part two, "L'Action du Dieu
de 1l'Ancien Testament,’’ includes the nature and destiny of man (Authro-
pology), and part threc, "Contostation et tricmphe £inal de l'action de
Pieu,” covers wvhat is uvsually covered under Soteriology.

162yan Tmschoot, P., Theologie de 1'Ancien Testement (Tournai,
Belgium: Desclee, 1954), 1, vii,

163v7he trends in Romam Catholic theology, like those which we ave
to see in Protaestant and Orthodox theology, obvicusly reflected an sware-
pess of the parlous state of the world and especially of testern civili-
zation as revealed by the wars and revolutions of tha day."” Latourette,
op. cit., p. 1362.
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but to the theological content of the variocus books. 164 The admonition

of the Pope to scholars that they should "confirm the Christian doctrine
by sentences from the Sacred Dooks and illugtrate it by outstanding
cxamples £rom secred hiscory™ %5 has been heeded by three Roman Catholic
scholavs who have produced full-gcale Old Testament Theologies.

The Theologia Biblica of F. Ceuppens, a Latin work covering the
entira Bible in four volumes, is not @ Biblical theology im the ordinary
sence of the cerm, but rather em attempt at establishing the doctrines
of the church f£reom the Sctipturas.m" Following quite literally the
ingtructions of the Pope, the auchor sets himself the task of "aiding
the profescor of dogmatic thenlogy in establishing the scriptural basis
of his theses,” and in doing so follows the ovder of the Summe of St.
Thomas 1'-.q:.\i.n;as.1f"'7

The Theology of Paul ileiniseh, firvst published in 1952 as part of
the Baozagr Bibel, 168 poars a wuch closer resewblance to Protestant works

of the wodern period. Encouraged by the papel eancyclical on Bible

16:'.?1“ XiX, "Divino afflante Spiritu,” primted in translation in

Theology of the Old Testoment, by Paul fHeinisch, edited and translated
by 4. Heidt (Collegeville, Minnesota: Liturgical Press, ¢.1955), pp.
431-55.

165134, p. 451

1661?. Ceuppens, Theologia Biblica (Rome: Marietti, 1938), & vels.
The writer was dependent for information about this bock om the review

by Stanislas Lyounet, Biblica, XMXVII (1956), 490-9&.

1671 yonnet, op. cit., p. 490.

168,_,‘“1 Heiaisch, Theol of the 0l1d Testament, tranglated from
the Cerman by William Heidt (Collegeville, Minmesota: Liturgical Press,
c. 1955), p. vi.
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studies, the author eims to present “the legitimate religion of Iszaelvl6?
@s that vhich ic fundemezntal and permanent, in contrast to the transitional
portions of 01d Testament belie£.’® A history of Isresl's religion, cm
the other hand, presents what actually was belicved and practiced; these
data, and data from comparison with other religions, ave also e part,
though subsidiary, of an 01d Testament theology.171

Heinicsech's book ic orgenized on a rather rigidly systematic plem,
and this, together with the fact that at times dogmatic considerations
control his viewpolnts, constitutes the wealness of the book. The three
traditional divisions: Theology, inthropology, and Soteriology, recur,
end the titlec of some of the scctions are: "Proofe for God's Existence,”
“God's Transcendent Perfection,” “God, the First Hover,” and "Immortality
of the Soul.' Without being eac explicitly Thomistic as Ceuppens, Heinigch
seems nevertheless to be uuch infiuenced by Thomistic categories and Greek
thought forms in general. ile qguotes the BDook of Wisdom oftem, and this
can lead him to & distortion of Old Testament thought, as in the follow-
ing section on the proof for Cod's existence?

When with evident refereuce to the meaning of the name Yahweh

the author of the Book of Wisdom censuraed those "who through the

weans of vicible things are unable to know him who is (tom onta),

or through meditating upon the work fail to recognize the work-

man,” he was contrasting the "One vho is" with all created
things.“z

169114, , p. 3.
1704454, , p. S.

734,

lngb:ld.. p. 44. CE£. the description of Cod as au enus a se and the
proof of this from the Tetragrammatom., Ibid.
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The ergument here seems stzongly Greek, rather than ilebrew., Desplte the
author's acceptance of the mecessity and validicty of historicel study of E
the Bible, he at times ignores its results without gpecifically challenge -
ing them, and his cwn conclusioms, whatewer their validity, are weekened
by what appears to be question-begging. 173 7he criticisms epplied to the
gyctematic treatments of Sellin and Koehlerl?4 apply with special force
to the work of Heimigeh,
The third Roman Catholic author to undertsie e Theology of the 0ld
Tactament ic P. van Imochoot, who issued the £iret volume of & projected
two=volune work in 1954.175 In general his work, though also inspired
by the euncyelical of Pius EII,“G io less consciously Roman Catholic than
those of Heinisch and Ceuppens, and bears a strouger vecemblance to the
cbjective works of Wochler and Sollin.ln Van Imschoot is more conscious
of the development of Igrael's religion than Heinisch, and declares that
the Oild Tesgtoment religion wee intended for a “havd-heartad" people and
thug has not cnly gaps but imperfecticns and temporary concessions to &

chwrlich people.“a Although he declares his intention of orpenizing

173por ingtance, in the gection on the holiness of God (p. 70) he
ignores what the history of religion would say about the incident of
Uzzah touching the ark; the fact that God appeared to the patriarchs in
varicus pleces is e preof of his umiversal charvscter; the creation account
and the Cain aend Abel story are proofs that Cod was considered as good
and loving from earliest times. (pp. 77, 92).

1745112:'3, PP. 2%, 26Gf£.

1751Im Imschoot, _o_s. cit,, p. viii. The fivst volume contains The-
ology proper; the secon will contain Anthropology and Soteriology.

1765114, , pp. viii, ixz.

177Ibg¢l. » Po 5. The author acknowledges his great indebtedness to
the works of the two Germen scholars.

1781514, , pp. 2%.
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the Old Testement doctrines according to their function in the “.'.119
and adopts the familiar three-fold division of traditional Christian
dognatics,l?’o he nevertheless ingists on the necessity of taking account
of the historical context and the steps of revelation, lest one falsify
the thought of the writer.'®l Agnitting that the 01d Testement is often
wore interested in a religion of the heart than in a theology, van
Imschoot nevertheless defends theological treatment of its ideas by argu-
ing thac particularly in the prophetic books one £inds certain" categori-
cal affirmations” cbout Ced &nd his mataphysical attributes and morals.

These can he eztracted and permit & systematic treatment. 152

17914, , p. 4.

1807444. . p. 5.

18lp14., pp. 3¢.

wzlbi.d.. p. &. Mention ghould be made of the cutstandingly com-
plete bibliographies and footunote references to pertinent literature
wiich much increase the value of the book for the student. As an indi-
cation of the spreading popularity of theological study of the Old Testa-
went in Europe, one may note the work of the Italian scholar G. Berini,
who in 1953 published Lo Preghiere penitengzieli del Salterio, and of the
Spaniard, I. Asensio, who has coutributed a ptudy of the doctrine of
election Yahveh y su Pueblo (1953). Rowley, op. cit., p. 13.

el - SR WY T -



CHAPTER IV
OLD TESTAMENT THEOLOGY IN ERGLAND

In general it may be said that the same fectors which operated to

encourage the vesurgence of Biblical theology of the Old Testamsnt in

Europe produced the modern discussicn of the subject in Britain. After |
forld War ¥ and ir even greater messure after World War 1I, English theo-
logians began to question the humaniscic £alth of the liberals, forced
by econcnic calemity and political chaos to conceda thet history is no
contlauous upward evolution.! Bue although the intevest in theology and
the discugsion of Biblicel ccholarship were vigorous in Britain, neither
thie Scots nor the English woved as far from nineteenth ceantury patterns
es had some on the continent.2 The resson for this typically Bricish
moderation may have been the fect that Hricain experienced neither so
cevere a defeat pes did Cermany in the first World War nor an enti-Chris-
tiem end anti-Semitic wovoment such as Weziism. 7The theologicel debate
wnilch had zisem from ~very existential concerns on tho continent was
carricd on in Britain simply as a rTesult "of the dust it was ralsing in
Gemamy.“3 Some of the force of Barth's impact was lesseaned by the fact

that the Congregaticnalist theologian P. T. Forsyth had to some extent

1o, Herbert F. Hahn, The O01d Testement in Modern Regearch (Phila-
delphia: lNuvhlenbarg, c.1954), p. 238.

2renmeth S. Latourette, A History of Christisnity (New York: Harper
& Bm-' 6.1953), Ppc 1387-68-

3Emil G. Kraeling, The Old Testament Since the Roformation (London:
Lutterworth Press, 1955), p. 173,



48
anticipated Barth and made him ummecessory for British :mlostm."
Thus discussion of 01d Testament Thoology in Britain wes neither &8
lively nor as productive as that on the Contiment.

'.‘.‘hougl:n not full-scale theologies of the 01@ Testsment in scope or
purpose, the works of W. J. Phythian-Adams may be considered to have
bagun' British discusgion oé old Tesl:a;aeut 'L:hablogy, and are particularly
important as stressing the idea of revelation through history which was
to become very important for other British theologians. In three small
books, ke Call of-Israel,” The Fulness of Isresl,® and The People snd

N the éresence.,‘" Phythian=Adens ailwmed both to show the histericity of much
:cE ca;:ly israclite tradition and to chow the history of Israel as one in |
vhich "is revealed uniguely the euistence of a Divine Purpose, working in
and through the Chosen People towards a2 counsunmation determined before
all tche nges."B A

The Bistinctive Ideas of the Old Testsment, by Horman Snaith, demon-

ai:ra.ﬁ:eé 2 concern for scmething wore than a mere historical and comparative

“Latourette, op. cit., p. 1388.

Sg. J. Phythiane » The Call of Isrgel (London: Oxford University
Press, 1934).

6. J. Phythien-idams, The Fulness of Israel (Loundon: Oxford Univez-
sity Prese, 1938).

79. J. Phythian- » Zhe People and the Presence (London: Oxford
University Press, 1942).

Syames D. Smart, "The Death and Rebirth of 014 Testament Theology,"
Journal of Religion, XXIII (1943), 132.
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study of 0ld Testament religion, but is of limited scope and was not
intended 2s an 0Old Testament Theology.?

One of the most importent contributions to 0ld Testament Theology
in Britzin vas made by H. Wheeler Robinson, who discussed the mature of
the discipline in an essay in Record and Revelationl® and had nearly com-
plated the prolegomena to & Theology at the time of his death.ll 1In the
carlier cscay, Rebinson emphasized the strong sense of corporate personal=-
ity among the Hebrews; this, he sald, mode history for them the supreme
revelation of Ged.l2 vIf guch a reople were to know Cod, it would be
through the concrate experience of living, rather than by any intellec=-
tualistic construction.”}? Robinson oppoced such terms as "monotheism,™
“comipotence,” and the like as suggesting moderm and intellectualistic
thoupght pntternn.u’ In his longer work on revelation in the Old Testament,
Robingon further develops the idea of a revelation through history, whea

God makes imown hie divine will which is to be performed in the pavticular

SNorman H. Snaith, The Distinctive Ideas of the 0ld Testament (Lon-
don: EBpworth Press, 194%). Tho ideas discussed are: the holiness of God,
the rightecusness of Cod, salvation, the covenant love of God, the elec-
tion love of God, and the spirit of God, plus an account of how these
idecas are resumed in the Hew Testament.

18y, wheeler Robimson, “The Theology of the Old Testament," in Record
and Ravelation, edited by H. Whecler Robinson (Unford: Clavendon Press,
1932), pp. 303-48.

113, Wheeler Robinson, Inspiration and Revelation inm the 01d Test £
(Ozford: Clarendon Press, 1946). :

125 obinson, "The Theology of the Old Tostameat," p. 304.
33bid., p. 303.
1pid., p. 308.
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coacTete situation, and 2lso threatens cor promises divine activity to be
realized in the comcrete situation.l® It is eignificant that despite
this emphasis on history, Robinson wuld not have written-his theology
along @ historical outline, but in a systemetic fashion compareble to
that of Xeehler.®
The tiny work of C. H. Dodd called The Bible Todayl’ is importamt,
not a5 an 01d Testament Theology itself, but for its re-cmphasis on the
importance of history end for its suggestion &5 to how this idea could
help solve the problem of the validity of the 0ld Testamont for modern
1ife, Observing that both Neziism and Marzism are based on an interpre-
tation of history, and that the Vestern demccracies have nothing simi-
ter,*® Dodd turns to the ides of revelation thmugh history as basic to
the 01d Testement. "We have learned from the prophete how the Word of
God makes history whem it comes to a man &8 the meening of the facts of
Lhis experience, and through his recsponse gives & new direction to
events."1? This experience which the Old Testement prophets had is
paralleled. by the New Testament encounter with the risen Christ; and

the gpostolic witness ic similar to the prophetic word in providing an

15Robinsen, Inspiration end Reveletion, p. 106. C£. Norman Porteous,
"01«1 Testament Theology,“ in ‘.i‘he om Testement and Modern Study, edited

16éRobinson, "The Thoology of the Old Testement,” pp. 321-48.

17¢. H. Dodd, The Bible Today (Cambridge: Uaiversity Press, c.1946).
181p1d., pp. 122-24.

191pid., p. 57.
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interpretation of historical avanf:u.ao And now the Church repeats in its
services vords end actions which recall Cod's acts and meke them contempo-
rary; beliecvers are confronted with redemptive history enlui.n-'l.tl.ug in
Christ, and lay thexselves open to Cod's word of judgment and renswal
there spoﬁ:an.zl Thug Dodd outlines an approach which.could be used in
discussing the validity of the ideas presented in an Old Testament the-
ology.

The nearest thing to an English Theology of the 01d Testament is
ihe Faith of Israel, by H. U, Rowley. 22 The work is a series of lectures
on 0ld Testaxent topics which, though edmittedly incomplete, is neverthe-
less & £aivly coumprehencive survey of Old Testement idezs.?3 Herxe again
i founé the typically British emphasis on history cs & medium of revela-
tion, but with important quaiificatione. Rowley holds that history alone
is not the most important madium of revelation, but that other factors
entezr in.2% Rowley inegicte very strongly on maintaining objectivity and
not yiclding to allegory in interpreeation;zs neverthkeless, he is con-
cerned with trying to sheow the pet:men: worth of the ideas he discuases.
The argument used to establigh the validity of Old Testament ideas is

that, leaviag out diviniation, the Old Testement media of reva_lation

20

Ibid., p. 103E.
21

Ibtd-’ ppo 158-620

22p. . Rowley, The Faith of Ioreel: Aspects of 0ld Testameat Thought
(London: SCM Press, 195G).

23
2%
25

Ibid., p. 9.
Ibid., p. 20.
:bld'. PI m.
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(hictory, Luman perscnality, amd nature) are still valid,26 Rowloy doas
not demonstrate just how thie imeight in any way establishes the valid-
ity of the content of the revalation. In the body of the work Rowley's
method is critical and historical; he does not choose cane ceatral idea
and in gemeral follows the outline: God, Man, and Salvation.2?7 A cer-
tain over-cumphasis on the prophats can be datected in the work.28

In addition to the above-mentioned tu?otkﬂ. Horman Portecus?? and
Christophor tiorth>C have contributed brief discussions of the nature of
01d Testament Theology. IC is evident that thus £ar Dritish contribu-
tions ¢teo thic £ield have not beer of the scope or pignificance of the
worics of continental theologlans, Howevar, the British emphasis on
revelation through history has helped to make clear the nature of revela-
tlcn in the O1d Testament, and has suggeal:ed a way of relating this rave-

lation to the modern si.t:ual:i.on.sl

263p3d., p. 47.
271b1d., p. 20.

zsnowley is able to diemlss an idea by saying, "But these do not
stand in the prophetic teaching."” Ibid., p. 63,

2%porteous, op. cit., pp. 31545,

3%orth, C. R., "0ld Testament Theology end the History of Hebrew
Religion," Scottish Journal of Theology, II (1949), 113-25.

3l¢g. Hehn, op. eit., p. 264.




CUAPTER V

OLD TESTAMENY THEOLOGY IN AMERICA

smerice has made very little comtribution to the field of Old
Testament Theology oither in the older or modern period. 4As James
Smart observed almost caustically, ¥, . . so far as America is concerned,
it would hardly bz true to cpeak of the death and rebirth of 01d Testa-
ment Theology, since there is reasonable doubt whether the subject has
ever been properly alive in those regioms."! iIn contrast to the deple~
tion of Burspe's resources by the great wars, twentieth century imerica
has expericnced phenomonal populaticon growth and increage in mlth;z
thus, though there have aricen American offshocts of nese-orchodoxy and
giniler movements, the reacticn to liberal thought hes not been as pro-
found as that experienced in Europe.s

The first attempt at o comprehensive treatment of Old Testament Thee-
ology wae Millar Burrows' Cutline of Biblicael Theology, published in
1966.4 Intended gs a manual for preachers making available "the resources
of the Bible as modern scholarship has emabled us to appreciate them,”

J'Jmas D. Smazt, “The Death and Rebirth of 0ld Testament Theology,*
Journal of Religion, XXIII (1943), 2.

zy‘ennet:h S. Latourette, 4 History of Christianity (lNew York: Harper
& Bros., ¢.1953), p. 1410.

30. W. Hefck and J. L. Neve, & History of Christisa Thought (Phila-
delphia: Muhlenberg, c.1946), II, 330<34.

“%4111ar Burrows, An Qutline of Biblical Theology (Philadelphia:
Vestminster, 1946).

Stbid., p. 3.
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it covers both the 01d and lew Testaments., Burrows proposes as a cri-
terion for the normative character of the Biblical ideas “the asuthority
of superior knowledgu.“6 or in other v;mrds, Vithe testimonium internum
Spiritus Sancti."7 Purrcws is conscious of the dangers of a systematic
treatment® but states that his purposes demand such an ocutline. lie hopes
to overcome the disadvantages by giving a chronological account of the
develoimenl:.g

Although Burrows® book is interesting both as the £irat Americen
wozk in thic ficld and as en original attempt to ccmbine the theology of
both Testemeata, it suffers from saveral serious weaknesses, The first
is Durrows' use of a rigidly evolutionary ascheme of devalopment of ideas,
adopted f£rom an older criticism which is quite thoroughly discredited
coday.m With this approach, and with the task of combining 01d and New
Testaments in one medivmesized book, Burrows is led to slight the 01d
Tectament, and:the work auffe;"a from superficiality, part of which may be

excusable on the ground that it was intended as a textbook. 1

61bid., p. 8.
71bid., p. 42.

8 The most regrettable consequence of such & treatmeat is the loss
of the majeostic, dramatic sweep of the divine revelation in history as
presented in the Bible.” 1Ibid., p. vii.

91bid., p. 6.

Opyrrews adopts the principles found im Fosdick's Guide to Undex-
standing the Bible. Por a discussion of the inadequacies of these princi-
ples cf. Walter Eichrodt, "Revicw of Fosdick's Guide to Understsnding the
Bible,” Journal of Biblical Licerature, LXV (1946), pp. 205=17,

ilypid., p. 1. Cf. Emil Krasling, The Old Testamant Since the Reforma-
tion (London: Luttorworth Press, 1955), pp. 260f., 276; c£. also Herbart F.
fiahn, The Old Testament in Modern Resesrch (Philadalphia: Muhlemberg,
c.1954), p. 247.
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A more thorough treatment of Old Testement Theology is the work
bearing that title by Otto Basb. 2 Peeling that the wmodorn emphasis on
critical anslysis of the Bible has produced confusion end indifference
toward it, Baszb wishes to integrate Old Testament idees and to show the
meening and ebiding value that they posnesa.n The work of the historian
of religion is “"relatively meaninglese for modern 1ife w14 Theclogy of
tha Old Testamont must go beyond history and atiempt to show the validicy
of its ideas.’® Basb believes this can be done by deuonstrating the
genuinenase of Ysrael's rveligious eaper:leme.m

Baab's plan of organization is a systematic one, with slight variae
tions from that of Koehler and Salltn.” He deliberately gvoids being
controlled by & New Testament point of view.1®8 in a final chapter Baab
returns to the task of establishing the permanent worth and normative
charecter of Old Testament ideas, He tries to prove this from the unity
cf the 0id Testament, its distinctive charscter over sgainst its environ=-

ment, and f£rom gpplying the tests of phileosophy, history, and psychology
to Isvael's rcliglous cuperience of God, mam, aend creation,1?

12peeo0 J. Baab, Theolopy of the Old Testement (Nashville: Abingdon,
c.1949). The first chapter of thic book is mostly a reproduction of en
earlier ecssay of his titled "01d Testament Theology: Its Possibility and
Mothodology,” in The Study of The Bible Today and Tomorrcw, edited by H. R.
Willoughby zchi.cagm Universi| ity v of Chici Chicago Press, 1947), pp. 401-18.

L3paab, Theology of the Old Testament, pp.77f.

1bid,, p. 19.

rpid.

16:514., pp. 22, 251.

17pivigions are: Geod, Men, $in, Salvation, Kingdom of Ged, Death
and the Hsreafter, and Bvii.

B¥y4d., p. 269,
lglbid.' ”. 259-680 3
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Baab's emphasis on the religious cxperience of Israel is the most
original ingight in his work. It is this also vhich constitutes its
major weakness. In the end he is compelled to admit that the validity
of 0Old Testament ideas cannot be argued in this wny.zn and ‘the book has
roceived the most severe criticism just on this polnl:.n

The most prolific Amevican writer om the nature of 01d Testament
Theology is G. Egnest Wright, who has developed his idea of the task of
the digcipline in a serics of smull studies published batween 1946 and
1952,22 Weight ic opposed to a gystematic treatment of 01d Testament
ideas, since he feels that the zubrics of systematic theology are too
abstract and universalizaed to £it the Biblical point of view. "I should
say rather that we must f£irpt ascertain the central interest ané mathod-
ology of the Biblical writers and define Bibliczl theology aneordingly."23

Since the Bible, from Wright's point of vicw, is more the Acts of
Cod than the Word of God,2% he defines Diblical Theology as "the confes-
Sional xrecital of the redemptive of Cod in a particular histery,

20u3n the last analysia, thic faicth ic not arguable; its identifica~
ticn as the central passion end driving £orce im Biblical veligion and in
subscquent Jewish-Christian history is sufficient argument."” 1Ibid., p. 64.

2lgg, the remarks of Horman Porteous, "Old Testameat Theology," in
Zhe 01d Testament and Modern Study, edited by H. H. Rowley (Oxford:
clarendon, c.1951). P. T33%,

22;, Ernest Wrighe, The Challonge of Ierael's Faith (London: S5CM
Fress, 1946); The 01d Testement guinsi: Its Enviromnment {Londonm: SCM
Press, 1950); Cod Who Acts: Biblical Theology as Recital (Loundon: SCM
Prass, 1952); "The Faith of Israel," in The Inl:m_rgr_a:er 8 Bible, I (Wew
York: Abingdoun-Cokesbury, c.1952), pp. 349-89,

“23yright, God Who Acts, p. 37.
241bid., p. 12.
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because history is the chief medium of revelation."2 This credo is also
the elemont which holds the two Testaments together,26 gince the cemter
of the New Teotement and of Christien theology is not the words of Christ,
but God's act in Christ.?’ The faith of Ierael was based from the begin-
ning, not on a numinous awareness of mature, but on historical owm-..za
and the Few Testament credo as distilled from the kerypma is identical
with the 0ld Testament credd,2? The chief task of Biblicel theology is
to cxpeund the meanings ond implications of the Dilblical crado,30

Wright acknowledges his dependance on the works and ideas of
Eichrodt.31 Dodd,32 end von Rsﬂ;33 yet, though Wright's proposed epproach
has been anticipated, he has outlined this sort of method mora fully tham
any other writer. He has not yet written a full-geale Theology, but the

34

ocutline for one proposed in Cod Who Acts” end the brief summary of Old

Testament thought in The Interprater's Bible3d gerve to indicate the

25&1@_., p. 13.

26yright, "The Feith of Israel,” p. 350.

27yright, God Who Acts, p. 13.

zawri.ght, 0ld Testament Azaiunst Its Enviromment, p. 22.
2%urighi, uod Who Acts, pp. 66-76.

3Cyright, "The Feith of Israel,” p. 351.

31":15!::, 014 Testament Against Its Environmeat, p. 14; "The Faith
of Isreel," p. 387. Supra, pp. 15«21,

32yright, Cod Who Acts, pp. 66-76. Supra, pp. 50f.

331pid,; Supra, pp. 38£. From him Wright gets the phrese, '
"Heilsgeschi.chtliehes Credo."

341p1d., pp. 107-28.
35ipighe, "The Faith of Israsl,” pp. 349-89.

nmiy
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direction he would take and the problems ke would fece. In his earliest

work on the gubject, Wright had spoken of "the central propositions of
Iozselite f£alth,"3® and the outline of the brief book resembles the sys=- -
tematic treatment of Koehler or Sellim,37 Though the language which he

vses in opposing a gystematic presentation would suggest that his approach

S alE ki =

iwad changed, Wright's later works reveal almost the same outline, although
he prefacaes tham with a discussion of the covenant and election a la
Bichrodt.”® In his latest work, “The Falth of Israsl," Wright admits
that "By ite very mature theology involves an attempt to systematize and
generalize by means of abstract language. .i . . The task of the church
domands that we must make the cttempt to organize the central articles

of the faich, . ."39 Wright's worde aad his uutline would seem to suge-
gect that while revelation through history and the acts of Cod remain

as important cmphases, i'.e ic unebio to avoid a sort of systematization

of 0ld Teztament :hought.d'c

uright, The Challeage of Israel's Faith, p. 3.

375pid., pp. 42,

SCuright, God Who Acts, pp. 107-28; "The Faith of Israel,” 349-89.

3%righe, "The Faith of Israsl,” p. 352.

40, further difficulty which Wyight experiences is finding a place
for the literature unconnacted with history, i.0., the Wisdom literature.

Cf. Wright, Cod Who Acts, pp. 102-05. This same difficulty was felt by
von Rad, infra, p. 38.




CHAPTER VI
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

1f the first quarter of the twentieth century witnessed the death of
0ld Testament Theology, the years since 1922 have witnessed its rebirth
and vigorous growth. The judgment of Herbert Hahn, who has surveyed the
history of all sections of Old Testement study iu this poried, is that
“theology has become the most importeat £ield of Old Testameat scholar-
z:-h:‘!.p.“IL The most important weiting in the f£ield has been done in Germany;
the works of Eichrodt, Sellin, Koehler, and Proksch have become recognized
as standard works ca the cubjecc.z Prance and the Netheriands have cone-
Cributed eaveral useful wmanuale of Clé Testament Theology, eud the dis-
cipline has gained in popularity in the Reman Cetholic Church, Britain
and /fmerica have contributed lessz, but they have novertheless been active
in the discuscion of the noture amd methods of Biblical Theology. The
influence of thisc theological movoment has extended ¢to the works of men
otherwise known mostly ag critical scholars, so that von nq.d. Breit, and
Hoth 2ll included theological discussion along with literary analyses in
recent stud!.es.3 Summing up the tread toward 01d Testament Theology,
Cevhard von Rad wrote: "It has szlready beem a great change which has taksa
place in the £ield of 01d Testament Theology frem ebout the middle of the

lyerbert F. Hehn, The Old Testament in Moders Research (Philadelpbia:
Muhlenberg, c.1954), p. 249.

2cg, the appraisal of Gerhard von Rad, “"Crundprobleme einer biblischen
Theologie das Alten Testamemts,” Theologische Literaturzeitung, IXVIIX
(SBPI:.-OEE., 1953)' col. 225,

3““'“‘. 22- .c_’-gty Pc 248.
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twenties to cthe present. And we ave still right in the midst of this
movement, ycs, perieps only at its bagluu:tng.""’

Without exception, the writers im the £icld of 0Old Testameat Theology
have accepted and strossed the necessity of critical, historical scholar-
ship, even if they have not always accepted or taken seriously the results
of eritical ctudies, as in the case of Vischer or lMosller. Thus theo-
logisne have posed for themselves the problems of the wvalidity and rele-
vance of idses vhich were historicelly conditioned and changed in the
historical pericd. 4As Rowley put it, "The essence of the problem is the
necageity to vetain & historicel cense, and to have & £irm grasp of the
process that provides the material for our theology, while yet not turn-
ing our theology back inte & hiatcry.“5 Thic problem was made more acute
by the fact that a mere history of Israel's roligion had been felt to ba
inadequate, pavticularly in viow of the trying times and their demand for
a positive message from the Old Testament. To what extent, then, theo-
logiens asked, is my Old Testaxeat Theolegy to have a mormative character?
To what extent do I write g5 a Christian theologian? From these basic
queations came one devived from them: how could one preseat O01d Testameat
thought in a relevant way without distorting it?

The writers of fullescale 0lid Testament Theologles have responded to
this Geltungesproblem in three ways: £irst, by asserting the validity of
Old Testament ideas and carrying out this assertion in their work; second,
by esserting the validity of Old Testamsnt ideas, but not earrying this

Von Rﬂd’ op. c_“_-. col. 225,

Rowley, Zhe Faith of Israsl: Aspects of Old Testament Thought
(London: SCM Press, 1956), p. 15.
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through in the body of the book; end thizd, by refusing to be concarnad

about the validity of Old Testement ideas. Vischer, MMoeller, and perhaps
Heinisch £all into the first class, Vischer asserts that the 0ld Tasta-
ment is valid as a witness to Christ; Moeller tzeats it as Heilsgeschichte;
Heinisch as a system of ideas which conforms to Christian, Hew Testament
doctrine. All three, howover, suffer from the same faults. They neglect
the objective historical content of the Dld Testament, seem to impose on
it e unity and validity which ic not there, and become involved in an
artificiel ralsing of 0ld Testament idess to the leval of the Hew Testa-
ment.

The second class cotaing the works of men like Eichrodt, Sellin,

Proksch, Vriczen, and Imschoot, who pzopose a Hew Testament point of view
to establish unity and validity, and Baab, Rowley, and Burrows, who tzy
to esteblish the validity of the ideas in & more humzaistic fashion.
When these works are examined, hewaver, ic becomes apparent that the body
of the work is an objective, historical study, whatever its quality. Thas
problem of how the ideac are normative for the Church or individual Chrise
tian today does not recelve fulle-dress treatmeant throughout the work.

RKochler and Jacob represent the third class; they explicitly refuse
to discuss the problem of validity end regard their work as a rearrange-
ment in systematic form of the mesults of the study of the history of
religion, a scientific and critical study rather than a normative cne.

Uhatever the differences in attitude, the works of the men in classes
two and three arc much alike; in them 01d Testament Theology is mnot
treated as a normative digeipline in theology, but as a descriptive,

osecientific study. In view of the fact that the men in these two groups
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both cutmumber and, as for as achievement is coacernad, outrank those
who have treated Old Testament Theology as a normative discipline or at
least as having a partly normative character, it may be concluded that
thus far the modern period of 0l¢é Testament Theology has confirmed the
definicion of the discipliine offered in 1787 by Jj. P, Gabler: ", . . @
genere historico, tradsns, q.uid scriptures sacri deo xebus divinis sens-
erint,"® When 0l1d Testament echolsrs have tried to establish the norma-
tive character of Old Tegtament ideas, they have necessarily had to veam-
tura outside the ficld of their praatest competence, and the result has
been oither that the 0id Teztament suffered a change inm the process, or
that the gecholar beat a retreat back to a descriptive method. The most
significant O1d Testament Theologies thus far produced differ from his-
tovies of Israsl's religion wmestly in arrangement of material, selection
of material, and the "meod® of the writer.? In spite of tha demand for
something more than a purely scieatific treatment of 01d Testament The-
ology, both at the beginuing and throughout the periocd, the history of
the modern period of 0ld Testameat Theology scems to imdicate that norma-

tive considerations are to be left t:; the systematic :haolegian.s
Closely essociated with the question of validity has been the ques-

tion of the most appropriate from for an Old Testezent Theology. The

6(zm:n:m'l in Friedrich Boumgaertel, "Erwaegungen zur Darstellung der
Theologie des Alten Testaments," Theologische Literaturzeitung, LIXZVI
(lay, 1951), col. 258,

7¢£. William A. Irwin, "The Reviving Theology of the Old Testament,"
Journal of Religion, XXV {1945), 244-46.

-8g¢, Emil Kracling, The Old Testament Since the Reformation (Londoa:
Luttezworth Press, 1955), p. 2%. "We observa, then, on all sides a drife
Eoward the normative. It is doubtful, however, whether two kinds of
normative theology can be admitted,”




63
historical wode of presentation, that is, a form which follows the order
of historical events, has boen employed only in the works of Vischer and
liceller, Whether the form of presentation is wholly at fault or not,

these works have not beem regarded as successful, The remainder of the

writers have ewployed & systematic form. Probably the extreme example

of the use of this forw is Heinisch's work, with its nearly Thomistic

.
'

i
i
s
:

categovies. Others have been less dogmatic; Koenig, Sellin, and Prokasch
prefix a history of the religious davelopment to their gystemstic treat-
ment,

Oune major attempt has besn mada to orgenize Clé Testament thought
cccording to a plan eutracted £rom the Bible itgelf; Walter Eichrodt
crgenized hig fivst volume arcund the idea of the covenant., While he
cannot ba said to have succeeded completely, his work is perhaps the
best Theology of the Old Testement yet written.? As Emil Rraeling
cbacrves, "Only the peaceful rivelry of the productions themselves can
demonstrate which is the most ingtructive, the most useful way of deals
ing with the 0ld Testament ordexr."10

Degpite the fact that there is still considersble uncertainty as to
the best way of outlinimg an Old Testament Theology and despite the
limitation of the discipline to a dascriptive mode of presenting the
material, 0ld Testament Theology in the modern pericd cam still be said
to have made & significant coatribution to theology in gemoral. To cite
one instance, Rudolf Bultmaonn was enabled to include a handy summary of

2G. Erncst Wright, God Hho Acts: Biblical Theolozy as Recital
(Londcn: SCM Press, 1952), p. 3G.

mﬂraenns. op. cit., p. 284,
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01d Teostasent thought as & background to Privimitive Christienity by
enploying, for the most part, the Theolcgier of Eichrodt and Xoechler. 1
Perhaps this, then, indicates the area of greatest usafulness of 014
Testament Theology: the discipline can well fulfill the task, humble
s_hough it may sesm, of packaging the materials of the Old Testament for
tha use of pastors and students in other fields of theolegy.

11y dols Bultmann, EBximitive Christianity in its Contemporary Set-

ting {New York: Meridian, 1956y, pps 15-56, 209.
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