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H

istory has always been a battleground. Over
the past two decades many scholars and
political leaders in Australia have been drawn
into the so-called history wars, which have
provoked a fierce contest over the interpretation of our
historical past, particularly the history of European
settlement in Australia.
I suppose it’s not surprising that our way of
understanding the past can generate such intense feelings.
Dictators and ruling elites have always understood that
history can provide a badge of legitimacy for political
movements and can be a potent instrument for those who
want seize control of the present as well as the future.
The same is true with the history of the Bible. This is
especially so with those aspects of its history that are rooted
in the primordial account that we see in first chapters of the
book of Genesis, and which still determine how we live in
the present.
For the last two hundred years under the influence of
rationalism and the appeal of the Darwinian account of
origins, it has became de rigueur to reinterpret, and even
reengineer, the biblical account of creation, the fall and the
worldwide flood so as to fit more comfortably with secular
and scientific explanations of reality. This has been
attempted in a number of ways such as by denying the
historicity of these events altogether or by reinterpreting
and relativising them so that they become one more story
in a miscellany of Ancient Near Eastern creation myths.
This inevitably raises the question: “Does it matter how
we view the earliest chapters of the Bible?” Evidently Jesus
thought it did. He said to the Jews: “If you believed Moses,
you would believe Me for he wrote about Me. But since you
do not believe what he wrote, how are you going to believe
what I say?” (John 5:46, 47). Clearly, Jesus knew that if we
can be induced to disbelieve the biblical account of creation
and sin, then the next logical step is to deny His deity and
role as Saviour.
If this wasn’t understood by believers before the
incarnation, it should be an established principle now. What
we think about the book of Genesis has a direct bearing on
our personal faith and devotion to Christ.
Peter Hastie
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More than history
Historical facts are just the start of God’s revelation.

D

r Noel Weeks has been a
senior lecturer in ancient
history at Sydney University
and continues to supervise a
number of doctoral candidates there. He
grew up in Grafton and completed an
honours degree in zoology at the
University of New England. He became a
Christian during his time at university
and decided to study theology at
Westminster Theological Seminary in
Philadelphia. Following his studies at
Westminster he completed a PhD in
ancient history and languages at
Brandeis University under Cyrus
Gordon.
He has published a number of popular
works on the Old Testament including an
introduction to Old Testament history
and theology. He has written a book on
The Christian School and another on The
Sufficiency of Scripture with the Banner of
Truth. In 2004 he published a technical,
academic work on covenants and treaties
in the Ancient Near East called
Admonition and Curse (T & T Clark).
Dr Weeks is married to Jan and
together they have seven children. He
worships at Macarthur Reformed Church
at Camden where he has formerly served
as stand-in pastor.
Noel, how authoritative is the Bible
when it speaks about the matter of
creation? For instance, does it have
to provide the same level of detail
that we would expect to find in a
science textbook before we regard it
as infallible and without error?
I understand the Bible to be fully
authoritative on any subject with which
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Dr Noel Weeks
talks to
Peter Hastie
it deals. However in saying that, I think
we need to reflect on what we mean
when we say that something is “authoritative”. Let us be aware that often people
connect an authoritative work with
detail and exhaustiveness.
If we apply this standard to the book
of Genesis, then it doesn’t appear to be
authoritative, at least in a scientific
sense. However, the logical extension of
this line of thought is to exclude the Bible
from any role in disciplines that have
textbooks. If there are more detailed, and
more precise textbooks, why consult the
Bible at all on these subjects?
The problem with defining authority
by whether a book conforms to a “textbook” model is that no human textbook
is final and exhaustive. The only person
who has exhaustive knowledge is God. If
you use the textbook criterion for establishing a book’s authority, then the Bible
is exhaustive on nothing. When you compare Romans, the great textbook on theology from the Bible, with any modern
theological text, then you realise how
short and concise Romans is. It seems to
me that the same principle applies to the
subject of creation. The Bible does not
limit its authority on any question; it just
lets us know that it has authority on
every matter on which it speaks.
Some Christians want to claim that
while the Bible is not authoritative in a
scientific sense, it is when it speaks on
historical and religious matters. The
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problem is that the Bible does not provide exhaustive information on these
issues either. There are many matters in
religion and history on which the Bible
does not give an absolutely precise and
detailed answer. The logical conclusion
of this line of thought is that the Bible
cannot be an authority in historical, religious or ethical matters either.
How much detail, then, is needed
before we can assume that the Bible
is speaking authoritatively?
I’m not sure that the level of detail is
necessarily relevant to the Bible’s authority. The Bible goes into more detail on
some issues than others. We can never
assume that if it doesn’t go into detail on
some matters then it is not authoritative. We need to recognise that some
questions can be dealt with more generally than others and that it’s possible for
the Bible to speak in a simple and truthful way about these issues without
requiring large amounts of detail.
Is it common for Christian scholars
to be influenced in their Biblical
interpretation by the dominant
worldview of their age?
Yes, of course. All of us struggle with
the impact of modern views on our
thinking. Any Christian who is honest
knows that it’s a perpetual struggle to
read the Bible without reading modern
views into it. The great struggle we face
is to conform ourselves to it; our natural
inclination is to make it conform to us
and our ideas of reality. All Christians
face this struggle.
Christians in previous ages have had
similar struggles to us in how to deal
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with the book of Genesis and creation.
Augustine is a good example. He faced a
serious struggle because many of the
prevailing ideas about creation and matter were influenced by Platonic and NeoPlatonic philosophy. His problem with
the Genesis account was that everything
didn’t seem to come into being at once.
He had difficulty coming to terms with
the successive steps of creation in
Genesis 1.
Again, Christians who have lived in
periods where Deism was a strong influence have had difficulties in understanding Genesis. Deism is the idea that God
the creator got everything going at the
beginning – that He wound it up like a
great clock – but then He withdrew and
allowed the universe to proceed on its
own. Naturally, that raises issues about
the end of the world when the Bible says
that the heavens and the earth will be
consumed in fire and then remade.
Under Deist influence in previous centuries it was argued that at the creation
God must have located vast coal seams
in the earth so that it would self-combust at the end of the world.
Of course, today there are lots of
Christians who feel the pressure of the
claims of Darwinism and evolution.
Many of them have conceded that evolutionary theories are correct and so they
find themselves under constant pressure to accommodate the Bible to the
teaching of evolution.
Are many of today’s commentators
on the book of Genesis influenced to
any significant degree by modern
worldviews?
Yes, they are. The most obvious
example where they are influenced is in
the area of evolution. However, determinism is another popular idea that has
influenced considerable numbers of
them. Quite a few historians today write
from the point of view of determinism.
They believe that we are totally determined by the influence of our background so that we can never do anything
original. They then take this principle
and apply it to life in the Ancient Near
East and say, “Well, everyone in the Near
East was just reproducing what was
already there. No one produced anything
original. Therefore, the Bible has to
reproduce what was already around in
the surrounding pagan cultures.” Thus
determinism is imposed on the Bible.

Well, evolution, because it is so random by nature, requires immense periods of time to work. Scholars are always
under pressure to lengthen the time
periods in the Bible. They have to stretch
out history as far as possible. This creates huge problems with Bible chronology.
There is a further problem as well
with evolution. If it occurs spontaneously and is entirely random, God is

It’s a perpetual struggle
to read the Bible without reading modern
views into it. The great
struggle we face is to
conform ourselves to it.
excluded from the process. The Bible
teaches that God upholds everything by
His word of power. This means that He
sustains the whole universe moment by
moment. In that sense, there are no random processes. However, if we adopt a
theory of origins that actually excludes
God’s involvement from the creative
process, then we begin to look at the
world from a naturalistic rather than

theistic point of view. So evolution creates a range of problems for those who
regard it as the mechanism through
which the world began.
Is the Genesis creation account
time-bound to the age in which it is
written? Can it speak meaningfully
to people living in the 21st century?
If Scripture is shaped and its concepts
supplied by the culture in which it arose,
then it is all determined by that culture.
Hence, all of it, every idea and concept
must be changed to be relevant to
another culture. To say that it is timebound in a scientific sense, but not in a
religious one, misses the point.
Scripture rejects the view that it is
time-bound simply because God is God.
He is not bound and captive within history. Of course, if we exclude Him and
His revelation from the world, we open
the door to cultural relativism. But the
Bible rejects such exclusion. Again, the
idea that the message of God changes
from age to age is rejected in Scripture.
The gospel that is preached on the eve of
Christ’s return is the very same gospel
that was preached by the Apostles: “Fear
God, and give Him the glory” (Rev.
14:7). As Revelation 14:6 says, it is an
eternal gospel.
We need to realise that the ideas of a
culture are not neutral. They are influenced by the culture’s acceptance of, or
rejection of, the truth of God. This was
true in Biblical times as well as in our
own. The Bible teaches that God is
absolutely sovereign over the whole
process of creation and that He brought

How has the idea of evolution
impacted upon Bible interpretation?

australian presbyterian February 2011

5

g e n e s i s
the world into being through His word.
The modern scientific view excludes God
from the process of creation or simply
allows Him the opportunity to kick start
it. It doesn’t permit Him an ongoing
role. However, if there is no ongoing role
of God in the world, then how is it possible on such Deistic assumptions for
Jesus to be the Son of God? Again, how
is it possible to have the Holy Spirit
active in our age?
How dependent are we on the Holy
Spirit to gain a true understanding
of the book of Genesis?
We are completely dependent upon
Him. As the apostle Paul says, “The man
without the Spirit does not accept the
things that come from the Spirit of God,
for they are foolishness to him, and he
cannot understand them, because they
are spiritually discerned” (1 Cor. 2:14).
This means that any scholarship on the
book of Genesis that does not rely upon
the help of the Holy Spirit will be unable
to explain its meaning fully. Of course,
this doesn’t mean that the nonChristian scholar cannot draw our attention to issues and other phenomena, but
it does mean that he or she has an
important limitation on their understanding. They may be able to see certain
things, but they won’t be able to explain
them.
Do you have any thoughts on
guiding principles of how we should
approach the text of Genesis?
My advice on reading the book of
Genesis is that you must come to it the
way the Bible itself comes to it. Look at
the rest of Scripture and observe how it
approaches Genesis. The early chapters
of Genesis are referred to frequently in
the rest of Scripture. When the Bible
writers refer to it as a foundation for an
argument, they treat it in a very
straightforward, literal, historical way.
There are some instances in the Bible,
particularly in Job and the Psalms,
where creation is referred to in a more
lyrical way. But this is never done in a
way that challenges the actual fact of the
creation.
Is there any significance in the fact
that God’s creation of the world is
stated in the very first verse of the
Bible?
Yes, there is. I’ve just commented that
the Bible builds its message in a cumulative way. It starts with the creation and
it builds on that. One of my sons was
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running a Bible study for some Chinese
students and was thinking about the
best way to explain the Christian message. So he thought, “we’ll begin with
the gospel.” He soon realised that these
students didn’t understand some of the
basic concepts that were assumed by the
gospel. They had no fundamental
Christian worldview. He tried to work
out how he could best get the message
across to them and one of the Chinese
students said to him, “Isn’t there anything in the Bible before the message of
Jesus?”

When the Bible writers
refer to Genesis as a
foundation for an argument, they treat it in a
very straightforward,
literal, historical way.
When we look at Paul’s method of
evangelism with a pagan audience we see
that he gives a major place to creation
and providence in explaining the gospel.
For instance, when he is speaking to the
people in Lystra and Athens, Paul
reminds his audience of these important
truths. One of the problems with evangelism today is that it omits a God-centred approach to creation and providence. However, if people don’t believe
that they are made by God and sustained
by Him, they won’t have any sense of
being accountable to Him.
What impact will there be on
evangelism if we try to explain
creation in terms of modern ideas
such as evolution?
If you look at the history of the
church over the last 100 years, you will
realise that Protestantism has been seriously weakened in the Western world by
challenging such fundamental ideas as
the creation in the biblical account. If
you undermine the reliability and
authority of the Old Testament, you put
yourself on a downhill slope. Once you
are headed in that direction, it is
inevitable that your approach to the
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New Testament will be affected too.
Finally, when you take away the very
foundations of the gospel message,
preaching will lose its power and the
church will decline.
Where did these critical and
evolutionary notions first arise in
modern Christianity?
This is a complex issue but it’s possible to trace it back to critical German
scholarship in the 18th and 19th centuries. As soon as you challenge the
authority of the Bible and God’s involvement in the world, you have to come up
with another way that explains the origins of Scripture and what is happening
in the Biblical story.
What scholars did in the 19th century
was to adopt the popular view of the
Romantic period that man had begun in
a primitive and unsophisticated state
and then began to develop and mature.
Scholars believed that at a later stage the
priestly class took control of Israel’s
story. The romantic view that was
imposed on the Bible was that civilisation began in a naïve polytheistic environment which then developed into ethical monotheism and then the priesthood dominated and rewrote the history
to emphasise their role. That’s been the
prevailing theory in modern critical
scholarship and has been the underlying
assumption of many people’s thinking
about the book of Genesis. Obviously
Genesis does not begin with polytheism
so it cannot be right.
Where do we find a reference in the
Scriptures that tells us that creation
is one of the primary doctrines upon
which there is no room for
concession?
One place we find reference to the
creation as a primary doctrine in the
Scriptures is in the Gospels when Jesus
talks about marriage in Matthew 19:4-6.
Jesus grounds the institution of marriage in the original creation. When Paul
explains the role of Christ in redemption
in Romans 5 he also refers to the role of
Adam at the time of the creation and fall.
Again, when Paul preaches to pagan
audiences in the book of Acts he goes
back to creation. These are the sorts of
passages I had in mind.
What should we say to people who
claim that Genesis 1 only intends to
teach us that God created the world,
not how he created it?
I tell them to read the text. As
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Christians we have to take the text seriously. We stand under the word of God
and not over it. Since this is so, we must
respect the plain meaning of the text.
So what is your reading of the text?
It seems very clear to me that the
writer wants us to understand that God
created the world in successive stages.
That is certainly a “how”. When you look
at the procedure of how it was done, the
text tells us that God created the environment before He put living creatures
into it. The creation of man is actually
the climax of a series of processes and
actions that enable him to live in glorious surrounds. This, of course, reminds
us of how merciful and kind God is to the
human race. In other words, “how” God
created is meant to induce in us a sense
of gratitude and obligation for God’s
goodness.
What do you say to people who look
at the literary structure of Genesis 1
and 2 and disagree with your
interpretation
of
it?
Some
Christians think the “frame-work
hypothesis” gives a better reading
of the creation account.
The problem with the frame-work
hypothesis is that it is not actually built
on the structure of the text. For
instance, how do scholars who support
the frame-work hypothesis know that
God didn’t create the world in the structured and ordered way that is set out in
Genesis 1? How can they be sure that
God didn’t structure the world over the
six-day period that is specified in the
text? The truth is they can’t be sure.
What they are really doing is importing
a hypothesis from outside the text itself.
I really think that Bible scholars have
to take the text and its structures seriously. Structures are built into the text
and there are a stack of them there in
Genesis 1. I think it’s fairly obvious that
life and reality are structured and this is
the clear witness of the text.
Some scholars say that the creation
account shouldn’t be taken literally
because it’s either poetry or myth. Is
that true?
No, it’s not. On a purely technical or
linguistic basis, it is untrue to say that
Genesis 1 is poetry. It’s a narrative and it
reveals all the marks of narrative writing. If people want to know what Hebrew
poetry looks like, they should read Psalm
104. Psalm 104 is Genesis 1 in poetry. If
you compare the two passages, the dif-

ferences are fairly obvious.
What are the characteristics of
Hebrew poetry?
One of the main features of Hebrew
poetry is parallelism. If you look at the
psalms, you will see it again and again.
There is nothing like this in Genesis 1.
We certainly have structure in Genesis 1,
but it is nothing like normal Hebrew
poetic structure.
Some people suggest that Genesis 1
is actually written in the form of an
ancient Hebrew hymn. What do you
think?

A lot of modern literature gives the impression that everyone in the
ancient world wrote creation stories that were
basically the same. That
is simply not true.

I think they should read the psalms if
they want to know what a hymn would
look like in biblical times. As I’ve already
mentioned, Genesis 1 is not structured
like any psalm. To suggest otherwise is
to fail to see the difference between normal Hebrew poetry and narrative.
It’s been popular in some circles to
say the Genesis creation account is a
fable or a myth. People say that it
teaches universal truths through
the device of a simple story. It’s not
necessary for the story itself to be
true even though the truths it
conveys are. What’s your response
to that?
My response is that the rest of the
Bible does not interpret Genesis 1 and 2
as though it were myth. For example,
both Moses and Jesus believed that
there was an original Sabbath day and it
is upon that event that they develop the
law of the Sabbath. Neither of them
regards it as a legend or myth. Jesus certainly regards marriage as grounded in

an actual historical event when God created Eve and gave her to Adam as his
wife.
If people want to claim that the
events that are recorded in the Bible are
actually myths, then why stop with the
creation account? Why not also apply it
to the Gospels? Why not apply it to the
birth, death and resurrection of Jesus?
The reason why we shouldn’t is that the
Gospels actually tell us when Jesus is
using a parable. Clearly, the Gospel writers understood the difference between
the historical reality of His deeds and
miracles and some of His teaching
devices which we call parables.
Again, my problem with this whole
approach of calling Genesis 1 and 2 a
myth is that what we are doing is that we
are making a decision outside of the text
as to how we are going to read it. You see,
there is no marker in the text that tells
us, “Here is a myth.” However, in the
case of Jesus telling His parables, we do
have a marker in the text. Further, there
are no markers in the text of the Gospels
that suggest to us that each of the
Gospels is a parable, nor is there any
marker in the book of Genesis that indicates that we are meant to understand it
is a parable.
How would you construe the literary
genre of Genesis 1 to 11?
It tells a story in a narrative form.
Frankly, I don’t think we should get too
hung up on the issue of genre. Genre is
one of those fads that everyone loves to
talk about today. However, it’s interesting that there are some developments in
the field of ancient history, especially in
the Mesopotamian field, where scholars
are saying, “Hold on a minute. Truly
great and ground-breaking literature
occurs when an author draws upon a
multitude of sources and creates something original.” There’s an interesting
paper on the Gilgamesh Epic, the great
literary work of ancient Mesopotamia,
where Professor Arthur George, an
expert on the subject, says, “What is the
genre of the Gilgamesh Epic? Well, we
can’t find a particular genre for it, simply
because it draws on so many different
sources. It is a great and original work
that stands in its own class.” I think this
is true of many works in literature; it’s
impossible to pigeon hole them.
You mean it creates itself and then
sets a standard for other subsequent
works?
Yes, that’s exactly what I mean. For
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example, J. R. Tolkein’s work creates a
whole genre of fantasy literature. I’m not
saying Tolkein is the first to use fantasy
in his writing, but in one sense his work
was very original. It had a profound
impact on other writers and created its
own genre. I believe saying everything
fits a genre simply doesn’t work for
things like Genesis 1.
What basic indications in the text
itself flag that it is an historical
narrative?
One of the characteristics of biblical
narrative (and there are all sorts of
explanations for this) is that a verb form
which is normally used for continuing
present or future actions is used to
describe past action. Further, this is
done within a structure that signals to
the reader that the past is being
described. People have come up with all
sorts of explanations from the original
Semitic languages to explain this, but
the important point is that it is characteristic of narrative within the biblical
text. You find it in historical books like
Genesis and in Kings and other places. In
other words, the use of this verbal form
in Genesis 1 to 11 indicates that we are
dealing with historical narrative.
Is there any truth in the claim that
Genesis 1 has been borrowed from
ancient Babylonian or Egyptian
creation accounts?
When you read a lot of the modern literature on the subject you get the
impression that everyone in the ancient
world wrote creation stories that were
basically the same. That is simply not
true. What is true is that there are three
ancient cultures around the Bible for
which we have really extensive literature. I’m referring of course to ancient
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Iraq, ancient Egypt and the Hittite kingdom in what is modern-day Turkey.
There are a few other places where we
have some literature on the subject, but
certainly not enough to say that we have
a fair picture of what that culture
believed.
The first thing that we need to know is
that there are no creation stories from the
Hittites. I don’t know why they didn’t

If you want to overcome
this collision of world
views, one way is to
assert that Genesis 1
tells us nothing about
how God created the
world.
have any, but they didn’t. Not everybody
felt a need to write creation stories.
The second thing we need to know is
that while there are some allusions to
creation in Egyptian sources, there is
really no detailed account of creation
except in an extremely mythological version. To get some idea of what the
Egyptians meant by creation, you have
to put together a number of texts to produce an Egyptian theology of origins,
which might be producing something
artificial and un-Egyptian. The important thing to remember is that there is
no one complete Egyptian account of
creation.
Ancient Iraq, or Mesopotamia, is the
place that produced more creation stories. Hence people have tried to find parallels between them and the Bible.
Basically, these accounts start with primal elements that are also gods, and
they give different versions of how the
world came to be. One late version
involves a conflict between the gods.
This account is called Enuma Elish, or the
Babylonian creation story. The earliest
Sumerian versions don’t refer to any primal conflict: they just say that initially
undifferentiated matter existed and
then certain gods took their bit of it and
established the universe.
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Why do so many modern Biblical
scholars suggest that there may be
some dependence of Genesis upon
Enuma Elish?
Many of them have naturalistic
assumptions in their approach to the
text of the Bible and they find it hard to
believe in the notion of divine inspiration, that is, that the Bible comes
directly from the mind of God. Driven by
deistic or deterministic principles they
try to find a naturalistic explanation for
the Bible, which is a version of what
existed in pagan cultures. However,
there is not much to choose from as the
possible prototype of Genesis 1. So it has
to be Enuma Elish, even though it is quite
different.
The major difference between the
Genesis story of creation and Enuma
Elish is that the Babylonian account
starts with the assumption that the primal elements are also gods. The Bible
takes an entirely different approach and
draws a distinction between the created
order and the Creator Himself.
Some scholars have said that the
Genesis creation account is really
just a polemic against idolatry and it
really makes no claims about how
God created the world in six days.
What’s your view?
One of the fascinating characteristics
of Genesis is its lack of polemic against
idolatry. Of course, the rest of the Old
Testament maintains a sustained attack
against idolatry. However, Genesis
hardly mentions it. It is mentioned in
one or two places, such as the idolatry of
the people of Shechem or when Rachel
steals the teraphim from her father
Laban (Gen. 31:9). We’re not exactly
sure what the teraphim are. It seems as
though they are some form of household
god. However, it’s not until you get to
the Ten Commandments that the Bible
spells out its concern with idolatry. I
think there is a purpose in that. The
Bible is saying that the first thing that
we must understand is that the world
originated from the one God. Against
this background, it’s hard to say that the
central purpose of Genesis 1-11 is to
attack idolatry. This only becomes clear
when God gives His people the Ten
Commandments.
Why do so many evangelical scholars
claim that Genesis 1 is a major
polemic against the false gods of the
ancient world?
My own personal view is that this
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approach has come about so that many
of them can accommodate the theory of
evolution into their view of creation.
Genesis 1, on the face of it, is a text
which contradicts the modern scientific
world view. If you want to overcome this
collision of world views, then one way of
doing it is to assert that Genesis 1 tells
us nothing about how God created the
world.
Are there any problems with the
view that Genesis 1 and 2 represent
two different accounts of creation?
The Bible, particularly in the narrative sections of the Old Testament, takes
a different approach than us in the way
that it writes history. One of the things
it does is that when it tells a story it
sometimes goes back and retells it in
another way to bring out further details.
Let me give you a very simple example.
Do you remember the story of how
Joshua took Jericho? In the first account
in the book of Joshua, we’re told that the
walls fall down and Israel goes in and
takes the city and kills its inhabitants.
However, in the following section of the
narrative, Joshua says to the spies, “Go
in and rescue Rahab and her family.”
Now obviously, that is out of order, but
the story is told this way to emphasize
two different but vital truths. What the
biblical text often does is it gives you one
narrative and then another that covers
the same time period, but which provides a different emphasis. Genesis 1
and 2 are just one example of this way in
which the Bible uses historical narrative.
There are many other instances in the
Old Testament of this feature of Hebrew
history writing.
How long are the days of Genesis 1?
Could they be the standard day of 24
hours? Or is this just ridiculous in
the light of modern science?
It all comes down to the way that the
reader wants to approach Genesis. If we
approach Genesis 1 as a simple account
of Hebrew historical narrative, which
incidentally seems to be the approach of
the rest of Scripture, then the most natural way to read the term “day” is as a
normal simple day of 24 hours. This certainly seems to be the understanding of
Moses in the Ten Commandments,
where in the fourth commandment in
which he mentions the Sabbath he says
the creation week is a model of our
seven-day week.
Frankly, if we read the text in its natural sense, we are left with the impres-

sion that normal days are intended.
After all, when the texts says, “there was
evening and there was morning – the
first day”, and then repeats this refrain
for each of the six days, I would have
thought that the writer’s intent was to
tell us that we are dealing with a normal
24-hour day. In the past some evangelicals have opted for the day-age theory,
where days can mean thousands or millions of years. Well, all I can say is that
life would have been pretty tough on
earth if a night lasted several million
years. One of the basic mechanisms of
plant life on which animals and humans
depend is photosynthesis. If a night

All I can say is that life
would have been pretty
tough on earth if a
night lasted several
million years.
lasted a long time, as some suggest,
everything would die. This is one of the
reasons why the “long day” theory gave
way to the framework theory.
Does the Bible tell us how long ago
the world was created? Is it true
that we have historical records
going back 7000 years BC?
The earliest historical records that we
have, and here I mean written texts, go
back to around 3400BC. (This is on conventional dating. There are huge problems in ancient chronology and we cannot be certain about dates that far back.)
This earliest evidence comes from
southern Iraq. Incidentally, we can’t read
the text but it looks like writing. It’s not
until about 3000BC or later that we can
get anything that we can read, either
from Iraq or Egypt. If you want to base
evidence on things other than written
texts, it gets rather difficult.
Is it possible to work out when the
world began from the genealogy in
Genesis 5?
It’s hard to say. It could represent a
continuous unbroken link between the

early generations. It certainly reads that
way. However, we need to remember
that it’s possible that the way the term
“father” is used here leaves the question
open. I am reluctant to be dogmatic on
this issue, but I doubt, if there are gaps,
that they are all that great. If we read the
text in the natural sense in which it was
written, my best guess is that the world
is very young.
I know this doesn’t fit with modern
evolutionary views, but we need to
remember that all the theories relating
to evolution are quite conjectural. I
know it’s popular at the moment to read
the text of Genesis in the light of theistic evolution, but such a reading of the
text contradicts some clear statements
in Genesis 1. Theistic evolution does not
arise naturally out of a fair reading of the
text; it’s based more on the fact that evolution is the dominant theory of our age.
Are there any good reasons to
believe that the flood in Noah’s day
was worldwide?
Yes, there are. Incidentally the flood
is mentioned in the writings and traditions of many different cultures and is
not only found in the Bible. One thing
about the text in Genesis is clear: it tells
us that, “The waters prevailed so mightily on the earth that all the high mountains under the whole heaven were covered” (Gen. 7:19). On the face of it, this
reads as though it were more than a local
flood.
The prominent alternative explanation is that the text is referring to a local
flood in the Tigris/Euphrates’ valley.
However, in both the Mesopotamian
flood accounts and the biblical narrative
the ark ends up in the north. The problem is that floods always take things
downstream. Floods never take objects
upstream. If this was a normal flood in
the Tigris/Euphrates’ region, the ark
would have gone downstream. The fact
that it landed in the north in a mountain
range goes against any local flood theap
ory.

Mittagong Presbyterian Church
seeks committed Christian families
and single folk to join us
on intentional ministry service
to help touch lives for Jesus.
Contact David Hocking
Ph: 4869 3118
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Dud recipe
Despite six decades of scientific effort, nothing’s cooking in Darwin’s kitchen.

Phil Burcham

H

owever you look at it, 1953
was a big year: Australia
won the Davis Cup,
Edmund Hilary scaled
Mount Everest, and Elizabeth II was
crowned queen. Since two celebrated
research discoveries were made in 1953,
the year was also memorable for scientists.
First, the April 25 edition of Nature
published a groundbreaking paper by a
pair of young Cambridge researchers,
James Watson and Francis Crick. This
cocky duo solved the “double helix”
structure of DNA, helping explain how
this amazing molecule could transmit
genetic traits from parents to their offspring. While their paper received little
media attention then, its profound relevance to biology and medicine emerged
in subsequent years, fuelling an explosion of scientific knowledge that is still
accelerating nearly 60 years later.
This massive global research endeavour uncovered a stunning nanoscale
world of tiny molecular machines inside
all living cells. Since DNA is the blueprint for constructing these tiny
machines, Watson and Crick opened the
door to a magnificent subcellular world
unimagined by prior generations of scientists.
A few weeks later, Science published a
paper by a young chemist at the
University of Chicago, Stanley Miller.
Supervised by Professor Harold Urey,
Miller was seeking lab proof for the
belief that life emerged on Earth from
lifeless, inanimate chemicals. A committed atheist, Harold Urey told Time magazine in 1952 that “Life is not a miracle.
It is a natural phenomenon, and can be
expected to appear whenever there is a
planet whose conditions duplicate those
of the earth.”
To test this “abiogenesis theory”,
Miller built a simple apparatus that he
hoped would mimic early Earth conditions. He infused a glass chamber with
steam, methane, hydrogen gas and

10

As the 21st century
unfolds, the scientific
enterprise is racked by a
baffling conundrum, the
roots of which are
traceable to 1953.
ammonia before subjecting it to a sustained electrical discharge, thereby
reproducing the lightning or solar
energy that irradiated the early Earth.
Miller watched excitedly as the water
trap on the apparatus slowly turned
pinkish, then red. A week later the chamber was coated with brown goo, but on
analysing the reaction products Miller
was thrilled to detect many amino acids
– the key building-blocks of proteins, the
essential constituents of all living cells.
He promptly wrote the 1953 paper
which was published in Science to immediate acclaim.
“If their apparatus had been as big as
the ocean,” the May 25, 1953, issue of
Time gushed, “and if it had worked for a
million years instead of one week, it
might have created something like the
first living molecule.”
Various researchers soon showed that
by using different gases and energy
sources during prebiotic simulations
they could form small quantities of
many building blocks needed to construct the main macromolecules of life –
DNA, RNA and protein. By the mid-‘60s,
hopes were running high that the abiogenesis theory would soon be fully confirmed. Such proof was vital to the whole
Darwinian enterprise: if building blocks
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could form spontaneously within an
early Earth atmosphere, these
monomers would then assemble into
proteins and DNA. Eventually, so the
narrative runs, fats emerged to form the
membrane structures that surround all
living cells. After proteins and nucleic
acids accumulated within these fat
droplets, these “protocells” began reproducing themselves. A billion or so years
later, homo sapiens emerged.

A

lthough this grand narrative still
convinces hardline Darwinian
devotees, nearly six decades after
Miller’s initial discoveries the field of
abiogenesis is in a pitiful state. Indeed,
in 2011, there is scarcely a more moribund subdiscipline within the entire
chemical sciences. While Miller deserved
his initial acclaim, it’s painfully obvious
that his work had much less lasting
impact than that of Watson and Crick.
Consequently, in contrast to the
Cambridge researchers, Miller never
received a Nobel Prize (he died in 2007).
What went wrong?
The short answer is that the abiogenesis theory was mugged by reality. Since
its proponents fondly use the analogy of
a “chemical soup” to promote their ideas,
we will borrow this metaphor to highlight some intractable problems with the
theory.
First, by way of illustration, suppose
that when making a pot of soup, you
added a teaspoonful of every herb, spice,
flavouring and food additive available in
your local supermarket. Theoretically,
on completing this exercise, the pot
could contain all the right ingredients for
any soup one wished to prepare, but the
presence of all the wrong ingredients
would be more determinative of final
outcomes – the concoction would taste
dreadful! When making soup, success
depends on the intelligent selection of
the correct ingredients: a recipe for
pumpkin soup specifies very different
ingredients to one for French onion or

g e n e s i s
cream of mushroom.
Such factors acquire special force if
one is trying to assemble complex
macromolecules: proteins and DNA only
form when highly purified building
blocks are present in the appropriate
proportions under the correct experimental conditions. The “one-pot” reaction used by Miller, in which mixtures of
energised gases react randomly to generate hundreds if not thousands of products, is simply not conducive to the formation of highly complex structures
such as protein or DNA, a conclusion
that emerges from many repeats of his
experiments. It is an invariable rule of
chemistry that the larger the number of
chemicals present in a reaction system,
the higher the probability of unfruitful
side-reactions and the lower the yield of
desirable products. The atheist belief
that appreciable quantities of DNA or
proteins formed willy-nilly in crude mixtures containing hundreds of chemicals
is wildly optimistic.

S

econd, my culinary wife assures me
that the successful preparation of a
particular soup depends on using the
correct liquid stock: beef stock is best for
minestrone, chicken for chicken noodle,
and bacon for pea and ham. Choose the
wrong stock and the soup won’t taste
right. Similar principles apply in synthetic chemistry, where the preparation
of complex macromolecules is strongly
influenced by the liquid in which the
starting materials are dissolved. This is a
key problem for abiogenesis theories,
since the most abundant liquid on
planet Earth – water – is arguably the
worst solvent possible when assembling
amino acids into a protein, or deoxynucleotides into DNA.
Chemically speaking, such reactions
are termed condensation reactions, since
a molecule of water escapes when two
amino acids form a shared bond. As a
reaction by-product, it is harebrained to
use water as the solvent during condensation reactions: even the merest sniff of
moisture in a chamber will suppress or
reverse the coupling reaction. One usually learns these truths the hard way
during an undergraduate chemistry education, yet the biologists who write high
school or fresher biology texts persist in
telling us that life emerged in watery
tidal pools on the edge of oceans on the
early Earth.
Third, when making soup on a stove,
imagine if your pot was left to simmer
for days on end, or even months. Its con-

tents would swiftly lose their culinary
appeal, leaving a charred mess in the
saucepan. Cooks intuitively know that
the reactions between carbohydrates,
fats and proteins that accompany the
cooking process must be halted at an
appropriate time to achieve edible outcomes. Such considerations highlight
another serious problem facing abiogenesis theories: in an atheist universe,

That random abiogenesis
still receives blissful
endorsement in biology
textbooks testifies to
the enduring power of
materialism, not the
scientific merits of
the theory.
nobody has the brains to limit the cooking time during preparation of the
“chemical soup”. The same bolts of
lightning or UV radiation that originally
drove any production of proteins or
DNA would ruthlessly destroy these substances over the long term. As painfully
discovered after spending a summer day
at an Australian beach without sunscreen lotion, proteins and DNA in our
skin cells are especially vulnerable to
damaging UV radiation. Since rudimentary protocells lacked the complex DNA
repair or damaged-protein turnover
capabilities of modern cells, the same
energy sources that drove the formation
of polymers on the early Earth would
inexorably degrade these molecules,
reducing the likelihood of their accumulation to significant levels.
As the 21st century unfolds, the scientific enterprise is racked by a baffling
conundrum, the roots of which are traceable to 1953. On the one hand, the stunning insights into the molecular basis
for life erected on the foundation laid by
Watson and Crick represent the greatest
scientific achievements in human history. The modern picture of even a simple bacterial cell is of a remarkable
minuscule factory packed with stunning
gene networks and hundreds of multi-

component molecular machines. Yet
while no other generation is as privileged as ours in having access to such
insights, few generations have proved so
resistant to the central implication
raised by these findings: the amazing
machines that form the basis for life
point clearly to a transcendent creative
Intelligence.
Modern science seems afflicted by a
deepening worldview crisis in which the
limits of naturalistic materialism are
apparent to all but the most dogmatic
Darwinists: simple Urey/Miller explanations for the origin of life worked fine
when our understanding of life was rudimentary, but now that our knowledge is
sophisticated their limitations seem
insurmountable.
The fact that random abiogenesis still
receives blissful endorsement in biology
textbooks testifies only to the enduring
power of materialism, not the scientific
merits of the theory. Although it is
painful for a scientist to concede a point
to a theologian, Herman Bavinck hit the
nail on the head with his observations a
century ago: “Materialism loves to pass
itself off as an exact science, but it can be
easily demonstrated that, both historically and logically, it is the fruit of
human thought, a matter of both the
human heart and the human head.” If
the Western scientific mind is to escape
its present cul-de-sac, it desperately
ap
needs a change of heart.

Dr Phil Burcham is a
research scientist and an elder
at Scots church in Fremantle.
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A surprising testimony
Corroboration of the Bible from ancient China

Mark Powell

I

am preaching through the book of
Genesis and a couple of months
ago one of the older members of
the congregation (most of whom
are Australian or overseas-born
Chinese) pointed out that the Chinese
character for “boat” was comprised of
three smaller terms, namely “eight +
mouths + vessel”. Hence, the meaning is
“Eight mouths (or “people”) in a vessel.”
I was immediately intrigued. “Is this
the influence of Western missionaries?”
I asked. “No,” I was told. “This term is
thousands of years old and is as least as
old as the Bible itself!”
After some further research I discovered that this was not an isolated occurrence and that there are many other
examples in the Chinese language that
independently point back to the origins
of man up to and including the tower of
Babel. Below is a summary of what I
found. Anyone wanting to explore the
subject further should consult The
Discovery of Genesis by C.H. Kang and
Ethel R. Nelson for a good introduction
to the whole topic as well as numerous
other examples.

nostrils the breath of life, and the man
became a living being.” Note too that
Adam was immediately able to “walk”
and not just become conscious!
Happiness / Blessing

Forbid / to warn

forbidden,
to warn
God

One

Person,
mouth

Field,
Garden

two trees
The word for “blessing / happiness”
also bears a striking correspondence to
the Genesis creation account. Here we
see that the term is made up of the
words “God, one, person/mouth and
garden.” That is, the perfect state of
being is when God and man dwell
together in a place that He specifically
made. If that doesn’t already sound
eerily familiar then see Genesis 2:8.

To Create
Garden

to create

garden

speak dust, life walk
mud

The first example (or pictograph, for
the Chinese language is similar to
Egyptian hieroglyphics in that they are
pictures of the words they represent) is
the word for “create”. As can be seen, it
is comprised of the words “speak, dust /
mud, life and walk.” The pertinent passage that comes to mind is Genesis 2:7.
“The LORD God formed man from the
dust of the ground and breathed into his

That is, a garden is “Two people made
from the dust in a contained space.”
Genesis 2:15 fills out the implications of
what this means but the basic idea is
almost identical.

The next term is “to forbid or warn”,
and it is comprised of two pictures. One
is simply two trees and the other is the
primitive form of the word for “God”.
Apparently the Chinese were traditionally monotheistic (before Taoism and
Buddhism became popular) and they
worshipped a figure known as “Shang
Ti” or “The Heavenly Emperor”. But the
meaning here is as striking as it is simple. That is, in keeping with the warning
of Genesis 2:16-17 central to Adam’s
covenant of works (Hos. 6:7) was the
choice between the tree of life and the
tree of the knowledge of good and evil.
Unfortunately we all know and experience every day the choice that Adam and
Eve made.
Tempter / Devil

dust

breath

two
enclosure
persons

garden

Already one can see a pattern developing and you don’t have to be able to
speak Cantonese or Mandarin to appreciate it. The word “garden” is: “Dust,
breath, two persons and enclosure.”

tempter
secret man garden [alive] devil

devil
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God
(abbreviated form)
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trees

cover

tempter
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The word for “devil” and “tempter” is
even more striking. For to begin with
the term, “devil” means “secret, man, living, [in a] garden” and following on from
this “tempter” means a “devil, under,
[the] cover, [of] trees.” The mental
image these words conjure up is almost
identical to the situation we find
described for us in Genesis 3.

“absence” of clothing. However, this is
almost identical to what we find
recorded for us in Genesis 3:7 where
Adam and Eve sew fig leaves on themselves from the Garden which the Lord
had made to cover their nakedness after
they have sinned.

devastation in Queensland – where the
majority of that massive state was
affected – look decidedly “localised” in
comparison.
Tower

Boat

Covet / Desire
Tower
boat
Grass

to covet,
desire

two
trees

woman

vessel

to covet,
desire

Similarly, the word for “covet / desire”
involves a woman standing before two
trees. Significantly it is a woman, and
not a man (something the apostle Paul
makes much of in 1 Tim. 2:14), who is
presented here and it has an uncanny
correspondence to what we find
recorded in Genesis 3:6: “When the
woman saw that the fruit of the tree was
good for food and pleasing to the eye and
desirable for gaining wisdom, she took
some and ate it. She also gave some to
her husband and he ate it.”

eight

Clay

Man

people

As I mentioned at the start of this
article, it was the Chinese word for
“boat” which led me to investigate this
topic further. Note though how 1 Peter
3:20 explicitly says: “…God waited
patiently in the days of Noah while the
ark was being built. In it only a few people, eight in all, were saved through
water.” I realise this argument is not in
and of itself conclusive because many
other flood accounts from around the
world record a different number of people being on the ark, however it is still
amazing to see that at least one people
group of earth got it right!
Flood

One

Mouth

As can be seen from above, the word
for “tower” literally means “grass + clay +
man [speaking with] one + mouth.” It is
strikingly similar to the central issue in
Genesis 11 where all mankind united in
their defiant rebellion against the Lord
by building “a tower that reaches to the
heavens” (Gen. 11:4). Interestingly, I
tested each of these terms out on an
older person who was not a Christian
but was originally from China. He
agreed that each of these terms had the
meaning that I have related. However,
when it came to this particular phrase he
corrected me. He said, “This is not just
any tower, but a very, very large one.
The tallest one you could imagine!”

Naked
Righteousness
Flood

Total

Naked

Clothing

Tree

Garden

The word for “naked” is another
intriguing example of correlation to the
Genesis account. Note how when it is
broken down into its constituent parts it
means “To be clothed from a tree in a garden”. Personally, I find this quite significant because I would have thought that
the term naked means the complete

Water

Flood

Following on from the previous
example is the term “flood” which literally translated means “total water”. This
might sound quite obvious in some
ways, for the Bible’s own clear testimony
is that the flood was global in its scope
with even mountains being covered to a
depth of 20 feet (see in particular
Genesis 7:18-23). Indeed, even the
Chinese have an account of a deluge
being so large that the waters were said
to have reached up to the sun! This
being so, it makes the recent crisis and

Righteousness

Me

Sheep

Righteousness

The final word that I would like to
mention in this brief survey (and there
are many, many more that could be mentioned) is the only one that does not
directly relate to any particular incident
from Genesis 1-11 but is in many ways
the most significant of them of all. The
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word for “righteousness” is quite simply
a lamb or sheep above oneself.
For anyone with an ounce of Bible
knowledge the meaning is at once obvious and profound. There are many
Scripture parallels and proof texts that
could be used (see for example Exodus
12, Isaiah 53 and John 1:29) but in keeping with our study on the opening book
of the Bible perhaps the most pertinent
is Genesis 22:13: “Abraham looked up
and there in a thicket he saw a ram
caught by its horns. He went over and
took the ram and sacrificed it as a burnt
offering instead of his son. So Abraham
called that place The Lord will Provide.”
Again, I thought that this might have
been just another “coincidence”.
However, as one former Buddhist couple
in our congregation reminded me, a
lamb or sheep is not a symbol of innocence or purity for someone from the
East, for that is instead a very Western
perception. How then did the Asian language come to incorporate this concept
into their way of thinking? Perhaps
their isolation from the people of Israel
was not as absolute as we might naturally assume? Or maybe the Lord in His
mysterious providence orchestrated this
particular understanding into their lan-

guage as a way of preparing them to hear
about the means of His salvation?
When it comes to understanding
what all of this means from the vantage
point of the New Testament one of the

Tragically, some people
from an Asian background reject the good
news because they
perceive Christianity as
a ‘western’ religion.

most pertinent passages is that found in
Acts 17:26-27: “From one man He made
every nation of men, that they should
inhabit the whole earth; and He determined the times set for them and the
exact places where they should live. God

did this so that men would seek Him and
perhaps reach out for Him and find Him,
though He is not far from each one of
us.”
Significantly, the apostle Paul makes
this assertion as an integral plank in his
presentation of the gospel to the leading
pagan intellectuals of his days (see Acts
17:18). He is quite definite that not only
was Adam a real man – something that,
sadly, even some within the church
today would question – but that it was
also through this one individual that all
the people of the earth were made.
What I have outlined above then is really
not that novel but is instead a striking
illustration of what the whole of
Scripture clearly teaches.
Readers of AP might also want to
refresh themselves with what chapter
four, On Creation, of our subordinate
standard says as well.
In compiling the results of what I had
found though, I also learned that the
people whom the Lord had used to lead
me to faith in Christ were also using this
same material to great effect in SouthEast Asia where they were serving as
missionaries. They also assured me of
its linguistic authenticity as well as its
obvious apologetic and evangelistic
validity.
Tragically, some people from an Asian
background reject the good news about
Jesus because they perceive Christianity
as being a “western” religion.
However, if what I have presented
above is true, then their own language
bears witness to the universal truth of
the One Creator God and of their need to
repent. Indeed, in my own church context many people in the congregation in
which I serve have used this material to
talk to their non-Christian parents and
relatives to great effect using the meaning of these characters as a springboard
in which to talk to them about the truth
of the Bible in general and of the Gospel
in particular.
Ultimately though, I believe that this
further substantiates the historical reliability of the early chapters of Genesis 1
to 11. It is what we should expect to find
as it relates to the founding of the world
as well as human civilisation with an
external witness to the Bible also bearap
ing witness to its veracity.

Mark Powell serves as one of
the ministers of Cornerstone
Presbyterian Church,
Burwoood, Sydney.
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From the top
20 daily Bible studies in Genesis 1-11

T

he most disturbing characteristic of the world in
which we now live is that, although we have
moved right away from the truth God has
revealed to us in His written Word, we still feel
reasonably secure spiritually because we enjoy the legacy of
a society the rules and mores of which were founded on
Scripture. This is an extremely dangerous position for us to
be in. I can think of no better way of facing up to this danger
and addressing it than a study of the first 11 chapters of
Genesis. If we take a fresh look at what God intended, what
the central factors were in how we messed it all up, and how
God dealt with our rebellion, we will go a long way towards
dealing with our present crises. We have drifted into our
present world without really noticing just how far off course
we now are. A trip back to the beginning will help us clear
our heads and get a better perspective.
For instance, there’s the “tree of the knowledge of good
and evil” where our troubles all started. Why did God give
that particular tree such a strange name? The word
“knowledge” comes from the same root word used in
Genesis 4:1 to describe what Adam did to get Eve pregnant!
It covers more than just “knowing” the way we use it today.
It was about Adam becoming intimately, actively and determinedly involved towards his wife to produce offspring.
The tree represented a watershed. If Adam and Eve chose
not to eat its fruit it meant they were willing to let God be
the absolute arbiter. By choosing to eat they announced, in
effect, “We want to be in charge here.”
How do we decide issues today like abortion, marriage (or
rather non-marriage), homosexuality, cloning, husbandwife-parent-child relationships in the family, corporal
discipline, etc, etc? How much are we driven in these things
by science and finance? Aren’t we doing exactly what “A&E”
did in the garden?
Let’s see how God dealt with all this...

Bruce Christian is a former
Moderator-General of the Presbyterian
Church of Australia.
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In the beginning God....

DAY 1
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 1:1-25
THE POINT What we think about the first few chapters of
Genesis affects our whole world view. Do we treat the (often
unproven) claims of science as fact and try to accommodate
the Genesis account to them, or do we accept God’s declaration
to us of what He did and why, and then bow in wonder as we
see scientific discovery confirming His infallible Word? God
uses precise language to tell us what otherwise we can only
speculate about as atheists offer various theories about the
origin of the universe and life.
THE PARTICULARS
• Light (electromagnetic energy) is the basis of all matter.
When God created light He brought into being substance

GENESIS 1:26–2:3

THE POINT Just as God wants us to know that the Earth is
unique in the Universe, so He wants us to know that we are
unique among all created life forms. We are neither an accident of evolution, nor the (so far) most advanced development
in the food chain. We were made at the very beginning as the
CEOs of Earth, running it on God’s behalf, not as robots but
within His communicated creative and ethical framework. We
are therefore fundamentally different from the animals, in
spite of the fact that we have similar bodily functions because
we were designed by the same Creator to live in the same environment and eat the same food.

DAY 3
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 2:4-14
THE POINT In this second account of Creation God underlines the truth He has already communicated in Chapter 1 –
Man has a very special place and purpose in the created order,
and his home on planet Earth is a deliberate part of this Plan
at the design stage; man is as necessary to the earth as the
earth is to man. But how he executes his task in relation to his
God will be tested via a tree!
THE PARTICULARS
• The interdependence between Man and the Earth is spelt out
in detail to emphasise the fact that the Creation was accomplished in a short space of time. Genesis does not acknowledge the concept of a gradual creation process over millions of

DAY 4
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 2:15-25
THE POINT God has blessed us abundantly with many good
things to enjoy. He wants us to be contented and happy. But,
unlike the animals who are bound by their God-given
instincts, we are able, and in fact required, to make moral
choices because we are made in the image of God. For this to
happen there must be rules. The command not to eat from
one particular tree (good in itself like all the others) was to be
the grounds of the test. Ironically, the one God would form to
be Man’s “suitable helper” would be the one who would help
him to fail the test! The misuse of good things brings pain and
distress instead of the happiness intended.
THE PARTICULARS
• God ensured that the rules of the garden, and the conse-
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from nothing.
• The phrase “there was evening and there was morning” seems
to define the days of creation as 6 x 24-hours as we know them.
• God makes it clear that our planet Earth is unique; we should
not expect to find anything like it anywhere else in His created
Universe. God sees His Universe as geo-centric (earth-centred).
• Everything God did was good; ie it served His ultimate purpose.

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Starting with Genesis 1 as revealed truth, what exciting
things has man discovered to confirm it (eg in astronomy,
genetics etc)?

Man in God’s image.

DAY 2
THE PASSAGE

s t u d y
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THE PARTICULARS
• There is no difference between men and women in terms of
their created dignity – we are all made in the image of God.
• God wants us to see clearly the relevance of the Seventh Day
as a special holy day of rest, set apart to Him (cf Exodus 20:811).
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How does the fact that God sent His only Son to earth to
redeem it confirm that the Universe is Earth-centred and
Man-centred?
• How does the example of Jesus’ life help us to see more
clearly what God intended us to be and do on earth (see John
5:30, 6:38)?

Man in his environment.
years.
• Man as a single living entity (soul) has a spiritual dimension
(God breathed into him the breath of life) as well as a physical
dimension (he is made from the dust of the ground).
• The narrative’s specific geographical locating of the Garden
of Eden in Mesopotamia (“in the midst of the rivers”) identifies it as historical literature and not mythology or aetiology.
God is revealing true historical facts about actual time-space
events.

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• God made everything good for us to enjoy. When did you
last take time to smell the roses? – or thank the rose-maker?

Man in his home.
quences of disobedience, were clear and unambiguous; to disobey would be an arrogant refusal to recognise God’s legitimate authority .
• In naming them, Man was given authority over all the animals.
• The Woman was God’s gift to the Man as a “suitable helper”.
She would be to him what the animals could never be. She
came from him and would remain part of him in an exclusive
union.

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Why is nakedness a problem for us today? How is this related
to our tendency to misuse what God intended for good?

b i b l e

Man fails the test.

DAY 5
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 3:1-7
THE POINT The tree of the knowledge of good and evil was
so called because it was to be a testing device. Was the Man
willing to submit to God’s command without trying to make
his own, independent moral assessment of its “good”ness?
Would he submit to God’s definition of “good” and “evil” or
would he assume he could define these himself? This was the
real test. He failed the test because he reasoned for himself
that it was OK to do what God had expressly forbidden him to
do. He was now like God: he could define “good” and “evil” to
suit his own purposes. Sound familiar?
THE PARTICULARS
• The serpent spoke on behalf of the one who himself rebelled

against God’s rightful authority (Isaiah 14:12-15; KJV
“Lucifer”).
• By twisting God’s words, and playing on the fact of Man
being made in God’s image, he made what God called “evil”
seem good.
• The 3 features of the forbidden fruit that attracted the
Woman to it are paralleled in the 3 devices Satan used to
tempt Jesus to abandon the Father’s assigned path to the
Cross (Matthew 4:1-11).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• What are the specific subtleties with which Satan deceived
Adam-and-Eve? What does this teach us about the dangers of
neglecting to read God’s written Word regularly and often?

The blame game.

DAY 6
THE PASSAGE

s t u d y

GENESIS 3:8-13

THE POINT What a modern ring there is to these verses.
The guilty pair are well aware of the sin they have committed
and they slip into 2 forms of denial: trying to hide from their
Creator/provider/friend whose rule they had broken; and,
when found, trying to lay the blame on someone else. Is this
not exactly what is corroding our head-in-the-sand, litigious
society today?
THE PARTICULARS
• Perhaps because they had sinned, Adam and Eve were especially sensitive to God’s presence in the garden, something
they would have just taken for granted up to this point.

DAY 7
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 3:14-19
THE POINT A curse came upon the whole of God’s Creation
as a result of Man’s sin. As T. Dudley-Smith put it (Hymn 383,
Rejoice!):
In Adam’s fall falls every man, with every gift the Father gave;
the crown of all Creation’s plan becomes a rebel and a slave.
Each of the participants in the act of disobedience received a
specific curse, but the ultimate catastrophe was that the principle of decay and death had now become an integral part of an
otherwise perfect world. Paul called it “the law of sin and
death” (Rom. 8:2); scientists call it the 2nd Law of
Thermodynamics.
THE PARTICULARS

DAY 8
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 3:20-24
THE POINT Even as God pronounced the curses He was setting in motion the process for annulling them. Yesterday’s
reading contained a hint of it in verse 15 – someone coming
from the woman would conquer Satan’s curse, but not without
personal suffering; today we see other indicators of a hopeful
future in spite of the seemingly terminal nature of the effects
of Man’s rebellion. Our God is truly by nature a God of mercy
and grace.
THE PARTICULARS
• In spite of the warning of death as the assured outcome of
disobedience (2:17), Adam was allowed, after the Fall, to give
his wife a name identifying her as the mother of all the living!

• Their attempt to hide from God was as futile as a child covering his eyes to avoid detection; but it is often what we do when
we know we have broken God’s laws and fail to confess our sin.
• There is something inherently threatening about nakedness.
• Their claim on their right to decide for themselves what is
right and wrong, using their own God-given ability to reason,
was very short-lived; they knew at once that this claim was
invalid.
• He blamed her, and indirectly, God; she blamed the serpent.

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Why do we need an urgent, Holy Spirit initiated revival
today?

The curse....
• The serpent’s curse was universal humiliation and alienation.
• The woman’s curse affected what should have been her greatest joys: increased pain in childbirth and subservience in marriage.
• Adam’s sin was 2-fold: failing to assert headship, and disobeying God’s command. The ultimate blame rested on him.
His curse affected the whole created order (see Romans 8:2023).
• The ultimate curse was exclusion from the Garden, from
direct fellowship with the Creator, the source of life (cf
Romans 5:12).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How does Romans 5:12 help us see our shared guilt in Adam?

...and the cure.
• God took the initiative to cover the shame resulting from
sin.
• The banishment and the angelic guard, rather than the
removal of the tree of life, indicate a possible future time when
a saviour will remove the effects of the curse and provide
access again into the garden – by accepting the curse by dying
on another “tree”?

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Does it seem to you that the Plan of Salvation was already in
the mind of God at the time of Creation, ie before the Fall? Is
this what is meant by Matthew 25:34 and Revelation
13:8/17:8?
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Two ways to live.

DAY 9
THE PASSAGE

GENESIS 4:1-16

THE POINT Cain and Abel introduce us to some basic motifs
God will use throughout the whole of Scripture to set before us
His Plan of Salvation. One is that there are two ways to live:
our own way and God’s way. Another is that because of the
effects of the Fall, a person either dies, or God graciously
accepts the death of a substitute. This motif becomes like a
scarlet thread running through the whole of the Bible. It is the
basis of the Covenant of Grace, finding its ratification in the
death of Jesus.
THE PARTICULARS
• Eve acknowledged God’s help in the outworking of her role.

• God must have already made clear in some way the need for a
blood-sacrifice to atone for man’s sin (see verses 6-7). Cain’s
offering was his gift to God, an attempt to earn God’s favour.
Abel’s offering pointed to God’s grace in accepting a substitute.
• Cain’s sin started with jealousy which, unchecked, led to
anger and then murder. Cain was aware of the wrongness of
his act.
• God’s promise to protect Cain was a clear act of grace and
mercy.

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Hebrews 12:24 compares Jesus’ blood with the blood of Abel.
In what way was Jesus’ death like Abel’s? How was it better?

Exit Cain, enter Seth.

DAY 1 0
THE PASSAGE

GENESIS 4:17-26

THE POINT Critics have always enjoyed asking questions the
Bible doesn’t (can’t?) answer. Such questions usually lose their
force when we realise the Bible is only giving us very selective
history, the things pertinent to God’s Plan of Salvation (eg
5:3). Adam lived 930 years (5:4), plenty of time to establish a
large family tree from which Cain could get a wife (the adverse
genetic effects of marrying a sister were not yet developed, nor
were other degenerative effects of the Fall, hence the
longevity). With the coming of Lamech, with all his godless
ways and boasting (polygamy, the ability to protect himself
when it was God who had graciously pledged to protect Cain,

etc), God is now finished with Cain’s line. Now His saving purposes will be realised through Seth.

THE PARTICULARS
• Cain’s family is marked by a failure to acknowledge God at all.
• Lamech totally ignored God’s blueprint for marriage (2:2324).
• Lamech boasted self-protection where Cain relied on God’s.
• Seth being seen as a replacement for Abel (in spite of many
other siblings) brings us back to God’s “Covenant of Grace”
motif.
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Can you see evidence of God’s grace at work in your family?

God’s “Who’s Who”.

DAY 1 1
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 5:1-32
THE POINT Of most of the 13 men whose names appear in
this chapter we know nothing except that they are in Noah’s
family tree. And yet, unlike the countless others who lived
before the flood and who have long since been forgotten, their
names are inscribed permanently in millions of Bibles being
read in thousands of different languages around the world! In
his wildest dreams Mahalalel could not have thought we would
be reading his name today, nor Enoch that he would appear in
the honour list of Hebrews 11 as one who “walked with God”!
But each is vitally important in God’s eternal Plan because he
provides a link between Adam and Noah and therefore in the
life-line to the one who would come to crush the serpent’s

DAY 1 2
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 6:1-8
THE POINT God’s patience has run out. The ripple effect of
Adam’s rebellion in the hearts of his descendants has been
operating for a couple of millennia and everything has gone
from bad to worse. We saw in chapter 4 that Cain and Abel
modelled two different ways to live, and in chapter 5 that Seth
and some of his line adopted the Abel model. The idea of a
“faithful remnant” (salt and light) in a wicked world, and the
mandate for this remnant to resist pollution from the world,
become a theme through all of Scripture. Reference here to
the “sons of God” marrying “any” of the “daughters of men” is
best understood in terms of such pollution by “mixed-marriages”. God would allow 120 more years of grace to rectify the
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head.

THE PARTICULARS
• Some interesting deductions from the list:
– Noah’s father, Lamech, was 56 when Adam died and could
have got a first-hand account of what happened in the garden;
– Adam’s son, Seth, only missed seeing Noah by 14 years;
– Methuselah died in the year of the flood, 5 years after
Lamech;
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Are you content to walk humbly with God, even through perplexing circumstances, trusting Him to get the big picture
right?

Enough is enough.
situation and then remove His life-giving Spirit from the
earth. Because of Man’s place at the head of the created order
the animals would have to die too. Enough is enough. Only
Noah and his immediate family would be the remnant.

THE PARTICULARS
• Like longevity, large physical stature was a feature of the
human race at the time of the flood. “Heroes” and “men of
renown” could well be euphemisms for “bullies”, men wanting
to be God.
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How are we going in terms of 1 Peter 2:11-12 and James
1:27?

b i b l e

Noah walked with God.

DAY 1 3
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 6:9–7:5
THE POINT God goes to some pains to make clear that His
judgement on the earth by means of the Flood was not arbitrary or vindictive or impulsive. It was a deliberate, purposeful
and necessary action after a very patient and gracious
appraisal of the circumstances. Noah, along with his covenant
family, stood out alone among the people of his generation.
God would save him and his family from the coming deluge.
It is typical of God’s nature that the means by which he was to
be saved would involve his obedient response. It was grace
alone that saved him, but “faith without deeds is dead” (James
2:26). It was by building the ark (a major construction project
in an environment that seemed to show it to be useless!) that

Noah demonstrated the reality of his faith.

THE PARTICULARS
• The “ark” was a carefully dimensioned box designed to carry
large/precious cargo and stay afloat under adverse conditions.
The word is only used of Noah’s boat and baby Moses’ basket.
• Noah was careful to obey all God’s detailed instructions.
• Enough animals were taken to ensure the earth’s replenishment.
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• What statements in this account make clear God’s intention
to destroy completely all life on earth except for those on the
ark?

Noah worked with God.

DAY 1 4
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 7:6-24
THE POINT The 600th year of Noah’s life is a beautiful display of the close interweaving of God’s sovereignty and man’s
responsibility. Noah worked hard for many decades to build
the ark according to God’s revealed plan, and then on exactly
the right day, in exactly the right combinations, the gene-bearers of the future population of the whole earth just turned up
and walked onto the strange structure “as God had commanded Noah” (9, 16)!
THE PARTICULARS
• The deluge and ground-spring activity lasted only 40 days
(12). From the beginning of the rain to the time the bottom
of the ark touched down on Mt Ararat was 150 days or 5

months (24). It would be 7 more months before they could
leave the ark (8:14f).
• Every living thing today has an ancestor who was on the ark.
• In spite of theories developed by atheistic scientists, the
flood is the best explanation we have today of the fossil record,
geological formations, the distribution of minerals (especially
Arctic oil), etc. Everything around us points to a cataclysmic
disruption of the Earth’s crust in the “recent” past (cf Romans
1:18-20).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Much scientific evidence today points to the accuracy of the
Biblical account of the Flood – but it requires a God who rules!

Noah worshipped God.

DAY 1 5
THE PASSAGE

s t u d y

GENESIS 8:1-22

THE POINT The flood waters peaked some time between the
cessation of aggressive water activity (40 days) and the resting
of the ark on top of Mt Ararat (150 days). Once the ark came
to rest the flood was officially over, but there would be
another 74 days of receding water before any land would be
visible (5), and a further 146 days before it would be time to
leave the ark to resume normal life on earth. God had carried
out His purpose; the Judgement, though not the sin (21), was
over. It was time to start again, although man’s survival would
still be on the basis of God’s sovereign grace (hence the blood
sacrifices) and promises.

DAY 1 6
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 9:1-17
THE POINT God was making a whole new start – new blessings and new life rules, signs that the effects of the curse were
being dealt with. All relationships had been inverted in the
Fall. Man had lost control of the animals, but now fear
instilled in them will help man re-establish his headship. And
God was prepared to give His word, confirmed with a very visible sign, that He would not destroy man and his world that
way again. Grace prevails.
THE PARTICULARS
• All life is precious to God, especially Man, made in His image.
• Animals are now included in the human diet. They are there
for us, but we must still treat their life-blood as important.

THE PARTICULARS
• The flood isn’t properly understood unless seen as worldwide.
• The raven was sent out first because it is hardier than the
dove, and feeds on carrion – of which there would be ample
supply!
• The first thing Noah did after the flood was acknowledge
God in worship by sacrificing the animals God had provided.
It was an expression of faith in God’s grace, not a “work”.
• Contained in the promise of verse 22 is the implication that
climate etc. became different after the flood (see 2 Pet. 3:3-6).
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Do you live each day as a trophy of God’s mercy and grace?

God’s covenant bow.
This will be a significant aspect of sacrificial atonement for
sin.
• There is no Hebrew word for rainbow. The word used here is
the ordinary word for an archer’s bow; there is no mention of
“rain”. The covenant sign for Noah represented a weapon for
bloodshed pointing up to God. The uppermost colour is red!
• Introduction of the bow is further evidence of major changes
in atmospheric conditions and patterns after the flood. Many
geological “dating” methods today ignore this fact (cf 2 Peter
3:3-6).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• What do we learn from the flood about God’s faithfulness?
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THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 9:18-28
THE POINT When I was at primary school we had nib pens
and inkwells. They were very messy to use. It was always
good to “turn over a new leaf” in our copybooks, but a disaster
when it got “blotted”! New work situations, new relationships,
going to a new church, all give the opportunity for a fresh start
– but we soon mess that too. That’s how it was with Noah.
Again, something God intended to be a blessing to Man, used
wrongly, became a liability and a cause for sin, with extremely
far-reaching consequences. The results, however, remained a
vital part of God’s sovereign purposes in election and in history (cf Genesis 50:20).
THE PARTICULARS
• Noah’s sin, as with many parallels among the Bible’s heroes of

faith, reminds us of the need for vigilance (cf 1 Cor. 10:12).
• Ham’s sin revealed a basic mind-set that was to flow on down
through his line. The way Hebrews 12:14-17 deals with Esau
could equally be applied to Ham, Canaan and their descendants.
• The curse on Ham/Canaan cannot justify the black slave
trade.
• Only the blessing on Shem uses the name LORD, finding its
fulfilment in God’s Messianic purposes in election (cf Romans
9).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How does this account again remind us about sovereign
grace?

Everybody’s family tree.

DAY 1 8
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 10:1-32
THE POINT Not only are we all descendants of Noah, we all
come from one of Shem, Ham or Japheth. The information is
too general for most of us to identify which branch we are in
although it could make for a fascinating study in the light of
place names, ethnic connections, etc. What the Scriptures are
interested in is the line of Shem because, as we will see in
chapter 11 it is this line that will lead to Abraham, the Jews,
and finally Jesus (see Luke 3:23-38 for the whole family tree of
Jesus back to Adam.). This is probably why Shem is left to
last, and Japheth is disposed of first because his descendants
had little to do historically with the Messianic line. Ham’s
descendants had a closer, but also a more hostile, involvement

with the descendants of Shem.
THE PARTICULARS
• This list does not attempt the same numerical precision as
the lists in chapters 5 and 11:10ff; it gives a more general picture of how Noah’s descendants spread out in groups after the
flood.
• Shem and Eber are the names from which Semitic and
Hebrew come.
• Paul’s comment at Athens (Acts 17:26) is relevant and sobering.
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• God’s Plan of Salvation involves an ever-narrowing selection
process until it gets to Jesus; then it reaches out to all people.

The lesson of Babel.

DAY 1 9
GENESIS 11:1-9

THE POINT In the Garden of Eden, Man wasn’t content with
just being like God, he wanted to be God. Now, a flood and
many generations later, the problem is still the same. His
biggest problem is his arrogance and pride. At Babel he
thought he could use his power, skill and technology to build a
man-centred, humanistic society and a “world tower” that
would be a monument to his greatness. He wouldn’t need
God. It all sounds depressingly familiar. Today we still live
with all the problems caused by language differences and their
influence on culture, in spite of our leap forward in communication technology. But our biggest problem is that the lesson

DAY 2 0
THE PASSAGE
GENESIS 11:10-32
THE POINT God gave Man a fresh start in His world through
Noah – and He gave Noah a covenant promise and sign that
He would never destroy the world with a flood again. But after
the flood mankind settled into the same pattern of disobedience and wickedness that he had before and which would continue to dominate his life and world. The next stage in God’s
rescue plan, the Plan He had devised even at Creation (see
Ephesians 1:4), would centre on a particular person, Abraham,
a promised land, Canaan, and a promised line of numerous
descendants right down to the birth of the one who would be
the Saviour of the whole world. The point of today’s passage is
to link Noah to Abraham through the line of Shem, and to
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A blot on the new page.

DAY 1 7

THE PASSAGE
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of Babel has been lost on us! The events of Pentecost (Acts 2)
show that only God can reverse what He did there, so we need
to address first the matter of our alienation from Him.

THE PARTICULARS
• We are not told what the one language everyone spoke was.
• The problem did not lie in using their God-given creativity to
build, but in doing it for their own purposes, advancement
and glory without reference to God – much like we mostly do
today!
• Man still hasn’t learnt what happens when God is excluded.
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Are you right with God? How involved is He in your plans?

Next stop Abraham.
introduce us to two major obstacles that could only be overcome by God’s sovereign grace: Abraham’s father, Terah, settled in Haran instead of going to the promised land; and
Abraham’s wife, Sarah, was unable to have children!

THE PARTICULARS
• Man’s lifespan after the flood became progressively shorter.
• All human history is in God’s sovereign hands; His Salvation
history is recorded in the Bible to demonstrate His faithfulness.
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How has Genesis 1-11 helped you in your journey of faith?

n e w s

news
Bibi under threat

A
mother of five sentenced to death
on “blasphemy” charges in Pakistan has
lived in constant fear since the murder
of the governor of the state of Punjab,
Salman Taseer, who defended her.
Asia Bibi’s husband, Ashiq Masih,
said after meeting her in jail that she is
“very afraid”. Her conviction for insulting Islam’s prophet Muhammad, which
she denies, triggered a violent chain of
events in Pakistan, including the
January 4 murder of Taseer by his bodyguard after the governor voiced support
for her. “She knows the Muslims have
announced a price on her head and
would go to any lengths to kill her,” a visibly nervous Masih told Compass.
She is due to be transferred to
another prison soon because of security
concerns.

Muslim on blasphemy charge

As protests and appeals mount for the
release of Asia Bibi, the controversial
blasphemy law has claimed another victim from a religious minority, this time
of the Ismaili Muslim sect headed by the
Aga Khan.
Asia News said Naushad Walyani, a
doctor, is in prison for an apparently
small incident. A pharmaceutical salesman, Muhammed Faizan, visited him
on December 9. The doctor threw
Faizan’s business card in the bin. Faizan
returned later with some colleagues to
“teach the doctor a lesson”.
Asia News said “a violent quarrel”
ensued between the two, and the doctor
was told he would be reported for blasphemy as he was not respecting the
sacred name engraved on the business
card. The complaint was supported by
local religious leaders.
Assist

Police rape, kill youth

P
akistani police are threatening the
father of an 18-year-old Christian man
whom officers raped, killed and threw
into a sewer last week, Karachi
Christians said.
Christian residents of Akhter Colony,
Karachi who pulled the body of Waqas

Gill from the sewer on January 11,
protested an alleged police cover-up by
placing the corpse in the middle of a
street and chanting slogans against officers of Mehmoodabad police station.
They said local officers kidnapped and
sodomised Gill before shooting him
dead on January 9.
The victim’s father, Pervez Gill, told
Compass that four policemen abducted
his son on January 6 without a warrant
and without making any charges. He
said higher level police officials took
notice of their January 11 protest but
have done all they can to subvert justice
in the case.

Christian stoned

M

uslim inmates at a prison in northwest Punjab Province have stoned a
Christian wrongly convicted of “blasphemy” nearly to death, according to his
father. Imran Masih, a 19-year-old
member of the Protestant Church of
Pakistan, is still in hospital.
He was working at a barbershop in
Hazro, near Attock, in July 2009 when
the owner, Nadeem Haider, accused
him of stealing 5000 rupees ($A60).
Station house Officer Junaid Mirza of
Hazro told prison investigators and
Compass that Haider paid Inspector
Jamal Khan of Madina Town police station in Hazro to torture Masih. Haider
and Khan then increased the charge to
blaspheming Muhammad, the prophet
of Islam. Justice Risalat Khawaja of
Attock Session Court sentenced Masih
to 10 years.
Masih was sitting outside his barrack
after Friday prayers when a group of
inmates began stoning him with rocks
from prison fields.
Compass Direct

Preacher gets damages

C
hristian street
Mcalpine is to

preacher Dale
receive £7000
($A11,300) in damages after Cumbrian
police admitted wrongful arrest, unlawful imprisonment and a breach of his
human rights.
Mcalpine, 42, was arrested in April in
Workington after he mentioned that
homosexuality was among the sins listed
in the Bible. His comments were not
made in his main public sermon but in
response to a question about homosexuality put to him by a passerby.
He was arrested by PC Craig Hynes
for a “racially aggravated” offence under

Section 5 of the Public Order Act and,
after being detained at the station for
more than seven hours, was charged
with using “threatening, abusive or
insulting” words “to cause harassment,
alarm or distress”. The charges were
later dropped. The arrest sparked fears
for freedom of speech for Christians and
was even criticised by prominent gay
rights campaigner Peter Tatchell.
Christian Today

Presbyterian honoured

A
Presbyterian elder has been
awarded the Order of Australia in the
New Year Honours.
Terrence Peter Baxter, of Ayr,
Queensland, has been given the award
for service to the community of the
Burdekin shire through roles with aged
care, veterans, sporting and church
organisations. Mr Baxter has been treasurer of St Andrew’s Presbyterian
Church, since 2001.

Fewer accept creation

A
new Gallup poll reveals that 40% of
Americans believe in creationism – that
is, that God created humans in their present form about 10,000 years ago.
The statistic marks a slight decrease
compared to years past such as in 2008,
when 44% reported believing in strict
creationism. But Gallup notes that it is
the lowest statistic it has ever recorded
in the history of asking the question
since 1982.
Meanwhile, the percentage of
Americans who believe humans evolved
over millions of years, without God’s
involvement, has risen slightly from 14%
in 2008 to 16% in 2010. The percentage
of those who hold the “theistic evolution” view, has remained steady at 38%.
Christian Today

Bedouin murder refugees

F
ears for hundreds of refugees and
asylum seekers being held captive in the
Sinai Desert have intensified amid
reports of the murder of two deacons.
Christian Solidarity Worldwide
says the deacons were among 100
Eritrean refugees separated by their captors from a larger group which also
included Sudanese, Somalis and
Ethiopian refugees.
Agenzia Habeshia believes the deacons
were singled out for punishment and
killed on Saturday for alerting human
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rights groups about the plight of the
remaining 250 refugees and asylum
seekers, who have been held by the
Bedouin traffickers for more than a
month in the Sinai Desert.
Stuart Windsor, national director of
CSW, said: “The people traffickers have
little regard for human life and have
shown that they will not hesitate to kill,
maim and abuse their victims.
Christian Today

Progress in murder case

L

awyers prosecuting the murder of
three Christians in south-eastern
Turkey are making progress linking the
knifemen who slew them to the masterminds who put them up to it, according
to a lawyer representing the family of
one of the victims.
Two witnesses whose testimony the
court previously blocked will be allowed
to testify about the plans behind the
killings in Malatya. The court will also
protect a witness whose testimony
would have possibly put him in danger.
On April 18, 2007, two Turkish
Christians, Necati Aydin and Ugur
Yuksel, and German Christian
Tilmann Geske, were bound, tortured
and then murdered at the office of Zirve
Publishing Co., a Christian publishing
house in Malatya.
The suspects, Salih Guler, Cuma
Ozdemir, Hamit Ceker, and Abuzer
Yildirim were arrested while trying to
escape the scene of the crime, as was
alleged ringleader Emre Gunaydin.
Prosecutors have contended that the

killings were related to a larger conspiracy by the military and nationalists to
destabilise the government by targeting
minorities in Turkish society.
Compass Direct

Baptists urge change

S

tate and national Baptist leaders
have given in-principle support for a
constitutional amendment to recognise
Australians of Aboriginal and Islander
origin as first peoples of this nation.
The unanimous decision came at a
National Council meeting of the Baptist
Union of Australia, now known as
Australian Baptist Ministries, in
Melbourne late lat year.
“We would welcome an amendment
to the Constitution that has strong
bipartisan support, acknowledges historical reality, and provides a way for all
Australians to move forward together,”
ABM national director Brian
Winslade said.

Burmese persecuted

B
urmese soldiers are systematically
using forced labor, torture and rape to
persecute majority-Christian residents
of Chin state in western Burma, according to a new report.
Life Under the Junta: Evidence of
Crimes Against Humanity in Burma’s Chin
State, by Physicians for Human
Rights, documents “extraordinary levels of state violence” against the Chin
ethnic population. The Chin are estimated to be 90% Christian, and the

Assistant Pastor sought for a Reformed Congregation
Westminster Presbyterian Church Belconnen (WPCB) in Canberra is seeking
an assistant pastor (for 3 days/week) to complement our senior pastor and
work more broadly in a ministry team. He would have well-developed relational skills, be gifted in preaching, and have a passion for exploring different
modes of outreach.

study indicates that it is therefore difficult to separate religious attacks from
ethnic and other human rights abuses.
Persecution of Christians is reportedly part of a wider campaign by the
Burmese junta to create a uniform society in which the only accepted religion is
Buddhism, according to a 2007 government memo circulated in Karen state
giving instructions on how to drive
Christians out of the state.

Concern at ‘gay pride’

T

he Australian Christian Lobby
has responded to a call by the Safe
Schools Coalition Victoria for schools
to bring children along to a gay pride
event.
“All schools should be safe schools,
but using government funding to persuade children to attend a ‘gay pride’
march is not how our tax dollars should
be spent,” according to ACL’s Victorian
director Rob Ward.
“Teachers taking students along to
this kind of event is outside the purposes for which schools exist. Educating
students should be the priority, not promoting alternative lifestyles.”
Mr Ward said so called ‘gay pride’
marches were no place for young children as they were often sexually explicit
and contained content inappropriate for
children.

Christian mother slain

A

Somali mother of four was killed for
her Christian faith on January 7 on the
outskirts of Mogadishu by Islamic
extremists from al Shabaab militia, a
relative said.
The relative, who requested
anonymity, said Asha Mberwa, 36, was
killed when the Islamic extremists cut
her throat in front of villagers who came
out of their homes as witnesses. She is
survived by her children – ages 12, 8, 6
and 4 – and her husband, who was not
home at the time she was apprehended.

WPC Belconnen is heartily committed to the Scriptures in all of faith and life,
and embraces the doctrines of grace (as encapsulated in the Westminster
Confession of Faith).

Mexicans murdered

WPCB is a dynamic and growing Church (currently about 120 people). We are
seeking someone who has a passion for God’s glory, who can help to build
the people of God to live lives that honour Him and to win others for Christ.

has voiced deep concern about the terrible violence that has been taking place
towards tribal believers in southern
Mexico.
“While we want to be positive about
the year ahead, we have to report to you
a real concern for tribal believers in

If you would like to find out more about WPCB and this position, please email
Peter Harper at paskeh@tpg.com.au.
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southern Mexico,” said Kietzman, former US director of Wycliffe Bible
Translators. “The troubles for believers
there have not ended!”
He then listed “confirmed reports” of
some events just in the last few months,
all from the Mexican states of Chiapas
and Oaxaca, including the murders of
several pastors and families, churches
destroyed, and believers expelled.
Assist

Pakistan to repeal its blasphemy laws,
which can carry a death sentence for
insulting the Prophet Mohammad.
In a statement, a spokesman for
Egypt’s foreign ministry, Hossam Zaki
said: “Egypt asked its ambassador in the
Vatican to come to Cairo for consultation after the Vatican’s new statements
that touch on Egyptian affairs, and
which Egypt considers an unacceptable
interference in its internal affairs.”

Anglicans switch

agenda
Copt-killer to die

A
Muslim man has been sentenced to
death for shooting dead six Coptic
Christians and a Muslim police guard in
a drive-by shooting last year.
Mohamed Ahmed Hassanein, also
known as Hamam el-Kamouny, was
sentenced by an Egyptian state security
court last month for his part in killing
worshippers as they left a Christmas Eve
Mass in Nag Hammadi on January 6,
2010.
Two other defendants accused of aiding Hassanein in the killings are due to
be sentenced on February 20.
The sentence comes amid widespread
anger among Copts who feel that the
government is not doing enough to protect them and deal with the perpetrators.
Much of the resentment surrounding
the Nag Hammadi case centres on the
lengthy process in bringing the accused
to trial.
Copts, who make up around 10 per
cent of Egypt’s population, are still
grieving over the death of 23 people in a
bombing outside a church in Alexandria
on New Year’s Eve, an attack which triggered angry rioting by Copts.
Last Tuesday, a 71-year-old Christian
man was shot dead and his wife and four
others injured after an off-duty policeman opened fire on a train bound for
Cairo.
The shooting occurred just hours
after Egypt recalled its envoy to the
Vatican and accused Pope Benedict
XVI of “meddling” in its internal affairs
after he called on Egypt, Iraq and Nigeria
to do more to allow Christians to practise their faith safely.
In his annual address to ambassadors,
on 10 January, the Pope also called on

T
hree former Anglican bishops have
been ordained as Roman Catholic priests
at Westminster Cathedral.
Keith Newton, Andrew Burnham
and John Broadhurst left the Church
of England over its support for women
in the episcopate.
They were ordained at a ceremony led
by Britain’s top Catholic, the
Archbishop of Westminster, Vincent
Nichols, and will now take up roles
within the Ordinariate set up by Pope

Benedict XVI for disaffected Anglican
clergy.
Father Newton has been appointed
leader of the Ordinariate of Our Lady of
Walsingham, the title of which points to
a shrine in Norfolk that is a destination
for Anglican as well as Catholic pilgrims.
According to the BBC, Father Newton
estimates that at least 50 more Anglican
clergy may make the move to Rome,
along with members of their congregations.
Father Burnham was the former
Bishop of Ebbsfleet, while Father
Newton, former Bishop of Richborough,
and Father Broadhurst, former Bishop
of Fulham, had both been “flying bishops” for parishes in the Church of
England that had opted out of women
priests.
Archbishop Nichols admitted that the
entry of Anglicans to the Catholic fold
had involved “painful misunderstandings, conflict and uncertainty”.
He added: “Many ordinations have
taken place in this cathedral during the

New ministry roles in the PCV
The Presbyterian Church of Victoria’s Ministry Development Committee is
seeking suitable candidates for the following roles:

Intentional Interim Minister
The IIM is a new role created by the PCV to provide specialised ministry for a parish during a
time of vacancy. This will include helping the vacant parish to deal intentionally with unresolved issues, conflicts or difficulties, and to encourage a fresh vision and strategy for ministry, before the selection process for a new pastor is commenced.
An IIM serves exclusively in one parish for a period of no longer than two years.
Successful applicants will be:
• Ordained Ministers of the PCA, preferably with at least 5 years experience in parish ministry
• Able to demonstrate proven skills in serving a parish under stress
• Experienced and trained in conflict resolution (or prepared to train)
• Able to accept the conditions of a limited-term appointment
Salary is ordinarily 120% of the minimum declared by the Assembly.

District Interim Moderator
The PCV has designed the new role of District Interim Moderator to provide moderatorial oversight to a number of parishes in a defined area, relieving ministers with their own charges of
this additional burden of responsibility.
Successful applicants will be:
• Ordained Ministers of the PCA
• Capable of administering essential church oversight to a number of charges and home mission stations as interim moderator or moderator
• Able to demonstrate proven experience as a parish pastor
• Available for extensive travel and overnight stays away from home
• Able to multi-task
• Comfortable with multiple points of accountability
For a position description for either of the above roles please email
ministry@pcvic.org.au , or call (03) 9655 1406.
To discuss a position or quickly register interest ring our Ministry Development Director,
Rev Dr Robert Carner, on 0419 780 810.
We also have multiple opportunities for ministry in rural Victoria. Some are part time allowing
for bi-vocational ministry, graduate students who are called to ministry but need time for study,
or retired ministers who desire to engage in pastoral work on a part time basis.
We seek ordained men as well as those who are called to ministry but not ordained who are
willing to consider Home Mission Service.
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100 years of its history. But none quite
like this.”
The Church of England’s commitment to consecrate women bishops in
the next few years has divided members
and left opponents feeling isolated in
spite of proposals to accommodate them
even after the first women bishop are
consecrated – expected to be no sooner
than 2014.
Newton, Burnham and Broadhurst
were among those who felt that the provisions do not go far enough.
Orthodox Anglicans, particularly
Reform and the Catholic Group within
the Church of England, have opted for a
more “wait and see” approach in the
hope that the new make-up of the
General Synod will put an end to draft
legislation allowing women bishops.
In Australia, the Traditional
Anglican Communion, which already
broke away from the Anglican Church
of Australia over women’s ordination,
has moved to join the Catholic Church as
an Australian ordinariate. So far, no
mainstream Anglican clergy are known
to have applied.
Christian Today

Iranian Christians arrested
By Elizabeth Kendal

E
thnic Armenian and Assyrian
Orthodox Churches in Iran may exist
in peace as long as they do not proselytise. It is illegal to preach Christianity in
Farsi (the Persian language) just as it is
illegal for Muslims to reject Islam (apostasy). The penalty for apostasy is death.

So when Muslim Farsi-speaking Iranians
convert to Christianity, they must meet
and worship in illegal underground fellowships.
Early on December 25 last year armed
plain-clothed agents from the infamous
Ministry of Intelligence and
Security (MOIS) raided the homes of
Christians known to be converts from
Islam and/or active in witnessing to
Muslims. As well as confiscating CDs,
Bibles, religious books, computers and
personal documents, they arrested 25
Christians. Sixteen other Christians
listed for arrest were not home at the
time of the raids and remain unaccounted for. Further to this there are
unconfirmed reports that as many as 50
other mostly young believers have since
been arrested.
The governor of Tehran province,
Morteza
Tamadon,
describes
Protestants and evangelicals as “corrupt
and deviant” and also accuses them of
conducting an “enemy cultural invasion”.
“The leaders of this movement,” he
declared, “have been arrested in Tehran
province and more will be arrested in the
near future. Just like the Taliban, who
have inserted themselves into Islam like
a parasite, [evangelicals] have crafted a
movement with Britain’s backing in the
name of Christianity. But their conspiracy was unveiled quickly and the first
blows were delivered to them.”
In June 2010 Protestant pastor
Youcef Nadrkhani and his wife
Fatemah were arrested in the northern
city of Rasht. According to court docu-

Lecturer in New Testament
The Reformed Theological College, Geelong, Australia, is seeking to appoint a
full-time lecturer in New Testament. The expected starting date is January 2012.
The position is suited to someone who has a postgraduate research degree in
New Testament and is able to teach Greek, biblical theology, hermeneutics and
NT exegesis. Proven ability in teaching, extensive ministry experience, good
communication and inter-personal skills and a strong commitment to Reformed
theology are essential.
For further information on the position and application procedures,
email principal@rtc.vic.edu.au or write to:
The Principal
Reformed Theological College
125 Pigdons Rd,
Waurn Ponds 3216
Australia
Applications close 30 April 2011
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ments, Nadrkhani has been convicted of
apostasy, organising meetings, proselytising, establishing a house church,
baptising people, and openly expressing
his distaste for Islam. For these crimes
he has been sentenced to death while
Fatemah has been sentenced to life in
prison. The couple have two young children. In September 2010 a court of
appeals upheld the death sentence,
which is being delayed to give MOIS
more time to try to coerce Pastor
Nadrkhani to return to Islam.
Pastor Behrouz Sadegh-Khanjani,
also arrested in June 2010, has likewise
been indicted for apostasy and similar
“national security” offences. Nine other
believers arrested with him, including
his wife, have been released but he has
not yet been sentenced.
It would be a mistake to think only
politically about this as it is essentially a
spiritual battle.

Gays sue Christians

A

gay couple have been awarded
£3600 ($A5815) after successfully suing
English Christian hotel owners who
refused to let them stay in a double
room.
Peter and Hazelmary Bull broke
the law when they denied Martyn Hall
and his civil partner Steven Preddy a
room at the Chymorvah Hotel, near
Penzance, in September 2008, said
Judge Andrew Rutherford.
The Bulls had denied discriminating
against the couple because they were
gay, saying they had a long-standing policy of banning all unmarried couples
from sharing a bed, founded on their
Christian beliefs.
But the judge rejected their argument
in a written judgement at Bristol
County Court. He said: “The only conclusion which can be drawn is that the
refusal to allow them to occupy the double room which they had booked was
because of their sexual orientation... and
that this is direct discrimination.”
Martyn Hall and his partner Steven
Preddy said they were extremely pleased
with the outcome.
“We checked that the hotel would
allow us to bring our dog, but it didn’t
even cross our minds that in 2008 we
would have to check whether we would
be welcome ourselves,” they declared.
The judge granted the Bulls leave to
appeal. They are considering their
options.
Ekklesia

s c i e n c e

Climate questions
The science and politics are far from simple.

David Palmer

I

wonder what readers of AP think
about paying more for their electricity, gas and petrol as a result of
the Government imposing a carbon tax? We are not talking about a few
dollars here and there, we are talking
about hundreds of dollars extra each
year on top of all the other recent price
rises.
This is what our Prime Minister says
needs to occur to combat global warming, or because there hasn’t been too
much of that recently, what people
nowadays euphemistically call “climate
change”.
In this article I want to briefly touch
upon the big picture concerning global
warming and what the official wisdom is
for tackling global warming, or what I
prefer to call it: magical thinking.
I then want to introduce a dose of
reality as well as reflect on some of the
moral issues involved.
No one should be in any doubt,
despite waning public interest, that
there is tremendous scientific, political
and institutional capital tied up in global
warming and the measures allegedly
necessary to address it.
Concerns were being raised almost 30
years ago about a possible link between
global warming and the ever increasing
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG),
principally carbon dioxide (CO2) from
the use of petroleum products for transport and coal for the generation of electricity. It is a fact that atmospheric CO2
concentration around the time of the
industrial revolution was about 280
parts per million (ppm) and has been rising ever since, currently 390 ppm and
increasing at 2 ppm every year, but certainly faster in future years.
This concern led to the establishment
of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change in 1988 for collating the
latest research for publication every few
years and to an international treaty in
1992 known as the United Nations
Framework on Climate Change.

What has become much
clearer about climate
science is that it is still
very much a science in
its infancy. There is far
less talk of “the scientific consensus”.
There are two important points about
the Framework. First, it gave direction
to the work of the Intergovernmental
Panel, steering that body to focus on
greenhouse gases and determining how
to stabilise emissions at a level to “prevent dangerous anthropogenic interference with the climate system”.
Second, it required all the signatories
to the treaty, Australia included, to take
“precautionary measures to anticipate,
prevent or minimise the causes of the
climate change and mitigate its adverse
effects”.

T

he Intergovernmental Panel has
issued four reports, the last in 2007
and the next due in 2013. Each report
has grown more certain that greenhouse
gases have been responsible for the 0.8
C° global temperature rise since the
beginning of the industrial revolution,
and more certain that melting glaciers
and ice caps, rising sea levels with flooding of coastal regions is occurring and
will get dramatically worse unless
atmospheric CO2 can be capped at 450
ppm. This, it is claimed, might keep the
temperature rise within a barely tolerable 2 C°. In order for this 450 ppm target not to be exceeded, the Intergovern-

mental Panel claims that the developed
nations – USA, Europe, Australia,
Canada and Japan – will need to reduce
their carbon emissions between 80%
and 95% below their 1990 levels, and the
developing nations make a contribution
as well.
The Kyoto Protocol came into force in
1995 as the first step to limiting carbon
emissions, whereby the developed
nations agreed to certain emission
reduction targets, from which China and
developing nations, were exempted. It is
generally accepted that the Kyoto
Protocol has achieved little. With the
Kyoto Protocol lapsing in 2012, the
December 2009 meeting in Copenhagen
of the 192 signatories to the UN
Framework had the job of finding a
replacement for Kyoto.
The second half of 2009 provided
heady days for the global warming juggernaut. Kevin Rudd had his Carbon
Pollution Reduction Scheme as
Australia’s contribution to limiting carbon emissions, but which none could
understand, rather suspecting a fudge.
Then the wheels fell off the juggernaut.
Here in Australia, Rudd’s scheme
ended up in the bin, to be followed by
reports of chicanery deep within the
bowels of the Intergovernmental Panel
scientific community, the so called
Climategate debacle involving scientists
selecting evidence, but also rejecting
other evidence in order to fit the story of
carbon fuelled global warming, withholding data from critics and acting to
prevent publication of papers in the scientific journals critical of the
Intergovernmental Panel storyline.
Compounding this was the discovery of
errors in the 2007 report, the most egregious being the claim that the
Himalayan glaciers would all melt by
2035, a claim the Intergovernmental
Panel was forced to retract.
As if this wasn’t enough, Copenhagen
turned out to be an unmitigated disas-
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ter. The fundamental reason for
Copenhagen’s failure was the unwillingness of the Chinese, the Indians and the
rest of the developing world to accept
any restrictions to their carbon emissions while developed nations such as
the USA, Europe and Australia, because
of this, refused to promise deeper cuts
to their own emissions.

being evil, but as “a way of describing (a
problem) of mind-bending complexity,
characterised by ‘contradictory certitudes’ and thus defying elegant, consensual solutions”.

D

espite the embarrassment and loss
of trust, Climategate has had a
number of positive outcomes. The UN
arranged for the top world science body,
the InterAcademy Council to undertake
a thorough and independent study of
the Intergovernmental Panel and its
workings in time for the next report.
Their report, in noting that the
Intergovernmental Panel was over
inclined to selectively report negative
findings, called for a major overhaul of
its processes and procedures to avoid the
errors that had damaged its credibility.
In particular, Intergovernmental Panel
review editors should in future pay “special attention to review comments that
point out contradictions, unreferenced
literature, or potential errors; and
ensure that alternate views receive
proper consideration”.
What has become much clearer about
climate science over the past year is that
it is still very much a science in its
infancy. There is far less talk of “the scientific consensus on climate change”
and far more talk about the uncertainty
associated with understanding climate.
Indeed it has been described as “a wicked
problem”, wicked not in the sense of

So, how are our
politicians coping with
the challenge of a
problem that probably
exists, at least to some
extent, well perhaps...

To give a simple but perplexing example
to
those
accepting
the
Intergovernmental Panel storyline: if
increasing global temperature is a consequence of rapidly rising CO2 levels,
please explain why global temperatures
have barely moved upwards in the past
15 years? According to one newspaper
report, the UK Met Office, bless them,
has predicted that warming is set to
resume quickly and strongly within the
period 2010 to 2015, recording at least
half of these years hotter than 1998, the
current hottest year on record. If by
2015 the Met Office prediction is not

met, the story is in trouble – as are
politicians attempting miracle cures for
a problem needing a rethink.
Having studied the issue of global
warming and what to do about it in the
past five years, I’m less inclined to dismiss the Intergovernmental Panel storyline out of hand. I’m not scientifically
qualified enough to describe myself as a
sceptic, nor a believer. However, we are
asked to take the findings on trust and
that is something I cannot do. I remain
to be convinced. Personally, I suspect we
are still in the throes of a recovery of the
little ice age which is generally considered to have ended mid-19th century.
But then that was the last scientific
paper I read...

U

nfortunately, the nature of wicked
problems is that the more you
know about them, the less you know.
Doing more research is not always the
answer. Judgments have to be made
without full knowledge.
So, how are our politicians coping
with the challenge of a problem that
probably exists, at least to some extent,
well perhaps....
Basically, the politicians in their policy response, encouraged by the environmental groups and the more enthusiastic global warming scientists, have settled for magical thinking.
Their magical thinking consists in
this: by setting CO2 reduction targets
and by switching from fossil fuels to
renewable sources currently available, all
will be well. (I don’t actually think they
believe this any more, but they have yet

Visiting Ballarat?
Worship with us at Ebenezer Presbyterian Church.
Every Sunday 10.30 am.
214 Armstrong Street South.
Rev. Dr John Woodward Phone: (03) 5334 2909

Visiting Melbourne?
Worship with us at South Yarra Presbyterian Church
621 Punt Road
Every Sunday 10.30am & 5.30pm.
Pastor: John Stasse
Phone: (03) 9931 1546
(Less than 3 kms from CBD)
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to tell us about their doubts.)
Before exposing this magical thinking
for the nonsense that it is, let us first
acknowledge this: God, in His amazing
providence and according to His mercy,
has made a wonderful provision in fossil
fuels to enable us to live lives that our
forebears 200 years ago could never have
dreamed of.
Yes, I know we have this image of the
industrial revolution cramming carefree
and merry yokels into dark satanic mills
where they worked and coughed their
way to an early death. No doubt there
were unsavoury working conditions, but
the truth is that before the industrial
revolution half the population lived in
abject poverty. The plain fact is that
incomes which had stagnated for three
centuries in Britain began to rise across
all classes after 1800 and by 1850 were
up by 50% despite the trebling of the
population, itself the outcome of lower
mortality rates and better health outcomes especially among women and
children.
And how did this happen? It was coal
to power the mills, the forges, the locomotives, and later to generate electricity
for a multitude of purposes, and into the
20th century, oil to revolutionise the
transport industry including cars.
Now we may feel embarrassed about
aspects of our forebears’ rise from
poverty, but the rest of the world has
seen our story and is determined that
they should enjoy such a life.
Cheap and plentiful energy is what
China, India and Africa need to pull their
people out of the same abject poverty
into the better lives we enjoy.

W

hen recently interviewed, James
Wolfensohn, former president of
the World Bank, said that whereas 80%
of the world’s gross domestic product
(GDP) in 2000 was in the United States,
Europe and Japan, “you’ll find that in
another 20 or 30 years, by 2050, ...we’re
seeing that China and India, and to a
degree some of the other Asian countries ... will together have more than
60% of the global GDP”.
China already exceeds the carbon
emissions of the USA. All the major forecasters tell us that carbon emissions
from the OECD nations, chiefly the USA
and Europe, will remain essentially flat.
In total contrast, but in keeping with Mr
Wolfensohn’s comment, the carbon
emissions of the non-OECD developing
world, chiefly China, will be twice that of
OECD countries by 2035. The fossil

fuels, including the coal from which we
Australians derive so much of our
wealth, will continue being mined and
exploited in transport and electricity
generation, if not by us, certainly by
China and the rest of Asia.
There will be no international agreement to reduce carbon emissions.
The point I’m making is that, with the
projected ongoing use of fossil fuels,
keeping atmospheric CO2 levels below
450 ppm is a lost cause.
Being responsible for less than 2% of
world carbon emissions, there is very little Australia can do about this state of
affairs.

Guess who pays for
solar power? Everyone
who is either negligent
in not installing the
solar panels or can’t
afford to do so!
The Australian Government has
taken two specific actions and is contemplating a third. It has set targets of a
5% reduction in greenhouse gas emissions below 2000 levels by 2020 and, as
the main means to achieving this, 20%
renewable energy-sourced electricity by
2020.
There is no prospect that either of
these goals will be achieved.
The problem for the 5% greenhouse
emission reduction target is that by
2008 Australia’s carbon emissions were
already 22% above 2000 emissions.

With emissions per unit of GDP constant, but per capita GDP and population both increasing, it will be a marvel
for recession-free Australia not to record
a 25% increase in emissions in 2020
from 2000. So much for a 5% reduction!
The Government is pinning its hopes
on the 20% renewables by 2020 target.
This is not going to work and even if
it did, when you consider that electricity
is responsible for only a little over half of
Australia’s greenhouse emissions,
switching 20% electricity generation
from gas fired generators to allegedly
non carbon dioxide-emitting sources
doesn’t do much for reducing emissions.
Currently about 3% of Australian
electricity is from renewable energy
sources, principally Snowy Mountain
hydropower. To get to 20% the
Australian Government is banking on
wind power with solar rooftop power
contributing 2% maximum.

P

erhaps, with an eye to the family
budget, every AP household should
consider partaking of the Government‘s
largesse and installing a 1.5kW solar
roof panel. The scheme delivers a minuscule contribution to Australia’s energy
requirements at great cost which is
passed back to all consumers, families,
manufacturers, hospitals, etc. The feed
in tariff paid for the electricity generated
by these solar panels is five to 10 times
what the big coal and gas fired generators get paid. Guess who pays for solar
power? Everyone who is either negligent
in not installing the solar panels or can’t
afford to do so! But isn’t there a moral
issue here?
Wind farms are currently the
Government’s answer to achieving the
20% renewables targets.
Much the same argument can be
mounted against windfarms as for solar
panels. They too are provided by heavy
subsidies passed back to all customers.
Wind farms are a blight on the land-

Discount Offer
For a limited time all new subscriptions, or new gift subscriptions to the
Australian Presbyterian magazine are available for $15 + GST for the first 12
months (a saving of $22 on the regular price).
Pass this offer on to your friends, or give a Gift Subscription today, so that:“All may be informed, encouraged and equipped to serve Christ in the world”
Contact: Australian Presbyterian Office
P.O. Box 375, Kilsyth, VIC 3137
Phone: (03) 9723 9684 Fax: (03) 9723 9685 Email: manager@ap.org.au
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scape, take up an inordinate amount of
space running into thousands of
hectares, are a threat to bird life and present health dangers to everyone living in
their vicinity.
Both solar and wind farms also suffer
from having low load capacities. In other
words when in the case of solar there is
cloud cover, power output falls away, and
at night drops to zero. In the case of
wind farms, no wind or even low wind
means no power as does strong wind,
when the blades need feathering to
avoid damage. This means neither solar
power nor wind farms are able to deliver
peak-load power and, because we lack
any substantial hydropower to provide a
quick response to fluctuating windfarm
electricity generation, there needs to be
back-up gas-fired generators operating
in standby mode, thereby destroying any
carbon emission-free status that wind
farms might otherwise hope to enjoy.
I believe, long before the Government
achieves its 20% renewables’ target,
price rises will have sufficiently enraged
the citizenry to force Government to cut
back on all the subsidies. Without subsidies there will be no expansion in wind
power.

I

f we really do need to cut carbon emissions “to save the planet”, there is
only one option: nuclear power stations
for peak-load generation capacity dotted
around the coastline, not too distant
from population with gas fired turbines,
possibly with carbon capture and stor-

age, supplying peak power requirements. This will not be easy, it will be a
50-year project, but we had better get on
with it as a nation because, never mind
global warming, fossil fuels are a finite
resource. Uranium reserves are adequate
far off into the future, especially with
further development of nuclear technology.

A carbon tax will
enhance the case for
nuclear power. Without
nuclear power Australia
will never reduce its
emissions.
Is there a place for a carbon tax? Yes,
but only if it is a small one and the proceeds are earmarked 100% for the development of low-cost energy, certainly
uranium but also solar for the longer
term. A carbon tax will enhance the case
for nuclear power. Without nuclear
power Australia will never reduce its
emissions.
In closing I would like to reflect very

briefly on a few of the moral dilemmas
that are troubling in relation to climate
change.
Climate change has proved divisive
and unfortunately those who trust and
promote the Intergovernmental Panel
storyline and those who fault it oftentimes resort to ad hominem attacks on
one another with accusations of bad science, bad faith. With climate change
being a “wicked” problem, there are
peer-reviewed scientific journal papers
to support just about any position.
Because the Panel story is endorsed by a
large majority of scientists it is entitled
to respect, but it is not above questioning, and may perhaps eventually require
significant revision.
Some Christian bodies such as World
Vision have bought into the IPCC story
as one of the ways to protect vulnerable
people in disadvantaged countries subject to the vagaries of global warming. I
suggest a better position for such people
are direct measures to address poverty
and better health outcomes combined
with access to plentiful cheap energy to
improve lives and build wealth, the
surest path to adapting to whatever natural or unnatural disasters might be
thrown at them.
Again, some Christians have co-opted
the Intergovernmental Panel story to
strengthen the case for a more sustainable lifestyle. Though understandable,
this is mistaken. For the Christian the
imperative for lifestyle must be driven
by love of God and neighbour exemplified in our Lord Jesus. For our guidance
as to how we should live, we need the
solid rock of Christ and His Word, not
the shifting sands of climate science.
Ultimately in this fallen confusing
world with so many voices urging this
and that action, the Christian needs to
remind herself, himself that God does
not forsake the work of His hands. Even
though creation groans, and has been
doing so long before the impact of the
industrial revolution, the Christian
rejoices to know that in the coming
again of our Lord Jesus all wrongs will be
put to right and the whole creation will
flourish in ways unimaginable.
Maranatha, even so come Lord Jesus! ap

David Palmer is convener of
the Victorian Church and
Nation Committee.
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letters

Renewing an old debate

M
y wife and I were rather distressed
to read William J. Fraser’s letter inviting

A backward step

us to rejoice with “our Catholic brethren”
concerning Mary MacKillop’s canonisation by the Roman Catholic Church.
No one has the authority to declare
anyone a saint except God Himself. In
Scripture He calls all believers Saints.
The Roman Catholic Church, which
has taken this authority upon itself,
“bestows” sainthood to those who have
performed supernatural acts, therewith
denying the fact that God uses man as
instruments only to the glory of His own
Name. Judas performed miracles and
was never declared a saint. The “saints”
declared so by the Roman Church, are
also believed to have God hear their
prayers above those of the “common (?)
believers”, as they have a surplus of
“good works” which can be shared with
those whose good works fall short of the
amount required to enter eternal life.
This proves blatantly that the Roman
church does not see Christ’s redeeming
work as all sufficient for salvation, which
places us right in the middle of the conflict between the Scriptural doctrine of
the Reformation and that of the Church
of Rome.
We are at a loss to understand how
this brother can expect people of the
Reformation to rejoice with what he calls
(Roman) “Catholic brethren” about an
event not supported by God’s Word. We
cannot do that, and neither can he,
unless he joins them.
Len Woonings,
Fremantle, WA

I

Unions and Micah 6

Rejoice for right reasons

I

will rejoice with any one whose trust
is in God alone for their salvation
through the atoning death of Jesus
Christ alone.
I was disturbed at reading the letter
from William J. Fraser (AP, December).
The Roman idea of a dead “saint” performing miracles is abhorrent to me.
Only God performs miracles and not by
the intercession of someone who has
died.
Surely a saint is someone who has
accepted the miracle of forgiveness of
sins through the atoning sacrifice of
Jesus Christ, the Son of God!
Let us give God thanks, honour and
glory when He chooses to perform a miracle when human endeavours are in vain.
Let us reach out to all, Catholics
included, who give God the glory and
honour due to Him alone. We all can
rejoice in the greatest miracle of all that
Jesus Christ died and was raised for our
sins and that this miracle is the only one
of lasting value.
Yes, I rejoice with all who believe that,
but not for those who believe that someone other than the Risen Christ intercedes for them or performs miracles for
them before the Throne of God.
Jane Post,
Macquarie Hills, NSW

fail to see why we should rejoice, as
William J. Fraser suggests, over the
recent expensive theatrical concerning
Mary MacKillop. If the lady died in
Christ, trusting in Him alone for her salvation then she is absent from the body
and present with the Lord. If she was not
one of the elect then there is nothing the
Pope or any other religious dignitary can
do about it.
Sadly, this is just yet another example
of a religious cult seeking to gain control
over the dead as well as the living. Mr
Fraser, please don’t go dragging us
Protestants back into the dark ages. We
are saints alive in Christ through the
grace of God by regeneration. We don’t
have to die to gain the title.
Paul Bloomfield,
Palmyra, WA

‘U

nions are for atheists,” claims
R.J.W. Brewer (AP, December 2010).
Evidently, he is not aware that most of
the early trade unionists of both Great
Britain and Australia were Christians
who found union involvement to be
quite compatible with their faith. As a
union delegate of over 20 years’ standing, I have always regarded my involvement as a form of ministry, attempting
to ensure that staff are treated fairly and
decently by our employer (a government
department), and that agreements are
complied with by all parties.
Where I have disagreed with my
union’s stance (especially in regard to
certain social issues), I have exercised
my right to dissent openly and without

fear of reprisal.
A union is little different from any
other secular organisation which exists
for the benefit of its members, such as a
health fund or friendly society. In a perfect world, we would not require unions
to protect the interests of working people, but neither would we require police
or the armed services to protect society
or the nation. However, we live in a
fallen world in which greedy and rapacious employers focused on profit can
seek to exploit the vulnerable such as
poorly-educated migrant workers who
may lack understanding of their legal
entitlements.
The ideologically-driven workplace
relations policies of the Howard
Government were responsible for much
misery among working people who lost
such entitlements as penalty rates for
weekend work, paid public holidays, and
paid overtime. God is not pleased with
such one-sided arrangements as the cynically mistitled “Work Choices” (“the
labourer is worthy of his hire”, Luke
10:7).
While I do not condone employee dishonesty, it is ridiculous for Mr Brewer to
suggest that this is the primary reason
for jobs going offshore. The real reason
is that foreign labour can be exploited
much more cheaply in countries where
unions are often non-existent and workers lack legal protection, and where even
children are forced to work for little or
no pay.
It is ironic that Mr Brewer quotes
Micah 6:8, which speaks of doing justice.
What better way is there of obeying this
command than to protect the weak and
vulnerable in the workplace, which
unions exist to achieve?
Geoff Earl,
Werribee, Vic.

The opinions published in AP letters are
not necessarily endorsed by the editorial
committee.

‘The Manse’
Stanley, Tasmania
Holiday Accommodation
3 bedroom furnished home
available to Presbyterian
family and friends –
Very Reasonable Rates
For More Information phone:
(03) 6458 1116 (03) 6458 1321
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p r ay e r

prayer

28 The production, distribution and
impact of AP, New Directions (Qld),
Pulse (NSW), Fellow Workers (Vic.)
and other PCA resources printed and
online.

February 2011
21 Presbytery of Melbourne North 3
charges and 2 home mission stations
and 3 appointment charges totaling
11 congregations with about 700 c&a
(communicants and adherents) and
320 yf (younger folk – Sunday School
and Youth), 1 minister under jurisdiction, 1 hospital chaplain. Tony
Parle clerk.
22 Pray for the filling of the vacancy in
Southern Cross charge, Lismore with
about 390 c&a, 140 yf and 5 e.
23 Pray for Peter Burke MP (mission partners the Australian Presbyterian
World Mission) worker from
Wahroonga, Sydney mourning the
sudden passing of his beloved wife
Anne. They have been involved in
financial administration in Jos,
Nigeria with SIM International.
24 Peter and Anna Gobbo inducted
recently to Tuggeranong charge,
Canberra with about 80 c&a, 50 yf and
7 e, and pray for the resultant vacancy
in Griffith charge in the NSW Riverina
with about 95 c&a, 20 yf and 5 e.
25 Remember in prayer all who have suffered great loss through flooding not
only in Qld and Vic. but seemingly in
every state of our nation.
26 Ted Baillieu and the new government
in Vic.
27 Hunter Baillie church Annandale,
inner Sydney with about 50 c&a, 10
yf and 7 e. 122nd anniversary today
with the moderator general David
Jones ministering.

March 2011
1

2

3

4

5

6
7

8

9

Presbytery of the Hawkesbury – 14
charges and 3 home mission stations
totaling 22 congregations with about
1500 c&a, 700 yf, 14 retired ministers, 14 retired ministers, 2 workers
with koories, 3 school chaplains, 1
prison chaplain, 1 theological
teacher. Mick Quirk clerk.
Gulgong charge western NSW with
about 100 c&a, 25 yf and 4 e. Paul
and Jennifer Beringer.
Gosford charge north of Sydney with
about 210 c&a, 70 yf and 9 e. Maurie
and Helen Cropper.
Give thanks for the referendum
strongly favouring the separation of
largely Christian southern Sudan
from the Muslim north.
Seek God's blessing on the work of
agencies distributing God's written
Word, such as the Bible Societies, the
Bible League and LIFEWORDS (previously known as the Scripture Gift
Mission).
The forthcoming NSW election.
Women’s Camp, at Fitzroy Falls NSW
until 10th – Dr Debra Tattersall
speaking on Micah.
Robert Coleman and Christine as he
is inducted today into the Upper Blue
Mountains charge comprising
Wentworth Falls with about 45 c&a,
3 yf and 8 e, and Blackheath with
about 10 c&a.
Bundoora charge, Vic. 170 c&a, 40 yf
and 5 e. Neil and Jayne Chambers,
Theo and Lyn Fishwick.

10 Stability and the liberty of Christians
in Tunisia and Egypt in view of
strong unrest which has developed.
11 Presbytery of Mowbray – 15 charges
and 8 appointment charges totaling
23 congregations with about 1950
c&a, 800 yf, 9 retired ministers, 3
under jurisdiction, 1 director of
Prescare chaplaincy, P. Case clerk.
12 RAN, Army and RAAF chaplains –
full-time and part-time.
13 Robert & Toni Smith MP wkrs from
Tamborine Mountain,Qld with
Wycliffe Bible Translators/SIL
involved in teaching motor mechanics and English as a second language
at Ukarumpa PNG.
14 David Burke who has just taken up
the position of lecturer in Ministry
and Practice at Pres. Theolog. Centre,
Burwood, Sydney.
15 St Andrew’s charge Rockhampton,
Qld central coast with about 100
c&a, 30 yf and 10 e. Mike and
Corrine O’Connor.
16 St Ives charge northern Sydney with
about 115 c&a, and 8 e. Robert and
Wendy Boase.
17 Wodonga district charge comprising
Grace church Wodonga with about 25
c&a and 5 yf, and Rutherglen with
about 7 c&a and 1 e. Neil and Jenny
McDonald.
18 Taree and lower Manning charge with
about 175 c&a, 25 yf and 10 e. Paul
and Elizabeth Harris.
19 Spiritual and physical help for the
many in Brazil who have lost loved
ones and homes in landslides caused
by heavy rains.
20 Presaid as it extends material assistance (and encouragement) to several
of our partner churches overseas.
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b o o k s

books
One or Two:
Seeing a World of Difference
Peter Jones
Escondido: Main Entry Editions,
2010.
Reviewed by Peter Barnes

P
eter Jones, the director of
truthXchange, has written a most incisive
treatment and application of Romans 1.
He considers, with good reason, that the
two hottest issues today are Christian
uniqueness and homosexuality. When we
reject the revelation that God has given to
all mankind, our theology is distorted
(Rom. 1:18-21), then our spirituality or
worship (Rom. 1:22-23), and finally our
behaviour, especially our sexuality (Rom.
1:24, 26-32).
This does not make for pleasant reading, but it is no time for Christians to
make-believe that all is well. At the inauguration of Barack Obama as president of
the US, Bishop Gene Robinson prayed to
the “God of our many understandings”.
Harvey Milk has now become a hero,
and lunatics and misfits like Friedrich
Nietzsche and Carl Jung are treated as
founts of all wisdom. Our leaders usually
contribute to the problem, not the solution. Prince Charles is one who detracts
from the wisdom of the world every time
he opens his mouth. It is small wonder.
The Church itself is in ruins in so many
places. Mark Hanson, a bishop of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America,

has declared that “human sexuality
should not be the occasion to divide the
church”.
We have returned to the culture condemned in Romans 1, the time when
Nero married two homosexual lovers –
Pythagoras and Sporus. Sporus was actually made empress. Today he might have
become a bishop. Yet not all is doom and
degradation. Reality has a way of teaching
us, and just before he turned 81 the longtime philosophical atheist Anthony Flew
announced that he had become a theist.
Hopefully, he embraced Christ before his
death. Peter Jones finishes with the testimony of a fortune-teller who went to hear
Martyn Lloyd-Jones preach, and said that
she experienced “clean power” for the
first time. If the darkness is dark, we can
be assured that the light is still clean and
powerful.
Peter Barnes is books editor of AP.
The Dark Side of Christian
Counselling
E. S. Williams
The Wakeman Trust and Belmont
House Publishing, 2009.
Reviewed by Ewen Brown

T

he last 40 years have seen the development of various forms of counselling
which ultimately have their origin in
Freud and are perceived to be acceptable
in Christian circles. The result is a model
that is not challenging people to deal with
sin and submitting unto the Cross of
Christ and saturating their soul in the
Word of God but secular models with a
veneer of Christianity.
Dr Williams has written a very helpful
book that considers the historical aspects
of how the church has in cooperated
aspects of secular humanism in very
many forms. People of significance in the
world of psychology he considers include
Freud, Alfred Adler, Abraham Maslow,
Carl Rogers and Albert Ellis, who are certainly not Christians and ultimately have
no gospel. These gurus of this psychological world have slipped under the door
and affected Western Christianity like
white ants in the timber.
He considers the Bible’s verdict on psychological “truth” and then considers
Larry Crabb and the self esteem movement. This is very strong in Christian circles and in Christian people yet Jesus said
to deny ourselves and take up the cross.
The perceptions are clearly presented

and easily read and although he has not
produced a second book on the process of
Biblical counselling the book is a must
read for people in pastoral ministry and
for thoughtful people who endeavour to
help others to work through their salvation.
Ewen Brown is minister at Bexley
Presbyterian Church.

A Day’s March Nearer Home
Autobiography of J. Graham Miller
Iain Murray ed.
Edinburgh: Banner of Truth, 2010.
Reviewed by Peter Barnes

A

t his death in 2008, Dr Graham Miller
left an autobiography, whose title is taken
from a well-known hymn of James
Montgomery. Iain Murray has engaged in
a labour of love to edit this book, and to
publish it for future generations. Dr
Miller’s life takes in his work in New
Zealand, the New Hebrides (from 1980
called Vanuatu), the Melbourne Bible
Institute, Hurstville in Sydney, and a very
busy retirement. In quite different fields
of operation, Dr Miller exhibited his very
considerable gifts and graces, and made
invaluable contributions to the cause of
Christ.
Not only do we learn much about the
history of this cause, but reading the
book is a spiritual experience in itself. We
are privileged to glean some insights into
his family life, especially his close and loving relationship with Flora, his wife and
devoted companion for 65 years.
Perhaps the most challenging part of
the autobiography concerns the prayer
ministry and the routine of daily Bible
study undertaken by the Millers in their
retirement. Here are two people who took
very seriously their relationship with
their maker, redeemer, and judge!
Every page is stimulating, and packed
with food for thought. Even when one
hesitates to endorse Dr Miller’s views on
a subject – say, on the King James Version
or on Billy Graham – one can only
acknowledge the grace and capacity for
deep thought that pervaded every waking
hour of Dr Miller’s life. One commends
many books, but this is certainly one to
be most earnestly commended.
All books reviewed are available from the
Reformers Bookshop – Phone: (02) 9569
9857 or visit www.reformers.com.au
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Triumph in weakness
The most encouraging of Christ’s many paradoxes

Peter Barnes

C

hristianity flies in the face of
our natural thoughts and
inclinations time and again.
We are told to be holy, but
then told that we are not; we are told to
be strong, but then told that we are
weak. Weakness so often seems to be the
ally of sin. Most of us put on some sort
of show of bravado, but all of us can
identify with Frodo in the Lord of the
Rings: “I suppose I must go alone, if I am
to do that and save the Shire. But I feel
very small, and very uprooted, and well
– desperate. The Enemy is so strong and
terrible.”
The apostle Paul must have felt a little like Frodo as he preached in the
pagan and immoral confines of Corinth.
Hence the Lord spoke to him one night
in a vision: “Do not be afraid; keep on
speaking, do not be silent. For I am with
you, and no one is going to attack and
harm you, because I have many people in
this city” (Acts 18:9-10).
Isaac, like his father Abraham, knew
fear in his dealings with the king of
Gerar (Gen. 26:7); Gideon was afraid
although he still destroyed the altar of
Baal with the Asherah beside, albeit by
night rather than by day (Judges 6:27);
and David felt obliged to tell his son and
successor, Solomon not to be afraid or
dismayed (1 Chron. 28:20). Even the
Lord Himself could say in the Garden of
Gethsemane: “The spirit indeed is willing, but the flesh is weak” (Mt. 26:41).
Nowhere are we are told to be weak.
Quite the reverse, we are told to
strengthen our feeble arms and weak
knees (Heb. 12:12). We are to “be strong

Christian Singles
Any nice singles can join!
Send for FREE colour brochure:

PO Box 122 WALLSEND 2287
Ph/Fax: 02 4955 5445

www.christiansingles.com.au
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A paradox has surprised
and sustained many a
Christian down through
the ages: ‘when I am
weak, then I am strong.’
in the Lord and in His mighty power”
(Eph. 6:10). The language is that of the
military: “Be on your guard; stand firm
in the faith; be men of courage; be
strong” (1 Cor. 16:13). One of the most
impressive and startling prayers in the
book of Acts occurs when the apostles
were under threat for preaching that
Jesus is the Messiah, crucified and risen,
the only Saviour of sinners. They turned
to God: “And now, Lord, look upon their
threats and grant to Your servants to
continue to speak Your word with all
boldness” (Acts 4:29).

Y

et the remarkable fact is that God so
often deliberately works through
weakness. In the incarnation, the one
who was in the form of God took the
form not of an emperor or a general but
a servant (Phil. 2:7). He who is Lord of
the universe owned no real estate here
on earth (Luke 9:58). And the way of salvation has weakness written all over it.
The Son of God gave Himself up to be
crucified on a cross, the epitome of
weakness, folly and shame (1 Cor. 1:1825).
In the words of Cicero: “How grievous
a thing it is to be disgraced by a public
court; how grievous to suffer a fine; how
grievous to suffer banishment; and yet
in the midst of any such disaster we
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retain some degree of liberty. Even if we
are threatened with death, we may die
free men. But the executioner, the veiling of the head and the very word ‘cross’
should be far removed not only from the
person of a Roman citizen but his
thoughts, his eyes and his ears. For it is
not only the actual occurrence of these
things but the very mention of them,
that is unworthy of a Roman citizen and
a free man.”
God does not even seem to elect the
right sort of people. He chose what is
weak in the world to shame the strong (1
Cor. 1:27). Furthermore, He made this
gospel known through a man who simply preached “in weakness and in fear
and much trembling” (1 Cor. 2:3). In
Gideon’s day, God deliberately reduced
Israel’s army from 32,000 to 300 in order
to demonstrate that the victory was His,
not Gideon’s (Judges 7).
The apostle Paul too found that the
Lord refused his lawful request that his
thorn in the flesh be removed in order to
keep him humble and dependent on
Christ. Friedrich Nietzsche damned
Christians as weaklings and fools, but it
was he who ended his life in the madhouse. A paradox has surprised and sustained many a Christian down through
the ages: “when I am weak, then I am
strong” (2 Cor. 12:10).
It is strange to be strong in weakness.
Yet it is the way of Jesus. In Amy
Carmichael’s words: “If I belittle those
whom I am called to serve, talk of their
weak points in contrast perhaps with
what I think of as my strong points; if I
adopt a superior attitude, forgetting
‘who made thee to differ? and what hast
thou that thou hast not received?’ then I
ap
know nothing of Calvary love.”

Peter Barnes is minister of
Revesby Presbyterian Church,
Sydney.

