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DR. OCKENGA RELEASE lf{l 

"The.New EvangelicaJ.._ism is the latest dress of orthodoJ as Neo-Orthodoxy is 
the latest expression of theological liberalism. I : 

111The New Evangelicalism differs from Fundamentalism in its willingness to 
handle the social problems which Fundamentalism evaded. The

1

~e need be no dichotomy 
between the personal gospel and the social gospel. The tru~ Christian faith is a 
supernatural personal experience of salvation and a social ihilosophy. Doctrine 
and social ethics are Christian disciplines. 

"Fundamentalism abdicated leadership and responsibility in the societal realm 
and thus became impotent to change society or to solve soci~l problems. The New 
Evangelicalism adheres to all the orthodox teachings of Fun1a~ntalism but has 
evolved a social philosophy, / 

..,__ "The New Evangelicalism has changed its strategy from c;>ne Jof separation to 
one of infiltration. Instead of static front battles the ntw theological war is 
one of movement. Instead of attack upon error, the New Evargel··•icals proclaim the 
great historic doctrines of Christianity. The results have be~n phenomenal. 

3 "The New Evangelical is willing to face the intellecturl problems and meet 
them in the framework of modern learning. It stands doctripally upon the creeds 
and confessions of the Church and grants liberty in mino~ areas .. when discussion 
is promoted on the basis of exegesis of Scripture. I 

~ "The strategy of the New Evangelicalism is the positivF proclamation of the • 
truth in distinction from all errors without delving in person~lities which em- lloN~mf;S 
brace the error. The evangelical believes that Christianitr is intellectually 
defensible but the Christian cannot be obscurantist in scientific questions per
taining to the creation, the age of man, the universality ~f the flood and other 
moot Biblical questions. The evangelical attempts to applJ Christian truth to 
every phase of life. 

5 "Since I first coined the phrase 'The New Evangelical sm' at a convocation 
address at Fuller Theological Seminary ten years ago, the J'vangelical forces have 
been welded into an organizational front. ~, there is the National Association 
of Evangelicals which provides articulation for the moveme ton the denominational 
level; second, there is the World Evangelical Fellowship w~ich binds together 
these individual national associations of some twenty-six countries into a world 
organization; third, there is the new apologetic literatur, stating this point of 
view which is now flowing from the presses of the great publishers, including 
Macmillans and Harpers; fourth, there is the existence of Fuller Th~ological Sem• 
inary and other evangelical seminaries which are fully colDfitted to orthodox 
Christianity and a resultant social philosophy; !!ffil, thefe is the establishment 
of Christianity Today9 a bi-weekly publication, to articul~te'the convictions of 
this movement; sixth_.a. there is the appearance of an evangelist, Billy Graham, who 
on the mass level is the spokesman of the convictions and ~deals of the New Evan
gelicalism. The strength of this movement is recognized by t~e Christian Century, 
America's leading theologically liberal magazine, by its e~pression of fear that 
this movement may challenge the religious scene and change the religious climate 
in this nation. 

"The New Evangelical believes that Christ is the ansier;j that Be must be 
understood in a Biblical framework and He and Bis teachings must be applied to 
every realm of societal existence." 



The New Evangelicalism by Ronald a. Nash. 
1963. : l.88~r PP• $3.95. · ·· .. '.. ··~ · . 

Grand Rapids, Zondervan Publishing.House. 
. ' , .. 

Neo-ev~glieal:l.·sm :ls:• an emotional. word;.: ·.·0ne··'can.:· scarcely-mention it. these days 

wJ~b,ou_t oJtoosing: up .. sides and going to:.bat either for or· againstJ :l.t. _: Both'· friends 

and:: foe_s find- it- •difficult to be objective abeut·. tbe movement·~ -:-:Even· the' author···-
for 

of ~his l;)ook -who -is an ardent protaganist ·92:· the movement :is. not.· completely 

ob_;teot:l.ve, Bild; wadoubtedly none of Ills readers:·u or: reviewers will' bE(either. 

Not~thdtanding, · neo~evangelical:lsm is a "factuai 1 word as·:weli, ··and it reJ)rescmts -
recognized The author hopes_:l.n this.boot to. 
a r~al movemen~ aong · anservatives-·whtch · merits· ·evualation; liibali•w• '**'-•••~ · .-
• point out .the· «>ntribut·tons of the .'new evan·geiicalism. and clear ·up .m:I.Sund~rstand-

or may not . _ . 
- ,.~g, :aboui .. it.<Howeverl .well '.·he.may'have ':succeeded the book is' an apologetic for··~ 

historical 
~~e _new e-.ana,11ca11sm, -not an··objeo~:t.ve ··appraisal 'of· it.· 

For ex~le, in -laying· ou.t·the·scop·e o·t··the-~book the' author·has :deli.berately cho~en 
in relation to 

to oJd.t :discussions •_of the new .'evangeU.calism ·aaa1 'esohatorogy, ·and ·science.· ·. · .. ::,. ·_ . . ' -

·- ._ . . . ' ,. :..-:. - . .. . . . . 
This :was ,an untortu11ate decision, - for .these are :~two :areas which canno~ ·be '1;gnored 

purposes of . 
.eil-er foJ-,,~_pleteness .o.r·: ta ·appz:aisal. : Indeed these :are :z -of the 8 ·maaai treads 
-·- - .. - - (p. 31) 

in, :t~~ -mo~nt. Which Nash himself ·apparently· agrees-are ·stgni.ficant··; amf yet they 

are not._:4lscu~•~d·. -However., -z· ·chapters are··-devoted· 'to j)hilosophf'cal ·ppotog;etics~:~. 

a subjeet ·not:- parj;-1-callr.ly: relevant to~ the· c·ontro\'ersy- -over· ·neoev-.gel ica'li.sm~ .. . ~ . . . . . 

. '. ;. ~Ct author makes it. qui t·e .cl.GU". 'Without overlaborlng· the point" 'that-

aao~evangel-1-c~,- ts not neoorthodoxy~· 11e· defends coperatlv·e :e11angel'lsm alid 

de~~s s.eparatle. · Three .chapt·ers are devoted;:tc,·;·matters: of- thEt':l.nsplratio1{··~£ 7the 

Bible with the c cnclusion that neoevangel ioals hold the·:_ orthodox ■Awi11i+i111; doctrine. 

This is undoubtedly true of niany who would call themselves neoevangelicals, but 

som (whose views have been given expression by Beegle) definitely do not hold 

verbal inspiration any more. Beelge•s book is the documentation Nash asks for 

on p. 15i of the surrender of sound doctrine by some evangelicals. Had he included 

a discussion of neoevangeioalism and science there would have been more proof 

of defection. 
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He :ls very easy on .. Cerne1i (~x'cept. in one criticism) allow:l~g-tibt his lat(tr-

book has. at~n~~ to,~Jle -sins- ot,·h18. Case book. He:-is hard on·Jf~e conservative·si 

like Va!d'il ppd [:l!lnder.son-,. and he .-relegates,· all dtspensat1Ja1~sts::to•0 tlie iOWellt · 

r~g~of ~he ladder qf. ®!lServattve11. · He-. ts pJainlt unscho1k1t whOn°h8 say&' that 
•• .. .' ....,.;.. • ' • 1 

dispesna~~o~aU.~ts feel that •.church~ creeds: are: inadq'luate oa,jase: they'· "do not .. 

1n~ude i_pr~nouncp~i;s -~~- ~uQh aatters as • : ~ • the :ldeJiti 1cttt1oni,t,f the·:·iU;ooo. 11 

j 

(p~ .. 168). A~l of t~s,.is,do~e,-out. o:f-one. side of:·tu "mout •hb.e ~the· otber<stde · 

ts·~tfi~~~,•~1)~·10.~ ~f ~~ brethr.en,end exalting neoevangt t+s for dOtng :t;s 

(p. 110) •. It ts Ver,' true ~lla~;.:(undamentaltsts are gailtyrf ~ins of,sch1sm and 

.. 1~~ of :10\'!, but one fails to see .~u~ 1:"1".rov.;_ent 1n neo,vBJ1~e1tcai:inl•s attttUde 

toward their brethren. LEtt _:_them .-use~ ,the:l; ··beloved dialogue 1met;iiod :-with their· brethren 
• i 

.. it;\ the s,~~ -.~phtlt that:, t~y use it with· ::unbelievers • .'This WO~ -'prove ·they 
-,- , :" : : _'".. ~. . . r_~ :- i 

praotic~ s"!.lµl~ :· ~hey pr~a($. It is time _;~oo ·tbat quit takin · ~edit· :for · ail .-··t:he 

~conserv:attv4ils,• effo_.t for -so_cial ,.betterment. . Have the:, fo go~ten the or~gtntk · 

()~ ·;~h~:,~, ~~~ ~.s. the--faith :mission. bo.ards1•••MNs'1hwh, and thE{·rescue ~m:ls!stons? 

. .. . ~ r~haP.~ : t~~: •uthor himself .. unw~ttingly · ·put. his· fing r 6n °the· ··chlca· 'probl•m 

ldth all ,of. :~S _w~:: name _Ciu1.stt s, naae· .when he ·said (quotin F•rm)· that -••l:hEr:·: 
I 

genu~el.y ~is.t:Lan- .disposit~on is-. not- one.· of' selfcjustifi at~on';: bui:1 1of Idve~•• (P. 
I 

110). ~ ~boo~- is a -jus~Jfioat-ion of neo.evangeli.calism.-· :- •o~onentEf :w111,1ike it; 
i • • ~ •• 

opponent.a wi_ll not_ and-in ~he process-·of.criticia:lng·it wi l justify:~t-heir ow•£::,.: . 

.-ro•!'.-.: stand -~ga:l~S~- 1-t •. ~>•■whap& We: Cail all ·afford '•less oh-ionilig "of a cause· 
i i . 
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