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To My Wife, Gyöngyi 





Preface 

In recent years, New Testament Theology has become a major subject of in-
terest for New Testament scholars. Some have questioned the possibility of 
the enterprise. Others have written works that are related to the discipline and 
that even have the term New Testament Theology in their titles. 

It seemed timely to attempt to assess the arguments for and against. Out 
of that study grew a thesis that was accepted for the degree of Doctor of 
Philosophy by the University of Edinburgh in 1994. This book is a version of 
that thesis brought up-to-date. 

I would like to express my gratitude to my supervisor, Professor 
J.C. O'Neill, for raising the possibility of tackling this topic and then for 
guiding my studies with care, patience and wisdom. I am most grateful to him 
for the regular supervisory meetings and for his suggestions concerning pos-
sible focuses of attention. This greatly helped me to complete the research 
within the period of three years between 1991 and 1994. I am also greatly 
indebted to my second supervisor, Dr. D.A. Templeton, for making time for 
discussion and for his comments on everything I wrote. I am very much in-
debted to Dr. D.L. Mealand, the Reverend Robert Morgan, Professor Hans 
Hiibner and Professor Gerd Theissen for their helpful comments on the 
manuscript. 

I am most grateful to Professor Martin Hengel and Professor Otfried 
Hofius for accepting this work into the series Wissenschaftliche Unter-
suchungen zum Neuen Testament. My special thanks are due to Professor 
Ulrich Luz who suggested that I should seek a place in this series. 

I should like to thank the Church of Scotland for granting me the excep-
tional privilege of a second bursary which enabled me to return to New Col-
lege, Edinburgh, for another period of postgraduate research in addition to 
my MTh year in 1987-88.1 would also like to thank the Hope Trust for their 
generous support. 

It is fitting that I should also mention my indebtedness to my home church, 
the Reformed Church in Hungary, and its earlier leaders who gave me per-
mission to take extended study leave. I also thank Dr. Lorant Hegediis, my 
father-in-law, who as the then newly elected bishop allowed me to be absent 
at such an important time as the years between 1991 and 1994 when Hun-
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garians had a great deal to accomplish by making good use of the opportuni-
ties afforded by the recently gained democracy. 

Last but not least, I thank my wife Gyongyi for all her support. She has 
cheerfully taken upon herself the extra burden of being far away from home 
and giving ceaseless care to a growing family. It is, therefore, my joy to 
dedicate this work to her. 

Easter, 1997 Peter Balla 
Raday College 
The Faculty of Theology of the 
Karoli Gaspar Reformed University 
Budapest 
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than one reference is made to the same page in the same context, then the 
page number is not repeated. The next occurrence of a page number indicates 
that the reference is made to another page. On occasion I repeat the page 
number for the sake of clarity (for example, in the case of a reference to a 
new theme). The page number is introduced by "p." if it is necessary in order 
to avoid a possible misunderstanding (for example, when there is a figure in 
the same context referring to a year or to a bible verse). 

Italics in quotations are always those of the author quoted. 
When I use "he" for a non-specific pronoun in the third person, "he or 

she" should be understood. (As a justification for my usage I note that there 
is only one word for "he" and "she" in my native - Hungarian - language.) 





Introduction 

In 1990 Heikki Räisänen published a work entitled Beyond New Testament 
Theology. The very title of the book points in a marked way to the main the-
sis of Räisänen: New Testament scholarship has reached a state where the 
discipline of New Testament theology should be abandoned and replaced by 
another discipline. To quote Räisänen (xviii): 

'New Testament theology' may be a legitimate part of self-consciously ecclesial 
theology. By contrast, those of us who work in a broader academic context 
should abandon such an enterprise (and, a fortiori, any dreams of a 'biblical the-
ology' which would cover both Testaments). 

In a more recent article Räisänen affirms that his use of the quotation marks 
around the term New Testament theology points to the proposal that the 
name of the discipline is a "misnomer" (1992, 252). The quotation marks 
allude to an essay put forward by William Wrede in 1897, the title of which 
speaks of a "so-called" New Testament theology. Räisänen has re-affirmed 
his thesis of 1990: "It is my conviction that Wrede was right and that a 
synthesis of early Christian thought, rather than of NT theology proper, is 
called for" (1992, 252). 

The programmatic essay of Wrede in question was entitled Über Aufgabe 
und Methode der sogenannten Neutestamentlichen Theologie. In this essay 
Wrede argued that (1897, 79-80; ET: 1973, 116):1 

... the name New Testament theology is wrong in both its terms ... The appropri-
ate name for the subject-matter is: early Christian history of religion, or rather: 
the history of early Christian religion and theology. 

These quotations show that the enterprise of New Testament theology is un-
der considerable challenge.2 Räisänen's and Wrede's programmatic works 
call for a discussion. The scholarly challenge should not remain without some 
examination of the matters that are involved in the call to move "beyond" the 
enterprise. 

1 Throughout my thesis the first page reference is made to the original German edition, 
1897; then after a semi-colon there follows the reference to the English translation (=ET) 
made by R. Morgan, 1973, which I adopt. 

2 For a more recent summary of his main theses, see Räisänen, 1995 and 1997. 
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My thesis takes Raisanen's and Wrede's works as a starting point for the 
discussion. However, it does not aim at discussing the works of these two 
great scholars comprehensively. Rather, I look out - often with the help of 
their programmatic works - for arguments and theses that are in connection 
with their general challenge. In doing so, I also must discuss works of scholars 
other than Wrede and Raisanen. 

My thesis is an attempt to answer the challenges that have been put to the 
enterprise of New Testament theology. In my work I focus on major prob-
lems that have to be dealt with, if one maintains that the enterprise of New 
Testament theology may be justified. I do not focus on one area of problems 
only - in order to avoid the danger that while the enterprise is justified on one 
ground, there may be other grounds which make it impossible to justify the 
enterprise. 

However, since the challenges cover a very wide range of problems and 
themes, I have to observe certain limits. When I focus on arguments that 
seem to play a key role in the cases of the major theses, I do acknowledge 
that there are numerous arguments - related to our theme - that do not sur-
face in this thesis. My discussion of the themes includes some exegetical re-
marks - but only by way of examples. 

In a way similar to the limitation in terms of themes, my thesis does not 
claim to discuss all the available - extraordinarily extensive - literature. 
Rather, I focus on the works of scholars who can be generally seen as repre-
senting a consensus of opinion. At other times, I refer to scholars who may 
have contributed to our theme - although they may not have been followed by 
others. On occasion, reference is made to articles of a survey type on individ-
ual matters. I try to summarise theses by referring to one or two key figures 
in scholarship - without following up the history of scholarship on that par-
ticular matter. As we shall see, my study involves references to scholars from 
the nineteenth century - without listing the names of all the scholars who hold 
the same view up to the present day. 

Apart from these general delimitations, one particular theme has to be 
named which is not addressed in this thesis: the theme of the relationship 
between the Old Testament and the New Testament - or, in other words, the 
problem of justifying the enterprise of a biblical theology that covers both 
Testaments. This theme in itself could be a topic of research. 

However, it is not simply the extensive character of this theme that pro-
vides a reason for not including it in this thesis. The problem of justifying bib-
lical theology is a problem that overarches the problems of the justification of 
the individual Testaments of the Bible. It is true that arguments for justifying 
biblical theology would strengthen the case for justifying the enterprises of 
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Old Testament theology and New Testament theology. However, if it turned 
out to be the case that biblical theology cannot be justified, this - in itself -
would not disprove the possibility of justifying New Testament theology as a 
separate enterprise. 

My thesis is that the enterprise of New Testament theology may be jus-
tified. In order to support this thesis, I shall examine questions related to the 
two constituent parts of the name of the enterprise - in accordance with 
Wrede's challenge seen above. The term "New Testament" has to be argued 
for; this requires an examination of questions related to the process that led 
to the canonisation of the writings of the New Testament. These questions 
are addressed in the second and the third chapters. 

The term "theology" in the name of the enterprise raises numerous prob-
lems. Some of the problems are related to the relationship between theologi-
cal and historical enterprises; others are related to the definition of the term. 
The first and the last chapters address these issues. 

'Theology" also raises another type of a problem: the question of the unity 
of the theology of the New Testament writings. If there are contradictory 
theologies in the New Testament - with an emphasis on the plural, theologies, 
- then the enterprise can also be challenged on this ground. In this case, per-
haps, one would not have to call for abandoning the enterprise, but at least 
for renaming it accordingly: works in this field would be written only with the 
title The Theologies of the New Testament.3 Chapter four examines the issues 
related to the diversity of the theological content of the New Testament. 

My thesis has a twofold character. On the one hand, I attempt to show 
that the challenge has not succeeded in proving that the enterprise of New 
Testament theology cannot be maintained. On the other hand, I attempt to 
put forward arguments in favour of the two theses that a historian can justify 
limiting the focus of the enterprise to the canonical writings of the New Tes-
tament and that the enterprise can set itself the aim of describing the theo-
logical content of the New Testament. 

By referring to "a historian" I anticipate here a central argument in this 
thesis: New Testament theology is a historical enterprise. As a starting point, 
it may be appropriate to mention two major implications of this statement. 

First, I make the claim that New Testament theology may be justified even 
in an academic context - and not only in an "ecclesial" context as Räisänen 

3 Cf. F.W. Horn's quotation from Georg Strecker in the foreword of the posthumously 
published Theologie des Neuen Testaments of Strecker (1995, V-VI): "Es soll der hier vor-
zustellende Entwurf von der Endfassung der neutestamentlichen Texte ausgehen, also eine 
redaktionsgeschichtliche Theologie des Neuen Testaments intendieren. Dies meint, daß die 
einzelnen neutestamentlichen Schriften nach ihren individuellen theologischen Konzep-
tionen gewürdigt werden sollen, so daß der Begriff 'Theologie des Neuen Testaments' 
präziser die Komplexität von Theologien im Neuen Testament bezeichnet". 
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has affirmed. The enterprise of New Testament theology can - of course - be 
carried out in the church. However, I attempt to discuss Räisänen's challenge 
in a way that the discussion could also be "tested" and examined by scholars 
outside a church context. For this purpose I adopt some of Räisänen's proposals -
for example, that New Testament theology should be a historical enterprise. I 
also agree with Räisänen that any attempt to justify the enterprise would have 
to use arguments understandable to people without a commitment to faith 
who do not accept the truth claims of the Bible. We only disagree about 
whether or not such arguments would succeed: whether or not the enterprise 
can be justified. 

Secondly, my thesis differs from Heinrich Schlier's approach which is sum-
marised in his essays entitled "Über Sinn und Aufgabe einer Theologie des 
Neuen Testaments" (1964, 7-24) and "Biblische und dogmatische Theologie" 
(25-34). Schlier's thesis is not argued but presented as a set of presupposi-
tions and axioms. For example, he affirms that the New Testament canon is a 
theological fact (10). New Testament theology builds on this fact. In Schlier's 
opinion, from the point of view of a history of early Christian religion it is 
absurd to speak of the theology of the New Testament and also to limit the 
task to the New Testament writings. 

In distinction from this approach, I do not start with the axiom that we 
have to accept the limitation of the canon on theological grounds provided by 
the church. My question is whether or not historians can justify their focus on 
the canonical New Testament within the enterprise of New Testament theol-
ogy-

Schlier also affirms that the theology of the New Testament is a collection 
of different theologies (9-10). However, he maintains that the task of New 
Testament theology should not be the presentation of a historical develop-
ment (10). Rather, the very name of the discipline expresses the basic theo-
logical decision that there is unity in the New Testament. Accordingly, New 
Testament theology has to deal with a, or: the theology of the New Testa-
ment (11, 19). Again, the presupposition of a unity of theology - which in-
cludes the view that there is no final contradiction among the various basic 
theological ideas - is in connection with the view that the New Testament is 
inspired and canonical (19). 

I differ from this approach in as much as I do not presuppose that there is 
a unity in the theology of the New Testament. It may be the case that histori-
cal investigation finds that there is a unity in the theology of the New Testa-
ment. This can only be the result of inquiry, exegetical discussions - and ar-
gumentative study. 

I should like my thesis to be a contribution to the on-going debate in this 
broad field of biblical scholarship. 



Chapter One 

The Relationship between Historical and Theological 
Interpretation in New Testament Studies 

When Raisanen mounts his challenge to the enterprise of New Testament 
theology, he affirms as his main thesis that the historical investigation of the 
Bible and theological reasoning on it must be kept apart (see e.g. 1990, 90). 
The proposal concerning the separation of the historical task from the theo-
logical one is also in some way related to the idea that the theology of the 
New Testament should not be searched for within the discipline of the study 
of the New Testament. In this chapter we shall consider the various problems 
which may emerge in relation to the historical investigation of the New Tes-
tament if one attempts to maintain New Testament theology as an enterprise. 

Since it is Raisanen who argues for the thesis of the separation of the tasks 
with full emphasis and in the most detailed way, most of the themes I will fo-
cus on in this chapter originate in his arguments. 

Raisanen holds that the fusion of the tasks of historical and theological in-
terpretation does not make the understanding of the New Testament clearer 
(xvii). He puts forward his suggestion (xviii): 

... 'New Testament theology' ought to be replaced, in this context, with two dif-
ferent projects: first, the 'history of early Christian thought' (or theology, if you 
like), evolving in the context of early Judaism; second, critical philosophical 
and/or theological 'reflection on the New Testament', as well as on its influence 
on our history and its significance for contemporary life. 

He points to two major predecessors of his in this emphasis: "Gabler made a 
helpful theoretical distinction between historical and theological interpretation 
of the Bible" (xv); so did Wrede (xvi). Raisanen (89) is dissatisfied with the 
scholarship of our century, because it has not realised Wrede's programme. 

Let us turn to the questions, What is this programme in greater detail?; 
and, What are the major premises it builds upon? 



6 The Relationship between Historical and Theological Interpretation 

1. The separation of the enterprises 

Raisanen proposes that the primary task of a New Testament scholar should 
be an exegetical one. Scholars and students of the New Testament should un-
derstand themselves as historians. In his summary of the history of the disci-
pline the first aspect he is looking for in other people's work is: "Awareness 
of the problems involved in relating historical study to theology" (1990, xiv). 
One of the most important criteria for Raisanen whether or not to agree with 
another scholar is the scholar's consistency in carrying out a historical enter-
prise. For example, Bultmann is criticised because his historical understanding 
"is overwhelmed by actualizing interpretation" (42). 

Raisanen is cautious, however, not to oversimplify his emphasis on the 
historical character of the enterprise. The question mark in the title of the 
relevant section of his programme, "Purely historical?", already indicates his 
opinion that "the person of the scholar cannot be wholly bracketed out in 
historical work" (106). Even the historical reconstruction involves interpreta-
tion. The work of the modern interpreter is not independent of his situation. 
Thus Raisanen proposes "to talk of the relation between two sorts of inter-
pretation: historical and actualizing" (108). The work of the New Testament 
scholar should move "on the level of historical interpretation" (109). 

I agree with Raisanen's refined emphasis on the importance of the 
"historical" side of New Testament studies. I also accept his proposal con-
cerning the separation between New Testament theology as a historical en-
terprise and an "actualizing interpretation" - that would be, in my under-
standing, a systematic theological enterprise. However, I should like to take 
issue with an implication of his thesis of separation: I argue that the historical 
study does not have to be "separated" from the study of the theology con-
tained in the New Testament. 

Since Raisanen largely bases his view on those of Gabler, Strauss and 
Wrede, it is appropriate to look at the theses of these scholars and so to dis-
cuss Raisanen's thesis (see e.g. xvii). 

a. J. P. Gabler 

Gabler's inaugural address from 1787 used the terms "biblical theology" and 
"dogmatic theology".1 Since his terms differ from the ones discussed in this 
chapter of my thesis, we have to see what he understands under these terms. 

1 In my thesis Gabler's address is referred to after Sandys-Wunsch, 1980,134ff. 



1. The separation of the enterprises 1 

Gabler used "biblical theology" for what we now discuss as "historical inter-
pretation"; and "dogmatic theology" for what we would nowadays call sys-
tematic theological reflections, or, in Raisanen's term, "actualizing interpre-
tation". In Raisanen's thesis Gabler's first term would cover what a scholar of 
the New Testament should study. 

Gabler distinguished between "religion" and "theology". Religion is "what 
each Christian ought to know and believe and do" - we may say: what can be 
easily understood as the content and meaning of the Bible. On the other hand, 
theology is the view of the scholar who studies the Bible: "theology is subtle, 
learned knowledge, ... derived not only from the sacred Scripture but also 
from elsewhere, especially from the domain of philosophy and history" (136). 

Gabler then distinguishes between the method with which one can ascer-
tain the "religion" of the Bible, i.e. "biblical theology", and the study which is 
built upon biblical theology, i.e. "dogmatic theology". The first is "of histori-
cal origin, conveying what the holy writers felt about divine matters"; while 
the second is "of didactic origin, teaching what each theologian philosophises 
rationally about divine things" (137). Although Gabler sets out the first 
method at length, it is clear from his address that the aim of the first type of 
study is to provide solid, reliable material for the second (e.g. 143). 

I find it problematic that Raisanen should stress the importance of Gabler's 
thesis for Raisanen's own. Gabler's inaugural address is often referred to by 
scholars who engage in Old Testament theology, New Testament theology, 
or "biblical theology", as the decisive point in the history of biblical studies 
when these new "biblical" disciplines originated. Most scholars view Gabler's 
distinction to be what it actually claims to be: an emphasis on studying the 
theology contained in the Bible distinctively from the theological systems of 
the scholars. 

In my opinion, Raisanen might refer to Gabler as the predecessor of his 
own thesis in three points: 1) although Gabler repeatedly refers to the 
"Sacred Scriptures" as the field of his study, he does point beyond the 
boundaries of the canon when he urges the need to include the apocryphal 
books in the collection and classification of the ideas of biblical figures (140); 
2) Gabler describes biblical theology as a historical discipline; 3) Gabler uses 
the term "interpretation" in relation to biblical theology. 

But if Raisanen rightly endorses these points in Gabler's lecture, he would 
surely have to disagree with a fourth point, for we have to see clearly that in 
Gabler's opinion the result of "exegetical observation" is that "a clear sacred 
Scripture will be selected" (143). This selected sacred Scripture - also called 
by Gabler dicta classica - contains "universal ideas", or, "passages which are 
appropriate to the Christian religion of all times". In other words, Gabler's 
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thesis seems to ascribe more to the historical, exegetical task than Raisanen's 
thesis would suggest. According to Gabler, biblical theology "in the stricter 
sense of the word" is achieved only (143-144): 

... if these universal notions are derived by a just interpretation from those dicta 
classica, and those notions that are derived are carefully compared, and those no-
tions that are compared are suitably arranged, each in its own place, so that the 
proper connexion and provable order of doctrines that are truly divine may stand 
revealed... 

One may argue that the reference to divine revelation is simply due to the 
language of the age in which Gabler lived. However, to work out the "order 
of doctrines" implies an understanding of the discipline different from 
Raisanen's view about the task of the discipline. In my opinion Gabler's the-
sis rather points in the direction in which I should like to define New Testa-
ment theology: the study of the theology contained in the New Testament. 

b. D.F. Strauss 

Strauss's Leben Jesu from 1835 is a historical examination of the Gospels. 
Strauss set himself the task in the Preface: "... the inquiry must first be made 
whether in fact, and to what extent, the ground on which we stand in the 
gospels is historical" (1906, xxix). He gave his own definition of myth and of 
what can be regarded as legendary (86-87). In the final section of his intro-
duction he described in a detailed way the criteria "by which to distinguish 
the unhistorical in the gospel narrative" (87ff). 

The long historical part of his thesis is followed by a short "concluding 
dissertation" which summarises "the dogmatic import of the life of Jesus" 
(757ff). Strauss struggled with the problem of justifying his attempt "to re-
establish dogmatically that which has been destroyed critically" (757). He had 
a twofold answer. 1) Even an honest historian, a thoroughgoing "critic is in-
trinsically a believer". The critic - "in the spirit of the nineteenth century" -
reveres religions (757); and Christianity is "the substance of the sublimest of 
all religions" (758). 2) The "ultimate object" of historical criticism "can only 
be arrived at by dogmatical criticism as a sequel". 

Strauss affirmed that "the essence of the Christian faith is perfectly inde-
pendent of his [the author's] criticism" (xxx). He distinguished between 
"eternal truth" and "reality as historical facts". For example, Christ's birth, his 
miracles, his resurrection can be the former while not the latter. The question 
is: Did Strauss succeed in confirming this statement of his in his "concluding 
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dissertation"? O. Pfleiderer made the following evaluation in his "Introduc-
tion" to the same fifth English edition I am referring to (1906, xviii-xix): 

In all this Strauss was led astray by the influence of the Hegelian philosophy, 
which looked for the truth of religion in logical and metaphysical categories in-
stead of in the facts and experiences of moral feeling and volition. But as there is 
no essential relation between these metaphysical ideas and the person of Jesus, he 
is made arbitrarily, as any one else might have been, an illustration and example 
of absolute ideas to which he stands in no more intimate relation than the rest of 
the human race... 

A similar criticism of Strauss's two-part thesis has been made recently by 
Robert Morgan. This criticism is important since it comes from a scholar who 
does empathise with Strauss's thesis to a very large extent. In an earlier essay 
Morgan approved of Strauss's "separation" model (1976-77, 260): New 
Testament theology should not be "simultaneously a historical and a doctrinal 
discipline"; the two tasks should be separated. Morgan shares Strauss's 
"radical historical criticism of the Gospels" (243). In Morgan's opinion 
Strauss's critical conclusions are "inescapable". Morgan seems to share the 
view with Strauss that supernaturalism is "impossible in the modern world"; 
and also to share the "refusal to believe that the miracles actually happened" 
(244, see also 260). 

In the same 1976-77 article, Morgan pointed to the failure of Baur's and 
Bultmann's attempts to combine historical investigation with theological in-
terpretation. These are not satisfactory for someone who does not want to 
stretch "history" so wide that it can include "a metaphysical view of God, 
man and the world" (Baur) or does not want to narrow theology so that it 
only discusses the existence of the individual (Bultmann) (245). This failure 
of two of the greatest scholars supports Strauss's separation model. 

However, in a recent detailed study of the problems I am concerned with 
in this thesis, Biblical Interpretation (1991, orig. 1988), Morgan expresses 
his view differently. There he discusses the question which is only stated in a 
footnote in the 1976-77 article (249, n.l): "whether historical work alone can 
adequately perform theology's ... task of interpreting human existence". In 
Biblical Interpretation Morgan uses the term "separation" with reference to 
those who want to see only a historical task in New Testament studies, and to 
leave the theological part to systematic theologians. Morgan opposes that 
view (1991, 74-75, 90, 184-185). He speaks of "the necessity of combining" 
the "historical and theological tasks" (275). He clarifies this task but does not 
attempt to perform it (274). We may note that Morgan maintains that histori-
cal investigation has a controlling role in New Testament theology.2 

2 We shall return to this work of Morgan in the final chapter. 
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In this context it may suffice to make two observations. 1) The way Mor-
gan criticises Strauss's thesis can be used as an argument against Raisanen's 
thesis: Strauss has not succeeded in providing a good example of separating 
the tasks of historical and theological interpretation in New Testament stud-
ies. It may be argued, of course, that an unsuccessful attempt does not prove 
that the task of separation is impossible. I propose that the historical and 
theological tasks should be kept apart if the "theological task" means 
"systematic theology". 

2) If we adopt the separation of the historical task in New Testament the-
ology from a systematic theological study of the New Testament, then an-
other question arises: How successfully is the historical task carried out by 
Strauss? Since Strauss did not address the question of describing the theology 
contained in the New Testament, we cannot give a direct answer to this 
question. It may suffice here to emphasise that Strauss's historical work - and 
its possible implications for New Testament theology - can be discussed by 
someone engaging in New Testament theology as a historical enterprise. In 
other words, historians can argue with historians. In my understanding of the 
enterprise, New Testament theology should be based on historical arguments. 
Strauss's work does not refute this definition of the enterprise. 

c. William Wrede 

As we have already seen, the programmatic essay of Wrede has been very in-
fluential on Raisanen's thesis. Wrede's work, Uber Aufgabe und Methode 
der sogenannten Neutestamentlichen Theologie, has only quite recently been 
translated into English. It is of great importance for any discussion of the 
problems of New Testament theology. I shall discuss various points of it in 
the chapters of my thesis. Here I shall simply summarise the way Wrede puts 
his thesis. 

Wrede presupposes the "strictly historical character" of New Testament 
theology (1897, 8; ET: 1973, 69). It has to be treated in the same way as any 
of the branches of "intellectual history in general or the history of religion in 
particular" (10; ET: 70). 

In his opinion, the task of New Testament theology has to be separated 
from that of systematic theology. The latter could not help the former; it 
could only control it which is contrary to the aim of New Testament theology 
(9-10; ET: 69-70). 

I think it is Wrede who has set out in the most consistent way the programme 
Raisanen is arguing for. Most of Raisanen's points are there in Wrede's es-
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