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Tew Testament Exegesis

Test over Berkhof: Srincipics of 3iblical Interpretation

"MPaylor never reads these thinrs enyway”, said Student X with 2 smug
complacent grin. "You mear the book or the revort?"asked his untried
roommate. "Vell, rerecly the boolk and only slizhtly the report. He
mostly grades them by throwin-. them down the stairs so don't use too
much ink or your neper will fall all the way to the bottom."™ "But,
if you don't reed the book, X. how do you write the report?" "Tasy,"
ansvered the affluent =tulen:,"I vick up a few pere numbers, a few
lincs and o few notes. Then with a lot of my own ideas I make an
interesting aec~ount., Thecsc scholars ought to pay me to write the
books not the revmorts.”

And so below is the book zepourt of X. Your job is to recd it and
note the mistekes he melkes ir weviewins Berkhof. Prepere your
vaper in orderly fashicr cad rsorrecht false impressions vith richt
concevts. And--I heve read the book and I will read your paper.

The work of Prof. Berkhof is witbout neer in its field., 'ritten
in concise outline stylzs it acvers the whole field of hermeneut ins
from the days of the Jewish schol-rs to the orecent time. Long a
stu'ent of interpretetion, Prof. Berkhof hes brougcht years of
acholarly practice intc his work and has vrodured & notevorthy volume.
Unfortunnrtely the yeers oi srholorly vractice have also ceused him
to inelude in the book a few L:2mc that mer its usefulness.

In the letter cate/cry iV is lementable that he has ineluded so
many foreign lanruare quotietions (2.2, "quod ubique, quod semper,
quod omnibus creditum est. ", v. 23. etc.) This cimbers the text and
often causes us to miss s=ecific points; The problem with these
is further hei-htened by the szitctions of many nroof-text suthors
from foreirn langue-e sources. '"h:n the efrument for the writer's
vievw is presented from the forne (7 & Germen scholer whose works ere
not aveileble today. the value of the vhole voint is in doubt.

Unfortunate too, is the fac®t that in the history of interpretation,
apart from the Reformation reriod, he does not show the develomment
of orthodox methods of iaterr»retation. Too muech time is taken with
unbelievers who dabble in 3ible study.

These diminutive rcints do not ruinthe work, however. There are
several thinrs of serrching value. For example: His observation that
an interpretation allovin~ 2 Jouble-fulfillment of propheecy is '
possible; his claim the*® tyoes must be limited to persons and »laces
hence saving much alle-orizing; and the imnlicstion thot thej len-
runarce of the pronhets, bewn: often symbolieal, should be teken
throughout as symbolical. There is a rood point to this however when
he allov's thet "the prophets onrcasionslly transcended their historinal
and dispensational limitetions end snoke in forms thet vointed to a
more spiritual dispensatior in the future."(152) But in -eneral, the
interpretstion of prorheccy i Derkhof might tend to make the
emillenial view the necessiry intervretation of many O.T. sectionse.
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