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Please turn to and keep open Genesis 3



Greetings from IPC – Pray

I have been asked to say something about creation. It is something I know a fair bit about – I was trained as a scientist, my first two degrees were in Botany. This is the second of a mini series of three sermons on Creation.
Over these three sermons I intend to deal with “What God made”, “what happened to it” and “how we are to interact now”. If you have any questions please tell me and I will attempt to deal with them privately either as you ask or in the last sermon.

The word “creation” has two meanings, the beginning – what happened at the beginning - and the now, what is out there now. Last Time and Today, I am going to have a look at the beginning. What happened back then. Last Time was what God said happened – in fact God said and it happened – today is what Man says happened – Evolution will raise its ugly head! Next time will be “what we can do about it” 
In fact this should be 2 sermons – “Why men say” and “What men say”

Firstly: a quick reminder of what I said last week


But what happened next?

Let me read from Romans 1
v 18-23 The wrath of God is being revealed from heaven against all the godlessness and wickedness of people, who suppress the truth by their wickedness, since what may be known about God is plain to them, because God has made it plain to them. For since the creation of the world God’s invisible qualities—his eternal power and divine nature—have been clearly seen, being understood from what has been made, so that people are without excuse.
21 For although they knew God, they neither glorified him as God nor gave thanks to him, but their thinking became futile and their foolish hearts were darkened. Although they claimed to be wise, they became fools….
25 They exchanged the truth about God for a lie, and worshiped and served created things rather than the Creator—who is forever praised. Amen.
28 Furthermore, just as they did not think it worthwhile to retain the knowledge of God, so God gave them over to a depraved mind, so that they do what ought not to be done. …
32 Although they know God’s righteous decree that those who do such things deserve death, they not only continue to do these very things but also approve of those who practice them.
If they have been given over to futile thinking and depraved minds then this tells me immediately that we need to be careful about trusting statements made by people under God’s judgment…  Now, I am not saying that we cannot believe and trust what people say or that everything people say is wrong. One of the fundamental understandings that we looked at last time is that all men and women are created in God’s image. There will be some truth and some beauty everywhere. Our job is to be wise in our understanding. And the first thing we need to know is why? ¿Why is our human understanding not right? 

But maybe before we even look at that maybe we need to ask ¿why we should believe what we read in Genesis?
Our Lord and Saviour Jesus believed in the accuracy of Genesis and quotes Genesis 2 when he is talking about marriage and divorce – “Moses allowed divorce, but in the beginning it was not so – and then He quotes Genesis 2; Paul believed in Genesis 2 and in passages about the First and Second Adam eg in 1 Cor. 15 quotes the first man was from the dust and in 1 Cor. 11 that man was created before woman
We can’t pick and choose; it is an all or nothing thing … If you don’t want Genesis 1 and 2 then you have to ask why you do want Matthew 26? Our salvation depends on the resurrection of Jesus Christ – Resurrection is just as much a miracle as Creation – in fact even more so. It isn’t too difficult to believe in creation by descent of one being from another – modern man does it all the time – but as Paul says Only God can resurrect someone and he calls it the greatest exercise of his mighty power (Ephesians 1:19-20)
It isn’t a question as to whether God’s creation that we looked at last time is true or not. For those who have faith it isn’t actually an option as to whether we believe it to be true or not. God’s people should believe it, not least because Jesus believed it.
WHY MEN SAY: So back to our question: ¿Why is our human understanding not right? 

Well, in Genesis, what happened next? What we call the “Fall” happened. Adam chose to disobey God. God had given but one command – “don’t eat from that tree” and they chose to disobey!

I don’t really want to get involved in the detail of the event, Satan’s temptation, the woman’s mistake in arguing with Satan and Adam’s choice to disobey but I do need to make some points here about the significance of the event
Adam’s sin affected everyone and everything: Why? Because he was the Federal Head of all humans. Like a prime minister. If David Cameron were to declare war on France then all of us would be at war against France, each one of us would be affected. . BUT If I were to declare war on France then I would be at war with France but it would have no effect on you. 

Adam was our Federal Head, our ‘Prime minister’ so when he declared rebellion against God then we all are in rebellion – all of us; each and every one of us.
Note, although the woman sinned first, chronologically, first in time, in one sense it wasn’t her sin that mattered, she was not the Federal Head of all humanity. Paul says in 2 Timothy that the woman was deceived and sinned but the man was not deceived. It was Adam’s disobedience that mattered and it affects everyone and everything since then. “As in Adam all sinned” Paul says in Romans 5. Ever since then no-one *with the one exception of Jesus* has been able to be perfectly good. Part of the results of Adam’s sin is that all of us are incapable of perfection. Again that is not to say that there cannot be good and beauty and truth in what we do, it just means that we cannot achieve that perfection and holiness that God requires of us.
We must be clear about what happened when Adam sinned. It wasn’t what he did that is causally connected to what happened since. What I mean by that is that it isn’t that Adam lied so we all lie; Adam dominated his wife which is why some men beat their wives, etc…. There is no causal connection like that. This is what should have happened. “In the day that you eat of it you will die”-This was the causal connection – and it didn’t happen.

What happened was a judgment of God. But it was a merciful judgment, they did not die, they were promised life and an overturning of the death they deserved. We call it the proto-evangelion – the first promise of the Gospel.

Gen 3: 15  God talking to Satan “And I will put enmity between you and the woman, and between your offspring and hers; he will crush your head, and you will strike his heel.” 
· The penalty was death 
· The promise is life – maybe not immediately, but eventually one of the offspring of the woman will defeat Satan.

What happened was a judgment of God. Everything was then and is still now under God’s control. It is just that what is now happening is not as God originally designed. It is no longer ‘very good’ it has become corrupted; but I want to emphasise that God did not destroy his Creation and start again. God did not wash his hands and leave us to fester in our own juices. He mitigated the effects of sin and put limits on these effects and he promised a solution. As I started reading the judgment of God, let me read it all and we can see how what was “Very Good” was changed. 
Gen 3: 14 So the Lord God said to the serpent, “Because you have done this, “Cursed are you above all livestock and all wild animals! You will crawl on your belly and you will eat dust all the days of your life. And I will put enmity between you and the woman, and between your offspring and hers; he will crush your head, and you will strike his heel.”
16 To the woman he said, “I will make your pains in childbearing very severe; with painful labour you will give birth to children. Your desire will be for your husband, and he will rule over you.”
17 To Adam he said, “Because you listened to your wife and ate fruit from the tree about which I commanded you, ‘You must not eat from it,’ “Cursed is the ground because of you; through painful toil you will eat food from it all the days of your life. It will produce thorns and thistles for you, and you will eat the plants of the field. By the sweat of your brow you will eat your food until you return to the ground, since from it you were taken; for dust you are and to dust you will return.”
Here we can see that many things were changed: Very especially the relationships between humanity and different parts of the creation. 
The relationships between husband and wife are damaged. – as an example look at the very next verse – v20  Adam named his wife Eve, because she would become the mother of all the living. I am going to make a point by translating that literally. 
Back in chapter 2 we read of Adam naming the animals and whatever name he gave to an animal that is what it is called. – But no suitable animal existed to help Adam so a woman was created to help him. In Hebrew ‘man is ‘ish’ and woman is ‘ishah’ – the feminine of ‘ ish’ – and that is what Adam refers to her in Chapter 2 ‘she is ishah because she came from ish’  this is woman for she came from man - we are one and the same. Now what happens after the judgment of the Fall  we read that Adam “named” his wife – just as if she is one of the animals “Adam named the woman ‘Eve’”  I suggest that this is an immediate response to the fact of their broken relationship and an exercise of his mastery over her “he will rule over you”
In fact, this is a particular example of how the creation commands were affected. Do you remember what I talked about last time of the creation ordinances, the creation commands: Procreation and Marriage. Work, the looking after of the rest of creation, and the Sabbath Rest

Just look back at God’s judgment at the Fall in light of those commands. 

· Procreation: Now Producing babies is a painful labour: 
· No longer an equal partnership between man and woman, a suitable helper; Now marital relationships are damaged by unreasonable desires for the man and his ruling over the woman.
· The command to look after the earth and work now becomes hard labour – Before that the food was there for the taking and the rule of the rest of creation was what our work was: Now it is painful toil: now, by the sweat of your brow you will have to work to just to eat. 
· And now, eventually, you will die. You were created to be immortal – now you will ‘return to the dust from which you were taken’ – the emphasis is on reducing our imageness, reducing our likeness to God and increasing our createdness. Dust to dust, Ashes to ashes”
Humanity has Fallen from the high point for which we were created. We are still in God’s image but we are a bent and distorted image.
Note too that it isn’t only men and women who were affected. The whole of creation is cursed. “The whole of creation is subjected to futility” Paul says in Romans 8:20

As we read on in Chapter 4 of Genesis we see the effects of the Fall beginning to happen. Eve bears a child and thinks that he is the promised saviour “I have  borne a man, the Lord” she says, she doesn’t realise that it isn’t that easy - God’s plan is not that immediate - we had to wait for Jesus … the next child she bears is called “futility” for that among other things is what “Abel” means… I guess life was getting harder and more difficult. And as we read on we see other sinful actions – the murder of Abel, bigamy by Lamech and another murder. It all begins to go downhill pretty quickly.
I want to emphasize the fact that every part of creation was affected by the Fall. 

Every part of creation was affected by the Fall. 

That doesn’t only mean that we are liable to do sinful actions, it means that we will do sinful actions. 
Our whole person is corrupted and that includes the way in which we think. Many people have thought that maybe our intellect isn’t fallen. By “many people” I don’t just mean secular people of this world – they don’t believe in the Creation so they can hardly believe in the Fall! I mean many Christians believe that our ability to think isn’t affected. It was formally taught by Aquinas and his follows that the intellect wasn’t fallen therefore (they thought) that we could reason our way to God – the “theistic proofs” - It may still be official Catholic Doctrine - but it isn’t true. We all, every one of us, are sinful and fall short of the Glory of God and that includes our inability to think straight and our inability to make sense of the things we see. 
Remember what I read in Romans (even if we can’t think perfectly straight) that there is enough evidence in creation to understand and know the truth [God’s] eternal power and divine nature have been clearly seen, being understood from what has been made so that they are without excuse 

but we also suffer from the downward cascade for “their minds were given over to futility” as Paul said there in Romans and went on to say  just as they did not think it worthwhile to retain the knowledge of God, so God gave them over to a depraved mind
WHAT MEN SAY: Which brings me to Evolution: Before I say anything else about it remember that the Creation we exist in: - the creation now – demonstrates God’s divine power and majesty and to think any other way is to ignore what the evidences clearly demonstrate:

1. That is enough to tell us about God’s divine power and majesty – the Nature worshippers have got that part right
2. It is still beautiful – the word cosmos is the same word that gives us cosmetic
3. But - It is not enough to tell us about the God who loved us enough to die for us – for that we need the bible. God has to tell us that. Salvation depends on God speaking.

Let me say something about Science generally.  for I want to put some limits here.
1. It isn’t my job here to teach science and evolution
2. I have talked about this area for many years and I have never been prepared to teach detailed information about science --- I was once asked to give sufficient information to enable someone to refute her uncle – who was a professor of botany in London. I said that was prepared to do so when she had taken a degree in botany and a research degree in his speciality. Only then would she speak the language and have the street cred to talk to him about his subject.
You probably think of science as a method of discovering facts; a process that starts with observations – data – then proposes an idea that will explain these observations  and then tests this idea by seeing if it predicts anything and then testing these predictions by more observations. If the new observations don’t fit the idea then we throw it away and try another different idea. Science is littered with abandoned ideas. Sun going round the earth, Phlogiston, ether, flat earth, etc etc. It is by the overthrow of ideas that science advances. It is by the disproving of ideas that we learn 
Remember I said that if the data doesn’t fit the idea then abandon the idea and try a new one – the data survives, the ideas don’t – That is how science used to work.
Now it is almost exactly the other way round: there are certain ‘big theories’ – Relativity, Quantum Mechanics, Evolution that are defined as the way to think: They are not to be disproved: All data must be fitted into these existing ideas. If data does not fit then the data HAS TO BE re-interpreted so that it does fit. In context of what I am saying, the idea that Evolution might not be true; is not an idea that can be considered; all data has to be forced to fit...fit with what is known to be true – it, the theory itself, cannot be questioned
Now, as always we have to be careful with our definitions. It isn’t my job to explain what all people think. It is my job to help make sure that we are thinking as clearly as we can. One thing that helps is to realise that much of evolutionary science is good science. It is good genetics, good ecology, and good observations. What are questionable are the interpretations of the good science. It is also my job to help make sure that we are aware of the difference between opinion and faith: Remember my guiding principle from last time –
Guiding principle: What does the bible say? – not what we think it says but what it actually says.

What I mean by that in this context is that there are some things which we believe because we have faith and other thinks that we think are true but are our opinions. For instance we had an example last time. The Bible says very clearly that God created by word of command – that we believe. How long is a day? That is a matter of opinion. You heard some of my ideas last week. The difference is that I stand on what I believe. I am prepared to argue about my opinions.  How long a day is I can argue about, discuss, and maybe you can change my mind. . . I believe absolutely that God created and hopefully if pushed I would die for that belief (although I pray that I will never be tested that hard) – it is more likely that people think I am a fool. I can bear that reproach as a servant of Christ.

By the way: that does not mean that I believe despite the evidences. It is a common claim that we believers do not think when we believe - and people like Richard Dawkins oppose faith and reason. Their statements are just as much statements resulting from faith as mine are. The Secular Scientist has a worldview which he or she depends on – without reason - They have no reason to believe that anything exists at all. They rely on the belief that they themselves exist and that things they perceive (see and feel) also exist but they have no explanation for how they exist except their belief in the tower of thought that they themselves have built – without assuming that they exist they cannot even explain how they think. It is a nice cozy but blind argument to oppose faith and reason for Christians – to claim that we believe despite evidences – and that they are somehow different. 
I like this definition: C. S. Lewis defines Faith “faith is believing on what we have already decided is true when our feelings try to tell us otherwise.”
So, clearly distinguish between Faith – what we have to believe because we are God’s people and he has clearly told us and our opinions which are up for grabs: As an example: Mr Scarlett asked me last week what I thought about the long ages in Genesis  - for instance we are told in Genesis 5 that Adam lived 930 year and Methuselah lived 969 years. My own “opinion” involves noticing that the ages drop and suggesting that maybe there was some kind of hangover “life energy” from the creation which slowly died away as time went on. Other people have thought about different length years, and others think that it was talking about family units or tribes “‘the tribe that Methuselah founded lasted 969 years”. The point is that these are opinions and therefore hold to them appropriately. I might argue quite hard with you lot, but faced with my unbelieving middle son with a Philosophy degree I would offer my opinion as a tentative suggestion – one I can let go of.
Remember to sort out opinions from what we have to believe. Faith is holding on to what we have already decided is true -  BUT sticking to what we have decided is often very difficult when facing a scientist and especially facing our non-believing children. All I can say there is that being thought as fool for the sake of our belief is a persecution we can expect. What is it Paul says Philippians 3:8  Indeed, I count everything as loss because of the surpassing worth of knowing Christ Jesus my Lord. For his sake I have suffered the loss of all things and count them as rubbish, in order that I may gain Christ  - people may also think you yourself rubbish – and it is hard when it is family but remember what the prize of faith is – the love of God and  eternal life
And I will here make a comment about my own experience. When unbelieving people argue with me about creation and evolution they aren’t really arguing about their faith, it is usually an attempt on their part to upset my faith – or to avoid the important part of the discussion. Over all my years I have only ever come across two people for whom creation/evolution was an issue on discussions about their faith. As I said last time, what happens at the end of time is nearly always much more important than what happened at the beginning
Let me define what I am talking about when I use the word “Evolution”. The word “evolution” means – to unroll (think revolve) like a scroll unrolling and being able to read more and more. That leads to the idea that Evolution is a story going somewhere – as though blind chance could generate a direction which was consistent from beginning to end. In fact we have got it totally the wrong way round. Man says “begins with the explosion of the big bang – ends in the heat-death of universal coldness” The Bible says, God says, “Begins with water and ends with this creation destroyed by fire” – there is a direction but it is under God’s control and human ideas have got it completely the wrong way round.

Rather than deal with such grand schemes as the evolution of everything let me just look at life:

We all accept that sons and daughters have characteristics that come from their parents – and so the grandchildren too will have characteristics that come from their parents and also their grandparents. It goes on through the generations. Although there have been no Saxons for a 1000 years in this country I have some Saxon characteristics which have come to me, parent to offspring, through 30-40 generations. Looking at dogs for instance; there are enormous differences between different breeds but all dogs appear to have a common ancestry – and they are still dogs. No one really can doubt that kind of change over time – and that is what the word “evolution” can means – the unrolling of change. That is what some people call “micro evolution” – One kind of dog giving rise to another kind of dog. There are examples of new species formation (and for many years I was one of the few people on either side of the debate who could give a genuine example of the evolution of a new species – a new grass evolving from two other grasses – there are now many more examples.) And that is my point – micro evolution can occur, new species can arrive. 
The issue is whether the differences between parents and offspring can become so great over time that a totally new kind of animal can happen – fish giving rise to reptiles, reptiles giving rise to birds and so on.. That is “macro evolution” – Now I am not prepared to say that this cannot happen in time: my own point is that I personally do not think that we have any evidence for it: only theories piled on theories. There is no evidence – repeat, no evidence – that primroses can lead to oak trees – or vice versa. Or that alga can lead to plants. There is no evidence that fish can lead to mammals – there are theories but no evidences
However, even if quite large changes can occur (which I doubt), “macro evolution” cannot be the total answer because behind those theories is a worldview that denies creation and substitutes merely process for creation: and that I do deny. Have no doubt about it, Evolution – macro evolution – is a world view that denies Creation as God in the bible says it happened. It replaces blind process for intelligence. Therefore is not a theory we can hold to.
What then about Theistic Evolution? – that is the idea that God used the evolutionary methodology to do the creation. Well, firstly it seems to me to be excluded from the account. “God said and it happened” doesn’t sound to me like “God let the process of evolution occur” – and don’t make any mistake about the Jews being primitive, too primitive to understand that parents and offspring occur – the whole of Genesis talks about so-and-so begat some-one else. They would have understood if Genesis said God let different creatures arise as they produced offspring. It doesn’t say that, it says – with reference to plants - that they brought forth seed after their own kind and it uses the same phrase “after its kind” to describe the creatures that are created. Some kind of limited evolution (micro evolution) may have and probably has occurred since the creation but the biblical evidence suggests that the creation itself was a controlled event and not a continuing process.
When it comes to mankind, men and women, then the evolution of humans must be specifically denied – in this case, the reason is not just because of what we read in Genesis 1 and 2 but the fact of death. Evolution as a theory requires death. For anything to unroll, then parents must give way to offspring. Parents must die. 
The corollary is obvious: If God used evolution then death is a natural and good process. 
BUT: Quite clearly within the biblical account humans were not created to die. Death – for humans – is a result of the Fall. Humanity did not evolve from some predecessor. Humans were created.
In particular I am disagreeing with two current versions of Theistic Evolution theories which have been proposed by some very famous modern Christians.

John Stott suggested the evolution of Humans occurred by God choosing a family of Neanderthal farmers (a kind of human who had evolved – dying through the generations) – maybe even just a couple – one  male and one female Neanderthal -  and imbuing them with The Holy Spirit and they became human. “Homo divinus” is what this theory is called. 
Denis Alexander (a molecular biologist who is Chairman of the Faraday Institute at Cambridge and an member at Eden Baptist Church) picked up on this idea in a book “Creation or Evolution: Do We Have to Choose?” – he answers “yes” we have to choose evolution: I answer “No, we do not” Alexander realising the necessity of death for any evolutionary process redefined what the word “death” meant in the OT to being some sort of spiritual deprivation. This is an extremely bad exegesis – for three reasons.

1. Firstly. Adam and Eve must have known what the word “die” meant “in the day that you eat of it you will die” is not a threat if the word has no real meaning. “in the day you eat of it you will blob” is not a threat. They must have understood what death was
2. Secondly, the Hebrew of the 14th Century BC looking over Moses shoulder as he was writing Genesis also knew what the word “die” means – he has had hundreds if not thousands of years know what it means, beginning with Abel in Genesis 4 – even immediately after the Fall death of humans is wrong – there is no evidence in the whole OT that death can mean anything other than physical death
3. Thirdly and much more importantly: If death is natural and good then why did Jesus have to die? That exegesis removes the whole purpose of the incarnation of the Son of God – being borne as a man, living, and dying on the cross – if death is a normal good process for humans then we have no salvation – why did Jesus have to die?

Humans were created by God - they did not evolve from something else. 
To Sum up:
God created everything good. We live in a world which is beautiful and still shows the evidences of design and wonder.
Adam’s decision to rebel led the whole human race into rebellion – so we are all sinful and incapable of self-betterment (As well as the fallen tendency to sin we also do individually choose to sin)

God’s judgment cause many of the good things to become corrupted and not as they should be 

The Fall caused all sorts of things and I would say with Romans that we are devolving, not evolving – we are getting worse, not better - as humans continue to sin God gives them over to futility and to depraved minds

God’s judgment did promise hope. Yes everything, the whole of creation, was corrupted.

Romans 8:20  For the creation was subjected to futility, not willingly, but because of him who subjected it, in hope that the creation itself will be set free from its bondage to corruption and obtain the freedom of the glory of the children of God. 

God’s judgment did promise hope: the hope of a saviour to come and - harking back to that Genesis judgement on Satan – although Satan will bruise the heel of the offspring of the woman, that offspring of the woman shall bruise Satan’s head. 

I will close with Paul: Romans 16:20 The God of peace will soon crush Satan under your feet. The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ be with you.
Let me pray: Amen

Help to appreciate wonders – the wonder of your creation, its beauty and design – the wonder of your love that set out to rescue it – and us - from our folly - and the wonder of your continuing action in providing food – we pray for the continuing seed-time and harvest. Finally we have been given a future and a hope, let us seize and hold on to that hope. We look for the time when Satan is overcome and all is restored to be the way you intended it to be. Come quickly Lord Jesus, Come
 A Personal Note

Recently there have been many news stories about celestial objects like the Hale-Bopp comet. There are also many reports of the reworking of cosmological theories as more information is gathered by satellites like the Hubble Orbiting Telescope. Nothing wrong in that either, but I was recently startled when I read some verses in 2 Peter. 

2 Peter 3:3-7 First of all, you must understand that in the last days scoffers will come, scoffing and following their own evil desires. They will say “Where is this ‘coming’ he promised? Ever since our fathers died everything goes on as it has since the beginning of creation.” But they deliberately forget that long ago by God’s word the heavens existed and the earth was formed out of water and with water. By water also the world of that time was deluged and destroyed. By the same word the present heavens and earth are reserved for fire, being kept for the destruction of ungodly men.

Quite rightly we accept that the Bible is not a Science text-book and that its stated objective is to speak to the heart of men and women about their destination at the far end of time - making clear the only way of salvation. However, we also believe that wherever the Bible speaks and whatever it speaks about, it speaks without error being the very words of God Himself.

Uniformly, scientific theories of origin postulate a ‘hot’ beginning to the universe, solar system and its planets. The Universe began with a gigantic explosion and planets condense out of material near a star. The phrase ‘the earth was formed out of water’ calls into question the validity of these theories of ‘hot’ formation at least as far as our planet is concerned. All current cosmological theories also prophesy the end of life, the universe and everything as a gradual cooling to a cold uniformity of everything. These theories too can be seen to be equally incorrect when these verses are considered.

Scientists say ‘Hot beginning, cold ending’. God says ‘Cold beginning, Hot ending’

The amazing thing to me is not that scientists can be incorrect in their theories, we are bound to make errors as we try to unravel the secrets of the creation, but that they can be so incorrect as to be utterly back to front. Such perverseness
 smacks of genius! Unfortunately, we are also told what this particular genius is; “following their own evil desires”  -  “they deliberately forget”. (Roman’s 1:20 says that the things of creation are clearly evident to all so that they are without excuse - such a reversal of the truth requires deliberate perversity)

Two things strike me about this: 

Firstly and most importantly, a sadness at such error and the end result of it - these are among the ungodly men and women for whom “the present heavens and earth are reserved for fire, being kept for the destruction of ungodly men.” Such a waste of potentially immortal sons and daughters of God is heartbreaking. I do not know what to do about it, other than continuing faithful in prayer for individuals that we know ourselves and those we read about and in boldly proclaiming the truth of salvation where possible. (Accepting the scoffing and mockery that will often follow such efforts. ‘Blessed are those who are persecuted for my name’s sake’ said Jesus, who when he was reviled did not answer back.)

Secondly for ourselves, we must not accept uncritically ‘theory’ as ‘truth’ (no matter what the claimed authority). Science is literally the art of knowing. Theology is making statements about God. To deny God’s word or God’s involvement in his universe is still a statement about God and hence theology. Quite clearly, as Peter says, such cosmological ideas are not of knowledge but are theological statements. - For all that they claim to be scientific - hence ‘of knowledge’ - such statements are not even ‘honest mistakes’. Peter tells us that they are the result of selfishness - deliberate forgetfulness and the following of personal desires. 

Let us get and keep our theology right: We know Him in whom we have believed and we are confident that He will keep that what we have committed to Him until that day of judgement comes. However, we must not keep such good news to ourselves.  



John Barrs 
June, 1997

What God made


It is a miracle  (not science)


What we know


It was Ordered


It occurred  in specific periods -Timed


It was Good 	and pleased God


Humans have things to do – Creation Commands











� See Noticeboard Paper on 1 Peter – I put it out for the congregation and will append it to this sermon


� Written for IPC Church Noticeboard


� Note to editor: ‘Such folly smacks of genius - a lesser mind would be incapable of it’ is a quotation from Isaac Asimov’s ‘Foundation’ series


My son Ian also reminds me of Hilaire Belloc’s  ‘O let us never, never doubt what nobody is sure about’
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