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Jack Provonsha on fundamentallst qeoloqy

“More needs to be sai

by Gary Chartier

It

ack Provonsha is perhaps Adventism’s most distinguished philosopher of religion. Educated
at Harvard and Claremont, Dr. Provonsha has taught at Loma Linda University since 1958.
Here, he shares with the Criterion his perspective ont the SDA view of the geological record.

e PROVONSHA, page 4



Cover story: PROVONSHA:.
Continued , ¥

vyl R ',ﬂ:t“;\)ﬂ
‘A‘\\"l.z‘z.f‘c -

«e

Q. What is the current state of Adventism's view ol‘ and demonstrating that it is bankrupt, that itin fact Q. How would you react to those who might suggest

e

geology?

+contains within itself the seeds of its own destruc- |

A. Icansay that it looks like we are facing very difficult e tion. The record of the rocks may show us, not Just 1
problems in Earth history, based upon an attempt to * ".God's action, but the demonic activity. . :
try to correlate the Biblical record with the apparent: ¢ Q Do the “rocks” show adevelopmental pmccss? L
geological record. They don’t scem to be saying the'i2A."They could very well. If Satan were doing it, that
same lhmgs cllhcr umewxsc orin.the quahly of the ... may be the way he'd have to work. Ellen White talks "'
‘record.’ - arit e dudat about thoms and thistles outside the Garden of Eden,, o % %
i AsIstood in the courtyard of the museum at Ver, (i that Adam and Everani into as ‘soon as lhcy were ex- -
nal, Utah, which is near the dinosaur deposits, and +*

“looked at the huge models they have there; of: lhc;\"l““ never created theé’thomn-and the thistle,” she said. T

e

5 Lt
-7A  pelled. She says that God'didn’t create them.“God . ..\,E’

_ that yours is a primitive, fundamcmahs( approach to
“%resolving the problem?

Wl A Well, I think that would be a statement that I would
5 take cxccpuon to. I think that part of our problem

jn the past is we’ve had a much too pn’milivc much
too simple undcmandmg of the naturc of the Great
s Controversy, It's high timic for us to give it its philo-
" sophic depthandts CoSTBIC 8cope; that will allow us
to interpret’ Earth history Th'its light. To have the
dcvnl only slightly more powerful than we ‘are, with

Tyrannosaurus Rex, that huge, camivorous creature-47;} ‘LMWcII then; who did? How long does it take to create |,
<%+ thorns and thistles by mutation; selection, and survi-.

..with his big teeth, it was very difficult for'me to
imagine that God could have created such a crea-
¥ ture. And as you look at the gcolog|c record, there's .

Y' Iy

“ibat wings and all this kird 6f nodsense, is a primitive
¥ myth“But" tﬁ'ml{ﬂb&ﬁ\the Great Controversy seri-

+.val of the fittest,'and $6‘on—the patterns by which, . o -onsly tould havé tosmic fmphcalwns when we un-

~-ordinarily, things work in nature?. Wcll !t mlghL

SR qﬂ

derstahd the m.mrc of the universe with whlch we're

¢, much of that;in which the picturé is oné of Zoologié¥1:9; o7 have taken a good deal of timesuizz = 5 7%, T ok S novf faitliliars* 2% ﬁ."“’""‘"’ e
it cal mayhem, " rather than' Garden' of Eden<What ¥ S} what kind 6 Wbrhngmodcl wouldlsugg&st‘?.‘:)c "\_thcn we talk ib&uf’,n déh(hlct bclwecn the de-
vt edwent wrong in the past that created that kind of plc-l.‘ﬂ?{ +Thatthe*dembttic’ a&i\nty liiqdllcgdlffmnfrfmﬁ o md‘the [yinghi HHAL dretia, e re talkmg

ture? And how to relate that to the Biblical plcmreu:W‘Y‘God's but that thé BibIE1S primarily concerned with 72515 :bout ('l bémg wht far transcends dnything we've
1 : i1 God's’ activity:: S0, tHerefore, the Genesis account (' e Zsaid about the démoric up to this point. He's a Uni-

" “Somebody wrote a letter to the > -

cditor of the Adventist Review that ;i 3%

said ‘“The Bible says that the whale

swallowed Jonah; I believe it. And -

if the Bible said Jonah swallowed .-
the whale, I'd believe it.” Now
that’s belief by willpower, not by
conviction.” .

wherein God creates everything good? One can

imagine the possibility of Tyrannosaurus Rex' ana . u, P

could be perfectly true) but a panml pxctun: of thc

. recordorEanh‘shls!ory
I see the Scriptural record, at bo!h ends of lhe SHL

+. Great Controversy, are in some way consistent with

the Christian picture of God. Whereas the picture of .
natural history does have the demonic element in it, |

i and it speaks more of.the demonic than it does of the

divine. And I think we have to take that into ac-
count. So, what we're looking for here is a working
model that will allow us to take the geologic record
- pretty much at face ‘value, the way it appears, but s

verse-class contender. You're dealing with some-
body, for example, for whom our genetic engincer- -
.ing experiments would be child's play, who has a
_grasp of modalities involved in mutation, and con-
trolled mutation, and alteration of forms. I wouldn't
~ grant him the authorship of life; forexample, but he
" could certainly borrow and modify what God has
created, and modify it in the direction that his view
of reality would suggest: What we're seeing here is
aconflict between two ways of looking at reality: the

+ = Edenic and Isaiah picture of the New Earth, where

o glve it a different source than the Scriptural record. ,\v. Jiwvthe wolf and the lamb lies down together, as over

Wc can take both of these literally, both of themas: ...
ing cach other, each one i yo; mayhem by which evolytion supposedly works. But

, but )

against the struggle for dominance, the zoological

cestor running around cating apples,  rather than.; i\ only bemg a pzmal part of the:story. The geologlqvinu 3it's two.different,ways of-looking at things, and I

take to create the creature?
That whole geologic record is a very complicated 1
notion, if you want to try to force it into a Biblical

chewing up other dinosaurs, but how long does n {5 rse record is not a picture of divine creation;:it’s a-pic- "‘J‘KN“ think one'is demfoniciand-one is divine, and we've
<~ ture‘of somethmg else, The Biblical record -is:the - .34 got to ﬁnd some ‘way of*$eparating them, but also

g them into a total truth.

R

“The way God solves the problem

model., And how to work that is where the, prublc
0w omes EYou can’do ifXT supposeriby wsllpoweln'}',lv‘r‘!"f‘}m'Of »cvd;xs;.by;allpwngamtowvorkpt

Somebody wrote a letter to the editor of the Adven-
tist Review that said “The Bible says that the whale
swallowed Jonah; I believe it. And if the Bible said
Jonah swallowed the whale, I'd believe it.” Now,
that’s belief by willpower, not by conviction. That’s
really not good science; you can’t be a scientist and
function that way. I don’t think you can be an intel-
lectually honest person and function that way. You
have to look at the evidence; you have to take it seri-
uusly. try to unravel it as much as you can, and rec-
ognize that when truth is finally all undcrslood we
won'thave conflicts like this. -

What we’ve got to do is rejnterpret the ewdcnc'c
th such a way so those two%?m&r.
And what Ive tried to do is find a way of taking the
Bible seriously, as a literal account of what took
place a brief time ago in human history, and still take
seriously what the geologic record is saying. One
way to do that is to say that the Bible doesn’t tell the . -
whole story. It's true, but it's pam,'ﬂm-
to 's activity. But I'll have to tell you, the i
Tyrannosaurus Rex looks like something more that

*“self out, and dcmonstratmg that it is®

bankrupt, that it in fact contains ~
within itself the seeds of its own de- "
struction. The record of the rocks'
may show us, not just God’s action,

but the demonic activity.”

picture of divine creation, but ignores certain other
things. So, put the two together, and they make one

* 7 single truth, but reflecting the conflict between good

and evil expressed:at these very basic creation
levels.

Q. In practical terms, how will this affect the Adventist

presentation on geology?

A. Well, we'd have to be a little more open to the evi-
dence than we have been, because inorderto try to ™~
s~ preserve the traditional position, we have rtally had:

. to be selective in our evidence. What we've been
» doing generally is building our notions out of excep: vﬂ

tions. But if you take the whole evidence together, ‘9 TEL

the Devil would producc than that God would pro-» ;= and be honest with your evidence, you have to note

duce.
"of the Great Conlrovcrsy in which n

could develop a plcmmx Sk .i-that those are cxcepuons you

« cas¢’out of .what is usually the case.T thin
plenty of time to demonstrate the principles of his we'ven leﬂ!“'wz REATGdo this,
kimmmlcd_w; x; vBecause we've felt we had to do this, we are, I

g les of his kingdom. The conflict is ndt be-
t ¥Eihply going around try-

ing to destroy every good thing God made, but
rather someone, a satanic person, powerful enough
and great enough to attract a third of the angels of
Heaven, which means he's a Universe-class conten-
der. presenting an alternative ordering of reality.
The devil's ordering of reality is one way, and God's &
1z another. It's the choice between those two that be- |~
comes the moral choice between Satan and God in

the Great Controversy. The way God solves the .’

problem of evil is by allowing it to work itself out, "'

think, sometimes unwilling to be as honest with the
cevidence as we might be. I don't know how to solve
the problem, but I guess that's the direction we'd
better go. That's where I try to suggest the develop- ..,

* ment of some working models that will allow us to -

recognize the validity of the Bible, that this is a

reasonably accurate picture of Earth history, given.:
“the restraints that God faced as he tried to reveal it

to man, but that, in fact, that’s only part of the story,
that the rest of the story must be read from the other

- book, the book of Nature. Those two books together

. giveusthe full truth,

ot =)

sC

Q. Do you hnve any difficulty reconciling this model

with the text ochncsus 1?2

i TS ssaid’al ndiment
't; ago.lthat God: faces as ‘he'tries to'communicate to
man, und still allow him freedom. It can't be just a
. dictation; he has to work ‘within man's frame of re-
*~ ference. But I think one can take the general outlines
= of Genesis, and say, “That's an accurate picture of
the kind of person God is as he creates.” Even if all
the details are hard to put together, in a general
+ sense, this must be taken seriously as a literal picture
of the divine Creator at work. By contrast, what
- wz're finding in the natural record speaks of some-
» one quite different from God. And I can only talk
about that as being that which opposes God in the
Great Contmvcrsy bclwcen good and evil. It’s de-

monic. PR T

“... . in order to try-to preserve the
-.traditional position, we have really
had to be selective in our evidence.
What we've been doing generally is
bunldmg ourinouons\out of ‘excep-
tions.”

\\

have to build xlour‘\ iﬁ,. - :
W @;nn scoms to,niethat those forms that I Witnessed

in’ the” model,” there in ‘Vemil, Utah, really were
much more appropriately termed demonic than di-
vine. All the characteristics of the demonic were
present, including the predatory quality of the crea-

'~ ture. That Tyrannosaurus Rex—I just couldn't
1. »'magine God being responsible for that creature.

c£llen White talks about, as a matter of fact, the de-
. struction of forms that God did not create, by the
Flood. And again, that has to be gone into in depth.
The simple words in which these things are ex-
pressed often are not nearly sufficient for a total
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GEOLOGY, from page 4
- grasp of the issue in terms of our pre="":  « % % <\ Iy N Wy 7?’$MAKING MANWHOLE ' "‘-‘. v =
sent understanding of the nature of the . = send oD 9y \‘.,/ h -\.\:' .J;,é b&;r.ﬁ» i b
Universe. But I think the essence of it- S a S 4Chap¢:'rLomge 3 s g 4
ought to be taken as serious. I don't Vs A hool, | =+
think that I'm a simple person, but that'ix o, .« - .., ki “The reason for chaperonage is to protect the reputanons of homes, school

~and individuals.
‘The written request form for an ncuvny submitted to the dcan should include’
Y complclc information about the activity—dates, times of leaving and mummg..
ion, transportation, the chap , thosc in the group, and the event. ,
Groups not;sponsared by the ,faculzy shouldhavc ln.lpp;wpd Ahapemnc for .-
hﬁa“y 13 m’?ﬂ" 52%“" ey-?ommt‘ -t o5

P - - » 2k it | LN
14 fimpread W‘uu‘r 'l-Law ) y 271 n, | 5 «,.e Rk NETPZR A
Chnperonlge Cosu.\_.\ REELS : 1

.\ The group bcm&chapemncd is nlwnys cxpeclcd tg pay any lmnspomtlon, X
Idmlsswn orothcr such expenses of lhc chaperone.

L 1>t,

the concept, although. it.can be per:

ceived in simple ways, the-concept: :

I'm giving has, I think, potential fori ...,

. mally{_cosmxc;.phllosophnc,us:gmﬁ-’ WA e
—-  ,.cance, -notsjust;some-new;kind- of«:&w- i

[ nmy(hmakmg AR e ¥ wuw-.-.lb

> *What'L:am ‘saymg is not»lhat the;, ,- %

_<Genesis’irecord -is innacurate. I'm -

- rather saying that it is a dependable re- 7+« - -

«cord, but that from the evidence, obvi-*
ously lhcrc is more thal needs to be ..
said. - Fa

g AN ‘
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P A 110 R Hd
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[The questions, and Dr. Provonsha's:re. %
3 sponses, have been edited for reasons oj' ‘
space and clarity.]
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LAt
Normally, he leads a pretty bonng. v WiBut Monday nlght all that changed.
life.

A mystenous Someone saw to it that .
he was “lei'd” and “kissed” by
Hawaiian Club menehunes at tha
Festival of Nations.

My mall has slowed down.'I'm humng
“and so vcry upscl.\l\gucss

SA hghlhousc sits’on 'lhe sénd Init, a
*woman waits for you, telescope in hand.
+ .~"'The luminous beam goes but into the
35 nights it's searching ¢ seeklng to find you
‘5-':3mmufe*‘“f¥7 e R
1.¥".The moming st has visen Your eyes
gau into my suul unlocking my heart’s
pnson. i

Your smile.warms my day. We embark
the precious bon whlch cll;ncs -us, fnr -

" Lady McBeth, 22 '
An lhou tmly loo}ung fouchallcngc? 4
; u, ShEKSpcnre‘

R Your Sccrct Admirer -

Ready for another round ofhlunts. or, ; = g o e \
= w'was ‘once : through, the, '“maze”, good biiw B, SNy dicind
e ’ -~ enongh? Siyr el B I'd have been glad to have provided a
JOER R e e Rl ¥ sy nxlhone—nulone(hlsﬂme.
: i _— e AC
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