
JuLius A. BEWER, Union Theological Seminary, 1930
—Old Testament

Henry J. CapBury, Harvard University, 1930—
New Testament

Epcar J. Goopspeep, University of Chicago, 1930—
New Testament

James MorraTt, Union Theological
1930-1944 (deceased)—Old Testament and New

Testament, Executive Secretary
WirriaM- R. Tavror, University of Toronto, 1931-

1951 (deceased)—OIld Testament
WALTER RusseLr. Bowig, Union Theological Sem-

inary, 1937—New Testament
GeorGge DaHL, Yale University, 1937—OIld Testa-

ment :

FrepeErick C. GranT, Union Theological Seminary,
1937—New Testament

Wicriam A. IrwiN, University of Chicago, 1937—
Old Testament

WirLrarp L. Seerry, Harvard University, 1937
—QOld Testament

LEroy WATERMAN, University of Michigan, 1937
—Old Testament

MirLAaR Burrows, Yale University, 1938—0Old Tes-
tament and New Testament

CrarencE T. Craig, Oberlin Graduate School of
Theology, 1938—New Testament

ABperL R. WENTz, Lutheran Theological Seminary,
Gettysburg, 1938—New Testament

KyrLe M. Yartes, Southern Baptist Theological Sem-
inary, 1938—O0ld Testament

WiLLiam F. AusricHT, Johns Hopkins University,
1945—01d Testament

J. PmiLre Hyarr, Vanderbilt University, 1945—
Old Testament

HerBertr G. MAy, Oberlin Graduate School of
Theology, 1945—O0ld Testament

James MuiLeNBURG, Union Theological Seminary,
1945—0ld Testament

Harry M. Orrinsky, Jewish Institute of Religion,
New York, 1945—0Ild Testament

FLEMING JaMmEs, University of the South, 1947—
Executive Secretary of the Old Testament Section

What has happened, in our opinion, is that the
modernists, men who question the inerrancy of the
Scriptures and doubt basic, fundamental doctrines,
fought first to capture the larger Protestant bodies
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which made up the leadership of the Federal Coun-
cil of Churches, now the NCC. Having accom-

plished this task and established themselves in
these churches for the acceptance of the “inclusive
church”—where Dbelievers and unbelievers can live
and work together and the church may harbor all
kinds of contradictory opinions concerning the Bible,
Jesus Christ, and the way of salvation—these men
have now laid hands on the holy Bible to use it for
their own end and glory.

IX

NEO-ORTHODOX DOCTRINE IN PREFACE
The preface of this book is longer than that of the

American Standard Version and does something
which the American Standard Version does not pre-
sume to do. In its concluding paragraph, the preface
of the NCC Bible contains a statement concerning
the Bible itself. The American Standard Version
simply explained in its preface the methods, pro-
cedures, and details of the translation, and made no

comment, but the liberals in the National Council
decided for some reason that they would move on
into the realm of the very nature of the Bible itself
and deliver a paragraph on this theme. They have
given expression to the popular neo-orthodox view-
point concerning the Bible,

Here we have the new modernism expressing it-
self in such a way that no reference whatever is
made to the fact that the Bible 7s the Word of God or
that the Bible is inspired by God. Following we give
and discuss the éntire paragraph.

“The Bible 1s more than a historical document to
be preserved. And it s more than a classic of Eng-
lish literature to be cherished and admared.”

One would think that with a' statemient of this
kind we would then be told that the Bible s the
Word of God, given by inspiration of God—that
holy men of God spake as they were moved by the
Holy Ghost. But, no, since it is something extra,
the writers of this, together with the NCC, simply
tell us:

“It is a record of God’s dealing with men, of God’s
revelation of Himself and His will.”

Natice the reference to “a record.” It is a refer-
ence to a record..It is not called an “inspired” record
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