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A particular strength of Hummel’s work is its distillation of a vast secon-
dary literature. The discussions of the documentary hypothesis (pp.32-57) and
the work of Herman Gunkel (pp.421ff) are representative of the many concise
summaries. Since most seminarians, regrettably, find it hard to read the
primary sources, this volume will serve as a fine outline of the major issues.

While there are many suggestive statements in a work of this scope, this
review can only focus on one, namely, the manner in which typology is
deployed as an important hermeneutical category.

Hummel writes:

Sometimes typology has been urged in opposition to prophecy-fulfillment.
Let it be clear that there is no such hidden agenda here. The meaning
proclaimed at the fulfillment is no more read into a genuine prophecy than
a genuine antitype finds only superficial parallels in some precedent. In fact,
we would argue that typology and porphecy-fulfillment are two sides of the
same coin, ultimately two ways of saying the same thing. (p. 17)

A specific application of this principle is offered in conjunction with the discus-

sion of the Messianic psalms:

The royal psalms are to be read in the light of especially 2 Sam 7, Nathan’s
pivotal Messianic prophecy of perpetuity to the Davidic dynasty, specializ-
ing and extending to it the same covenant which was the fundament of Is-
rael’s entire existence. If with some critics we do not dismiss the grandiose
language of these psalms as merely the traditional, fulsome bombast of an-
cient Near Eastern ‘court style’; it soom becomes apparent that their
primary subject is not any empirical king, but the office of kingship under
the promise. But ‘office’ is an abstraction; the terms of the promise were
partly ‘fulfilled,’ that is exemplified and objectified again and again in Is-
rael’s kings. .., but the very incompleteness of that application always
reminded that the partial fulfillment was also a prophecy and type of
Another who would fully and finally incarnate and establish its terms in an
external kingdom. Nor is this something ‘read in’; the Old Tstament context
alone sufficies to defend the viewpoint that the ultimate, eschatological and
messianic import was part of the speaker’s original vista and intent. (p. 439)

The juxtaposition of these two quotes suggests that this is an opportune mo-
ment to discuss the proper uses and possible abuses of what has been termed
“‘typology,’’ a notoriously slippery term, as Hummel indicates. (pp.16ff ).

That Hummel is clearly not introducing something new to Lutheran circles
can be seen from Robert Preus’ description of the interpretation of Old Testa-
ment in The Theology of Post-Reformation Lutheranism I (1970), p. 328:

With its emphasis on types in the Old Testament (Melchizedek, Adam,
the stairs of Jacob, the sacrifices, the crossing of the Red Sea, the man-
na, the fiery serpent, etc.) and on direct predictive prophecy where the
prophetic words themselves point directly to Christ, classical
Lutheranism shows that in a sense it regarded the entire Old Testament
as typological, as a foreshadowing and a blueprint, as it were, for the
work of Christ and the coming of His Kingdom.

Indeed, this reviewer has found it striking that one of the first hermeneutics
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used at Contordia Seminary, D.C.G. Hofmann’s Institutiones Theologiae Exgeti-
cae (St. Louis, 1876) spends some thirty pages describing the ‘‘De sensu S. Scrip-
turae mystico.”’ This mystical sense is divided by Hofmann into three categories:
allegoricum, parabolicum, ad typicum (pp.33ff). In each case proper guidelines
are offered and examples given. Under the category of genuine types, Hofmann
writes:
Innati typi, qui soli hoc nomen biblicum merentur, variis modis dividi et
ossunt et solent; ego vero putarem, salvis aliorum sententiis satis com-
modam et aptam esse divisionem in typos 1)personarum, 2)legum et in-
stitutorum atque 3)factorum historicorum. Ad typos personales, si ita
loqui fas est, pertinuit persona summi sacerdotis, maxime Aaronis,
Mechisedechi, primogenitorum etc. Ad legales vel, si mavis,
caerimoniales referendus est totus cultus Dei Leviticus, cum omnibus
iis, quae ejusdem partes constituerunt, ut erant sacrificia, tabernaculum
cum suo apparatu, templum, sacerdotium, sacramenta, festa, anni
jubilaei, sabbata, neomenia, impuritas juxta legem Mosaicam contrac-
ta, caerimoniae aliae. Ad historicos denique pertineret eductio populi
Israelitici ex Aegypto, reditus ejusdem populi ex captivitate Babylonica,
fletus Rahelis etc.

The earlier essay by Walter R. Roehrs’ on ‘“The Typological Use of the Old
Testament in the New Testament,”” A Project in Biblical Hermeneutics
(CTCR, 1969, pp.39-53) and the same author’s Self-Study Commentary
(CPH, 1979) have also made significant contributions on the possible uses of
typology.

Questions which might profitably be explored in the investigation of
typology as a hermeneutical category are: [1] To what extent is the exegesis of
the church fathers (e.g., Augustine) similar or dissimilar? [2] At what point
must concern be expressed vis-a-vis sensus literalis unus est? Did the ancients
of Antioch propose a unity which was rich in its view? ‘“The ability te see these
two objects per modum unius is due to a divine revelation, usually in the form
of a supernatural exaltation. The soul of the prophet is withdrawn from the
material world in ecstacy, and by divine charism contemplates the future. This
does not mean he loses sight of the contemporary historical panorama, but
rather that by a divine light he penetrates to a further horizon than formerty
seen. The great feat of the inspired author again returning from this ecstasy is
to find a suitable formula to include both the contemporary meaning of events
and their future fulfillment”’ (P. Ternant, ‘La Theoria, d’Antioche dans le
cadre des sens del’ Ecriture, Biblica 34 (1953), p.139).[3] How are we to view
the sort of typology which the Confessions apply to Numbers 28:4ff in
Apology 24:367 [4] How is the paradigm of the Word Becoming Flesh similar
to and different from those offered by Goppelt, ef alii?

Dean O. Wenthe






