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I

n this issue we have decided to focus on one of the
most influential people over the past 150 years:
Charles Darwin. Few figures during this period have
aroused such intense emotions: admiration, bordering on adoration, among his disciples; and dissent,
approaching disdain, from his detractors. There is no doubt
that Darwin has become a many-sided symbol reflecting
both the hopes and the dismay of vastly different groups of
people.
For rationalists, Darwin was the embodiment of a restless intellect who doggedly and relentlessly pieced together
the raw facts of nature into a bold and original narrative of
the human story. For those who believed in the supremacy
of reason, Darwin’s theory was a welcome relief to what
they regarded as outmoded religious dogma and superstition.
For idealists, Darwin’s theory breathed life into their
hope that social progress was inevitable and things would
only improve if ancient ways were consigned to oblivion to
make way for the new order.
Not everyone, however, was enamoured or amused by
Darwin’s speculations. Many in the Christian community
believed that his theory spelled the death of vital religion.
They claimed that it undermined the immanence of God in
His creation and denied His transcendent power to control
the most basic biological processes of life.
To people on both sides of the debate, Darwin was a lightning rod through whom their hopes and their fears were
channelled. Of course, Darwin’s theory of evolution raised a
number of inevitable points of tension between naturalistic
science and the Christian faith. Many people in the church
were perplexed by the suggestion that human beings might
be descended from apes; others were aghast. What implications did this have for human nature and the dignity of
man? And what was the basis for morality if life was based
upon the formula of “the survival of the fittest”? The situation was well summed up by Benjamin Disraeli in 1864 in a
debate at Oxford University when he famously declared:
“The question is: Is man an ape or an angel? My Lord, I am
on the side of the angels!”
Our hope in this issue is that our readers will more readily stand on the side of truth – both in its biblical and scientific forms.
Peter Hastie ap
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Changing the world
Darwin’s ideas have unleashed enormous harm and suffering.

D

r Peter Barnes is a minister
of the Presbyterian Church
of Australia who serves in
Sydney’s west in the parish
of Revesby. He is also lecturer in church
history at the Presbyterian Theological
Centre, Sydney. He has formerly served
as missionary/theological educator in
Vanuatu and has been deeply involved in
the cause of Christian education.
Peter has had a long-standing interest
in church history as well as the Bible and
biblical theology. He has written several
Old and New Testament commentaries,
Both Sides Now – Ecclesiastes and the
Human Condition, Paul’s Letter to the
Galatians, Knowing Where We Stand – The
Message of John’s Epistles as well as The
Milk of the Word, Theological Controversies
in the Presbyterian Church of NSW, 18651915 – The Rise of Liberal Evangelicalism
and John Calvin: Man of God’s Word.
Peter is married to Lynette.
Peter, the American philosopher,
Daniel Dennett, puts Darwin first in
the academic hall of fame above
other famous people such as Albert
Einstein or Isaac Newton. Why?
I think Dennett puts Darwin first
because of the sheer power and weight of
his influence; it has been immense. His
theory of evolution has transformed the
thinking of not just his own generation,
but of all the generations that have followed. In fact his book, On The Origin of
Species (1859), triggered a revolution
that has been more far-reaching and devastating in its impact than just about any
other popular theory in the intellectual
history of the world. Darwin’s ideas not

4

Peter Barnes
talks to
Peter Hastie

only changed the thinking of his fellow
academics, but they changed the way
whole successive generations thought
about God, religion and life. His theory
has not been confined to the scientific
realm; it has had vast social implications
as well.
Just how powerful has Darwin’s
theory of evolution been? Has it
been more influential than the
Copernican revolution?
Well, the Copernican revolution, during which people in general first realised
that the earth rotated around the sun
rather than vice-versa, was very significant. Copernicus was a Roman Catholic
cleric in Poland in the 1490s. However,
his discovery, while novel in a way
although not totally so, was never really
seen as a threat to the Christian faith. Of
course, when Galileo developed his theory more than a century later, it was seen
as a threat. The Roman Inquisition took
a dim view of Galileo’s ideas about the
earth’s relationship to the sun and had
him placed under house arrest. And
Galileo didn’t really help matters by
being a very aggressive personality who
was keen to take on his opponents. But
after it all blew over, no one believed that
the discoveries of Copernicus and Galileo
really laid the axe to the root of true
Christianity.
However, with Darwin it was differ-
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ent. People came to believe that if his
theory of evolution was true, then our
whole way of looking at life, the world
and God had to change.
What is so revolutionary about
Darwin’s idea of evolution?
I think his view of evolution is accompanied with a whole host of ideas that
constitute a direct challenge to the Bible.
The first is that the earth is really old –
16 billion years last Thursday or whatever – which leads us to think that anything could develop within such a long
time-frame.
The second important feature of his
theory is that it is entirely naturalistic.
Darwin allows for no doctrine of divine
providence. God doesn’t change things;
nature changes itself. This leads to the
subsequent idea of natural selection,
which was understood to mean that
things progress and become better.
Darwin’s theory of evolution effectively
banishes the Creator from His creation.
God is marginalised. The human race
appears mysteriously and randomly from
a great primeval soup. Further, since we
don’t know where we came from, we have
even less idea of where we are going.
Everything’s very vague. God Himself
becomes distant, if He is still there at all.
What do we know about Darwin and
his early life? Did he show signs of
early promise as a scientist?
An American historian, David
Livingstone, has said that Charles
Darwin was born with a silver spoon in
his mouth. He came from the upper echelons of society. As a boy he was not a

d a r w i n ’ s
particularly gifted student. His father
once wrote to him: “You care for nothing
but shooting, dogs and rat-catching.
You’ll be a disgrace to yourself and all
your family.” Obviously his father didn’t
rate him very highly. He seems to have
been a restless boy who neglected
chapel, Greek and Latin. He was just
drifting through life.
However, Darwin did have very keen
powers of observation, which we see in
The Origin of Species. However, these
later talents weren’t obvious early on.
Even when he went to Cambridge, the
only experience he had in geology was a
three-week field excursion in Northern
Wales with Adam Sedgwick. He wasn’t
your standard student, but then neither
was Einstein.
Why is The Origin of Species credited
with being the most important
biological book ever written?
I think its importance is based on the
fact that it has profoundly changed the
way we look at biology as well as ourselves. It’s not a book about which you
can simply say, “Look, this is a scientific
book”. Although it purports to deal with
science, it actually deals with everything. It’s a book about life and how we
look at it. You can no longer look at life
in the same way if you’ve swallowed
Darwin’s approach in The Origin of
Species. In that sense, it drives our thinking about biology and about ourselves.
It’s a meta-narrative, if you like, about
life.
Is it a plausible alternative to rival
accounts?
It’s plausible in the sense that it’s
well-written and easy-to-follow. In that
sense, it’s not a heavy biological tome.
Most biology books are not particularly
accessible but The Origin of Species is not
like that; it has a conversational tone.
It’s a fairly long book, but if you stick
with it you’ll find that it will carry you
along.
I am not sure how convincing it is. It’s
obviously convincing if you’re not critical of it. However, Darwin does admit
some difficulties with the book. The two
best known episodes are the evolution of
the eye and the various gaps in the fossil
record. When he was asked about the
evolution of the eye, he admitted that it
seemed utterly absurd that something as
sophisticated as the eye could simply
evolve. When he tried to explain why
there were no signs of intermediate
forms of life in the fossil record, he
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blamed the limited evidence that was
then available. He claimed that further
evidence and research of the fossil
record would support his theory.
However, the more evidence that has
been obtained of the fossil record the
more we realise that Darwin’s hopes
were ill-founded. I think Darwin is plausible because he had a theory that
claimed to be scientific and seemed to
rely on facts. If you grant him those concessions, which I don’t think we should,
it’s not hard to see how his book could
sweep you along.

Darwin’s book was what
Enlightenment intellectuals were looking for –
a plausible explanation to
the big questions of life
without invoking God.

How significant was his trip upon
the
HMAS
Beagle
in
the
development of his theories?
It was quite significant. His theory is
there in embryonic form from the Beagle
days. He left England, of course, in 1831
at the age of 22. The trip lasted for five
years. He didn’t have much scientific
training under his belt when he left. He
was a bit of a novice. However, he was an
acute observer of the natural world. We
see instances of this in his observations
about the variations in tortoises and
finches on the Galapagos Islands. I think
his conclusions are speculative, but he is
nevertheless an astute observer. He saw
variations. He was not just looking at
birds and admiring them. He tried to
explain the differences within the various species. However, it’s not until he
returns to England that he begins to
articulate his theories, and this happens
in draft form in 1839. There’s enough
there in his draft to see the direction of
his future thoughts.
Why did it take him until 1859 to
publish the book when he had it in
outline in 1839? What caused the

delay? Why did he suddenly publish
it so long after he had the plan for
it?
We know why he suddenly published
it in 1859. He heard that Alfred Wallace,
an English naturalist, was going to publish a book on evolution through natural
selection and he thought if he wasn’t the
first one to the printers, then he’d miss
out.
Why didn’t he publish it before? He
actually had a few goes at expanding his
original ideas, but the mechanism that
explained his theory always seemed to
elude him. Incidentally, Darwin wasn’t
the only evolutionist in town at the time.
There were many of them around; it’s
just that no one could satisfactorily
explain how it happened. Darwin hit on
natural selection as the way to go.
How do we explain the enormous
initial appetite for The Origin of
Species? Why was it so widely
received?
The first printing of the book wasn’t
all that big. I think it was around 1250
copies. Obviously the book sold well, but
it wasn’t a bombshell when it was first
released. Nevertheless it created enormous ripple effects that have continued
for well over a century.
The timing of the book was certainly
an important factor in its success.
Darwin published at just the right time.
You often see that it in history – there’s
no particular reason. George Bernard
Shaw said that he had the luck to please
everybody who had an axe to grind. I
think Darwin’s book was what
Enlightenment intellectuals were looking for – a plausible explanation to the
big questions of life without invoking
the name of God as the cause of everything. The intellectuals were like surfers
who were waiting for a big wave, and
Darwin provided the wave in the form of
The Origin of Species.
However, there was another more
crucial reason for the book’s success. The
church in England became hesitant
about its message due to the rise of biblical criticism. As scholars and churchmen began to cast doubts on the reliability of Scripture, people began to wonder about the truth of the Christian
faith. And, in 1859, as uncertainty was
building, Darwin launched his book. In
1860 the infamous Essays and Reviews
were published in which seven Church of
England churchmen denied such doctrines as the inspiration of the Old
Testament and the doctrine of endless
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punishment. Their work merely summarised what had been going on in biblical scholarship for more three quarters
of a century. Interestingly, nothing happened to them – the majority of them
came away unscathed, although two of
them did get into a bit of hot water.
However, it didn’t seem to do their ecclesiastical careers any harm.
My point is simply this: Darwin’s
book was launched at a time when the
English church was weakened by the
unbelief of its leaders and so Darwin
never really had a formidable opponent
to contend with. Strangely, at the time,
Darwin probably had more opponents to
his theory in the scientific world than in
the church. Many scientists were committed to a belief in intelligent design.
William Paley’s argument for this proposition was still popular. You may remember his argument: a man is walking along
a beach and he comes across a watch.
How did it get there? By chance? No, its
intricate design points to the existence
of a watchmaker. Similarly, Paley argued,
the complexity and fine-tuning of the
world pointed to a Creator.
Were there any other ideas around
in the 17th and 18th century that
laid the foundations for the later
development of evolution?
Yes, there were. One of the more significant ones – the idea of uniformitarian geology – was formulated by a man
called Charles Lyell. Lyell was a lawyer,
not a geologist, but he wrote a very
influential book, Principles of Geology.
He was a close friend of Darwin. There
were a lot of Renaissance men around
these times – you wouldn’t get it today –
people who happily delved into many
different fields. Frankly, I don’t know
how they managed to do it, especially
Lyell, who was as near-sighted as an owl
and virtually blind.
Despite the fact that Lyell spent most
of his professional time running around
the English countryside as a lawyer, he
nevertheless wrote extensively on geology. He was only writing when the
courts weren’t in session, essentially in
his spare time. Lyell is famous for his
theory of uniformitarianism which
states that what is happening now
explains what happened in past ages; in
other words, there have never been any
outside interventions of catastrophic
proportions. This means, for example,
that on Lyell’s assumptions an event like
Noah’s flood couldn’t happen because
the present is the only reliable guide to
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the past. Of course, Lyell’s position
doesn’t sound unreasonable if you have
naturalistic assumptions. However, it’s
contrary to Scripture which teaches a living God, an open universe and the possibility of miracles.
What about earlier views relating to
evolution? Were there scientists
coming up with tentative views?
Yes, there were. The ancient Greeks
were interested in evolution, along with
the associated ideas of uniformitarianism and the possibility of an ancient, as

The ancient Greeks were
interested in evolution,
along with the associated
ideas of uniformitarianism and the possibility
of an ancient earth.

opposed to a young, earth. If you’ve got
a very old earth, you can come up with all
sorts of views about how things came
about because you’ve got so much time
to play with. Darwin’s own grandfather,
Erasmus, suggested some evolutionary
views.
In the 1830s and 1840s a number of
clergy wrestled with the apparent vast
age of the earth in The Bridgewater
Treatises. So did Robert Chambers, who
wrote Vestiges of the Natural History of
Creation, published in 1844. It seems
that Chambers had the argument at his
fingertips – he apparently had six fingers. He certainly had mutation on his
mind! This possibly accounts for some of
his interest in evolution. People also
argued for an evolutionary view of the
embryo. So there was evolutionary
thinking around before Darwin – it was
not unique to him. Darwin was just a
part of the development and his name
got attached to it.
Hasn’t the argument about embryos
now been shown to be false?
Yes, it has. It was put forward by
Haeckel who doctored the whole thing –
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he was a fraud. But it was one of the
main arguments used. One of the fascinating things about all the arguments
that were accepted in favour of evolution
in Darwin’s time is that virtually all of
them have now been rejected. Actually,
most of them were nothing more than
assertions.
Such as?
Well, take his argument from comparative anatomy. Darwin points out
that the arm of a man, the wing of a bat
and the flipper of a whale are somewhat
similar. I don’t think it took until Darwin
for people to see that – it’s rather obvious. But so what? Darwin says that this
means they all come from the one common source – the evolutionary tree, but
that’s an assertion – it’s not an argument.
Then there is the claim that there is a
similarity in embryology – in the early
stages, the embryos of many animals are
quite similar. But Ernst Haeckel, the
German, just falsified the drawings to
make it appear that way. Again, even if it
is true, it doesn’t prove anything, and it
doesn’t mean as embryos we pass
through all the stages of evolution.
Then there was the argument about
vestigial organs. Evolutionists used to
claim that there were something like 180
vestigial organs left over from our evolutionary development so we could actually do without them because we didn’t
really need them anymore. But no one
argues this today. Now we know that our
tonsils and our appendix play an important role in our health. If you lose them,
you lose something important.
Evolutionists also used to argue that
mutations were beneficial and enabled
the human race to progress in the way
that it had. However, the scientific truth
is somewhat different. The number of
beneficial mutations is almost zero.
Finally, there’s the issue of the fossil
record. Evolutionists used to claim that
the fossil record would reveal evidence of
intermediate life forms. However, the
fossil record does not support the idea of
transition from one species to another.
As people were beginning to think
more in terms of evolutionary
possibilities in the 19th century,
what scientific grounds were
causing them to lean that way? Or
was it just purely speculation?
It was more speculation than anything. I think in the end, Darwin’s work
represents the triumph of speculation.
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The vast majority of scientists carry on
as though evolution is true but they
haven’t actually investigated it for themselves. Randy Moore is an American
biologist. He wrote a paper in Bioscience
47 (2) in which he remarked that only
about one in 10 biologists with whom he
has spoken have actually read The Origin
of Species, and even that might be a bit
high. Then he mentioned the ratio was
about one in 500 with his students.
People just haven’t read the book. I
mean, it’s hugely influential, but who’s
actually read it? A lot of it is just like a
David Attenborough film – it’s all assertions, but there’s no real proof that is
presented.
Did Darwin have a strategy in mind
to win over Christians to his point of
view? Is Randy Moore correct that
Darwin deliberately used theological language to convince his
readers of the compatibility
between evolution and the Christian
worldview?
I certainly think Darwin downplayed
the revolutionary aspects of his theory.
Darwin never talks as though he is a
Christian but he does come across as a
deist. He sounds as though he believes
that there is a God behind it all. And in
that sense, it can be claimed as though
he believes in a God of some sort.
However, although it’s possible to pull
out the odd statement here and there
that suggests that he believes in God, in
the end he’s not even a deist. Indeed,
he’s especially hostile to what he calls
“the damnable doctrine of everlasting
punishment”. That makes him hostile to
Christianity in general. He’s certainly
hostile to the work of Christ since the
death of Christ relieves us from eternal
punishment.
Darwin was very shrewd. He rarely
allowed himself to be dragged into theological issues and left the running on
this score to Thomas Huxley, who was
nicknamed “Darwin’s bulldog”. I don’t
think there’s anything necessarily sinister about his approach – he writes in
such a way as though you’re sitting
around an English fireside. This is simply his way of explaining his biological
theory to you.
Did he couch his book in a certain
kind of way to appeal to a particular
audience?
Yes, I think he was very careful and
shrewd. If you weren’t a Christian with
your antennae up, you would think that
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Darwin’s views were quite reasonable.
I think one of the unfortunate aspects
of Christian theology in the late 19th
century is that so many scholars spent
all their energy debating whether there
was room for God in Darwin’s view, that
is, whether the argument of design can
still work in an evolutionary framework.
In one sense, of course it can. Christians
can work with any view of the created
order that points to a Creator. Theistic

The real issue is:
What does the Bible say
about this? This is
where we run into
serious problems.
evolutionists can make that accommodation.
However, I think the real issue is:
What does the Bible say about this? This
is where we run into serious problems.
First, even if it is conceded that Darwin
believed in a Creator, that doesn’t bring
you anywhere near the distinctive claims
of the Christian faith. The truth is that
Darwin’s view mangles Genesis. It raises
questions about the nature of the original man, sin, death, to mention just a
few major problems. Sadly, even great
Reformed theologians like Warfield and
Machen didn’t pick up on all the ramifications of Darwin’s theory of evolution
and tried to square their readings of the
early chapters of Genesis with it.
What’s the principle of natural
selection and did Darwin think it up
for himself?
Natural selection is the term that
Darwin used to describe the process
whereby organisms better adapted to
their environment tend to survive and
produce more offspring. Darwin
thought that this was the main process
that brings about evolution. However, I
don’t think natural selection is a watertight idea. It’s a bit like Herbert
Spencer’s “survival of the fittest”. It’s a
truism, in some senses, that those who
survive are the fittest. However, it’s not

true in every sense. Perhaps a classic
case that shows it doesn’t work is World
War 1 where you’ve got millions of the
fittest young males alive who get sent to
war and don’t survive. On the other
hand, those who were not fit enough to
fight and stayed at home survived! In
other words, you were more likely to survive if you were at home on your sickbed
or if you were elderly and didn’t have to
fight in the Somme. Natural selection
may work in some situations but not in
others and in that sense it does not have
universal explanatory value.
How important was establishing the
age of the earth as a precondition
for belief in evolution?
It’s crucial. Evolution is simply out of
the question unless you’ve got huge periods of time. Without long periods of
time, evolution is a complete nonstarter.
Does this explain why so many
people are keen to demonstrate that
world is old?
I’m sure it is. I’m fairly sure that if you
talk to the average person and ask them,
“Do you think evolution could happen
over a period like 15 billion years?” I
think I can predict what sort of answer
you’ll get. They’ll say, “Anything can
happen in 15 billion years!”
A week is a long time in politics, so a
lot can happen in a week. Imagine what
can happen in 15 billion years. There are
genuine difficulties with astronomy. I’m
not equipped to solve them, light years
and things. I think there’s a genuine
issue there. I think there are fewer difficulties with geology. I don’t think there
are any difficulties with biology. The
idea that the world has to be millions of
years old has been repeated so frequently that most people have just come
to accept it.
However, historically, I don’t think
there are good arguments for it at all.
Civilisations don’t go back that far, and
writing doesn’t go back that far. The first
human society that we meet in Genesis 4
is not a group of primitive Neanderthals,
they’re not like that – they’re people that
play flutes, people who are able to make
use of technology.
How do we explain the eclipse of the
Christian worldview following
Darwin’s publication of The Origin of
Species?
I think the reason why the Christian
worldview went into a slow eclipse in the
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mid to late 19th century had more to do
with what happening in the church than
in the wider society.
Essentially, the church was being
weakened from within. The real damage
was done by biblical criticism. The rise of
Darwinism followed upon that and did
not cause it. Many people have failed to
see that it was the capitulation of the
church to biblical criticism that was its
undoing, not its acceptance of
Darwinism which followed slightly later.
When the church can’t defend its own
authority, it’s in no position to defend
itself against hostile ideas arising from
the wider community. Basically, the
Protestant church can say goodnight to
its strength and witness if it abandons
biblical infallibility.
So it was really a weakness within
that led to the loss of Christian
influence
rather
than
an
overwhelming opposition from
without?
Yes, exactly. Incidentally, this is a
weakness in Peter Hitchens’ otherwise
excellent analysis of English society in
his recent book, Rage Against God. He
thinks that the weakness of the church
manifested itself only after the Second
World War. However, the seeds of decay
were planted long before that – around
160 years ago. My earlier reference to
Essays and Reviews in 1860 is a good
illustration of the point. Then in 1860s
we find Bishop Colenso writing on
Joshua and the Pentateuch and effectively destroying the historical credibility of the Old Testament, or so he
thought.
During this period the views of some
German liberal scholars, Graf and
Wellhausen, found growing acceptance
within the English-speaking world.
Their theory of the Old Testament actually reversed the role of the Law and
Prophets. Although the orthodox position had always been that the Law came
first and then the Prophets, Graf and
Wellhausen reversed the order. They dismissed the idea that Moses was responsible for the first five books of the Bible
instead proposing that there were multiple authors whom they referred to as J,
E, D & P. In my view, they allowed their
speculation to run riot.
What did they say about Genesis?
Well, essentially they denied that the
Pentateuch was written by Moses. They
claimed that Deuteronomy was written
hundreds of years later during the Exile
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in Babylon in the fifth and sixth centuries BC. In their view the first five
books of the Bible were written hundreds of years apart and so we don’t have
the authoritative teaching of Moses
going from Genesis through to
Deuteronomy. You’ve got it cobbled
together from a number of different
sources. The problem is that people
don’t write books the way that the liberals suggest.
There’s a great essay by C.S. Lewis
where he says, “I always distrust biblical

The first human society
that we meet in Genesis
4 is not a group of
primitive Neanderthals –
they’re people who make
use of technology.

critics because people criticise my own
work and tell me how they think I put it
together. Well, they’ve always been
wrong! And mind you, they are examining a piece of writing from the same culture, the same language, and which is
contemporaneous with themselves. And
now we’re talking about someone 3000
or so years ago, so how are they supposed to get it right? I’ve always distrusted them.” I think Lewis has a good
and healthy distrust of the experts. The
problem is that the Graf-Wellhausen
thesis was treated like science when it’s
not.
Do you think that explains
something of the weakness of the
modern church?
Yes, definitely. If you have a Bible that
you can’t trust, how can you teach anything with authority?
Before I went to Vanuatu as a missionary theological educator – this is
years ago – they asked me to talk on mission here in the south of Sydney. I
decided to preach on Romans 1 to
explain why the gospel had to be
preached to a world under the judgment
of God. Well, the elder who was desig-
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nated to read it refused to do so. He said
to me, “Romans 1:18-32 is just disgusting; I’m not going to read it.”
I sensed that I had a battle on my
hands. The upshot was that we didn’t
read it because the elder put on such a
performance. Nevertheless, I preached
on it, and when I preached on it I made
sure that I read all the text. The problem
was that this man was a moralist and not
a Christian. He didn’t have any sense
that Paul’s Letter to the Romans was the
Word of God and that God had caused it
to be written for a very good reason. No
doubt there are plenty of other people
like him who have serious doubts about
whether the Bible is the Word of God.
When they are in positions of leadership
they can really weaken the witness of the
church.
A. Desmond and J. Moore say in
their biography of Darwin that his
life’s goal was to replace
supernaturalism with naturalism.
Do you think they are right?
I think it’s difficult to say whether he
had this specific intent or not. However,
I certainly think that this was the trend
of his thought.
He married Emma Wedgewood, from
Wedgewood fame, and she’s often portrayed as a Christian. Actually, she was a
Unitarian, not a Christian, but she was
religious, and he actually said to her that
the direction of their two minds may
actually lead them to part. Emma was his
cousin. He married her after he came
back from the Beagle trip. So that’s the
direction of his thought. He saw himself
as heading in an agnostic direction. And
I think he just went further and further
in that direction.
He lost a daughter, she died at about
10, and he never really got over it. If he
didn’t believe in God then, he was certainly angry with Him afterwards. It’s
strange, isn’t it, that the whole system of
evolution depends on the elimination of
the weak through death, death and more
death. It’s easy to put it forward the
notion of evolution, but when it happens to your own daughter it’s tragic. It’s
hard even for evolutionists to cope with.
It was harder still because he had deliberately turned aside from any comfort
that he could find in the gospel.
I think Darwin sensed, right from the
beginning, where his ideas were going to
lead him. Whether he planned to reach
that point or not, it’s clear as time goes
on that supernaturalism means nothing
to him. So he becomes exceedingly sad
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towards the end of his life; in fact, he lost
all delight in paintings and poetry and
other things that might give people a
sense of pleasure and fulfilment. He
says, “I lost all feeling for it.” It’s not just
that he has become cranky with God
because he seems to have lost something
precious; it’s more than that. It’s that he
has lost a sense of life, the things that
give people purpose and direction,
whether they are Christian or not. You
know, his first book was on barnacles.
He wrote four volumes on them. Some of
his last works were on earthworms.
Actually, he was working on the subject
when he died.
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“Contrary to all my expectations, there
have been changes for the good.” So he
made a donation to the missionary society.
Of course, Darwin is a racist, but he is
mild in his racism compared to someone
like Adolf Hitler. Darwin’s a very different character to him. While all his evolutionary studies taught him that these
uncivilised natives would not survive,
there’s something in him that recognises
that the missionaries have made a real
difference in their lives. It doesn’t fit in
with any of his theories, but he is
humanitarian and hopeful enough to
make a donation because he can see the

That was an unhappy coincidence…
Indeed.
Christopher Hitchens claims that
there’s more light come from
Darwin than all of the theologians.
He says that his idea of the survival
of the fittest has destroyed every
last vestige of orthodox religion or
Christianity.
Is
Darwinism
intrinsically hostile to the Christian
faith?
Yes, I think it is. There’s no doubt
about that. Hitchens and Dawkins see
themselves as warriors for atheism.
They’re crusaders. Darwin himself is not
in the same category. I don’t think he
saw himself in that light. Nevertheless,
his idea of evolution through natural
selection leads him an anti-supernatural
direction.
Interestingly, when he landed in
Tierra del Fuego at the southern end of
South America, he met some people in a
very primitive condition. He describes
them like this: “One’s mind hurries back
over past centuries and asks, ‘Could our
progenitors be men like these? Men,
whose very signs and expressions are
less intelligible to us than domesticated
animals’.” He had no optimism that
these “savages”, as he called them, would
ever be changed. And so, that’s the direction of his thought.
So he has no idea of redemption at
all?
No, none. But, in 1867 he actually
makes a donation to the missionaries
working there because he sees that these
people have changed. He says, “I never
predicted this.” He says, “I never considered the possibility of them being
redeemed at all.” He doesn’t recognise
the work of the Holy Spirit – he doesn’t
think in those terms. But he says,

The force of his ideas is
immense and unleashes
tremendous political
and social movements
that bring enormous
harm and suffering.
difference that the gospel has made.
Nevertheless, despite his generosity, he
doesn’t change his views.
So in other words, his ideology still
remains a more powerful driver
than his emotions?
Yes, and this has greater consequences for us. While he may have been
a sympathetic man, the force of his ideas
is immense and unleashes tremendous
political and social movements that
bring enormous harm and suffering to
the human race.

be discarded and everything, the whole
of life, is to be understood in terms of
biology.
We are our own biology. If you’re an
alcoholic, your children will be alcoholics. Everything is explained in terms
of the genes. Eugenics is the means to
help the evolutionary process along, to
weed out the unfit. Eugenics was a philosophy that was embraced by many
because it actually included the Right
and Left, not just in Germany, but also in
Britain, across Europe, the United
States, and in Australia too. There have
been are all sorts of people who are
eugenicists. First instance, Winston
Churchill believed in eugenics as did leftleaning thinkers like George Bernard
Shaw and Sidney and Beatrice Webb.
What was the church’s reaction to
Darwin and are there any lessons we
can learn from it?
I think overall it was a bit weak. The
church as a whole hesitated to respond
in a decisive way. Charles Darwin was
buried in Westminster Abbey in 1882
with Christian rites and the choir
singing an anthem especially composed
for the occasion. Its opening line was
“Happy is the man who finds wisdom
and getteth understanding”. By 1898
the Baptist divine John Clifford was
including Darwin in his Typical Christian
Leaders. Henry Drummond was evangelising in a way that made Darwinism the
underpinning of all that he said. Yet
Darwin was a man who wrote that “disbelief crept over me at a very slow rate,
but was at last complete”. Darwin knew
himself better than the church knew her
Scriptures. She was making believe that
anyone who was a gentleman was close
ap
enough to being a Christian.

What’s been Darwin’s influence in
respect to racism and eugenics?
Let’s start with eugenics. It’s got
Darwinism written all over it. Eugenics
comes from the Greek, meaning a “good
birth”. Essentially, it refers to the
applied science which advocates the use
of practices aimed at improving the
genetic composition of a population. It’s
basically built around the principle of
encouraging the “survival of the fittest”
– it’s just an application of that.
Therefore, the people that are not fit can
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Scientific racism
Darwinian theories have had a terrible impact on Aborigines.

Carl Wieland

S

ince Darwinism is the most
sophisticated and potent
expression of the rejection of
the facts of Genesis, it is no surprise to hear that Darwin’s Origin of
Species led to a huge increase in racist
thinking and behavior. That is undeniably true. Renowned Harvard paleontologist Stephen Jay Gould (1941–2002), a
thoroughly committed evolutionist and
staunch antiracist wrote: “Biological
arguments for racism may have been
common before 1850, but they increased
by orders of magnitude following the
acceptance of evolutionary theory.”
Following Darwin, it became increasingly “obvious” that various easily identifiable groups of people, i.e. “races”,
were either less evolved than other
groups or (particularly if it was your own
group) more evolved.
This was a worldwide phenomenon,
but was particularly starkly illustrated in
Australia’s colonial history. The country’s Aboriginal people had already suffered considerably, but their treatment
took a massive nosedive post-Darwin.
An unusual book was published in
1974, called Aborigines in White
Australia: A Documentary History of the
Attitudes Affecting Official Policy and the
Australian Aborigine 1697–1973. Apart
from a few introductory/editorial comments, it consists almost entirely of substantial excerpts from documents.
These are parliamentary transcripts,
court records, letters to editors, anthropological reports, and so forth.
Far from showing a progressive
enlightenment in the attitudes of the
colonists as time goes on, one can see a
distinct change for the worse after 1859,
with a marked increase in callousness,
ill-treatment and brutality towards
Aboriginal people being evident in official attitudes. This is not lost on the editor of the above book, who writes: “In
1859 Charles Darwin’s book On the
Origin of Species popularised the notion
of biological (and therefore social) evolu-
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As much as one would
like to think that such
attitudes are long gone,
remnants still linger,
including in the scientific community itself.
tion. Scholars began to discuss civilisation as a unilinear process with races
able to ascend or descend a graduated
scale. The European was … the ‘fittest to
survive’ … [The Aboriginal] was doomed
to die out according to a ‘natural law’,
like the dodo and the dinosaur. This theory, supported by the facts at hand [i.e.
that Aboriginal folk were dying out from
ill-treatment and disease — CW] continued to be quoted until well into the 20th
century when it was noticed that the
dark-skinned race was multiplying. Until
that time it could be used to justify
neglect and murder.”
From the book’s transcript of an
interrogation of a policeman during a
Royal Commission of Inquiry in 1861,
we read concerning the use of force
against tribal Aboriginals:
“And if we did not punish the blacks
they would look upon it as a confession
of weakness?”
“Yes, that is exactly my opinion.”
“It is a question as to which is the
strongest race — if we submit to them
they would despise us for it?”
“Yes.”
The influence of evolutionary thinking can also be seen in another excerpt
from Aborigines in White Australia, when
the writer of an 1888 book is justifying
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the killing of the native population in
the State of Victoria. He writes: “As to
the ethics of the question, there can be
drawn no final conclusion.” This is
because of “a question of temperament;
to the sentimental it is undoubtedly an
iniquity; to the practical it represents a
distinct step in human progress, involving the sacrifice of a few thousands of an
inferior race. … But the fact is that
mankind, as a race, cannot choose to act
solely as moral beings. They are governed by animal laws which urge them
blindly forward upon tracks they scarce
can choose for themselves.”
In other words, he is justifying “iniquity” by appealing to the “animal laws”
of the evolutionary struggle for survival.
Opposition can be dismissed as “sentimental” — lacking understanding of
such “natural laws”.

A

ustralian secular historian Joanna
Cruickshank acknowledges, if
somewhat reluctantly, not only the
baneful effects of the Darwin-inspired
“scientific racism” on Australian
Aboriginals, but the way in which belief
in our common descent from Adam and
Eve operated to temper such thinking. In
a recent article on the topic, she writes:
“Supporters of Darwin have understandably often been reluctant to acknowledge how closely entangled Darwinism
and social Darwinism were, preferring to
distance Darwin from his theory’s evil
twin. Yet those who debated the theory
of evolution in the late 19th century
were keenly aware of this connection … .
Nowhere was this more obvious than in
Australia.”
The pattern, widespread today, of
church leaders anxious to compromise
with this new “scientific” ideology, was
already evident. She writes how in 1869,
a Reverend Bromby gave a public lecture
defending Darwin’s book, in which he
“followed Darwin’s logic in using the
apparent dying out of Aboriginal people
as evidence for evolution.
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“In response, the Anglican Bishop of
Melbourne, Charles Perry, attacked both
Bromby’s evidence and his conclusions.
Perry critiqued what he saw as the scientific inadequacies of Darwin’s book. In
particular, however, Perry attacked the
view that human beings could be divided
by race — or any other category — into
‘savage’ and ‘civilised’… .”
Cruickshank goes on to say that when
legislation was passed “enshrining the
‘White Australia’ policy and effectively
denying Aboriginal people the vote, few
voices were raised in protest.
Progressives and conservatives alike saw
the preservation of the more evolved
white race as central to national identity.
Those few protests against the policy
came from unlikely quarters. The fledgling New South Wales Aborigines
Mission, a small evangelical organisation, pointed out that while most politicians claimed ‘to be ultra-democratic,
they are sadly conservative in democratic practice, and unChristian both in theory and in practice when they say that a
native born Australian is not a man and
a brother because his skin happens to be
a few shades darker than their own.’ … In
earlier periods, one of the few persistent
barriers to social Darwinist theory in
Australia was the Christian doctrine that
all human beings were of ‘one blood’.”
The body parts of Australian
Aboriginal folk were keenly sought after.
Following Darwin and his contemporaries, they were regarded by scientists
and other evolutionary enthusiasts as
“living missing links”. The remains of
some 10,000 dead Aboriginal people in
all were shipped to British museums over
the course of this frenzy to provide specimens.

A

ustralian
journalist
David
Monaghan extensively documented these — and far worse — effects
of evolutionary belief. Along with
museum curators from around the
world, Monaghan says, some of the top
names in British science were involved
in this large-scale grave-robbing trade.
Museums were also interested in fresh
skins, which would provide interesting
evolutionary displays when stuffed.
Pickled Aboriginal brains were also in
demand, to try to demonstrate that they
were inferior to those of whites.
Good prices were being offered for
such specimens. Monaghan shows, on
the basis of written evidence from the
time, that there is little doubt that many
of the “fresh” specimens were obtained
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by simply going out and killing the
Aboriginal people. The way in which the
requests for specimens were announced
was often a poorly disguised invitation
to do just that.
Monaghan also recounts how a New
South Wales missionary was a horrified
witness to the slaughter by mounted
police of a group of dozens of Aboriginal
men, women and children. Forty-five

Many genuine Australian
Christians seem to have
tried to protect
Aboriginal people from
the full brunt of the
inhumanities sanctioned
by evolutionary thinking.
heads were then boiled down and the ten
best skulls were packed off for overseas.
As much as one would like to think
that such attitudes are long gone, remnants still linger, including in the scientific community itself. This is shown by
a telling extract from a secular writer in
2004 (emphasis added): “It has been
estimated that the remains of some
50,000 Aborigines are housed in medical
and scientific institutions abroad. The
Tasmanian Aboriginal remains in particular are there for two reasons. First, at
the time of collection they were considered to be the most primitive link in the
evolutionary chain, and therefore worthy of scientific consideration. Second,
each skull fetched between five and 10
shillings… In anthropological terms,
while the remains maintain currency as
a museum item, the notion that they are
a scientific curiosity remains. Put simply, if it is now accepted that Tasmanian
Aborigines are not the weakest evolutionary link, that they are simply
another group of people with attendant
rights to dignity and respect, there is no
longer any reason to keep their remains
for study. Institutions should acknowledge that by returning the remains.
There are two reasons why this is not as
straightforward as it appears. First, the

British Museum Act of 1962 did not
allow British government institutions to
deaccess stored material. Second, a number of scientists haven’t accepted that
Tasmanian Aborigines are not on the bottom of Social Darwinist scales, and until
they do, feet are being dragged.”
Darwinist views about the racial inferiority of Aboriginal Australians drastically influenced their treatment in other
ways too. These views were backed up by
alleged biological evidences, which were
only much later seen for what they were
— distortions based on bias. In 1908 an
inspector from the Department of
Aborigines in the West Kimberley region
wrote that he was glad to have received
an order to transport all half-castes away
from their tribe to the mission.
He said it was “the duty of the State”
to give these children (who, by their evolutionary reasoning, were going to be
intellectually superior to full-blooded
Aboriginal ones) a “chance to lead a better life than their mothers”. He wrote: “I
would not hesitate for one moment to
separate a half-caste from an Aboriginal
mother, no matter how frantic her
momentary grief”. Notice the use of the
word momentary to qualify grief; such
lesser-evolved beings, sub-human as
they were, were to him clearly not capable of feeling real grief.

M

any
genuine
Australian
Christians and church institutions, though patronising on occasion,
seem to have tried to protect Aboriginal
people from the full brunt of the many
inhumanities sanctioned by evolutionary thinking. However, like today, most
church leaders and institutions compromised in some form or another with this
new Darwinian “science”.
Virtually no Christian voice in
Australia did what was required — to
affirm boldly the real history of man as
given in the Bible. For the church to have
stressed regarding Aboriginal people
that we all go back only a few thousand
years, to Noah’s family, would have
helped strongly refute both preDarwinian racism and the maxi-spurt it
received from Darwin. It would also have
anticipated the findings of modern
genetics that biologically we are all
ap
extremely closely related.
Dr Carl Wieland is managing
director of Creation Ministries
International.
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Monkey business
Wildly differing theories on evolution affect its credibility.

Don Batten

E

veryone “knows” that humans
shared a common ancestor
with chimpanzees. DNA similarities prove it, don’t they?
The DNA evidence does nothing of
the sort. Most importantly, similarities
could be due to our having a common
Creator rather than a common ancestor.
Our Creator could have created the similarities to show us that there is one mind
behind the design of all living things. Our
similarity with the apes connects us to all
other creatures, suggesting one Creator,
not many. That’s one reason we have no
excuse for not believing in one CreatorGod (Rom. 1:20), rather than no Creator
(atheism or pantheism) or multiple creators (polytheism). Of course we also
have to have the same basic biochemistry
as other created living things so that we
can have something to eat!
Some have pointed to precise similarities in DNA segments that they claim
have no function (“junk” DNA). They say
that such similarities must be due to evolution because God would not create similarities in “junk”. We will leave aside how
they know what God would or would not
do. But the notion of these sequences
being junk is unravelling. The scientific
evidence grows daily that these stretches
of DNA that are similar are not junk at all,
but have functions. That being the case,
the similarities are due to function; they
have to be similar to function properly.

The supposed evidence
for human evolution is
open to wildly different
interpretations, so it is
obviously not clear at
all, contrary to the
propaganda.
Furthermore, detailed comparisons of
other similar DNA sequences that might
actually be non-functional suggest that
the similarities are due to a strong tendency of mutations to occur in the same
spots in the DNA, not evolution (common ancestry).
Among the different camps of evolutionist views on human origins, there are
two small ones whose very existence
shows that neither the DNA data nor the
fossils prove that chimps are our closest
cousins.
First is the orangutang camp. A controversial paper published in 2009 claims
that orangs are our closest relatives, not
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chimps. This paper caused a firestorm of
controversy. The authors gathered a data
set of similarities and differences
between the various living apes (such as
chimps, orangutans and gorillas), fossil
apes and humans. Assuming evolution,
they found a family tree that best fitted
the data. This tree placed orangutans,
not chimps, closest to humans. Note:
being the best tree does not mean that
the family tree is a reality; a collection of
designed objects, such as wheeled vehicles
or teaspoons, can also be arranged in a
family tree using similar techniques.

T

he idea of orangutans being our closest ape relative is not new; Schwartz,
one of the authors of this recent paper,
has been arguing this since the 1980s.
The authors dismiss the DNA data
that supposedly “proves” chimp-cousin
relationship, commenting: “Molecular
analyses are compromised by phenetic
procedures such as alignment and are
probably based on primitive retentions.”
In other words, these authors claim, the
DNA data is not conclusive because there
are biases in doing any of these studies
and the similarities can be explained in
ways other than assuming a close relationship between humans and chimps.
True!
Interestingly, the editorial in New
Scientist, while supporting the publication of the paper, warned of a downside:
creationists might use this against evolution by saying that “this is evidence that
the theory of evolution is crumbling”.
No, I would say that it shows that the
supposed evidence for human evolution
is open to wildly different interpretations, so it is obviously not clear at all,
contrary to the propaganda that we
endure continually.
The second camp is the aquatic ape
camp. Other evolutionists propose that
mankind had an aquatic ancestor. Elaine
Morgan is the main proponent of this
idea, but she has some significant support.
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Humans have many features that are
lacking in those apes that are normally
held up as our relatives or ancestors.
Aquatic ape proponents deduce from
these differences that we cannot have
derived from those apes. They propose
that our ancestor must have been some
unidentified aquatic primate with those
characteristics. They say it evolved into
possibly Homo habilis or Homo erectus.
The characteristics peculiar to
humans and absent from our supposed
ape relatives include walking upright,
restricted sweat glands with very salty
sweat, tears, the ability to hold breath,
subcutaneous fat, ability to swim at
birth, descended larynx, a soft palate
capable of sealing off the wind-pipe
(which keeps water out of the lungs) and
love of water.

I

t seems that almost every paleontologist who finds some primate fossil
claims that it demands the radical rewriting of the story of human evolution.
This merely underlines the conjectural
nature of the whole story. The hype over
the “Darwin year” primate fossil known
as Ida is an example, and more recently,
Ardi. As one evolutionist quipped some
years ago, in reference to human evolution: “Everybody knows fossils are fickle;
bones will sing any song you want to
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hear.”
The “facts” of human evolution told
40 years ago in museums and popular
magazines such as National Geographic
have almost nothing in common with
evolutionary stories of today. The ape-

The ‘facts’ of human
evolution told 40 years
ago in museums and
popular magazines have
almost nothing in common with evolutionary
stories of today.

men of the past have fallen out of the
human tree. Some of these include
Ramapithecus, Eoanthropus (Piltdown
man, found to be completely fraudulent),
Hesperopithecus (Nebraska man, based
on a single tooth of a type of pig),

Pithecanthropus (Java man), Sinanthropus
(Peking man), Paranthropus robustus,
Paranthropus boisei and Paranthropus
aethiopicus. We might also include ones
once claimed to be directly ancestral to
man but now relegated to a side branch
of the supposed family tree, such as
Australopithecus africanus. I dare say,
given another 40 years the story will be
very different again, but museums, textbooks and Time will still portray it as the
“fact of human evolution”.
We are justified in approaching all such
claims about our history with a healthy
dose of skepticism. No one was there to
observe these events and the evidence
available today is clearly open to widely
differing interpretations, even within the
evolutionists’ ranks. No real “ape-men”
will ever be found, because they never
existed. The only witness to the origin of
mankind, God, inspired the writer of
Genesis to inform us that He took dust
ap
and made a man … (Gen. 2:7).

Dr Don Batten worked for 20
years as a research horticulturalist with the NSW
Department of Agriculture.
Since 1994 he has been writing
and lecturing on the creation/
evolution issue.
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letters
Reviewing AP’s future

I

write to suggest that you move the
monthly publication of AP to quarterly.
Since Peter Hastie, who has been a
dynamic editor, is going to serve in the
Theological College in Victoria, it will be
harder to maintain a monthly journal.
This time would be a good time for a
change. I also recommend this change
for the following reasons:
1. Pastors and members also receive
state news and mission news and other
journals and through the internet there
is no shortage of information. Times are
such that we are not in need of a
monthly journal to keep us up to date
with what is happening.
2. The journal costs the church time
and money which can be spent in other
areas if we reduce the workload and publication load of AP.
3. The quality of the journal can be
sustained if we make it a quarterly journal.
Robert Herrgott, minister,
Ithaca Presbyterian Church, Qld.
Peter Hastie replies: The future of AP is
at present being reviewed by the
National Journal Committee, with
advice from the General Assembly
finance committee and several church
leaders.

The heresy is not mine

W

hile not surprised, I am saddened
by the response of some of the responses
to my letter of May 2011. Contrary to
the belief of some respondents, I made
no mention to the theory of evolution or
of whether I believed that it was true in
part or in full or indeed at all, I made no
mention of death, its nature or when it
entered creation, I made no disparaging
remarks about the Word of God which is
our supreme standard.
Rather, I carefully and correctly
affirmed God as the creator, including
the creator of mankind both male and
female by deliberate and special creation, and agreed that God in His wisdom and omnipotent power could have
created everything in a recent six 24hour days period. But I also pointed out
that evidence from that same created
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world, including my own experience
with parts of it, is that He did not and
that the Scriptures themselves do not
require or indeed ultimately (in my view)
support such a literalistic reading.
In fact, I did not actually state precisely what my understanding of the age
of the world was. I understand Adam
and Eve to be a relatively recent culmination to Creation, a position entirely
consistent with both our supreme and
subordinate standards.
The clear purpose of my letter was to
denounce the heretical teaching that salvation was dependant not just on the
gospel of our Lord and Saviour Jesus
Christ, but on the gospel and a literal
recent six 24-hour days creation. In
other words a “gospel and” theology
such as is repeatedly denounced in Holy
Scripture as a false gospel.
Whether I believe in an old earth, a
middle aged earth or a young earth is in
fact irrelevant to whether I am a
Christian, for that is determined purely
and solely by whether or not I have
accepted Jesus Christ and God and been
accepted by Him.
Yes, as stated previously, that does
require us to believe and accept that this
is a created world and that our Triune
God is indeed Creator and in particular
the deliberate creator of mankind, male
and female in His image (yes, women are
created in God’s image too). And yes, we
are required to hold to the teaching of
the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New
Testament as the Church’s and personal
supreme standard. With that we have
the right of personal interpretation and
the responsibility of correct interpretation before God in Christ and, in my
case, to the courts of the denomination
within the boundaries set by our subordinate standard. But what it does not
require is belief in a literal six 24-hour
day creation, for that is not a required
nor foundational truth, it is not a belief
that is required for me or indeed of anyone in all creation to be saved.
That many atheists hold to an old
earth does not make me an atheist nor
does it make them atheist, rather it is
their lack of acceptance of Jesus Christ
as Lord that sadly does that.
Further I would point out that challenging biblical interpretation by men
and women – however popular, however
learned – is not the same as challenging
or questioning God or what God says. To
challenge those who interpret the Bible
to mean that creation was a recent six
24-hour-day event is to challenge the
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interpretation of men and women, not
God. To challenge God is indeed heresy,
to challenge men and women’s interpretation, especially if it seems flawed, may
be to reveal their heresy and if so hopefully gain their repentance.
Hence I do not claim to know more
than God, nor do I believe mere man
when God and man contradict (I note
Frank Savage’s wise observation but
would add there is no conflict between
science and Bible providing both are correctly understood). But when I see or
hear or read of anyone preaching a
gospel of other than Jesus Christ and
Him crucified – in this case where to the
gospel is added the requirement to
believe in a recent six 24-hour-day creation – I will write and at least attempt
to call to repentance those who would
preach, teach, impose or even propose
such a gospel, for it is not the gospel of
our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ.
Therefore to restate my challenge and
plea, let us bury this red herring and get
back to preaching the gospel without
addition to a nation and a world that
urgently needs to hear not whether the
earth is young or old but about Jesus
Christ and Him crucified, risen and soon
to return.
Rev. Peter Dunstan, minister,
Annandale Leichhardt
Presbyterian Church

Climate: here I stand

Iforthank
Anne Wotherspoon (July AP)
her correction. I did mean
Wilberforce, not Shaftesbury, as the
great opponent of slavery. She is also
right that climate does change, but the
problem is that our present warming is
unrelated to natural causes.
Rex Behan claims that “global temperatures have actually cooled over the
last decade”. There are only four organisations that measure world temperature
– NASA: the Goddard Institute for Space
Studies; MET: Hadley Centre Climate
Research; NOAA: National Climate Data
Centre;
and
the
Japanese
Meteorological Agency.
NASA and NOAA say that 2010 and
2005, are the warmest years on record.
The MET and JMA say 1998 is, but the
difference is .03 of a degree. All four
agree that the last decade was the
hottest on record. One thing you cannot
say is that “it is getting cooler”. So what
is causing this warming?
If the sun were causing global warming, then the upper atmosphere, closer

l e t t e r s
to the sun, would heat up faster than the
lower atmosphere; summer averages
would increase more than winter averages, the equator would heat up faster
than the poles; and the days would warm
at a faster rate than the nights.
Scientists, however, have found that the
opposite is true.
I do read from both sides, but I give
most weight to scientists who submit
papers to recognised peer-review journals, to be critically scrutinised. I give
less credence to scientists who often
write for payment from Exxon Mobil or
Australian coal companies. This also
applies to those receiving payment from
the renewable industry.
We should all read the Berkeley
Temperature Project headed by climate
change sceptic Richard Muller, who is
submitting it to peer review.
Unfortunately, only 2% of all the data
has been analysed, so no conclusion can
be drawn yet.
I see the primary cause of this problem in terms of God’s punishment on
our sin of greed. It is our fascination
with the Western gods of consumerism
and materialism that have really caused
this problem and God is responding as
He has in the past (see Deuteronomy 29,
Hosea 4, Jeremiah 4,5, 9 and 14).
Environmental degradation is a direct
consequence of disobedience to God and
of harming others.
In response to Rex Behan, I did not
know that I had to believe an unorthodox science before I could understand
biblical truth. This should come as a
great shock to our theological college,
who have invited Professor Doug Moo to
speak on justification – his views on
global warming are similar to my own.
I pray that the science is wrong but I
must live as if it is right. I must learn to
live with less for the sake of others.
Rev. John Buchanan,
North Sydney, NSW

No contradiction needed

R

ex Behan’s letter, criticising Rev.
John Buchanan, accuses him of “bowing
down to the statue of global warming”
and needing to “come back to the truth
of Christ”.
Those of us who are members of Rev.
Buchanan’s congregation have a continuing demonstration of his adherence to
the truth of Christ, as well as his
thoughtful, well-informed interest in
science, and in public issues in general.
Many atheists think there is a contra-

diction between religion and science
and, unfortunately it appears to me, a
number of the recent letter-writers to
AP also seem to agree that it’s an
either/or choice.
There has always been, however, a
strong tradition of believing both the
truth of Christ and the truth of science.
As Professor Martin Nowak, professor
of mathematics and biology at Harvard
University, said in the New Scientist
recently (19/3/2011): “Science does not
disprove God or replace religion.
Evolution is not an argument against
God, any more than gravity is.”
The pursuit of “true religion and
virtue” and the pursuit of science are not
at odds with each other, whether at
Harvard or North Sydney.
Elizabeth Jones, member,
St Peter’s Presbyterian Church,
North Sydney

Science is not opinion

A
nne Wotherspoon (July AP) feels
that as “everyone seems to have an opinion on climate change”, it is worthwhile
to suggest that the temperature of the
earth may move in cycles: perhaps we
are just in a warm part of the cycle at the
present time.
It is true that in any given place temperature may vary a lot over the years. It
has always been possible to sail the

North Atlantic in summer as the Vikings
did, but ocean temperatures have varied,
and with them the temperatures of the
lands round about.
When the Vikings settled the western
coast of Greenland it was warm enough
for agriculture to be just feasible; by the
end of the 14th century it was not, and
the settlers died of malnutrition. Now it
is just feasible again.
When Leif Ericsson visited the new
world he may have found grapes, but not
in Newfoundland, the only place where a
Viking settlement has been discovered.
There were no grapes then and there are
none now.
But when it was getting colder in
Greenland, it was actually getting
warmer in England: what has to be
looked at is the trend in temperature of
the whole earth, which studies of tree
rings and ice cores among other things
show us took a sharp turn upwards in
about 1900, and which has been continuing to climb ever since.
The point is that climate change, like
science itself, is not a matter of opinion:
scientific truth is just that – the facts
about the physical world as well as it is
possible to know them. God has given us
our brains – if we fail to use them and act
on our knowledge we will show ourselves
unprofitable stewards indeed.
Alex Jones,
Kirribilli, NSW

Maryborough Presbyterian Church
is seeking

Ministers or Pastors
for short-term, part-time or honorary ministries
Maryborough, Queensland’s Heritage City, has a population of more than
30,000, and is an easy drive to Hervey Bay, Fraser Island, Bundaberg,
Gympie, Rainbow Beach, Tin Can Bay, Noosa Heads and Brisbane.
Our congregation is small yet close-knit,, and eager to grow in the Word.
We have one Lord’s Day Service and regular Bible Study.
With an adjoining modern a/c brick four-bedroom Manse (part furnished).
Contact Rev. Wal Brown (Moderator)
on (07) 4152 0769 (h) or 0438 622 829 (m)
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Thou speakest ‘rot’

B
arney Zwartz speaks rot in saying of
the KJV, “The language used was deliberately archaic even then – the “thees”
and “thous”, for example – to increase
the sense of majesty and stateliness.”
The “thou”, “thee”, “ thy” correspond to
the English second person singular, subject, object, possessive, as does the “ye”,
you” and “yours” in the plural.
Why should a translation have these
words? Well Hebrew and Greek have
them; in Hebrew and Greek that is. If the
pronoun is emphatic, it should be translated, at least in gender and number. The
lack of these words in modern translations make a translation inferior, not
superior. One may not need to have a
pronoun for case, but it limits one poetically. One can say, “Thee I love”, “I love
thee”, or “I thee love” but you cannot say
“I you love”. The idea that modern translations are closer to koine Greek “the
common dialect” is false because koine
Greek and “common” Hebrew had these
distinctions.
Compare, say, the NIV, it has no distinctions in the pronoun. It consistently
turns Greek pronouns into proper nouns
eg “him” into “Jesus”, which destroys
chronology. The NIV Study Bible also
claims Peter went to Rome but no true
Bible scholar could conclude this. This is
in effect adding to the word of God.
Lastly, in the KJV God is always
referred to in the second person singular, “thee, thou, thine,” which is the intimate form of address, never in the formal third person “you”.
Neil Cadman,
Norman Park, Qld.
Barney Zwartz replies: I have no objection to Neil Cadman’s grammar lesson,
except that “you” is second person plural
– not third person (which would be
“they”). But it does not address any
point I made, apart from his first sentence. Here, he is at odds with the consensus of linguistic scholarship.

Where is the gospel?

A

s discussed by Dirk Jackson (AP,
July), our work in society is a great
opportunity of showing a faithful witness to the gospel; as the apostle Paul
says, “show good faith so that they
adorn the doctrine of God…” (Titus
2:10). The way we conduct ourselves in
the workplace is certainly an effective
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testimony to the reality of the gospel.
But if the doctrine of God is the object
of our witness, then first it needs to be
proclaimed. “How can they believe in
the one of whom they have not heard?”
(Rom. 10:14). If most people in today’s
society are unlikely to hear the gospel
because they never come near a church
and so are unlikely to hear a gifted
preacher, here is the ready answer: “And
how can they preach unless they are
sent?” We need to send these gifted
preachers out into the world! Jesus’ last
words before He left for heaven were “Go
into all the world and preach the good
news to all creation” (Mk 15:15).
I am a Billy Graham convert of 1959,
and I cannot understand a common reasoning of the church today that such
evangelising is no longer the “method”
that works. What does the gospel consist of? Firstly, proclaiming God’s purpose in creation, then a conviction of our
sin, and finally God’s love for us as
demonstrated in His Son and our
Saviour.
Peter Hastie’s talk with Dr Noel
Weeks (AP, February) on the importance
of Genesis as the very foundation of our
evangelism needs to be proclaimed again
with a megaphone to all our churches.
As chairman in the establishing of a
local high schools scripture board, I
experienced little support from local
churches in affirming the Scriptures as
the basis of the ministry. In view of the
opposing majority having their way, I
believed it not faithful to continue my
involvement. I truly believe that downgrading the gospel by compromising
God’s Word is a terrible inoculation to
the children, allowing human wisdom
and reasoning to ultimately dominate
their minds.
As the Creation Ministries advise,
evangelism needs to come from the local
churches themselves; their role is to
encourage the local churches to realise
and uphold the vital and essential place
of creation in evangelism. I thoroughly
agree with Michele Aney’s letter last
month that R.E. teaching is a vital service in our community. As she suggests,
I have read John Piper’s book Don’t waste
your life and so wish to submit these
comments.
Graham Elliott
Taree, NSW

Jew and Gentile

S.
McDonald says “either you believe
Jews are still literally God’s people ... and
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the literal promises regarding the land of
Israel still stand, or you allegorise
Scriptures to imply God’s ‘spiritual’ people have replaced God’s ‘natural’ people...” which, he says, is Platonic dualism
(AP, July, letters). I don’t accept this
false dichotomy, created by 19th century
dispensationalism. It is not a choice
between Jerusalem and Athens! I choose
the third option, New Jerusalem. A biblical typology seeing the Church as
inheritor of the promises to Israel is not
randomly allegorising like the Greek
Fathers do, but reflects how the New
Testament itself interprets God’s
promises.
Jesus testified before Pilate that His
kingdom was not an earthly kingdom. It
is the apostles, not Origen, who “spiritualise” promises to Jacob’s physical
descendants. The New Testament clearly
teaches that all promises find their fulfilment in Christ and the incorporation
of the Gentiles with the Jews into the
New Israel of the Church. Both together
are saved by Christ, not physical descent
from Abraham. Ephesians says: “For
through Him we both have access to the
Father by one Spirit. Consequently, you
are no longer foreigners and aliens, but
fellow citizens with God’s people and
members of God’s household, built on
the foundation of the apostles and
prophets, with Christ Jesus Himself as
the chief cornerstone.” Our citizenship
is not in Old Jerusalem, but New
Jerusalem. Paul says: “through the
gospel the Gentiles are heirs together
with Israel, members together of one
body, and sharers together in the
promise in Christ Jesus.”
I can agree that we ought to “get
behind Israel with our... prayerful support”. By all means pray and work for
their conversion, as Paul did. And for justice and peace in their nation. But to say
we should support them materially,
which in the context clearly means politically, leads inevitably to turning a blind
eye to injustices in the name of a religious right to own the land, including
sanctioning past and future ethnic
cleansing.
There is one people of God, not two,
one way of salvation for both Jew and
Gentile, by faith in Jesus Christ.
Greg Munro,
Scottsdale, Tas.
The opinions published in AP letters are
not necessarily endorsed by the editorial
committee.

b i b l e

s t u d y

Fixing double vision
20 daily Bible studies in Psalms 1-19

T

he first 19 psalms challenge us with two
different ways of looking at the world: through
the eyes of man (which today accepts uncritically
all the claims of modern science); or with eyes
that read the written Word of God to inform a heart that
submits to its absolute truth and authority, regardless of
what man might wish to think (cf Romans 3:3-4). The first
way of looking at the world we call “humanism”; the second
we call “Christianity”; the psalmist refers to them as
“wickedness” and “righteousness” respectively. Psalm
119:27 gets it the right way round: “Let me understand the
teaching of your precepts (God’s Word); then I will meditate
on your wonders (the scientific understanding of
Creation).”
Our world has always been full of contradictions, and
this is certainly no less true today. The humanist asks: “If
there really is a God who is all-powerful, all-loving and alljust, then how come there is so much evil in the world, and
that it even seems to be on the ascendancy?”
Given this situation, a worldview that has man as its
starting point and denies, or at best ignores, God, gives us
no hope for the future. Its logical conclusion is for every
man to look out only for himself so that society becomes a
“dog-eat-dog” existence. Perhaps this is where we are
actually already heading.
But a worldview that acknowledges the reality of the
God of the Bible, the Father of the Lord Jesus Christ, gives
us a framework in which to understand the present reality
– more than that, to see within it a hope and a future.
May the study of these psalms help us to see that this is
not just head-in-the-sand wishful thinking, but a practical,
workable way of life, simply because it is true!

Bruce Christian is a former
Moderator-General of the Presbyterian
Church of Australia.
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b i b l e
DAY 1
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 1:1-6
THE POINT Psalm 1 sets the framework for understanding
God’s revelation of Himself to man in Scripture. There are
only two ways to live: either with God on the throne of our
hearts so that His Word is our authoritative guide for all of
life; or with Self as the master of our destiny. The Bible admits
no middle course: we are either still in our natural-born condition in rebellion against God’s rightful rule, or we’ve turned in
faith to Christ as our Saviour and have brought everything
under His Lordship; we are either a “natural” man or a “spiritual” man (cf 1 Corinthians 2:12-16).
THE PARTICULARS
• Sin has a cunning way of getting us progressively “hooked”:

DAY 2
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 2:1-12
THE POINT This is a “Messianic” Psalm (cf 45, 72, 110, etc)
because its main subject is God’s “Anointed One” (“Messiah” in
its Hebrew form or “Christ” in its Greek form). “Messiah” is
the title given to God’s promised King to whom every knee will
eventually bow (cf Philippians 2:9-11); we know Him as Jesus,
the Son of David.
THE PARTICULARS
• The natural man, represented by the nations/kings, sees
God’s rightful rule in His world as restrictive and oppressive;
he is especially hostile to Jesus’ having the right to run his life
(1-3).
• God has every right to be angry with the natural man who
persistently rejects His legitimately installed King (4-12; cf eg

DAY 3
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 3:1-8; 4:1-8
THE POINT God never promised to protect us from trouble,
but He does promise to protect us in trouble. This was David’s
confidence.
THE PARTICULARS
• David’s status as one blessed by God (as per Psalm 1) did not
quarantine him from constant suffering and trouble (3:1-2;
4:1).
• Nevertheless, he was confident of the Lord’s total protection
of his physical well-being and the honour of his name (3:3-4;
4:2-3).
• David’s unqualified trust in God enabled him to sleep soundly
each night, in spite of surrounding turmoil/danger (3:5-6;
4:8).

DAY 4
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 5:1-12
THE POINT This psalm again expresses the practical outworking, in the life of the spiritual man and the natural man,
of the principles laid down in Psalm 1; these two men are on
totally divergent paths.
THE PARTICULARS
• Regardless of the trials that might lie before him, Israel’s king
is able to begin the day by placing his full confidence in his
King; he can do this because He is the God he knows personally (1-3).
• It is part of God’s unchanging character that He is righteous
and holy; His consistent abhorrence of, and opposition to, the
wickedness of the natural man, can therefore be depended on
(4-6).
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Two ways to live?.
at first we only intend to “walk” with people who reject God (ie
find out what people are reading/watching so we can be more
effective in evangelism); next we find ourselves “standing
with” people who oppose His ways; and finally we “settle
down” with those whose lifestyles openly mock Him (1; cf
James 1:13-15).
• True blessing/happiness/joy can come only by making God’s
Word our constant and closest companion; its wisdom protects
us from being led astray by human ideas and philosophies (12).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• What results from choosing/rejecting God’s way: now? –
later?

Jesus: Saviour and Judge.
Jesus’ parables dealing with this point: Luke 19:14, 27; 20:1316; etc).
• The Father’s declarations concerning Jesus as His special Son
during His earthly ministry (cf Mark 1:11, 9:7, etc) both
reflect and fulfil the announcements made here in Psalm 2:7,
12.
• The gospel of Jesus not only invites all men to flee to Him as
a refuge for salvation, it warns of the severity of God’s wrath
on all who refuse to respond to it (10-12; cf John 3:36, Acts
17:31).
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• What side of God’s character and aspect of the gospel of
Christ is expressed in this psalm but is seldom heard preached
today?

Resting in God.
• David’s sense of security in his God who is holy (4:3) freed
him to call down God’s just judgement on his ungodly foes
(3:7).
• A justified feeling of righteous indignation makes us susceptible to the sin of judgemental hypocrisy which Jesus warned
against in Mt. 7:1-5, and from which some silent heart-searching in bed at night might well save us (4:4; cf Eph. 4:26-27).
• David could well have sung: “Trust and obey, for there’s no
other way to be happy in Jesus, than to trust and obey”! (4:57)
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Do you trust the Lord fully to protect your life and reputation? What strategy do you have if anxiety threatens your
sleep?

Lead me in your righteousness.
• Because of God’s pure holiness, it can only be on the basis of
His great love/mercy, not our merits, that we can come into
His presence, be led in His ways, and be protected from our
foes (7-8).
• In Romans 3:13, Paul uses David’s description of the natural
man (9) as part of his lead-up to the conclusion in 3:23 that
“all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God” – and therefore that man’s only hope is in Christ’s saving work (9-10).
• There is great joy to be found in taking refuge in Christ (1112).
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Does this psalm help you to see the importance of staying
close to God daily so as not to be deceived by the lies of the
world?

b i b l e
DAY 5
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 6:1-10
THE POINT It is good to remember that the author of this
psalm also wrote Psalm 23:6. There is no doubt about King
David’s confidence in the hope of eternal life beyond the grave,
on the basis of God’s mercy; but what he is really concerned
about here is that the LORD will grant him more time and
opportunity to proclaim His power and love this side of the
grave, especially to his enemies.
THE PARTICULARS
• Unlike many professing Christians today, David knew that
the sovereign LORD has every right to be angry with His people due to sin, and to discipline them accordingly. He also
knew that this pro-active discipline could take the form of

DAY 6
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 7:1-17
THE POINT Other psalms (eg 32, 51) indicate that David
does not claim to be without sin. But he stands firmly on the
justice of his cause when God’s enemies start accusing and
attacking him wrongly, so he knows he can depend on a righteous God to rescue him.
THE PARTICULARS
• David was under constant bitter attack from Saul’s supporters, especially the Benjamites (Saul’s tribe). An important lesson for us is that in these circumstances his chief defence was
prayer.
• David’s confidence in prayer was strengthened by a clear conscience before God concerning the justice of all his previous

DAY 7
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 8:1-9
THE POINT This Psalm provides a good basis for Paul’s powerful claim in Romans 1:20: our planet Earth is so tiny and
insignificant in the Universe, and Man is so tiny and insignificant even on it – and yet Man and his planet home are so different from, and superior to, anything else God has made (and
we know much more about the Universe now than David did!)
that it is totally inexcusable for anyone to fail to see the loving
hand of a sovereign God in it all.
THE PARTICULARS
• The LORD, the God of the Bible, has revealed Himself plainly
and unambiguously in His created Universe (1); we can call
Him “our Lord” because His name “LORD” (“I Am” in Ex. 3:14-

DAY 8
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 9:1-20
THE POINT One of the most helpful aspects of the psalms is
that they reflect the tensions with which God’s people always
struggle: God is sovereign, just and powerful, so His people
and their cause will always be vindicated; yet His providence in
our lives is so often hard to fathom and we can only cry out in
prayer for Him to act on our behalf. David struggles with
these two tensions here.
THE PARTICULARS
• We should always be unashamed to sing out God’s praise (12).
• There is ample evidence, both in Scripture and in the history
of the Church (and in our own experience?), that God can
uphold His Church’s just cause against the attacks of His ene-

s t u d y
LORD, have mercy.
painful illness.
• David’s appeal for healing was on the basis of God’s covenant
mercy and love alone; he could not demand it as a right (2, 4,
9).
• The verb “remembers” (5) refers more to the public declaration of a sentiment to others (eg as in a service of “remembrance”) than to a purely personal mental recollection. In this
sense, proclaiming/praising God is only possible this side of
eternity.
• David’s prayer is a penitent petition; but it also an expression of
his confidence in God’s mercy and power to rescue him (6-10).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Are you making the most of the years of God’s mercy to you?

The Just War.
dealings with those who were attacking him (3-5, cf 1 Peter
3:7).
• That God is consistently just is a great consolation to all
those who seek always to walk uprightly before Him (cf Psalm
1); if God were capricious in His sovereign dealings with men
there would be little point in striving to live a godly life (6-13).
• In the end, God can satisfy His justice simply by withholding
His restraint and letting the wicked man, man in his natural
state, destroy himself by his own actions (14-17, cf Romans
1:24,26,28).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Our society no longer accepts God’s distinction between right
and wrong. How does this affect the understanding of Psalm 7?

But we see Jesus....
15) foreshadows Jesus (compare Is. 44:6 with Rev. 1:17-18).
• Young hearts/minds, untainted by man-centred cleverness,
can more easily recognise God in His handiwork, and so
silence the arrogant enemies of truth who deny God (2) –
especially in His clearest revelation of Himself in Jesus (see
Mt. 21:14-16).
• Man, though small, is made in the image of God Himself, and
so intended to be over and above all the other created things
(3-9).
• Hebrews 2:6-9 applies this Psalm to Jesus who is the True
Man.

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How does Psalm 8 confirm the Christian Gospel as unique?

Justice... and persecution?.
mies (3-6).
• Despite all the indications to the contrary, in his current
strife David is able to affirm his confidence in the triumph of
God’s justice; therefore he can encourage others to do the
same (7-12).
• Nevertheless, his confidence doesn’t lead to fatalism.
Somehow, consistently with this confidence, he sees the danger he is in and cries out in desperation for mercy and deliverance (13-20)!
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How do you reconcile belief in a sovereign and just God with
the suffering of Christians at the hand of brutal regimes today,
say, in north Africa? How does this Psalm help you pray for
them?

australian presbyterian August 2011

19

b i b l e
DAY 9
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 10:1-18
THE POINT Psalms 9 and 10 form a unit, encouraging us to
keep trusting in God, calling out to Him in prayer regardless of
circumstances. Our perspective on events is quite different
from the world’s.
THE PARTICULARS
• In our fallen world we can’t ignore the fact that the opponents of God and His people often succeed in their evil ways.
From a humanistic worldview it seems that God is either
unwilling or unable to help (or, more likely, that He isn’t even
there!), which leads to an attitude of arrogance, pride and
smug contempt (1-5).
• There is nothing more conducive to evil, God-defying behav-

DAY 1 0
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 11:1-7
THE POINT Psalm 11 is a very timely word for the Church
today. Modernism, and its offspring postmodernism, have
successfully robbed us of the very foundation on which the
Christian faith is built: God’s revelation of absolute, infallible
truth in the Bible ... and “when the foundations are being
destroyed, what can the righteous do?” There can no longer be
a basis for declaring that the Bible is God’s Word, that Man is a
condemned sinner, or that Jesus is the only Saviour. Modern
man denies that such beliefs are even possible, let alone defensible. But “there is nothing new under the sun” and 3 millennia ago David was facing the same problem. His counsellors
were suggesting that nothing could be done any more; and it

DAY 1 1
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 12:1-8
THE POINT Psalm 12 accurately exposes the ills of our present world. The power of deceptive words is not new, and we
certainly see it at work today. Our first parents were deceived
by Satan’s lies (cf Genesis 3:1-5, John 8:44), and so the whole
human race has been alienated from God; Absalom wooed
Israel’s hearts away from his father David by deceitful speech
(2 Samuel 15), thus nearly succeeding in taking the throne;
etc. Perhaps the most alarming concern for modern Man is
that we have been indoctrinated to believe there is no such
thing as absolute truth, and therefore there can’t be lies either,
and our minds are being manipulated to the extent that a
Christian worldview is thought untenable.

DAY 1 2
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 13:1-6
THE POINT Perhaps the greatest single blessing that comes
from being secure in a worldview that God is real and knowable, and that He has revealed Himself in Creation, the Bible,
and Jesus, is that when everything in our time-space world
starts to fall apart around us, we can stand firm – as Paul says
in 2 Corinthians 4:16-18.
THE PARTICULARS
• Even King David knew what it was like to feel forsaken by his
God (cf 22:1), as if the One he depended on had slighted him
(1).
• The source of his God-forsaken feeling was both internal (his
thoughts and feelings), and external (the pressure of adverse
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Two opposite worldviews.
iour and abuse of the vulnerable than getting away with it (611)!
• The psalmist has quite a different worldview: one derived,
not from Man’s observation of events, but from God’s revelation of Himself in Creation, in His Word and in His mighty
Saving Acts – see Psalms 1, 2, 8, 18, 19, etc. The psalmist’s
worldview gives him confidence in God’s power to act on
behalf of His afflicted people, responding graciously to their
earnest prayers (12-18).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• When a godly man was asked, “Do you believe in the power of
prayer?”, he answered, “No. I believe in the power of God, and
therefore I pray.” How does Psalm 10 support this answer?

The LORD is in His temple.
would be easy for us to take their advice and give up on the
world. (Humanism’s handling of scientific evidence often
gives me this feeling!) Thankfully, David rejected such folly. If
“God” were merely a figment of man’s imagination his advisors
could be right. But the LORD exists independently of Man –
and He rules (4), judges (4-5), passes sentence (5), and punishes (6); far better then to run to Him for refuge (1), to look
to Him for justice (7), to walk in His ways (7), and to trust in
Him alone for our salvation – the hope of one day seeing His
face (7).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How does Psalm 11 encourage us in evangelism/prayer
today?

When what is vile is honoured!.
THE PARTICULARS
• The ungodly man thinks he has silenced the godly and faithful; when lies spawned by greed or false beliefs replace truth as
the generally accepted basis of society, only God can save us (14).
• Those who suffer most from the use of lies in the marketplace are the weak and needy – the ones God cares for most of
all (5).
• God’s Word is pure, unadulterated, absolute, inerrant truth
(6)!
• We can trust God to protect and build up His Church today (7).
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How earnestly/urgently are you praying for our lost society?

Eyes that see what’s real.
circumstances that always seemed to get the upper hand) (2).
• In spite of how he felt, his objective worldview made it quite
clear that his only hope was in his God – and therefore prayer.
Without God’s light there was only darkness and death – and
the ongoing “we-are-proved-right” mockery of the atheists (34).
• Even as he mouths the desperate cry to which the logic of his
position has pushed him, he realises he has nothing to worry
about: his God is trustworthy, dependable, merciful, loving,
kind, good – and above all, has shown He is able to save (5-6).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Are you firmly established in God’s love and faithfulness?

b i b l e

The fool, and the faithful.

DAY 1 3
THE PASSAGE
PSALMS 14:1-7 and 15:1-5
THE POINT Psalms 14 and 15, taken together, highlight the
contrast between the 2 opposing worldviews we have been
noticing in our study of the psalms so far; there is no common
ground between them.
THE PARTICULARS
• Man in his native condition is a sinner; in his longing to satisfy his self-centred desires, the last thing he wants to admit to
is the existence of a God to whom he is accountable, but in the
face of all the evidence, such denial proves him to be a fool
(14:1).
• It is not up to us to decide what God might think of us all in
our natural state; He tells us clearly (14:2-3; see Rom. 3:10-12).

THE PASSAGE
PSALM 16:1-11
THE POINT This psalm reminds us how much we are citizens of heaven; the more we try to feel “at home” in the world
the less we enjoy the “eternal pleasures” God has for us in His
presence (cf 2 Corinthians 5:6).
THE PARTICULARS
• We can “hide” in God and know He will always keep us safe
(1).
• If God is not Lord of all, He is not Lord at all. It is when I
seek blessing in things other than God, especially in things the
world values so highly, that He ceases to be at the centre of my
life (2).
• All who hold fast to a biblical worldview enjoy good fellow-

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• As a sinner saved by grace, which of all the attributes listed in
Psalm 15 keep you mostly from enjoying a full, “unshaken”
life?

ship, not only with God, but with each other in the Church on
earth. This enjoyment may include, but is independent of, our
external circumstances; it applies equally to us in Australia as to
our persecuted brothers and sisters in North Africa. It cannot
be shared with people who reject the God of the Bible (3-6).
• David knew the Spirit’s constant counsel in his heart through
God’s Word hidden there (cf 119:11); it was his firm rock (7-8).
• In Acts, both Peter (2:24-33) and Paul (13:35-39) see verses
8-11 as a clear prophecy about Jesus’ resurrection; Jesus
therefore becomes David’s (and all the OT saints’) hope of
eternal life.

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Do you find yourself sometimes “running after other gods”?

Appeals of an apple.

DAY 1 5
PSALM 17:1-15

THE POINT We have seen that an ongoing theme of these
psalms is the fierce and constant battle between the “righteous” (those whose view of the world has God at the centre)
and the “wicked” (those who have no room for God in their
lives). This psalm is the pleading prayer of one who is caught
up in the midst of this battle. For David it is clearly a spiritual
battle (cf Ephesians 6:12) because of the clash of the opposing
worldviews, even though for him it often manifested itself in
physical conflict. It is in this context we need to understand
David’s claim to innocence (3) – he is not claiming to be without sin or in need of mercy and forgiveness.

THE PARTICULARS
• David’s first appeal is on the basis of his firm commitment to
the absolute truth God has revealed to mankind in His Word
(1-5).
• His second appeal is on the basis of God’s commitment to love
His covenant people and therefore to protect them always (6-9).
• The logical outcome of the denial of truth is the law of the
jungle – a case of every man for himself, the reign of terror
(10-12).
• David is confident his God can and will protect him (13-14).
• David is again confident in the hope of the resurrection (15).
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Do you feel safe and secure as the “apple” (pupil) of God’s eye?

Not by chance.

DAY 1 6
THE PASSAGE

• All who continue in this foolish way, rejecting God’s way, will
reap the dreadful consequences of such a lifestyle, and will see
their folly too late as they see God saving His people (14:4-7).
• It is abundantly clear that sinful man, as he is, cannot
approach a God who is holy, let alone live on in His holy presence (15:1).
• Given God’s character, the standard required of His people is
not unreasonable, just impossible! This is why Jesus came: to
meet the standard for us, and to die because we can’t (15:2-5).

Delighting in God.

DAY 1 4

THE PASSAGE

s t u d y

PSALM 18:1-19

THE POINT The historical setting of this psalm is made clear
by reference to 2 Samuel 22 where King David, at the end of
his life, recounts in song the marvellous acts of God in his
defence and protection. Saul is singled out among his many
enemies because he is the one who epitomises humanism, man
doing things his way instead of God’s. It was for this very reason that David replaced him as King. By seeking and obeying
God’s will, David not only made a clear contrast with his predecessor but he pointed forward to the true Son of David who
would come only to do His Father’s will, and to give His life as
a ransom for sinners (Mark 10:45).

THE PARTICULARS
• David was a great warrior, and acclaimed as such by all his
people; but he himself attributed all his victories to God (1-3).
• David was fully aware of the grave danger he was in on many
occasions during his life; but, in response to his cries for help,
his mighty, sovereign, covenant LORD was able to deliver him
from the jaws of death on each and every one (4-6, 16-19).
• Humanists might see the weather and atmospheric phenomena in purely scientific terms; David saw them as acts of God
(7-15).
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Does your worldview attribute every event to God alone?
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PSALM 18:20-30

THE POINT As in Psalm 17, we again find David claiming his
blameless life as the basis for God’s proven faithfulness. There
we saw that this godly King was appealing to the authenticity
of his God-centred worldview rather than any “sinless perfection” of his own. But there is an added dimension in Psalm 18
– it is quite clear from the NT that this is a “Messianic Psalm”
(as we saw for Psalm 2). In this sense, David is not just speaking for himself; he is speaking prophetically for the One who
will come, God’s Messiah whose perfect, sinless life would in
fact be the basis of God’s faithfulness: His protecting/blessing
/saving His people.

DAY 1 8
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 18:31-50
THE POINT It is easy to become discouraged by the shrinking faith and growing humanism of our own society. David
knew many such times, yet his God brought him through and
gave him the victory. Even so he did not see his victories as
victories for his personal benefit; they were the final and complete triumph of truth over error, of a God-centred worldview
over a Man-centred one.
THE PARTICULARS
• Especially today, a life of faith is full of pitfalls, like dangerous mountain climbing; it is reassuring to know that God can
make us as sure-footed as the deer in these circumstances (3133, 36).

DAY 1 9
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 19:1-6
THE POINT Psalm 18 was clearly pointing ahead to Jesus,
the One through whom God would ultimately reveal Himself
most clearly (cf Hebrews 1:1-4). Psalm 19 will deal with the
other two vehicles of God’s self-revelation: Creation and His
written Word. These three together will be the basis on which
God will justly judge the world, and guilty man will be left
speechless (Romans 3:19) in the face of the overwhelming and
undeniable evidence before him. First, we call on Creation as
witness to God’s handiwork.
THE PARTICULARS
• To those whose worldview centres on God, from the humble
servant to the astrophysicist, there is no better argument for

DAY 2 0
THE PASSAGE
PSALM 19:7-14
THE POINT God’s written Word is a priceless treasure to the
believer; this was also Paul’s advice to young Timothy in 2
Timothy 3:14-17 .
THE PARTICULARS
• God’s Word is perfect, so it is exactly as God Himself
intended it to be, it has His mark of approval; it is trustworthy
and true, never leading us astray; it is the source of real light,
requiring every other claimant to knowledge to be tested by it;
it reflects God’s righteous character, since it is He who gave it
to us (7-9).
• Because of what God’s Word is, it achieves specific outcomes
as an instrument in His hands: it brings new spiritual life, joy

22

Y

His way is perfect.

DAY 1 7
THE PASSAGE
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THE PARTICULARS
• Fallen Man stands condemned by a holy God, not only
because he has failed to live by God’s revealed Word (which is
blameworthy enough); his more serious offence is his failure
even to acknowledge the reality of God’s existence, and the
fact that He has revealed His truth to all men (20-24; cf
Romans 1:20; 2:1-16).
• It is an encouragement to godly living that God responds to it
in kind; similarly, His appropriate response to “crookedness” is
to be “shrewd” as in the interplay between Jacob and Laban
(25-29).
TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• Does vs 30 affirm your view of providence/Scripture/Jesus?

David and his Anointed Son.
• In both attack and defence God is able to give strength to
those who acknowledge and trust Him. It is significant that
He fights the battle through us, He does not fight it in place of
us (34-35).
• Verse 35b is a beautiful implied reference to the person and
work of Christ: Jesus stooped down, not only to make Himself
great (Phil. 2:5-11), but to make us great (Rev. 5:9-10)!
• Jesus has already conquered Satan by His death and resurrection. We see this great victory foreshadowed in the life of
David, and alluded to in the reference to the ‘anointed’
Messiah (37-50).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How many verses in this passage point specifically to Jesus?

Creation’s voice proclaims it.
the existence of God than the vastness, beauty and order of
the Universe; it fairly screams: “The evidence demands that
there is a Designer”. To those who refuse to acknowledge God
there can never be a satisfactory answer to the questions:
“Where did it all come from?”; “How did an impersonal Big
Bang lead to the formation of our beautiful planet Earth with
all its wonder and diversity, so vastly different from anything
else we’ve found out there?”; “How did Man’s intelligent mind
evolve to what it is?”; but it will be so obvious on Judgement
Day (Romans 1:20).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• What does God’s Creation teach us about spiritual blindness?

A lamp to my feet.
and vitality to the very essence of our being; and it gives
insight and profound wisdom to even the simplest person
who, in faith, is willing to submit to its teaching (7-9; cf Isaiah
55:11).
• Our society strives after wealth and the satisfaction of bodily
appetites; for the man whose worldview has God as its centre,
God’s Word is far better than anything this world offers (10).
• God’s Word is what keeps us on the right track in a world
that is full of temptations and pitfalls; because God is our
Saviour and Lord, our one desire is to please Him in everything (11-14).

TO PONDER ... AND TO PRAY
• How important is God’s Word to you in each part of your life?
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news
Thugs attack Christians

A
mob of armed Muslims in Egypt
looted and torched Christian homes and
businesses, and beat up Christians, following the sexual harassment of a
Christian woman by Muslims at a bus
terminal.
The violence broke out on June 30
when the woman’s husband tried to
defend her but was himself severely
beaten. Shortly after the altercation,
thousands of Muslims descended on the
predominantly Christian part of
Kolosna, Minya province, and started
looting and torching Christian property.
They were armed with swords, batons
and guns, and shouted “Allahu Akbar”
(“god is great”) as they carried out the
attacks. Ten Christians were injured during the violence.
One Christian resident said, “They
were cursing the cross and taunting us
that we will stay inside and never be
allowed in the streets again.”
Barnabas Fund

Welcome court ruling

IEgypt’s
n a more positive development for
beleaguered Christian community, a court has dismissed a lawsuit filed
by Muslim lawyers regarding Camilia
Shehata, the wife of a church leader
who was alleged to have converted to
Islam and been held captive by the
Egyptian Church. The Muslims
demanded the disclosure of her whereabouts, but the court ruled that they had
failed to provide proof to support their
claim of Camilia’s detention. She has
publicly denied the Muslims’ claims.
This matter has been used by
Muslims as a pretext to attack
Christians, including a hostage siege at a
Baghdad church last October and more
recently, in May, attacks on churches
and Christian property in Imbaba district, Cairo, that left 12 dead and more
than 200 injured.
Camilia’s lawyer Dr Naguib Gabriel
said the court ruling closed the curtain
on one of the most famous and difficult
cases in Egypt. Muslims would not be
allowed to demonstrate regarding this
matter anymore.
Barnabas Fund

Malaysian Christian boost

C

hristians make up only 9% of
Malaysia’s population but their willingness to take political positions in recent
years suggests that they will be a factor
to reckon with in the new political landscape, according to Malaysian newspaper The Star
“Among the non-Muslims, Christians
are among the most active and vocal in
political
advocacy,”
said
UCSI
University don Dr Ong Kian Ming.
A key reason, said Ong, is the way
government decisions on religious matters have impacted on them over the last
few years, chief of which was the court
ruling on what has become known as the
Allah issue. The controversy surrounding the High Court decision on the use of
the term “Allah” was a tipping point of
sorts for the Christian community.
Christian sentiment has not been this
politicised in years. The Christians are
too small in numbers and … too spread
out to be considered a powerful vote but,
according to Ong, they are influential
because they know their rights and have
become very vocal about it.

Cuban pastor freed

A
n evangelical pastor once jailed by
the regime of Fidel Castro has arrived
in the United States from Cuba with his
family under a special resettlement program for political refugees. The Rev.
Carlos Lamelas, 50, his wife Uramis
and two daughters landed at Miami
International Airport on July 7.
Lamelas, who once served as national
president of his denomination in Cuba,
was granted asylum in the US due to persecution he has endured for more than
five years at the hands of Cuban authorities. Security officials arrested Lamelas
on charges of human trafficking in
February 2006, but those close to him
said police targeted him because he had
challenged the Castro regime on religious liberty issues.
Compass Direct

Chinese Christians arrested

P

olice have detained a further 16
members of Beijing’s Shouwang house
church and placed several more under
house arrest, while members of China’s
government-approved churches have
gone to police stations to “admonish”
detained house church members,

according to a statement issued yesterday by church leaders.
Of those detained, police held two in
protective custody, while another 14
who turned up at Shouwang’s designated outdoor worship site were sent to
10 police stations. The church reported
that members of government-approved
Three-Self Patriotic Movement
churches had in the previous two weeks
come to many local police stations to
“educate” and “admonish” detained
Shouwang congregants, urging them to
leave Shouwang and join TSPM
churches.
Compass Direct

Chinese leader jailed

Icrackdown
n a further sign of the intensifying
on China’s unregistered
house churches, the deputy chairman of
the Chinese House Church Alliance
has been given a two-year labor camp
sentence.
According to a news release from
ChinaAid, Pastor Shi Enhao has been
sentenced to two years of “re-education
through labour”, an extra-judicial punishment handed out by police and
requiring no trial or conviction of a
crime. It is often used for those who
have committed minor criminal offenses
or for dissidents and adherents of religious groups.
According to ChinaAid, the greater
significance of Enhao’s sentencing on
this charge has to do with the events surrounding the Shouwang Church in
Beijing, and its controversial decision in
April to meet outdoors after being
evicted once again from its leased meeting site.

Sweepers face persecution

P
akistani street sweepers, most of
whom are Christian, are facing persecution over attempts to gain human rights.
One organiser faces criminal charges on
trumped up accusations, and another
worker was killed because he did not
attend to a shopkeeper’s command
quickly enough.
Anayat Masih Sahotra, who has
worked as a street sweeper for Lahore’s
Solid Waste Management department for 24 years, said he is facing baseless charges of forgery and fraud from
his employers because of his work as a
labor leader for area sweepers.
Abbas Masih, 36, was cleaning the
streets on May 21 when he was mur-
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dered for not picking up trash quickly
enough, human rights advocates said.
Contempt for sweepers is rooted deeply
in cultural history, the result of a merging of Brahmanic Hinduism’s ritual
impurity with Islamic ceremonial
uncleanness in regard to sweepers.
Compass Direct

Muslims jailed for murder

T

hree Muslims convicted of killing a
Christian in Pakistan’s Punjab Province
for refusing to convert to Islam last year
have been given life sentences, according
to lawyers for the European Centre for
Law and Justice in Pakistan. Ghulam
Rasool, Amjad Iqbal and Kashir
Saleem were convicted on July 7 of torturing and killing Rasheed Masih on
March 9, 2010.
A fourth suspect, Muhammad Asif,
was acquitted, which the ECLJ plans to
appeal. Asif Aqeel, director of the
Lahore-based,
ECLJ-supported
Community Development Initiative
said: “The callous treatment by the
police presented lots of challenges in
proving that Masih was killed by the
defendants. However, extensive work by
our legal team in Pakistan and in the
United States resulted in a conviction for
the three defendants in this case.”
The victim’s brother said Muslim
businessmen were jealous of his success
as a potato merchant because he was a
Christian, and demanded he convert to
Islam. When he refused, they beat him
with iron rods.

Campaign to help pastor

W
hile Pastor Youcef Nadarkhani
remains in an Iranian prison awaiting reexamination of his case on charges of
apostasy sometime in September, so far
1444 letters have been sent in order to
encourage to him.
Jason DeMars of Present Truth
Ministries says that until Nadarkhani’s
case is reconsidered by the lower court,
“it is critical that we continue in prayer
for him, that God’s purpose would be
accomplished through him”. Nadarkhani
faces execution by hanging, unless he
recants his faith in Jesus Christ.
Assist

Australian Christian Lobby managing director Jim Wallace.
Wallace said Murphy was also right to
again point out that discrimination
against same-sex couples had been eliminated through amendments to 85
pieces of legislation in 2008, something
ACL supported.
“There is no discrimination and this
is starting to be better understood by
the Australian public despite the propaganda of the gay lobby,” Wallace said.
“Marriage has been between a man and
a woman for millennia and across cultures, and no case has been made for
changing it now.”

Pakistani Christian bailed
China-Vatican row

In a rare move in Pakistan, a lower
T
he Beijing government made its court in Punjab Province on August 2
first official response on July 25 to the released on bail a young Christian man
Vatican’s excommunication of two
Chinese bishops ordained in recent
months without papal mandate.
The State Administration for
Religious Affairs, said it was
“extremely unreasonable and rude” that
the Vatican threatened the two new bishops with “so-called excommunication”.
Fathers Paul Lei Shiyin of Leshan
and Joseph Huang Bingzhang of
Shantou were consecrated as bishops on
June 29 and July 14 respectively, but
excommunicated on July 4 and 16.
UCA News

Sudanese escapes kidnappers

H
iba Abdelfadil Anglo, 16, has
escaped from a gang of Muslims who
kidnapped her last year, but it may be a
long time before she recovers from the
trauma. The kidnappers beat, raped and
tried to force her to convert from
Christianity to Islam.
Abducted in June 2010, she was
reunited with her family last month,
escaping after persuading her kidnapper
that she had converted.
“Several times I was warned that if I
do not convert to Islam, then I risk losing my life,” she said. “The man tortured
me and threatened to kill me. He did not
allow me to pray Christian prayers.”
Compass Direct

Christian teacher muzzled
Marriage status quo fine

A Christian teacher in the UK has
S
enior Labor backbencher John been ordered by her school not to talk
Murphy is right to point out that there about religion after answering a child’s
is little genuine public support for
redefining marriage, according to

24

teacher was asked by a girl in her class
whether the Christian God and the god
of Islam were the same. The teacher,
replying that they were not the same,
was then asked to explain how they were
different.
After the discussion, the department
received a complaint from the Muslim
parents of the girl. Since the complaint,
the teacher has been asked by the school,
where she has been working for seven
years, not to talk about any religious
matter with the children even if they ask
a question. She has been ordered to
ignore any question of that nature or
change the subject immediately.

question about the Muslim faith.
According to Barnabas Aid, the
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accused of blaspheming Islam. The
Magisterial Court of Chichawatni,
Sahiwal district, granted bail to Babar
Masih, who suffers from a psychiatric
disorder that causes him to shout in fits
of rage for as long as an hour without
knowing what he is doing or saying.
In the face of Islamic extremist
threats, generally lower courts in
Pakistan do not dare grant bail or acquit
a Christian accused of blasphemy, leaving such decisions for higher court judges
who enjoy greater security measures.

agenda
Vale John Stott

O
ne of the most significant evangelical leaders of the 20th century, John
Stott, died in London on July 27, John
Stott Ministries president Benjamin
Homan announced. The theologian was
90.
Stott was the former rector of All
Souls Church, Langham Place, in
London and was one of the founders of
the Lausanne Movement, a worldwide
movement of evangelicals. He was
largely responsible for the movement’s
two major documents, the Lausanne
Covenant in 1974 and the Manila
Manifesto in 1989.
Stott was unwavering in his emphasis
on the basics of classical evangelicalism
– the need for personal conversion, the
authority of Scripture and the centrality
of Jesus’ death for sinners.

n e w s
However, he was also passionate
about the moral and social dimensions
of the biblical gospel, including justice
for the poor and the care of creation, and
was against limiting Christian engagement with the world to evangelism.
Stott retired from public ministry in
2007 but never lost his global influence
or interest in the goings on of the world
church, and more particularly global
evangelicalism.
He was honorary chairman of the
Lausanne Movement until his death and
retained a keen interest in last year’s
Third Lausanne Congress in Cape Town.
According to close friends, Stott had
longed to see the event come to pass and
described the document that emerged
from the congress, the Cape Town
Declaration, as “beautiful and profound”.
Although Stott will always be associated most greatly with the Lausanne
Movement, he often supported the
wider evangelical family, writing the preamble to the constitution of the World
Evangelical Alliance (WEA).
The international director of
Langham
Partnership,
Chris
Wright, made a touching tribute to his
mentor. “For the vast majority of people
whose lives he influenced profoundly, he
was simply ‘Uncle John’ – a much loved
friend, correspondent, and brother, to
whose prayers we will never know how
much we owe,” he said.
“Like Moses, he was one of the greatest leaders God has given to his people,
and yet at the same time, one of the
humblest men on the face of the earth.
“He was, for all of us who knew him, a
walking embodiment of the simple
beauty of Jesus, whom he loved above all
else.”
Dr Geoff Tunnicliffe, international
director of the WEA, said Stott would be
“greatly missed”. “Uncle John, was a
great influence in my own theological
development,” he said. “His commitment to biblical orthodoxy, global mission and unity in the body of Christ were
foundational in my own spiritual journey.”

Rector burns bible
By Dan Wooding

A

Welsh clergyman has burned pages
from the Bible and cut up pages from the
King James Bible which he says reveals
a “cruel and vile God”.
The actions of the Rev. Geraint ap
Iorwerth, rector of St Peter ad

Vincula Church, Pennal, Gwynedd, in
West Wales, are now being investigated
by the Church in Wales, which is part
of the Anglican Communion.
Unveiling his “artwork” at a recent
church event, the Welsh clergyman said
it revealed a “cruel and vile God”.
Bishop of Bangor Andy John said
destroying the Bible, or passages from it,
would cause offence to many. He said he
had written to the minister and would
investigate further.
“There are parts of the Bible that we
struggle to understand today because
culturally our life is so far removed from
that period in which the Bible was written. However, it is not given to us to pick
and choose – sometimes the most challenging parts are those which we need to
wrestle with most of all.”
Mr ap Iorwerth told BBC Wales that
he had burnt scraps of cut up the passages at the public event to celebrate the
the 400th anniversary of the King James
Bible because he had been making a
statement as part of an art experiment.
He said he had had “nothing but support” from people at the historic church.
He said: “I find it highly offensive that
people would think I have given my life
to serving that type of God and that I
would regard the words of the King
James Bible as sacred truth.
“People have told me they turned
away from the real message of Jesus
because of this God – that this version
put lots of people off him as children. My
version of God is Jesus, who was pure
compassion and unconditional love,” he
said.
Assist

Muslim billboards ‘legal’
By Dan Wooding

P

roclaiming Jesus to be “a prophet of
Islam” on billboards in Australia is a
statement of belief and does not discriminate against or vilify Christians,
the Advertising Standards Bureau
(ASB) has found.
The row erupted in late May, when
signs were placed on billboards in major
Sydney roads, specifically chosen for
maximum exposure. Organised and privately funded by an Islamic group called
MyPeace (Australia), the billboards
advertise Muslim beliefs, including the
claim that that Jesus, like Mohamed,
was a prophet of Islam.
Sydney Morning Herald religious
affairs reporter Leesha McKenny, said
that the billboard, one of several in an

“awareness campaign” by MyPeace, was
the subject of a series of complaints to
the bureau on the grounds that the
statement was insulting to those who
believed Jesus to be the son of God.
Other complaints, she wrote,
included the charge that Jesus “must not
be associated with such [an] aggressive
religion” and another claiming the
advertisement was upsetting to children.
“What [my child] knows of Islam she
has learnt from watching mainstream
news broadcasts and to have her saviour
identified as being part of this malicious
cult was very traumatic!” one complaint
stated.
But the bureau found that while some
members of the community would be
offended by the statement, which would
be inconsistent with Christian beliefs,
“such a statement does not, of itself, discriminate against or vilify people who
hold different beliefs” and was not a
breach of the Advertiser Code of
Ethics.
“The board acknowledged that the
Islam faith does consider that Jesus is a
prophet of Mohammed,” it read.
MyPeace (Australia) founder Diaa
Mohamed, said misunderstandings
about Muslims and Islam prompted the
campaign, which aimed to reduce discrimination and vilification of Muslims.
“[The advertisement] conveys the
message that, like Christians, we the
Muslims also regard Jesus with extreme
reverence,” his response said. “The idea
being that the people will see beyond the
words in the advertisements and recognize that Islam and Muslims are not
much different from any other ordinary
Australian.”
Assist

South Sudan free
By Michael Ireland

T
he Republic of South Sudan
declared independence on July 9 and
became the 193rd member of the
United Nations a few days later.
But as the celebrations subside and
the process of nation building begins,
there is a stark reminder that this
“national liberation” remains incomplete: tens of thousands Southern slaves
remain in captivity in the North, according to one organisation familiar with the
situation in this newly-emerging nation.
“It is a sad irony,” said Dr Charles
Jacobs, president of the American
Anti-Slavery Group. “It was, after all,
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the enslavement of African villagers that
animated and bolstered much of the
rebellion in South Sudan. And it was
reports of modern day human bondage
in Africa’s largest country that awoke
Americans to the tragedy in Sudan.”
“For over five decades the region’s
black Africans were oppressed, slaughtered and enslaved by the northern
rulers who aimed to destroy their cultural and ethnic identity,” Jacobs said.
According to AASG, in the brutal
campaign to Arabise and Islamise the
African Christian/traditionalist south,
the leaders of the Arab Muslim north
killed almost 3 million and ethnically
cleansed 4 million more (nearly 80% of
the population.)
“Slave raids were the terror weapon of
choice of the Islamist regime in
Khartoum,” Jacobs said.
He added: “The classification of the
conflict as a “holy war” – a jihad against
the Christian South and its allies in the
Nuba Mountains – legitimised in the
eyes of many northern Muslims the
revival of the centuries-old practice of
taking slaves as war booty.”
AASG estimates that in slave raids on
southern villages, conducted by government-backed Arab militias known as
murahaleen, hundreds of thousands of
blacks, mostly women and children,
were captured, transported to the North
and enslaved.
The group says that since 1995,
AASG’s partner, Christian Solidarity
International, has been working to
free Sudan’s slaves. The organisation
provides funds to the indigenous network of Africans and Arabs who cooperate on returning the captives. CSI’s
efforts resulted in the liberation of more
than 80,000 slaves.

falling from 66% to 59%.
The proportion of born-again adults
who read the Bible during the week, not
including when they are at a church
event, has decreased by 9% since 1991
and is now 62%.
Volunteering at church during the
week for those identified as born-again
Christians has dropped from 41% in
1991 to 29% today.
The study also found that those who
self-identify as Christians are 10 percentage points more likely to be
unchurched than in 1991. The 31 per
cent who fit this profile have not
attended any church service during the
past six months, excluding special services such as weddings or funerals,
according to the study.
Barna Group clarifies the “bornagain” category as comprised of people
whose beliefs characterise them as bornagain and not based on people calling
themselves “born-again”. This group is
now at 41% of all Americans, an increase
of six per cent since 1991.
Even with the increase in born-again
Christians over the last 20 years, what
has not increased is the participation in
their faith, Barna said in his analysis of
the study.
“As the number of born-again adults
has increased, the engagement in the
Christian life seems to have waned – a
common problem when a product, service, movement, or perspective gains
massive numbers and velocity,” Barna
stated.
Barna concluded his analysis of the
born-again Christian segment of the
study by saying that such a spiritual condition reflects the “pursuit of cheap
grace”, described by theologian and martyr Dietrich Bonhoeffer.
Christian Post

Commitment weaker
By Alex Murashko

T

here is a declining depth of commitment among born-again Christians to
their faith over the last 20 years, according to a “State of the Church” study by
the Barna Research Group released
last month.
In interpreting the study, which
shows a drop in church attendance, Bible
reading, and priority in faith, research
group founder George Barna warned
that American Christians have become
complacent.
The study showed that attendance at
weekend church services has declined
among born agains by 7% since 1991,

26

Hungary harms rights

I

n a move reminiscent of its Soviet
communist past, Hungary has passed a
restrictive religion law showing that its
dictatorial mindset has not yet fully
abated.
Although communism officially
ended in Hungary more than 20 years
ago, the Hungarian Parliament Monday
night after midnight, procured for the
country the title of ‘Worst Religion Law
in Europe’ when it adopted its new “Law
on the Right to Freedom of Conscience
and Religion, and on Churches,
Religions and Religious Communities”.
“I am both saddened and disap-
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pointed by the adoption of such a draconian law,” said Joseph K. Grieboski,
chairman of the Institute on Religion
and Public Policy.
According to the institute, the law
means more than 100 religious organisations that are now registered will be
stripped of their status, losing key rights
and privileges that registered churches
are allowed. Only 14 religious organisations will retain their registration, with
the others forced to seek re-registration
through a burdensome process.
“I have known and worked closely
with Hungarian Prime Minister
Viktor Orban, most recently on the new
constitution, and expected much more
from him. The law is a danger to all
Hungarian society and a terrible indication of the state of democracy in the
country,” Grieboski said in a media advisory.
Noting the passage of the bill, the
pastor of an Evangelical church, stated:
“This is the greatest discrimination
against evangelical Christians since the
fall of communism. This is just the first
step against real, active, Bible-believing
Christian groups. During communism
we were oppressed and persecuted, but
we didn’t expect the same from a socalled ‘Christian’ government.”
The institute’s statement says that
religious organiseations that have been
“de-registered” may not use the name
“Church” and will also lose their status
as a religious organisation if they are not
“re-registered” through burdensome
proceedings.
In addition, the institute says that
“re-registration” can only occur if a
minority religious community meets
onerous duration levels designed to suppress minority religious freedom in complete contravention of European Human
Rights Court’s and OSCE’s standards.
The institute’s media statement says
that in January 2011, 24 members of
the Council of Europe Parliamentary
Assembly Committee on the Honoring
of Obligations and Commitments by
Member
States
(Monitoring
Committee) signed a motion for a resolution entitled “Serious Setbacks in the
Fields of the Rule of Law and Human
Rights in Hungary.”
The resolution expressed the
Parliamentary Assembly members’
“serious concern with respect to recent
developments related to the rule of law,
human rights and the functioning of
democratic institutions in Hungary.”
Assist
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Christ-likeness
Christians’ compassion stunned the ancient world.

Peter Hastie

O

ne of the great anomalies of
the ancient world was that
the Greeks and Romans,
who were so famous for literature, science and art, had no place for
hospitals. While they built large temples
in honour of their numerous gods and
constructed vast aqueducts and massive
road systems, there is no record that they
built hospitals. True, the Greeks did have
medical facilities to diagnose people’s
sicknesses, but these units did not really
function as hospitals where the sick could
actually be cared for and rehabilitated.
People have often wondered why the
ancient world never built hospitals. W. E.
H. Lecky has commented: “The active,
habitual, and detailed charity of private
persons, which is such a conspicuous feature in all Christian societies, was scarcely
known in antiquity.” Church historian
Philip Schaff says, “The old Roman world
was a world without charity.”
The sad truth is that paganism, which
celebrated strength and despised weakness, had no real basis for compassion.
Dionysius, a Christian bishop of the third
century, described how pagans treated
people who were suffering in an
Alexandrian plague in about AD250. The
pagans, he said, “thrust aside anyone
who began to be sick, and kept aloof even
from their dearest friends, and cast the
sufferers out upon the public roads half
dead, and left them unburied, and
treated them with utter contempt when
they died” (Works of Dionysius, Epistle
12.5). And lest anyone think that such
remarks reflect a Christian bias,
Thucydides, the Greek historian, agreed
that this was a typical response. He said,
“People were afraid to visit one another
and they died with no one to look after
them; indeed, there were many houses in
which all the inhabitants perished
through lack of any attention.” When
epidemics broke out, both Greeks and
Romans typically fled in fear and left the
sick to die alone without care.
The behaviour of Christians, however,

What so many people
take for granted shows
how thoroughly our
modern secular society
has unwittingly
appropriated the ethic
of the early church.
was very different. It was regarded as a
Christian duty to offer aid to the sick and
dying, regardless of the dangers.
Dionysius again comments, “Many of our
brethren, in their exceeding love and
brotherly kindness, did not spare themselves, but kept by each other, and visited
the sick without thought of their own
peril and ministered to them assiduously
and treated them for their healing in
Christ … Many, in nursing and curing
others, transferred their death to themselves and died in their stead … The best
of our brothers lost their lives in this
manner, a number of presbyters, deacons, and lay-men winning high commendation so that death in this form, the
result of great piety and strong faith,
seems in every way the equal of martyrdom.”

W

hy did the Christians act this way?
The answer is found in their view
of God. They believed that God was full
of compassion. As Matthew reminds us,
“When Jesus… saw a large crowd, He had
compassion on them and healed their
sick” (14:14).
The Christian care and compassion for
the sick and dying was so impressive that
many people were attracted to the
Christian faith. The Roman emperor,
Julian, a rank pagan, realising that the
many of his fellow religionists were being
drawn to Christianity, launched an initiative to start pagan charities because he
was worried that more people would
become Christians if they were recipients
of Christian generosity. He complained in

a letter to the high priest of Galatia in 362
that pagans needed to cultivate similar
virtues to Christians because the growth
of the church was the result of the attractive power of Christian grace, especially
“their benevolence towards strangers and
care for graves of the dead”.
The compassion of Christ was a powerful motivational force in the early
church. The first believers realised that if
God loves humanity, then they couldn’t
please God unless they loved one
another. This was a revolutionary concept that rejected the callous and inhumane culture of the Greco-Roman world.
It led the Council of Nicea in AD 325 to
direct bishops to establish a hospice in
every city that had a cathedral. The first
hospital was built by St. Basil in
Caesarea, Cappadocia, about AD 369. It
not only housed doctors but also had
facilities for the care and rehabilitation of
the sick. Gregory of Nyssa said of Basil’s
care for the sick: “He took the lead in
pressing upon those who were men, that
they ought not to despise their fellowmen, nor to dishonour Christ, the one
Head of all, by their inhuman treatment
of them; but to use the misfortunes of
others as an opportunity of firmly establishing their own lot, and to lend to God
that mercy of which they stand in need at
His hands.” (Orat. XLIII 63)
Christ’s mercy and compassion, along
with His view of the preciousness of the
human soul and body, provided the driving force behind early Christian medical
care. What so many people take for
granted today – first-class medical and
hospital care – shows how thoroughly
our modern secular society has unwittingly appropriated the mind of Christ
ap
and the ethic of the early church.

Peter Hastie is editor of AP
and minister of Ashfield
Presbyterian Church, Sydney.
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Pastoral narcissism
The shadow side of ambition

J. R. Kerr

I

t was a silly thing to do, but I
couldn’t stop myself. During a
“get to know you” conversation
with a few acquaintances and a
man from the church I serve, we were
talking about interests, passions, and
areas of ministry. I tried to keep the
focus on others at the table. But then it
happened.
The man from my church made a
statement that I interpreted as making
light of me. The fuse was lit, and within
a few moments I managed to work into
the conversation the areas where I was
leading and the wide impact of those
projects. I subtly reminded everyone
what our church had accomplished in
the city. I even managed to throw in
some attendance figures for good measure. I pushed everyone else out of the
conversation’s spotlight.
When it was over, I felt like I had
binged on junk food. Self-loathing set in:
I hate it when I do this, and I hate it even
more when I do it as a servant of Christ.
Why do I keep falling into this temptation?
I’ve been through this cycle enough to
know that when I feel my capacity or
identity as a leader isn’t sufficiently honoured (and when, really, does anyone
ever feel that?), I slip into the sin of selfpromotion. But how do I stop?
T.S. Eliot wrote, “Half the harm that
is done in this world is due to people who
want to feel important. They don’t mean
to do harm, but the harm does not interest them … or they do not see it, or they
justify it … because they are absorbed in
the endless struggle to think well of
themselves.”
Although our mission in Christ is to
do good in this world, we will actually do
harm if our deeper mission is to feel
important and “think well of ourselves.”
Eliot’s words forced me to ask, how
much harm do I do to my family, my
friends, the people I am supposed to
lead, all because I want to think well of
myself?
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I am a believer and yet I
remain a sinner. I am a
pastor and I’m often a
self-promoter.
I endeavour to serve
Jesus and I also have
narcissistic tendencies.
Recently I came home to find my wife
researching narcissism on the computer.
We have been in counselling for a few
years and during a session where we discussed my relentless ambition, the
phrase “narcissistic leanings” came up.
My wife was researching the concept to
see if it fit me and what the implications
might be for our marriage.
At first she was embarrassed that I
caught her, but I was interested as well,
so we read the characteristics of narcissism together on the screen.
My immediate thought was, This isn’t
a problem for me. Narcissism is the adulation of the self, the diminishment of
others, and often expressed as reckless
ambition. Nothing could be more inconsistent with the character of Christ —
the self-sacrificing servant who sought
only to do the will of his Father. How can
I be a pastor, a servant of Christ, and
struggle with this?
But as we read the definitions online,
without saying a word we both knew we
were reading an accurate description of
me. I am a believer and yet I remain a
sinner. I am a pastor and I’m often a selfpromoter. I endeavour to serve Jesus
and I also have narcissistic tendencies.
What I’ve come to see since that day,
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is that I am not alone. Many other
church leaders share this struggle to one
degree or another. We may not all be fullblown clinical narcissists, but we share
that bent toward insecurity and selfishness. Most gatherings of pastors will
usually include subtle or overt self-promotion. I’m not the only one who has
used attendance numbers or new initiatives or “my vision” as a badge of selfimportance.
Although I’m now aware of my tendency and what triggers it, I don’t pretend to have it solved. This is simply my
effort to be honest about our struggle
with ambition and self-promotion as
pastors, and how we can address it.

T

here is a long and celebrated history
of church leaders who struggled
with narcissistic tendencies — starting
with the original disciples. After following Jesus for some time and recognising
His power, these (probably younger)
men debated with each other “Who is
the greatest?” They jockeyed for power.
Who would be closest to Jesus? Who
would get positions of honour?
I remember when those kinds of
questions were mine. As a young man, I
knew Jesus loved me and that I wanted
to serve him. My mentor, Bryan, shared
with me a quote from D. L. Moody’s
biography: “The world has yet to see
what God can do with one man that is
totally committed to him.” Apparently
when Moody heard this from a preacher,
he decided he would be that man. The
quote had the same effect on me. It
awakened an ambition in me to do great
things for God.
Having great ambitions is a good and
necessary thing. The problem was how I
defined greatness. I was measuring significance as the world does, rather than
by the standards of God’s kingdom.
When Jesus heard His disciples arguing
about greatness, He reminded them of
the counter-intuitive nature of His kingdom. “If anyone would be first, he must

m i n i s t r y
be last of all and a servant of all” (Mark
9:35).
Jesus does not say to stop pursuing
greatness. Instead he redefines it: The
last will be first. The humble exalted.
The small will be big. Those who lose
their life for the sake of the gospel will
gain it.
Yet it is hard to find that perspective
today, even within the church. Self-promotion and worldly definitions of significance seem not only to be tolerated
among pastors but even expected and
encouraged. How many people are following me on Twitter? How’s the traffic
on my blog? How many Facebook
“friends” can I count? How’s our church’s
“brand” value?
The opportunities for self-promotion
are proliferating.

Leadership’s editors whether or not to
put my name on this article. I worried it
would be seen as yet another form of
self-promotion and therefore distract
from the message. We decided to include
my name as a way of “telling on myself”
and openly confessing. This brings a better accountability. Hiding our sin only
gives it more power and control over us.
Second, keeping our calling anchored
to a community also reminds us of the
imago Dei in others. God has blessed and
gifted others in significant ways for the
benefit of the whole church and his mission. When we pursue only our own
ambitions, we lose sight of this and add
fuel to our narcissistic tendencies.

B

ut there is an antidote to these
temptations. I’ve come to recognise
the good and healthy tension between
my personal calling and ambitions and
my community. To understand our personal ambitions, we must be clear about
both our sense of calling and our commitment to a community. It is the tension between these two that I lose or win
the battle with the sin of self-promotion
and narcissism.
Rooting my calling and ambitions in
my community helps keep me from slipping into a self-centred focus. Without
the community, it becomes all about me,
my ministry, my dreams, my achievements. Community is used by God as a
guard against this tendency to self-promote.
First, in community, we learn to “tell
on myself” in a consistent way to the
right people. Just as with other kinds of
sin, confessing our struggle with selfpromotion opens the way for help and
healing. Community keeps us accountable.
Writing this article has served that
purpose for me. I debated with

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

So now I recognise the
twin temptations: pleasing people and pursuing
personal platforms. Both
extremes are disastrous.
Inherent in God’s design for people is
that we do life together. We see this
dynamic in marriage, in family, and in
our local congregations.
Third, rooting ourselves in community prevents us from the relentless pursuit of personal platforms. I was recently
part of a conversation where a number
of Christian leaders were talking about
their “personal brands”. A brand is the
(emotional) experience someone has
when they hear your name, see your
image, or think of your ministry. As the
language of branding seeps into the
church, more pastors are thinking about
how they are perceived. It puts the
emphasis on individual leaders rather
than communities of believers. It elevates image and impressions above the
always messier reality.
The drive to build my personal brand
tempts me to seek platforms to use my
gifts rather than serve my community,
perhaps in ways that will never be recognised. I try to counter this temptation
with a circle of friends and mentors who
have access to my schedule. By opening
my calendar to others, I am forced to

consult with them before committing to
another event, meeting, or trip. They
help me to keep merely personal ambitions from ruling.
Without the help of my community, I
would not have the tools or strength to
resist another opportunity for me to “do
something great of God”.
While rooting my calling and ambition in my community has helped curb
temptations of self-promotion, it is not
a silver bullet. This is because pleasing
our community can slip into another
kind of narcissism—people-pleasing.
Sometimes being a faithful leader
means doing things and making decisions that will make us unpopular in that
community. When we avoid these harder
parts of our calling in order to please the
congregation, we may still be serving our
narcissism and need for approval. It is
another way of “thinking well of ourselves”.
So there is a tension between being
committed to our community (which
keeps our calling within healthy boundaries) and being committed to God’s calling upon me (which keeps our community from having too much power over
our leadership).
So now I recognise the twin temptations: pleasing people and pursuing personal platforms. Both extremes are disastrous.
So I confess: I am a pastor and a narcissist. There, it feels good to get it out.
I’m still struggling, and I know others
are as well. But together we can flee
these temptations and pursue humility
and faithfulness. I pray that a generation
of “recovering self-promoters” can resist
our narcissism and help our churches do
ap
the same.
J. R. Kerr is a pastor at Park
Community Church in
Chicago, Illinois. This article
is reprinted from Christianity
Today’s Leadership Journal.

Visiting
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prayer
August 2011
21 Pray for Muslims around the world
fasting during the month of
Ramadan.
22 The maintaining of liberty for
Christians in Sudan.
23 Our partner church, the Church of
Central Africa Presbyterian –
Blantyre and Zambia synods.
24 The work and effectiveness of agencies aiming at widespread realization
that refusal to recognize the reality
and sovereignty of the Creator, as
shown by denial of design in His created world, is at the heart of secularist views of the universe and human
morality. (Romans 1:18-22)
25 Pray for steadfastness for the millions of Christians undergoing severe
persecution by followers of other religions and non-religious philosophies
(Heb. 13:3).
26 PIM leadership: Robert Duncanson
NT, convener; Stuart Bonnington WA
superintendent.
27 Evangelical ministers of the
Hungarian Reformed Church in
Transylvania, western Romania,
where Graham Bradbeer, chaplain of
Scotch College Melbourne taught
theology on recent long service leave.
28 The residents, staff and Christian

ministry in the 36 Presbyterian facilities for the aged in all states.
29 Pupils, staff and council of Casino
Christian Community school, Casino,
far northern NSW.
30 The patients and staff of St Andrew’s
Hospital, Toowoomba, Qld.

31 A return to the authority of God’s
written Word in all churches.

Protection from and repentance for
community.
Peace and justice between Israelis and
Palestinians.

12 All members of our Defence forces,
and chaplains full-time and parttime.
13 Pupils, staff and council of St

principal.
14 Staff of the church offices in
Brisbane, Sydney and Melbourne.
15 The NSW-based Timothy Partnership
– an Anglican and Presbyterian cooperative project – providing distance

3

Persecuted Christians in Iraq.

4

The influence of the church in China,
both official and underground.

5

power in our national, state and local
government.

Melbourne – Catriona Wansbrough

child exploitation in the church and
2

11 Uphold before God those exercising

Andrews Christian College, Burwood,

September 2011
1

ence yet more lives.

Your parliamentary representatives,

federal and state.
6 Gospel witness in tertiary educational
institutions through Christian students, staff and chaplains.
7 The spiritual and physical welfare of
all residents, staff and administration
of our church’s aged care facilities in
ACT (1), NSW (17), Qld (7), SA (3)
Tas. (1), Vic. (1) and WA (3).
8 Pray that as at the first Pentecost
after our Saviour’s resurrection we
may see “times of refreshing from the
presence of the Lord”.
9 The leaders of PWA and PWMU at
state, regional and local levels.
10 Praise God for the life of John Stott
and pray that his writing will influ-

training for Christian workers.
16 Praise God that His Son made full
atonement once for all for every sin of
His people and pray that this message
will be powerfully proclaimed in
churches around the nation.
17 Give glory to God for the new and living hope we have through Christ’s
resurrection, and beseech God that
many who seldom attend worship
may realize this today.
18 Industrial chaplains ministering to
people in their places of employment.
19 The work of the Parliamentary
Christian Fellowship.
20 For God to reveal Christ’s grace and
truth to many living under the darkness of Islam.
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books
The Way of the Righteous in the
Muck of Life:
Psalms 1-12
Dale Ralph Davis
Fearn: Christian Focus, 2010.
Reviewed by Peter Barnes

I

doubt that there is any preacher on the
planet today who is more adept at
illustrating a point than Dale Ralph
Davis. For example, in dealing with
David’s going to sleep in Psalm 3, Davis
mentions an eight-foot Burmese python
which escaped in an Idaho apartment
complex. Plumbers searched for the
creature for two weeks before finding it,
and giving the residents some much
needed restful sleep. More gruesome, but
perhaps less alarming, is his account of
how Eskimos coat their knife blade with
animal blood and allow it to freeze. When
the wolf finds it, he licks it so hard that he
ends up dying in his own blood – an
illustration of how God’s judgment can
work (see Psalm 7).
So Davis continues his way through
the first 12 psalms. He is always helpful
and stimulating. He does not faint at the
imprecatory psalms, and, amid the
humour, there is a serious application of
the Word of God. This is a fine doorway
into the Psalter.
Peter Barnes is books editor of AP.
Pearls of Great Price
Joni Eareckson Tada
Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 2006.
Reviewed by Peter Barnes

helps me know Jesus better. It is the
shadowy companion that walks with me
daily, pulling and pushing me into the
arms of the Saviour where I find grace and
comfort.”
Pointing to James 1:2-4, she says that
“My paralyzing accident was the
beginning of a lengthy process of
becoming like Christ”. She has never lost
her love of life, and so prays: “Open my
eyes, Father, to more and more reasons to
praise you, to find joy and pleasure in the
endless array of your divine designs.”
Every devotional is stimulating and
penetrating, and many times she reveals
her gift for apt illustration. Sequoia trees,
for example, are sometimes 300 feet tall,
but they cannot stand alone. Even Jesus,
in His humanity, looked for human
support in the Garden of Gethsemane
(Mt. 26:38). If you are looking for a daily
devotional that does more than state the
obvious and cover you in syrup, this is
one to obtain and read avidly.
John MacArthur
Servant of the Word and Flock
Iain Murray
Edinburgh: The Banner of Truth
Trust, 2011.
Reviewed by Greg Goswell

I

ain Murray’s gift as a biographer is
again on display in this encouraging
record of the remarkable life and ministry
of John MacArthur, whose radio ministry
and many books span the globe and have
helped many thousands. It is plain that
Murray views MacArthur as a living
example of what an evangelical leader is
meant to be.

MacArthur has been the pastor of
Grace Community Church, Sun Valley,
Los Angeles since 1969, believing that it
is those who minister in the same place
for a long time who will have the deepest
(and widest) impact for Christ. At the
start of his ministry he committed
himself to 30 hours of study and
preparation each week and to preaching
hour-long sermons! What is more, the
elders of the church knew that before they
issued the call!
What some might view as a recipe for
disaster has produced a large church
where the majority of members are
actively involved in various kind of
Christian service.
His most important book is The Gospel
According to Jesus (1988), which exposed
and corrected the “gospel” preached in
many evangelical circles. MacArthur
insisted on repentance (not just a
“decision” for Christ) and said conversion
involved submission to Christ’s lordship
(not just receiving Him as Saviour).
This book challenged the easybelievism of much modern Christianity. In
taking unpopular stands, he was not
seeking notoriety but only to be faithful to
the God of the Scriptures. MacArthur
would not attribute any success in
ministry to anything other than the
blessing of God upon the faithful
preaching of His Word. We need more
servants of the Word like John MacArthur.
Greg Goswell lectures at the Presbyterian
Theological College, Melbourne.
All books reviewed are available from the
Reformers Bookshop – Phone: (02) 9569
9857 or visit www.reformers.com.au

T

his is another set of 366 daily
devotional readings, of which there are a
multitude these days. But this one is a
gem. Joni’s story is well-known: she dived
into Chesapeake Bay one Saturday
afternoon in July 1967 and broke her
neck. Her sister, Kathy, had just been
bitten by a crab, and so sang out: “Watch
out for crabs!” When Joni did not respond,
Kathy went looking for her, and managed
to find her just before she drowned.
God used this for good, and Joni
writes: “I give thanks for my quadriplegia.
It has become the strange friend that
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Not just for better
How to be happy though married

Chuck Colson

A

t first glance, it seemed like
strange advice from a man
who has devoted his career to
helping couples get together:
Don’t get married, he says.
Dr Neil Warren, a Christian
psychologist and founder of the online
dating service, eHarmony, says he is
shocked at new statistics from the US
Census Bureau. As he recently wrote in
the Huffington Post, for the first time in
America’s history, “fewer than half of the
households in the United States are
married couples.” Is marriage becoming
obsolete, like horse-drawn carriages and
typewriters?
Not at all, according to Warren:
Studies reveal that most people want to
get married and stay married. They just
can’t seem to figure out how to go about
it. This is why Warren recommends that
of the 2 million couples who planned to
get married this year, “several hundred
thousand...should reconsider, postpone
their weddings, or not get married” at
all. Why?
Because
they
simply
aren’t
compatible.
Why are people having so much
trouble finding the right person?
Warren says it’s because learning how to
choose the right partner in life has been
given short shrift in our culture. People
often marry simply because they’re
attracted to each other. What they don’t
realise is that happy marriages are built
on “highly informed and carefully
reasoned
choices”,
along
with
commitment and hard work after the
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Studies show most people
want to get married and
stay married. They just
can’t seem to figure out
how to go about it.
knot is tied, Warren says.
He’s right, of course. But there’s
another factor at work. Marriage itself
has been redefined, at least in the minds
of modern couples.

A

generation or two ago, engaged
couples, influenced by their JudeoChristian heritage, viewed marriage as a
relationship situated within a larger
context. This context included their
families, places of worship, and
communities. Vows were taken
seriously, and most couples —
understanding the importance of stable
marriages for their children — went into
marriage with a strong commitment to
staying wed for life.
But today that’s all changed. While
we’re much freer to marry whom we
choose, modern couples view marriage
as a private affair, of no concern to
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anyone but the participants. Many
brides and grooms go into marriage
knowing they can easily get out when
the attraction wears off or they find
someone new. And without the bonds of
religion, there is little to keep the couple
together when the going gets tough, and
it will get tough sooner or later.
Dr Warren is right: Couples need to
choose their spouses much more
carefully if they hope to be happy. But
they shouldn’t stop there. Once they
begin to think about weddings, they
should turn to their churches for
marriage classes. In particular, they
should take a test called Prepare, which
helps them understand how compatible
they really are. Some couples who take
the test end up breaking their
engagement — rightly so, because
Prepare predicts with 90% accuracy
which couples will stay happily married.
You and I need to make sure that we,
our kids, and grandkids understand the
true meaning of marriage, despite what
our culture is saying or teaching.
Understanding what marriage is really
all about is the best guarantee that they
will marry well, and give them the best
ap
chance of living happily ever after.
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