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Introducing the Old Testament, by Robert L. Hubbard, Jr., and J. An-
drew Dearman. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2018. xxi + 538 pp. $40.00.

Robert L. Hubbard, Jr., serves as professor emeritus of biblical liter-
ature at North Park Theological Seminary in Chicago, while J. Andrew
Dearman is professor of Old Testament at Fuller Theological Seminary.
Both scholars bring decades of research and teaching experience to their
task, with this book hailed on its back cover as an “up-to-date, student-
friendly text—the best available Old Testament introduction for univer-
sity and seminary students.” While the authors favor a literary approach
to the OT, they acknowledge that questions of historical context cannot
be avoided (4-5).

The book divides into six sections. The first part comprises two
chapters with a brief introduction on methodology and a survey of the
historical context of ancient Israel. The authors compare their approach
to swimming lessons: the beginning portion of each chapter provides
practice time in the shallow end of the pool before diving into the deep
end with culminating reading sections where the reader engages the OT
itself. Their approach likewise follows the pattern of highlighting seven
programmatic texts, which they characterize as “key biblical statements
that articulate the OT’s foundational theological themes” (3). These
texts include Gen 12:1-3; Exod 19:4-6; 34:5-7; Lev 11:45; Num
6:22-27; Deut 6:4; and 2 Sam 7:11b—16. Some readers might quibble
over the exclusion of other seminal texts, such as Exod 6:7; Lev 26:12;
Deut 6:21-23; 26:5-9; and Jer 31:31-34 (see, e.g., Mark ]J. Boda, 7he
Heartbeat of Old Testament Theology, 11-57), but the authors have cho-
sen significant texts that unpack the message and theology of the OT.

The second section comprises seven chapters, starting with an in-
troductory chapter examining the question “What is the Torah?” In
characterizing the Torah the authors conclude that it is an anonymous
literary work, claiming that “the OT nowhere directly names the per-
son(s) responsible for the Torah” and that there is no record of how the
books came to be or were collected (31). Rather, they suggest that the
Torah was completed by Ezra in the mid-fifth century BC. This asser-
tion flies in the face, however, of clear and consistent OT links between
the Torah and the figure of Moses (1 Kgs 2:3; 8:53; 2 Kgs 14:6;
2 Chron 23:18; 30:16; 35:12; Ezra 3:2; 7:6; passim). The introduction
is followed by six chapters surveying each of the books of the Penta-
teuch, with Genesis encompassing two chapters. The authors sidestep
significant interpretive questions in Genesis 1-11, such as the age of the
earth and the geography of the flood (global vs. local), while hinting
that they tilt toward old-earth and local-flood positions (see 42—46).
They argue nonetheless for the historicity of the patriarchs (53). They
advocate a 1280 BC date for the exodus (60) and suggest that the
plagues were nor intended as an assault upon the Egyptian pantheon
(66). With respect to the authenticity of Deuteronomy, the authors
propose that the book “originated with reform-minded circles during
the monarchic period, who drew upon Mosaic tradition” (91) and that
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the writing took shape to galvanize Josiah’s reforms.

The third section covers the historical books with ten chapters. Two
chapters serve as introductions to the historical books themselves (chap.
10) and to the postexilic historical books (chap. 16). The authors avoid
questions relating to the nature of the so-called Canaanite genocide,
while treating briefly the archaeological questions revolving around the
destruction of Jericho, Ai, and Hazor (129). In their survey of 1-2 Sam-
uel, the authors highlight the Davidic covenant text as central to the
selection of the Davidic line and of Jerusalem in the outworking of
God’s redemptive purposes (168). The historiography of Joshua—Kings
is depicted as that of the exilic Deuteronomist (116, 195).

The fourth section examines the prophets. Two introductory chap-
ters offer a valuable overview of the nature of OT poetry (chap. 20) and
the background of OT prophecy (chap. 21). In the opinion of this re-
viewer, these chapters are among the most helpful of the book. The au-
thors argue for three voices or personas in Isaiah (293-96) and for a
Maccabean origin for the book of Daniel (333). The authors treat the
Minor Prophets individually, muting somewhat the contemporary
scholarly focus on literary connections among the books as a unit.

The fifth section investigates the poetic books, with seven chapters.
In the first chapter the authors examine the question “What are the
wisdom books?” The chapter on Psalms is insightful, with a helpful
overview of psalm genres and a concise distillation of contemporary
findings on the nature of the Psalter as a book, analyzing how the liter-
ary structure affects the reading of individual psalms. The authors argue
against Solomonic authorship of Ecclesiastes (447) and against an over-
arching plotline in the Song of Songs (466). The ﬁna% section is an
overview of the canon of the OT, with lengthy discussions on the for-
mation of the canon, the nature of the apocryphal books, and the signif-
icance of ancient translations in assessing the textual basis of the OT.
Their analysis extends into the fourth century of the church and to the
work of Jerome and Augustine.

Several strengths and weaknesses of the book merit mention. As to
strengths, the book is visually appealing, with color photographs and
attractive sidebars on nearly every other page. The authors’ writing style
is winsome and engaging. The book is arranged purposefully to facilitate
the classroom setting with helpful summaries, discussion questions, and
bibliographies at the end of each chapter. In addition, the authors navi-
gate well the literary features of the OT, as each book is analyzed in
terms of its literary structure and its connection to the larger biblical
theology of the OT. Yet a few weaknesses diminish the value of the
book significantly. First, the authors consistently argue against conserva-
tive interpretive positions, advocating (predictably) critical stances with
respect to authorship and dating in almost every case. Second, the au-
thors surprisingly fail to interact with important interpretive questions
across the span of the OT, such as the challenge of large numbers in the
Pentateuchal censuses, the nature of violence in the Canaanite conquest,
and the difficult chronology of the Judges period, just to name a few.
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For this reason, the OT introductions of Gleason Archer and especially
of Merrill, Grisanti, and Rooker are much more useful for biblical stu-
dents wrestling with interpretive difficulties and more agreeable to tradi-
tional evangelical positions on chronology, backgrounds, and
authorship. Thus, while the book contains material that will be helpful
to many readers, particularly on the nature of poetry and prophecy, I
cannot commend the book as a worthy substitute for the OT introduc-
tions just mentioned.

Kyle C. Dunham

In Search of Ancient Roots: The Christian Past and the Evangelical Identity
Crisis, by Kenneth ]. Stewart. Downers Grove, IL: IVP Academic,
2017. 304 pp. $30.00.

One of the more contested topics of church history is the search for
historical roots and the theological consequences of that search. It is not
uncommon for Christian historians and theologians who have spent
much time searching for roots to eventually find their way to theological
camps that appear to have the most impressive roots, usually Roman
Catholicism or Eastern Orthodoxy. This is nothing new, as the nine-
teenth-century figure John Henry Newman shows, though several re-
cent high-profile evangelicals have also made a similar shift, such as
Francis Beckwith, Thomas Howard, and Hank Hanegraaff. Kenneth
Stewart, professor of theological studies at Covenant College in Lookout
Mountain, TN, has offered up his thoughts on this phenomenon in his
book, In Search of Ancient Roots.

Stewart’s major questions are focused at evangelicalism: Why are so
many people leaving or dreading evangelicalism? Why is there an evan-
gelical identity crisis? What is evangelical Protestantism in relation to
the Great Tradition? This introspection and self-doubt, according to
Stewart, is due to at least three factors. First, there is a run-down factor,
meaning that the guiding principles of movements like evangelicalism
lose their edge over time. Second, there is a lateral factor, meaning that
the largest portions of evangelical Protestantism trace to non-direct
Reformation movements. Third, there has been a thaw in Protestant
and Roman Catholic relations. Stewart feels the weight of the questions
above and believes his factors go a long way to explaining how this crisis
has come to be. Essentially, Stewart agrees that there is an appearance of
shallowness to evangelical history; but it is only apparent, not actual:
“Evangelical Protestantism is not the problem; evangelical Protestantism
that has severed its roots in early Christianity is a problem” (273).

To substantiate his assertion that evangelicalism has only an appar-
ent problem, Stewart gives two central arguments: first, that evangelical
movements are a perennial and recurring feature of Christian history
(chap. 2); and second, that appropriation from the pre-Reformation past



