
HAT lS BIDLlCA1. TH.EOLOGY? 

I. Detin1 tions of :Biblical Theology 

A. y pietiet8• Denotes a popular ae opposed 
presentation o Xnty. 

o eoolesias ioal and scholast,io 

:S .. Denotes cree.d of early Ins a.a contrasted with la.te:r develo ment of doctr;ine 
1n the chl.J.rch. 

C. Some make it .mean the re11elational nature of Xnty as oontl:'asted with 
ration~l th olo y . This is ao~otimes what people think DTS theoloe:, ia end 
oorrtrast bet DTS and other se inarie$ ' th ology,. ctuslJ.;r in_ t is sens D'fS 
theology ie biblical but obviously h8X"O is so1..e diff bee •,tO have sy.atem tic 
... heal courses •rhieh are biblical and ib Theol course~. 

D. Schmid defines i as a co l lection ot proof passager or the ore i pt doctrines 
and divisions of dogma. 

E. 

F. 

eidner, I, p. 13, says it ie an 1nvesti a.tion "in a. purely lliatorioa.l t!lanner, 
t-he teaching of each sinele triter of t .. e NT,. n Not quite ri ht to a y it is 
a. purt1ly hie orioal task esp if you contra.st hist-or;r and exegesis but a.otually 
you don•t need to do the.. 

est d.ofini tions ., "Th& 
hiatorioal pro$entation o 
Schulz, I, 2. 

branch of thoologica seianae "'lhich gives an 
ttevealed religion during the period of its grov1th . u 

11 The revelation ot llod in X did not consi,st, ae to its nature, in he 
c~mmunioation 0£ a sum of religious ideas and doctrines, given all at once, 

_but the religious oonsciousneee and life rhich were produaed by tberoveiation 
in Ohriat assw ed different or a in its diff'oren lea.din repr9s ..,n ati,res, and 
at d.iff'orent stag$ ot its development , And it is the te.ak o:f Bew Terta.ment 
~beology to represon tho individua:py and historically oondi tion d 
manifoldness of ha le Te~tamont forma "o dootrino, and olea.rly 1,0 set ther: 
forth in their u:nity and ha.rmony.n foidner, I, 13-14 . 
*'that branch o Exegetical Theolocr,- which de le ii h the process of the 
selt- revela.t1on of' Ood deposited in e Bible.,u Voe. 

11. Th Relation of iblical Theology and Revelation 

A.» ib Thool empho.siaea the histovio progress ivonass of revelation. 
Dea.ls v.ri th rev as a Di vi no a.oti vi y . ev., not completed in one act bUct 
unf<>lded is l:f.' in long s~riea of su¢cos "' ive a.c ti, Grea t. a.rgument n.gainst 
ultra.- dispeneationaliam. 

:B •. .Bib Thool e ,pha.sizes he o bodiment of rev in h.ietor;r,, nev beooraas inoarnate 
in bistory. tact revel tions arc al~aye recoded and followed by 1o~d 
revel tlona. Bprth doniea rev in 1ords but cf l Cor 2&13 . 

o. nib Theol brings out the organic nature ot the historic progrt";ss ot rev. 
The organism •;hi ch we oall rev did no develop 11th. u a i:form mot.ion but in 
epocha. By dit:t e.moa a. and with diff pointa of view thruout history. 
P's t,ind di 'r from Peter•a. JiT dif;f fro O..,. o s diff from othel" prophets. 
Does not eontradi•t infallibilit.r ot S.o.ript--simply atates that rev not u.niforr.... 
Tldo is a th~istio vie ;-other is a DeH: tilt one-God eta.tic and either gave 
i , ll at -once or with dull u 1iformi y. 

D. Bib Theol emphasizes in a dift way (not exelunive ray, i.e_ not implying that 
Sys Theol not practical) tna.t rev is practical a.nd adaptable . God ,anta us to 
kno 'I in Semi tic sense-,-ha.ve reality interv10-v- · n into e;x:pe:i:-iences of life; not 
in llellenia ic sonee of simply in one's consciousness. 



l l. The Rel ~ion of Biblical Tboolo 
Study. 

to othor Br nches o Biblio l 

A. To polo>oties . 
v rbal, 1 nar 

ib heol saum o the roe lt 
inspir tion of he Script , 

of Apol--i •• ho 

B. To OTI and o a au e he in gri yo critic 1 investie·tions. 

c. 

Tneee soi nee at precede ib rheol . ·owevor, so 1eti s n a udy 
ib heol it nee o examine oortain c i~io l poin s, •• 

diff ae o a thor hip o P storals in Pauline theol and 
nd priori y of 2 Pet nd Jude. e ders o eb i pt. 

Diroot connection 
ct what the au ho 

i.e . t 11 us at each writer 
"Only in this y is a his ori 

ally hould ite out n exe 
Judo 3, l P 3tl without a o 
C itio l ions- hat b lon 

· i ram tical, i •• 
ea and it is hi~to ic 1, . 

hi ovm ag • 
io os ,ible~ Sch lz, 1 ,3. 

a ial ndor oonsid rati 
• 

te~t- l~o coo und r this . 

D. To Syato Theolog;y . ot 1 plying sy• Th ol no biblical. 

E. 

Both ar don h ible and no t is in ib ol cours ► 
o i ply o he heo no bib . l h sys e atize . Bob are 
i lical and oth aro sys e a 10 . 

1 . Ao to priori y . ib eol i in roductory to Sy heol. 
bee of its biai;orioal emphasis, bu is 11 t he ex got1c~1 ounda.ti n 
or ogm ic ~heology . I is h a i hwhioh he lat roe· no 

build . " eidn r,15 . n DTS Sys 1st nd Bib later eleo iv sJ 
. bu hi order n c unlese you're going o cont ac Sys Thool tro 
aer ch nd do 11 tho induc ive u dyoursel • In DTS ordor Bib 
agnifiea tho p rt of Sys . Both ab oiu ely nee. 

in 
2. As to for • Sys pre ent one 11.ar oniou 

es ago rom oday ' vie1point . 1 ib 
tandpoint the thot of the leaders o 

pr ioul r po iod o gro, h. 

In though e.nd 
ro hi torical 
nd Xnty durin the 

3. a o content . Sys consider 11 Dib tho . ib jut tho con en o 
of a particul r period of person. e . g . l Pt 3-- ap it of ~ prob 
not under tood b Pe er that oa~l • ys is be blo eoc; n b the 
edal, 

1'o iICD . ib Theol within the oirole o oric 1 heo • ut di tinct 
beo itCD ohowe ho dootrin of Xnty beo e ccle ias ical dogi:1as. 
1>i tinct rom Ch 1is t bee that hows ho X.nty ar d ·11 thin conte t 0 

$Shen ns ions. CD ells tha.t h Church or reader · thot. ib 
Theo l t 11 wh th w.ri or thot . 
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IV. The '.i.'heologica.l ·othod of' Biblical Theo o 

In Sys tbeol t.b.e method is tc systematize a.11 ·truth on a given SJ.bject. 
Bibl th ol sy te A ize tru ho one an or one period. Vos says it should 
be an hi torio pro esaion--by periods and yet ad ite that auoh an ap ro ch 
does not do justice to tlle peoula.ritiee of be agents of rovele.1;ion. 
rob best that in earlior porioda o do it by periods (as Pent) and later 

when truth beoo es mor detaile to do it by wen {as P) . 
Whether by period o~ an you hhve ano her ohoio in method-tr at eit r h • 
period or man aoo to he re lar diVi$ions of y:s eol or a.oo to the outstanding 
areas and linee ot his thinking or t e par icular dis inotiven eses of rev during 
t t period. If LSC apoe 1 of graco is main .bins in his uind . on • find rnuoh 
on visible ohu.rch. If Peter-•look for tho e feot of his oloee relation to 
Chris 's lite . I Heb ho does ddrees of book e..f'"ec i? l P n . wha 
hings sp ;;rore revea.lod that orly. Syste tizo and nt u der 

categories but never force t e · an into all 8., lb. n tbru vill ave lo·ts of 
aots under various ca gorie , but w nt you lso to rer.o ber outstanding hin s 

of that period or an, 

V. Tbe Origin ot the Study of Diblioal Theol ogy. 

Prob Reform tion ave ini ial i ... , etus bee there the dev1~ ion bet doctrine 
oi.' the Ciurch and oo1r:ino or Dible clearly bro ou + Ref dero ndod ,:,enov tion 
of theol in acco:rd noe 1th Script. Att pts ware rs.de ·o arr no in an 
ind p ndent mann r the re ults o~ al'llli,atic 1-his orical tudy alon~sido 
the dogr.ia io ot t _e Church either to its support or oorroo~ion • 
.Spenoer-- 1635-l701j. 
~Gng l-1687-1751. 
Pietia. 
John Pn.i. lip Ga.bl r - De ju to diaori ine theoloeiis.e biblioao et fo , tio e 1 1789. 

Thi$ rtork first e pha iz d h nistorioal cha.raoter o :Bib I heol. 
Oeorg L. Dauer, 1755-1806. 

L do etto, 1813 . 
L •• Rueckert, 1825 • 
.tJ.u o us , ander, 1789-1850 in his ti i ory of tho Plan in and ' raining of tho 

OhristiAn Church b., e Apos lea., This represented he teaobi got the Apostles 
,separately• 

0 F Sobtlid, 1794-1852. Bib Theol of he NT 
ernha.rd eisa. 

Oehler, D videon , Vos. 

Vl. eoulto of the tudy of Biblical Theology. 

l, lmpa1>ts new fre hnesa into the truth by showing it in its original hieto~io 
set ing... ot ju t repoti tion of dogr:u"a o Sys Tbeol under an individual or 
period. 

2. Safeguard against tl.l t:ra.dispensatione.lism. Bee you ar 
development of doctrin as in Acta, nd bee you are 
bet writers . 

m4d,e to see he rue 
ade to seo similarities 

3. Bib Theol reliev s to some extent the unfortunate situ& ion that certain 
undamental doctrines ee., o depend on the tes 1 ony o isola. ed pr-oof't xts. 

Vos. Boe you se theol ubstructur • · aroes doesn't spe ·~ of in i pr tion yet 
oae belief' in it in I\Tery fir, a.y in his epistle. 



4,. Sa.fo(JU.~..r t\"'ains iaol in, doc rine f'rom ,i sto:t'ioa.l oonr,ext. rood ten 
fundnmenta.list isolate and do 1. •t aea doctrine in its .nistorioal e:ontext. 

c s 2,38 ~nd I.SC •s in e:rpreta.tion. otc stud nt ho $aid oouldnlt, find 
sin question ntioned in sermons in Ac , but if understand h1ntorical 
context o menaing of repent of oours - i ie hei•o. 

5., Oivea i;tppl;'euiation o man. 

6. Giveo balance, to doctrine o.a. inepir,ticn bee of 5. Too o .. ten we onl;r 
look a words. and results anti f'oi·e;et tho human inst-r ent. fo<Hlesa.11,1 to 
look behind. 1ord. a.n soe individuality, personal intore.~ts, 11-t:.tlrn:i.--;y 
styl o the man . Thia true when u.ui t ilb a raan and not o. .P~riod . 

7. Gives ~P vreoia tion ot age 0£ grace. Th~s rue when unit of e udy i a 
period and not a an. Wh~n see ·vb.at we.a revealed in other age o a v1hat 
we have tqday. And be bank ul and humble. 


