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Drawing on secondary scholarship and your own reflections please answer the following; What is reception history and does it have value in Biblical Studies 
What is Reception History
Biblical reception history is an emerging process that seeks to evaluate the impact and influence of biblical texts beyond the context within which it was written. As Donald Moffat states, reception history is “a new critical method that is increasingly popular.”[footnoteRef:1] As more scholars approach this method, it is important to consider the value of this method and how it benefits the larger field of biblical studies. Before being able to approach this task and evaluate biblical reception history, it is first important to define this method. Numerous scholars offer comprehensive definitions of what this method entails, for example the work of Brennen Breed. Breed states that “once a finished text leaves the pen of its author, or perhaps once a text moves beyond its original context, it enters into the world of reception history.”[footnoteRef:2] Therefore, it can be understood that biblical reception history is concerned with the impact and influence of biblical texts past their formation and original contextual audience. The work of Jonathan Roberts further supports this notion, as he defines reception history as including a range of material after the text’s original context. Roberts explains that through the influence of the work of Hans-Georg Gadamer, reception history allows for historians and interpreters to collect from a vast range of material, in a way that suits their particular interests.[footnoteRef:3]  [1:  Donald P Moffat, ‘Reception History: Signalling Change in Biblical Studies’, The Pacific Journal of Theological Research, Vol 13(2) (2018), p.42. ]  [2:  Brennen W Breed, Nomadic Text: A Theory of Biblical Reception History, (Indiana: Indiana University Press 2014), p.3. ]  [3:  Johnathan Roberts, “Introduction” in The Oxford Handbook of the Reception History of the Bible, ed. By Michael Lieb, Emma Mason and Jonathan Roberts (Oxford: Oxford University Press 2011) p.1-3.] 

Roberts’ definition also suggests that this method is one that seeks to enhance a scholar’s personal and unique approaches by considering all material viable and allowing them to choose their own parameters and definitions. Thus, allowing scholars to select reception materials to explore that relate to their own personal interests and worldview. This is continually mirrored within Roberts works as he continues his ideas, claiming that “a scrapbook of reviews of a work, a collection of letters to an author responding to his or her writing, a gallery collection or museum exhibition – each of these constitute a reception history.”[footnoteRef:4] Thus, through this method scholars are able to research an abundance of material and find their own niche areas of biblical reception history that reflect their individual interests and context. Biblical reception history can be defined as an approach that focuses less on the history of biblical texts, but instead aims to understand these texts influence outside their original context. Through the freedom of material and choice it allows for scholars to research their nuanced point of interests through the variety that is included within reception material.  [4:  Johnathan Roberts, “Introduction” in The Oxford Handbook of the Reception History of the Bible, p.6. ] 

The Value of Variety and Inclusion
As biblical reception history has been clearly defined, it is possible to now assess its value within biblical studies. A central argument for its value amongst a larger biblical studies context is the notion that this method enhances the study, through recognising the variety of material that reflects scholar’s worldviews. This is evidenced through unrestricting scholars and allowing them to choose from the wide variety of reception material and set their own boundaries. Through the definitions and aspects of reception history that have previously been investigated, it can be surmised that this method does not attempt to limit or place parameters onto the scholars of biblical interpretation. Specifically in regard to what material scholars are allowed to research and discuss. Reception history allows scholars to define their own context and parameters for what within biblical interpretation they choose to study. As previously stated, this method contains a vast range of material and biblical interpretations that can be studied, this extends to material that was not previously traditionally considered. As David Paul Parris explains, reception history challenges the traditional way of studying the bible as most “biblical scholarship […] is dominated by questions concerning the origin of the text.”[footnoteRef:5] Within reception history anything that has been interpretated from the biblical texts are viable material, extending past traditional areas to include all aspects of interpretation. Including art, poetry and other resources that may not have been traditionally considered. Timothy Beal explains how this approach encompasses “the broadest possible definition of interpretation to include not only academic and theological readings.”[footnoteRef:6] Beal signifies how biblical reception history aims to allow study to develop past traditional evidence of biblical interpretation. [5:  David Paul Parris, Reception Theory and Biblical Hermeneutics, (Pickwick Publications: Oregon 2009) p. xvi]  [6:  Timothy Beal, ‘Reception History and Beyond: Toward the Cultural History of Scriptures’, Biblical Interpretation, Vol 19 (4-5) (2011) p. 359.] 

Through, allowing scholars to interact with material of their choosing from within biblical interpretation, with few restrictions or prerequisites, such as it must be material that is interpreted from the bible. The reception history method fosters an area of research that is continuously developing. It offers a variety of interests and unique studies that are connected through the impact of interpretation and seek to enhance the area, through considering all material as valid. This is exampled through Beal’s statement that this method encompasses all that can be considered biblical interpretation.[footnoteRef:7] This is also reflected within numerous studies within reception history that offer unique studies, for example, Michael J. Gilmour’s work intitled ‘Bob Dylan’s Bible’, that seeks to understand the biblical references within Bob Dylan’s music.[footnoteRef:8] This work is a distinct example of a scholar utilizing biblical reception history to discuss an area of biblical interpretation that reaches outside the traditional theological bounds. Thus, this can be seen to be a valuable approach within biblical studies as it allows for all areas of biblical interpretation to be equally considered and for scholars to have the freedom to develop into previously unseen and considered areas. [7:  Timothy Beal, ‘Reception History and Beyond: Toward the Cultural History of Scriptures’ p. 359. ]  [8:  Michael J. Gilmour, ‘Bob Dylan’s Bible’ in The Oxford Handbook of The Reception History of the Bible, ed. By Michael Lieb, Emma Mason and Jonathan Roberts (Oxford: Oxford University Press 2011) pp. 355-368. ] 

Critics of Reception History
While this essay considers the lack of parameters and limits a clearly valuable trait of reception history method, this aspect has faced criticism and evaluation within certain circles of scholarship. These scholars raise questions regarding the benefit of the lack of parameters, instead suggesting that this is a hinderance to the overall goal of reception history. Stating that it is too open and can cause confusion in regard to how scholars choose their material, instead limiting scholars while attempting to allow them freedom. The article, Biblical Reception History; A Dangerous Supplement, submitted to the University of Arizona’s online biblical interpretation portal by Robert M Jennings clearly examples this area of thought. Jennings states that if no material is excluded from reception history “then how does one go about delimiting studies and selecting appropriate data for analysis from among the infinite possibilities.”[footnoteRef:9] Jennings suggests that this freedom granted to reception history scholars, instead limits them. Confusing how they select material as there is a lack of structure. It raises questions on how scholars should choose their material and begin their studies. [9:  Robert M Jennings, Biblical Reception History; A Dangerous Supplement (2014) <https://bibleinterp.arizona.edu/articles/2014/10/bre388022> [accessed 19th June 2023].] 

However, it can be argued that this problem is necessary in order to allow scholars to bring their own context to reception history and to continue to develop biblical studies. Robert’s work continues to bring attention to this, he explains that each interpreter brings their own angle and context to the influence of biblical texts. He states that reception history aims to recognise “living relationship between texts and readers.”[footnoteRef:10] Therefore, this essay argues that in order to accurately recognise and portray this relationship, this lack of parameters is necessary. Through this method, the scholar is able to approach their material in a way that suits them and their particular unique interests, they can choose from “that infinite wealth of reception material in accordance with the particular interests of the historian concerned.”[footnoteRef:11] This confusion is not an unavoidable hinderance but a challenge that each scholar can tackle in a way that benefits them in order to choose their material. This challenge is necessary so that scholars are able to bring their context and distinctive approaches to biblical reception history. Too much structure and limits would have an adverse effect on scholars and would perhaps limit scholars as much as traditional methods.  [10:  Johnathan Roberts, “Introduction” in The Oxford Handbook of the Reception History of the Bible, p.8.]  [11:  Johnathan Roberts, “Introduction” in The Oxford Handbook of the Reception History of the Bible, p.1-3. ] 

Conclusion 
Overall, biblical reception history is a valuable method that benefits larger biblical studies. It is an approach that allows the unique and specialised view of scholars to have a respected place amongst scholarship. This is achieved through the acceptance of a diverse and varied array of material that aims to move through traditional methods that previously maintained and dominated biblical studies. Such as theological readings and concerns over the origins of biblical texts. This allows scholars to expand their ideas and select their own limitations and boundaries over what to study, that accurately reflects their interests. Scholars are allowed to draw on their intrinsic view of biblical reception and draw from their own experiences and worldview. While some may regard this method as too open ended and lacking direction that instead limits scholars, as there is too many options and a lack of structure when selecting material. This is a necessary function in order to fully appreciate and allow scholars this privilege, or freedom, to choose and develop in the way they see fit. This is a challenge that scholars can overcome through their own choices and methods. Therefore, this essay promotes the notion that this method is one that is greatly valuable to biblical studies as it allows the area to continually develop. Past the limits of what is traditionally considered interpretation and instead accurately reflecting the worldview of scholars and their relationship to the text. 
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