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SUMMARY application the Evangelica| church and theology inter-
nationally. The NEe' textbook of systematic theology DYy

There has long hbeen distinction between eilorme! Gijsbert Varl) den rın and Cornelis Varll der KOOI, TIS-
and evangelica heology In the Netherlands, Hut In OUT elijke dogmatiek, IS ecumenically minded, classical
global intellectual culture, English-language evangelical trınıtarıan, eiorme ogmatic theology. Both OO|
trends ArTe influencing the shape of the Dutch speaking represent Drogressive, Droadliy OCcused, evangelica| and
evangelical world Iwo recent 00 Dublished In the eiorme: heology In Dutch speaking Europe., This CI
Netherlands highlight his The collection vangeli- cal rTeVIEW article investigates highlights of these works
cal Theology In Iransıtion, edited DY Cornelis Varll der for the continumng trength and growt of evangelicalism
KOOI, Fveline Val|] Staalduine-Sulman and rıe Zwiep, In the | OW Countrıes, and ıts implications for the global
Domnts the WdY forward for Dutch Evangelicalism ith evangelical

e  SS

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
INnDlıIıc auf evangelikale Gemeinden und Theologie auf

UÜber EeEINe lange eıt hinweg hat E In den Niederlanden internationaler Fbene | Jas MEeue an  IC für e-
eıne Unterscheidung zwischen reformierter un CVaANSEC- mMmatische Theologie VOI] Gijsbert Varll den rn un
ikaler Theologie egeben. Jedoch sind In UNSEeTEeT globa- Cornelis Vall der KOOI, Christelijke dogmatiek Christliche
len, intellektuellen Kultur englischsprachige, evangelikale Dogmatik], Ist eıne Öökumenisch ausgerichtete, Klassisch
Trends dabei, das Profil der Holländisc' sprechenden trinitarische, reformierte dogmatische Theologie. el
evangelikalen Welt hbeeinflussen. WE Bücher, die Bücher reprasentieren Ine moderne, Hreit angelegte,
kürzlich In den Niederlanden veröffentlicht wurden, evangelikale un reformierte Theologie Im Holländisc
verdeutlichen diese Veränderung. [ Die Anthologie sprechenden Luropa. | )iese kritische Studie untersucht
Evangelica Theology in Transıtion [Evangelikale Theologie die wichtigsten Punkte beider Werke, WAds$s die anhaltende
Im andel], herausgegeben Vo  e Cornelis Varll der KOOI, Stärke un das Wachstum der evangelikalen ewegung
Fveline Varl) Staalduine-Sulman un ne Zwiep, In den Benelux-Ländern Eelirı SOWIE ihre Auswirkung

auf die lobale evangelikale Weltwelst der holländischen evangelikalen Welt den Weg Im

i  SS

RESUMF intitulee Evangelica Theology In Transıtıon el Editee Dar
Cornelis Varll der KOOI, Fveline Varl)l Staalduine-Sulman

Aux mayS-Bas, longtemps distingue 1a theologie et rıe wWıe 19 VoIıe DOUT E monde evange-reformee el 19 theologie evangelique, mMals, dans lique hollandais Visant UNe application DOUT |’Eglise
Culture intellectuelle globalisee, 1Ees tendances du monde evangelique ET 1a theologie evangelique plan inter-
evangelique anglophone influent SUrT 1es formes d’expres- nationnal. PuIs, e 1MNOUVEAU manuel de theologie SySte-
SION des evangeliques neerlandophones. EUX matique de Gijsbert Varl)l den rın et Cornelis Vall der
recents sSsont B manifestation de Changement. Ea serie KOOI, intitule Christelijke dogmatiek, eEst VUVTAsC de
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dogmatique reformee, Qquı mamntıent 1es Dositions trinı- recension critique examıne leurs DOoINtS forts DOUT favori-
taıres Classiques, dans esprit cecumenIque. (es deux sSer lE maıntiıen de Ia force el de 1a Crolssance du monde

dUuX larges centres d’interäets representent UNe evangelique dUuX PayS-Bas, ET tıre des implications
ligne Drogressiste serın de Ia theologie evangelique et VOUT 1E MmOUuvement evangelique ’echelle du monde.
reformee, dans I’Europe neerlandophone. 1:3 presente

Introduction through the lens of Its theological and eccles1i0-
Ihe impact of the Netherlands the ftorma- logıical and practices.
t1o0n of Protestant evangelical theology 15 ften IThe second maJor book 15 A monumental,; JT

PASC, up-to-date, textbook of systematıc eoverlooked in the English-speaking WOTr The
ONgOINS debates between what 15 ften called Dy the Dutch theology professors ıJ)sbert Van

‘five-point’ Calyıiınism and Arminianiısm AMMONS den Brink an Cornelis Van der KO01: Christelirke
dogmatıek 2012). (Van der KO0O1 15 also OLlLC ofthose who broadly consider themselves evangelı- the editors of the rst mentioned book hıs 15cal originally STEM from Dutch so1l \ Several] Dutch

theologians Can be consıdered household Names CONLCMPOFA V, ecumenıcally minded, yeL clas-
sıcal triınıtarıan, Reformed dogmatic theology.Anglophone evangelical theologians and Although the FEXT 15 wrıtten 1n Dutch, the authorstheır works AA readıly avaılable in Englısh, such

4S Hendrikus Berkhof’s Chrıstian Faıth Aan! the TAaW INManYy historical, CONLCEMPOTFAF V, inter-
Varı0Ous works of Berkouwer and Abraham natıonal and multı-lingual TGCS

Both books rCPrESCNHNL robust, broadly OocusedKuyper; In FreCEeENT VCAaIs, erman Bavınck’s classıc
our-volume EFTONrMEe Dogmatıcs W dS also Lrans- evangelıcal an IOFTIHE theology. In thıs CTIf-
ate. Into Englısh. cal FEVICW article, IT 15 ur desire investigate

SOMIC specıfic hıghlights of these works for theIn the Netherlands there has long been sharp ONgOINgS strength an growth of evangelicalısm Indistinction between eETorme (or Calvınıst) an
evangelıcal theology. ut Just 4S evangelıcalısm the LOW Countries, an also TAW 414 helpful

implications for the global evangelıicalhas broadened ItSs borders In the English-speaking We ll specifically focus key DO1INtS of c  transı-world an 15 havıng impact an wıthin the
arger Protestant world, WC also SC thıs trend In

t107N emphasised 0)8 developed DYy the authors. We
ll YSt consıder the multi-authored Evangelıcathe 1LOwWw Countrıes, specıfically wiıth FrESPECCL Theology In Iransıtion; OUr evaluatıon ıll COMN-Dutch Protestantiısm. In (MAiT 10 intellectual sıder four of the which ATE. addressed Dy theculture, thanks alr travel an electronic COM- book’s authors: 1 Evangelıcaliısm In Durtch COIMN-munıcatıon, theological influences spread rapıdly FEXT: ItSs meanıng and ldentity; 2) Origins ofV

ACTOSS the WOT.: aM Anglo-Saxon evangelıcal gelical trends 1ın the LOW CountrIies; S Evangelıicaltrends ATC influencing the shape of the uftfe
speakıng evangelical world “

church practices; an Arminian an Wesleyan
theological CNSAZSCMCNLIS.Iwo TGCeENnT books published In the Netherlands

NOT only point thıs broader VISION of evangeli- B Evangelicalism in utc CONTEXT Its
calısm, but also demonstrate IT In Dractice. TIhe meanıng an:! identity
rSst book be discussed, Evangelıcal Theology In the introduction the editors egin Dy consider-
ın Iransıtion, edited bDy Cornelis Vall der KO0O1; Ing the meanıng of Evangelicalism”® broadly, then
Evelıne Van Staalduine-Sulman an! Arıe Zwiep specifically In the ufc TEXT. As the introduc-

pOo1lNts the WdY orward for Dutch evangel- LOFYV paragrap. cClearly indicates, they perceıve the
icalısm In particular, wıth application the CVaA Evangelical AS blended pattern of tran-
gelical church an theology internationally. hıs SIT10ON an fusions that nonetheless has had consıd-
1$ evidenced iımmediately Dy the fact that ItSs tiıtle erable influence both soclally an ecclesiastically.an artıcles dIC wrıtten 1n English TIThe authors Of course, iın Dutch-speaking COHTCXT, there
ddress the Naiiie of evangelıcalısm In the Dutch be A intentional effort distinguish and COMDAIC
COBNFEXT. through VarlıoOus *transıtions an fusions’ Evangelicalism wıth Reformed Protestantism (of thought both ofan wıthın evangelıcalısm. TIhe IThe editors that there 15 1n the Netherlands A
book also consıders the meanıng of “evangelical’ broad, ecumenıcally minded Evangelical spırıt that
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has been “ecumenısm heart’? Dy ead- AS orıginally prophetic A eschatological call
Ing Dutch pastor.“ They frankly that they EG keep the kingdom of God from the WOr
the Evangelıcal AS5 “counter-movement’ along- (4, E 17/) However, ıIn the Netherlands the
sıde the church AF large that includes Reformed MOVEMENT has become trans-denominational
churches, parachurch Organısations an other h1IS- that Its prophetic fervour has waned; IT 15 NO less
torical Christian CXpressiONs wıth sımılar DrOLCSL MOVEMENT than It 15 pragmatıc LIIOVEO-
In this SCI1ISC Evangelicalısm 15 ‘critical minorı1ty”, MentT which seeks unıte “culture, Gospel and
which 15 nonetheless influential due the increas- people 21 258; Z 29) Bakker NOTES that Dutch
ingly multi-cultural an A decrease In the Evangelicals, unfortunately, AIC seldom iınvolved
authorıty of relig10us institutions (3-5) wiıth clence an academic LESCAFEN., although their

The editors turther SUSSCSLT that the Evangelıcal work AS providers has had A significant Impact
15 1ın transıtiıon towards critically ıIn the Dast three decades In spıte of ItSs antı-ıntel-

reflective and cCooperatıve theological CNSASC- ectual reputation, Dutch Evangelicalısm has CCn
MENT, an MOVINS AWAdV from earlier tendencies able adapt Its culture for gospel-centred PDUFr-of antı-ıntellectualism. UOptimistically, they (SE; S/')
that SOINNC of ‘Evangelıcal Spirıtuality” from Bakker 15 careful distinguish Evangelicalism
A postmodern perspective CONMNHEGCE ell wıth the 1ın the Netherlands from that of the u  5 Germany,“domiınant culture)?. I hıs wOöould include dICa France an orth AMIeEHCAE, by claiming that In the
such 4S "strong indıvidualiısm), 1 esteem)’ Netherlands the word ‘Evangelical’” O€Ss NOL AVE
of empirical research an expressed 1stiınction “denominatıional an theologica meanıng’ (35between the Bible ıtself an Ur interpretation of wiıith 56) Certainly, geographical AF SOC1O-
IT (6) Certainiy this last observatıon 15 key the logical distinctions such these 21 worth noting,postmodern criticısm of modernist epistemologi- but the CONTFrAaSTt he SCCS wıth ML American
cal optimısm: OQur interpretations ATrC always SIFU- Evangelıicalısm INaYy be overstated. TIhe latter
atıonal an CONteEXtUal; OUur STAfCGIHEATS aAbout the 15 heavıly politically drıven, wıth extremelyBible dAdIC HevVvEeEr equlvalent the Bıble itself. diverse denominatıional an CVERN theological back

However, the former [W  Y pO1NtS do NOT ADDCAaL, ground.“°
AT least AT ISt glance, reflect postmodern SCIH- Ihe above diversity 15 also made evident 1ın thesıbilities. general feature of postmodernism 15 Netherlands, especlally Dy Reformed theologian

LNOVCEC AWAV from the radical indıivyidualiısm of de Bruyne, wh SEALES ın chapter four:
modernity towards INOTIC Communıty-centred
paradıgm. ut the CONMNFCXE IC the editors Evangelicals dIC be found iın the Netherlands

such STOUDS 4S the Pentecostals, Baptısts,refer 15 perhaps the change ın the Dutch Christian
culture from instiıtutional and cultural VIEW of Plymouth Brethren, an serles of (reC. SOINC -

mes charısmatic churches nNat do NOT OpCratecthe church’s influence subjective, individualis-
t1C V1CW of religion AdS personal choice . In addıtion, wiıthin organızed denominations 86-87).
the postmodern critique includes adıcal YJUCS- Wırth thiıs observation, De Bru1yne also signals
tıonıng of the value of empırıCısm 4S launch pad cCooperatıon between FIOTME and Evangelical
for ur truth an Or owledge claims. It 15 NOLT Christians. He highlights Varıo0Ous political 2887

relig10us differences and commonalıties ACTOSSthat eMpIrICISM has lost ItSs credentials entirely, ut
It has certamly lost Its footing SCT the for thıs diverse Evangelıcal landscape an emphasızes
ur faıth an theological dialogue. Nonetheless, LMNOVC AWAdYV, SOMMC Evangelicals, from
this renewed interest ın empirıcal research stems FE Anabaptist and separatıst tendencies “the
from what the editors SC AdS transıtion from long-established Reformed tradıtion of Christian
primary, ıf NOT Aat times exclusıve, concentratiıon politics’ (86) In the DastL, Evangelicals WEIC ret1-
ON beliefs concentratiıon the practices that CEHT embrace politic partıcıpatıon either due
shape evangelicalısm and the role of the church. Evangelicaliısm’s prophetic, eschatological
Consequently, properly reflect church DLaC- ONSINS that Kıngdom from that
tice requires empirıcal research. of the world OTr due dispensationalıst escha-

Following the Introduction, Baptıst eOIlO- tological VICWS, accompanied Dy indıvidualis-
g1an enk Bakker begins the rst chapter Dy t1C application of Christian spirıtuality >7
Consıdering the phenomenological aASPCCIS of the Oday, “polıtically awakened’ Evangelicals In the
Evangelical Bakker SCCS Evangelicalism Netherlands embrace [NOTC of the Kuyperlan Lra-
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dıt1on, emphasızıng the gxoOdness of creation aMn from ne:S  eı tradıtion Or ecclesiological COI
ItSs S  > by Oo1Ing S thevy ind opportunıities Staalduine-Sulman AdISUCS that Evangelıicalısm
for Christian WItFNESS SOCIEtN.. has “positioned iıtself 4S counter-movement)

In the United Stabes, De Bruyne observes, Enlightenment thinking. CL, her research DOINtS
there W as culture clash between Christians who ul that 1ın ItfSs opposıition IT In fact aflırms the Sa]In e
embraced modernity an those who remaıned philosophical underpinniıngs OT foundatıonalism
steadfast ıIn the tradıtional AIr Modernism which STEmM from Enlıghtenment-born modernity.
gaine the hand, Evangelıical CONservatıves Rather than rationalısm and historicısm setting the
wıthdrew from the public AarCcNa; thıs included those agenda, Evangelical fundamentalism SUAGESES that
of the Reformed tradıition. In the Netherlands, the Bible alone, AS the ultımate authority, MUST
however, due Abraham Kuyper’s influence UDON E the agenda 54-55). Yet the methods by which
Dutch culture an SOCIELY, Reformed Christianity ONC interprets the Bible wiıithın thıs paradıgm ATC
became TMOTC influential. De Bruyne NOTES that either existential, ıronically, rational-scientific
Evangelicals wıth Anabaptist background also (as In the CdSCc of INanı y classıcal Evangelıcal apolo
Joined the Reformed Christians ın the COINMNOIMN getiC CHOrtS).
struggle agalnst secularısm, drawıng upON the hıs Yet Staalduime-Sulman 15 NOT negatıve ıIn her
torıcal Christian character of Dutch sOCI1etLYy (95 ASSESSMECNT of Evangelicalism. She atflırms that 1t
96, 106-109). 15 d MOVEMENT ıIn transıtıon which 15 responding
e Bruyne’s research displays the VAaSTtT nNCNn- and integrating wıth CHFTENT times an cul

of Evangelıicalism, rangıng from Purıtanism, ia ar the SdI1lle time refusing aCCCDL
Methodism, Neo-Calvyıniısm dispensationalist maılınstream ıberal theology. Evangelicalısm has
VIEWS al of which contribute prophetical- also efused remaın ecology tor the acad-
political challenge pervasıve secularısm. Ihe WaY CINY; the ordinary Christian believer 15 A1ll implıcıt
forward, De Brunyne wiısely AISUCS, 1S NOLT sımply COM GELMn of the MOvement Wırth INncreasıng

full-fledged Kuyperi1an Neo-Calvınism, number of Evangelical students of theology 1n
though IT O€Ss provide the broader the Netherlands, she wısely submuiıts that the self-

for political CNSASCMCNL. Kuyper himself under- CHUCal, modest approaches which STEeEmM from the
stO0d the historical-contextual limıits of hH1s PLO- postmodern crıtique of Enlightenment modern-
JeC6>the mes aV changed. Although 1SmM 111 help DaAaVvC the WdY for both those teeped
the church 1S NOT equıvalent SOCIETY, neıither Cdll In modernısm and (especlally) those iımmersed
IF be etache from 1T whıle seekıng the Kingdom In fundamentalist CXpressiONs of Evangelıicalısm.
of God IThe church 1S embedded wıthın SOCIELY She 1S undoubtedly COFTFEeCL, 4S they aV INOTIC In
an IT MUST learn aCCCDL ItfSs condiıtion, realıs- 230088(0)8! than eıther perspective 15 ready SCC (r

Ing that Its COmposıtıon of diverse ıdentities has admıt
helped form that SOCI1etYy iıtself 114-115, 118
12/150: also SCC editors’$; ÖOrigins of evangelical trends the LOw

Wırth d varıety of denominatıonal adherents, Countries
bıblicism has been A general inclinatiıon of the the editors point OUL, of the artıcles chap-
Evangelical In the nNnıte States. The KErs three an seven) PIODOSC that the aforemen-
Org1ın ofthis mindset, however, from the SAaM1C tioned Evangelıcal tendencıies In the Netherlands
Enliıghtenment AS Dutch Evangelıcalısm. find their background In American and/or British
In chapter LW Eveline Van Staalduine-Sulman Evangelıicalısm (11) In chapter three. 2aarten
provıdes five characteristics that rCPrESCHLT thiıs Aalders that the Oxford rOup Movement
Enlightenment influence: I indıvyvidualism an of the pastor-evangelıst Frank Buchman,
equality; 2) the separatıon of church an - AS ell 4A5 the Reformed Churches ın Restored
5} an emphasıs of spiırıt VCL body (wıth OTa- Unıon | Gereformeerde Kerken Iın Nederland (ın
ble "TeaCt1ONarYy trend’; 4) viewing God 4S SCDa- Hersteld Verband)|,; WEIC OUTLTCOME of eıs
rate from creation; and 5) °the disappearance of revıivalısm. Buchman’s networking an influence
Neo-Platonism from theology an hermeneutics’ 1n the Netherlands (from 1923 ONWards) fuelled
(45-48) Along wiıth the emphatiıc optiımısm about Evangelical tendencies Aalders poilntsthe individual’s abılıty ACCcCSs5 the truth of God OUuUtT the posıtıve reaction‘from wıthin the Restored

AUB! emphasıs personal experience ın both Union Churches the Oxford rOup Movement
the readıng an the application of the Bıble, apart which Can be SC In the ISt published artıcle

T EJTK



UTCH FVANGELICAL TRENDS AND SIGNIFICANCE CCRITICAL KEVIEW AÄRTICLE

regardıng this by Rev. Vall eth Evangelicals ATC NOT “detached from broken
ın 19353 (ZE) Van eth described house MeEeECT- world’ (4/90) hence they A W m NOT CXCMDL from
ing that consisted of Bıble readings an the impact of IfSs suffering. Our salvatiıon,
discuss1ONS, confession of S1NS, an the sharıng of however, 15 pointer the fullness of redemption
personal rel1g10uUs experlences. Although Aalders COMMEC
mentions that Van eth had SOINC reservations Reıtsma clearly Mmaılntaıns the eschatological
about the gZroup’s “"ECONOMIC, socıial an politi- emphasıs that 15 characteristic ofEvangelıcalısm, 4S

cal naıvety’ he tully recognised the Oxford rOup AVe noted above, while AT the SAadllle re-orlent-
Movement 4S A of the Holy Spirıt and Ing the CHIFTEN:E Evangelical position clearly wıthın
4S SIgN of revival (72) the emMm DOdIıE GCONCIETIENESS of the world Hıs

hıs optiımısm about the ()xford rOup I'CPI‘CSCIUIS significant transıtıon from
Movement an 1ItSs influence the Restored the lure of the dualism Öf: modernity” (whether ın
Union Churches, however, Oc€s NOLT take AWdV the secular 0)8 reli1g10uUs sphere) embodied
from the fact that IT also mel wiıth criticısm. Yet faıth In the COMNTEXT of creation whether for x00d
thıs eriticısm did NOT ead full scale rejection of CLr ı11 AT the present time
the Oxford roup Movement untiıl the MOMENT
It changed Its “aAHTIG ‘Moral Re-Armament’ and Evangelical uUurc. practice
began MOVINg ın different; broadly focused, CVCNMN Stefan 24AS discusses three ecclesiological chıfts
polıitical direction. eEre W as then INOTIC empha ıIn ate-Modern, post-Christian SOCIetLYy 1n the
S15 0)8! °revolution’ than ON PEVIVAl-. al Ora Netherlands in chapter Hve Hıs considerations
Re-Armament moved AWdYy from “ocal varıat1ıons’ STEeEm from both hıs academıiıc research an hıs
whıle discontinuing theıir house meetings (S1; cf. personal experience working wıth church plant

ın Amsterdam called Vıa Nova which miınısters54) Aalders submıits that the tendencies wıthın
the Oxford roup Movement that incorporated ‘young, secular, Car ocused people’
L[OO much Amerıcan optiımısm, along wıth LOO (152) Hıs observatiıons include the chıft from
lıttle connection wıth the Biıblical wıtness, ultı- mMmOonopoly marketing, from congregatiıon
mately led ItSs aılure truly impact the Dutch network, and from conftfessionalism MI1sSs1ON an
churches (85) values. S submuits that these transıt1ons IMUST be

In another veın, 1ın chapter ö ernnarı ser10usly consıdered and applied for church plant
GES ın today’s world He strongly Argucs for theReitsma focuses particular FEGENT trend 1n

Evangelicalism ın Europe, Afrıca and Asıa IC 15 approprliation of marketing metaphor ftor reach-
popularly known 4S the ‘health an wealth’” gospel Ing rban professionals 1ın the multı-ethnic
Reıitsma that Evangelicals .  e less d- COMNTEXT of Amsterdam. He acknowledges that
thetic health an prosperıity theology  9 addıng marketing an Church 1SS1O0N NOLT the SAadLL1IC
that ‘key-figures aVe denounced IT AS unbibli- ut ArguCS that IT 15 nonetheless useful consıder
cal? (164) bıt ıronıcally, Reıitsma contends that marketing perspectives reveal otherwise hidden
these health an wealth teachings SCCI1 recently dimensions of mi1issıon (136) For example, the
VE gaıne ground ordınary Evangelical iImportance of reaching A "target group‘ INAaY be
Christians ıIn Europe. In 16 W Gr this, he C for elated the incarnatıon an the weakness of

enewed Evangelıca reflection)? (165) 1ın order the INAaY be elated the needs of the weak
ddress the primary claıms of thıs trend VIS-A-VIS UuSs (138)

24aSs describes how from the tiıme of thethe PFreSCNL day suffering of Christians. He COMN-
tends that thıs reflection MUST take place In V1CW Reformation the Reveil of the 1ne-
of eschatological redemption an future glory teenth CCNLUFY, M1SSIONALCY OVEMENTS ın the
164-181). In Romans OL Paul relates PFrEeSCHNL Netherlands DA worked 1n COT of SuUuD
suffering future glorification 167-171 indica- DOTrL “*trom the ruling powers’ 140) 1n Om1-
tıve of the “crossroads of the old dASC ofdam an nal Christian In the culture, thıs
the HE dASC of Christ’? (17%5) Suffering MUST NOT connection has een lost Consequently, he ArSUCS
be reduced persecutlion, because It includes the that the free Chüurch; whıile having less STIrUCLUFre
entire iImpact of the groanıng of creation under and less formal denomıinatıional t1es (140, 142),
the ar death, while IT ZOCS through the 1Irt. maılntaıns commıtment "DEACE, dialogue 19

of the 11CW ıfe brought through COhrist’s reconcihation’ (146) that ll help DaVC the WdY
orwardredemptive work 175-178). He concludes that
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aas 15 be commended for hıs 4ASHLEG insıghts eral and those Evangelical churches (for hıich he
INnto Dutch rel1g10uUs culture and hıs SuSSCS- provided examples) that aV intentionally 1INCOTr-
t10NS for reaching post-Christian people In the porated forms of “1l1quid church? Would Erwich
Netherlands onetheless, WC would CXPDICSS [WO that Evangelicals iın general dIC I1NOTC (T

wıth hıs marketing metaphor. Fırstly, In eEss “h1quid’ d opposed “solıid”? IF 5! how do
general, ATIC wondering ıf the marketing Dara- Dutch Reformed churches identifying them-
digm iıtself GVEOGTrIiIS modernist mentalıty that selves 4S ‘Evangelical’ Ht IntOo hıs analysıs? On
allows modern culture DE the for COM- this particular questlion, Erwich unclear.
munıicatıon. 24aaSs wisely submuıits that WC Nevertheless, he wiısely DOINtSs OUuUTt that deeper
indeed be attentive an of OUTr culture. N1S dialogue 15 needed how churches percelive
Call be applauded 45 long ASs modern culture OCcSs themselves thıs “continuum between “sölid”
NOT aVe the inal SaV OUuUr church practices 0)4 an “liquid‘”') 159) He challenges US be OPDPCH
alıenates uS from the hIStOry and tradıtion of the learn from merging Church CEXpressS1ONS 4A5
church where the Holy Spirıt has een workıing WC strengthen OUur understandıng of both culture
through the AQCS econdly, 24Ss that the and church practice rough ‘long term empir1-
marketing metaphor of reaching Largelt STOUD cal research’? an! study groups’ 159-160). TIo do
15 akın Jesus’ incarnatıon: he Calmllc 4S Jewısh thıs effectively, he counsels churches LMNMOVC AWdY
INan ıIn Jewiısh The particularıty of Jesus’ from being “solo-players’ (162): build networks
incarnatıon 15 certamly significant. But Jesus Was for dialogue an Cooperatıion, an also bring
notably counter-cultural In hıs entire approac together church practitioners and theologians.
reaching people ıIn hıs day. He dıd NOT attempt

ır 1n wıth the eXISUNG culture but showed Arminian an Wesleyan theological
radıcal hospitality that Was completely foreign CeNSZSaAZSCMECNETS
the polıtical an relig10us mindset. Creativıty an The transıtıon towards MMOTC theological dialogue
Innovatıon WEeIC NOT hıs objectives (ef. 138) but 15 also reflected 1n the “updatiıng’ of Reformed the
rather radıcal OVEC and COmpassıon apart from the Oology regardıng the subject of free will Rather
relig10us GB cultural expectations. than sımply pıtting Arminian and Reformed

Rene Erwich (chapter S1X) discusses the S1S- theology agalnst each other, 0)8 sımply lumpingnılıcant influence of ete ard’s book Liquid Arminian and Wesleyan theology together, CO-
Church‘) through the lens ofthe practical theology nections ATIC evealed that WEIC overlooked OTr
of chard (Osmer Erwich summarıses ignored In the Dast Issues such AS OPCH theism,
ard’s notion of “11quıid church? (ın freedom and NECESSITY, an the Wesleyan quadrı-
“solid church?’? wıth tradıtional leanıngs) AS flow ateral In dialogue wıth CONLCMPOFArY systematıc
of relig10us communıcatıon through maller an theology and hermeneutics, AICc explored ın the
larger networks’ (451, 153) Like Paas, Erwich AOE: three chapters of the book

that ‘l1quid discourse believers’ (especlally In chapter eight, Cornelis Vall der KO0O1 CX AaM-
noticed Baptısts In the Netherlands) AIC iInes OPCH theism and Ifs relevance wıth regardthose wh: aVve taken OI1 CONsumeriıst mental- A ‘Evangelical-Reformed theology’ (4182)
ItY, looking ftor “meanıng and spiırıtuality” wıthout He percelves the late Canadıan theologian ar
membershıp commıtment ftormal church Pinnock be prıme example ıIn this regard OT

He pO1NtTS OUT that the LIECWECT forms of because Pınnock Was necessarıly sSayıng anything
“11quid’ church AT challenging INOTC tradıtlion- CW but because he pushed UuSs thınk carefullyally mınded Baptist churches “°reconsıder their about classical theism In V1CW of Evangelıicalecclesiology’ ( theology of Scripture 182-184).

After proviıding SUOIILC brief examples of “h1quid Van der KO0O1 Argucs that In addition
church?’? In the Dutch CONTEXL, Erwich submits that MOVINS towards broader understanding of
Evangelicalism ıIn general ‘lacks ell grounded Evangelıicalism, Evangelicals AdIC transıtionıng from
ecclesiology’ In fact, the formation of the debates about the towards greater emphasısEvangelical ıtself from COMN- COMMUNItTY. Pinnock’s work, he >5 pO1NtSsfessional, experlential and antı-ınstitutional SC11- towards this cCommunıtarıan emphasis of viewingtiment wiıth regard the church (156) At this doctrine embedded wıthin the COoMMUNItY (185-Juncture 1T would ave been helpful for Erwich 186). Open theism emphasızes the relationality of
provıde SOMEC Evangelicalism In SCH- God rather than hıs absolute independence from
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the world The decisions that humans make AlLC Ur teedom wıthın COUTr (OW choices, he asks US

real dec1isions wiıthin time: they ArCc NOT sımply the place 1T ın the depth of WI1 being  > 4S WIt-
result of SOMMC unılateral decree of timeless God 11ES55C5 of Od’s o1konomı1a hıs work rough GTE -

(189) GOd 1S love, Al ıIn hıs OVEe he allows US at1ıon and hıs people throughout history rough
make decisions. However, Van der KO0O01 the Holy Spirıt (201
five dilemmas face when confronted wıth ODCI} In another attempt build A ridge
theısm. We 11 NOT mention all of these dilemmas strengthen Reformed-Evangelical theology,
Gre ut ll highlight SOMIC that, ıIn Antonie VOos proviıdes bold declaratıon toward
COQUT VIEW, ATC MOST pertinent for thıs discussion. the theologica reconcıliatiıon of Wesleyanısm

Wırth OPCH theism (LE Pinnock’s “creatıive love an classıcal Reformed theology, both of which
theism’) Od’s CONVINCINS yet ZraCIOUS offer Of sal- strongly influence (and ave strongly influenced)
vatıon 11 NOT supersede : human freedom; Evangelıcalısm. We MUST NOT confuse Arminıianısm
AVEC choice, and that cholice 15 HOE determined DYy AF} Wesleyanısm, VOs ArguCcs, because Arminius
God 4953) ut Van der KOo0O01 deftly asks thıs key argued for “neutral divine will? where
question: “Should allow ourselves be torced ıll 15 bracketed 1ın order low humankınd

make decision (209; 217 Za9 In FaCt, thento the diılemma that OPCH theism offers, 16 the
cho1ice between determıiınısm aM freedom?” (190) “classıc Reformed tradıtion before 1800 15 neıither
He astutely that CONLTCEMPOFALCY heology necessitarıan 110OT deterministic’ 219) For Wesley,
has perhaps unwittingly incorporated VIECW of however, the ıll 15 Ways important for God and
equality that TMNOTC from ur social-historical- humans:; IT 15 NOT sımply bracketed Dy God for
relig10us CONFEXT than IT O€s from the For humans make choice 209) ut for Wesley,
example, the ımportance of the equality of people thıs ıll “presupposes reedom OLr lıberty’ rather
before God 15 evident 1ın the Amerıcan Declaration than denyıng It (ZIE) Regardless of whether
of Independence an also strongly manıftested In 11C ultimately dABICCS wıth Vos’s conclusions, N1S
Europe ın the Universal Declaratiıon of Human scholarshıp 15 INCISIVE, challenging USs reconsıder
ghts Wıth art thıs 15 spelled UL 4S the yes ur often-presumed polarıties ın the so-called
of God all human beings. hıs perspective 15 Reformed-Wesleyan divide.
also evident, Van der Ko0o1 ArguCcS, ıIn Pinnock’s In the Ainal chapter, Arıe ‚Wlep also borrows
creative love theism (192) SO the question 15 Has insıghts from Wesleyanısm, specifically from the
ur overarching VIECW of faırness obscured COUTL VIECW Wesleyan quadrılateral. He interacts wıth COIMN-
of work In salvatıon” LCMpOFCarCYy hermeneutics 1n Evangelicaliısm, usıng

Van der Koo1 submıts that OPCH theism has dis- Gadamer 4S hıs primary interlocutor, 4S gyulde
regarde the OmnıIıscIeENCE of God (194), where anı corrective PreVeCnNtL a’ mısappropriation of
"openness has become gap  A an “God 15 powerless Wesley (225% 236-237). wıep insightfully pO1Nts
if DCISON refuses OW God take control’ OutTt that the notion of quadrılateral ın ecOLlogy
(194) Open theists INAaYy regar thıs judgment 4S A O€Ss NOLT find Its OrNg1INs ın Wesley, C VE though
DIt hasty, AS IT 15 NOT that ODCH theists deny 0d’s the dea 15 obviously present 1n hıs heology. ‚Wlep
OMNISCIENCE, but they rather re-frame the that analogy the quadrıilateral IMNMAaYy be
of omniscience by virtue of that which they submıiıt the medieval tourfold of Scripture. Although
constitutes “knowledge’. Knowledge 1S that 1C the tourfold Ör Scripture O€es NOFT USC the
15 known has een known based ON the Presecnt SAamıc “mOotit ; Zwiep submits, the USCc of multiple
0)8 Dast of affairs. In other words, tor OPCH pDerspectives ıIn the interpretation of Scripture 15
theists, the word “knowledge’ O€Ss NOT reter stil] remarkably simıilar 228-229).
future STates of affaırs. !! In this„ they ATIC able Zwiep OIHNENES 0)8! each of the four elements

maılntaın belief in OMNISCIENCE, whiıle still of the quadrılateral. IThe primacy of Scripture
denying that future EVENTS AIC “toreknown). NOT be equated wıth Scripture AS the exclusive

Nonetheless, Van der Ko0o1’s analysıs stimulates authority. Sola Scriptura WasSs always understood Dy
us think through how ur influences the Reformers 1in the COLHWEXT of the COMMUNItY of
ur VIEWS f OMNISCIENCE, foreknowledge an faıth Iradıtion then 15 the VOIlCE of that 1U-
uman freedom. He effectively challenges us nıty ın the radıcal subjectivism that 15
return the narratıve of Scripture SE agaln ften characteristic of modernıity. TIhe aCCCPLANCE
how God has interacted with an revealed hım of tradition 15 NOT blınd approprlation ut
self hıs people Rather than sımply pDOosit1OoNINS tinual call dialogue ıIn the CONFGXT ofthe broader
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Communıty of faıth (230, 254-237/). 'Ihe pillar of books ın Dutch 15 small but thiıs book 15 already 1n
[CasSsOI 15 NOLT abandone although IT 15 certaınly IfSs ourth printing. It 15 being introduced AT SCWV -

placed under dispute ıIn the postmodern critique eral theological semı1naAarıes and unıversities as the
but It MUST be used wıth CaIic (257) ‚Wlep DOINtS 1C  - updated textbook in Christian doctrine 1ın
OUL that Wesley expressed conhidence In [CasSOIl the Dutch language. *“ Many C It 4S the SUCCESSOT
and method that Gadamer would question. Our of the one-volume dogmatıc theology, Christian
faıth sımply Cal be equated wıth OUr under- Faıth, Dy Hendrikus Berkhof(  )l3 Like
standıng of the natural world Addıtionally, CXDC- thıs textbook, IT 11 AVE Englısh transla-
rience 15 sigNINCcaNt, but NOT merely experience AdS tion. certainly has Aall ecumenıcal spirıt an
individualistic and subjective, but the experience appreclation for evangelıcal tradıtions, but Al the
of the COoMMUNItY of faıth rough the AQCS (238- SALTIAC. me It 15 cClearly tradıtional Reformed book
244). wrıtten by theologians from the University

ın all, Zwiep submıits that the esleyan quad- of Amsterdam (formerly known in Englısh A the
riılateral provıdes uSs wıth insıghts how VarlıoOus Te€E University of Amsterdam). Cornelis Vall der
Christian perspectives ACTOSS5 CONLCEMPOFCALY an KO0O1 15 known for hıs research the relatiıon
hıstorical tradıtions INaYy help usSs when Oo1Ing her- between Calvın and Barth!* whereas Gijsbert Van
meneutIics an cology.o Varıous OQUTGES for den Brink belongs the Utrecht School that
theological reflection NOT only provıde enrichment classıcal academi1c theological reflection .

COUrTr understandiıng of faıth, but reveal the inad- In the Dutch CONTEXL, both authors AIC reluctant
equUaCIES of harbouring 11C exclusıve approach. call themselves ‘evangelical’” SInCEe they posıtion

We heartıly atlırm Zwiep’s recommendation themselves wiıthın the historic Reformed tradition!®©
of the Wesleyan quadrilateral help us address but from A 210 evangelıcal perspective they INaYy
changes ıIn the theological hermeneutical land safely be consıdered “‘Reformed-evangelical’.

of today. However, AIC wondering why Evangelicalism AdS A SCDarate 15 NOT
he concludes hıs artıcle suggesting hıs posıtion ften mentioned ın G  5 an when 1T S, IT 15 referred
"presupposes rm belief ıIn rationalıty and the 1n the 1r PCISON}N, especlally when dealing wıth
ratiıonal character of reality, VeL AT the SAaMıc tım charısmatic, Arminıian OLr dispensational VIEWS 1ın
IT requıres us recognıse the boundaries of whart short, those perspectives which ATC NOT consıdered
ITCaAason Cal achieve)?. Wırth thıs STALEMECNLT, Zwiep CIOTME. At the SAaMC tiıme, there dIC imıted ref-
ADDCAIS OSE ground. How 15 °“Iırm beliet In BEiC11G68 evangelıcal theologians such AS Stanley
rationality dıfferent from sımply suggesting that Grenz, Kevın Vanhoozer, Miroslav Volf, Alıster
rationalıty has Its place? Although Zwiep CONSsSISt- McGrath an! there 15 frequent dialogue wıth the
ently argued for the Iimıts of PCAaSON, hıs PICSUP- Dutch evangelical systematıc theologian, Wıllem
posıtion of the °rational character of reality Ouweneel ! Most Reformed ufe theologı-
AaTt least partıially CONLFaCYy his overriding empha- cal WEeITIC INOTITC imıted their OW! tradıtions
S15 Realıty 15 NOLT rational In charäcter. but multi- (Herman Bavınck, Hendrikus Berkhof, Gerrit
dimensional: It 15 experlential, affective, soc1al Aan! Berkouwer, Abraham Kuyper, epke Noordmans,
Cognıtıve al Aat the SAaIMNC time We SUSPCCL wıep Abraham Van de Beek an others), along wiıth key

ngures In German heology (Kar/l Barth, WolthartINAaYy In theory wıth thıs but WC SUSSCSLT It 15
nevertheless critical distinction emphasize ıf Pannenberg, Jürgen Moltmann, Eberhard Jüngel)

ATIC INOVCEC orward wıth Zwiep’s overarchıng In thıs regard, Van den I1n an Van der Ko0o1’s
CONstruct!ıve proposal wıde CENSAZSCMCNLT wiıth dıfferent authors an tradı-

ONS makes the book interesting and refreshing,
read wiıithın the Reformed tradıtion.Christian Reformed Dogmatics The general methodological approac of

As mentioned In the introduction, the second 15 OC of fides ıntellectum. Placıng faıth
MaJor book WC 11l consıiıder 15 the CONLCEMPOFCALY AS key player In theological reflection 1S 1ın itself
systematıc theology textbook DYy well-known still posıtion the European academic
Dutch theology professors, Gijsbert Vall enu Moreover, this Jubılant of renewed
an! Cornelis Vall der KO0O1: Christeligjke Dogmatiek. faıth CO from the Sahlıc Uunıversity where

It 15 already clear that Christelijke Dogmatıek generatiıon AZO the Reformed theologian Harry(hereafter CD) 15 havıng large iImpact In the Low Kuuntert4 DE played hıs requiem vVer COM-
Countries. Ihe market for academıic theological fessional] theology. Kultert’s style of demolishing
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classical heology and replacing IT wiıth the IMNOTC the rnını 15 distinct, welcome difference from
scientific discipline of “rel1g10uUs studies’ unfor- Berkhof’s belittling of thıs doectrine. In this WAdVY,
tunately remaıns sad reality ın the Netherlands the authors AdIC HOFE ın lıne wıth the overall
todayı.“ In thıs CONTEXL, confessional dogmatic appreclation of the rnını ın maılınstream evangelı-

cal heology today.theology ıke 15 beacon in the Current
of Enlightenment scıentism.*? 15 post-critical KEAL, AS5 It addresses the

But startıng ftrom position of faıth certaımly Iimıtatiıons of Enlightenment an the historical
O€s NOT exclude careful thinking. Theology O€s critical method Ihe authors pomnt OUuUtT that the

results of the historical critical method ave eenNOLT merely fall from heaven, but OUTLr

thinking, experience an! ur broad relig10uUs COIN- diverse an conflicting 488-493). Ihe Bible Was

SC1IOUSNESS. In the prolegomena, the authors ind reduced hııman rel1g10us ärtefact; rather than
LOOINN tor modest apologetic reasonN1Ing ıIn defence SC} AS5 lıfe-giving MCSSAYZC about God an: OUrTr

of theism 52-64). They SC theologıan d reader relationshıp with hım In their day, scholars such
of detective who trıes SC the coherence 4S Abraham Kuyper, Herman Bavınck, Charles
between God, humanıty an world Based faıth Hodge an Benjamın Warftıield developed the the-

ological CONCEPL of Organıc Inspıration. devel-and ENgASCEMCN wıth the SOUTFCCS, the theologı-
cal reader 1S ONC wh: 15 constantly challenge ODS theological bibliology that 15 LMNOTITC based
make SCIISC of reality (27/3) the work of the Spirıt 1ın the Church,; ut IT 15 CIM

The authors take A broad approach the sub- cal about anı y approach resulting In individualistic
relativism.*! We ATFC indeed siıtuated within hıs-JECE of Christian revelatıon. God reveals hımself

1ın diversity of forms such AS Cogniıtıve propos!ı- COTY, culture, anguage 2385 tradıtion from which
t1ONS, verbal COomMMmuUunICAatiONS, personal SC  C  > OUTrTr interpretations rlse an fal] 495) Although
historical CVCNIS, relig10us EXpEMENCES, human CAaAaNNOT CSCADC from OUTr OW subjectiviıty,

thıs realısatıon MUSLT NOLT ead the OSS Ol theCONSCIENCE, theological tradıtions an faıth prax1s
(164-173). Theology these different authorıitatıve role of Scripture. The authors show
models of revelatıon an DULtS the Christ at appreclatiıon for the CONLCMPOTFAF Y, broadly CVall-

Itfs CCHWE, AS ItSs constitutive an normatıve PrINC1- gelical trend towards theological interpretation
ple Indeed, dheres the Reformed tormal of Scripture. As study Scripture, study IT
princıple Ö sola Scriptura. Interestingly, hOow. theologically. Thıs [N1Calls or of all that the reader
CVCLI, the doctrine of Scripture 15 discussed after asks the ultımate question: Who 15 God? We desıire
the doctrines of the Trınity, Christology, soterl10l1- er °the VO1lCEe f (30d0)’ In Ur Bıble readıng

and pneumatology. For the authors, thinkiıng 502) Furthermore, the Bible 15 the book of the
about Scripture 1S ın line wıth thinking about the Church We read the LTEXLT wıthıin the COMMUNItY
work of the Holy Spirıt SInCE the Bıble 15 gift of faıth, which 1S already product of the word of

God verbı). Hence.: thıs ecclesial readingfrom the Holy Spirıt, AanN! Scripture 15 the
Dy 1C the Spirıt uSs the kerygma ofScripture be ONne wiıithin the catholicıty of
of salvatıon 498-499). his approach resembles the Church worldwiıde 501-507).
Stanley Grenz’s approach ın hıs Theology for the IThe chapter creation AS 1T relates faıth
Communitty of God.“ and clence (chapter S1X) 111 StIr interest.

OC€Ss NOT egın wiıth general teaching takes stand tor the ımportance of creation
about the GESSCHEC of God, but wıth the Trınity. whıiıle affırmıng that the scientific evidence of CVO-

TIThe revelatıon of Christ 15 the central CVENT lution 15 overwhelmingly clear. At the SAamllec EMe:
from which theological reflection begin. the authors strongly denounce evolutionısm AdS5

We CAaNNOT think about God independently from philosophical 1deology. In line wiıth Benjamın
Christ 4S the clımax of salvatıon NIStOTY. IThe God Warfield, clear dıistinction 1s made between bold
of Scripture Call only be understood from the PCI- theological CONCCDL of creation ( EX nıhılo) an the
spectıve of the rnı 83-87). The authors make secondary PFrOCCSS of evolution that follows CICA-

clear that the doctrine of the T'rınıity 15 distinc- tıon (2711) The authors do Lr  - however, the
tıvely Christian, supported ın Scripture 1ın CONTLra- iımportance of historical fall In thıs they

arc clearly ITMOTC orthodox than Berkhof, for whomdistinction wiıth slamıc monotheism 107-109).
In European wiıth arge populatıon of eing human aAM eing sinner AIC OLC anı the
Islamic iImmi1grants, this dialogue 1S essentI1al. TIThe SAaLllE thing, both ASPCCTS standıng ın dialectical
central posıtion in IC they place the doctrine of relationship. But the problem remaıns: How do
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WC incorporate the fall of humanıty Into the scCIlen- OSY of Ifs predecessor, Berkhof’s Chrıstian Faıth
tific evolutionary narratıve>” hıs 15 NC of the CNYASZCS the Catholic doctrine of the church
challenging questiOons for integrating evolution- (for instance Lumen Gentium) ut 1T M1SSES the

opportunı provide IMNOTC interaction wıthar V bilology wıth biblical orthodoxy. In tradıtional
- IT 15 the question AS the orıginal e  StAtus evangelical /charısmatıc VIEWS the church
integritatis'. In „ CONTESTS the takes A stand for the tradıtional Presbyterian
tradıtional MOonOogen1sm Of humanıty’s COMNMNMOINMN model 4S A V1a med1a and depicts Episcopalısm an
descent from He uman couple, dam and Ekve Congregationalism 4S Oopposıte ends ofal EXITENIE

Instead, the authors submıt that human ONSINS (S27) According the authors, the free church
ncluded several housand individuals polygen- emphasıs individual choice an the demand for
1SM) who shared ONC COMMNMNMON blotope and des- baptısm ollowıng personal confession makes the
tINY. hıs SMa9 population reDbdele from God, church A phenomenon of history rather than all

thus changıng theıir destiny 277-278). hıs fall instiıtution IC finds ItSs orıgın ın ods inıtlatıve
of humankind WaS later expressed ın the biblical 527) Unfortunately the free church MO 15 LOO

metaphors of Genesis briefly addressed Dy and rejected by the authors,
Van der KO0O1 an Van den Brink tollow the especlally considering the UCCE”SS5 of free church

tradıtıon of Berkhof and of reCcCentTt Dutch theol- ecclesiology European evangelıcals and
ın general by Q1IVINS plenty of attention ın the MmaJorıty world hıs 15 especlally the Casc

for emerging free churches wiıthr MI1SSION-
the Holocaust and the establishment of the
the role of Israel In the i1ght of I‘CCCth history,

ar V inıtlatıves 1ın postmodern/ post-Christian
of Israel ın 1948, fresh theological reflection 15 Respect for differences 1ın practice Al
required. For the authors, reflecting Israel an organisatıonal STIrTUCTIUrESs 15 extremely iımportant
the Old Testament eı RS d structural dualıty In for the ONZOINS DIrOÖCCSS of buildiıng UunIıty
Christian theology (S25) The church O€Ss NOLT diverse Christian CXpress1ONs an! denomıinatıions.
replace srael, but 1S rather COMMUNItY that deeper CENgSASCMECN wıth Miroslav Volt’s After
CA  — chare ın the expectations of Israel (S 15) As (Our Laıkeness (whıich 1S cited);, for example, would
approach the bıblical from Christological aVve been an Improvement ın thıs regard:
perspective, MUST be tully that Jesus Was Overall, SCC 4A11 interesting an g-
d Jew wh: obeyed the Id Testament the full- Ing transıtıon ıIn the LOW Countries. Classical
EST de2Tee 0)8! IC hand, and the other, W as theological reflection 15 still VCLY much alıve an
rejected by the people of God Jesus experienced appreclated Dy wıder Christian public. At the
both deep identihication wıth an ESLANSCMECNLT SdI11C tıme, classıcal theology 1n the unıversities 15
from hıs people ften replace Dy the ITMOTC descriptive label (wıth

ener  Y addresses NC developments 1ın presupposed neutrality?) relig10us studies’, AS

theology In balanced gxo0d example has een customarıly Oone in maJor unıversıities
15 how IT interacts wıth the New Perspective ON ın the United States. It 1S eNCOUragINS SCC that
aı E Sanders. Wright, ]J.D Dunn) AS secularisatıon has NOTLT yveLr extinguished the flames
IT relates the tradıtional themes of Justice and of academiıc reflection Christian doctrine. 'IThe
Justification Dy faıth TIhe authors appreclate the posıtıve effect of EKuropean post-Christian culture
corrective indıvidualistically :Oocused COrY 15 that theologians from different denominations
of Justification. IThere 15 sOoc1al] and eccles1ial AIC becoming LLOTC of their interdepend-
dimension of salvatıon that W dsSs greatly neglected CII anı „OINNIMNOIMN cal  —> Indeed, healthy, rich reflec-
In tradıtional Reformatıion ecology. (Dur under- t1ıon ON an application of Christian doctrine MUST
standiıng ofearly Judaısm has een LOO iımıted an be OoOne 1n VIECW of the catholicity an apostolic-
CVEN biased Dy the Reformation debate In the Ity of the Church. hıs FIC LYPC of Evangelical
end, the New Perspective Paul 15 NOL cons1ıd-
ered be refutatiıon of the tradıtional Reformed

and Reformed orthodoxy 15 LNOIC loyal the
richness of varyıng Christian tradıtiıons and seeks

soter10l10gy but rather important complemen- CNgaASCMEN In dialogue. The catholicıty of
Car y enrichment IT 606-609). the Church and the role of tradıtıon RT become

Perhaps ONC of the weaker portions of for increasingly iımportant. Many challenges remaın
ENSAZSCMCNLT wıth evangelical theology 15 the chap- AS the church continues CHNSAZC wıth sclent1sm,
Ler ON ecclesiology (chapter Thıs becomes the New Atheism, post-Chrıstian moral relatıyism
especlally clear ıIn COmMparıson wıth the ecclesiol- and S1am along wıth the ultural an intellectual
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ection of C554 V ın 3 Frinsel ST. AA al. (eds),superficlality that mark IManıy churches. ese
significant books demonstrate that theological Vreemdelingscha polıtieke verantwoordelıirkheı
schools an scholars uniıfy theıir LTESOUTCCS ( Nunspeet: Marnıx al - Aldegondestichting,

1994 See A  ” de Bruyne, L“A banner that flıesrespond these challenges whether ın Europe ACTOSS5 thıs and” interpretation and evaluatıonelsewhere. in all, the multı-linguistic SCTL- of Dutch Evangelical political AWATENCSS S$InCe the
ng and the classıcal traınıng typical of the LOw en of the twentieth century’ ıIn Van der Koo1,
Countrıes provide an interesting an ONgOINg Van Staalduine-Sulman an WIleD, Evangelıca
inspirıng SOUTCEC for theological reflection today. Theology, 88-539

De Bruyne a1l thıs the Evangelical particıpa-
Ronald Michener and Patrick Nullens work tiıon in the polıtical DarLy Reformatorische Polıtieke

Federatıe ın the and 90s, forerunner ofal the Evangelische Theologische Faculteit ıIn
the present-day . Christen Unte; SCC De Bruyne,LEUVEN, Belgium: Michener 15 Professor of

Systematıc Theology, Nullens 15 Rector (Principal) “"Banner ; 88
Modernist approprilations of Cartesian rationalısmand Professor of Theology A Ethics tend head from heart, and mınd from
DOdy. The mınd (applıe relig10usly the “spirıt’

Endnotes 15 often SCCII where frue godliness lays, NOT the
body. If VOUTL heart and mınd 15 SEeTt HSE then

'Thıs 15 noticed 1ın FECEHT lıterature including IT INAaYy be assumed that blessings ll C1NS5UC for
iIiCNdeE Horton, For Calyınısm (Gran p1ds
Zondervan, ZOL1):; Roger sOon, Ägaınst

the body. Granted, thıs 15 A distortion an M1sap-
plicatıon of aln evangelıcal (eNdeNCy, but ONMNC that

Calyınısm (Grand piıds Zondervan, has certainly been manıfested ın FreceNT VCaTS,
Robert Peterson and Michael ıllıams, Why Reıtsma pOolINts Out

Am Not Armınıan (Downers Grove: K Pete Ward, Liquid Church Bold Vısıon 0 How
anı Jerry an Joseph Dongell, Be People In Worship and Missı0n (Carlısle:

Why NOT Calvınıst (Downers Girove: Paternoster, 2002
2004 ıF See C'lar Pinnock, Rıchard RICe, John Sanders,
We AIC of COUTSC referring both the Netherlands Wiılliam Hasker an Davıd Basınger, “Systematıc
and Dutch-speaking (Flemish Belgium. couple of Theology ın The Openness of God. 10L1Ca
examples al the popular EVE nclude the influence Challenge the Tradıtional Understanding of God
of the Alpha COUISC, ıllow Creek’s Leadership (Downers Grove: 1 1212717285
Network nd merging Church communıitles. See For Instance, 1S used Aat the Theologische

Vall der KOo0O1, Vall Staaldume-Sulman and Universıiteılt, Apeldoorn, the Theologische
Zwiep, ‘Introduction’, In the SaInc, Evangelical Unıversiteit Kampen, the Protestantse Theologische
Theology In Transıtion sterdam: Universıty Unıwversiteit ın Amsterdam an Groningen, an Aat
Press, 2012 Y 5i the Evangelıische Theologische Faculteit, Leuven.
We Ww1 capıtalıse ‘Evangelıcal” and ‘Evangelıcalısm 15 Christelurpk geloof (Nıjkerk: Callenbach, 1973 had
when specıfically referring the work authors Its latest reprint in 2003 Englısh version Hendrikus
in thıs book SINCE they capıtalıse these In Berkhof, Christian Faıth: An ıntroductıon LO
MOST In Englısh the would remaın the study of the aı (Grand Rapıds: Eerdmans,
uncapitalised SINCE ‘Evangelicalısm’” 1$ NOL distinct 1979: LCDTL. kugene, Wiıpf aM tOcC
MOVeEemME denominatıion, for example, WOULU Interestingly, ollows simıiılar format Dy usıng
be the wıth the designation “Reformed’ esmall font ftor profoun CXCUTSCS and refer-

GI1IGES lıterature.The editors correctly credit thıs abel Rev Arıe
all der Veer. well-known Dutch broadcaster; SCC Cornelis Kees) Väall der OOl 15 professor of Christian
Van der KO0O1; Van Staalduime-Sulman nd WIeD, Dogmatıcs AL the Vrye Unıwversiteit Amsterdam
“Introduction’, V Amsterdam) nd dırector of Its Centre of
We WONL AIrSUC, however, that thıs betrays d atent Evangelıcal and Reformatıon Theology. See C
moderniısm rather than postmodernism. Ultimately, Vd  —_ der KOo0O1, As ın Mırror: John Calyrın AAan Karl
VCnN ıf over-arching SEMLICELIE of ecclesiology 15 Ar Knowing God (Studies in the Hıstory of
challenged, the VO1ICES that C  enge that SIrucfLure eiIiorme thought; Leıiden: Brill, ı)sbert
AFC already em  ed wıthın another COMMUNItTY. Va den Brink taught at the University of Leiden
ere 15 undoubtedly A biblicıst hermeneutical (2001-2007) and 15 currently also professor ATr the
straın In fundamentalıst oriented Evangelicals ın the Free Universıity.

15Unıiıted States, but thıs WOL Iso be characteristic Van den Brink belongs the Gereformeerde
of fundamentalist Evangelicals ın the Netherlands Bond (established 1909); conservatıve C-

Ad de Bruyne draws UDOI the research ın col- MeEenT wıthın the larger Dutch eIiorme Church
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TIhe Utrecht school STrESSECS the importance of LOg1- dogmatısche Reeks.
cal and coherent reasonıInNg In heology. It could For Instance, after the closure of the department of
be typified Reformed scholastiıcısm, but thıs 15 heology AT the University of Leiden, the depart-
A reduction. ere 15 also deep appreclation for O  cology Aat the University of Utrecht (where
medieval theologians such John Duns SCOtus. Gisbertus Voetlius held A pOos has also been closed
Notable fgures of thıs school ın the LOw Countries Some tradıtional theologians such d Antonie VOos
would nclude Its “tounder’ Vıncent Brümmer, and AT LLOW AT the Evangelische Theologische Faculteit

iın Leuven/Louvaın (Belgium).then Antonie VOSs, Marcel Sarot (Roman atholıc)
and Andreas Beck See for instance 1ijsbert Van den 1S also hıghly appreclated for Itfs loyal ortho-
Brink an Marcel Sarot eds Understandıing the dOoxy’ DYy the American atholıc theologian,
Attrıbutes of God (Contributions Philosophical uardo Echeverria, SC Calyın Theological Journa

20153) 143-149heology Vol.1; Frankfurt: Lang, | Original
Dutch 1995]; an ijsbert Van den Brink (ed.) Stanley Grenz, Theology for the Communıty0
Philosophy of Scıence fOr Theologians: AÄn Introduction (Nashville: Broadman nd Holman, 1994).

73 DOSIUONS ıtself between heology all apolo(Contributions Philosophic Theology, Vo. getIC discıpline (Pannenberg) and d! form ofran  rr Peter Lang, 2009
We already noted that Van der Koo1 15 OLLC of the Christian self-description (Bart' and Hans Frei):
editors and contributors of the hirst book consıd- SS 43,

DD The brevity of the treatment of the ecclesiology Inered. Evangelıca Theology Iın Transıtion. He nO thıs volume 15 compensated by A FECeENT publication“Ihe Englısh term “evangelical”. has wıder OP'
than the term evangelıcaal ın the Netherlands by another Amsterdam (emerıtus) professor

of Systematiıc Theology, raham Bram Vall de
(Van der KO0OL1; Van Staalduime-Sulman and Zwiep, Beek Lichaam EN Geest DA  S Chriıstus, De theolo-
Evangelıca T heology In Iransıtion, 185) gıe DA  S de herk de Heılıge Geest (Zoetermeer:Wıllem Ouweneel 1S scıentist, philosopher and
theologian. He 1S prolific wrıter wıth (O)Ke than 23

Meınema, 2012: 556 pages)
Miıroslav Volf, Äfter Our Takeness. The Church

1 O00 Belonging the UOpen Brethren, he the Image of the I'rınıty (Gran p1ds Eerdmans,
15 charısmatiıc In hıs heology. He has wrıitten
ser1es 0)81 Christian doctrine In Dutch, Evangelısch-
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