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we can be sure that we understand them as he understood them in detail. A 
light is inevitably thrown back from Biblical Theology upon the separate 
theological deliverances as they occur in the text, such as subtlely colors 
them, and often, for the first time, gives them to us in their true setting, and 
thus enables us to guard against perverting them when we adapt them to our use. 
This is a noble function, and could students of Biblical Theology only firmly grasp it, 
once for all, as their task, it would prevent this important science from being brought 
into contempt through a tendency to exaggerate differences in form of statement 
into divergences of view, and so to force the deliverances of each book into a 
strange and unnatural combination, in the effort to vindicate a function for this 
discipline.  

The relation of Biblical Theology to Systematic Theology is based on a true view 
of its function. Systematic Theology is not founded on the direct and primary results 
of the exegetical process; it is founded on the final and complete results of the 
exegesis as exhibited in Biblical Theology. Not exegesis itself, then, but Biblical 
Theology, provides the material for Systematics. Biblical Theology is not, then, a 
rival of Systematics; it is not even a parallel product of the same body of facts, 
provided by exegesis; it is the basis or source of Systematics. Systematic Theology 
is not a concatenation of the scattered theological data furnished by the exegetic 
process; it is the combination of the already concatenated data given to it by Biblical 
Theology. It uses the individual data furnished by exegesis, in a word, not crudely, 
not independently for itself, but only after these data have been worked up into 
Biblical Theology and have received from it their final coloring and subtlest shades 
of meaning -- in other words, only in their true sense, and after exegetics has said 
its last word upon them. Just as we shall attain our finest and truest conception of 
the person and work of Christ, not by crudely trying to combine the scattered details 
of His life and account of His teaching as given in our four gospels into one 
patchwork life and account of His teaching; but far more rationally and far more 
successfully by first catching Matthew's full conception of Jesus, and then Mark's, 
and then Luke's, and then John's, and combining these four conceptions into one 
rounded whole: -- so we gain our truest Systematics not by at once working together 
the separate dogmatic statements in the Scriptures, but by combining them in their 
due order and proportion as they stand in the various theologies of the Scriptures. 
Thus we are enabled to view the future whole not only in its parts, but in the several 
combinations of the parts; and, looking at it from every side, to obtain a true 
conception of its solidity and strength, and to avoid all exaggeration or falsification of 
the details in giving them place in the completed structure. And thus we do not 
make our theology, according to our own pattern, as a mosaic, out of the fragments 
of the Biblical teaching; but rather look out from ourselves upon it as a great 
prospect, framed out of the mountains and plains of the theologians of the 
Scriptures, and strive to attain a point of view from which we can bring the whole 
landscape into our field of sight.  

From this point of view, we find no difficulty in understanding the relation in 
which the several disciplines stand to one another, with respect to their contents. 
The materials that Systematics draws from other than Biblical sources may be here 
left momentarily out of account. The actual contents of the theological results of the 
exegetic process, of Biblical Theology, and of Systematics, with this limitation, may 
be said to be the
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