Our Assistant Editor, Mark Earngey, was recently able to interview
Dr. Goldsworthy on his latest book, Christ-Centered Biblical
Theology: Hermeneutical Foundations and Principles. Apollos (IVP),
2012.

1) At the launch of your book at Moore Theological College on May 23 2012, you
mentioned that one of the reasons for writing the book was to “defend the rationale
for the kind of Biblical Theology that has been my passion for over fifty years.” Can
you articulate for us what precisely it is about your “kind of Biblical Theology,” that
causes this passion?
First, it gives me a satisfying schema of the pattern of revelation that prevents the
Bible from being regarded as merely an anthology of texts about Israel, Jesus, and the
Church. The unity of the Bible, as well as its diversity, is something Jesus, the
apostles and the whole New Testament testify to.
Second, and related to the first, is the way in which this schema highlights the unity as
centring on the person and work of Jesus.
Third, it enables us to ask the relevant exegetical and hermeneutical questions of any
text in the Bible.
2) The schema that you “seek to defend in this book” is the Hebert-Robinson threepart schema (pg. 23). Could you briefly share with our readers what this schema is,
and why you are convinced it provides the best framework for Biblical Theology?
I prefer to refer to it as the Robinson-Hebert schema. The two men developed this
view independently of each other. Robinson’s is nuanced on an evangelical position
regarding the revealed Word of God. Hebert allows higher critical views to influence
his position so that he sees the three stages as later confessions, thus giving room for
scepticism about the historical authenticity of the texts.
The three-fold schema simply put is that God reveals his Kingdom and the way of
salvation first in the historical texts from creation to the dedication of Solomon’s
temple, but principally in the covenant history from Abraham to Solomon. Second,
He reveals these things in the eschatology of the prophets while the historical
kingdom goes into decline and reveals primarily judgment. Third, He reveals the
fulfilment of all the promises and prophecies of stages one and two in the life, death,
and resurrection of Jesus.
3) One particularly enlightening discussion for me, was that of the close connections
and yet subtly significant differences between the Vos-Clowney and the RobinsonHebert schemas. Could you summarise some of the differences between these two
models, with reference to the role of Moses?
The principal difference that I note is the epochal structure proposed by Vos,
Clowney, and others which regard Moses-to-Christ as a distinct epoch. This, in my
view lacks the flexibility of Robinson’s schema in not highlighting the way, midway

through this epoch, the prophetic eschatology recapitulates the history of redemption
up to David and Solomon’s temple. I think this inhibits the use of a valid typology in
the Christian’s interpretation of the Old Testament as a document that promises
Christ.
4) To me as a preacher, your discussion of typology was very profitable indeed. On
the one hand you state that “there is no limit to types in Scripture other than Scripture
itself,” and on the other hand that “[t]he removal of limits to typology does not mean
that anything goes, or that we take a cavalier attitude to finding types of Christ in
every detail.” Therefore obtaining legitimate typological connections requires
discernment with respect to context. You also state that “[t]he context of typology is
the entire stage of revelation in which it occurs” (pg. 185-187). Can you explain why
it is the “‘stage of revelation” which should control the typology?
I think this is being responsible in the application of the idea of the unity of Scripture.
A type must fulfil a theological or redemptive-historical purpose and not be the mere
use of an association of abstract ideas unless the Bible actually shows those ideas to
point their fulfilment in Christ. Thus, types are primarily found in stage one. The
theological significance of the type is controlled by the whole stage of revelation as its
theological context. Stage two will confirm the types as the prophets promise the
renewal of the type as perfected reality, and/or the third stage will show the
theological significance of the type being found in Christ.
5) What areas of further research are there in the Hebert-Robinson schema for the
budding biblical theologian?
The possibilities are limitless. Evangelical biblical theologians need to recognise their
presuppositions and then develop a method of doing biblical theology, which is not
set in concrete, but which provides the basis for a practical approach to the
examination of any biblical theme or motif and its fulfilment in Christ.
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