








In this book Kelly states that Genesis chapters 1-3 are literal and not to
be interpreted as mere po y. He points to Prof. James Barr, a
notorious opponent of evan; icalism, who declares that he does not
know any professor of Hebrew or Old Testament at any world-class
university who does not elieve that the writer(s) of Genesis 1-11
intended to convey to their readers the idea that creation took place in a
series of six days which were the same as the days of 24 hours we
now experience (p 51). Anyone reading that review will see that my
view of Genesis is the same as that of Douglas Kelly and that has not
changed.

This issue raises the quest What is our attitude toward those
who see the creation account in a different way? Bob Letham’s article
shows the diversity of views among leading theologians. He warns
against impugning wrong motives to those who differ with us on this
subject.

Creation: A Preacher’s Pers] ctive

The idea that the next world is all heavenly as though we will be
permanent astronauts needs correction. This is not the prime thrust of
the article by Mostyn Roberts t it certainly is implied when he says,
‘Salvation is assuredly physical. Moreover, its constituent elements are
already in existence althor h to be transformed into something
incorruptible. Redemption is a :-creation not another creation. The
resurrection body is the body we inhabit on earth. The new order is an
order of things in which the Lord’s own resurrection appearances
disclose both continuity with, a | transformation of, the present (old)
order. We may say therefore that creation is not only presupposed by
redemption but is affirmed by redemption and at the same time
superseded by it. The new ‘avens and earth, like our resurrection
bodies, will be radically renewed and reconstituted versions of the
present order.”

1 Douglas F Kelly. Creation and Change. A Mentor imprint published in 1997 by Christian
Focus Publications, 272 pages, £9.99. Douglas Kelly is professor of Systematic Theology at
the Reformed Theological Seminary, Charlotte, North Carolina.
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probably one-celled life form. This living cell reproduced itself, and eventually
there were some mutations or differences in the new cells produced. These
mutations led to the developme of more complex life forms. A hostile
environment meant that many of them would perish, but those that were better
suited to their environment wou  survive and multiply. Thus, nature exercised
a process of ‘natural selection’ in which the differing organisms most fitted to
the environment survived. More and more mutations eventually developed
into more and more varieties of living things, so that from the very simplest
organism all the complex life forms on earth eventually developed through this
process of mutation and natural s ction.

The most recent, and perhaps most devastating, critique of current Darwinian
theory comes from Philip E Johnson, a law professor who specialises in
analysing the logic of arguments. In his book Darwin on Trial, he quotes
extensively from current evolutionary theorists to demonstrate that:

i. After more than one hundred ye : of experimental breeding of various kinds
of animals and plants, the amount of variation that can be produced (even with
intentional, not random, breeding) is extremely limited, due to the limited
range of genetic variation in each type of living thing: dogs who are selectively
bred for generations are still dogs, fruit flies are still fruit flies, etc. And when
allowed to return to the wild state, ‘the most highly specialised breeds quickly
perish and the survivors revert to the original wild type’. He concludes that
‘natural selection’, claimed by Darwinists to account for the survival of new
organisms, is really a conservative force that works to preserve the genetic
fitness of a population, not to change its characteristics.

ii. In current evolutionary arguments, the idea of ‘survival of the fittest” (or
‘natural selection’) is popularly dught to mean that those animals whose
different characteristics give them a comparative advantage will survive, and
others will die out. But in actual ractice almost any characteristic can be
argued to be either an advantage or a disadvantage. So how do Darwinists
know which characteristics have given an advantage in survival to certain
animals? By observing which kinds survive. But this means that natural
selection is often at bottom not @ >werful new insight into what happens in
nature but simply a tautology (a meaningless repetition of the same idea), since
it boils down to saying that : “fittest’ animals are those who have the most
offspring. In this sense, natural selection means: animals who have the most
offspring have the most offspring. But this proves nothing about any supposed
mutations to produce different, : e fit offspring over the course of many
generations.

iii. The vast and complex mutations required to produce complex organs such
as an eye or a bird’s wing (or hundreds of other organs) could not have
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of a functional continuum of all life forms linking all species together
and ultimately leading back to a primeval cell, and the belief that all
the adaptive design of life has resulted from a blind random process —
have been validated by one single empirical discovery or scientific
advance since 1859.

v. The molecular structures of living organisms do show relationships, but
Darwinists simply assume that relationships imply common ancestry, a claim
that certainly has not been proven. Moreover, there are amazing molecular
differences between living things, and no satisfactory explanation for the
origin of those differences has been given.

Of course, similarity of design at any level (including levels above the
molecular level) has often been used as an argument for evolution. The
assumption of evolutionists is that similarity of design between two species
implies that the ‘lower’ species evolved into the ‘higher’ species, but the proof
for that assumption has never been given. Gleason Archer illustrates this well
by supposing that one visits a museum of science and industry and finds a
display of how human beings evolved from earlier ape-like creatures into
progressively more human-looking beings and finally into modern man. But he
rightly notes that

... a continuity of basic design furnishes no evidence whatever that
any ‘lower’ species phased into the next ‘higher’ species by any sort
of internal dynamic, as evolution demands. For if the museum visitor
were to go to another part of that museum of science and industry, he
would find a completely analogous series of automobiles,
commencing with 1900 and extending up until the present decade.
Stage by stage, phase by phase, he could trace the development of the
Ford from its earliest Model T prototype to the large and luxurious
LTD of the 1970’s.

Of course, a much better explanation for the similarities in various models of
Ford automobiles is the fact that an intelligent designer (or group of designers)
used similar structures in successively more complex automobiles — if a
steering mechanism works well in one model, there is no need to invent a
different kind of steering mechanism for another model. In the same way, simi-
larities in design among all living things can equally well be taken as evidence
of the work of an intelligent master craftsman, the Creator himself.

vi. Probably the greatest difficulty of all for evolutionary theory is explaining
how any life could have begun in the first place. The spontaneous generation

of even the simplest living organism capable of independent life (the
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one enzyme molecule but the smallest likely living organism by random
processes. He comes up with a probability of one chance in 10**%%* — that s,
one chance in 10 with 340 million zeros after it! But Kofahl and Segraves note,
“Yet Dr. Morowitz and his fellow evolutionary scientists still believe that it
happened!’

If someone were to ask me to entrust my life to ride on an airplane, and then
explained that the airline company completed its flights safely once in every
100009 times — or even one in every 80 billion flights — I certainly would not
get on board, nor would anyone else in his or her right mind. Yet it is tragic that
the common opinion, perpetuated in many science textbooks today, that
evolution is an established ‘fact’, has continued to persuade many people that
they should not consider the total truthfulness of the Bible to be an intellectu-
ally acceptable viewpoint for responsible, thinking individuals to hold today.
The myth that ‘evolution has disproved the Bible’ persists and keeps many
from considering Christianity as a valid option.

But what if some day life were actually ‘created” in the laboratory by
scientists? Here it is important to understand what is meant. First, this would
not be ‘creation’ in the pure sense of the word, since all laboratory
experiments begin with some kinds of previously existing matter. It would not
give an explanation of the origin of matter itself, nor would it be the kind of
creating that the Bible says God did. Second, most contemporary attempts to
‘create life’ are really just very small steps in the gigantic process of moving
from nonliving materials to an independently living organism, even one
consisting of only one cell. The construction of a protein molecule or an amino
acid nowhere approaches the complexity of a single living cell. But most
importantly, what would it demonstrate if the collective work of thousands of
the most intelligent scientists in the world, with the most expensive and
complex laboratory equipment available, working over the course of several
decades, actually did produce a living organism? Would that ‘prove’ that God
did not create life? Quite the opposite: it would demonstrate that life simply
does not come about by chance but must be intentionally created by an
intelligent designer. In theory at least, it is not impossible that human beings,
created in the image of God and using their God-given intelligence could
someday create a living organism out of nonliving substances (though the
complexity of the task far surpasses any technology that exists today). But that
would only show that God made us to be ‘God-like’ — that in biological
research as in many other areas of life we in a very small way can imitate
God’s activity. All such scientific research in this direction really ought to be
done out of reverence for God and with gratitude for the scientific capability
with which he has endowed us.
















The Hebrew word kamayim in verse 24a, translated ‘like a river’ in many
versions (e.g. NEB, NIB, REB), means literally ‘like water(s)’ as in other
versions (e.g. NBG, RSV, IB). The Hebrew word galal (to roll) in verse 24
may suggest the rolling on of waves of the sea. . . Could this be what Amos had
in mind? He must have been well acquainted with the sea for no less than four
times he makes explicit mention of it in his prophecies.

If the first simile of verse 24 may indeed be understood as referring to the
waves of the sea, it would mean that the prophet here makes use of two striking
phenomena of nature in order to explain the urgent call for the constant pursuit
of justice and righteousness in Isra  the uninterrupted rolling ou of the waves
of the sea, and the unceasing flow of a never-failing stream.

Thus by making use of a double image from nature, Amos underscores
emphatically the divine summons for the constant pursuit of justice in society
—a summons which may well strike the keynote of the entire urgent and lasting
message of the prophet’s book for all times and all countries.

Application

That God requires justice in civil government is true for every administration
under heaven as we see expressed by the apostle Paul in Romans 13:1. ‘The
authorities that exist have been established by God, for rulers hold not terror
for those who do right but for those who do wrong.’

It can be said that the greatest calamities that have afflicted the human race
have taken place in the 20th century when atheistic governments have sought
to force their godless creeds on their peoples: Hitler, Stalin, Mao Tse Tung and
Pol Pot. Other despots have ruled to satisfy their own ego. On the African
continent there are many examples. For all injustice and atrocities those
responsible will be brought to justice on the Judgment Day. ‘Vengeance is
mine, I will repay,” says the Lord.

Paul exhorts us to pray for kings and all those in authority that we may live
peaceful and quiet lives in all go ness and holiness. I end with a striking
quotation from P H Kelley in The Book of Amos, p 69, Baker Book House,
1966 which he borrows from a study on Amos by John E McFadyen:

Let justice . . . run through society, unimpeded by avarice or
selfishness or cruelty, 1 roll on without let or hindrance like the
waves of the sea; let it on unintermittently, all the year round,

whatever be the political weather; let it roll on ‘like a perennial
stream’ which even in the fiercest heat of summer never dries up.
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terised by hope, always looking forward to our inheritance from the Lord as a
reward and longing for his coming.

What is clear in the leaning forward of the New Testament towards the end is
that redemption is of a created order. Nowhere is the material nature of the new
creation made clearer than in 1 Corinthians 15. ‘Corporeality is the end of the
ways of God.”” In the end, salvation is assuredly physical. Moreover, its
constituent elements are already in existence although to be transformed into
something incorruptible. Redemption is a re-creation not another creation. The
resurrection body is the body we inhabit on earth. The new order is an order of
things in which the Lord’s own resurrection appearances disclose both
continuity with, and transformation of, the present (old) order. We may say
therefore that creation is not only presupposed by redemption but is affirmed
by redemption and at the same time superseded by it. The new heavens and
earth, like our resurrection bodies, will be radically renewed and reconstituted
versions of the present order.

b. The uncreated Redeemer

Second, there is the agent of redemption. Jesus Christ through whom all things
are being made new is the one through whom, for whom and by whom all
things were made (John 1:3; Col 1:16; Heb 1:2). This asserts the deity of
Christ; the Redeemer is uncreated. The pivotal point in the redemptive process
was the Word becoming flesh, entering into what he had made, specifically
taking on human nature, being made like his brothers in every respect (Heb
2:17) so that he might redeem them.

Moreover, the phrase ‘for as in Adam all die, so in Christ shall all be made
alive’ (1 Cor 15:22) sums up another redemptive theme: Christ is the last
Adam, the second man (Rom 35:12-21; 1 Cor 15:45-49).° At the heart of
redemption is the bearing by believers of the image, no longer of the man of
dust, but of the heavenly man. There is some truth therefore in the idea of reca-
pitulation, whereby Christ through assuming real flesh in the incarnation
retraced the steps of Adam in order to bring humanity to perfection. His
obedience and death restored what was lost through the disobedience of the
first Adam — though we may want to qualify how we see all of humanity
represented in the Redeemer’s work, and say, rather, that in the redeemed God
saved the human race.

It is equally clear that the incarnation is not to glorify the old creation, nor an
end in itself, but rather the precondition of the cross — he took on flesh and
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sin does not; secondly, the death of Christ satisfies God’s justice — the original
divine order of things is vindicated because what opposed and destroyed it is
itself destroyed in the very (human) flesh through which it entered creation;
and thirdly, the death is not merely of a representative man but of one whose
death takes the penalty for others — for those who will not die — those for whom
he is substitute. God had to condemn sin in the flesh of one who came in the
likeness of sinful flesh and for sin. But it was sin and not the flesh per se that
he condemned. The resurrection proclaims the arrival of a sin-free new order
of things, the first instalment of which believers now enjoy.

Conclusion: Creation and the Preacher

Some conclusions may be drawn with reference to preaching the gospel and
we can see that the preacher engages in his task with considerable encourage-
ments and challenges drawn from the doctrine of creation.

‘Creation’s raison d’étre salvation, assuredly then is to serve the redemptive
purposes of God.’® It is the backdrop for redemption. We are to preach
redemption knowing that we are not working against, or indifferent to, but with
the plan of God in creating the world. Moreover the whole creation groans for
the liberation of the sons of God — a work that the gospel inaugurates.

When we are preaching the gospel:

We are using the instrument through which God created the world — the Word
of God.

We have the promise of the assistance of the person of the Trinity who hovered
over the waters and brought order out of chaos — the Holy Spirit.

We are preaching to people who are precisely fitted to hear and understand and
respond to his message — made in the image of God.

We are seeking their renewal in the image of the one we preach, through whom
they were created.

While the heavens declare God’s glory and earth reveals his eternal power and
deity, creation however can do no more than condemn; it is the gospel that
introduces sinners to the Redeemer, to redemption and to a true appreciation of
creation (for it is only ‘by faith’ that we understand that the world was formed
at God’s command — Hebrews 11:3).
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other Asian nations. (Main source of
above information is from Interna-
tional Students, Inc. Imdonesia: A
Country Profile).

The current situation, based largely
on a report from the OMF Office in
Indonesia: After the Timorese chose
to be independent at the end of August
1999, Aceh (province in northern
Sumatra) asked for a referendum on
independence. Irian Jaya, Riau and the
city of Makassar in Sulawesi also have
the same objectives. Many people
desire federal status for Indonesia, or a
least having autonomous provinces.
However in this case the rich areas
would become more prosperous, but
what about areas with huge
populations but few natural resources,
such as Java?

Pray that the government, led by
President Wahid, will wisely give
attention to the Acehnese demand for
a referendum. Many non-Acehnese
and non-Muslims are evacuating Aceh
under pressure from those who are
starting to implement the Muslim
Shariah laws there.

It is believed by many that certain
elements in Indonesia are using
religious issues for political ends.
Also numbers of extremists are
looking for every opportunity to force
their beliefs on others. In the
Moluccas islands hundreds of people
have died in on-going violence
between Muslims and Christians.
Numbers of churches have been
destroyed there and in other parts of
Indonesia. The Indonesia Operation
Mobilization Centre and Bible School
in the capital, Jakarta was attacked
and burned late last year. People
expect little or no protection from the
police or military during these
incidents.

The political and economic situation
continues unstable, although there is
evidence of slow recovery in recent
months.

Pray for Christians who are active in
outreach and church-planting, crisis
relief and other caring ministries
during these volatile days in the
history of this nation.










‘Study Commentary’ series from

Evangelical Press.

Bill James.

For the Love of God -

A Daily Companion for Discovering
the Riches of God’s Word
D.A.Carson, Crossway Books,
1998-9, 2 vols, hc.

These devotional helps are warmly
recommended for three reasons.
First, the books help us to re: 3
Bible widely and systemat ,
following the M’Cheyne reading
plan. Secondly, the Bible passages
are presented in the context of the
whole of Scripture. Dr Carson
provides a page of teaching each day
relating to two of the four prescribed
passages. For example, our two
readings for 11 January were Genesis
12 and Matthew 11. After stating that
Genesis 12 is a turning point in God’s
unfolding plan, Carson goes on to
show how the promise of blessing to
all peoples is worked out and
concludes by stating that: ‘Christ
receives the unrestrained prai  of
heaven, because with his blood he
purchased people for God from every
tribe and language and peoole and
nation’ (Rev 3:9). Thirdly zy are
devotional. The one-page commen-
taries each day are both warm and
challenging and lead helpfully to a
time of prayer.

Highly commended!

Richard and Corinne Hagan.
(Richard Hagan ministers as a student
and youth worker with the  tus

Trust; his wife Corinne is training to
be a doctor at the John Radcliffe
Hospital, Oxford).

Sectarian Religion in
Contemporary Britain -
Nigel Scotland, Paternoster,
314pp, pb.

Would you understand or be able to
help someone with a background in
the Exclusive Brethren, or the Jesus
army? Nigel Scotland has produced a
valuable book providing an insight
into nine religious groups, including
these sects and the Christadelphians,
Rastafarianism, and the International
Church of Christ. The author seeks to
be fair-minded and objective, rather
than adopt a “cult-bashing” approach.
He has used primary sources and had
discussions with the members of each
group. He has attended their meetings
where possible. There is also a
discussion of the nature and diversity
of sectarian religion.

The Dissenters: Volume 1

From the Reformation to the
French Revolution

Michael Watts. Oxford University
Press, 1978, reprinted 1999.

pb. £17.50. 542 pp.

Michael Watts’s second volume on
the Dissenters (1791-1859) was
reviewed in RT /56. The first volume
has now been reprinted, and is
strongly recommended. It draws on
primary sources to provide a superb
overview with a satisfying amount of
detail.

Bill James.
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