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insecure all this historical reconstruction is, and upon what
doubtful assumptions it often rests. Even such an elementary
attempt at interpretation is not an exact science. Exact scienti
fic knowledge, so far as the Epistle to the Romans is concerned,
is limited to the deciphering of the manuscripts and the making
of a concordance. Historians do not wish, and rightly do not
wish, to be confined within such narrow limits. Julicher and
Lietzmann, not to mention conservative scholars, intend quite
clearly to press beyond this preliminary work to an under
standing of Paul. Now, this involvesmore than a mere repetition
in Greek or in German of what Paul says: it involves the recon-

sideration of what is set out in the Epistle, until the actual
meaning of it is disclosed. It is at this point that the difference
between us appears. There is no difference of opinion with
regard to the need of applying historical criticism as a prolego
menon to the understanding of the Epistle. So long as the critic
is occupied in this preliminary work I follow him carefully and
gratefully. So long as it is simply a question of establishing
what stands in the text, I have never dreamed of doing anything
else than sit attentively at the feet of such learned men as
Julicher, Lietzmann, Zahn, and Kuhl, and also at the feet
of their predecessors, Tholuck, Meyer, B. Weiss, and Lipsius.
When, however, I examine their attempts at genuine under
standing and interpretation, I am again and again surprisedhow
little they even claim for their work. By genuine understanding
and interpretation I mean that creative energy which Luther
exercised with intuitive certainty in his exegesis; which under
lies the systematic interpretation of Calvin; and which is at least
attempted by such modern writers as Hofmann, 3. T. Beck.
Godet, and Schiatter. For example, place the work of Jillicher
sideby side with that of Calvin: howenergetically Calvin,having
first established what stands in the text, sets himself to re-think
the whole material and to wrestle with it, till the wails which
separate the sixteenth century from the first become trans
parent! Paul speaks, and the man of thesixteenth century hears.

(pp. 6-7)

Notice several Issues:

a. The continuing problem of the relationship of faith and history.
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b. The rejection of pure historicism and the plea for subjective encounter with the

message ofthe text.
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