
situxtio in the nearfuturer and epideiclic pas!ages either cdebrate orcondenn soneone

in order to seek assentlionlhe audience regaldins a parlicular lalue. Speakers or Miler!

sould olten inter$eale such pa(erns inlo the; larger $orl. Philippians coLrld be called
primarily a judicial trort in rha! it castisaies nan! arosrnl indjviduals in rhe ohurch
(2: l  l8r  1r2-3)  and the Jud! izers ( l  I  4 : l ) .  but  i t  cont ! ins epideic i ic  maler ia l in  2:19-30

and deliberative passlses in l:27-30 and 4 4'9.
Th. question is no1 simpl) the situalion or probleD behind the tassage. II is re

rhetorical natenent of thar issue and controls the devdoprnent ol thc tcrl Wltlon
( |988: I I13)speaksoi \ ins is theory ls lcmming i ron Quint i l t ian)  asrheneansofde

fininS rhc qu*tion nore closel!. Ther are tllree staFs: facl (Nhelhd a lh'ng r), dell

nition ({hat a thine is) and qualil! (what kind ol thins n is). One m$t delernine hos

man! quedons are addressed in a passage and *hat l)_pe oi questions are n\ohtd. In
rhe c lse of  the Juda;ers of  Phi l i tp ians 3: l  1 :1,  the student  { i l l  notc Paul 's  quuies

reguding rhe fact ol their reaching and its qualitt (thar iL conltihted fals leaching)

1. Anul).e arungctuehL, te.hhiqte dntl tllk The arrangemenl ol the malerial in tlr

macro structure is the ncxt impo ant aspecL. Ho\! do lhe larious rhetoncal segncnls

achieve thei desred effecl? What persuasive purpose is seer !s the $ ter creati\tll

$ea\es rhe larious pafts togelher? The task Ls nol onlv lo delernrne lbe st.ucturaL
configurarion of rbc terl but xlso the rlrittr\ slrategt behind thal coniiSurarlor The

rherorical clfcct is reated not only bt the prooft utilized but by lhe ray rhe] !rc

uanged. This is an essential compo nort ol the technique! used b! lhe autho t Thc bdr6

ol arangement have already been dscussed. and here the goal h lo sec {hal qeali\e

patlerns hxle been used and {hrl inrendcd effect is enrisaged. Stlle refer lo lh. artisric

nran-senenL ol liiguillic dcvic* in ordfl toe ance Lhe intended effecl. lhe8o!loinlle

rs ro ioduce pleasure. atirdct inrcrcsr dnd persuade the readd. This irclud* not only dre

lrterary delices i. chapler onc, or lhe iigures oi speech in chatlcf lour, bul also rhe

drsposrtion of ihese in thc shoh strudure oi lhe developing ar8umen1. The chotc ol

words. the neraphors and syUogisms arilully arranged. the examphs and allusions ple

sented, all fifure in ihe stllc of Ihe aulho. It is the lask of llt rlttorical critic Io

deternine nor onl! the whrt bul the {hy ol lhe irdividual slyle of a pa$age, nor onlt

what n said but vht ir is said, rhli is, the gonl ol the $hoh
:. E|aluute *etun.al elfe.tirene$. This does not nean simply to judge sheLh* tbe

argumenl rns good or bad. Kenned! (1984:38) nelns br thls thal lhc cntrc ronst re-

exxmine each step ol the process and see if the crilical sludt fropdlt elaluated thc

audience, the problen and the rhetodcalneans used by the author in acconplishiug hLs

goal Nole ho{ the author moved from the stalenent ol lhe problcn 10 the rhetoric.l

solulion. What inpiications did lhe pasrage have for fie author and the audieicel Wh.I

i! the ordaU impact ol the passage noi onll upon the oriSinal rcaden but ako upon lhe

mod*n read{l In this lalter sense oie moles iron meaninS lo signiJicancc, lor rhelorc

hrs a tinde$ qualitl irhich speaks qossculrurall! in nrnt difterenl stuatrons !

l l  , . '  ' .  r r  p \  \  r ' . |  P  ' t o t  t o D  o  1 1 \  |  l \  ' H '  I

l l  , r r ' "  o .  , ' o ' n . o  . r o r p d . a t .  r ' . '  : r ' m e d n  s
l l  o u r  o o .  r r ' u .  . r  r l c r  r o  r , P ,  : l e . , . c  r ' r - . n . .  r l j a  o  . l  e ) ' p d n  ^ '

of that lcxt. Since Chrisli!nit) is a hisrorical relieion. the inlerprcter mun recognlze Ih!l

an undcstandrnS of lhc hisior) and crlturc within \rhich the pa$age $as produccd is

an indispensabk tool lor unco\erii8 the ncdning of thal passlge 'Hrslo.! is the d!

acbronic aspect. relaling 1o the milieu {ithin qhich lhe sloed rriLe^ ffoduced the'r

rorkst ir reiir! to lh. clenLs and tim$ *ithin s'hich (;od s s.cred relelarion is couched

"Culture" is lhe slnclrronrc asfed. rctcring to the nanDers. custorns. insrihrtions a.d

principles rhat dratuder;e anI prrticular a8e and form ibe enlironmcnl withrn rhtrh

people conduct their liv$.
Biblicdl lit*a1ure has two dimensions: hisloricdl intenlionalitv, in qhich lhe anlhor

assumes ccfuin shared inlormrtion *iLh lhe odgiu!1 reader!i and lilcrar! inrenlloral't)
in rhich hc ctrcodes a mesagc in his lerl. Anthots either addres (prophetic end cprs

tolary Iiterarure {ith a pEmt hinorical rhrusll or descmbe (historical narrallvc s'llr a
past  h is lor icr l  thusl )  background s i {uat ions ln  both o l  these cNts lhere arc 'shared
assumptionl belween lhe aulhor lnd the originalreaders. informltion not lound in lhe
text. data that thet_ knew bnl trcdo no1. While scmanlic research lnd s)ntacticdlanxllsis
canunlock ihe literarl d imcnsion. background stud! is necessary in orde. to uncorer lhat
deep* level of meening bchind rhe tell as {ell ds sithin it.

'Ihe 
primary tool for uncorerine rhis data is drchaeology. Howc!{ its rehlance for

hermeneutics has bccn debrtcd. k is qLrite comnon to use il primarily 1or apoloeclic
purposes to provc rft autftnticill of the biblical lccount Indeed, Ihere 's some uluc
rn lhc Lrse of archaeologl for conlrrning the vcracir) oI the biblical rccord. The clalsic
exanrle A ot W V. Ransav lsr. Ptrul the Ttar!\Lq arut Rohah CiliP,). rhe st$l
h'storiai aid agnoslic $ho!e rtudy oflhc archaeoloSicalevidcncc behind Luke Ads hd
to h is  conrusion For  instance,  recei l l !  acqui red kno* ledge. f the h is lor l  o f the second
nillen.ium B C. and ofreninon.dic molentntt in the arcient \ear EasI has knt ercarcr

I aulhdrticil\ lo thc patriarchal narali!$. I asor. Hubb.rd and Bush (1982:102 l) sunr

I  ' i a , ' * , h " , ' . . ' . , , e  '  r h  , . ' m e  r ' e  -  * L U  o  r , l r e ,  r  o '
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nor the first millennium; (2) Abrahamk journey from Ur to Haran to Canaan fits (he
geographical and political conditiois of the p€fiod; (3) the pasroral nomadic lifeslyte of
the parriarchs fits the $ltural and topographical fcarures of lhe period; (4) social and
legal cusroins dcscribed in rh€ biblicrlrerr accuraGly reflect rhe period in $hich rhe Bibh
sels fi€ni (5) the portrait of patriarchal relision is aulhentic, €specially rh€ retationship
between the patriarchs and local shri.€s and thc po rayal of cod as rhe penonal Cod
of the clan and roljust as the Cod of rhe sancruaries (ar anons rhe Canaanibt. Nev-
enheless, lhere is great danger in usine archaeology for apologetics. lt is a lwo{d8ed
sword. Jericho prolides an excellcnt €xample. On thc baris of John CaIsunS\ excala,
(ions of 1930-16 evangelicak have arSued rhar archacological eddence indicares rhat the
.$alls did;ndccd fallout\|ard. Yet sone today seem slill una$ne thar Karhleen Kenyon\
work of 1952"58 demonslrated that Ga6rang\ fonificalions actually sr€nmed from an
earlie. period, namely an early Bfonze Age crry desrroyed by an eanhquak€ and tire
about2300 B.C.(rarherthan the 1400 B.C. daleofGarsrane). To date, rh€reisar abs€nce
ofevidence for the biblicalstory rcgarding th€ walls otJericho. This do.s nor disprove
the biblical data (see Dunbrell l985:ll0-39) but docs provide serious probl€ms for an
apoiog€tic use of arch&eology. W€ dare not reach too hasty conclusions as to the rele-
vance of archaeological disco!€ries. Often the problems outweish $e solutions, and it
is dishonest to us€ a toolonly {hen ir suppoils us and 10 n€glecl it when il does not.

Yanauchi discusses ihe "fragmcnlary nature"ofarchaeological€vide.cc (l9?2:146-58).
In a series of dcscending spirals, he (udies the extcnr of the €videnc€ lhat is available

l. Only a !€ry smail fraction of what was made or vritren has surviv€d. due to the
erosion oi lhe marerial br nalural forces (wiid, rain. soil) and rhe destruclive nature oI
humans. In addirion, sit€ afrer site has been d€nuded when inbabitanrs hale srohn
priceless artifacrs-

2. Orly a fraction of available siles have been survey€d. Mound upon mound lies
unnoric€d in Cre€ce or Sr.ia. For instanc€. in Palestine alone th€ number of siles rose
lrom 300 in 1944 to 5,000 in 1963 ro ?.000 by l9?0.

3. Of those surveyed only a fraction have b€€n excavared. Of th€ 5.000 in Palesrine
in 196l only 150 had been€)(cavated in pan and only 26 had become major sires.

4- Only a fraction ofan errcavatcd site is ever examined, du€ ro rhc unb€lievable cons
'nvohed and lhe amount of tioe required. Yadin esrimat€d it would lake 800 yea6 io
clear Hazor, a sire oi 175 acrcs. Some cities sre small (Jericho comorhes 7 acres and
Me8iddo I3) but many others are quile large. Babylon, wirh 2,500 acres, rould take 8,000
yeals to excavate €ntirely! This can lead 10 skewed fesults. For instanc€, from 1894 t0

l9o.) lhere was no eudene for a Bronre Age erhrencc ar Fphesus l hen in l96l l urkrsh
engine€rs building a parkins lot found a Myenaean burial8round. Few archaeologhts
are willing to make categoricaljudgm€nts on the basis of an absence of data.

5. Only a fraction of the discovcred material has been publhhed. lmponant finds may
languishin th€ basement of a mus€um for 50 ro ?5 years. For insrance,25,000 cuneitorms
hav€ been uncanhed at Mari but to date only 3,J00 to 4,0m have becn publi..hed. Too
matry scholars have rushcd trew discoveries into print only lo be embarrasrd vhen lat€r

have proved them vrong Caution is lhe vatch{ordl

nuchi €stimates thar being suPrem€ly optimrstic \{e could have li l0 ofthe matenal

ficncc. o7l0 ol rhar 'r:rvey€d. | 50 of rhat excavared. I I0 ol rhar e\amin€d and

o] ttrar publi'hed. Ihis means r har *c have on l' 006 per cent ol r hr *idence One

bcco;e exttencly pessimistic aboul thc vaiue of archaeoloSv were il 'ot for teveral

hsaiins factols. Wc do not need complet€ €vidence Nhen sludying customs The

cvidcnce 1Ie hav€, the more cerlain the condusio's, but even a feq Pollery shafds

ine. for instanc€. the dress of lhe E8ypdans sill suffice to demonsrate such do'

c-usroms. Yarnauchi gives us a h€lpful discussion on mclhodolosv (19721158) He

lca cvidenc€ into thrce cstegories: tradilions (writl€tr or oral evidenct from Herodo'

Homcr, the Old Teslament and othersourcet, mar€rialremains (pottery, debris and

Lior-th) and inscriptional evid€nce Conclusions are stronger when fiere h ov€rlapping

from more than one sourc€ (se€ figure 5.1)

5.1. overlapping Sourccs of Arcbaeological lvdence

Thi! also n€ans that the primaty lallre oiarchaeolosv is descriptiv€ (providing back

mate.ial) ralher rhan polemical (apolog€tict lt is loo uncertain in its r€sults to

u!.d primarily in thc latter. Cenainly I do not mean thst it is useless in apologcttcs.

it can amrn the basic veracity of Johnb or Luk€'s historical md geoglaphical ref'

However, ils majof co'rtribution h in providing sociological infornalion so $a1

nodcm read€r can bctter understand the nilieu within wbich 1he biblical passage or

lu fiatlrrch
, Ihe movemenls ol peoples and loPogtaphv ol Ihe land rdl 'dd maNelou(

to the sludy of a passage. As Beitz€l poinis out, "historv ils€lf in many respecls

trably bound by and subject ro the limitations of geography GeograPhy is an

fore thar bo$ initiates md limils lhe Dature and cxtcnr of Political hislory.
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whal we nighl call geopolitict'( 1985:2). Beitzel menrons two biblical exanpl€s (pp. 102,
170).

First, an analysis of fie conqu€sl of Canaan sho'rs thal all the cilies overrun tay in
the highlands, $hile the pla;ns and valleys. vh€re Canaanite chariots could turn rhe ride
oi any baltl€, r€mained outside h€r conlrol. Inrerestingly. in rhe 196? Six Day War tsrael
r€conquered almost exacdy the same territory hee th€ nap on p. 103, vhich visuajize!
and l.aces th€ mode.n conquest in 1967 alongside lhe anci€nl conquesl under Joshua)
Even wrth the millennia i. between and immense technological changes. Eeographv stil
dictates military conquest. Second, Jesus' choice of Capemaum for hN catilear head-
quarlers nay$ellhale been due partly ro g€ographical facto6. Th€ cily lay on the..crear
Trunk Road," or najor lrad€ arrery, that linked Egyp! and Mesoporania. The cosmo-
polilan nature and internalional llaror olCapernaun nad€ il a natural cenler for Jesuj
lorays into Galilee and Trans-Jordan as well as a place ofprepararion for the unilesat

2. Polilics. Il is very helpful when sludyins the historhal accounh (such as rbe hsrory
of k.ael or the life of Jesu9 to know sonelhins oflhe political developmenls behind the
accounls. For instarce, the prophels wfote within rhe contexr ofthe larger politicatarena,
and much of whar they said can be undentood better sher interpreled in light oflhose
developnents. The fac! lhal lrael was a buffer state belwe€n the Assyrians. Babylonians
and then the Penians created nany of the religious and social problems. For insrance,
Ahab followed Solomon\ praclic€ of syncretism and political trealies and undtr hin
krael adopted many of the practices of lhe pagan narions. Th€ governnenral srruclure
had increasinsly cha.sed to a semil€udal syslem, and by the tine ofAhab the nonarch]
had beer replaced bl' an absolutislic dictalorship. Under ihis systen the socialjLrnice ol
the Torah and !h€ early years of krael had disappeared. and the upper classes exploiled

3. f,conomics. Erery cullure may be denned somewhal on the basis oiils socioeconomic
situal;on. There are several difficuliies, however, in tracing the economic backg.oLrnd oi
any Siven era. One mus! sludy lon8 periods oftime and generaliz€ when specific praclices
probably differed slighlly from period to pe.iod. h is too easy 10 apply pradices seen
at Mari or Ugaril, for instance, 10 Israel or Canaan. Moreover. it is quile difficult to nake
a qualitative analysis of the lrade siluation during the line of Solomon or of Chrisl when
one does not possess specific quantitative data on the noven€nt of materiah or anifacls
Sinc€ the evidence (wood. texril€s, dyes, spicet did not surrive and since few accoLrnts
ha\e been found rY"nauchi enimales rhere weie wenr)-loui ,,,//ron meleA of p"pJri
used for lemple records bul only tsenry-file m€ters bave survived). thrs is very difficull
to trac€. Ho*ever, the evidence we do possess is highly illuninalins.

The developrnenl from the seninomadic economy of the patriarchs to the agrarian
economy ol early hrael to 1be mercantile economy of Solonon and 1be cosmopolrEn
siluation during the Graeco Romao period helps ustoundesland details in rhe t€x1. For
inslance, Bei[d theorizes lhat Egypl did not inrrvene nhile lsrae] was conquering th€

s of Canaan because her rrade routes through the Caraanile plains NeIe neler

I 1985:102). As a furlher example, Elliott argues that the recipienh of I Peler

thelandorworkinginlocaltrad€s(l98l:677-73) Rone\urbanizationprogran

break with pr€vious allianc€s, rh€ situation offie Chrislians Nas doublv difiicuh

I *ould queslion lhe exlent to vhich Pdroitrr ("alie1'\ and parcpid'mos
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rEsident "alient'(lil?; 2:l l)vho r€re not allov/ed to own land and were restncfd

failed in Asia Minor. and the prolince Nas pr€dominanllv ru'al This w:s an eco-

depressed area, ard the econonic facto.s probably contributed to th€ oppree

of rh€ sainls, the local point of rh€ Epistle. Since thejr conversion had iorced a

," l:l) are intended to be socioeconomic d€scripliors rath€r fian spilitual

(for thos€ who are spirilually aiienated from societv), the naterial Elliolr

adds depih 10 an underslanding oi I Pet€r'

rnd W!r. The t€rm wal is found ove. three hundred times in the Old Tes-

ai lh€ sole land-bridge between Africa and Eurasia neant thal for leasons oflrade

and strategic mililary position il was essenlial fo. poRerful nations to control i1

other ponion ol realestate in the vorld has been so enbattled

ic irteresling to trace th€ history of Israel fton a militarv standpoint For instance.

alone. and a sood part of the imagery dealing qith divine succor (God as oLtr

" "strength" or "presenl help') stems fron mililarv netaphos Palestin€3 posl-

3 defeal ollhe fou! kinss l{ith only.llS m€n (Gen l4) has been called imposible

near Danascus ("Dan" in 14114 is probablv rh€ Dan'Jaan ol2 San 24:6 in

Peraerj- and in fie narrow confines ofthe sors€s a small bul well-kained and

a technically competent milita.y force unlil Solomon When Dalid deftated a

Svdan lorce qilh a thousand chariols (2 Sam 10:17-21) he did not k€ep the

Israel still controlled the highiands ralh{ fian the Plains and this dictatd thejt

. They \ron victories on th€ bash ofsuperior tactics and primadlv throush dirine

the daily lif€ oflhe family was conceived ns an insrunen! ofreligious education

a military slandpoin!- Howe!€r, Abraham chose to fighl in th€ canyons of Mounl

ilc force has a distinct adlantage. Another inleresling facl is that hrael did no!

probably because he felt they would do his forc€s li1 e good This is sra ling

light of the fact tha! for centuries chariols had be€n the prime military weapon

, i1 Nas nor until Solomon rhat cha.iots became common in Israel (l Kings

Fonit cr$ons, such as marriase ritual or educaiional praclices, are clidcal For

,lsrael practiced "€ndogamy,"wilh marliase to nonlsraelit€s excluded. This was
even in the patriarchal period (Gen 24:4:28:l-2). Gr€ar stless $as placed upon

, for il b€cam€ cruciai to €nsure the purily of lamily lines. Also. ancient education
gear€d to pGsning the scribal and ruling classes, wilh the emphasis upon rot€

and imitation. Fo. the HebreNs, ho*ever. this was a rcligious dutv rcquired of

gave their children religious, moral and vocalional lrainine. The hone rvas lhe
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locus unt i l  l l rc  tosre\ i l ic  fcr iod whcn \ ln !go8ues took on an educr t ionrL 1( ic(o, l
I lcnrnrdr \  rhooh begrn rn thc l i rn  ccnrLrr ]  B.(  . .  \ ! i lh  ch i ldren ( rh! t  is .  so0n b. ! r r iLr !
b. rq.cn rhc ags o l  l i !e  rnd R\dr

b Udr l id1(hrr r6 rhonrs.  dfc$)  crn rL\o f ro\ rde \a luabh l r formar ion.  F. r  n
nrnce.  lsrael i le  \ i l la .*  rhtuughour rhc Old Tenrnknr  p. r iod \ere con(rucred or  r l -_
r ior  marer iak and \or lman5hi t .  Ihe archi lecruru l  msr. rp iec*  of  Solomoi .  Onrrr  i r
' \hab $.8 a l lco inrucred b\  l ,h .cDrorn\  Orher$1. .  r  rough rura larchi recrur  Uet1,hr .
'nr r .d Mon hones $crc !nr f lc  oDcrr l ) r \  x l la i^ .  snrr l l  r .cranpular  or  square br i i ( i j r , .
$ ' th  dt r r  l loors and $rrh mrd hr i . l  \  rLLs s. r lcd b\  ldr*r  of  nonar and t rh i r f l l r \h .  th{
q! r .  . r  .  d  r .  r  .  t ' r - r  .c .  'u .  .p \  h.J  nu,  ( j l .a  r  -  |
(h !nr8 stones s ide bJ s ide D a d i !g.nrL l i rccr ion) :  rh ahi l i r !  o f  the ( rnaanire\  1o do
lh is  inr in idared Lhe spies in  \umbers l l :2 l i  l  h . )  h !d i .$  lanpsi  s ince or l  qrs cxtc0\  \L
lhe d ldage laml lv  $o ld  hrvc onc.  usur l lv  $L in  a n iche in the wal l  or  on |  'busht ,

or graiu neasure rurned upsrdedo{n 1o usc rs r rlble (sec l\'lt 5:15) Roots en\i\ldirl
beams o\r  sh ich were la ld brrnches or  rccds.  rhen prckcd dh.  crass o l ten t rc*  !p0r
(  (Ps l :9r6 i  ls  l i :271 weaLth ierhomc\  had HeLLenrst icr i l .  roon(Lk 5:19)and.  srnc.  r I i \
$ere flaI. hmilies trould olten rcn rhcrr or cnlerrain rlcru\ urrre

c f t r rL. la ,  . l i t r r t r  r f iccr  l i r  nk, r .  tNslgcr  in  Suiprure Ihan o ie $ouLd Ih ink.  l : \ rn
drLL\  h\ l iene qa\  morc I  re lLgiou\  cu\ tom rhr .  r  p .6onal  one Ar d€scr ihed in \ ld i
' : l  {  rhe. l * ! t  \ouLd d ip lhcrr  hrnd.  L l  r .m nLng hon.  bur  inmere a.d $rsh rh ln
rhorouBhl \  i f  lhe\  h!d been ro rh.  n r l ,er t lxcc 1\  h{e rh.  could ha\e co.nc rn q,0( . ,n
\ r rh Genl ihs l  \ \ 'h i le  rhe Ronrans s$c. l . rnrha\en.  rhe JNs ler  rhei r  beard\  r rN bLr
had 1o k. .p rhem l r lnmed \oune m.n l iked 1o \ear  rh.m lone and cur led.  \ , rh \ t ! r :  L l

tnde in rh ic l , .  abundanr hai r  lSonS 511:2 Sam l t  l5-26) . ln fact  th .  r )  ro El inr ! . ' ( ;0
up.  bald head (2 Kin8s 2: l ) .  m! \  h! \ .  bccn !  cu 'se rarher  thrn j ls l  mock.r \ .  \ iDr i
baldness jed to suspicion oI lctR\\,

d .  l thk lns ard reoeat i t  l  loan ! .  iDpor! . r  p l r  o l  the hrsure t imc o l  rn)  nrof  r .
rnd lh is  rs  l rue in  b ib l ica l  l inrs rs  s .LL Arhlc( ic  pro$ess in  the nncient  *or ld  { ! \  dosd\
r l c d  t o  l h e  n i l i l a q  I h c  n r i g h l l N n  o l l y r c l r l c r e i a m e d l o r t h e i r s { i l t n e $ ( l ( h i f d
ll:8) and nrenglh (Srm$n) lvhilc thsc rre ro Old TestarnenL relerence! t. glil$.
l rchae. lo! \  has unelercd s. \ . fu I i  lor  in( rnc. .  r  ! !n ie { i rh  pegs and r  bodrd \ in , ix i
l .  r r ibbagc rone such * i th  I  l tv . ighr  ho] \  hxs bcci  lound ar  Nlegiddo) .  A grnr .  $  r r '

d i re p iared at  Sunrr  hs ac l r rLL\  hc.n r . f fuduc.d !dd \o ld in  s tores u ider  thr l  r ! r i .
I r ru l  r \  lhe \ackd er i tcr  \ho u\ r5 rhc unr ! . r !  nbn ro.sLnenth.  ln  L Cor inrh i rn\  t  l1

11 hcru\ Iapons $o.eor5.  rhc 1o.r  rx .c  sLrh rn enDhai i \  o i  the loai  e id nr i / .  r \ \

l l - :6a)  and bo\ i i8  $ i rh , r  le fcnstr .  cnth! ' i \  u tod a\o,d in!  b lo\s  i \ \  l6b l i r  t ' , , r '

d .Drnds r iSorous d isc i thne ! !d  r rdr i i !  * )  r \  lo  \ , .  rhe lauEl$ iealh l \  15)rnd ! \ f r i

t .  . \ l ts i .  ohd ar t  arc rnrcot  rhc Dobl$r  d i  human endea\ors.  erpre ls in!  rhe dc. l '
rns ib i l i r ie :  o f lhe soul  l r  N ob\ i .us $h\  \orrhrp bccaN oie of rhe tnnar \  1!nc l r .N
of  nrus ic  Ho$erd.  th i5 h orc o i  rhc nr) , r  d i i l lcuh ! \ rect \  to  t racc.  ior  musical  scor i \
halc  not  rur ! i lcd r lE, ! \ .9 .s  o1 rLmc ( i rd&d,  D! \ ic  {as iaughl  ora l ly  s i thour  x .1nr 'L
' \corcs ) .  and {e h! !e ro d jv ine lnD bns{Lids and lvr ics the icrual  nelodrs ! \ | ( j
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$/ernd ment ions iour  t !pes ' l  uu\L '  r r t  t [ '  rncLenl  sor ld:  soci r l  m{r ! t ' rkLng l ( 'u '

i '  t t '  
" "  

l r 1  D r l  '  d  ' a  L  |  - r o  '  l o '  :  a ( -  : \ '

i * " " a - 0 " , , ,  
. . .  , \ 1 .  I  

- .  r ' l L '  l 1 ! . u r i  r n o  ,

. isred ear l l  in  senr inomx, ic  l .h i ' .  Jnd la  hounnc\  \ere used at  rhc song o l  \1Lnr  r

: - " " " " , . ' *  . R . d ' - ' l . l '  " ' | \ ' " 1 .  l i  "  n o p l ! r ' ' b  n i  l F r ( " r

" l , n  
l r ' " . .  ' , " ' " " "  \ \ ' r l r '  l  1 1  1  i r ' " h  r "  ' r ' J

orcbenral  t  d i t io i  nnrn d$tLon.d 1 l  srdr  6: i  l0r .  $hich l r 'donnnl l led rh 'o!gh 'u l

hrad\ hrstoq'

ManI  hare cal l€d l5r !c l r  \ r ! r ! . i  \ r rhorr  r r r "  dre Io rhe l fohrb i l ion o i  F\odus l { )  l

(Deur 5:8) .  You shal l  n . r  DxLc lor  \ .ursc l l  rnv idol  in  lhe fdm ol  rn)Lhi t8 r t  h{rcn

;bove or  on rhe exrrh bcncr(h o '  i i  rhe $rr . , \  h . lor  "  H.s*{  th i j  cenrured idol r ln \ r

a and a gennine ar isr ic  l r&Li l ion d i l l  lc lc lop cenlered npon l l re  labf ln ldc rn l  thc

lenple To be sur .  f t i r f ls i  tnrs lDs ( l  n ! ) \ r  o1 the $ork on I l ie  tenlh (L Kings 7: l l

l4) .  but  $e r radi l ion wa\  I ! rc l \  
' lh .  

s .u l l i (ured lands o l  {ood in la id t r i th  Sol l i  r l 'c

pomegranares.  grr tes.  gor f ts .  l i l i$  rd l  f i i f  r tes.mbroi l {ed o '  Nrrr rns 1b ' r r  
" t '

thar  theie sere no xnmrh)r  !nd lhc t l t .nrbLn \or lp tLued in lhe H' l l  o l  HolRs { lenln

sta le a lo le lor  rehl i tnrs r r t  rhr l  i r \ rL \  1 l r r t  o f  Ih .  surrounding naf ion!  ld  th '  \c$

Tesl lnenr  p{ io l  Herod \N l rm!{ l  l . r  h t r  r  sr ie  xnd r rchiccrurdLxchreicnrcnrs nor

o n l y  i n  r e r n s  o f  r h .  r . m t l c :  h e ! l ! , . r c n . r r n \ n r u c r \ r t s e m P l o \ r n g H d h n r n r ' ( \ l '
and natues gtd l rs i !n t .  r l r . , r . r \ '  rorPhLrh. t r t { \  ind the.nr i r .  c i t \  ' r  (acsrrcr  I )h i

l ipp i .  The Hi l le l \chool  r fn ! i . t r i \  !11, t r \ .d  'u .h bui ld in8s and arr  qorr  so lon!  ! \  rh ' \

w c r e n o r u r d l o r r e I e u D . f ! r r o s $  ( ' r  , l l r e r h i n r { l l $ o r e a s i g n e r n n C . n g r r \ d i  $ r r h

a human held lo  demoi \ r furc rht r  !11i r rd.  . l  r . i . r ! r . .

6 .  Rel ig ious Cusioms.  lh i \  r t rcr  qnr , r iL l . l  ! \ . , \  rsFct  oI  the dai l l  l i fe  o l  {he pc. fLs

Elerv acr i ! i tv  car icd id isL.ur  1 i \ . ,1r iDt \ ,  ! rd  rhc nx, lern d ichotonr l  ber$.cn r .hSrorL\
andseculars int l )d id nol  cr in .  A\  I ) rn ic l - l top\sr ! \ ,  S incetheci l i l !urhor i tv idcnl r l i l
i tse l f  v i th  the re l ig ious r l lhonl ! .  soNlxr  Lr$ $0s nt reL!  Ihe appl icat ion of  thc h$ . l
God"(1962341) Whrt  p{ f [  s . ,c .  hoq rh. !  \ rn l  lhe,r  f ree l ime . ] id  rch lcd lo  o.c
another .  even rhe !cr !  r r tc  r i  honr .  rh. !  l i rcd in  hdd an essent ia l l )  sp inrur ldLnlcnsLon
Manv p lssags cannot  he ! rd. rno.{ l  \nhoul  rc la lLn!  Ih .  rc l igou5 s i turr ion hdi rnd
them. For  insrdncc.  r rac i rg rh.  f r ! .Ln- .hqLsh \ \ncret i \ f l  in  r t r .  L \ ru!  vr lh l  ^  ! ! , r .
hc lPfu lshen \ tud\ ine lh .  hcrN rL l l ,$ ' .1  ,n ( .1, \5 ians \  ono\ . r . l \nosi r !  rhc xr tux l
puiPose behind rhc ora l  r r ld i0.n rn rh i  Ihu,rL|n iu io idr t  l i  net$nr !  hdore \ rud
yin8 the encouirers on rhc l r r f l  o l  I$r , . ! rd I ' iuL i  rhe \e\  I .nrmcnt

A br ief  p. rusal  o i  prr fer  f l ( r , rs  . )J \  denrrn i r rar .  rh.  \a lN o i  rh, t  l0  rhc l i^ r
cenlurv rh.  J$\s pr ! \ !d  thrc.  l rDi \  r  dn\  l rd  r .Lr .d rh.  Shen lDedr 6r l .  5  9:  l l  L l
l l i  Num I5: l i l r  i i  the morr ,n!  rnd . \erL0!  ld \ \  rornulh pra led sranding rnd IncLl
o '  pros l rated thems.h.s .n l \  nr  n, l , -nD l inr*  11 $as common Io pra)  aLoud s i rh r l
'a 'sed hands ( l  Trm l  E: fo ldr f r  thc hr i i l \  d ,d ror  or iS in l rc  unr i l rhc i i l ih  cdr lut \  A I )  )
and dorncasr  cves 1 l .k  l l i  1r l .  I l  \ r \  ! l \o  Nn.mar!  ro doD rhe f ra! {  sha$l  ( rhe k l , / / ,
and lhe phvlad*ics or rmult(s (Lhc /,,r/rrl lhc praver a/e/i/,r, conssred oi ! \oics

I  
0 f l . r u r t r . d , o \ . r . ,  

" c .  
. r t - r . . , ( r t . r . t r r . . . r  . e r . . . . .  . r h c  t . . e h e - ,  B c r . . . " r . -

I
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lions." After this liturgical porrion the individual would present personal pelitions 10
God. Jesus participated in thir (Mk lrl5, noming prayer; Mt 6:46, €venins praye.) bur
transcended it by begin.ins olten "a lons time before daybreak" (Mk l:35) and prayins
at limes through the nisht {Lk 6:12). Luke esp€cially stresses Jesus'p.ayer tife (see 5:l6i
6:12i 9:18, 28). Jesus lransfonned earli€r prayer leaching in his "Abba" rheology, which
inlroduced a new intimacy into lhe communion betve€n th€ person and Cod Gee Jere-
rnias 196? conlra Barr).

7. Summrry. Mickels€n follows Eugene Nida (Mersdse dnd Mrrr,rn) in noting the in-
fluence of cullural diversily on conmunication ( 1963: I70-72). Any connunication takes
place $hen a "soufce"gives a "messag€"to a'lecep1or." God. the ultinale source, speaks
through the hunan wrilers ofScriptue (rh€ immediare sourc€) vilhin th€ diverse cultures
of their day. The rcceptors, or recipienls, of !ha1 nessage interpret it from qithin olher
cultures. Therefore, the tark of the receptor in the nodem cultural framework is ro
rccaDtur€ lhe total framevork tlithin which lhe sacrcd sriler comnunicated and 10
lransler lhat messag€ to our own day. The cullural aspecls presupposed in the passage
h€lp inte$ret€rs g€t behind the vords to the undedying nessage, understood by the
oiginal r€aders but hidden to the modern reader. This becom€s a necessary prclude ro
lhe applicadon of the text 10 current siruations (see figur€ 5.2).

I
original c!llural siluation

t

I
parallel snuadons today

applicatio./coltexrualization

Figure5.2, Sleps iron Original Teir lo Contenpo.ary Applicatio..

The cuhural backsround not only deepens our understandins ofthe orisinal lext but aho
p.ovides a bidge 10 lhe cu.r€nt significanc€ of the lext (see chap. fifteen). A delinealior
of the customs presupposed or addr€ss€d in th€ lext e.able us 10 separale the und€rlying
principles (the docl.ines nsed to addEss fie odginal context fmm the surface comnands
(1he contexrualizalion of lhe deeper pinciples from rhe original situation). N€xt, se can
id€nrify sinilar siluations today and allow thos deep principles io address us anes.

sp.citic Sourc6 for Bsckground Mil€rirl
l Old Tesl.menl Allusions. As noted earlier. lhere are Drore Old Testament allnsions
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outright quot€s. Yet nosl books on the us€ oflhe Old Testamenl i.lhe Ne$ focus

the quotes. As Moo slat€s, the allusions nray actually have had gr€ate. enphas

source and siSnificance ofthese allusions nusl be discovered ifth€ original neaning

passage is to be r€captured. I vould note live prirciples forfinding and evaluatins

Does th€ {ording and the siyle poinl lo an Old Teslament passage? This could sell

th€ writer vas presupposing hrs r€aders' kno'rledge (1983i169). Thrs means that

a deliberat€ allusion. Style, hosever, is diificult to evaluale. There are

possibiliry of an alusion shou d nor be pressed

ire may be proleplic in the cry, anticipating lh€ Later joy of the resureciion

" (Hebrew or Aramaic style rath€.1han Greek) and Septuaginlalisms (due 10

influenc€ ofthe Septuasint,lhe Greek Old Testament), bul th€y nay be unconsdous

fian conscious refleclions offie Oid Tesiament. Wilhoui any linsuistic sinilarily

ion has grcaier probabilily.

Does the reflection of an Old Testam€nl background mak€ sense in lhe context? If

b out ofkeeping {ith the thoughF developmenl ofthe passage it is less likely. However,

coniext is favorable the allusion qill add richness to the neaning ol th€ passase.

Conrider lhe individual writ€rl trails. Firn Peter, Hebrews and the APocalypse, for

is stressed here, althouSh the whole psaln nay slill be in the larger contexl. Tbe

have a v€ry high incidence of allusions. In th€ cas€s ofthese books a potenlial

instance, the use of haiah 5l:10. 12 in Mark 10:45 (Mt 20:28) adds the nuance oi

s€rvant of Yahweh qlo atones "for the sins oi manv" (ls 53112). S€veral scholars

as Hook€r 1959:140-47) arsue tha! (i) lhe language ('teNant," "for') is nol used
5]  (pnrc ipt r  a abo\e,r  i ' i r  rhe pau(. rv  o l  a l lu . ion.  ro I .a iah 53 .n rhe Co'pel ,

es ary allusion here doublful (principle "b"above): and (iii)alonenent imagerydoes
fit th€ conlext (principle "c'). Houever. Moo lesponds lhat whil€ the linguistic

are not exact the conceplual meaning ofMark I0:45 is so close to lsaiah 5l that
alhsio. is highly probable (1983:122-27). Further, vhile the Gospels do nol contain

direcl allusions !o Isaiah 51. there ale nany indirect reflections (see the charr in
1983:163-64) and these may $€ll have g.eater force (as not€d above). Finally, as

points our (1984:432-33), it h connon in Jesus'teachin8 to besin sith the
' death to self (Mk 10143'44) and to illust.:te this with the exanple of Jesus'
dearh (10:45). In short. rh€ use of lsaiah 53 in Mark 10:45 is probable ard
a poverlul iLlustralion of the s€.vanlhood attitude enioin€d of the disciples.

b€hind fi€ allusion and no! iust the aliusion itsdf (19i2:126'33). This h an
poinr. Ot cour'e rhe exlenr ro s h.ch rr .r fi ue depend! upon rre rnmedkte

for il occu6 on the cross and the sense of abandonmenl is paranounl. The

d. Dodd argues thatan allusionorquote oflen presupposes the original Old Testament

Testanent cont€xl. For instance, some think that th€ cry of dereliclio. in Ma.k
J4 ('My God, my cod, why have you abandoied mel') sbould belnderstood in light
the $hole psalm (Ps 22, see vlJ. 22-31) as a failh stalen€nl placirs lrus! in the God

lvil vindicaE (se€ Truding€r 1974:235,38). Yer this ignores rhe obvious thrust oflhe

Do not overexegete. ll is common especiaily for Old Testam€nt scbolars to read ail
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vi€ws. While the majo ly of schola$ hold to the basic continuity of the two groups. all
agrce thal indilidual rabbinic quotes cannot be assumed to be r€p.esenlalr!€ oi Phar.
isaisn. This h lhe problem vith the massive $ork of Strack-Bill€rbeck (1961-65). which
places quoles Lom third- aDd founh-century rabbis alongsid€ Nev Teslamenr passases

vithout asking whether these actually reflect first{entury Pharhaism.
b. w€ cannot assume thaltheearly nat€dal is auth€ntic, tha! it actually repr€sents the

period claimed. Th€ ancienl rabbis nay have edned and re-created many ofthe sayinss.
Hoqever. I b€lieve we ca. be more optilnistic than Sanders allovs. As qith the sayings
ofJesus there is nore reliabilily in the coll€ction of rabbinic quoles lhan nany scholars
conede. The burden ofproolis upon lhe skeptic to disprove their reliabilily.

c. We cannor assum€ tha! the nalerial is unit€d in i1s views. I1 is varied and rerv
eclectic. Many of ih€ sections in lact invoive rabbinic dialogue gilin8 both sides of tbe
question. A connon pattern ol religion binds th€ \rhole togeth€r bui does nol give a
united p€.speclive on isolated issues. For instanc€, s€veral lamous quots denonstrare
a misogynisl strain within Judahm (such aij. Sot. l9a, "Sooner ler the words otthe LaN
be burnt than ddivered 10 avoman"). These a.e often presenled as lrs Jewish posilion.

but this was only one strain ofJudaism. The rishls ofwomen w€re oft€n upheld (divorce

vas the husband\ prerogative but the woman was given the right !o petition the court
to force bim to divorce her) and on occasion 1|omen lilled positions of lead€rship (see

Stass i978:51 53).
d. We should consider the possibilily that th€ NeN Testament and the rabbrs borowed

from a conmon Jewish tradition. Vemes posits this ai a solution to fie problen $hen
a Jesish source seems to lie b€hind a passaee but cannot be shoqn !o be bdore A.D

70 (1982:373). He vould like to consider the Nes Testanent to be r valid {itness lo first

c€ntury Je$ish b€liefs and as such to sludy i! as part of the line of d€velopment irom

Tarsum to midrash. When consid€red fron this pe$peclive rabbinic (and Tarsun'tcl

malerialtakes on a new relevance. We nusl still be careful not !o misuse this by ignoting

ih€ hislo.ical dim€nsion (poinls a-c above). Howe!e., as a further possibiljty this can be

5, Helle rtic Plrrllels. Si.ce Hellenislic backgrounds hale been so misusd by the Hts-

lory of Relisions schools, many have vi.lually denied lhe relevance of Crcek ideas in

ld\or  o l  Jeqi 'h  idea.  a '  proper oaclsround\  fo '  \e \ r  fenamenr ' ruo) .  i  l for rundre \ '

lh j5 na.  developed inro an ddver :ar iar  re ar ion(h ip.  Hoqever.  
" ince 

lhe wor l  o l  Manin

Hencel(1480: l l0-2b)  \cro ld""  iave -ecosnr /ed (h. t  Hel len." r ic  rdeas had pelmeated Ju

adrsm b)  rne Maccabedn perod and on inro Ihe Chrr . r rdr  era.  w. th the o i f l  o i  r ' re

universal nission this iDfluence had inc.eased. and ve musr consider Greek as well as

Je$. 'h  oarc l le l .  ro a l l  \ew T$Lment ' . rerarLre Here o l  cour 'e  lca l r  ro epeal  rhe

cauiions on using H€llenislic material mentioned i! chaPler two as well as the princrples

for in!€rprelalion in the sumnary follo\{ing. Hellenhtic backgrounds can be extremely
helplulfor undeslanding those episd€s addressed to gentile cburches and nany indivrd-
ual cusions nentioned*for instmce. Graeco-Ronan attiludes to$ard wom€n in I Co-

rinthians ll:2-16 or I Tinothy 2:8J5. Also, they help 10 clarify detaih regarding lh€
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journeys, such as divination praclices behind Simon Masus (Acts 8) or fie

slave siri (Ac1s 16). Aune provides an €xcelleni example of Hellenistic back-

(i933;5-26), convincingly pointing out that the throne room scen€ of Rerelation

isbuitupon the imagery ofRoman impe.ial courl ceremony Thisfits fi€ emphasis

todaydealing sirh the problen ofchurch ard slate.

Somo.rt. Since I have discussed olher tources oi paralleh (Philo, Josephus. the

in cbapter three, I will not cover these h€rc bul rillsumnarize lhis section wilh

discussion ofcnteria. (l)We musl be cenain that the evide.ce comes liom the

th€look opposing lhe imperial cull and p.ovides excellent illustfations ior

period as the passage being sludi€di shoddy use of period dala {third-centurv

arcenainins their reliability for fi$r'cenlury Judaisn (3) We dare no1 be sel€ctile

a5 Gmeco'Ronan cusloms as well as J€\dsh in the passages on slav€rv (4) WoIk

orly on the curcrt situation bu! on the historical devclopmenl behind i!; often the

rhal  led ro a {are o l  afL. r ,  cre a\  impor l "nt  . .  lhe preorcamenl  r lse l l  Fo

. the develooment of th€ oral tradition in Judaisn is crucial for undentanding

of the conflict situations betveen Jesus and Judaism (5) Remember that the

ic pracric€s read imo firs!-century Chrisiianconcepts) has led many to iahe theories

We must ascenain the reliability ollhe evidence; often Talmudic parallek have been

introduced as background to N€w Testament evetrts iike the trial of Jesus wilh-

he cvid€fte sathered;ifwe do not search $iddy enoush w€ nay miss the lrue parallel,

in panfrom a feling that the historical{rilical method has produced avacuun
actually undeslanding Scripture. Mary have declared the labor ofthe last tbrty yea$

" stating thar as a resull 'the biblical-lheological study of the Church seens

affounts aho provide historical data. Scholan often neglect the texl itself and

all the data nust cone from oulside sources. This is often unrcc€sarv, for the

is present either in the pasage beins $udied or in parallel Passag€s

ra r Tool lor Inh0nlin! Scriplurr
b€com€ increasinely popular to enploy modern sociological nerhods in order ro

nor€ deeply the ;nfluence of sociely and cusloms on the biblical text This has

havesrood r r i l l  !Ldsdds 1s83.43,) .  Scho a^ d e (ea 'chrng ro 'a neq perspecr i \e  rhoL
enable the BibLe !o come alive in ils origiml seiting, lhat $ill r€'c.eate the dynamic

biblical texh for rh€ original hearers. Th€ feeling is that the dry academic exegesis of

€ a soci€ty. As Gag{ has said, most would differcnliate belveen "socialdesctiplion"
"sociological interpEtation" (1982:259) r Tlle former deals uith the "*haf' oi lbe

pasl har stiltified the true po er of rhe 1ext. As T. F. B€s1 says, form (and ledaclion)
$m, even $iith an emphasis on the "life-setting" of t€xh. failed to describe the
rcal or social situadon behind the literary and theolosical dinensioq "eren Paul.
springs virtually ro life in hh leuers. was reduced inexo.ably to a propasator of
"(1983:182). The deshe is 10 reproduce noljusl the thoushts but the thoushr-qorld

Socio logy as .  d is . ,p l ine nudie.  rne human re lar ion 'hrp.  dnd rhe 'o ,  'a l  cnangs rndl
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te \ t .  r r \ ing lo  uncol . r  hrc l i -qround lhr(  $ i l l  h .Lp u\  ro idenr i l \  rhe soci ! l  hcrr rs  , rn.
and so lorrh bchind r  t r . t icuhr  \ rxrcncnt  f_or  L0\r rnce.  $e 0({ r ld  ! tudt  I ihr  cenrr f \
. . n  n .  \ r . , r d  p  \ r  f r  l .  . r . . .  o L l , r n L  n (  1 , . . c , . " . r n f
( reHunc\  l98 l )  Ric l ter  ranes rhrec 1\pes o l  l *cr i t r i \enudi$ r198.1:7 l i -E l l  Iheni , l
I requ.nr  t r  r l t  nud\  o l  thc ioc i ! lcn\ i ronnrnr  ! i rh in \hrch l \ r re l  or  the drurch dd. i .
oped.  $ '0h as. leremi \ \  monuncnr!L for i ra la lo l  the econo i0.  $c ia l  and r rc iaL bact
ground bdr i id  i1st4.n1u. !  J .Nsdlcnr  (1961) Also i rnpor t rnt  is  thc del incx l ion o l rh!
soci l l  hr ror \  o f  a ! ror f  in  lernL . l  mo\cm.nt \  rnd e\enr \ .  \u$ as \ ln lherh. \  \orr .
oD rh.  ror . ! l  e . \  i ronm.n(  behind Prul \  Lp;r l . r  Jnd rhe houf  rhurch n. \d lncnr  l l9 i i
Frnal l l ,  rn ! l ! t ica lsrudt i  t racc the s.c iohis ton(r ld*e lopncrr  o l  a  c las or  s .cr .  j !c l
rs  thc i lchr t .  o ld rh.  \oc ia l  lerd . l  thc carh Chr ls t i !ns.  $hcthc,  lhe! '  fendl  cd $c i { \
l rom Ihe l . f  dorr  { r | .  \ea l th\ .  n) . lud le. rnd \ l r lh(be)  or  rh.  hol lod l t i  h .  f i .
$  Gae{ rnd lheisrn)

' 'Sonol .Sical  inar t rcut ion srudr$ lhe qh!  bchind rhc te\ r  ! .d  us. \  ruf lcnr  locr
o logic ! l  rhcor !  not . ius l  lo  und{st0nd rhe neai i r iB 01 a iext  h!1 ro rc  crcr tc  thc sociaL
d!nan!$ rhar  led to r l re  produdiur  01 rhe rc \ r  Sooolo l r .x l  srud!  mo\r  t r !u . . r l ,
f l rp lo\ r  Nf tnt  \ { rc io logic l l  rheor ic \  ro e\phin x\necr \  o l  Jesi ih  or  Chn\r i id  h i . r r . \
For insrdnce. [iotttrakl !$s x -pers!nt reyolt mxlel Lake. som*!hal from !V.be. hr

t r imrr ih  horn M!n r , ,  r rgue thar  rhc conque( . l  Caiaai  rooI  t lace n. l  \ i r  inrNi i r
l ronr  oursLde bur  rdrhd \u a re\oL1 . l  rhc d issar in jd lo \er  r lN\  rn C! .aa r ls . l i I l9r9r
Gxg{\  s tud}  11975) l i rn  delcr ibe\  rhc cadv churdr  rs  a mi lhmnln n. \edrcn(  br  Nr
panng Lt  ro Nlc l lneyxn cIg.  cu l rs  (qhich a lso hrd char in i .  Lerders and x lo lLo{ng
l ron rhe oulcan grout is) .  ( ; r8er  thcn u5es the thcdv o l  togni r i !e  d issor !dcc l l  l .$
r ineer l  t ( )c \p la in ho$ Chr isr iann\  r \  a  rn; l leD!r i r r  mo\enHr \ur \ i \ .d  1.nt rd i .c  r f
rhE rh. t r \  lhe church rdrpr .d ro rh.  l iLLur  o l  i^  f turphel r !  d \ t i .crar ions b\  r .$ ! r i in !
LIs  *chNrol0g]  and innr lut ing rhc u. i !eAal  n iss ion In borh ther  crrs  vrr i ( r j  theor$
and lnrh,opolo-ecal  odcls  l rc  dfp l ied to h ib l io  h is lon in  . rdcf  1o dcrcminc \h. i

Th.  ! io lern mo\enenl  o i  socioL{ , ! i .a i  an! l } \N had r ts  precu^or  rn rhc L nt rcr jLr \  r l
Chrc!go s0hool ,  par t icuLrrL!  in  Ihc t rork o l  Sh! i lcr  l ln tLher i  f / le  So( /a l  i r id( l r r r r r  r /

" /sr r ,  l89 l )  and ShirLc\ . lackson ( ! \e  a l r .  l ! , | / /  O,rnt \  n l  (hnniaNt\ . l t ) ) l )  l t t l
rh .or .o.n l  basrs-  ho\c\sr .  $A nor  \ r rcn!  a.d rh.  \chool  \a \  nrof l .1 . \ed \1o, .  in f . i
ranl  t r  rhc contrnuing rnucsl  in  $. ix l  b lckgrounl \  e \prer ied b\  such $hohb ! r  Dcr l
rnani  and l iodtsch Ns wdl  as b!  prcponent i  o i  rhe Hi tor !  o l  Rel iS ionJ rchool .  lh i

modern n l ( t rcmenr b.g0 in  lhe l9T u i th such Okl  Tcstanenr \chola 's  N ( io(r$, r ld  dnd

s ' rch \e\  l .sramenr \cholar !  ar  ( i rscr  lnd Th. i r \cn ln ternL.src\ ingrL)rh i \da\ . .n , r
the \chool  is  fapidh lx l i .8  a p lac.  ! i  rhe t f fe f rorr  of  b,b l icrL \ .h . la6hip

Jusl as imporlnl jor us is rlE histtrv of n\lcrn socioloSicrl Ihcor}. As YrmaLrdrL
e\p la i is .  rhc fa lher  r l  tuc io loS\"  $rs r \ugdn.  (omle { l l9r -185?1.  $ho n iorcered r i
' ' r ienr l l je  r rudl  o i  nr . r11 d* . lo fnNrr  I ionr  \ in i tk  to . .  fLe\  ionnr  r198.1: l i { r
Hcrb{r  Speicer  l lE l0 l9 l - l )  !ppLled Drr t r l r 's  . \oLL,r iona' t  rhr .ne\  to  y)c icr rL $an3.
.ndKNrN' furx(181i l l r i l l . l )$edddHeSel \d i r led ical th( t r ! ro l .orerbNdr ' t rut { i i l$r t r
i ' . .  i r ' f  . o o  . !  r " r . .  d .  l r .  r r r . . . . u .  . t  .  { J  L i . r L D . i 1 .  \ l J \  $ . !  

I
I
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( i861- l9 l0 l  lDr idtc .d r l r .  dodcrn.r . r  l re  rh.or j / f { l  rhar  \a l ! l r  \ \ \ rcnL r l lh{  rhan

.cononics fnt r lde Ihc gr i r r  l ( i r  thc nrL l lo l  \onologicrLdc\e lopnreor .  In  h i !  s tud!  o l  ls f !eL

(1952) Web. ,  rh. . r icd l l i r r  i ls  conccfr  o l  the.o!cnrn l  led l \ r r . l  ro  ur i t r ,  rnd the

char isnal ic  [ i r l - \  dunn!  r ] rc  l ink. i  thr  Jud!6 m,Lded r l  r r l , i  |  ( t t rs i \e  i ) r . .  The

!?cond nt i . r  lL lut  $! \  I  nr  L.  Dl r lh .  1 Ei8 l9 l i ) .  \ho r15 rh.  rL.n ro \ . .  n) .en

a s a n o r g a n r c s l t d e c o D ( r i J r L n g n r n ) i n r c , , e l a i e d p a r r \ ' j h N f u n d i . n . r l r i e $ h r d r L ! n i n !
impacr  upon ! ) r ido l icrL nr . lhod ln rc .$r  dec!d. \  rh is  fLrndionr l  r fnroach hr  been

qui le inf lu .nr i rL.  $peci rL l \  n  b ib l ica l . rudre5.

Mal ina de\crh{  rhrc.  nrror  moi l .L \  1 i9,q l : l l . r . r .1r .  Ihe nnrerur . r ] | \ r  iun.r , .nrL ap-
prorch bdiev$ thr t  $rLcr \  .onsi i rs  o l  r . r t ! in  e\ncdcd tat tcrn j  o1 in tcmcr i ( )D ( \ ( ruc-

rures) f ia t  l rc  ( )n l ro lhd h!  rh! rcd tur f . rs  or  conc. .0s ( ILrncr ids)  In  .onr !n ro ihm
cr i l ic ism. q hrdr  r ! r iar$ n,oIct ine r r r l i r i . i t  in  lnr .Lor  rhe chur .h l !ncr ionr l j \n  \  iess

both $ inre! . ! red \hol \  r0d \ec[  r , i  d . r . rDin.  r l ] .  r ' ! i r  iador  rhrcncrr rd rho\e
movements.  r \s  rLso sccn ! i  I lc rar)  cn l rcrm. th is  tcn{ l rnc!  to  .ecognpe (hc uni l \  o l  the
bib l ica l  tc \ l  a  r  \ ! ludbl r  r . t redi \e r .  h is lor icr l . r i r l . i l  exccs$.  lhe renr i  s  rhc
conf l icr  mod. l .  $hich n L. .  l jc ier |n l | rnL o i  rh.  d, \a! rdn.dr \  l rd  po$d to l i r i . \
be lween rhc \ rn.us 'n tc fsr  ! .out \  rh l l  uc rcprc$red in rh.  l r rg{  ! r ru. ru.c .  lh .
l la? ing o l  the chrne* rhrr  r l rese t rs \ , i$  | fce up.r  x  socicr l  n  rbe rask . l  lha ap-
ploach.  FLd! l lv .  rhc s\nh, i i ic  modcl  \ rudic \  \oc ier \  iD lcrms o l  i1 \  d.ef . r  ! r lu .  \ \ne .
what  person\ .  rhrn! i  rnd r \ .nrs nr .dr  \ i rh i .  r l t r  \orLc l r l  j r rucrur . .  lh .  ihar .d ! \p i ra-
tuons and erp. . rdron\  o l  r  \ ,c icr \  d i r .n f j r .  Lr j  r r ru. ru.e

With respccr  nr  the chr i rh.  lor  rnr l rDec,  rhc i i rsr  x fnrcach wruLd nud) hos i rs  conl
p0nenl  pdns l r tonhr .  iLdr , \ .  loca chrrchcs.  men xnd $omei  r \  indtr idu! ls)  rc ldr .d
bolh $nhin lhc Chr isr i . l r  n , r ic$ and \ i r l ln  rhe !d . ls , ish l rd Craeo l { .n  n io
c i . l ies surouJr l ing rh.  rhurch.  The cL)n l l r (  mod. l  sould nor .  rdr \ ,ods i .  rhc.hurch
(Jewlsh v\  l l r l lcnNr ic .  r feL,ron \ ! .  t ,LL\c lcachrn!  und . rh{st  rn( t  i i  rhe h,gu rcr lnr
( C h * l i a n \ \ . t i s \ s . C . e r t t l r d u \ . r h . \ i 1 o u d ; \ ( r n d t h c d c \ . l f f n r e r r o r r h . f h u . c h .
Tbe s lmbol ic  nrodel  $.uL( l  r . rarch tur i .u lar  \ \mhots i ik .  po\ . r  . r  t r r rhor i r \  (Hotm-
b. I8 1978) or  r rLra l  punl !  {Nl ! l ina l9s l )  r \  tc \ \  r . r  undc6rantLnS rh.  edf l )  chur .h

Pr0bhns ln the S0ci0l0gicit Approach
rv lan!  $ i r icnnr .  can b.  ld ! t .d  rer inn rhr  r ! l idr ( \  o i  rhrr  n. \  \ .1)ool  or  r . rcr r rh.  and
I  vr iu  sumnnn/e rhem br i . l l !  h . r . .

I  l l h h e n t r h c  \ t o d r h  |  ( . .  . . r - . . t r , . , , , t  , . , r | . r  r h c , r : r . r . . . r e r 1
I n e o r e . r r h , . r  - . . , ,  " . u r  ,  r .  r i l
r n . o d - t  r  t t " . r .  . . r . . , . .  .  t , . . n r h . r . , . l

l r a n \ $ . ,  t .  . d , ,  . .  - . K  r . r ' . t . , .  L r . h - .  r , , ! c r  o .

l ' : : ^ ' , ' . ' "  ' . . , .  , : , ^  . ;  i .
| I l l l e n o i a n 1 r  

J .  |  |  I  - h n  r  ' , i , ,  t c 1 .  , . ! r r . r  r r .  , , , o r r . . I n . i r t r r c n r
atnonsprofoninrs 

of rht r  . rhod Sch. i .Lrsof lcnchoo\ . , )nL]{ho\csrcups!vhichl i r rhe
D0del  thel  wish ro inposc on Lhe dr t0 nn( t  rhen s.L0ct  rhoF , r \ tccr5 r ron I \ rnoL or  rhe
church $hich t , r  rhei '  rhc. rv .  rhet  rh$ \ rudiousl !  omrt  a5recrs in  both th.  cr (crnal
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l rcar  c lur ion i r  r \Lng r .  d .  $ l  o ,  Lnnrn. . .  F l l ro f i  h$ ro arsue rh i l l  . rJng-  rnLl

i " l1rn.1 in t  Po L:1.  L. r :  2 : l )  a .e utd $ rcchnical  rc f ln \  lor  lhc dr \Fosi \ fd  rar l r r  rh ln

!s  lheological  nrer lp l 'o f \  lor  the (  h,  \ l rxn xs an ah.D Lnthe*or ld(198|24.18) .  I rnr

norconl incedthal  h0 n torreo e\egdicr lL !  lnd tur !  lhc $ io loc icx l lc t lh  of thc bo. l

i l founden ar  rhrs ' r !cr !  po 'n l

Mal in !  respond\  r l l1 l  lhd ra\ l  or  nro, lcrn. rud)  t r  t rcd in i \c  and n,  Drel .  !  l ! re .  dr t ,L

ba5e (1982:2 i8) .  sLdcc lhc use o l  rh i  ! ,cLa1 5crencc\  rD Scr iptLr t  ) '  or t i red ro\ . r f t i

cfficienr caLrsalir! (rcproducing Lhe trst), thc amounl .l c\idcncc ne d i\ not so SretLr

However.  ths i r  d is f rL l rb le because nr .dor  socio log!  is  d$cr ip l i \e  b qdl  rs  prcdic l i \ .

ScroBls saJs rhar  " r l i  r$  rchcr  f lu \ r  sork \nh rhc urnr \ t  caul ion r r { l  r l r ic ln .$.  \  Lrh

adequare guard 1! r , i . r  o !erdnthusi r \nt  1 L9Sl : -110)

5.  Tendency lo  Debunl  the Sysion\-  socio logins cLr in)  thaL lheL^ A rn objedi rc  d l

va lue.ncLr t ra ld isc ip l in i .  but  Ih is  i \  in  rcrL i l \  a  la{adc.  \ rmauchi  norra 1o l 'c r {  Bergrr

a s c s p e c i a l l l n r \ r i . ! r h l s c s p e . t 1 l 9 8 { l S l . l 1 1 9 9 ( r r \ ' . r ( r : r n h e i . t r i d ! , c h r i e n t L . . r l
sys lcm as socio log\  t , )  p l rc .  Rl 'grD\  phenomdrd rn rh.  cna q, rh in rh.  hrnan snh- l
Thc spi r i rual  .xper inrcc sufrorn l in !  I \ fud and Ih. .hur .h i !  r ld  s  rhe pr .du.r  o l
in tefnal  lactoA (sud'  ns soodr l )  rNlh$ thrn c\ ternNL(\uch as prnr turr l )  As B.rgc l
h imr l f  s ta les f f r (  . ld{  r . l  adnopi .  1 , .  180r .  -SocioLoSical  lhcoD nuv.  h\  i ts  o$ 'n l ( 'g i r ,
liew feligion a! ! hLnl)nn prorecrion '

6 .  R.duct ionism. lhu terderc\  ro. \pI r  ! ] l  gn r rn.c t \  on rhe b! \N . l  \oodal  lacr , i , .
i  reduct ionis t  at  thc nn. .  lo  bc $r . .  rn!  ! rgu.  lhnr  d iodern r tpn)rch$ hate \ ! ,
mounled lh i r  obyldc Mal in!  ( l982r l r l )dain\  thdr  rh.  use of  nol . ls  1o expla in \d\
o ldala r  nor  reducl ionrr .  bLr l  he doe\  ror  qr i r . . r f  rh  ho\  to  ! \o id :uh\umire btu
aspeds of  lsrael  r i l  rhc church !n l . r  !cn{r l  f t )dc l \ .  \hcrn. .  or  nor  r l r .  dara rcru, rLL\
f iB.  Thc more $f l r \ l icdcd i lo  x \o id rh is  - ror  ro r  l  ! .  c \ r .nr .  l l . \ . r . r .  Lr  i \  qu rL
common to l : i l  h . r .  Frr  rnsrance,  l i l t r  ds (1981:411) u i r iqu*FLr i l l (1981) iorhr \
a$umpl lon thar  a l l  lh0 inhabrtants o i  ls i r  lUinor  ern bc ls igned the n l lus of  rcs i len l
a lcn or  rhar  A$a Uir . r  $as pr inrnrLL\  !  n t ra l  i rcr .  t t t ior r  ha\  o\ .n\  s iDrphf ied rh l
c t idence and o\e^r . , rd hrs caie . l \  on.  gen{r l  . . ' . r \ r ton on rn.  nror .  compe\
sIual ion behind I  IJ . ref .  F] l ior r  pr i \Ld$ v{v usefuL nr( . r ia l .  f to !c \ . . .  on the broadi ,
p lane he has ia i led to pro le h i5 h lpoth$is.  El in  Therscn.  l l rhough hr  r \oLds reducl rcn,
rsm in h is  srudl  of  Cor iorh (  t9 l l2) .  h t t \  inro rh is  p i t ta l t  iD t r is  srudl  o l  rhd d i \c i ths (19rE)
'nerssen has ani f ic iaLl f  c lc !ared rh.  ch$ of  \ander in!  char ismrt ic  nr is \ ioD!r ie \  rn l
8 ' ! c n  r h e  . e I k J  t . . J . ;  d  t  t . t  t r n ,  t  r , , . ' . , .  . . 1 a .  .  . , 1 J
s ! b ! l d l a ^ | o " ' \ ' k ' r n ' f ' ' ' ' ' | ' l r ' ' n ' . e '
'qevanr oar .  He , , , r  I .  i r ' ! r  . .1)  r . . . r  o(Ern |  \ t l3 ,n |  . .  a  , . .
satrstadoritv', (198,1 801

? Theoret ica l  Dis!n! ) .  Ihet  ar  r  u .mcndoui  nunrh. ,  or  socF. !Lcr i  rheoncs.  im.
e0!e val id  rhrn orhcrs.  bur  rhc t ' rerLr i { rn. t r  o f rdr  t rL l  ro dcogni /e the dLr f ic !h ic \  LD
applv ing rhen ro b ihtL. r t  rnatcr ia t .  Ar  Yrmauchi  poinrs our ,  rh is  i \  gcDcralL!  r rue of  rh.

n, !1.  rnd the b ib lL. rL u l ( { ia i  rh l r  xre nor  par l l l ' i  l l$r  l rbds rh i \  " rh0 ] r robld i , r
p.AoDxl  hLs !nd . r  l \  i . r  " !  iunr ladrd i r r l  l tock t lk ing h\  rhor  sho sanl  ro cntL i \ -
hrcr  nro eh to dem.r( rx tc  h ib l icx l thr0rLcs (1981:189).

ln  drrn)  .ars \oc i . lo ! r  is  !n  idn) l .gLcr l  loo l  ror  I ro\ l .g  r  rh*rs r t  ho rhan u
'nn,u. )Lnr  lnr  nud\ ,n!  I  nro\cDr.nt .  ( ,o t t l r ld  1 l9r_91 ls  oncn accuicJ ot  hrc in!  t l ,
lLb.r r r io  rhei t  undn rh i  dara.  Hc rhe.r i$  rh | l  cgal r r . , f l r r i \m f r rh. r  rhr0 Donorhi i .n l
\ !s  f rnrnr !  i i  l \ rael \ ' \ . r io  .conomre r*o lu l ron rgr in \ r  tbc ClnarnLl$ \  !h \dr  \x .
Ihcs lDhoL o1 lhe rc \o lu l lor ,  nor  thc rcason lor  i r .  lhcrdore,rhccon!ucslo l  Cat l l$
n! \  n ,c joeconom,c r r rho rh ln rd i3 ious r t lh .core As Iorg st l tc \ .  Ih .mol . l  i r , f
f t rDr i  torar \  anal \ ! .  , \  rn  inc;nr  rdolur iona^ \oc id\  i l  \h ich k l i ! iou\  e\pr . i : i i l
$r \  bu(  r  parr .  B ib l i . rL  lheolog\  s .c$ ro ha\ .  b .e.mc !  \ ind o l  Ib . f !L ion nrr i , )
thc. lL 'gv 11982:255) In n morc negr( ive !eLn.  \ 'amruch sdrs.  De\ t i tc  h i i  nu( : i \ r
* r l i r i (n .  l io t t {a ld rcxd\  inro the Ol  hr  rdcologrcal  bmses in h is  imaginrL l  !c  renrnnr ic
r idr  rhr l  l isnSard\  b. rh lhc Bib l rca l  rnd rhe r rcheologrcr id !1a (198,1: l l . r )

2.  Re, i \ ion i \m.  (  r I i r . r l  \dbLar\  o l red \ ! 'cnr  lo  ha\e a f reeonc. t r .d  nor iL)n lh  r l t r  b ih 1. ,11
htr1, i r \  s  ! {ong r j  ' r  nx0ds and n.cd\  ro be re\ne(1.  lh is  is  nol  l  t r )h lcm qi rh Lh.
soci r lo t icr l  nrc lhod tcr  \ . .  s ink b!  r r r r rc  rh is  afpro!d lcn ls  to rake rh0 b ih l ic t  drr
nor . . ( ,un\  rhan t r$ i f l r \  schools.  l lo \scr .  mrr \  wtr l  {nh lhe rNlhs 01 rhc hF.
ro ' i i l l  .nrLc l l  ncth.d xol  asumc rh i  \ i |d i r \  o l  rhor .  nnrdu\ idr  lhn, \ rhe.an\ i r i l
Corr$xLd Th. i r rn dnoi$$ lhe pR)blunr  n i  h isror \  lor  n i . i . l { rg icr l16. . t r .h  1 i9Sl :L !
i 9 ) .  l h . b i r l n i ! o i s  c r r i r 0 l l d e p e n d e n r o D c h a n c . s u . c $ q h i c h h ! v . r r \ i r d  ( t  l r i ) .
lnrl n.nc ol thosc docuncnrs are ir.rnrcd rs sociogrrphic (rtcmcrrs. All ro. oh.n th$
loSL.r l  Arr r ions r i .  r rer led ! i  !oc i ! l  \ r r rcnrcnrs The j rohLn,  of ! l l i r . rn !  rh.  rc l i lhL l i r \
0 1 h \ t o r h $ i !  L s  L m D . n \ e  H . $ d o e s o n . r ( \ l a c a s e r h l r , ' h u i l r o n s u c h o h ' { | . d i d i 0 i | '
\ l \  rhscr  L\  Io  r rc .n rh.  hrh l , .a l i . \ r  \ j r ) ! \ l r  ar  ahr \ r i {L . r l rcco.d in  \  o \n f igh l

3.  Tendurr  to  Genssl ic .  lhe f roblD $ i lh  the \1n,  !  a l is t  lLrnc{$fr  D. le l  is  t l r .Lr
r r  cer lcr \  u fon l  c( t rs  \ .c l ron o i  nr icr \  !nd ha(  r .  nhcc lor  indNrdur lconr . rhur lod.
Th.r \en l !nps roe.rh{ . r . \us and rh.  r to5rhr  a\  " \ rndcnng chan\dr :  , \ "  rn, l  ! , r }
i i r rLe t l r . .  to  d i f i { .ned hcr$eer rh. t r i  { l9 i l1)  The. 'cr r , \ .  !en jur  o i  J . ! r \  !nd P!L,L r , .

r fLredj  bv nr i ! l  forc$ rhar  \haped rhr i r  ( )n l r ibuLLon\ .  I  hrs makes lnrL.  \ rnr .  Inr  t f tLr
gen 0s ( ( i ! l iko.  Shrk* |c ! 'e .  \ewlon.  I i innel i )  t fud! .crd\  (he socicr !  'D wh'oh r r  l t l

pe!n lJ \  jc i l ing ro l r l r  !cr0Lr i t  o l  i id t r rd! r i  co i r r ihur0n\  ! id  bt  o\crr ! ( i r !  thc fLr i i
o l  n)ox i  t r !5uRs od. \  r \u l rs  are unia l l \  \ le1\ed Bf , r  lcr ie i  rh.  r .0dencun j . r r

o logr i tL  rh.n!  Io  r . ruIn& the dal . l  L0 1r \or  . i  inr . r ] r . r r \e  rheor i . \ '  in  l ighr  o i  ln '

er l rxor( l i r r |1  d i !ur i r !  . l  n ,c ia l  \ r  LduJcr"  Ln rh.  chur .h 1198] :19:)  $1.  { l r fc  doI  loL.r

1.  Ihr  l 'auc i t \  o I  i l 'e  Dal ! .  \ lod.rn nr i . loecr l  ld iu lo.s  arc n, r t  mrdc 
" r tnor '

e \ r .n\ t r r  darr .oLL. . rd o\ . r  lone pc, ! t r j \  o l  r inc I i  ( )nr t r rnor  rhc hLbl i . r l  da l !  |
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rhole iield of acadenic socioloey (1984:l?9'80). He quotes Gareth St€adnan Jones
(holn Rtitish Joutnat ol Sociolostr 27 1t916)t 300):

The vaguc and shifling charact€r of ils objecl, the inconstancy of its definitionsj the
non-clmulative charact€r of much ofits kno'rledg€, its proneness to passing $€orel-
ical fashions and the triteness of sone of its "lavs" suggest rhat ih theoretical foun-
datioos are conteslable and insecure.

This very lack of correlation between specilic data and Seneral theory or nodcl is lhe
problem ar thc level of application to biblical narcrial. Practitiones are Suiliy of lhe
abstraclion fallacy, r'hich tries to capture th€ dynanic ofthe anci€nt situatios in abnracr
rnodern concepts thar often remove rhe lifc and brcath from rhe o.iginal siluarions.
Scroggs suggens two $ays of overcoming this rcndcncy: (l) undelstand rb€ methods
completely and b€ clear of the extenl 1o which they apply to the datai (2) be aware ol
thelheoret ica lpresupposi t ionswhenexpl icat insf ieancients i tuat ion(1983:339). lw0uld
add a third:allow the dalato conlroland all€r lh€ modeh as the situation rarants.

8. Del€rnlnisn. Since $e social sciences center upon hunan b€havior, the possibilily of
divin€ aclility is almost .uled out by definition. To b€ su.e, the biblical practitio.ers arc
very arva.e oflhis lendency and lake ca.e to lea!€ roon for the noun€nal as viellas rhe
phenomenal realns. Hollev€r, since the enlir€ task invohes searching out the societal
factors behind rhc text, the divineelement is srillroo often negl€cred. In the study of Paul
as a charismalic leader, for instance, th€ social phenomenon is highlighted and rhe bib'
lical emphasis upon d;vine commissioning al times seems replaced by the needs oI the
communily (see Holmbers). Moreov€r, society Sains absolute control of all human be
havio!, as €very conting€ncy is explained by $es€ societal iacto^. This ov€Btateoent ol
the influence of society is determinislic. since events in Scriptur€ lhat arc alribuled lo
God a.e placed under the aegis ofsociety.

9. Tondoncy to Disjunclive Theories. To suppon a certain theo.y rvrilels often make rn

"eitheFol'out ofa "bolh-and."This is true ofthe arcmpts to argue that the earlychurch
centered upon the lo\rerclass (Gager, The'ssen)or on th€ upp€rclals {Judge. Malherbel
Ga8er himself poinls our thar th€re wer€ some convens fton both sides. bul he argues
that the fo€us ofrhc church wa! upon th€ dhadvanlaged (1982:262). However, R. H. Sn'tn
providcs an intcresting analysis ofMauh€w and hk congrcgarion thal po;nts lo a niddk'
clas background (1983:441-57)- M€eks, in the most far-reaching study I have seen, prores

that the strakofsociety ftach€d was mix€d and ambiguous, rangingfrom Caesart house-

hold rPhi l  4 :22l  and rhe procon.u l  sergurs Paulus rAcrs l l  7r  ro s .a\e)  and rhe drenfrd l '
chhed (198315l-73). Meeks concludes that Pauh coneregations represented "a fair crosv

section of urban soci€ly" (p. 73). Howe!e!, I doubt Meeks's funhe! disjunction belrvccn

urban and rural society. Allhough Elliotl ovdsutes his thesis, h€ shous thal the loctrs or

I Peter and lhe filsl missionary jou.ney of Paul \ras q urte rural in its makeup.

Ev,lurllon,nd ilalhodololy
On€ 's r.mpr.d lo b. a n€grlive roward rhe potcntialol sociological Rsearch a ii C S
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app€ars to m€ that thc difficullies posed by the natu.e of the evidcnce and the

in cultufe, arc grealer than the exponents of sociological inleryrctation of

societies recognize, despite th€ qualificalions which they inserl into thetr

. - . . I would claim that the altempt 10 apply sociologicallh€ories to biblicai

is nor likely to be fruitiul. (1981:l0l-4)
qould use such theori€s only heuristically to sussesl furthcr lines of research The

must rigidly control conclusions, notins that such g€nerallhcori.s ncler can deal

sone cxle l agre€ with Rodd's assessnent. The problems cnumeraEd above are

diffifl tto su.mount, and mosl of the attenPts lo do so have nol been paniculady

c/iih rhe conlingcncics of history- Sinc€ the researcher never can 'test" his

as in a living so€icty, all results vill be tenla vc at best.

todare. Nevenheless. we musi recognize the facl that the dhciplin€ as appli€d

studies rs still in its infancy. 11 needs time lo maturc and inlegrate its melh-

to hermeneulics. thal is, an integration of all the tooh inio a comPreh€nsive

vith the othertooh of hhiorical research. In particular, sociologicalapploaches

iplure must begin to expiore the says in $hich this discipline can fit into a "field"

To date the cxponents of sociological methodology havc lreated it as an end in

r€sulting in overnatenent and codusion ofissues. I must admit that in my opinion
important.ipect is '\ocial descriptioL" for "sociological tesearch"Gee above

th€ dislinction) is too r€ductionistic and cavalier in its rcsulls. However, the

docs hav€ h€uristic value if thc resultanl models ar€ tr€ated as apDroximations
ihan as €stablished truths.

wilhin th€ larger context ofbacksrourd studies as a whole. This is rhe only way
the sociological approach can have validity, when it is placed $ithin the larger

I would suggest the iollo$ine hernen€utical guid€lines for backsround
noving froin lhe particular (socialbacksround) to th€ Scneral (sociolosical nod-

Thls wi l l luncrron as a conclusron ro rhe qhole rhdprer .  for  socio loSical  merhodolog)

of the other exegetical tooh as one n€thod among many to determine the
iDg of rh€ lext.
MaIe c.nain the passage ha! been studied thoroughly along gramnarical-semantic-

icd lines. The resuks of delailed exesesis lrill lorm the control for d€termining
background parallels to adduce in d€€pening th€ meaning of thc text- For

I cannot decide wherher Galatians or I Corin$ians l-3 should b€ Daralleled
Jcwith or Helleni{rc backcround unr; I ha\e srudrd rhc language and concepr, Paul

Be comprehensive in rhe collection oi dala. At limes the passage i$elfvill indicale
oaltground material, as in the use of Old Teslament quotes and allusions. ln such

one $,ill not need to search more sidely. Also, when the naffative itself builds
J€vish customs, as in the cospels, the source is felarively simple to define. How
nary passases are ambisuous. The backg.ound 1o G€nesi! is notoriously difficult

and in nary cascs scholars despair at fildins fie corrcct parallcl. Forexample,
c.rcrnony ofsalkins bctveen the parls in Gercsis 15:7-21 can havc scvcralpossible
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meanings Gce Has€l 198l:61-78). h could signify mystical union, the transferral of tife
a sel-{urse or s€lf-obligation or (in Has€l's opinion) covenantal pronise. In this case
simiiar practiccs in the Mari letrers, Assyriatr lreadcs and vassal ceremonics alt point to
the covenantal aspect. This conv€r8encc of €vidence is an imponant poinrcr to rhe m€an_
ing of the cer€mony. Also, mosr of Paul\ letcrs drav upon Jevish and H€llenisric
sourc€s. The interpreter nust dhcover all possibilities io ord€r ro study the passase
prop€rly.

l. Sludy the contxts ofthe biblical and nonbiblicalpassages and s€e which converse
most closely. We desire true p,rallels rather thar secming para[€ls, and only !!hen alt fte
possibilities have b€en exhausred can w€ dccid€ \rhich is the best onc. Those pa.allets
which overlap the biblical passage to rhe grealert exlent ar€ the dosr likcly.lfthis is hue
with respecl lo social customs it is mor€ so in thecase ofsociological rescarch when one
ii applying modelsdravnfrom cufrent rh€ories. Wihon notes sixguidelincs(1984:28,29):
(l) be thoroughly familiarsith thc approaches and theif limits; (2) cent€r upon the resutt!
of competenl rocial scientists; (3) undcGrand the rheories conpletcly in the nodern
cont€xt beforc applying rhem ro ancicnr conrcltsi (4) survey a wide rang€ of socieri€s thar
parallel lhe ph€nomenon bei.g srudicd; (5) not€ inlerpreriv€ schenata used ro study the
data and aroid them unless th€y are actually useiuli (6) allou ihe lext itsetf to prolide
the controlling factor, so that the hyporhesis willb€ tesred by the bibtical dara.

4. Do no! read nonbiblical paralleh ioro the texl any furlher than the dala atloss. In
other vords, do not force the data ro fit rhe lheory. lnslead modify rhc theory to fil the
data. Mosi impodant, r€work only $ose a5pecrs which arc truly clarificd funh€r by lhe
background malerial. Do not exaggerat€ the inportance of the sociological aspecrs to
th€ denigralion of the individual or spirirual dimensions. R€memb€r rhat the text musr
controlthe background dala and ror vice ve6al

5. Go into the passag€ 'rith a large vohn€ of porential rheories and alloq rhe rexl lo
select th€ theory that b€sl fits. Often sociologisrs, likc biblical deologians, rake a par
adigm approach in which they artificially s€lecr a singlc mod€land then forcc the evidence
10 fir rh€ir theory, ignoring any dhparat€ data. Thcre is no rcason why Jev;sh and
Hellenistic backgrounds cannol convefge upon a passage or \rhy cognilive drssonance.
conflicl and structuralisl-functional models cannor cxplain differcnr aspects of lhe
churcht d€vclopmcnt- Id nodern sociery a sociologist works frorn fte borrom up. from
the qctual social situat;on of a eroup to a nodel $ar is consructed ro fit rade. lhan
is lbrced upon the daia. Th€ samc should be true of using the social sciences ro under-
srand the Bible nore de€piy.

6. The t€x1 is primary and not the background mat€rial. We musr r€nenber rhat
hislorical-culluralex€gesis is asuppl€menl to Ib€ text and notanend in i$clf. Therefore,
we must apply thc "ev€nt" behind th€ text only lo the extent to which it will aid 'n
undentanding the m€ssag€ in rh€ text. Too many background srudies end up replacinC
the text rather than supplernendng rt and deepening our understanding of i1. Some
passag€s, such as rheological or credal maierial. \rill n€€d very little. Orhers, such as
historical trarativc, \rill b€nefit grcatly; ho*ever. €veo here we should usc cultural data
only to the exrcnl that the tex!.llows,
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, Whcn we nove i.om the text to the sermon, background informarion has a funhef
By inmersing the audience in the originai situation behind the text Ne bdp ihem

thcmselves irlo the world of the Gxt and see ho\r it vas speaking 10 lhc original
At that timc we can then h€lp tht hcarcrs 10 discover situalions parallclto the

iD th€ir own life and lo conrextualiz. thc principle b€hind rbe rext for thcir curcnl


