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PART 1: Biblical, Systematic, and Historical Theology 

CHAPTER 1: Reflection on Theological Interpretation of Critical Biblical Scholarship (Thomas H. McCall) – 22 
pages 

McCall puts forward recent ideas in religious epistemology that are often overlooked by proponents of critical 
biblical scholarship of whom many deny biblical authority and historicity. He sketches two major approaches in 
epistemology. The first is known as classical foundationalism which justifies beliefs on two conditions, i.e. being 
either self-evident or evident to the senses and being appropriately structured upon the first condition. This forms 
a pyramid of beliefs. The second is called coherentism that justifies beliefs if and only if they cohere with other 
beliefs in the web of known knowledge. Having evaluated both approaches, McCall highlights the third proposal 
which is called the modest foundationalists. This proposal seeks to warrant a belief based on honest and clear 
internal intellectual conscience. 

McCall believes that the third proposal is the way to respond to critical biblical scholarship that based its 
arguments on the principles of correlation, analogy, and criticism. The principle of correlation seeks to explain 
historical events with reference to their immediate historical contexts. The principle of analogy understands 
historical events by comparing them with what happens today. The principle of criticism sets the historian as the 
judge who can rightly interpret the events. While these three principles may have some truth in them, often than 
not that they are applied with naturalistic assumptions, which deny anything supranatural. By having this 
awareness, McCall hopes to encourage healthy engagement between Christians and the proponents of critical 
biblical scholarship who paint doubts in the Christian faith on biblical authority and historicity. 

CHAPTER 2: The Peril of Historyless Systematic Theology (Graham A. Cole) – 16 pages 

Cole highlights that biblical history matters because the Bible presents God who acts in history. However, 
systematic theology may unfortunately undermine this aspect as it attempts to build a coherent worldview. He 
asserts that the God of the Bible is the living God in human history. 

Cole proposes that Christian discourse should be done within certain orders. The first in importance is the gospel, 
in which God’s work of salvation through Christ is declared and forgiveness is offered. The second deals with 
apology or the defence of the truth claims because the Christian faith is not an unreasonable blind faith. 
Systematic theology comes third as it seeks to discover and present systematically, the implication of what 
Scripture teaches. The last in the logical order is the building of a Christian worldview in response to the questions 
from other disciplines.  

Thus, systematic theology should build upon God’s work of salvation in human history (the gospel) that can be 
defended (apology). Looking from this perspective, systematic theology should not neglect biblical history, and 
instead can be seen as a source of ancient cultural expression, as a witness to God’s words and deeds, and chiefly 
as God’s inspired Word. 

CHAPTER 3: Theological Account of Biblical Inerrancy (Mark D. Thompson) – 28 pages 

Thompson attempts to provide a critical theological account of biblical inerrancy. He surveys four approaches to 
deal with the issue in the 20th century. First, he brings up B.B. Warfield’s definition that ties the doctrine with the 
confidence of Jesus and the apostles in the reliability of the Scripture and the providence of God in process of 
transmission. Second, he puts forward the Chicago Statement of Biblical Inerrancy that begins with the 



affirmation of Scripture’s authority as God’s revealed word. The statement distinguished between infallible, which 
acknowledges the truthfulness and the reliability of the matters Scripture addresses, and inerrant, which declares 
Scripture as free from falsehood, fraud, and deceit. However, it also underlines the importance of interpreting  
Scripture in the light of first century literary conventions. Third, he explains Feinberg’s description that highlights 
three important elements of the doctrine, which are: 1) the eschatological hope on resolutions of biblical 
difficulties, 2) proper and responsible interpretation, and 3) the truthfulness of Scripture in what it affirms. Fourth, 
he notes Horton’s emphasis on the benevolent character of God as the basis of the doctrine. These approaches 
show different facets of the doctrine which are conceived out of serious theological and biblical reflections. 

He then identifies five pillars that support this doctrine: 1) God’s truthfulness in His revelation which is 
consistently repeated in the Scripture, 2) God’s involvement in the created order for both miraculous events and 
ordinary process of everyday life, 3) God’s accommodation in incarnation and human language to make Him 
known, 4) God’s gift of human speech and writing, with which He reveals Himself throughout history, 5) God’s gift 
of Scripture that directly links the living God with Scripture. Through these pillars, Thompson recognises that the 
doctrine of biblical inerrancy is not an end in itself, but it has relational and soteriological concerns. Thus, out of 
this understanding, Christians seriously wrestle with the difficulties in the Scripture without the necessity of 
resolution and harmonisation. 

CHAPTER 4: The Importance of Historical Exodus (James K. Hoffmeier) – 36 pages 

Hoffmeier emphasises the importance of historicity in Old Testament theology. He laments the shifts in Old 
Testament study from having concerns about historicity to denying it altogether due to lack of archaeological 
evidences. He observes that Israel put a great emphasis in historical traditions and thus these depend whether the 
historical events actually occurred, particularly the major events such as exodus and wilderness narratives. 
However, many documents and artefacts from ancient pasts do not survive for various reasons. Thus, it is 
important to be aware of what archaeology can offer to biblical study. The unfortunate shift happened when 
scholars started to dismiss and question the historicity of Old Testament events and offer alternative hypothetical 
origins of Israel because biblical narratives are too ideologically and theologically motivated. Biblical narratives 
are devalued, and Israelite origin is reconstructed solely using archaeological data. 

Using the Exodus narrative as an example, he argues that the absence of evidence is not an evidence for the 
absence of the Exodus. On the contrary, unless contradictory accounts exist, Exodus narrative should be seriously 
considered as a written account of the ancient past. He asserts his belief on the historicity of the Exodus because 
of the use of the narrative in many ways throughout the Scripture, particularly in shaping Israelite religion, i.e. 
Exodus as the starting point of Israel in its chronological history reiterated in Old Testament writings. The 
historicity is also supported by the parallel of ancient texts’ historical prologues which are also found in the 
Exodus narrative, Hebrew laws and religious observances which are tied to specific historical events in Exodus and 
wilderness experiences, and historical recollections of the events in the wilderness. 

Hoffmeier believes that the historicity of Exodus and wilderness experience is foundational to Christian theology 
and faith, which is the continuation of the history of God’s work in Exodus. 

CHAPTER 5: Irenaeus on the Perfect and Saving Nature of the Scripture (Michael A.G. Haykin) – 13 pages 

Haykin puts forward the writings of Irenaeus of Lyons who combated Gnosticism in second century as a parallel of 
the battle for authority of Scripture today. He observes that at the heat of Irenaeus anti-Gnosticism is his deep 
conviction on the perfection of the Scripture that provides a solid ground for the saving faith. Irenaeus based his 
conviction on: 1) the truthfulness of Jesus in Scripture as opposed to falsehood, and 2) the unity of Scripture that 
consists of both the Old and New Testaments and testifies to God’s salvific work in Christ. Haykin concludes that 
Irenaeus believed that the proper study of Scripture would result in a firm saving faith on what is true and not 
fictitious. 

 

 



PART 2: The Old Testament and Issues of History, Authenticity, and Authority 

CHAPTER 6: Pentateuchal Criticism and the Priestly Torah (Richard E. Averbeck) – 30 pages 

Averbeck briefly sketches the development in Old Testament study. In the early 20th century, it was dominated by 
the historical-critical method, in which diachronic approaches were conceived. This was followed by the biblical 
archaeology movement that emphasised the importance of ancient Near Eastern documents in the middle of the 
20th century. The last third of the century sees the shift from diachronic to synchronic approaches.  

In the midst of these pluralistic approaches, Averbeck suggests for Christian scholars to follow the Scriptural text 
closely so that they may know what can be presented under intellectually honest critical examination. This should 
be the case because he believes that Christians should not shy away from dealing with these approaches 
particularly historical-critical method that undermines the historicity of the narratives. Taking Mosaic authorship 
of the Pentateuch as an example, he suggests that Christians should not be afraid to acknowledge post-Mosaic 
elements in the Torah that points to further compositional development of the Pentateuch if it is what the text 
says and means. On the other hand, there are also texts that clearly attribute Moses as the author. 

Averbeck uses Exodus 19-24 as an example for his critical analysis on the historical-critical method. He highlights 
the great amount of archaeological, historical, and textual data from the ancient Near Eastern world of the Old 
Testament that should be considered to counter the assumptions of the method, especially on the existence of 
different sources of Pentateuch. He argues that there are no decisive, irrefutable arguments for the delineation of 
the source or redactional work in the text. On the contrary, a close study of the text reveals that it is a unified text. 
Thus, he believes that Christian scholars can think critically in evaluating theories, validating verifiable data, and 
studying the text without losing confidence in the reliability of Scripture. 

CHAPTER 7: Old Testament Source Criticism (Robert B. Chisholm Jr.) – 20 pages 

Using two texts, i.e. Genesis 6-9 and 1 Samuel 16-18, as working examples, Chisholm argues for literary unity and 
coherence of the texts against critical bible scholars who considered them as incoherent contradictory accounts 
and hypothesised that there are different sources interwoven in the narratives.  

For Genesis 6-9, he observes that upon closer examination, the delineation of the sources proposed by critical 
scholarship are not neat, continuous, and coherent as claimed. He offers another reading by presenting a 
structural outline accompanied by observations on key literary features. He suggests that the author of the texts 
intentionally uses different divine names to mark out different sections. Furthermore, the author also employs 
repeat-and- supplement technique in which information repeated is supplemented with additional new details. 
He believes that this is a fundamental Hebrew narrative technique which is conducive in oral literature. 

For 1 Samuel 16-18, he notices that the main issue is the double introduction of David to Saul. He argues that this 
repetition shows that David and his family were insignificant in Saul’s eyes. Hence, this should not be the basis to 
argue for other repetitions in the texts as pointing to different sources, especially when these can be logically 
explained as part of the whole narrative.  

Having discussed these two texts in greater detail, Chisholm believes that the major flaw in source criticism is the 
assumption that the text is guilty until proven innocent instead of giving them the benefit of the doubt to discover 
the literary techniques that modern people may overlook. 

CHAPTER 8: Word Distribution as an Indicator of Authorial Intention (Robert D. Bergen) – 18 pages 

Bergen proposes that the authors of biblical narratives intentionally apply unequal distribution in lexical items to 
communicate the emphasis of the narratives. Thus, he suggests lexical-distribution analysis provides the means to 
view this authorial intention. This analysis involves few assumptions, which are: 1) narrative texts are composed of 
both linguistic objects (e.g. words, clauses, and sentence) and semantic features (e.g. descriptions, ideas, word 
meanings) of which the texts can be properly analysed. 2) the linguistic objects and semantic features are 
hierarchically organised (letter, syllables, words, phrases/clauses, sentences, paragraphs, episode, story), 3) the 
higher level of the textual organisation influence the lower levels contained within them, 4) intentional semantic 



inequality directs the focus of the audience using detailed markers such as settings, personal details, word count, 
etc. 

Bergen applies his lexical-distribution analysis on Genesis 1:1-2:3. He highlights that the emphasis of the narrative 
is in the sixth day because it has the highest distribution in terms of word count, verbs, nouns, and lexical variety. 
Furthermore, he also observes that the semantic categories of the words used revolve around the idea of 
domination, creativity, and fertility. This, he believes, is an example of a responsible study that seeks to draw the 
authorial intention.  

CHAPTER 9: The Culture of Prophecy and Writing in Ancient Near East (John. W. Hilber) – 24 pages 

Hilber observes the shift in the studies of Old Testament prophetic writings from viewing them as the works of 
prophets who were God’s spokespersons to considering them as redactional works of poets who denounced the 
social structure of their time. Consequently, the prophetic books are disconnected from original prophets in their 
history and perceived as scribal fabrications in post-exilic context. Taking support from prophetic phenomena in 
Ancient Near Eastern context, Hilber argues that the prophetic writings were pre-exilic documents which were 
arranged without substantial alteration of its content. 

1. Numerous pre-exilic Ancient Near Eastern prophetic texts show many similarities with Old Testament 
prophetic writings. While their conception about God is different, the existence of these texts increases the 
plausibility of pre-exilic context of Old Testament prophetic writings. 

2. Preservation of these Ancient Near Eastern documents, that includes both oral prophecies inscribed into 
documents and written revelations which were declared orally, indicates the importance of faithful 
transmission of prophecies by ancient scribes. Having said that, the transmission may involve 
paraphrasing the message without alteration of its meaning. Furthermore, Investigation on these 
documents reveal that prophetic oracles were often written soon after the oral delivery and compiled 
within a relatively  short period of time.   

CHAPTER 10: Isaiah and Isaiahs (Richard L. Schultz) – 20 pages 

Schultz defends the idea of Isaiah authorship against the current scholarship that often promotes the belief of 
multiple authorship of Isaiah. His arguments can be summarised as follows: 

1. The phrase “the Holy One of Israel” found throughout the book of Isaiah is a strong of indication of 
authorial or editorial unity. 

2. The assumption that puts Isaiah 40-55 in Babylonian exile may be wrong. Based on the facts that a) the 
people of the Northern Kingdom of Israel were exiled by the Assyrians and b) part of the Southern 
Kingdom of Judah may had also been conquered and thus, its people were also exiled by the Assyrian, 
Schultz argues that Isaiah 40-55 which speaks about exilic people may be addressed to these people. 

3. The prophecy concerning Cyrus may refer to undocumented “Cyruses” known in Isaiah’s time. However, 
Schultz admits that no evidence has been discovered to support this hypothesis. 

4. Jesus and New Testament authors affirmed Isaiah’s authorship.  

CHAPTER 11: Daniel in Babylon (Alan R. Millard) – 18 pages 

Millard traces historical records that support the historicity of Daniel against the critical scholarship that deduces 
the book as composed in second century. Going through historical pointers in Daniel chapter 1-6, Millard shows 
that the historicity of Daniel can be reasonably defended. 

1. He resolves the discrepancy in dating of Nebuchadnezzar’s advancement against Judah in Jeremiah 46:1 
and Daniel 1:1 by offering two ways of calculating the reigning years of kings. 

2. He appeals to the complete silence of Babylonian records on Nebuchadnezzar’s activities to support his 
hypothesis that Daniel 2-4 may happen during the period. While this is an argument from silence, there 
were extra-biblical documents that mentioned Nebuchadnezzar’s illness. This may be the condition of 
Nebuchadnezzar that Daniel 4 states. 



3. He highlights the archaeological discovery in 1854 that mentions Belshazzar as the co-regent of 
Nabonidus during his absence. Prior to this unearthing, the name was absent from many Ancient Near 
Eastern documents. This condition also affirms Belshazzar’s promise to give the third place in the 
kingdom for Daniel because he held the second place with his father in the first place as the king. 

4. He deals with the problem of Darius the Mede by equating Cyrus the Great with Darius the Mede because 
the structure in Daniel 6:28 is similar with 1 Chronicles 5:26. However, he acknowledges that further 
evidences need to be furnished for this hypothesis.  

CHAPTER 12: A Critical-Realistic Reading of the Psalms Titles (Willem A. VanGemeren and Jason Stanghelle) 
– 22 pages 

VanGemeren and Stanghelle observe that there are at least two different attitudes taken by evangelicals in the 20th 
century against the critical scholarship that denies the reliability of the psalm titles. On the one hand, there are 
evangelicals who take the reliability and authenticity of psalms titles and superscriptions. On the other hand, 
there are those who attribute psalm titles and superscriptions to the editorial hands. The diversity of opinions is 
complicated by the discovery of the Qumran Psalms materials, in which there is a tendency to attribute the whole 
Psalms to David.  Thus, it remains a challenge to determine the historical origin and authenticity of psalms titles 
and superscriptions. 

They then propose an approach to understanding the link between the psalm titles and the psalms by employing 
Hiebert critical-realism epistemology. This claims that in the correspondence of human mind with the world, 
objective reality is subjectively know and appropriated. With regards to the psalm titles, this approach sees them 
as “authentic canonical editorial activity.” VanGemeren and Stanghelle argue that the authenticity of the titles is 
not because the psalms were written by David, but because they faithfully represent the voice of David, who was a 
singer and a sage. 

CHAPTER 13: The Old Testament as Cultural Memory (Jens Bruun Kofoed) – 21 pages 

Kofoed contends against the notion of the Old Testament as the cultural memory of the ancient Israel that devoid 
of historical reliability. He shows that the idea of cultural memory, that sees a continuous reconstruction of 
society’s memories that involves both recollection and distortion of history to deal with contemporary interests, is 
inappropriately employed in the study of the Old Testament. He agrees that the idea is a good tool to examine 
biblical narratives. However, he disagrees with many scholars who believe that historical reliability was of no 
concern in the narratives.  

To argue for his case, Kofoed differentiates between history and mnemohistory. The latter concerns itself with 
reception history. Thus, whereas historians are interested to provide plausible reconstruction of the past, 
mnemohistorians are seeking to understand how the past is remembered and discover the hidden agenda of the 
recollections in the biblical narratives. Kofoed lists four methodological problems of mnemohistorians: 

1. The operative category which revolves around interpretation and revision of the truth instead of truth and 
fabrication of the truth. The differences between, for example, Chronicles and Kings, should not be seen as 
an indication of the latter replacing the earlier documents, instead it should be understood as shared 
memory reinterpreted in the contemporary situation without compromising the truth. 

2. Events in biblical narratives should not be isolated, but it should be placed in relation to other narratives 
and its historical context. Thus, Chronicles, for example, supplements the book of Kings, which were 
written during the exilic times. 

3. History in biblical narratives should not merely be seen as political memories of the powerful, but it should 
consider the traces of the society’s collective memories which may be blurred in the documents. This is 
the place to consider extra-biblical sources that consist of both texts and artefacts. 

4. Historical records in Scripture should not be treated as fictitious accounts, but should be perceived as 
accounts that are tied to the actual past unless there are documents that say otherwise because biblical 
narratives are written sources of history.  

 



PART 3: The New Testament and Issues of History, Authenticity, and Authority 

CHAPTER 14: God’s Word in Human Words (Robert W. Yarbrough) – 18 pages 

Having noticed the influence of form and redaction criticisms that doubts the reliability of Scripture by 
deconstructing and reconstructing biblical narratives, Yarbrough puts forward his critical analysis on these 
criticisms. He does so by taking the book titled God’s Word in Human Words (GWHW), which adheres to these 
approaches, as a sparring partner. He disagrees that critical studies of Scripture should lead to denial of its 
reliability and historicity. 

1. Yarbrough notes that there are many evangelical scholars who studied Scripture critically but had 
opposite conclusions. He puts forward two examples. First, a Jewish scholar named Heinz Cassirer who 
embraced the Christian faith after a serious study on the epistles of Paul. Second, anti-supernatural 
scholar called Eta Linnemann, a student of Rudolf Bultmann, who re-examined the historical-critical 
claims and concluded that it was dangerous not to take the reliability and historicity of the Scripture 
seriously. 

2. Yarbrough acknowledges Christian scholars who downgraded biblical authority after a serious academic 
enterprise. He believes that this was caused by the scholarship of this age that regularly dismiss Scripture 
claims and historicity. Thus, while scholarly proposals should not be easily brushed off, it is important to 
have the awareness of this novel alternative of biblical scholarship who follows the influence of the age. 

3. Yarbrough brings the attention to the historical origin of the critical scholarship community which was 
sparked with the rise of 18th century Enlightenment. The development of this scholarship which sought to 
reconsider the traditional Christian understanding carries unsupportable assumptions hostile to Christian 
beliefs. Thus, caution should be exercised in considering its proposals. 

CHAPTER 15: A Constructive Traditional Response to New Testament Criticism (Craig L. Blomberg) – 22 
pages 

Blomberg begins by identifying the issues often highlighted in critical scholarship. Among these were the many 
contradictions in the four Gospels, of which authors are not named, that cannot be satisfactorily harmonised, 
doubts on the authorship of the New Testament books, untrustworthiness of the accounts of which many record 
supernatural events, lack of theological unity in the New Testament, the unsound use of the Old Testament by 
New Testament authors,  and inadequate criteria of canonicity. He regrets that there were evangelical circles who 
refused to deal with the issues in scholarship and shunned off those who do so.  

Blomberg offers various examples of resolutions which faithfully maintain a high view of Scripture. On the issue of 
authorship, for example, he suggests that acknowledging Paul’s authorship does not make one an evangelical and 
arguing non-Pauline authorship is not necessarily incompatible with evangelicalism. The assessment should 
consider the literary convention and historical context of the early church. The early church might accept non-
Pauline authorship on the basis that the writings faithfully represented Pauline thoughts. On the issue of 
contradiction, he brings up the difference in the time of crucifixion, in which Mark records the ‘third hour’ (Mark 
15:25) while John says ‘at noon’ (John 19:14). Craig suggests that Jesus’ crucifixion may happen between the third 
hour and noon. The lack of precision in telling the time does not make unreliable account especially when the 
convention is used in other parts of Scripture. Thus, he believes that while on one hand, the critical scholars 
should not dismiss proposals made by the evangelical scholars, on the other hand the evangelicals should not be 
afraid to address the studies of critical scholarship. Blomberg gives an encouragement to evangelical scholarship 
through his assurance by asserting that many difficulties in New Testament studies have been resolved and the 
remaining problems have received plausible solutions. 

CHAPTER 16: Precision and Accuracy (Darrel L. Bock) – 16 pages 

Bock offers examples in the Gospels in which general accuracy is preferable than precision. He believes that many 
of the texts should be evaluated using this convention. 



1. He compares the testimony of Paul’s conversion on the road to Damascus in Acts 9, 22, 26 because these 
are multiple versions of the same event by the same author. These accounts suggest that there are 
variations in which the event was seen from different perspectives and angles. There are accounts which 
are written with more details, but omission of details in other accounts does not mean unreliability. 

2. He also puts forward the difference in Mark 13:4, Luke 21:7, and Matthew 24:3. He proposes that Mark and 
Luke may record more precise wording of disciples’ question, while Matthew ‘updated’ the question to 
bring up what essentially the disciples were asking although they may not appreciate the implication of 
the question. He argues that all accounts are correct but in distinct ways. 

3. He also notices the differences between Matthew 8:5-13 and Luke 7:1-10 in which Matthew writes that the 
centurion spoke directly to Jesus, but Luke records the centurion sent people to talk to Jesus instead. He 
suggests that Luke gives us the detail of the event while Matthew simplifies the event. Each is accurate but 
Luke is more precise. 

Bock gives more examples on various texts in the New Testament. All these examples point to the fact that it was 
the writing convention in the first century to use generalised descriptions. Thus, variation in the texts does not 
mean error and unreliability. 

CHAPTER 17: Paul, Timothy, and Titus (Eckhard J. Schnabel) – 22 pages 

Schnabel argues against the pseudonymity of the Pauline Pastoral epistles because he believes that it has weaker 
support than the assumption of Pauline authorship. He discussed the topic under three categories, i.e. literary, 
theological, and historical. 

1. Against the idea that the Pauline Pastoral epistles were written in a different language and style of Greek, 
Schnabel offers different ways to understand the possibility of these differences while highlighting that 
these epistles are too short for literary evaluation. Furthermore, the earliest church fathers who were 
native speakers of Greek did not doubt Pauline authorship. 

2. Against the notion that the epistles did not contain genuine Pauline theology because the theology of 
these epistles is different, Schnabel underlines the fact that Pauline letters do not contain exhaustive 
record of Pauline theology. Unless there are clear contradictions, differences in theology emphasis cannot 
be the basis of pseudonimity. 

3. Against the proposition that the epistles cannot be located in the history and geography of Paul’s ministry, 
Schnabel identifies specific details in the epistles that can be easily refuted as fictitious unless they are 
true. These includes names of people and places. Furthermore, early Christian texts also suggest that 
Paul’s ministry continued beyond Acts. Thus, it is plausible that these epistles were written after Paul’s 
Roman imprisonment recorded in Acts 28. 

Schnabel also reinforces his arguments by showing that pseudonymity was not an accepted practice in antiquity 
because of clear interest of the ancient people to preserve the authenticity of the classical texts. Discovery of 
pseudonymous claims of authorship leads to criticism and rejection. The same applies within Christian circles 
which can be seen in the many writings of the early church fathers who used their own names and rejected 
pseudonymous writings. 

CHAPTER 18 – Saint Paul on Cyprus (Thomas W. Davis) – 19 pages 

Davis describes the transformation of Paul on his thought about gentile ministry. He suggests that prior to Paul’s 
visit in Cyprus, he ministered in his comfort zone, in an urban setting of either Hellenistic world or a Jewish 
Christian world that he knew of, particularly in the city of Antioch in Syria. Archaeological findings support the 
idea that Antioch was an urbanised multi-ethnic city located at a nexus of trade routes. Thus, Cyprus would be the 
first foreign mission field for Paul. 

Paul’s ministry in Cyprus ended at Paphos, the capital of the Roman province, where he encountered the governor, 
Sergius Paulus. Examination of recent scholarship on Paphos reveals that the city was heavily influenced by the 
Romans, unlike, for example, Salamis, a city in the other part of Cyprus. Paul’s encounter might be the first 
experience of him being invited to a pagan gentile’s house for dinner. The positive result of this encounter should 



shape and prompt Paul to embrace the pagan world as his mission field. Davis believes that this resolves the 
tension between Paul’s practice of seeking out a Jewish audience and Paul’s self-proclaimed call to the gentiles. 

PART 4: The Old Testament and Archaeology 

CHAPTER 19: Enter Joshua (John M. Monson) – 32 pages 

Monson traces the background of the whole debate about Joshua’s conquest of the Canaan to two major 
disciplines, i.e. textual studies and archaeological issues. Modern scholars in textual studies that considers the 
changes in Canaan’s socio-cultural situation propose a sporadic infiltration model instead of a unified conquest. 
The lack of archaeological findings has been used as an evidence against the historicity of the narratives. Thus, 
biblical text is considered as unreliable document of the past. 

Taking the book of Joshua as a working example, Monson argues against the conclusion above on three fronts, i.e. 
on the text, on the archaeological data, and on the geography. On the text of Joshua, Monson puts forward the 
alleged contradiction between Joshua and Judges. The former suggests that the land of Canaan was conquered 
by Israel while the latter present the many battles that Israel needed to deal with in Canaan. Monson highlights 
two things, 1) Joshua records that Israel did not conquer the whole land of Canaan, and 2) Joshua captured cities 
in Trans-Jordan, but the campaigns in Cis-Jordan may have been only raids against Canaanite cities. The texts 
must be closely observed to adjust the expectation of conquest. On the archaeological data, Monson notes that 
the position that dismisses the reliability of the narrative is built upon negative proof, or in another word, the non-
existence of evidence. Nonetheless, he acknowledges that out of the three cities that Joshua burned, only Hazor 
fits the data, while Jericho and Ai remain inconclusive. He further reinforces his argument by discussing the 
detailed geographical data of the conquest that matches the geographical realities of Canaan as a whole. He takes 
the conquest of Ai as an example on how the strategy that was used in the two campaigns against Ai was an 
authentic battle plan for the topography of the area. 

Monson ends the discussion by saying that while he agrees that scholars ought to critically study every available 
resource, he rejects academic enterprise that seeks to reconstruct reasonable biblical narratives built without 
direct evidence. He believes that cumulative evidence that favours the plausibility of the biblical texts is more 
reliable than non-evidence  

CHAPTER 20: Yahweh’s Wife and the Belief in One God in the Old Testament (Richard H. Hess) – 18 pages 

Hess argues for the plausibility of Israel’s belief in one God against the proposal from critical scholarship that 
suggests the existence of multiple deities in pre-exilic Israelites religion based on archaeological discoveries. One 
of the important discoveries that led to this conclusion were the inscriptions that put Yahweh alongside other 
deities that dated from the 8th century B.C. Hess counters this deduction by proposing that there are reasonable 
grounds to argue for pre-exilic exclusive worship of Yahweh. 

First, Hess brings the attention to the existence of worship of one deity in pre-exilic times. It existed in Egypt when 
Pharaoh Akhenaten established the exclusive worship of Aten in 14th century B.C. Therefore, it is reasonable to 
believe that the worship of a single deity is possible in the land of Israel. Scripture clearly suggests this belief. This 
provides the most reasonable explanation for Josiah’s centralisation of worship and Isaiah’s call for exclusive 
devotion to Yahweh.  

Second, there are archaeological evidences that point away from polytheistic worship. 1) The cult sites with a 
single altar that suggests the worship of a single deity found in fortress of Arad and sanctuary at Tel Dan. 2) 
Epigraphy that only associates Yahweh with Israel have also been discovered, such as the record of king Mesha of 
Moab from 9th century B.C. and inscriptions that only mention Yahweh and no other deities. 3) Dominance of 
Yahweh as theophoric element in personal names that demonstrates the prominence of Yahweh’s worship in the 
land of Israel.  

Thus, while the religious practice in ancient Israel may be mixed, there is no evidence to exclude the plausibility of 
sole worship of Yahweh. Instead, there are strong supportive evidences that point to the prominence and 
exclusivity of Yahweh in Israel. 



CHAPTER 21: New Excavations at Khirbet Qeiyafa and the Early History of Judah (Michael G. Hasel) – 20 
pages 

Hasel begins with a brief survey on the scholarship, in which the early history of Judah under David and Solomon 
is being considered as a late construct because of the lack of archaeological evidences. Many of the scholars 
observed that there is no change in the landscape of Judah that shows a land of modest villages with a low 
population until the end of 8th century B.C. Hasel argues that there are five reasons for rejecting the proposal 
based on the lack of evidences: 

1. The heartland of Israel’s united kingdom is largely inaccessible because of the existence of housing, roads, 
and other structures. Hence, only a small area has been excavated. 

2. There are only few of the results of the excavations done in the area that have been published. Much of the 
data are still being processed for publications. This is also the case for inscriptions found in Khirbet 
Qeiyafa that can be dated to 10th century B.C. 

3. There was massive destruction of archaeological records throughout the centuries because of wars. 
4. The ancient records left us with what they were interested in, which may be different with the 

expectations of the scholars. 
5. Reports and interpretations of excavation results are tentative and may change when new results are 

published. 

Hess continues by highlighting the archaeological discovery at Khirbet Qeiyafa which shows a rich urban area with 
a massive fortification system that can be dated to the time of David and Solomon (10th century B.C.). The 
excavation thus far also reveals the absence of pig bones, which indicates that the population of the city refrained 
themselves from eating pork. Hasel proposes that the city may be Shaaraim, which is mentioned in 1 Samuel 17:52 
and 1 Chrronicles 4:31 because the city has two city gates, and Shaaraim means two gates in Hebrew. 

CHAPTER 22: The Archaeology of David and Solomon (Steven M. Ortiz) – 20 pages 

Ortiz builds a case to support the plausibility of the existence of a united monarchy under David and Solomon 
against the idea of a small tribal village which was glorified as a Davidic kingdom in the later writings. He traces 
the debates to four variables: 

1. The scarcity of archaeological data. He acknowledges that the evidence of centralised authority in the 8th 
century is much more abundant than the 10th century. Nonetheless, he argues that there is much data to 
support the change from villages and towns to cities in that period that may point to the possibility of a 
political shift and existence of a major king although it does not necessarily refer to David or Solomon. 

2. The chronology based on the pottery found. Ortiz explains that the debate was started by the proposal 
that shifts many archaeological findings of centralised authority from 10th century B.C. to 9th century B.C. 
He believes that the underlying assumptions of this proposal is not supported by the current research in 
Iron Age ceramic chronology. One of major issues in determining the age of the artefacts is the similarities 
between the pottery from both centuries, and it is unfortunate that these similarities are used to suggest 
that all the pottery found came from the later century. 

3. The plausibility of a centralised authority. Ortiz observes that despite the scarcity of data, there are strong 
evidences for the existence of a kingdom in 10th century such as large public buildings and urbanisation. 
Two recent excavations at Khirbet en-Nahas and Khirbet Qeiyafa suggests that centralised authorities 
existed in 10th century in both places. The former may be the remaining from Edom, while the latter from 
Judah.  

4. The relation between archaeology and biblical text. Ortiz believes that the archaeological discoveries 
support biblical narratives of the united monarchy in the 10th century. Alternative hypothesis of a small 
tribal village is only viable when the dating of the archaeological evidences is shifted to the later century 
to fit the hypothesis. 

 

  


