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2. Problems

a. Biblical quotations-- this is both a textual and a hermeneutical question. How deNT
writers cite the OT? from memory? from the LXX? from a Hebrew text? Do the'
adapt textual traditions to make Christological fulfillment more obvious?
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b. Single intent vrs. sensus olenior -(kes the NT find meaning in the 01 that the original
authors did not consciously intend?
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C. Typology--what is a "legitimate" type? Are there any rules here? Should we restrict
ourselves exclusively to types m explicit by the NT?
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d. Descriptive analysis vrs. prescriptive analysis--can we reproduce the NT approach to
exegesis?
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C. Patristic Exegesis

In this section we shall deal brieflywith Christian interpretation from the close of the NT
to the early middle ages.

L Thesecond century- -developments at this point are rather primitive. There Is little by
way of systematic reflection on the procedureof interpretation. In fact, exegetical work
itself is not sophisticated. We note a number of specific details:
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