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Introduction
The central focus of this summary is to bring to the fore the two basic ways of comprehending the Theology of the New testament. These ways are either as a unity or a diversity or both ways. Unity entails an understanding of the different books of the New Testament together as a single part either via the use of the historical or narrative approach, while diversity is understanding the books of the New Testament in their individual books. Either ways, both offers different backgrounds to understanding the New Testament theology which both beautiful and necessary for study. We shall look at these approaches as opined by different biblical scholars.    
From Unity to Diversity
Heikki Räisänen opines that the work of the biblical scholar is not theological and normative, but strictly historical and descriptive. Williams Wrede also keys into the same ideology. for both Räisänen and Hatina, unity and diversity is a non-issue, since a unified NTT is neither desirable nor even possible. (Historical approach) Hatina encourages theological reflection, but only in dialogue with wider studies of religion and culture for the purpose of contemporary relevance. (Theological approach).
Howard Marshall, proposes diversity and unity in the study of the New testament. The structure of the book reflects Marshall’s approach to New Testament theology. He begins with diversity and moves toward unity; his basic approach is to summarize the unique theological themes of each  NT document and only then to show the basic lines of theological unity  that span the canon, pushing beyond the writings themselves to the “underlying history and experience” of the writers.

Frank Thielman proposes a canonical and synthetic approach in order to arrive at a his unity of the New Testament. He emphasizes the historical setting of each NT book and explains how this background influences its interpretation. He agrees with Marshall in the idea of unity in diversity but takes a different approach (historical background) to it. He uses the significance of Jesus, faith as a response to Jesus; the outpouring of God’s Spirit; the church as the people of God; and the consummation of all things, as the central unifying aspect of the New Testament theology.
Solely Unity
Frank J. Matera Rejects a purely historical approach, he argues that New Testament theology should seek to provide a theological interpretation of the New Testament that integrates and relates the diverse theologies of the New Testament into a unified whole without harmonizing them. The unity bothers on the experience of salvation that God has wrought in Christ.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Thomas A. Schreiner argues that New Testament theology is God-focused, Christ- centered, and Spirit-saturated, but the work of the Father, Son, and Spirit must be understood along a salvation-historical timeline; that is, God’s promises are already fulfilled but not yet consummated in Christ Jesus. He offers an alternative that more clearly highlights its theological unity. G. K. Beale keys into this idea of unity via his method of narrative theology.  He begins with the Old testament to the New and employs an approach that focuses primarily on “the main plotline categories of thought through surveying the places in the New Testament where that thought is expressed.” For him, the theological unity of the Bible is to be found in its storyline.
Solely Diversity 
Udo Schnelle believes that there is no unity strictly speaking, the diversity, through real, is within limits. For him, the task of a theology of the New Testament is to facilitate its authentic reception that is, establishing or maintaining a valid orientation to the world and to life. He does this by via the historical, thematic, and theological analysis of the life of Jesus, whom he considers as the central focus of New Testament theology. 
Conclusion 
From the forgoing, it is evident that each of the approaches have its strength and weakness. No one approach is to be placed as premium over the other, rather each should be employed to derive the indebt riches laden in the New testament both for scholarship and personal edification. 
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