development of that teaching as it progresses
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areas of study are not the focus of this velume, which rather interacts directly with
the biblical text in order to understand what the Bible itself says to us abour
various theological subjects.

If someone prefers to use the term systematic theology in the broader sense just
mentioned instead of the narrow sense which has been defined above, it will nor
make much difference.? Those who use the narrower definition will agree thar
these other areas of study definitely contribute in a positive way to our
understanding of systematic theology, and those who use the broader definition
will certainly agree that historical theology, philosophical theology, and apolo-
getics can be distinguished from the process of collecting and synthesizing all the
relevant Scriprure passages for various topics. Moreover, even though historical
and philosophical studies do contribute to our understanding of theological
questions, only Scripture has the final authority to define what we are to believe,?
and it is therefore appropriate to spend some time focusing on the process of
analyzing the teaching of Scripture itself.

Systematic theology, as we have defined it, also differs from Old Testamen:
theology, New Testament theology, and biblical theolggy. These three disciplines
organize their topics historically and in the order the topics are presented in the
Bible. Therefore, in Old Testament theology, one might ask, “What does
Deuteronomy teach about prayer?” or “What do the Psalms teach abour prayer?”
or “What does Isaiah teach abour prayer?” or even, “What does the whole Old
Testament teach about prayer and how is that teaching developed over the history
of the Old Testament?” In New Testament theology one might ask, “What does
John’s gospel teach about prayer?” or “Whar does Paul teach about prayer?™ or
even “What does the New Testament teach about prayer and what is the historical
rough the New Testament?”
© “Biblical theology™ has a technical meaning in theological studies, It is the larger

category that contains both Old Testament theology and New Testament
theology as we have defined them above. Biblical theology gives special attention

to the teachings of individual authors and sections of Scripture, and to the place of

each teaching in the historical development of Scripture 4 So one might ask, “What is
- the historical development of the teaching about prayer as it is seen throughour

I : INTRODUCTION TO SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY 23

still a difference, for biblical theology traces the historical development of a
doctrine and the way in which one’s place at some point in that historical
development affects onc’s understanding and application of thar particular
docrrine. Biblical theology also focuses on the understanding of each doctrine that
the biblical authors and their original hearers or readers possessed.
: ['sygmma:ic theology, on the other hand, makes use of the material of biblical
theology and often builds on the results of biblical theology. At some points,
especially where great detail and care is needed in the development of a doctrine,
gystematic theology will even use a biblical-theological method, analyzing the
devel t of cach doctrine through the historical development of Scripture.
But the focus of systematic theology remains different: its focus is on the
collection and then the summary of the teaching of all the biblical passages on a
cula subject, Thus systemaric theology asks, for example, “Whar does the
hole Bible reach us today abourt prayer?” Tt artempts to summarize the teaching
of Seripture in a bricf, understandable, and very carefully formulated statement.

3 thauon to Life. Furthermore, systematic theology focuses on
zing cach doctrine as it should be understood by present-day Christiags.
sometimes involve the use of terms and even concepts that were not
nselves used by any individual biblical author, but that are the proper result of
nbining the teachings of two or more biblical authors on a particular subject.
The terms Tranity, incarnation, and deity of Christ, for example, are not found in
the Bible, but they uscfully summarize biblical conceprs.

ining systemaric theology to include “what the whole Bible reaches us today”
lies that application to life is a necessary part of the proper pursuit of
ematic theology. Thus a doctrine under consideration is seen in terms of its
ictical value for living the Christian life. Nowhere in Scripture do we find
trine studied for its own sake or in isolation from life, The biblical writers
stently apply their teaching to life. Therefore, any Christian reading this book
d find his or her Christian life enriched and deepened during this study;
d, if personal spiritual growth does not occur, then the book has not been
0 properly by the author or the material has not been rightly studied by the

o
y
> 3 the history of the Old Testament and then of the New Testament?™ Of course, this
| S G
7~ question comes very close to the question, “What does the whole Bible teach us x ) . _
¢ today about prayer?” (which would be systematic theology by our definition). It Systematic Theology and Disorganized Theology. If we use this definition of
‘ 7 7 then becomes evident that the boundary lines between these various disciplines natic theology, it will be seen that most Christians actually do systematic
| | - - often overlap at the edges, and parts of one study blend into the next. Yet there 15 EHOR) ((I'f o II_;-WB"_!;;"‘ sysrc;}natic-mcological starcments) many times a wecek.
: _ s example: “lhe Bible says that everyone who believes in Jesus Christ will be
E U iGordon Lewis and Bruce Demarest have coined a new phrase, “integrative theology,” to refer 10 ¥ed.” “The Bible says that Jesus Christ is the only way to Gc!d.” “The Bib"lvcl says

systematic theology in this broader sense: sec their excellent three-volume work, Infeggrative Theoloqy
. + (Grand Rapids: ?mdmr:n. 1987-94). For cach doctrine, they analvze historical alternatives and
” " relevant biblical passages, give a coherent summary of the doctrine, answer philosophical objections,
: and gve practical application.

Charles Hodge says, “The Scriptures contain all the Facts of Theology™ (section heading 10
. Swtematic Thealogy, 1:15). He argues that ideas gained from intuition or observation or experience are
valid in theology only 1f they are supported by the teaching of Scriprure.

“The term “biblical theology” might seem to be a narural and appropriate one for the process | have
called “systematic tin)lngy.%nw:m. its usage in theological studies to refer o tracing the historical
development of doctrmes throughout the Bible is too well established, so thar starting now o use the
rerm biblical theolgsry 1o refer 1o what 1 have called systemaric theology would only resule m confusion.

At Jesus is coming again.” These are all summarics of what Scripture says and, as
ieh, they are systematic-theological statements. In fact, every time a Christian
38 somcething about whar the whole Bible says, he or she is in a sense doing
¥Stematic theology”—according to our definition—by thinking about various
pics and answering the question, “What does the whoie Bible teach us today?™s
fobert L. Reymond, “The Justification of Theology with a § Application o Contemporary

logy,” in Nigel M. Cameron, ed., The Challenge of Evangelical Theology: Essays in Approach and
inburgh: Rutherford House, 1987), pp. 82— 104, cires several }:xampin from the New
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