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"The New Evangelicalism is the latest dress of orthodox; as Neo-Orthodoxy is
the latest expression of theological liberalism.

DR. OCKENGA RELEASE /4,7

t"The New Evangelicalism differs from Fundamentalism in ﬁts willingness to
handle the social problems which Fundamentalism evaded. There 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 hilosophy. 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 social problems. The New
< Evangelicalism adheres to all the orthodox teachings of Fun Jamentalism but has
evolved a social philosophy.

T "The New Evangelicalism has changed its strategy from one of separation to
one of infiltration. Instead of static front battles the new theological war is
; ome of movement. Instead of attack upon error, the New Eva'gelicals proclaim the
great historic doctrines of Christianity. The results have been phenomenal.

3 "The New Evangelical is willing to face the intellectufl problems and meet

them in the framework of modern learning. It stands doctripally upon the creeds

4 and confessions of the Church and grants liberty in minor a eas when discussion
is promoted on the basis of exegesis of Scripture. r

Y "The strategy of the New Evangelicalism is the positive proclamation of the
truth in distinction from all errors without delving in per onalities which em~ Xb Namis
brace the error. The evangelical believes that Christianity is intellectually
J defensible but the Christian cannot be obscurantist in scientlfzc questions per-
taining to the creation, the age of man, the universality qf the flood and other
moot Biblical questions. The evangelical attempts to apply Christian truth to
every phase of life.

"Since I first coined the phrase 'The New Evangelical sm at a convocation
address at Fuller Theological Seminary ten years ago, the vangelical forces have
been welded into an organizational front. First, there is the National Association
of Evangelicals which provides articulation for the movement on the denominational
level; second, there is the World Evangelical Fellowship which binds together
these individual national associations of some twenty-six countries into a world
organization; third, there is the new apologetic literaturg 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 Theological Sem-
inary and other evangelical seminaries which are fully co j1tted to orthodox
Christianity and a resultant social philosophy; fifth, there is the establishment
of Christianity Today, a bi-weekly publication, to articul te the convictions of
this movement; sixth, there is the appearance of an evangelist, Billy Graham, who
on the mass level is the spokesman of the convictions and ideals of the New Evan-
gelicalism., The strength of this movement is recognized bi the Christian Centu
America's leading theologically liberal magazine, by its expression of fear that
this movement may challenge the religious scene and changel the religious climate
in this nation.

N.AE

!
“"The New Evangelical believes that Christ is the answer; that He must be

understood in a Biblical framework and He and His teachinés must be applied to
every realm of societal existence." |
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The New Evangelicalism by Ronald H. Nash. Grand Rapids, Zondervan Publishing House.
1963..188: pp. $3.95. ’ ' Foomene R enn T ‘

Neo-evanglisalism is: an emotional word. ~Oné can’scarcely mention it these days
vithout choosing up sides and going to bat either for or against/ it. ' Both friends
and foes find it difficult to bé objective about the movement. “Even the author -
for .
of this book who is an ardent protaganist mt the movement is not completely
 objective; and. undoubtedly none of his readers wk oi reviewers will be either.
Notwithdtanding, neo-evangelicalism is a factual word as well, and it represents
recognized The author hopes in this book to.
a real movement among evnservatives vwhich merits evualation. !itxxhu:kx!ttnlats -
%a point out the contributions of the new evangelicalism and eléartub'misundérsﬁand-
or may not
..ings ‘about. it. However{ well ‘he.may have ‘succeeded the book is’ an apologetic for
historical o
. the new evangolicalism, not an objective -appraisal of it. - - R
For example, in laying out the scope of the book the author has deYiberately chosen
in relation to . o
to omit -discussions -of the new evangelicalism wm# eschatology and science. ~
This was -an unfortunate decision, for these are -two areéas which cannot ‘be “fgnored
purposes of ) . : . S
eibber for.completeness or fux appraisal.: Indeed these are % of t?e 8 zxwaz treands
p. 31
in the movement. which Nash himself apparently agrees are ‘significant, and yet they
are not discussed. ‘However, 2 chapters are ‘devoted to philosophfcal @pologoticss«’
_a subject not particalarly relevant to the controversy over neoevangelicalism,
: The- author makes it. quite clear without overlaboring the point that
amo-evangelicalism is not neoorthodoxy. He defends coperative ebangelism and
deorfes saeparatism.  Three chapters are devoted:to Thatters of- thé'lnspiration of ‘the
Bible with the canclusion that neoevangelicals hold the orthodox mimpxink doctrine.
This is undoubtedly true of many who would call themselves neoevangelicals, but
some (whose views have beoen given expression by Beegle) definitely do not hold
verbal inspiration any more. Beelge's book is the documentation Nash asks for
on p. 154 of the surrender of sound doctrine by some evangelicals. Had he included
a discussion of neoevangeicalism and science there would have been more proof

of defection,



He 15 very easy on Carnell (except in one criticism) allowing- that his later -

book has atoned forthe sins of his Case book. He is hard on: ﬂﬁe conservatives'

like VanTil and Sanderson, and he relegates-all dispensat1oﬁalistsﬁ%cﬁtﬁo lowebt

rung.of the ladder of conservatives. -He.is plainly unscholLilé vhen-he- says that

dispesnationalists feel thatachnrchfcéeeds;are:1nadq§uata ca%éefthey’“do'hot’
include ;pronouncements .on-guch matters as .. . the identi 1c£ts.onf"61 the-1k4,000."
(p. 168). All of thi.s 4s._done out. of one side of ‘the mout thue thé’ other a:lde

1s pleading £or love of the brethren and exalting: neoevangéﬁicLls for doing this

(p. 110).- It is very true that tundamentalists are guilty of:sins 6f schism and"

lack of .love, but one fails to see muoh ;mprovement in neo%vanbelicalism's attitude
toward their brethren. Let them'use their ‘beloved dialague{method ‘With their brethren
.in the same spirit that. thay use 1t with unibeliovers. -This |wodld prove they

practice what they preaeh. It 45 time oo ‘that quit taking oredit for all the

" congervatives' effort for -social .betterment. Have they torgotten the ortgin:lL

of the YMCA, the SS, the -faith mission boardsZfwkiicckieke, and the’ rébcue ‘missions?
;.?q:hang,tﬁézénthor himself unwittingly put his fingér on ‘the chief'problnm
with all of us vho name Christ's name vhen he ‘said (quotin Férm}*thﬁt"“%hé“*
genuinely Christian disposition is:notvonefoi‘selfsjusttti'atibh}‘buﬁ“df‘ibﬁél" (r.
110). The book is a Justification of neoevangelicalism, * noﬁonents—will like it;
opponents will not and-in the process of criticising it will Justity their own':
pugkkkaw stand against it. :Bupkaps We can all afford less ch#mpibhing'bf a eatuse
_ and.more.cherishing.of Christ; : - -~ .- o0 o 1o




