LIFE OF THE SPIRIT

in rehearsal communities. They are places where the love of God
tested, explored, experienced, proved; places where it has oo
grow. This must govern all our study of the Old Testament, for t1,16 o
Testament is precisely about this: a place and time where God's 10_
was revealed, explored, tested, and for all the failure did in fact
root in men’s hearts.

New Testament Studies
j. L. HOULDEN

It may be no accident that the examiners in the Honour SCho_Ol t}ff
Theology at Oxford commonly find that the worst performance®
examination is in the paper on the Four Gospels. If thisis a sympto™® 50
candidates approach that paper with a certain diffidence, it is 8¢ v o
difficult to find an explanation. For among all the subjects whi »
usually included under the term ‘“theology’, the study of the New Testhc
ment and in particular the study of the gospels is the one where st
committed Christian is likely to find both his chief joys and his deep e
sorrows. We hope to indicate the joys before we have finished, but ‘v
shall begin with the sorrows. e
. I ought to modify my statement about the peculiarly difficult 12 it
of New Testament studies for the committed Christian by mﬁ%s-
mainly to those who are of historical or literary bent. The more P 5 ‘
ophically minded student will find his toughest challengein the ques®” .
of natural theology. But Christianity being the religion that it Jy
seriously inquiring Christians can evade the questions: What ex80
happened in the life, death and resurrection of Jesus, and what predts i
‘was the first evaluation of those happenings: If, to put it at its WO©2
would be decisively shown that nothing happened or that 2O
happened which could bear the weight which St Paul, for exa™ 5 od
put upon it, the dogmatic theologian would find the ground M%7
from beneath his feet and his tower turned to solid ivory. e
The study of the gospels constitutes a point of unease not only o
setting of theology in its widest sense but also within the Bible 5
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'1_11: S'fi_lldent may absorb with equanimity the news that the great narra-
Iless(‘) the exodus of Israel from Egyptand her wanderings in the wilder-
g 18 really a saga inflated from a quite modest kernal of history. He
of ¥ ot be dls-mayed to discover that the laws of Moses reflect the laws
abjo | urabi and that the religion of Solomon’s temple was remark-
yhkf‘— that of other kingdoms of the Ancient Near East. Being partly
Semarq‘)nét‘e at heart, he will be able to contemplate without an acute
N € of crisis both the results of the severest criticism of the Old Testa-
and the disentangling of the distinctive features of Israel’s religion.
it e: dlsffOVer.s (and some ‘devoutly reared’ students still need to discover
’ . Pecially if the teaching of divinity was a weak point at their school)
ad; ¢ words of prophet and psalmist were not delivered with specific
drj_ftmtended reference to some act of Jesus at least he can see that the
. of Israe]’s religion is such that Jesus is a legitimate fulfilment of its
Pes and needs.
deta:i;f in approaching the Old Testament the student feels a certain
ide. ; ent, if the range of documents is ample and the span of history
The n the matter of the New Testament none of these things is true.
Mumber of documents is small and not only so, every one of
Taises intractable problems, about which one can hold opinions
v arcely propound final solutions. About none of the authors do we
Writinany reliable independent information: each speaks through his
ofthe gs 310ne.. Only in the case of St Paul do we have much of a picture
ledge P;"-Sonal_lty of the man, and in his writings he displays little know-
- OL even interest in, the life and activity of Jesus. The crucial period
emss:o_rY_lS short—a mere handful of years—but again countless prob-
us i tlnse if'we attempt to tell its story. The earliest witness, St Paul, tells
haviy ¢ There is no outside contemporary evidence about Jesus worth
°‘1gi1 The_ gospels consist of material which has been refracted
theiy %ﬁ} series of prisms before reaching its final form, and to evaluate
Studen, ect 1s 2 delicate and sensitive task. Above all, the Christian
Tecord ‘lianythlng but detached in approaching the gospels. Here is the
ole a(il th.e incarnate life of the one to whom he has committed his
Sermy egiance. From his earliest childhood probably, he has listened
QUoteq Ons and instructions in which the words of Jesus have been
3 absolute oracles. To say ‘Jesus said so-and-so” meant that no
e dlse(f authentication was necessary or argument expected. But now
appearovers that the truth is more complicated than he supposed: what
a0 be the words of Jesus may be expounded to him as the words

€W or John or some indeterminate primitive Christians with a
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. Sy . . . : of
particular identifiable view-point, even sometimes an axe to grind. N ¢

only his intellectual ‘fixed points’ are affected but also his habitS o
prayer. He may have been taught to meditate on gospel incidents. They
occurred in the life of Jesus, so they are an authentic manifestatio? ° )
God and a profitable means of communication with God. How _Sc
abling then to discover that one’s favourite subjects for di5§ur51v
meditation are widely held to be perhaps legendary or mythologic#? o
more probably the result of numerous modifications on the way frcz.ﬂ;
the life-time of Jesus to the evangelist’s pen. Here are sharp blows (;‘
which the student is often unprepared by the implicit gospel fundame?
alism of school or parish.

I am not concerned for the moment to mention balms whi
satisfactorily ease the pain of these considerations: I merely want €057
what peculiar and inescapable challenges the student of the New TC“;C '
ment is likely to face. I should go further and say that not only oug t
to face them and suffer from them but if he does not he will be refusi®3
to increase his stature. More of that later: already we see that intellect
pastoral and ascetic problems are closely intertwined, and much P
comes from refusal to recognise this.

It is fair to say that I have painted the picture from the teache "
experienced view-point. The student is likely to be less coherent bwlﬂ
the troubles with which his work afflicts him. Only the cleverest It
see where the strains really lie and set out to meet them constructi¥®
Some of course will decide that the Noes have it and that the Chris®
edifice cannot survive, as far as they are concerned, on such uﬂcerltlal .
ground. Many will be too immature to see what faces them-
personal and intellectual experience is too narrow for them to se€ m?
beyond the requirements of next week’s essay: one step enovs
them! Such men will have no crisis of faith, no deep piety, no visio? :
the nature of the New Testament or of its place in relation to the al
it will be simply a series of topics making up one subject among rg s
which the degree examiners demand knowledge of. These s
often emerge from their course with a faith and a piety as simp*° ce
untroubled as that with which they entered it, and it has never occt:
to them that their work had any bearing upon either. They Cfm-"10 "
accused of having wilfully refused a challenge: they never nOﬂCed_q 6
There are two types of student, however, in whom there is 2 posi® o
though unfortunate, reaction. The first is the one who has been t
in near-fundamentalist conservative evangelical tradition, or who be
entered into that tradition. Such a man’s religion and devotion ¥
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Ctirely f_.Ollndecl upon the scriptures. Church and sacraments may well
am};u?n Important part in practice but they will tend to be under-
ated; and there will be a lack of historical sense in relation to the
et:Vrccilx; d(;lctrine and liturgy. Sometimes a ‘gold.cn age’ will beintruded
cachis, tfe NCW Testament and our own times, for example the
ra}'erg‘ o Calvm‘ or of (?ranmer or Jewel or the Book of Common
o, l:};Ilnvested with special authority. In s.u.ch a case, where all_ appears
oL e"_iten.ec.l by the a.ssault of gospel cr1t1c1sm,‘the only security turns
One g, :‘; 1ts rigid exc.lusmn. One can learn what ‘some scholars say’ but
fon _II(})lt entertain for oneself an atom of their methods or conclus-
thg dismlg t be supposed that to undertake acourse c?f th.eologlcal study
o Posed would proveanintolerable strain, with its dlsmefnberment
tur, Oilton from theology, heart from mind. But cIO{nmonly it does not
: CXami;o’~and the}rc have been cases of men obtaining excelleint results
themey Ations entirely on the basis of what ‘some scholars say’ but they
€ves radically abhor and do not even share by sympathy.
Qhurzliecocild type is the man of (Anglo-) Cz?tholic conviction to Whpm
as tend:ll sacraments are the heart of r‘chglon and for whom Fhe Bﬂ?le
aiseg | thto Pl'a_')’fl secondary part. Having ta'ken a look atthe difficulties
into 1¥1f ecriticism 9f t},xe‘gospels, heisinclined to retire unconcerned-
S and antfle Loisyism’: ‘As Iong as we have the faith, Father, and the
Ppencd valid or’ders, what does it matter whether the gospel stories
Conpar.JUSt 02" There is a sense in which his remark could be seen to
Teg] Stlzlmolre d}an a grain of truth, but 'otjten it does not emerge froma
Studen; ;%ug ¢ with the evidence; rather it is utftered with a shrug, as the
s away before any battle can begin.
mce(}:m? there are those who according to their various lights
ecauSSCnLated with thc problems partly for thelr own sake.and partly
e the ¢ they see th'cn' relevance for both fal.th and.dcvotlon. These
do Men of open mind who will keep up their reading after they go
thejy \,NLV los‘e theology will gradually turn out to be integrated with
e yo, Ole llrlltellectual al.’ld spi_ritual opFlook, and who, whether th.ey
tog CinCrng' t or not, will be in a position best to commend the faith
will casingly educated and ‘secular’ community within which they
<o, on ;hemselves. The fact that students of this kind are not more
eology - Partly a question of age. As Dr Monica Lawlor showed (in
old ¢, fg’ n‘mg the Uni versity), it is difficult for the student of 18 to 20 years
n 'tioi ef{ vital maters in terms of. c?egrces of certainty or to tolerate
Must e ¢ Ot suspended judgment on important questions: an answer
ound today, this week, and it must be clearly Yes or No. And
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if any tutor will not provide it, why then I must have recourse to Pastf
X or Father Y whose doctrine is clear and strident and who has no t7%
with gradations, nuances, ifs and buts. This raises the question of the )
age for the study of theology. Partly because of the tools required; ue
largely because of the complications raised by theology’s unique ta%8";
with personal commitment and therefore the greater maturity n® “ S
for its satisfactory study, many teachers of the subject prefer their pUP o
to be graduates in some other discipline. At Oxford as many as b
people taking “finals’ may originally have come to university © **
something else and certainly such students appear to profit much o~
from their course than those who came to it straight from scho©
eighteen years of age. i
In such a course as this conference envisages, all the types of stude
which I have described would presumably appear, despite the fact J
they would be much less interested in the subject as a professio®
training than most of those at present in our faculties. There will st ¢
those whose religious background setiously inhibits an open, 1.1011350
study; there will be those for whom it is a faintly interesting subject ¢
be studied for a degree, no more a question of commitment—¢" .
though the student may be a Christian—than history or physics; ¢ -ezt
will be those who thrive under the stimulus provided and see the obje
of the enterprise, who refuse to divide their experience into sep&™
compartments and grasp new ideas readily. ot
It may be supposed that in a rather general course, where the Subjfl)’
is one among a number of others, the acute tensions, raised by thestt
of the gospels in particular, would not be felt. It may indeed be pos*
to construct a satisfactory syllabus in which that would be the cas¢:
it may be pastorally unwise (if one may raise such consideration¥/
arouse awareness of deep problems which there is no time to delve®®
withsufficient thoroughness to show the way to solution; but delibera A
to avoid the difficult issues of historicity and variation among
teaching of New Testament writers is to shirk the only path t0 2 r:hﬂ
understanding of the nature of these writings and their place ®
explication of the faith. If we do not give a right knowledge of what
gospels are and what questions we can legitimately ask of them, W¢* ol
leave our pupils with a wrong knowledge; if we do not show the ftcf
differences between the outlook of, for example, St Paul and the wr,jwr
of the epistle to the Hebrews, we shall fail to show the richness of et ;-
and leave the hazy impression that there is simply a rather platitt
New Testament doctrine about this or that.

read
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ﬁoS:::n to bring to life a particular writer we must sharPen the distinc-
muf:h as we can, as well as showing his relationships. Moreover,
essﬁ}rrltig?l, tht{S purgative exercise Wﬂ.I the student %earn to fiisce_rt_l the
Pec ‘arf of faith. T am thinking particularly of the issue of historicity, a
- Y acute one for modern man with his strong sense c?f ne.ed for
r00tedcydand factual knowledg?. We say that our faith is historically-
history’d epends upon a revelation of God in hls'tory.ABut how much
be “try ?WC need » How much of what we read in the gospcls n'eeds to
Some of or thls claim to be met? All of'it, or some of itz And if oply
ed ltdehICh partsz Noris it simply a question of the student 'belng
Seen, asgra e thﬁ: items of his accepted beliefs which he hafl previously
the o ;m undifferentiated list; t}}c shepheFds at th.c nativity alongside
i noy di;PPCr and even the doctrine of the incarnation itself. To do that
dindge tcult, for it is easy to see how a'lapsg of forty or fifty years led
Jests, ntallegendary growths ar}d modificationsin minor stories about
eCastizt there are points at Vflhlclil §11ch a process qf grading leads to
increg l g of doubt upon the }):ISCOEXCIITY of stories whichare represer.lted
.1 Statements: the ascension or the virgin birth or the resurrection.
"st(:ilc-e 1s produced,.of varying \fv?:ight, for casting doubt upon the
City of all these items of traditional credal belief.
aPPraisals P‘f{int the'student ought to be provoked out of a di'scerning re-
CrStangin the falth (s.een roughly as a series of be.hefs)'mto a new
Cetmed o P8 of faith 1tsel£. He ought to realise that if he is really con-~
¢ With truth the question of how much history is needed as the
‘lllestrirgllllm.-[t:ﬁr preserv{ng the Christian religion‘is.itself an inadmissable
the Chri e st.uqent s first concern—as a Christian—is not to protect
thag s, 1stian religion, but to discover the truth. He ought then to realise
concern to protect the Christian religion was not prompted by
hig Ogmsm‘of anintellectual crusader but was really a concern to protect
higeg 1 religion. His question really was a personal one: how much
0 Ineed in the gospels for me to remain a Christian:
deep ¢ ediately two reflections follow. The first is a realisation of the
Gogd “ment of insecurity involved in the act and condition of faith in
T o ¢ God who revealed himself in Jesus is such that his ways
rely ~0nlsr}llsicrUt?-ble, his being unfgthomable. To learr} this aspect of man’s
Useq ¢, P with God is necessarily hard and purgative for the Christian
ng of ‘having faith’ as the acceptance of a sure body of
» more vital indeed but analogous to other bodies of know-
student of the New Testament will learn it best, though

$ with an unnecessary bleakness and pessimism about the histor-
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ical value of the gospels, from Rudolf Bultmann. Behind him, he Z}?aut
turn to the extremities of Kierkegaard, and lest he should suppos®
thisis a modern eccentricity, he will notice that when St Paul, in Ro "
6, spoke of baptism, the act of faith, he saw it not as washing ony» {
as a self-abandonment to the drowning waters. The Lady ]
Norwich, in chapter 10 of the Revelations of Divine Love used the*
image to describe the soul’s relationship with Christ, and Kicrktig“‘a‘;V
said faith was like swimming in the ocean with 23,000 fathoms belo™
Faith is risky: there are no proofs and no undeniable guarantees-
The second reflection is that the student of the New Testament 15_115 :
self-sufficient. His text will not of itself solve all the questions it rals.e:
If he really digests the fact that faith involves a radical element © ol
security and unprovability because its object is the incomprehen .
God, he must next learn to grow in understanding his faith by way ¢
coherence and experience: he will turn to the study of doctrine 22,
spirituality. In other words, the insecurity, to which his gospel st
have rightly led him, does not leave him speechless. He looks to the e
Testament and then to the single coherent Christian view of God; g
examines the nature of man’s—his own—inner relationship with Go
and he asks what account of the phenomenon of Jesus is consistent w:
this whole picture. It might be objected that this is to frame theJlg,’foOr
around a central piece whose shape is known from the start even* o
the sake of the game it is not inserted till the end. But it need not be o
there is a way of looking at reality—the Old Testament would b °
witness to it—of which Christ can be seen as the confirmation 2%
New Testament as the expression. Jo0
Nevertheless, I think there is an improper use of this procedure al; e
my mind Fr Charles Davis, in his contribution to Theology "”1 s
University, came near to it in a way that seems to me unacceptab e;,rk
discussing the role of the biblical theologian in the context of the w
of theology as a whole, he says that ‘he is not entitled to present %
thing as biblical teaching which is in apparent conflict with the ,I:'reS 0
faith of the Church and say, “Well, that’s what the Bible says;1t$ ch is
the theologian to solve the problem”. No, the solution of the COI_’&; st
his business as much as that of the dogmatic theologian . . . The bl. 25
has no more right than other theologians to go his own way, uSﬂ:lijm
an excuse the exigencies of scientific method.” This seems to me © hol#
an immunity or an outside frame of reference for the biblical ¢ g
which would not stand a moment’s scouting in 2 modern umverlt is
nor, more important, in the light of Christian concern for trt*
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d;&ii‘iitf%fi a man trained to follow vs./hf:re the evidence leads sydd?nly
f the O mself from thc' p:%th; and if it be held.that the magisterium
specd turch might be in itself a source of e.v1dc?nce, the argument
itsele Stzn;llrns out to be cxrc?ular. For the.maglstemur'n of the Chur.ch
10 eyl $ a5 2 concept derived frgm scripture, ?.nd it does not claim
Clate truths which are at variance with scripture.

Inethgffs can be no inherent reason why the quite revoluti.onary modern

of New Testament study should not cast serious doubt on

:::ltllaf}llhitherto accepted truths. In the case of the Old. Testamcnt, this
Ous g aS.SIOWIY won acceptance among almqsig all C.hrlst%ans in numer-
Mere] etS}; but t}.1<-: New Testament has no privilege in this respect: it is
of theyv‘ at the' issues are more crucial, the focus sharpn?r. ’.T]:'le doctrines
e cagy rgin birth of our Lord and of the perpetual virginity of Mary
g ts n point, and it is difficult (perha}ps Fh.lS is sheer' Anglican bhn.d—
ecisiy OI\SICC how any amount of ecclésmstlcal authf)rlty could nullify
iteo ul;d ew Testan?.ent §v1dence against those beliefs any more than
e N, eclare a straight line to be simultaneously crgoked. Of course,
that thew ‘Te.stan.lent §cholar cannot prove the negative: for example,
e Virgin blrt.h did not occur. He might show that t}%c New Testa-
evidence which has always been taken asits basis is flimsy evidence
€ purpose and more satisfactorily explained by other means. At all
» he might be constrained to register an open question, and it
tions of tf?thhe task of the dogmatic tllf:ologian to con,sid'er any implica-
11, $ uncertainty for. the doctrine of the incarnation. ‘
. 'Stov'e hovered at con51dftrftble length round questions hnl.ted with
Ilevenlc,lty of the gospels, it is because .the quest of the historical Jesus
ent Stuil e far from the surface of thc mind of the moder.n New Testa-
one, Oy fiilt- The Phenomenon which presents 1t§elf to him is a strange
reaSOnablt e one s1de, 'he can follc?w with considerable clarity and a
of hey rel? S_Uppbf of evidence the history of Israel.and the development
. cliglon into the first century A.D. There is no shortage of un-
literg ties especially about the provenance and dating of some of the
.y nh? but the broad picture is clea}r. We know vfrhat had 'been
abogy theg tOJ?vs_rry, what Palestine was like, what Jews did and believed
the It religion. On the other §1de, th'e Church graduall}r emerges
o SemPICture slovx'rl)r. ﬁl.ls out, with varied degrees of clarity and of
ut be tv:ny uncert‘amges inthe 1nterp?etat10n.of often meagre evidence,
o, ¢en the two is, from the point of view of strict evidence, an
Years | attested for us most fully only in documents of forty to seventy
ter. And the saving gospel emerges into the world out of its Old
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Testament cocoon from a sort of Holy Saturday obscurity. A far #
contemporary evidence is concerned, the person of Jesus is hidden frol’fz
our eyes. We may well feel as Christians that this is providential, for!
is only interpreted facts that can be profitable to us for salvation, 3¢~
fact that we only have the normative interpretations of the New Test
ment writers at least saves us from false interpretations into whic
closer acquaintance with ‘bare facts’ would no doubt draw man}’
Nevertheless, in approaching the obscurity, on purely scholarly grow*™
we have some resources even on a minimal view of the gospels’ fact
ness and a maximal view of their ‘interpretedness’. We are not oblig?
to discard the use of our commonsense, and the reality of ]eSuS’ wor
and deeds must have been such as to render credible the interpret2d° ;
so quickly placed upon him. As much of the gospels as will yicld ¢ ol
result must be close to history. The unknowable, faceless Jesus of 13
criticism is incredible as the cause of what we certainly know to 2
occurred as a result of what he was and did and taught. ¢

There is much to be said for beginning a course of New Testare”
studies not with the gospels but with St Paul. In the first place, helo
historically our first sure footing in history when the gospel bcgln'sbtl ¢
come into the light of the day. If Jesus may be held to be discer™ g
only through filters—even if one believes them to be of the Holy Spiit”
St Paul has the advantage for the student that he speaks for himset &
can be expounded from his own writings, seen as a man dealing Wt
theological and practical problems within a discernible setting.

In the second place, from an exposition of his writings we can 2 *
at St Paul’s doctrine—his way of regarding God, his way of reacti "
and explicating the act of God in Christ and in the Church. There 0
advantage in beginning the study of the New Testament with one ¥ -
is so clearly a theologian as St Paul: the advantage is that the St ;
may be led the more easily to regard even the Evangelists in this w
and so hear the more readily what they have to say.

St Paul is helpful not simply because he is a theologian but be
conducts his theology in a particular way. Again, two features ©
method, easily identifiable in his work, give alead for their disCﬁmrrE.t -
elsewhere, especially in the gospels where their presence may be © o
overlooked. I refer first to his use of Old Testament passages tO thrblé
light upon the significance of Christ, sometimes with const 2
ingenuity and complication, and second to his non-logical Waying
thought, characterised by brilliant and sometimes quickly Chan}g; s
images whose significance is better seized by a poet’s eye that Y
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Ii};ﬂngsop%ler’s mind. How much trouble has come to Christian theology
COnsoglcauy-nnnded theologians erecting St Paul’simages into ration~
_ respecttr}lllicm)m! In both respects he was typically Jewish and in both
oh $ s successors in the New Testament follow him. The student
oras the study of the gospels ahead of him can already learn to expect
. Oughgomg and complex influence of the Old Testament within
80spel material. He can also learn to modify his natural literalism
cready to find in imagery, again usually Old Testament in origin,
€Y to the evangelist’s purpose.
Lik;ngny’ St Paul will teach the student to get his proportions right.
t Teresa of Avila who counsels us to meditate chiefly on the
ord - t}}e centre of St Paul’s devotion and so of his theology is the
or tg tEICIﬁed and exalted. He pays next to no attention to Jesus’ birth
“bory fe words and deeds of his life: the bare statements that he was
fow Ota woman’ and ‘descended from David according to the flesh’,
allthatn;oral Instructions and the narrative of the Last Supper—that is
Credy] tPaul will tell us about our Lord earlier than his death. And the
Statement which St Paul quotes as traditional in I Corinthians 15
acCO:ZlmCh begins with the confession ‘that Christ died for our sins
to hiny Ig‘to the scriptures’ shows that this emphasis was not original
Py L1 possible to reduce the force of this fact. One can say that the
Ch%s:tc?rpus 1s too small for us to build arguments on what he did not
lap v 0 ncludein these few writings. One can say thatin those particu-
materil;::]mgs it was not relevant to his purpose to include gospel-type
Surpric. Which may very well have been in his head. We do not show
One ¢ When 2 physicist fails to include his formulae in his love letters.
in the en say that the same lack of interest in the life of Jesus is apparent
Case g7 Pistle to the Hebrews, in I Peter and I John, but that in the last
Wi 31y rate we have in the Fourth Gospel an example of gospel-
the 1111%1 lfn.Ot from the same at least from a nearby hand. But whatever
labor, tigathHS, the fact will stand that the weight of St Paul’s doctrinal
o d On Ofl_?he significance of Jesus lies on his death and resurrection.
Balay, "8est this fact is to be well prepared to understand the doctrinal
abig rc of the gospels. The student will be ready to find in St Mark not
hislif% aphy of Jesus but a passion narrative prefaced by incidents from
the ¢ HF will find the words and deeds of Jesus and his prophecy about
deSCrib ‘(tllme presented in the light of the passion; and the passion itself
bi°gra €d so that its saving meaning shall be clear. Here is doctrine, not
ot £ s thefﬂogy, not example for moral life. In the case of St John,
Olly dissimilar procedure will unlock the door; and when he
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comes to St Matthew and St Luke, the student will at least be fa@h;f
with the norm from which in their own ways they diverge. He W& """
ready to swallow the fact thatif St Luke did set out to write alife of Jest
in a sense St Mark whom he used had already shut the door behind g i
and the task, if ever desirable, if ever possible, wasno longer open t© ul&
Itissometimesasalutaryexercisetoask astudent to consider what W0
have happened to our faith if the Gospels had never been written 3 .
our scriptural canon were wholly St Paul. Clearly the impoveriShme:ﬂ
would be enormous and certain great strands in Christian traditiot™ "
that is incladed under imitatio Christi for example—would be 3b5,egt
but thereisasensein which Christian doctrineitself would have suffii”
base. (Perhaps the fact that St Paul himself subscribes to the notion 0=~
imitation of Christ (I Cor 11. 1) is the decisive indication that he Tﬁs
more and cared more about the deeds and teaching of Jesus that
letters explicitly say!) e
From St Paul we turn to the gospels. Thankfully it is no longe o
case that the study of the gospels means the literary study of synoP"
relationships plus a separate investigation of St John, which alon¢ gC‘t
anywhere near to real theology. Certainly the student must learn ™
use a later evangelist makes of a predecessor; certainly he ought to oSt
the case for as against the existence of a separate source common £ o
Matthew and St Luke. He ought also to know and recognise the d{ECrc'.
kinds of material in the gospels: their varied origins and historles’hin.
influence to which they have been exposed in the life of the Chur®® J
the years before the writing of the gospels. But, particularly in the-
of course with which we are concerned, all these ought to be subor¢®” 4
toand contributory to another task: the attempt to understand the ™™ g
of the evangelists each in turn. Our students are interested in le i
theology; then let them begin with the first Christian theologians © o
those not far from the creative events of our Lord’s death and rct;cif
rection who first strove to describe those events so as to convey aud
meaning. Here they will find the seeds of various approaches to God J
his act in Christ and Church which have survived and reapp® d
throughout Christian history. Here they will find a fusion of fact -~
interpretation with which their minds must wrestle and come to ¥ ,
and a union of theology and devotion which will give them the P o
to an integration of Christian life not always cither realised f &
thought of by the Christian student. olf
It should now be fully clear why the study of St Paul is good 50* ° o

in itself but also as a preparation for the study of the gospels: it £4°
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;hfﬁs:udem to look in the right ways for the most profitable things. He
of h: nde'avour, as he learnt in the case of St Paul, to get inside the mind
8 Writer as he reveals himself in his work. And because he is dealing
b Jewish writers whose thinking expresses itself by way of images,
oragh approach them as he would a poet, rather than a biographer
as cologian of the philosophical, logical kind. (I remember when I
inwar-l undergraduate hearing a paper by Fr Mark Brocklchurst, o.».,
ch we were told to regard St Thomas Aquinas as a poet and the
. das thf: poetic effusion of his soul: a fortiori the gospels.) He will
seParatt(;‘ think not in terms of three synoptic gospels and one more,
iy, € rom them-—which is where a purely literary analysis will lead
and g Ut 1n terms of four separate gospels, each with its own teaching

OWn outlook. And if he is inclined to make groupings at all, he
;Nljrrito draw together not the first three gospels, but the second

! };:Ve Wavered between referring to the evangelists as theologians
trugh Poets: each term might both make a point and also distort the
unass'imifne Of them, not even St John, is without his rough edges, his
forgy ated ideas; and none of them certainly is a master of style and
Rty }VC cannot ask of the evangelists photographic accuracy in
s ho hlstory, no more can we ask of them perfection in any
esI}D]i ere. Their writings are among the earthen vessels in which God
side g Pmsdf known to us. And if St Mark and St John deserve along-
and aul the title of theologian, I should prefer to see St Matthew
idacyg uke as exemplars of great traditions of Christian life — the
otc churchman and the devout, compassionate lover of our Lord.
logic al’eYery Christian’s approach to God deserves to be called ‘theo-
Q isﬁa’.nu; the sense of being fully articulated, but nevcrtllele§s every
ong ¢ Oes have an approach, simple as it may be, so it s fitting that
repmsenteg_ evangelists themselves quite different types should be
gospeisst}i‘iy of the separate evangelists does not exhaust the study of the
thay Wi;:n ¢ evangelists bear witness to Jesus and we must understand
Whic, ess, but embedded in their writings, as part of the method by
Tugg 1 €Y bear witness, is the teaching of Jesus himself. Thc' probe
ase made to discover and assess that teaching. Certain key
ingd,, Persistently occur: Son of Man; Messiah; above all perhaps
for us'm of God. What did they mean: And what do they mean
by th B.0ur terms: Does the evangelist mean the same as Jesus meant
em or are th . . . . . ..
ere signs of crucial shifts of meaning in transmission?

Summ
be
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What did the parables of Jesus mean : How has his message been mods
fied, perhaps transformed, by the meaning attributed to his death 3&5
resurrection: What about those who say that Easter has altered t
teaching, as received by his followers, beyond recognition? V.
precisely is the task of demythologising: The student cannot shirk Fhesa
questions: answers to them will be the raw material for constructii®
satisfactory doctrine of the incarnation, and there is no short cut W _Cn
safely avoids this route. (See J. Knox, The Death of Christ fora discussi®
along these lines). e

It is not for theologians to create canons within the canon, but for © s .
student of the New Testament such as we have in mind, the 15%”
both less vital and plainer sailing. He will of course take the Acts of '
Apostles into his study of St Luke: he will learn much of St Luke,S
method and mind from it, and he will profit by pondering why ol
evangelist alone felt it necessary to write a second volume. But he he
also turn to the Acts if he wants to know at least one man’s view
development of the early Church and if he wishes to exercise his se
on certain difficult historical problems. He will turn to the Apoca P .
of St Johnif he desiresinsightinto the minds of probably very many ™ ohc
first and second century Christians than appears from the surface Of_t
New Testament. And from Hebrews he will learn the richness, v2%° ’
and ingenuity with which the work of Christ could so soon be il
ated from the Old Testament. I hope students on this brief cours¢ e
not be burdened, unless there is more time than appears likely, !
questions of the authorship of the Pastoral Epistles or Il Peter!

The total effect and profit ought to be primarily an understanding of
the minds of the main New Testament writers, a realisation of theﬁlci o
difficulties, and a preparedness to use both the doctrine and the diffice™
in the formation of a coherent theological outlook. A deep and 28
tive understanding of the various writers is all the more essential m'cc,lct
day when the philosophical climate seems so unpromising as the pro™ s
of a ground for systematic theologising. Where systematic theolog
difficult the New Testament must be heard the more clearly 5 2* it
sharpen the distinction between the various voices which make }ig o
chorus will be more profitable than to try and distil a genera.liSﬁd
Testament View'. it

On the question of the need for a knowledge of Greek, clearly P
desirable, equally clearly it is impossible to require it in the fram?"g o
of a general course. But there ought to be instruction in the o0
language New Testament Greek is, and in crucial word-connec
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©8.» that Justify’ and ‘righteousness’ represent words from the same
Teek root,
Ishall end with two matters which are not uniquely the province of
W Testament studies though they concern that subject among others.
CO;);derhtO a(_:hieve the aim of ‘lay theological literacy’ within a crowded
sﬁparse, 1t might be desirable to work not only by instruction in the
Setie ate SUb_]_ects which go to make up theology but by un.dertakmg a
COn;ﬂ?f Projects on particular topics to which all the su'bjects‘ would
e ute. Thus, biblical studies and doctrine could combine to investi-
¢ ?he doctrine of creation; New Testament, doctrine, Church history
. turgy could join together on the eucharist or the ministry. It would
Sub% Matter of experience to discover how much instruction in separate
Je;CtS was necessary before such projects could be profitably under-
miltleflaSt-POint concerns the role of the staff of the department. You
caw, b0rglve me if T here use a personal example. There are many
°fth~ acks to the jack-of-all-trades and the old adage onl}{ states one
& tm, b‘Ut the advantages of the Oxford system of chaplain-fellows,
Pecially if they are members of the theology faculty, are considerable.
colrlt eans that 2 man reading theology will not only be tutorefl by his
Spici tge Ch}}ﬂam but will also have him for pastor and possibly for
b u:}I director. The priest who rigorously dissects the scriptures with
also bestow upon him the eucharist and give him absolution.
e hear the same person on Tuesday morning unravelling the
\ tPeSt Problems of gospel criticism and perhaps feel himself in deep
er. with no sure footing, and on Sunday evening preaching con-
Prie:tlve theology to edify his mind and heart. It is much to ask of any
t that he should perform all these functions with equal competence,
ined ere is a great value for the student if they are at least partly com-
ou 1 some of those who teach him. For, as we have said, the study
inge t subject presents its unique difficulties for those who undertake it
and g gently and conscientiously, and they cannot be met in the lecture-
®Minar-room alone. The maturer Christian, as the teacher will
(’);1_‘1“ be seen as a whole Christian who prays and lives and loves and
beg 15 as well as delivering his lectures on the Fathers. He will then
e Much service to those whose piety and view of the faith must often
# painful death before a wiser phoenix can rise from the ashes.

He will
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