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Creation: Boundaries of Belief
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This is to remind me to say a bit about myself and to introduce what I am going to be talking about (if you know where that is – Lulworth Cove - then you will know that the image cannot be one photograph – nothing is that wide-angled!! it is in fact 7 photographs stitched together by a marvellous piece of software)
I too am fearfully and wonderfully made by a marvellous God

Slide02

· Intro – who am I?

· Intro – What is this all about?

· Theories of origins

· ‘big-E’ macro-evolution

· ‘small-e’ micro-evolution

· The biblical account
So, Who am I?

I am John Barrs. –I have worked in Botanical Research in a university not to far from here! then in a residential Christian Study Centre (L’Abri) and in Commercial Computing. I am now retired.

So what am I going to cover? what is this all about? – Theories of origins
I am immediately going to dismiss ideas that we do not really exist and are merely a dream in the mind of some god. Without discussion I assume the external reality of myself and the things I can experience, see, hear, smell and touch.

The world generally accepts uncritically that all that we see around us is derived from simple chemicals by simple obedience to the laws of physics and chemistry. Life arose from non life. Simple organisms evolved into complex ones. All the wonderful things we see are merely the result of unthinking obedience to the laws of science. That is what I am calling “big-E” macro evolution

As an aside, there is what I am going to “small-e” micro evolution; which is the application of ecology, genetics and population genetics, competition etc to existing organisms which can lead both to the extinction of species – a loss in biodiversity – or to a new species which is closely related to its parents. – although, of course it occurs within it, “little-e” micro-evolution is not the process that drives “big-E” evolution – no matter how long you have, an alga is not going to give rise to an apricot nor a paramecium give rise to a primate. Certain boundaries cannot be crossed

The main  opposing idea of origins is that what we see and hear is created by something. 

I am going to talk about creation. Creation not merely as a description of what we see around us but about the process which brought this current marvellous world into being. 
Let me hit the subject running as it were

Slide03

· Evolution relies on selection and death

· if ‘evolution is true” 

· and if death is part of evolution

· and if God uses evolution

· THEN God uses death

· Is all - or any - of this necessarily true?

Evolution relies on selection -“the survival of the fittest” (even if that is a tautology – fittest for what? To survive)

Evolution relies on selection: Selection relies on death of both the individual and populations If  your offspring are better fitted to survive then they will survive - and at your expense.

· Almost everyone today accepts that evolution is true. 

· No matter how one looks at it evolution involves death

· If God uses evolution to produce the creation we see around us then God uses death 

In particular there are some recent publications in the Christian world which have accepted that “big-E” Evolution is beyond dispute and that God uses this evolution. Mankind is descended from a group - or maybe even just a pair of Neanderthal farmers – whom God chose to be special by breathing into them his breath. 
This couple had evolved via selection and death. 
This couple would continue to evolve via selection and death, but from now on they were marked out as special “homo divinus” evolved into homo sapiens

To these ideas: Death is not something strange or wrong, but something normal and good – good because it brings about God’s good plans

This is a very different understanding of the Genesis account of creation. Until now Christianity has always accepted that humanity (Adam and Eve) were immortal before the Fall in Genesis 3. They were not “selected” but “created” So this idea undoes 2000 years of Christian Teaching
And that brings me back to how I plan on dealing with this contentious subject, for it is contentious and some or all of you may not agree with some or all of the things I am going to say
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· Two kinds of evidence

· Special Revelation

· God’s Word – the Bible

· General Revelation

· The world about us that we perceive and measure

As Christians, we have two kinds of evidence to consider. 

1. The evidence in the written Word of God – the bible – and in particular the early chapters of Genesis. This is called the “Special Revelation” because it is revealed directly to man by God using the prophets and the writers of scripture.

2. The evidence which we can collect by observing and working with the material world around us, the creation we see and hear and touch and smell and measure. This is called the “General Revelation” because it is available for all to see and work with whether they have the bible or not. 

Slide05
· Two Problems in understanding evidences

· We are Fallen


· Romans 1:19-21. 2 Peter 3:5

· We are Finite

· Job 38:5ff

1. There are two problems in understanding any evidence

a. As Paul says in Romans 1:21, the creation should lead people to a revelation of God’s divine power and majesty – but we know that all too often it doesn’t do that – most secular scientists are just that, secular! and it is worth while asking “why doesn’t it always lead men to some knowledge of God?” the reasons of course are twofold. 

i. The fact that we are sinful means that many times we do not want to acknowledge God in our lives. – all of us are like this at some times in our lives – but for some the original sin of Adam and Eve in wanting to be Gods ourselves means that as Peter (2 Peter 3:5) says they deliberately ignore the evidences we see in the world. So one reason is human sinfulness:

 but there is another problem 

ii. ​Our human limitations as created being. Sometimes we get answers that we can’t understand; we may not have ‑enough evidences, we may be looking in the wrong places  and for the wrong things. We may be incapable of truly understanding – certainly Job was given that answer (Job 38:5ff) “have you commanded the morning since your days began and caused the dawn to know its place?”
b. Humans are both finite and fallen. The result is that our comprehension of the reality around us may well be distorted.
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· Boundaries

· Plateau of knowledge

· “belief” and “opinion”

· Bible not a scientific text book

· Its purpose is salvation (end of time)

· No “works” theology

1. Humans are both finite and fallen. The result is that our comprehension of the reality around us may well be incomplete and it is almost bound to be distorted.

2. But note well that these two factors apply to our understanding of the special revelation too. 
1. We are fallen and may not like to accept what we read 
2. We are finite and sometimes we may not understand what we read. The early chapters of Genesis are a critical example of where there are so many different understandings about what they actually mean. I don’t mean differences between unbelievers and believers but differences within the household of faith.
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You and I have freedom to differ in our viewpoints, but the freedom is limited - constrained - by the truth. So you will find people whose views of predestination and freewill differ in from your own view. Both of the views should be ‘in the circle’ as prescribed by what God himself has revealed in the bible. Our job is to test not only the other person’s point of view, but to test continually our own view also. Thus we can learn from each other and acknowledge differences, but remain in the truth. Remember though, we will not necessarily be able to ‘square the circle’ and completely understand the interaction of such truths; we just are not big enough to see the whole circle let alone all the views within it. Also remember something that we so frequently forget, not only are we finite - limited - but we are fallen, and our fallenness includes our ability to reason. People like Thomas Aquinas tended to forget this; for them the intellect is not fallen: but it is fallen and that fact is something we forget at our peril. We cannot reason perfectly.

Slide10
· Boundaries

· Plateau of knowledge

· “belief” and “opinion”

· Bible not a scientific text book

· Its purpose is salvation (end of time)

· No “works” theology

Fundamental is my belief in special revelation as correct – especially over general revelation because of the fact of the limitedness and fallen-ness of our intellects. – but these two characteristics (finite and fallen) also affect the way in which we understand the written word of God. 

These facts: our fallenness and our finiteness does define how I operate. I distinguish very carefully between “belief” and “opinion”
A “belief” is what I understand to be incontrovertible – almost ‘not up for discussion’ If the bible says (as it does) “God created everything” then I accept it as a fundamental truth: the sort of truth which I’d die for. (Although I don’t trust my resolution and I pray daily that I will not be tested that far). 


Note: In no way do I associate “belief” with irrationality. It seems very sensible to me to believe God – No the point is here is not irrationality but the strength of my commitment to the proposition involved

An “opinion” is something that is up for discussion. If you can argue me out of it then fine. It is merely my opinion.  How long are the “days” in Genesis? I have a quite strong opinion on that (which I will talk about later), but although I have a strong opinion it is merely opinion. My faith doesn’t depend on my opinions
There are two points I’d like to make here in the context of a scientific discussion: I have said that fundamental is my belief that the special revelation – the bible - is correct. However, two warnings here.
1. Firstly, While all that it says is true, it is not a scientific textbook. (it talks about an angry man being like vinegar on soda – spitting and bubbling – a nice observation and, of course, an accurate observation)  
2. Secondly, The Bible has a totally other purpose, the salvation of men and women. Although it tells us some things about the beginning of time, it is more concerned with what happens to people at the other end of time.

3.  Thirdly, We do not, and must not, demand that everyone agrees with us on everything. To demand that we all have the same theology is as much a “work” as demanding that they have to –e.g., wear a special kind of clothes else they are not Christian. 
1. There is a problem with all our theology – my favourite systematic theology text-book says it is called “A” systematic theology” because while there is “THE” systematic theology, we just don’t have it. 
We cannot and must not insist that people have the same opinions as us – we cannot and must not even insist that they believe exactly what we do. 
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· God is always in control

· Two distinctions

· word of command

· “efficient causes”

· Theistic Evolution – 

· Violation of “efficient causes”

· unnecessary

· God of the gaps

1. God is always in control. Nothing happens outside of his control, yet, this does not remove the nature of cause and effect and the freedoms of the individual creature to make choices; rather it establishes and makes certain that these things exist. This leads to two distinctions

a. God created by word of command. God is always in Control and nowhere do we see it more clearly than in the opening chapters of Genesis. God said and it happened.

b. Necessarily if God is in control of everything that happens then if evolution does happen then God is in control of it too. 

i. At this point, doesn’t matter if we are talking micro-evolution or macro-evolution. The point I am making here is different. God is in control of whatever happens. 

c. As I understand Theistic evolution, it suggests that God actively interferes with the evolutionary process and drives it along. This contravenes a principle that suggests that God generally uses “efficient causes”

i. what I mean by the statement “that God uses efficient causes” here in this lecture is not some complicated philosophy about first and second causes; it merely means that God tends to use what is already in existence, what He has created, to achieve an end result rather than continually doing miracles. What we know about miracles from the bible is that they often had a purpose other than the actual apparent direct action – hence John calls them “signs” – signs intended to demonstrate who Jesus is, not merely, say,  a healing miracle. On the one hand, this is not saying that it wasn’t a healing miracle for that is exactly what it was; but its intention was not only in the healing. 
ii. On the other hand, in talk about “efficient causes” is not saying that God is not in control all the rest of the time when we do not see the miraculous. That God uses “efficient causes” is suggesting how God is in control most of the time.

d. Theistic Evolution: So in this context, God “driving” macro-evolution is a violation of this principal. That may not be a problem in one sense but it gives me other problems.

i. Long before I became a Christian; while I was in Botany; I did not believe in ‘Big-E’ Evolution because the evidences were insufficient, indeed they were often inexplicable without large leaps of faith in the theory itself. I haven’t changed that view since. Looking at the evidences still does not lead me to accept big ‘E’  ‘E’volution – so I see no reason to bring God in to support something that I still see little evidence for
ii. Demanding that God drive the bits that you don’t understand leads to a philosophical problem. As science explains more God is required less and less. - it leads to a ‘diminished and disappearing God’ , a “God of the Gaps” and to me that is hardly faithful to the God whom I adore.
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· God is always in control

· Creation (general)

· By word of command 

· From nothing

· In order

· “good” (but not all the time) when complete

· Speculate on “kind”

God is always in Control: Having just said that God uses “efficient causes” this is not what we see in the early chapters of Genesis. In fact, here we see the creation of the efficient causes: In the early chapters of Genesis we are dealing with miracle.

God created by word of command. 

1. The Genesis account poses problems of all sorts, but it is God's word and I have as much – and as little -  right to deny it as I have to deny any other part of scripture - including the cross. If I chose to deny any part of scripture then all parts of scripture are called into doubt. So I do not choose to disagree with Genesis.

2. The main point of the Bible is to tell of the salvation of individual men and women. In that context, the Fall as related in Genesis 3 is "philosophically" critical in that it tells us clearly that God is not the author of sin and that the “futility of the creation” (as Paul puts in in Romans 8) is not a design feature.

3. (picking up on point 2 - creation by command) We are not told very much and thus are not asked to hold to very much. What we are asked to hold to are the following

1. Creation ex nihilo – from nothing -  by command

2. It is clear that the creation was an ordered process with defined 'bursts of activity' (the 'days') 

3. It is clear that at certain points, the creation was "good" in a way that God defines "good". That does not mean to say that it was good all the way through to the Fall. It seems to me quite clear that an incompleted 'burst of activity' might not be good. In fact we are told that it was not good part way through day six. "It was not good that the man was alone" so I see no reason to insist on total "good" all the time before the Fall. The fact that the completed creation was not merely good but very good merely confirms this point. Had creation stopped at Day five - sea creatures birds etc-  it was good - yes, but it wasn't completed. It is the completion of God's ideas which is part of the "very good“

4. God created swathes of things - the kinds. We do not have a clear picture of what a "kind" is, but the fact that they are to reproduce and multiply “after their kinds" suggests something similar to the old "species" idea, where the definition is that it can breed. 

My own "opinion“ here is this:: that there were, for example, a horse kind, which has in time 'evolved' to occupy different niches and places in the world. Zebras and Prewelzelkis(sp?, donkeys and Shire horses etc. The fact that these may or may not be able to interbreed is not a problem to me. I am a botanist and the gradation across two-metres from tide on a salt marsh can mean that what is obviously a single species may be only interfertile across 30cm bands from top to bottom because of the increased salt gradient. Or that in UK we have two species of Avens separated by ecology (wood and marsh) which sometimes interbreed when the two ecologies overlap giving a hybrid. On the continent where the temperature is kinder there is only one species - a hybrid swarm - it is quite clear that if the world got colder the two species would separate everywhere. Conversely, if it gets warmer then here in the UK we may lose the distinction between these “species”
In fact of course the problem is more severe than that, creation itself isn't the problem, for all our stock comes from the ark. Once (before I was a Christian) I read a note in "Nature" (of all places) that suggested that the genetic variability of the sacrificial kinds should be more varied than the others for there were seven of each of them and only a pair of the others - so bears are pretty much bears wherever you find them, but sheep/goats are enormously varied.
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· Statement 

· Before the Fall

· Humanity and No Death 

· “Natural” and “SuperNatural” 
· vice-gerents
As a basic statement I accept small-'e' evolution including good ecology (i.e., death) as part of the created order itself for everything but humanity. I cannot see that Genesis 1-3 allows for 'human death by design' I cannot see that it allows for anything other than an historic space-time Fall which introduced death on mankind as a resulting curse. 

Consequently I reject any conciliation/concordism with the big-'E' evolution paradigm. 
My emphasis here is that  correct exegesis leads to the conclusion that man is different to everything else and was created to live forever 

Despite the point that we do not have to invoke miracle to account for things that happen we must be aware that strictly the difference between "Natural" and "Super-Natural" is in some ways a false distinction. Ephesians and Colossians make it clear that God is always and necessarily in control - "In Him all things cohere - stick together" (Col 1:17) means that the created order requires His attention at all points - at least since the Fall it does. We were meant to relieve Him of that responsibility by acting as vice-gerents and stewards (not vice-regents - he was King and we were never to replace him)
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· Death in creation? 

· Ecology, Population, Competition

· Humanity not created to die

· How understand the threat

· ‘bara’ created

· ‘adam’ from the dust

It is when we consider that God is  in control - which establishes cause and effect) and the theological doctrine that God uses the most-efficient cause (that is, we do not have to invoke miracles at all points to explain God's activities) that it seems quite reasonable to me that among the sciences are ecology and population genetics and the exploitation of niches, competition etc etc - all the "good" biology - is a way God can have achieved the wonders of the creation that we see around us now once the bursts of creative activity had ceased and "on the seventh day God rested“

It is my opinion that God created a system that was intended to endure.
Ecology must have been included in that. If leaves do not rot when they fall then we would be under 200 million miles depths of leaves by now. Even if each deer bred only once in its lifetime and no deer died, by now there would be no spare ground for them to feed upon.
 It is my opinion that they died. There is no evidence whatever of creative energy used at the Fall, but some animals are obligate carnivores. We are not told even by implication that God created them at the Fall. They may have been scavengers before the Fall – that is a ‘maybe’. The life of a deer may have been limited. There may not have been the chase or the hunt but I think that there must have been death before the Fall. To my mind God would not have created something that couldn’t possibly keep going.  

I have no problems with ecology including even the death of animals before the Fall – that is; as created. 
The greatest commentary on the Hebrew Text of the OT is still Kiel and Delitzsch even though they were writing more than 100 years ago. They are convinced that there was no hunting before the fall but, just as the vegetation is controlled by herbivores they accept that God must have had some way of controlling the animals and in that context they comment that there is no reason from the text  to demand that we understand that animals were immortal and did not die. That there was no animal death before the fall is not an idea that is present in the text of Genesis
But I do have a problem with the death of mankind. I have a major problem with the death of mankind before the Fall. Also, whatever you might want to say about Adam, The bible makes it quite clear that Eve is definitely a special creation. The ladies always are special! 

I will make 2 points here, or rather ask 2 questions

1. How could Adam and Eve understand the threat “In the day that you eat of the fruit of that tree you will die”? How could they understand the threat if they had not seen animals die? For me this is one of the arguments that suggests that death as a necessary part of the surrounding ecology was well known to them, but they knew that they were something different and they knew that they were not created for death – else the threat would not have had a penal element. It would not have been seen as a punishment

2. If death of animals were *intrinsically* / “fundamentally” wrong and sinful then how is it that God could kill animals to clothe Adam and Eve and that we humans are also allowed to kill animals for skins and to eat?

The creation of man (and woman) is attested in both Genesis stories (Chapters 1 and Chapter 2) as a special creation. There is something different about man - and yet the same words for 'created he them' is used as for the heavens and earth in Genesis 1:1 and the animals in 1:21. There is no warrant in Genesis 1 to suppose any selection of previously existing organism. They were created, not “selected”. 

The emphasis is so marked that to make the bible allow “selected” is perverse and totally incorrect. Gen 1:27  “So God created man in his own image, in the image of God he created him; male and female he created them” – three times the word ‘bara’ – to create – is used in that verse. When Hebrew wants to emphasise something it is repeated. Here “Create” is repeated 3 times.
The particular statements about the man in Genesis 2 and 3 - even that is name is 'adam'- of the earth - again confirm that humankind is different from the rest of creation - and part of that difference is that they were not created to die (let us make man like us)(in the day that you eat of it you will die – to the dust you will return)

I have made two points there about understanding the bible. I emphasised how the word for ‘create’ was used. And I asked a how Adam and Eve could have understood the threat “in the day you will eat of it you will die”  - I am now going to take a moment to talk about “exegesis” – The tools we use to correctly understand the bible. There are rules and here are three simple rules
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· Rules of exegesis

1. The first thing is to find out what it meant to the people then

2. The second thing is to find out what it meant to the people who would read it when it was written

Only then can you try and explain it to us now

 Rule 1: what did the passage mean to the people in the passage? In this case, what did it mean to Adam and Eve?

I have already commented that when the command was given in Genesis 2:16-17 “You may surely eat of every tree of the garden, but of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that you eat of it you shall surely die” then Adam and Eve must have known what death was else the command would not have made sense to them. I said that I thought that they must have known what death was because of their experience of the animal world. Else the penalty would not make any sense. “in the day that you eat of it you will gloop” So; I used that to argue that there was death in the animal world in the pre-Fall environment.

I am also going to argue that for the penalty to make sense to them then they were not expecting to die. I am saying that if they had expected to die some time in the future then the penalty “you will die” isn’t really any penalty at all, it is just making a future eventuality more immediate. I think that they understood that they were immortal.

Rule 2: What did the passage mean to those who were reading it for the first time? Specifically here, what did it mean to the 14C BC Hebrew for whom Moses’ was initially writing?

Here I am going to interact with some modern ideas about how to exegete Genesis 1-3. Some people have tried to understand the words “die” and “death” in rather fanciful ways to make it easier to understand Genesis 1-3 to conform to “big-E” evolution. For instance they have suggested that “you will die” in Genesis 2 means a kind of spiritual separation from God. Now, apart from Rule 1 (what did Adam and Eve understand?) we also have to ask what the Hebrew reading this for the first time would understand. 

The OT references mostly see a difference between life and death; a physical difference between living (and either praising God or sinning) and ‘the dust of the pit’ sheol.
 The spiritual has little reference here, so much so that the word ‘nephesh’ meaning “breath” and which is often translated “soul” or “life” can be used to describe dead people (Hag 2:13) or ascribe to the wicked that they kill the soul (Ps 143:3). 

In particular the word ‘muth’ and its cognates occur frequently (nearly a 1000 times see footnote 2) and to make them have a different meaning in Genesis 2-3 than anywhere else in the OT requires far more evidence than we have available to us.  

However, there are hints in the OT that there is more than mere physical death, so Eccl 3:19-21 & 12:7
 and even hints about resurrection which demonstrate to us that not every thought was attuned to this stark difference between life and death.<also  Job>
 C. S. Lewis suggests that not giving the Jews the carrot of eternal life was God’s way of helping them concentrate on this life here and now.
  However, I disagree with Lewis’s idea here; yes, there is not much written in the OT but Jesus was sharply critical of the Sadducees for not realizing that the immortality of the person is central even to their (OT) scriptures.
 

However, while I accept that we can find such distinctions as spiritual death in the New Testament, we have no warranty to expect the guy looking over Moses’ shoulders to be able to understand it that way. 

He will have understood death as physical death and he will have understood the threat “in the day that you eat of it you shall die” as meaning die physically. To try to understand this with some modern idea is to say to all those people reading Genesis previous to our enlightened understanding that we have the statement “in the day that you eat of it you will gloop”

Such an exegesis also goes against nearly 2000 years of Christian understanding of what the bible means when it talks about Adam and Eve, the Fall and the disaster of human death. It also goes against 3500 years of Jewish understanding – I gave a talk about this a few weeks ago and was challenged on this point. So asked a specialist – has the church ever taught that humanity was mortal before the fall?  – his reply: “the short answer is “no,” I don’t know of any prior to about the year 1750 or so…, the idea that man was mortal before the fall is an idea that the church roundly condemned in ancient times

I am in no way denying that one can find concepts that suggest this kind of division into different kinds of death but I do not myself see them as clearly as the authors of these modern ideas do and specifically I do not find them where they find them. I find them in the New Testament and therefore they are not available to either Adam and Eve or the OT Israelite

Therefore they are not to be used to inform our understanding of the passages in Genesis 1-3.
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· Rules of exegesis (cont)

3. Very Important that an understanding ‘here’ does not disagree with the rest of God’s word

1. This is not making the bible agree with itself

2. it is realising that the Bible has one author who cannot lie

3. Therefore It will be consistent

 Rule 3: is a rule of consistency. What is said here will also be said elsewhere in the bible so our understanding here must conform to the rest of the bible.

As I say on the slide, this is not making the bible agree with itself – which would be a circular argument. It is a realization the author is the unchangeable God. God is not a man that he should lie; and so there will be agreement right across the bible. It will be consistent.

I also said that I could find some different ideas of what death is in the New Testament so I want to turn to them now 
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· Death in the New Testament

· Physical death

· Heb 2: 1 Cor 15, 

· Tied to the Fall

· Rom 5

· We will all be raised

· 1 Cor 15, Rev 20

Death in the New Testament

I agree that the NT teaches that because of Christ overcoming physical death then we no longer have to fear it.  But note, this is physical death. Hence again I would argue that Adam and Eve were not expecting physical death and anyway of course, if it was part of God’s good design then it isn’t anything to fear. But:  Death is to be feared says the NT (Heb 2:15)
However, to try and claim that all of Paul’s theology is dealing with spiritual death rather than physical death is an utter misreading. “If Christ did not die..” Paul says in 1 Cor 15 and he means dead not some idea of dead. The whole of Pauline theology of the atonement depends on Christ’s physical death. The whole of our future life depends on the physical death and physical resurrection. Death to Paul is the great enemy – and it is the result of sin “just as sin came into the world through one man, and death through sin, and so death spread to all men because all sinned” he says in Romans 5. The Fall Really happened in History and brought death into the world
Any other thought endangers the very purpose of the incarnation; which is that Christ might die for those whose death is deserved as a just punishment for their sin. Of course we (most of us, even though we are believers) will die a physical death because we are living in this world and the victory is not yet; but our death is, in God’s grace, no more final than Jesus’s death was. As he was raised so will we be raised. 
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· Death in the New Testament

· There is Spiritual death

· “Intermediate State” 2 Cor 5: Phil 1: 2 Pet 2: Rev 6;9

· Everyone will be resurrected

· There is a final death

· “Lake of Fire – worm does not burn” Rev 20; Mark9

· Now and Not yet

In a very real sense the NT does distinguish between physical death and spiritual death. Paul says, “I will die (and be with Jesus which is good) but I will be bemoaning the fact that I am without my body”
 We know that the souls of just men are alive after their death and Peter says that “the Lord knows how to rescue the just and keep the ungodly in chains until the day of judgment” 
  The last enemy is death Paul tells us in 1 Cor 15. 
At the very end everyone is resurrected, physically resurrected. Satan and death will have won no victories, they are never going to be able to say “I got that one or this one” they will have ‘got’ no-one. Some people are resurrected to life and glorious bodies and others to spiritual death. The day of judgment is when spiritual death occurs – even death itself is cast into the lake of fire Rev 20:14   - 
note, as with much of the New Testament and especially Paul there is a strong element of “now and not-yet” Paul can say we are sanctified –made holy - already and also talk about the daily process of making us holy.

I would say with reference to the way that Paul deals with Romans 7 that it stands in the flow of Paul’s thought of the way of salvation and as such is talking to a Christian, a saved person who is now struggling with their own spiritual and physical disobedience. Although a saved, forgiven and renewed person, the victory is still not yet. Paul’s expressed anguish at realizing that he still thinks, does and says things which are worthy of death is countered initially by the fact that the law has no more power over him and then by the realization the it is still Christ who saves him from this body of sin. Yes, he deserves death because, like each and every one of us. 

“we still do wrong even though we belong… And yet he loves us”
 

All the other references are similar. Because Christ’s work on the cross is a completed work Paul can talk about the difference between life and death. Because we are in the here and now, living it out, Paul can talk about before we were saved, then we were under a sentence of death, now we are saved the sentence is commuted to eternal life, but it is all part of the “now and not yet”. We were dead. We now are fully saved and have life more abundantly. Not until the last days (the eschaton) do we have the full package. For those who choose to ignore this great salvation, at the eschaton in the final Great White Throne Judgment they really do die a spiritual death (but after being resurrected, not a physical death
 hence the warning in Matt 10:28 to be afraid of the judge. 
The New Testament turns it all head-over-heels. Ultimately no-one dies a physical death. Those who are not God’s people do die a spiritual death – forever. Those who mare God’s  people live  -forever.

But Note: These are New Testament concepts and cannot be imported into Genesis 1-3 for they could not have been understood by Adam and Eve, (rule 1) nor a 14th BC Israelite (rule 2) and if they had had the NT meanings then the purpose and meaning of the atonement, the death of Christ  would be a   totally lost making much of the NT pointless (rule 3) 
In fact, given the kind of exegesis I heave been reading about  I question whether any purpose as to having the NT at all remains intact  - and what that does to “the hope that is within me” is to so damage it so that it is no longer a hope for which I can give a reason
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· Conclusion

· Biblically Humanity is a special Creation

· Yes we are ‘like’ the rest, part of the ecology

· Human Death is an aberration

· We are unlike the rest of creation

These are the fundamental conclusions 

I am firmly of the opinion
 that a good sound ecology is part of God’s good creation and that must necessarily involve death. Death of microbes, death of plants, even death of animals; and as such the death of organisms, in and of itself, is not bad. 

But note very, very especially that while I do include humanity in the ecology, in the sense of being at the top of the food chain and returning waste products – including carbon-dioxide – to the ecology, in no way do I include humans in death – by which I mean “death-by-design”. 
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· The traditional understanding of the bible

· If twisted then Problems 

· Humanity is a special creation

· Death is an aberration – the result of our sin

· Christ died to overcome our death

· I choose a different worldview

The whole point of death of humans in the bible is that it should not have happened. The whole point of all the bible story is to give all Glory to God who devised, and implemented, a plan to overcome the death of humankind which results from their own disobedience 

In God’s overarching plan the fact that it did happen was going to be corrected by the death of God himself, in Christ’s death on a cross. But we have no warrant to suppose that God’s intentional and willed plan was to include the disobedience of any of his creatures. In fact very much the opposite, that would be for God to violate his own character. His character as revealed to us in the bible and in creation. This to me is a better understanding of “Jesus wept”. Jesus was distressed at the death of one friend - for death is an enemy, and as Paul says, it is the final enemy to be overcome. The fact that Paul calls death an enemy (death of humans, for we are the sole subject in 1 Cor 15) is to me the absolute denial of the implication behind much of the modern soft-soap sell of death as good.  

Note: again and again I reiterate that I agree with them in one sense; death is essential for ecology and I truly believe that it should not be seen as bad – for animals and plants and microbes. I just as firmly believe that for human beings it is unnatural and wrong. 

Such an exegesis of the Creation and the Fall, twisting them to fit inside the Evolutionary paradigm leads to many problems elsewhere in the bible. 

If death is good why did Jesus have to die?

How do we understand Paul and first and second Adam teaching? “as by one man sin entered the world and so death entered the world, so by one man comes the gift of life”

How do we understand 1 Corinthians 15 and the final enemy?

How do we understand the rescue from the fear of death in Hebrews 2

How do we understand the eventual victory; and death in the lake of fire?

Basically, nearly all the New Testament teaching on the atonement is called into question by suggesting that evolution is God’s way of creating man, both then and now; and therefore that death of humans is somehow good as a necessary part of evolution

As I chose to make the statement that I think that God’s written word in the bible is true, I do not intend anyone to understand that it is a text-book of science. It presents a worldview where God created, where God is in control moment by moment but its aims are the salvation of individual men and women. It tells us some things about the world in which we live but it is not an exhaustive text-book of the “hows”. It has more to say about the “whys”. And one of the things it says about the “whys” is that death for humans is an aberration and not as intended in an un-fallen world. In the Bible death of humans is a result of the fall and Jesus came, and God died, to overcome this problem. 

I do not have anything to put in the place of “big-E” evolution. I have not made up some monolithic structure of my own to replace it. I operate on a different worldview that God created and that initially the creation was “very good” and then the Fall occurred by the sin of out first parents – Adam and Eve - and the good world God had made became twisted as a direct result of that. I operate on a worldview that says God is still in control and has provided a way out of the problems caused by sin. Both the sin of our first parents in Eden and our own tendency to continue to sin are covered by the Cross. 

Finally, I know of no way of convincing anyone of these things by argument and persuasion. The bible says in Heb 11:3 “By faith we understand that the universe was created by the word of God, so that what is seen was not made out of things that are visible.“ and faith is not something we can soup up for ourselves. “faith is not of ourselves, it is the gift of God”

I operate on a worldview which I understand is biblical. It says that humanity was not created to die. It says that both the sin of our first parents in Eden and our own individual disobediences which we to continue to sin are covered by the Cross which redeems us from the death we deserve. We have the victory now. The final victory is not yet
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� Simple maths suggest hundreds of billions of deer to the square metre  by now – assume that we did start 4004 BC – about 50 million deer to fill the earth completely would take about 315 years using the most conservative mathematical model. In the 316th year they would be 2 deep and by 320th year they would be 32 deep and if we started in 4004 BC we are still only 3688 with another 5700 years to run to get to now.


� muth – death has 790 refs in Hebrew OT – 3 in Gen 2-3 (2:17 and 3:3,4) – you have to have very good reason to translate them differently in Genesis (cognate words add about 150 more references)


� Ecc 3:19  For what happens to the children of man and what happens to the beasts is the same; as one dies, so dies the other. They all have the same breath, and man has no advantage over the beasts, for all is vanity. All go to one place. All are from the dust, and to dust all return. Who knows whether the spirit of man goes upward and the spirit of the beast goes down into the earth? 


Contrast with Ecc 12:7  and the dust returns to the earth as it was, and the spirit returns to God who gave it.


� Job 19:25-27 For I know that my Redeemer lives, and at the last he will stand upon the earth. And after my skin has been thus destroyed, yet in my flesh I shall see God, whom I shall see for myself, and my eyes shall behold, and not another.


� Lewis, C.S. Reflections on the Psalms


� Matt 22:32 (Mark 12:27; Luke 20:38)


� , and he went on -- but when it re-surfaced in modern times, the church was somewhat asleep at the wheel, and did not expose the soteriological and Christological problems of such a view. They made it sound as if it were just about how to interpret Genesis 1, and thus they paved the way for people today to sit more comfortably with the idea of no real fall, the idea that we have always been mortal and sinful.”





� 1 Cor 15, Rev 20


� 2 Cor 5:1-8 and Phil 1:23; Rev 6:9


� 2 Pet 2:9; Rev 6:9


� From the song “He loves us” from a group called  “2nd Chapter of Acts”


� Mark 9:47  – quoting Isaiah 66:24 “.. be thrown into hell,  'where their worm does not die and the fire is not quenched.' “





� Remember my careful distinction between opinions and belief.
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