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for avoiding the term Fundamentalist—
not least the fact that accepting it usually
meant instant forfeiture of academic pres-
tige. Academic prestige was important to
~ us then, and to some extent rightly so.
But where it is gained at the cost of clar-
ity of fundamental convictions, the price
is far too high.

If Florovsky taught some of us that we
need not be ashamed at having others call
us Fundamentalists, it was Schaeffer who
encouraged us to be willing to call our-
selves that. Perhaps not to use the word
exclusively—for Fundamentalist, like all
our other labels, from Orthodox through

Evangelical to Conservative—can carry
~ some unwanted implications and can
serve to mislead if it is not explained and
placed in its proper historic context—but
definitely to be willing to use it whenever
doubt is cast on the seriousness with
which we take the precious fundamentals.

After the 1960s, Francis Schaeffer no
longer found it so necessary to use the
label Fundamentalist. Following the pub-
lication of his first three or four books,
everyone knew where he stood. For those

_ as apracti

ters of the

who disliked his position, Fundamentalist
became inadequate as a term of abuse!
Particularly as he began to spend more
and more time back in the United States,
he became aware of a dangerous drift
within the Evangelical community. By his
presence and example, as well as by his
speaking and writing, he tried to stop the
drift, and to some extent he succeeded.
While certainly not all Evangelicals ap-
preciate Schaeffer or agree with him, so
many do that the word Evangelical is still
a legitimate term to apply to Bible-believing
Christians. At the same time, his last
years and months were darkened by a
growing fear that Evangelicalism, as a
whole, was on a downward slide and was
likely to destroy itself before it could be
rescued.

Over the centuries, many honorable
words and names have lost their original
meaning, and in some cases have come
to mean something altogether different,
even opposed. “Heretic;’ really a term of
reproach, has come to be a status symbol
in the eyes of trendy theologians and their
followers. “Christian,” which once meant
something so precise that people were put
to death for being Christians, has come
to be so devalued that in the West it
generally applies to anyone who is not a
Jew. In other words, in common speech
it hardly means much more than “Gen-
tile” “Catholic)” which means “universal,’
should by rights apply to the whole body
of Christ, to the whole people of God,
but today it defines only the Roman
Catholic church.

Fundamentalist, for the moment, is
still such a term of disrespect in the eyes
of the world that it is being left, uncon-
tested, to those of us who are willing to
claim it. Whether or not others mock us
for it, let’s keep it, and even more impor-
tant, keep what it stands for, the funda-
mentals of biblical faith.

Evangelical is basically a good word.
In fact, it has the very best of pedigrees,
being derived, as we have noted above,
from the original Greek for gospel. In fact,
it is such a good word that no one wants
to lose it—not even those who are making
serious compromises with respect to the
biblical principles for which it is supposed
to stand. When originally pressed into use
in the United States during and after
World War I, it was supposed to mean
something like “a better-educated Funda-
mentalist”” That is a bit insulting to other
Fundamentalists, but it does not imply

anything bad—for being educated s good,
being a Fundamentalist is better, and be.
ing an educated Fundamentalist is really
not a bad idea. But today—at least for ]|
too many—Evangelical is coming to mean,
“diluted Fundamentalist” And that
terribly sad. Indeed, it is potentially di.
sastrous, as Schaeffer has warned.

Endamentalist is
still such a term
of disrespect that it
is being left to those
of us who are willing
to claim it.

A generation ago, Francis Schaeffer
succeeded in teaching and demonstrating
to some timid conservative Christians
that it was better and more honest to be
called a Fundamentalist than to be in
doubt or to leave others in doubt about
one’s basic beliefs. In his last years, he
made a valiant effort to convince those

who call themselves Evangelicals that if

they want the name, they have to deserve

it by standing for what it stands for—the
biblical gospel, taught in an authoritative
and altogether trustworthy Scripture. As
of the time of his death, he had not yet

succeeded; the struggle is still going on.

Whether posthumous success will be his

is something he can no longer influence.

It is up to those he left behind, who have
learned from him something of clarity, of
charity, and also of courage, neither to be
ashamed of the word Fundamentalist, nor
to let the word Evangelical degenerate
into something of which we ought to be

ashamed.

In our generation, both Fundamentak
ist and Evangelical are such terms. Both
have been misused and abused, and no
doubt each will be many times in the
future. Francis Schaeffer knew that both
were worth fighting for, and he fought for
them both. Those of us who have been
with him know it too. Now that he
gone, let us not forget what we have

learned.

On the Eveofestruction?

by Daniel R. Mitchell
‘ ‘ e're on the eve of
destruction.” The
words of the 1960s

rotest song painted a bleak picture of the
future of mankind. Today man is closer
han ever to this specter of Armageddon.
n previous centuries, primitive technology
imited man’s ability to harm himself and
is world. But in this century, technology
as expanded to monstrous proportions,
iving him unprecedented capabilities for
estruction. Unless mankind discovers an
dequate reason why he should not de-
troy himself, he conceivably could before
he lighs dawns upon the twenty-first cen-
tury. Never before has the need to de-
velop a proper view of the worth and dig-
nity of man been more urgent.

Is World Destruction Possible?

a gap of time involving millennia? God’s
timetable is never bound to man’s.
Hence, we cannot be so dogmatic as this
objection presumes. Also, while prophecy
clearly speaks of the Tribulation and the
Millennium, there is nothing in Bible
prophecy that precludes the possibility of
God'’s allowing this generation to prac-
tically destroy itself,

Regardless, whether or not world de-
struction is probable, it is an abuse of
Scripture to use Bible prophecy to give
license to reckless abandon in the pro-
liferation of unspeakably destructive in-
struments of war. There is a power that
rules through fear of death, and it is not
the Prince of Peace. We are responsible
for preserving and caring for the planet
which God created so beautifully for our
enjoyment. We are never justified in the
wanton abuse of it.

titude held by many people, that perhaps
man is not worthy of God’s attention and
love. For some, this feeling is born out
of a sensitivity to sin and its devastating
effects upon man’s relation to God. But
for many it is based upon such distorted
notions as racism, chauvinistic nation-
alism, sexism, and egoism. For the latter
group some people are worth salvaging,
but not all. Privilege is quantified by
qualifying those who may receive it. This
mind-set is seén in racial and interna-
tional unrest, child and spouse abuse,
pornography, abortion, suicide, criminal
violence, marital infidelity, and countless
other examples of man’s inhumanity to
man.

Man does not have to wonder about
his value to God. The Bible overflows
with evidence of the importance of man

Some -readers may object that world
destruction is not possible since Bible
prophecy is silent about it. At least 7
years of tribulation and another 1,000
years of millennial bliss are necessary
before any general dissolution of the
tarth is indicated.

However, in Bible prophecy, exact
dates are extremely difficult to pinpoint.
Who could possibly have known when
lsaiah 61:2 was written that it contained

Is Man Worth Salvaging? Daniel R. Mitchell is

David asked, “When I consider thy
heavens, the work of thy fingers, the
moon and the stars, which thou hast or-
dained; what is man, that thou art mind-
ful of him? And the son of man, that
thou visitest him?” (Ps. 8:3-4).

Implicit in David’s question is an at-
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for avoiding the term Fundamentalist—
not least the fact that accepting it usually
meant instant forfeiture of academic pres-
. tige. Academic prestige was important to
us then, and to some extent rightly so.
But where it is gained at the cost of clar-
ity of fundamental convictions, the price
is far too high.

If Florovsky taught some of us that we
need not be ashamed at having others call
us Fundamentalists, it was Schaeffer who
encouraged us to be willing to call our-
selves that. Perhaps not to use the word
exclusively—for Fundamentalist, like all
our other labels, from Orthodox through
- Evangelical to Conservative—can carry
some unwanted implications and can
serve to mislead if it is not explained and
placed in its proper historic context—but
definitely to be willing to use it whenever
doubt is cast on the seriousness with
which we take the precious fundamentals.

Atfter the 1960s, Francis Schaeffer no
longer found it so necessary to use the
label Fundamentalist. Following the pub-
lication of his first three or four books,
everyone knew where he stood. For those
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who disliked his position, Fundamentalist
became inadequate as a term of abuse!
Particularly as he began to spend more
and more time back in the United States,
he became aware of a dangerous drift
within the Evangelical community. By his
presence and example, as well as by his
speaking and writing, he tried to stop the
drift, and to some extent he succeeded.
While certainly not all Evangelicals ap-
preciate Schaeffer or agree with him, so
many do that the word Evangelical is still
a legitimate term to apply to Bible-believing
Christians. At the same time, his last
years and months were darkened by a
growing fear that Evangelicalism, as a
whole, was on a downward slide and was
likely to destroy itself before it could be
rescued.

Over the centuries, many honorable
words and names have lost their original
meaning, and in some cases have come
to mean something altogether different,
even opposed. “Heretic,” really a term of
reproach, has come to be a status symbol
in the eyes of trendy theologians and their
followers. “Christian,” which once meant
something so precise that people were put
to death for being Christians, has come
to be so devalued that in the West it
generally applies to anyone who is not a
Jew. In other words, in common speech
it hardly means much more than “Gen-
tile” “Catholic,” which means “universal”
should by rights apply to the whole body
of Christ, to the whole people of God,
but today it defines only the Roman
Catholic church.

Fundamentalist, for the moment, is
still such a term of disrespect in the eyes
of the world that it is being left, uncon-
tested, to those of us who are willing to
claim it. Whether or not others mock us
for it, let’s keep it, and even more impor-
tant, keep what it stands for, the funda-
mentals of biblical faith.

Evangelical is basically a good word.
In fact, it has the very best of pedigrees,
being derived, as we have noted above,
from the original Greek for gospel. In fact,
it is such a good word that no one wants
to lose it—not even those who are making
serious compromises with respect to the
biblical principles for which it is supposed
to stand. When originally pressed into use
in the United States during and after
World War 1I, it was supposed to mean
something like “a better-educated Funda-
mentalist” That is a bit insulting to other
Fundamentalists, but it does not imply

anything bad—for being educated is good,
being a Fundamencalist is better, and be
ing an educated Fundamentalist is really
not a bad idea. But today~—at least for ]
too many—Evangelical is coming to Mean,
“diluted Fundamentalist” And that i
terribly sad. Indeed, it is potentially gj.
sastrous, as Schaeffer has warned.

Emdamentalist is
still such a term
of disrespect that it
is being left to those
of us who are willing
to claim it.

A generation ago, Francis Schaeffer
succeeded in teaching and demonstrating
to some timid conservative Christians
that it was better and more honest to be
called a Fundamentalist than to be in
doubt or to leave others in doubt about
one’s basic beliefs. In his last years, he
made a valiant effort to convince those
who call themselves Evangelicals that if
they want the name, they have to deserve
it by standing for what it stands for—the
biblical gospel, taught in an authoritative
and altogether trustworthy Scripture. As
of the time of his death, he had not yet
succeeded; the struggle is still going on.
Whether posthumous success will be his
is something he can no longer influence.
It is up to those he left behind, who have
learned from him something of clarity, of
charity, and also of courage, neither to be
ashamed of the word Fundamentalist, nor
to let the word Evangelical degenerate
into something of which we ought to be
ashamed.

In our generation, both Fundamental-
ist and Evangelical are such terms. Both
have been misused and abused, and no
doubt each will be many times in the
future. Francis Schaeffer knew that both
were worth fighting for, and he fought for
them both. Those of us who have been
with him know it too. Now that he is
gone, let us not forget what we have
learned.
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On the Eve of Dest

é ‘ e're on the eve of
destruction.” The
words of the 1960s

protest song painted a bleak picture of the
future of mankind. Today man is closer
than ever to this specter of Armageddon.
In previous centuries, primitive technology
limited man’s ability to harm himself and
his world. But in this century, technology
has expanded to monstrous proportions,
giving him unprecedented capabilities for
destruction. Unless mankind discovers an
adequate reason why he should not de-
stroy himself, he conceivably could before
the light. dawns upon the twenty-first cen-
tury. Never before has the need to de-
velop a proper view of the worth and dig-
nity of man been more urgent.

Is World Destruction Possible?

Some readers may object that world
destruction is not possible since Bible
prophecy is silent about it. At least 7
years of tribulation and another 1,000
years of millennial bliss are necessary
before any general dissolution of the
earth is indicated.

However, in Bible prophecy, exact
dates are extremely difficult to pinpoint.
Who could possibly have known when
Isaigh 61:2 was written that it contained
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a gap of time involving millennia? God’s
timetable is never bound to man’s.
Hence, we cannot be so dogmatic as this
objection presumes. Also, while prophecy
clearly speaks of the Tribulation and the
Millennium, there is nothing in Bible
prophecy that precludes the possibility of
God’s allowing this generation to prac-
tically destroy itself.

Regardless, whether or not world de-
struction is probable, it is an abuse of
Scripture to use Bible prophecy to give
license to reckless abandon in the pro-
liferation of unspeakably destructive in-
struments of war. There is 2 power that
rules through fear of death, and it is not
the Prince of Peace. We are responsible
for preserving and caring for the planet
which God created so beautifully for our
enjoyment. We are never justified in the
wanton abuse of it.

Is Man Worth Salvaging?

David asked, “When 1 consider thy
heavens, the work of thy fingers, the
moon and the stars, which thou hast or-
dained; what is man, that thou art mind-
ful of him? And the son of man, that
thou visitest him?” (Ps. 8:3-4).

Implicit in David’s question is an at-

ructwn

by Damel R Mltchell

titude held by many people, that perhaps
man is not worthy of God’s attention and
love. For some, this feeling is born out
of a sensitivity to sin and its devastating
effects upon man’s relation to God. But
for many it is based upon such distorted
notions as racism, chauvinistic nation-
alism, sexism, and egoism. For the latter
group some people are worth salvaging,
but not all. Privilege is quantified by
qualifying those who may receive it. This
mind-set is seén in racial and interna-
tional unrest, child and spouse abuse,
pornography, abortion, suicide, criminal
violence, marital infidelity, and countless
other examples of man’s inhumanity to
man.

Man does not have to wonder about
his value to God. The Bible overflows

with evidence of the importance of man

Daniel R. Mitchell is
an associate editor of
Fundamentalist
Journal and professor of
F theological studies at
Liberty Baptzst College, Lynchburg,
Virginia. He holds a Th.D. from Dallas
Theological Seminary, Dallas, Texas.




to his Creator. It outlines specific prin-
ciples vital to both the salvation and sur-
vival of man. These principles establish
his dignity, and provide the rationale for
his continued existence upon the earth.

To correctly evaluate and understand
man and the cosmos, we must see them
in their relation to God. Any effort to
study the universe, or man’s place in it,
that does not build upon this premise is
doomed to fail.

How Did We Get into Such a Mess?

One of the most persistent of modern
ideologies views the cosmos as a closed
mechanical system. Isaac Newton was the
originator of this concept which domi-
nated Western thought for more than
two centuries, and which served as the
basis for much that has occurred in the
twentieth century. In accordance with
Newton’s “scientific outlook,” nature is
viewed as a vast machine, predictable in
every respect according to the laws of
motion—sort of a large clock designed
and wound by the Creator, but left to
tick away the hours alone. This view
presents man as merely the sum of his
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atorns, devoid of freedom, controlled by
the natural laws that govern the machine.

If Newton was correct, many tradi-
tional ideas about God, man, and the
cosmos could no longer be accepted. The
idea of a personal God, present every-
where in the universe, was replaced by
the “absentee” God of Deism or various
forms of idealism or pantheism. The no-
ble status given to man in Scripture also
had to be discarded. Instead he was made
out to be a microcosmic speck wander-
ing about on a tiny planet in a remote
corner of the galaxy. Today, of course,
no informed scientist views the universe
as Newton did. The tragedy is that other
disciplines altered their views of God and
man to correspond to Newton’s physics,
but have continued into this century as
though Maxwell and Einstein had never
been born.

If we learn anything at all from the
rise and fall of Newton’s theory, it is that
science must never be allowed to replace
Revelation. While his theory may be
helpful to sort out some of the mysteries
of the universe, it is only a model. These
all grow old and are cast aside. God alone
remains and His Word endures forever
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(see Heb. 1:10-12; 1 Peter 1:25). Many
people are concerned that science and the
Bible do not always agree. There is a good
reason. Only one is always correct. There
is no such thing as “pure science.” Science
is approximate—or it is not science at all,
Only God’s Word “is pure and righteous
altogether”—or it is not His Word at all.
Therefore, we must recognize that the
concept of man as set forth in Scripture
is fundamental to all our thinking. No
matter how tempting it is to follow the
latest ideas in “scientific” thought, we
must allow God to speak with authority.

What Is Man?

The Bible teaches that man came
into being through the creative word of
God. Man is a creature and God is his
Creator. Nothing can alter this fact. When
we attempt to bridge the ocean that
separates nothing from something, only
God will do. We say this not because we
can necessarily prove it from science, but
because it is axiomatic to Scripture.
Without Genesis 1 through 3, all that
follows in the Bible is unintelligible.

Scripture further asserts that man and
the cosmos were endowed by their Creator
with inherent dignity and worth. God saw
that it was good (Gen. 1:31). Man is im-
portant because he is important to God.
He is unique above all other creatures.
Created in God’s image (Gen. 1:26-27), he
is given dominion over the earth (Gen.
1:28). He alone is created with the capac-
ity to know God and to communicate
with Him (Gen. 2:15-3:19). Man’s unique-
ness is not merely in the collection and ar-
rangement of his atoms, his relative in-
telligence, or his strength. What seems to
be implied in Genesis 2:7, and more ex-
plicitly given later in Scripture (cf. Gen.
35:18; Rev. 6:9), is that man is endowed
with a spiritual dimension. He has a soul.
Paul’s teaching on the Resurrection is based
upon this fact (1 Cor. 15:39). Hence, it is
not correct to say with the naturalist, “You
are what you eat.” Man is more. For this
reason, he has a dual responsibility—to the
earth, over which he is to exercise domin-
ion, and to God, whom he serves.

By contrast, the mechanistic model of
Newton generated the theories of evolu-
tion. Darwin and others reasoned that they
could unlock the door to the mysteries of
biological life by tracing its development on
the earth. Their ideas, of course, led not
to Genesis, but to a primeval sea of pro-
toplasmic pudding.

FUNDAMENTALIST JOURNAL

For Darwin the mechanism for the
emergence of life is the principle of the sur-
vival of the fittest. In keeping with this
maxim we have seen the development of
ruthless totalitarian states where “nature is
red in tooth and claw” and the future is
bequeathed to the strong. The Fascism of
Nazi Germany and the Marxist Com-
munism of Russia and China are prime ex-
amples. In such systems the state is like a

Science is approximate
—Or it is not science
at all. Only God’s Word
“is pure and righteous
altogether”—or it is not

His Word at all.

giant machine operated by a small elite
selected by chance and muscle. The in-
dividual and all social agencies, including
the church, exist for the good of that
authority. The dignity of the individuals
and of human life in general is measured
only by their relative worth to the state.

Recent attempts to modify our own sys-
tem of government can be shown to follow
this same line of reasoning. The individual
exists for the good of the great machine
(society) and man’s worth is measured by
his ability to contribute to it.

The logic of euthanasia and infanticide
is based on these ideas. Human life and
dignity, rights and privilege are all deter-
mined by the machine. This is why there
appear to be such glaring contradictions in
modern society. One mother is jailed by
the courts for child neglect because she
failed to provide necessary medical care for
her dying child. Another (the mother of
Baby Doe) is given court sanction to do
that very thing. Some forms of life are
regrettably forfeit because, like insects in the
street, they happen to get caught under the
wheels of the great machine. Other life-
forms, like the baby seal, with real or sup-
posed utilitarian value, are protected and
given a place inside—with a seat belt on
of course!

It all sounds crazy to those nurtured to
believe there is a God, but it makes perfect
sense if you discard such a notion. This is
why Secular Humanism is so intent on

DECEMBER 1984

throwing God out of public life. He just
gets in the way.

Murder and suicide are wrong because
they usurp a right that belongs only to
Ged, and presume to make value judg-
ments that He does not recognize. The
same is true for abortion, infanticide, or
euthanasia. Unequal ability, aptitude,
quality of life, or promise does not alter the
fact that all men are created equal—equal
in value and in the right to become all they
can be.

“Liberal” Christianity acquired its name
in attempts to come to terms with the so-
called “scientific” approach. It was argued
that the biblical teaching is broad (.e.,
liberal) enough to accommodate the ideas
being suggested by the evolutionists and
political theorists. This religious Humanism
attempted to explain man’s conceptions of
God and the supernatural on the basis of
psychological or sociological factors.
Ultimately, the idea of God was reduced
to a subjective notion of man in his efforts
at continual self-improvement. God is thus
measured by man’s idea of what He is sup-
posed to be, and the question of man’s
relative dignity is left unanswered.

Karl Barth and the Neoorthodox theo-
logians charged that the Liberals found
man only to lose God. They were right.
Barth went on to say that it was not possi-
ble to understand man apart from his rela-
tion to God. While we cannot agree with
what Barth made of this latter insight,
there is no question that it represented a
vital breakthrough in addressing distorted
ideas about God and man based on the
mechanistic model of the universe.

Scripture further shows us that God’s
concern is both for Adam as Adam and
Adam as mankind (Gen 3; Rom. 5). From
this follows the principle of the unity of the
human race. One of the most shameful at-
tempts made recently by certain fundamen-
tal Christians is the effort to support racism
on biblical grounds. The appeal of the bib-
lical message is that we are all one race.
Recognition of this principle will eliminate
much of the tension that exists between
countries and ethnic groups today. Here
is a sin of the fathers that has been visited
upon the children in this generation. In-
deed the world stands on the edge of di-
saster because a previous generation failed

. to recognize the inherent unity of the race,

and that no nation or class is given the
right to exploit others.

Fundamentalists have rightly repudi-
ated the universal fatherhood of God and
brotherhood of man doctrines of the social

gospel. But, many have forgotten that as
the Creator, God is the Father of all men,
and as creatures we are all brothers. Note,
for example, Luke’s geneology, especially
Luke 3:38: “Which was the son of Enos,
which was the son of Seth, which was the
son of Adam, which was the son of God.”

But man is also a sinner. He is a sin-
ner by nature (Rom. 5:12-19) and by choice
(Rom. 3:9-12). Throughout the ages man’s
attempts to refute this truth have only
served to confirm his blindness and perver-
sity toward God. Only a fool would deny
that man is in trouble today. Social engj-
neers attempting to find a solution to soci-
ety’s problems invariably overlook the sin
problem. They ultimately treat only the
symptoms, never the disease. The comic-
strip character Pogo used to say, “We have
found the enemy, and he is us.” As long
as man ignores the sin problem, the disease
will continue to rage until, when it is fin-
ished, it brings forth death (James 1:15).

Jesus speaks of God’s continued con-
cern and care on behalf of His creatures,
and indicates that His love is not erased
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by sin (Matt. 6:30; Luke 12:24; cf. John
3:16). Consequently, our ethical and moral

accountability are still demanded (John
10:10-14; Ps. 139:7-16).

Is There Any Hope?
Never in the history of mankind has

the need to communicate the Christian
message been greater. When Jesus gave the

command to disciple the nations (Matt.
28:19), He was not merely giving the
church something to do. He knew what
we are only beginning to internalize, that
this was the only hope for the world. Unless
man is brought under His authority, the
terrifying reality is that he may destroy
himself and everything he touches. On the
eve of 1985 we are much closer to that
possibility than ever before.

i

Self Test

1. How often do¢ you read your Bible?
2. How much time do you spend in prayer?

3. Do you feel there is a need in your life
for spiritual growth?

life as you study it each day.
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Whether through ignorance or arro.
gance, when man excludes God from hjg
personal and public life, he turns his bac
on the only One who can make any senge
of it. James observes: “From whence come
wars and fightings among you? Come they
not hence, even of your lusts that war in
your members?” (James 4:1). James recog-
nized the frustration that comes when men
seek for happiness and fulfillment apart
from God. His answer is, “Ye have not,
because ye ask not,” or “ask amiss” (James
4:2-3). The good things that bring peace
to the restless soul are not gained through
power, wealth, or fame. They are God’s
gifts to His children who are willing to
humbly receive them from Him.

Paul says, “We trust in the living God,
who is the Saviour of all men” (1 Tim.
4:10). Satan holds the world hostage to-
day “through fear of death” (Heb. 2:15; cf.
1 John 5:19). We have the message to liber-
ate the captives, to set them free, and to
set them on their feet with dignity and
pride.

Wlen man excludes
God from his personal
and public life, he
turns his back on the
only One who can
make any sense of it.

Seeking to save the world, both spiri-
tually and temporally, is neither Liberalism
nor idealism. It is acknowledging with the
Creator that what He has made is good
and worth keeping.

During the Christmas season, as we re-
flect on the incarnation of Christ, we see
the supreme value God has placed on man.
He has visited him.

John instructs us that “God sent not
his son into the world to condemn the
world; but that the world through him
might be saved” (John 3:17). Jesus said t©
his disciples, and to us today, “As my
Father hath sent me, even so send [ you
(John 20:21). As we go, our theme ought
to be “This is my father’s world, O let me

ne'er forget...God is the Ruler yet.” O
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e Keystone of Revival

very revival in the history of the
church, from the Day of Pentecost
to the present time, has been
born and cradled in prayer. Even Pentecost
followed 10 days of prevailing prayer. An
unchangeable divine law decrees that
prayer is a power that will open the win-
dows of heaven, and send forth an out-
pouring of the Spirit of God. E. M.
Bounds, a man mighty in prayer, wrote:
“Prayer is the channel through which all
good flows from God to man, and all
good from men to men....Prayer is a
duty, an obligation most binding, and
most imperative, which should hold us to
it. But prayer is more than a privilege,
more than a duty. ... It is the appointed
condition of getting God’s aid. It is the
avenue through which God supplies man’s
wants”

Earnest intercessory prayer has always
preceded great movements of God. In-
deed, the Revival of 1858 should be
known as “The Revival of the United
Prayer Meeting” When the American
church awoke to the full consciousness of
what God was doing, it found that the
entire nation was alive with daily prayer
meetings.

Two of these meetings are especially
noteworthy. Jeremiah Lanphier, longing
intensely for revival, begged a few of his
fellow Christians to meet with him. On
September 23, 1857, he was alone for
some time in prayer. Later in the day he
was joined by five others. This was the
origin of the famous Fulton Street Noon
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world evangelization.
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Prayer Meeting in New York City, which
has continued to this day.

In Philadelphia, 4,000 met daily in
Jayne’s Hall to wait upon God. Drawn
from every class, they were massed to-
gether in a great stillness, broken only for
a while by the sobs of the repentant.
Then brief, earnest prayers, often only a
few broken sentences, would be offered.

. Every spiritual
revival throughout the
~ centuries can be
traced to earnest
_ intercessory prayer.

The revival of 1858 came as a direct
result of the prayers offered at these meet-
ings. No television, no radio, no media,
no evangelist, no singer, and no book on
“How to Have Revival” brought about the
revival that touched a nation. The revival
resulted, quite simply, from the fervent

prayer of faithful Christians with a bur—A

den for nationwide revival.

In Acts 2:1, the Bible records a specific
prayer meeting at Pentecost. It says, “They
were all with one accord” And so were
the believers of the 1800s. Although those
prayer warriors were not all in one place
at the same time, they too were all of one
accord. They were one in prayer and pur-
pose. S. D. Gordon stated, “The greatest
thing anyone can do for God and man
is pray. It is not the only thing; but it is
the chief thing. The great people of the
earth today are the people who pray.  do
not mean those who talk about prayer;
nor those who say they believe in prayer;
nor yet those who can explain about
prayer; but I mean those people who take
time to pray.’

by Vernon Brewer

“The effectual fervent prayer of a
righteous man availeth much” (James
5:16). We must pray boldly and with con-
fidence, believing that God is going to
send revival. We must pray in faith. We
must pray with urgency and with a fer-
vency that we have never had before. We
must, as Paul so aptly said in Hebrews
4:16, come boldly before the throne of
God. We need to sense the urgency of the
hour. Charles Finney, the great American
evangelist said, “Prayer is an essential link
in the chain of causes that leads to revival,
as much so as truth is. Some have zealously
used truth to convert men and have laid
very little stress on prayer. They have
preached, and talked, and distributed
tracts with great zeal and then wondered
why they had so little success. And the
reason was that they forgot to use the
other branch of the means, effectual
prayer. They overlooked the fact that truth,
by itself, will never produce the effect
without the Spirit of God, and that the
Spirit is given in answer to earnest prayer”’

Why is it that we still have not seen
a nationwide awakening of God’s Holy
Spirit in our lifetime? Because we as Chris-
tians are not united in prayer and spirit.
We have not sensed the urgent need to
pray. Could it be that revival has not
come in this century because America has
not seen and heaven has not heard from
a “Jeremiah Lanphier”?

We must realize that God is just as
able today to revive the church body as
He was able to revive the body of His Son
almost 2,000 years ago. Praise God that
He is ready and willing to answer our
prayers.

Samuel Chadwick said, “The one con-
cern of the Devil is to keep Christians
from praying. He fears nothing from
prayerless studies, prayerless work, and
prayerless religion. He laughs at our toil,
mocks at our wisdom, but trembles when
we pray.”’ |

Adapted by permission of Life Action Ministries, Buchanan, Michigan.

27



	Man on the Eve of Destruction
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1242237768.pdf.ILdfl

