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Letters

Whatever the characteristic of 
light/matter was prior to Adam’s fall, 
a physical/spiritual hybrid, no theories 
or formulas can start on the behaviour 
of light from distant stars until after 
Adam’s fall. 

Jeffrey Wilson
Florida

UNITED STATES of AMERICA

John Hartnett replies:

I disagree with the author.  The 
theory I deal with does not focus on 
the mechanism for the source of light 
in the cosmos.  It deals with the issue 
of the light getting to Earth in a very 
large universe.  The author’s whole 
argument hangs on the fact that he 
believes that if the light from stars is 
the result of hydrogen-helium fusion, 
then theories relating to this issue can 
only be valid after the Fall.  Because 
the fuel in the stars must be eventually 
exhausted given sufficient time, in 
a perfect universe, before the Fall, 
such could not be the case.  This view 
doesn’t leave any room for God’s 
sustaining power, which if necessary 
could sustain stars as long as necessary.  
Who are we to judge the wisdom of 
God?  Or how can we even presume to 
second-guess what God had in mind.  

The author supplies the answer 
himself—the burning bush.  Isn’t this 
the result of God’s sustaining power?  
Yes and he suggests this is the case 
before the Fall.  So if he allows it 
to be true in that instance why not a 
combination of hydrogen fusion and 
God’s sustaining power before the Fall.  
I never specified that starlight must 
only be the result of stars exhausting 
themselves of useable fuel.  And what 
about our sun, how does light get to 
Earth from the nuclear sources at its 

centre when the time constant of the 
process to reach the surface is millions 
of years.  The neutrinos make it out, 
so we know the process happens, but 
the light that is flooding the earth now 
and since Creation must be from just 
beneath the surface and provided by 
God’s direct sustaining power.

This issue is closely related to the 
argument that supernovae are only 
possible in the universe after the Fall.  
I don’t agree with that position.  The 
issue is mis-stated.  The universe was 
created for Man, and for the earth.  
We are the focus of God’s attention.  
The objects in the cosmos are there 
for us, not the reverse.  Therefore, 
a star going supernova says nothing 
about corruption, only that stars burn 
fuel and given sufficient time, some 
explode.  The resulting matter is often 
visible from Earth and we get beautiful 
images of God’s power in the cosmos.  
Also it looks like galaxies were created 
on Day 4 through a series of very large 
explosions in a sequence showing the 
mighty hand of God.  There were many 
explosions then, maybe much greater 
than supernovae.

To believe that stars in the cosmos 
did not consume fuel prior to the Fall 
is to suppose also that Adam and Eve 
did not digest food prior to the Fall.  At 
least one of the same laws of Physics is 
in operation in both cases—the Second 
Law of Thermodynamics—and a star 
is a much simpler system than Adam’s 
stomach.3

It is interesting that reference is 
made to Walt Brown and his article 
in CRSQ, ‘What triggered the Flood', 
because even though he says, ‘The 
Flood was not inevitable at that time 
… the earth was not created with 
a “ticking time bomb”.’  He then 
goes onto explain under the heading 
‘Rupture Mechanisms’, that the moon 
tides caused his subterranean waters 
to rupture via a heating mechanism.  
This is in fact, the ‘ticking time bomb’.  
That heating was present before the 
Fall—Adam was digesting food before 
the Fall.  Walt Brown, the mechanical 
engineer, invokes the 2nd Law himself 
to get this heating effect, through tidal 
friction.  It continues to this present 

day.  You can’t have it both ways.

John Hartnett
Perth, WA

AUSTRALIA
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Biblical chronology

Israel lived in Egypt 430 years 
starting from the time Jacob moved to 
Egypt to live with Joseph.

David Down and Samuel Hanna 
have written letters discussing Israel’s 
stay in Egypt.  Exodus 12:40–41 tells 
us that the sons of Israel lived in Egypt 
430 years.  It uses the word ‘sons’ and 
does not reference the patriarchs.  Ab-
raham was not a son of Israel.  He was 
the grandfather.  Isaac was not a son 
of Israel. He was the father of Jacob.  
Jacob was not son of Israel. Jacob’s 
name was later changed to Israel. Only 
the twelve sons of Jacob and the fol-
lowing offspring can be counted as the 
sons of Israel mentioned in the 430 year 
duration.  The 430 year period had to 
start when Jacob and his sons moved 
to Egypt.

Some scholars refer to Galatians 
3:16 and 17 which says, ‘Now to Ab-
raham and his seed were the promises 
made. He saith not, And to seeds, as of 
many; but as of one, And to thy seed, 
which is Christ. And this I say, that the 
covenant, that was confirmed before 
of God in Christ, the law, which was 
four hundred and thirty years after, 
cannot disannul, that it should make 
the promise of none effect.’  From this 
they argue that the time from God’s 
first promise to Abraham until the 
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Some spacetime 
clarifications

Some clarifications of Don 
DeYoung’s recent article in this journal, 
‘Creation and curved space-time’,1 are 
offered, plus a tangential comment.  
The term ‘curved space’ should rather 
be ‘curved space-time’.  It is at least 
theoretically possible that our universe 
is spatially flat yet is curved space-
time.  It is not Minkowski spacetime 
(Special Relativity) by any means; 
for one thing, Minkowski spacetime 
cannot theoretically start from or end 
in a singularity.

Many readers would naturally 
think of a ‘flat space’ universe as 
analogized by an infinite Euclidean 
plane.  However, General Relativity 
does not determine the topology of 
the universe.  We usually assume 
‘maximal topology’, so that the zero 
and negative cases discussed in the 
article are perforce ‘open’, but that is 
not necessarily so.  For all we know the 
universe could be like a tire tube yet 
be spatially flat or negatively curved 
at every point.  ‘Flat, yet closed’, Tom 
Sawyer says flatly (sorry, couldn’t 
resist such inflated wit).  Moreover, it 
seems possible to argue that not even 
the maximal topology of Minkowski 
spacetime is the maximal topology 
of ordinary Euclidean four-space.  
The latter space does not possess null 
geodesics.

The article appears to be based 
on the idea that the universe can be 
modelled by a Friedman–Lemaître–
Robertson–Walker (popularly a.k.a. 
big bang) cosmos.  See D. Russell 
Humphreys’ reply to S. O. Campbell’s 
letter2,3  and John Hartnett’s excellent 
articles4,5 in the same issue of TJ; these 
works scold that idea.

The author writes, ‘If space 
curvature indeed occurs, we cannot 
observe it because we are embedded 
in space.’  That shows another reason 
we should be careful to speak of 
space-time curvature not just space 
curvature.  We can observe/measure 
the curvature of space-time—at any 
rate its effects.  Think of the moon and 
earth as test particles and measure the 

Exodus was 430 years.  Galatians 3:16 
is not specific about which promise it 
is talking about although Galatians 3:6 
does reference Genesis 15:6.  Many 
promises were made.  Which promise 
applied to Jesus?  How was it con-
firmed?  Genesis 12:3 says, ‘And I will 
bless them that bless thee, and curse 
him that curseth thee: and in thee shall 
all families of the earth be blessed.’  
When Egypt was spared from the seven 
years of famine, certainly this promise 
was confirmed.  Galatians is not clear 
on the details that apply to start of the 
430 years.  It cannot be determined 
from this passage what the starting 
point is.  To apply a specific duration 
to an unspecific starting point is not a 
legitimate method of chronology.

Bill Blackledge
Mesa, AZ

UNITED STATES of AMERICA

David Down replies:

I recognize that the verses in 
Exodus 12:40 and Galatians 3:16 are 
open to alternative interpretations, both 
as to the wording and the meaning. The 
Hebrew of Exodus 12:40 is very terse. 
It literally says, ‘and dwelling sons 
Israel which dwelt in Egypt 430 years’.  
To me it seems the emphasis is on the 
Israelites all coming out of Egypt on 
the very same day at the end of the 
430 years, verse 41.  It was a mass 
movement of two million people and it 
all happened on one day. Amazing.

 There is also the problem of the 
four generations in Genesis 15:16. That 
would be hard to stretch into 215 plus 
430 years.

 I do not consider the LXX to be a 
superior translation to the Massoretic 
text, but it is of interest to note that 
the LXX translation of Exodus 12:40 
reads, ‘And the sojourning of the 
children of Israel, while they sojourned 
in the land of Egypt, and the land of 
Chanaan, was 430 years.’ 

 However I admit there can be 
the meaning that Israel was 430 years 
in Egypt, but I feel that as we have 

to interpret some facts in the light of 
others, I prefer to conclude that the 
430 years stretched from one of the 
promises made with Abraham to the 
night of the Exodus.  It does seem to me 
that Galatians 3:16, 17 is saying that 
the 430 years began with this covenant 
with Abraham.

David Down
Sydney, NSW
AUSTRALIA

Schizophrenia can 
be cured!

I read with interest Eric Wright’s 
article about schizophrenia.  What 
struck me forcibly was his claim that 
the real cause had not been found 
nor an effective treatment.  This is 
the standard view, but there is well 
documented evidence of a treatment 
found separately by two psychiatrists 
and a psychologist working in three 
different mental institutions some 
years ago.  They achieved a very high 
measure of success, but their results 
have been completely ignored by the 
psychiatric/psychological professions 
today.  I am very deeply concerned that 
as many people as possible should be 
made aware of its existence, particu-
larly those dealing with its treatment.  
If anyone wishes to find out more, they 
are free to email me on              mb@
mbowden.info.

Malcolm Bowden
Bromley, Kent 

UNITED KINGDOM


