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UMMARY and mMUuST learn EeSSoNS both from the early twentieth
CenturYy when evangelicalism became LOO reactiıve and

In the nineteenth Century WeTeEe taken rovide from the late twentieth Century when evangelical social
evangelical world-view which could Challenge the OUT- inking erhaps acked Vvision sharp enough for ıt he
look of ‘modernity”. Such effort IS agaln needed oday able Drovide rea|l alternative.

Bemühungen. Doch dürfen wır nicht In die Fehler der
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Evangelikalen Vo Anfang der verfallen, die

negatıve auf die Moderne reaglerten. Wır dürfen auch
Im neunzehnten Jahrhundert sich Evangelikale nicht die Evangelikalen der Aälfte des Jh.s opie-
d eın el entwickeln, das die Moderne her- ren, weil ihrer Sozialethik eine Klare Vison fehlte, dass
ausfordern konnte. Heute brauchen wır wieder solche sIe Keine echte Alternative darstellten.

aujourd’hu! de [IOUVEAU necessalre. Flle doit tırer desRESUME lecons du DaSsSe, tant du du X XE siecle, OUu les evan-
geliques ont Ouvent reag! de MmManilere eXCcessive, UE de

Au XAIX® siecle, s’est efforce d’&laborer UNe vision Ia fin du meme siecle, OUu ’approche sOocCiale evangeliquedu monde evangelique DOUT repondre point de VUue :3 Dds ete suffisament hbien pensee DOUT constituer
de Ia Modernite. Une enterprise semblable revele ree| different

Questions about the pr CSCHT and future eed ature the kvangelıcal NOT 15 i aımed
somehow be connected wıth the Past Ihe Past ar provıdıng LICW piece of scholarshıp. Rather, It
ftorms the background of both DrESCNHLT and future 15 evocatıve sketch whıch trıes indıcate SOIIIC
anı provıdes the hıstorıical framework for such sıgnıfıcant trends in CONteEMPOT: ary kvangelıcalINQUIY. IThough 1n Christian understandıng of thought. It sıngles OULT three approaches whıch C A14

hıstory the Past OC€s NOLT control the future (God be found in OUur recent hıstory.does!), It nonetheless iınfÄiuences It Among Ial Yy Thıs reflection could be sed 4A5 starter for
thıngs else. ATICc OUr STOTY aM iınevıtably Our further debate and AS Dasıs reflect Present-
story O€es NOT necessarıly tell us whart 11l DeE:; day questions. In thıs attempt INallıy interpretativebut ıt SayS somethıing about us that has be taken 1SSUES ATC sımply assumed an NOT spelt OULT (e.gInto ACCOUNT Our St0['y 15 always complex, stratı- how do define kvangelicalısm theologically and
fied. multıfaceted. hıstorically? How selective 15 C(HAF interest? How

In recCceNnNt Y  ® there aVe ern Ianı y attempts faır 15 OUur evaluatıon of complex 1SSUES, tenden-
the STOTV of kvangelıcalısm 4A5 hıstoric CIes an authors? How Westernıised 15 OUr whole

2081 global Perhaps, the Lurn of the understandıng?an mıllennı1um has stirred attention COMN- Many IMOTC thıngs COu be saıd about the
cerning OUr DaSt In al V CASC C(JUT goals depend detaıls and CVCN the maın poı1nts. TIThe ımportant
OUr herıtage. OQur future 15 related OUr Dast hıs thıng 15 pıck the challenge thınk throughbrief artıcle 15 NOT of rTeEGCENt hıstorıcal lıter- the Ekvangelıical VISION wıth mMınımMum degree of

170 ® EuroJTh 144°



The Fragile Visiıon: Trends In Iwentieth Century Evangelical Thought

historıcal AaWaTrCcI11Cc5ss Ihe rısk of over-generalısa- engagıng. However, there 15 dıffused cOonNvıctıon
t10N 15 certaınly present but 15 worth takıng. that the Gospel 15 be Iıyed OUuUTt 1n CVECLY sphere of

lıfe wıthın the CONTEXT of ON-Z0o1INg ıdeologıcal
battleComprehensive Vision Seeking

Respond the Modernity Project Reduced Visıon Engaged in FierceAt the turn of the 9 the wiıdespread self-
perception ofEvangelıcal thought 15 that of coher- Battle against Laberalısm
CHE; biblıcal worldview whıch wıth other In the TrSt of 20cthS the battle agalnst
worldviews, especıially the ‘modernıty project‘ the ‘modernıity project became Hercer. aT least

the Evangelıcal sıde. The Fundamentals 9-Habermas). Both V1IS1ONS ALt comprehensıve aM
aVE proJect. Whıle theological Luberalısm trıes hıghlighted the basıc doctrinal

accommoOdate Christianıty modernıitYy, Van- hıch WCEIC threatened Dy theologiıcal lıberalısm.
gelıcal thought seeks ITNOTC confrontatıiıonal WdY strong defensive attıtude became the promiınent

respond Its challenges whıile provıdıng feature of VIS1ION under attack 1923 Gresham
intellectual, cultural AN! spirıtual alternatıve It Machen published book Chrıstuanity and Lıuber-

In 184/,; the Dutch hıstori1an Groen Van rın- alısm in hıch the relıg10ns AT consıdered
sterer publıshed ser1es of ectures Revolutıon 4S being mutually exclusıve. According Machen,
and nbelıe which epitomised confessional aAN! they d1IC utterly incompatıble.
awakened Protestant thought comıng Zr1ps wıth Neo-fundamentalıst tendencıes further ignıted

the conflıct, hıle reducıng the Evangelıcal abıl-the ıdeological basıs of the FErench Revoluti:on anı
S Enlıghtenment FOOTS According Groen, thıs Ity prcsent alternatıve CVCIYV dımensıon
kınd of modernıty clashes wıth Christianıity for 1ts of lıfe Ome apologetic elements ınherıted from
UfONOMOU. proJect whiıch abolıishes God anı de1- the previous generation WCGEE kept, but 1tfs creatıve
fles I1la  - Bulldıng Groen’s herıtage, Abraham taiıthfulness in shapıng dıfferent culture N PIO
Kuyper developed MOTIC refined cultural analysıs gressively lost Whiıle IT W AS clear who AN! where
based relıg10U0s princıples. The 1989 Lectures the 1S, what W aAsSs M1SSINS 15 the Chrıstian

Calyınısm show the comprehensiveness of the VIS1ION for the modern world
Chrıstian worldview whiıich also NuUurtures the arTtS, Ihe word fundamentalıst becomes SYNONYINOUS

of PCISOL wıth closed mınd an harsh attıtude.sc1encCe aM soCclety A large, hıle opposing “MOod-
ernısm)’ and 1fSs self-pretending from Reaction OVerturns the abılıty hrıs-
Ihe Gospel 1S thought of 45 the salt aN! lıght of the t1an V1IS1ON aN! shape Christian projJect whıch
world Being of the danger of eccles1n0cen- 15 feasıble for the modern world Paradoxıcally, the
trICItY, the church MUST CHNSAHC culture anı soclety battle for the preservatıon of N: s  A ıdentity erodes

Its AI Its abılıty shape thewıth dıstinctly Chrıistian option. IThe sphere-SoV-
ere1gnty category helps Christians aVı of ıfe 'Ihe “over-agamnst‘ feature becomes dom1-
of the distinction between church and ® famıly ar AT the CXPCNSC of Evangelıcal constructıve
and PCISONLN, ArTtS AN! CCONOIN V, an strength. theologiıcal anxıety tfor purıty 15 NOLT

In the Anglo-Saxon world, James Orr suggested matched wıth passıon ftor 1tSs cultural ımplıca-
ımportant WaY> of confronting modern thought

torıcal exercIl1se.
t10NS. Theology LUNS the riısk of becomiıng rhe-

wıthout feelıng “minorıty complex’ AN! offer-
ng intellectually viable alternatıve for modern Ihe SE of Pentecostalısm has added spiırıtual
INan (e.2 the 1893 The Chrıstian Vıew of God and force the Evangelıcal but 15 basıcally
the World Meanwhıle, Old Princeton theologıans channelled 1ın thıs reactıve mMoOood of the

wıder VIS1ON. Thıs counter-cultural mentalıtyupheld Reformed Oorthodoxy whıiıle being sensıit1ve
He  S cultural trends, especıally comıng from SC1- the opposıtıon sıde of the Christian callıng hıle

CC sımılar trend 15 found in the French-speak- Jeavıng asıde the challenges of the cultural mandate.
ıng world (6.2 Auguste Lecer£)

There 15 in whıch the 'modernıty project‘
Can be taced wıth alternatıve V1IS1ON based Liquid Vısıon Lookıng for Renewal

in Global Worldthe Gospel An ın lıne wıth classıcal Evangelıcal-
1SmM Not CVCLY eXpression of carly 20th After the Second or War. A wıde-spread wınd
Evangelıcal thought 15 equally developed, alert an of renewal began blow ın Ekvangelıcal cırcles. In
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1948 arl Henry called Evangelıcals deal wıth do NOLT bring socı1al changes automatıcally. “‘Haolıstic?
mMıssıON becomes the expression of the tıme I hısThe UNneasy C/ONSCLENCE of EYN Fundamental-

151 Ihe sıege mındset eeds be DYy emphasıs O€es NOT necessarıly I11Call that holısm 15
renewed of the Christian mi1ss1ıon hıch achieved wıth integrıty. TIhere AIC S12NS that poumt

ould Its theological ıdentity an cultural growıng number of problematıc 4S tar
breadth Ihe Lausanne Congress 1974) aunched 45 the integrity of the Evangelıcal VISION 15 COI1-

SLrONS Evangelıcal CENgZSASCMCNL iın MmM1ss1ıoN hıch cerned.
15 of socı1al 1Ssues world-wıde scale. Renewal 15 also feature of ther ectfors of the

In the ermath of Lausanne, Klaus Bockmuüuhl Christian world TIhe Roman Catholic Church 15
argued that socı1al responsı1bilıty 15 integral Dart experiencıng 1t after the Second Vatıcan Councıl
of Evangelıkale Soztalethik (1979) hıle Francıs (1962-1965). Ihe World Councıl of Churches 15
Schaeffer suggested WdYS of interacting wıth COINl- also in Iheologıcal borders

culture wıthın the CONTEXT of Stl'0[1g ATC less clear than ın the past Cultural COINMON
battles overshadow doctrinal 1Ssues. Fundamental-apologetic AaW arcnNcss John tott iınvıted Fvan-

gelıcals address ISSueEs Facıng Chrıistians Töday 1SM OVeCrT, but ecumen1ısm 1ın an the
NOLT being afraıd face the complexıty of Evangelıcal ıdentity aVEC become SICVETL.

the modern world wıth Bıblıcal approach. Ihe The world 15 also changıng 1n 210 village.
Evangelıcal VISION W as evoked, but Its outworkıng Ihe 'modernıity project” has become MOTC nuanced
in of worldview seemed AVE hıttle ımpact. AN! stratiıfied. Ihe 15 less clear than 1n the
TIhe SyStem1C element 1ın thıs reflection W AsSs still past Ihe battle lınes dIC TNOTC subtle an elastıc.
underdeveloped. Ihe attention towards ındıyıdu- l1quıd VIS1ION 15 1n danger of being embraced an
als anı partıculars Was stıill primary. synthesised DYy LMOTC pluralıstic version of moder-

Whiıle estern kvangelıcals struggle SUFVIVE, NItY. Is the Evangelıcal V1ISION viable alternatıve?
non-Western kvangelıcalısm dramatıcally Does It WAant be alternatıve? Is 1T capable of
1ın numbers. Ihe geography of the approachıing thıngs 1ın structural terms”? Does ıt
changes sıgnıfıcantly though increasıng numbers make dıfference anyway”
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