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Spiritual death

Having read Ross’ book, Creation
and Time, and its excellent critique by
Van Bebber/Taylor entitled Creation
and Time: A Report on the Progressive
Creationist Book by Hugh Ross, 1 was
interested to read what Kulikovsky
had to say in his review of the book
entitled Creation and Evolution, which
purports to give the three main views
on this general topic.!

While agreeing with most of what
Kulikovsky says, I was surprised to
find that he had difficulty accepting
the concept of spiritual death since this
is clearly stated in Scripture. Paul’s
reference to it is explicit (Ephesians
2:1, 5); and Jesus refers to it using
different words, namely the necessity
for a man to be ‘born again’ (John
3:3-7) as also did Paul (Titus 3:5).
Although the phrase ‘spiritual death’
(SD) does not appear in Scripture,
this does not invalidate the concept
any more than does the absence from
Scripture of a word such as ‘trinity’
rule out the truth of the latter’s mean-
ing. Just as the Bible gives no formal
definition of physical death, this having
to be inferred, so there is none for SD.
From statements in Scripture alluding
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to SD we gather that it means a state of
disunion between the Creator and indi-
vidual created spirit beings. SD does
not require annihilation of the spirit
concerned. Thus Satan in Biblical
terms is spiritually dead but continues
to exist as God’s archenemy.

And so Ross and Bradley are right
to assert that the spiritual death of
Adam occurred immediately when he
ate the forbidden fruit, but wrong to
maintain that Adam’s physical death
did not inevitably result also. Besides
the points made by Van Bebber/Tay-
lor, refuting Ross’ notion that Adam’s
physical degeneration ending in death
were not a consequence of his sin,
may I offer an additional argument
supporting their conclusion.

It struck me many years ago that
the sequence of events that happened
to the first Adam was exactly paralleled
by what happened to Christ the last
Adam (1 Cor. 15:45), this underlin-
ing how completely He identified
Himself with mankind in securing our
salvation.

Firstly, just as Adam died spirit-
ually in the Garden but remained
alive physically when he disobeyed,
so Christ was spiritually dead on the
Cross while darkness enveloped the
Earth for 3 hours, signifying His al-
ienation from the Father for our sakes
but remained alive physically (Matt.
27:45-46; Gal. 3:13).

Secondly, Adam then regained
life spiritually through saving faith in
God’s mercy and His plan of redemp-
tion through a future descendant.
Christ regained life spiritually on the
Cross when he was reunited with the
Father at the end of that period of
darkness. It was then that Jesus could
declare, ‘It is finished’ (John 19:28-30;
Luke 23:46).

Thirdly, Adam died physically
many years after the Fall and his ex-
pulsion from the Garden. Christ died
physically on the Cross when he ‘gave
up the Spirit’ (Luke 23:46).

Fourthly, Adam will physically rise
from the dead with all believers that
have died in Christ (1 Thess. 4:16)
when Jesus returns. Jesus, the firstborn
from dead (Col. 1:18; Rev. 1:5), physi-
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cally rose from the dead on the third
day after his crucifixion.

The relatively rapid succession
of events on the Cross involving the
whole person of Jesus reveals the in-
extricable link between sin and death,
both spiritual and physical, all of
which He conquered through His one
supreme sacrifice for all time.

Peter W.V. Gurney
Wolverhampton
UNITED KINGDOM
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Andrew Kulikovsky replies:

I would like to thank Mr Gurney
for his letter, and the opportunity to
clarify my comments relating to the
idea of ‘spiritual death’.

Gurney questions why I have trou-
ble accepting a concept that he calls
‘spiritual death’, a concept he claims is
clearly taught in Scripture. However,
what I actually object to is the use of
the ferm ‘spiritual death’ to describe
the spiritual state of non-believers.

First, it is important to understand
exactly what is meant by ‘spiritual
death’. If we take the term literally,
it can only reasonably mean that the
spirit of a non-believer is dead. Such
a conclusion, however, would imply
that a non-believer is essentially spirit-
less and therefore no different from an
animal. Thus, the idea of the image of
God in all mankind (Gen. 1:26-27) is
destroyed.

Second, the Scriptures Gurney cites
as proof for the concept of spiritual
death do not even mention that term
(as Gurney himself admits). Indeed,
these verses mean something quite
different from what Gurney believes
they teach.

Ephesians 2:1 teaches that we were
dead in our sin, but what exactly does
that mean? Obviously it doesn’t refer
to physical death and, as I explained
above, taking this to refer to ‘spiritual
death’ is highly problematic. There-
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fore, it seems best to understand it as
a reference to the absolute certainty
of physical death as a result of our
separation from God due to sin. In-
deed, this understanding also coincides
nicely with Genesis 2:17. Naturally,
Ephesians 2:5 should be understood in
the light of verse 1.

Regarding Jesus’ conversation with
Nicodemus in John 3:3-7, Jesus’ use
of such language as ‘born again’ and
‘born of the Spirit’,! is clearly meta-
phorical, and shows the need to be
spiritually renewed.

Furthermore, Titus 3:5 refers to
spiritual renewal not spiritual death.

In addition, Gurney’s parallel con-
struction between Adam and Christ
fails at both his second and fourth
points. I am at a loss to understand
how he can state as proven fact that
‘Adam then regained life spiritually
through saving faith in God’s mercy
and His plan of redemption through a
future descendant’. This may be true,
but it is certainly not a direct or even
indirect teaching of Scripture which
should be the only basis for making
any theological claim. Furthermore,
there is no indication at all in Scripture
that ‘Adam will physically rise from
the dead with all believers that have
died in Christ’, and the verse Gurney
cites (1 Thessalonians 4:16) does not
demonstrate this.

In conclusion, I would like to sug-
gest here that we stick to using terms
and language which the Bible itself
uses. There is a place for words
not used in Scripture, e.g. Trinity, to
describe a complex but vital doctrine
clearly taught in the Bible. But ‘Trin-
ity’ conveys accurately what is meant
(three Persons in one God), while the
term ‘spiritual death’ is misleading.
Thus, I think we should avoid using
it. It is better to write a few extra sen-
tences which explain precisely what
we mean by that term. In theology,
precision is essential, and if we use
Biblical terms then it should minimize
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the amount of woolly thinking and,
possibly, even heretical ideas.

Andrew Kulikovsky

Adelaide

AUSTRALIA
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1. Note that this is a reference to being born of
the Spirit (i.e. the Holy Spirit), not that a non-
believers spirit’s need to be reborn, because
it is presently dead.

White hole
cosmology

After reading the latest volleys in
the debate over Dr Humphreys® ‘white
hole cosmology’ in CEN Technical
Journal 13(1), I have a few comments
that might be of use to the Christian
community.

First, whatever the merits of his
work, one ought to remember that
the conceptual door to the use of rela-
tivistic physics in constructing young-
Earth models is now open, as Dr Ross
has noted. This development should
cheer Christians of all positions. Other
models than Dr Humphreys’ might be
conceived.

Second, I suggest that young-Earth
models would be more promising if
they decoupled Earth’s history from
that of the bulk of the universe until
some time in day 4, while admitting
the standard homogenous Friedmann-
Robertson-Walker-type behavior for
the rest of the universe. Earth would
do its own thing for the first few days,
not aging much in comparison to the
rest of the universe, until, say, it passed
through a wormhole, or a change of
topology occurred in a trousers-like
space-time, and Earth joined the rest
of the universe. (I mention these
examples to illustrate the proposal,
not to assert that they are technically
viable.)

This special treatment for Earth,
along with standard behavior for the

rest of the universe, contrasts with
the white hole cosmology in which
cosmic-scale differences from the
standard model exist (at least as Dr
Humphreys intends it). Thus, given
this proposal, no need would arise to
reconsider the many pieces that already
fit the standard model quite well.

J. Brian Pitts
Texas
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Sojourn of the Jews

Pete Williams' mentions that chro-
nologists have differing views as to
the length of the sojourn of the Jews.
Some say 215 years, some say 400
years, and some 430. I think it would
not be a problem for anybody if they
just collect all the relevant verses.
When the Bible says 430 years it refers
to the whole time, beginning with the
covenant to Abraham as he entered the
land, and when it says 400 years it re-
fers to starting with Abraham’s seed.

Here are the verses which say 430
years:

‘Now the sojourning of the children

of Israel, who dwelt in Egypt, was

four hundred and thirty years’

(Exodus 12:40). ‘And it came to

pass at the end of the four hundred

and thirty years, even the selfsame
day it came to pass, that all the
hosts of the Lord went out from the
land of Egypt’ (Exodus 12:41). © ...
the covenant, that was confirmed
before of God in Christ, the law,
which was four hundred and thirty
years after, cannot disannul’ (from

Galatians 3:17).

Here are references to 400 years:

‘And he said unto Abraham, Know

of a surety that thy seed shall be a

stranger in a land that is not theirs,

and shall serve them; and they shall
afflict them four hundred years’

(Genesis 15:13). ‘And God spake

on this wise, That his seed should

sojourn in a strange land; and that
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