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Third International Faith
and Science Conference

Editorial note: The following address
was given on the opening night of the
third and final International Faith and
Science Conference held by leaders of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church on August
10-29, 2004 in Denver, Colorado. While
similar more local conferences were held
in venues around the world, this August
conference marked the climax of a three-
year, three-meeting series convening so
that Adventist scientists, educators, and
theologians, along with Church feaders,
could openly discuss the implications of
contemporary scientific discovery and
related worldviews upon the Christian
faith and more specifically upon the faith
of those, such as Seventh-day Adventists,
who believe in a recent, literal seven-day,
special creation. The well-paced remarks
published below provide an effective ori-
entation to the work and function of the
three international conferences and espe-
cially of the final and most definitive
Denver convocation.

Denver. This conference marks the

conclusion of a three-year series of
consultations on issues in faith and sci-
ence—particularly those relating to our
understanding of the origin of life on
our planet. Some, perhaps most of us,
have had the opportunity of participat-
ing in previous conferences in various
parts of the world. Others are here for
the first time. So perhaps it is well to
spend a few moments this evening to
consider why we are here, what we will
be doing, and what is expected of this
concluding conference.

It is a pleasure to welcome you to

Why are we here?

Seventh-day Adventists value both
the knowledge which comes by divine
revelation and that which comes from
human observation, research, and dis-
covery. We treasure these as gifts of a
wise and loving Creator. We are students
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of Scripture, drawing our worldview, our
moral and spiritual reference points
from its teachings. We are aiso students
and beneficiaries of science, embracing
advances in knowledge and technology.
The practice of science in fields such as
agriculture, communications, ecology,
and space exploration have occasioned
enormous changes in the way we live.
When our children get sick, we pray
over them and we take them to the doc-
tor. We plead for God’s healing power in
their lives and we give them medicines
which science tells us will be helpful in
dealing with their illness.

In many areas of life these two
sources of knowledge appear to be in
harmony. Advances in scientific knowi-
edge often confirm and validate the
views of faith. However, in regard to the
origin of the universe, of earth, and of
life, we encounter two very contradic-
tory worldviews. Claims based on a
study of Scripture are often viewed in
stark contrast to claims arising from the
scientific methodologies used in the
study of nature. This tension has a
direct impact on the life of the church,
its message, and witness.

We celebrate the life of faith. We
advocate a life of learning. Both in the
claims of Scripture and in the orderly
processes of nature we see indicators of
the Creator’s marvelous mind.

Since its earliest days the Seventh-
day Adventist Church has encouraged
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the development of mind and under-
standing through disciplines such as
worship, education, and observation.
So it is not surprising that at times our
conclusions differ and our interpreta-
tions vary. We come along the path of
learning from different starting points,
from different directions and at differ-
ent paces. For some the answers to
questions about origins are a certainty.
To others the answers are more elusive
and call for investigation and discovery
through scientific research.

Reports in the public media concern-
ing the rapid advances in scientific
knowledge, particularly in the natural
and social sciences, are generally
framed within certain assumptions
about origins. These realities bring into
greater prominence, within the church,
the question of how to reconcile the dif-
fering explanations of origins offered by
faith and science.

No one can deny that within the
church itself there is a variety of views
about origins. Perhaps this should be
expected. Is it fair to say that every
Seventh-day Adventist belief invites
study and reflection? Our belief state-
ments are couched in such brevity.
There is opportunity for investigation,
questioning, and probing the dimen-
sions of what each belief means and
how it is to relate to life in our time. But
such opportunity does not create room
for emptying our beliefs of their content.
In saying what we believe we must also
be clear as to what we do not believe.

The Seventh-day Adventist under-
standing of origins affects and informs
other dimensions of church life. The
early chapters of Genesis have enor-
mous importance for the life of the
church. If we look to the Genesis record
only to debate questions about 6 days
and 6,000 years, we deprive ourselves
of many priceless treasures. It is from
our belief in and about Creation that we
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God uses problems to shape
our godliness. We learn His will
from reading the Bible, and He
teaches us through our life
circumstances.

Jesus warned that we would
have problems. We encounter
different kinds of problems:

+ Temptations. Satan works

to weaken our character.
Temptations call for resistance.

was Scnpture

sins may wrong us: Trespasses
“against us call for forgweness
- “Forgive one another even as .
God, for Christ’s s sake has .
..forgwen you:"” L
~ . 4 Troubles, Our own choxces
| are often to -blame for-our .
- troubles. Proverbs helps us
acqu;re the WlSdOm to avert -
a many of these. problems
' call for repentance )

Fresh ideas for developing

vour churel's spivitual lile
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Problems With a Purpose

to draw us away from God and .

- Jesus’ own first line of reSIStance

+ Trespasses. Othe( people’s

derive an understanding of who we are,
how we relate to each other and to our
world, what our mission and message
is. Our view about the Creation story
permeates and informs all our other
views about life.

For these reasons church leadership
sees wisdom and value in exploring the
theological and scientific implications of
various views of Genesis 1-11. The
questions that will engage our attention
are not new nor is this conference an
attempt to resolve them once and for
all. We are not here because the
Seventh-day Adventist Church is uncer-
tain about its beliefs.

Acknowledging questions and
exploring their implication should not
be seen as a threat to one’s spiritual life.
Qur task is to engage in interdisciplinary
dialog that identifies the contributions
and limjtations that both faith and sci-
ence bring to our collective understand-
ing of our life, our universe, and our
destiny.

There are several reasons which sug-
gest that it is appropriate to review
what our belief in Genesis 1-11 involves
and how it can best be expressed and
communicated.

Philosophical reasons: There is the
ever-present challenge of defining the
relationship between theology and sci-
ence—or faith and reason. Are these
two streams of knowledge in partner-
ship or in conflict? Should they be
viewed as interactive or are they inde-
pendent nonoverlapping spheres of
knowledge? The dominant worldview
in most modern societies interprets life,
physical reality, and behavior in ways
that are markedly different from the
Christian worldview. How should a
Christian relate to these things?

Theological reasons: How is the Bible
to be interpreted? What does a fair
reading of the text require of a believer?
To what extent should knowledge from
science inform or shape our under-
standing of Scripture and vice versa?

Scientific reasons: The same data,
from nature, is available to all observers.
What does the data say or mean? How
shall we arrive at correct interpretations
and conclusions? How do we differenti-
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ate between good and bad science? Is
science a tool or a philosophy?

Nurture and education of church mem-
pership: How is a church member to deal
with the variety of interpretations of the
Genesis record, accompanied by various
theories of origins among theologians,
pastors, scientists, leaders, teachers in
our educational system? What does the
church have to say to students who find
in their educational curriculum ideas that
conflict with their faith? Maintaining
silence concerning such issues sends
mixed signals; it creates uncertainty and
confusion and provides fertile ground for
unwarranted and dogmatic views.

Developing a living faith: Clarification
and reaffirmation of a Bible-based the-
ology of origins will equip members
with a framework for dealing with chal-
lenges on this topic. Our understanding
of Scripture needs to engage with the
issues of the day. The Faith and Science
Conferences are not convened simply
for the intellectual stimulation of atten-
dees but as an opportunity to provide
orientation and practical guidance for
church members, We cannot pretend
to keep our beliefs in a safe place,
secure from all challenge. If we do so,
they will soon become relics. Our beliefs
need to be engaged in meeting the
problems of the day so that they remain
a living faith, otherwise they will be
nothing more than dead dogma.

“There is a strong prima facie case for
re-examining the claimed cognitive con-
tent of Christian theology in the light of
the new knowledge derivable from the
sciences. . . . If such an exercise is not
continually undertaken theology will
operate in a cultural ghetto quite cut off
from most of those in Western cultures
who have good grounds for thinking
that science describes what is going on
in the processes of the world at all levels.
The turbulent history of the relation of
science and theology bears witness to
the impossibility of theology seeking a
peaceful haven, protected from the sci-
ences of its times, if it is going to be
believable.””

It is for reasons such as these the
church leadership took the initiative to
convene a series of discussions about

March 2005



faith and science issues and their impact
on the life of the church. Thus the three-
year time frame during which several
conferences have been held in various
parts of the globe. Our purpose has
been to bring together a group of scien-
tists, theologians, and church leaders in
a collective dialog. We expect that about
140 persons will attend this confer-
ence—with roughly equal representa-
tion from the three groups mentioned.

It should come to us as no surprise
that the very existence of these dialogs
is a source of considerable uneasiness
on the part of some—maybe even
some who are here in Denver. There is
on the one hand a foreboding that dis-
cussing doctrinal issues may lead to a
watering down of our faith, that some-
how the package of beliefs will be
damaged, or perhaps that we shall soon
find ourselves on a slippery slope with
nothing to hang on to. On the other
hand there is a nagging fear that we
shall disparage learning, scholarship,
and enquiry in order to preserve our
beliefs from close scrutiny.

1 have the confidence to believe that
this group in Denver is sufficiently
responsible to preserve us from either
extreme.

So, why are we here? Not just for
personal pleasure or continuing educa-
tion. Representing various disciplines in
church life we've been invited to:

4+ Become conversant with the issues
and their effect on our collective life and
witness.

+ Coliaborate in developing appro-
priate responses that will be of value to
the church.

What we will do

In many ways this conference will be
unlike those that have preceded it. In
the earlier conferences our purpose was
to become informed about the evi-
dence and the arguments that support
or challenge our belief in a recent spe-
cial Creation. Thanks to a host of
contributors there is a huge supply of
scholarly papers dealing both with the-
ology and science. Most of these can be
obtained through the Geoscience
Research Institute (www.grisda.org).
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We begin our work session with a
time of review and reflection on the
information and ideas covered in earlier
conferences. On Sunday we will spend
our time listening to and discussing
summaries of the theology and science
questions that we’ve explored. This will
be followed on Monday morning by
looking at some of the implications that
various ideas or theories about origins
have with respect to other areas of life
and belief.

When one deals with such matters in
the life of a community it is inevitable
that related issues arise. We cannot sep-
arate our beliefs from the ways that we
put them into practice. Several such
questions immediately come to mind:

4+ The ongoing place of scholarship
in the church. How does the church
maintain the confessional nature of its
teachings while being open to further
development in its understanding of
truth?

4+ Educational models for dealing
with controversial subjects and the ethi-
cal issues involved for teachers and
church leaders. How shall we teach sci-
ence courses in our schools, colleges,
and universities in a way that enriches
rather than erodes faith?

4+ What ethical considerations come
into focus when private conviction dif-
fers from denominational teaching?
How does my personal freedom of
belief interface with my public role as a
leader in the church? In other words,
what are the ethics of dissent?

4+ Administrative posture and
processes in dealing with variations in
or re-expressions of doctrinal views.

What is expected of us

The last portion of the conference
will focus on arriving at consensus
regarding a report, recommendations,
affirmations, or appeals that can be for-
warded to the General Conference
president. The Organizing Committee

has been tasked with the assignment of
preparing a report which the General
Conference president will include with
his report to the Annual Council 2004.
(The General Conference Executive
Committee authorized this series of
conferences and rightfully expects a
report on what has been done.)

We are inviting you to be a part of
that report—to help create it.
Accordingly there will be several periods
during our time together when we shall
break into smaller groups to discuss a
number of questions, consider recom-
mendations, or propose actions that the
church might take in response to these
matters.

We have not come to this conference
with a prescripted outcome and report.
Obviously we have some thoughts in
mind but we seek a collective engage-
ment in preparing a report. Our vision at
present is that the report will contain a
narrative section that describes what we
have done over the three years. We sug-
gest that the report may have a section
on affirmations followed by a section of
recommendations. Not a long list of
general recommendations that will get
filed away in some archive as an histori-
cal artifact. Instead we invite you to help
create nothing less than an action plan
for the entire church that addresses mat-
ters such as:

1. What can be done to help us, and
indeed the whole church, deal with sen-
sitive topics in our faith community?
Have these conferences helped us
toward that end? What can be done to
help us avoid the irresponsible use of
science to validate Scripture—or to
avoid the denigration of faith in order
to accommodate some theories of sci-
ence? How can we carry on a helpful
dialog without resorting to caricature
and innuendo towards those who hold
other views? What are the things that
hold us together even while we differ?

2. What can be done to provide

WWW.MINISTRYMAGAZINE.ORG

MINTITSTRY

17



Planning on attending
the upcoming General
Conference Session
in St. Louis? We'll be
there with a boatload
of useful ideas and
resources for pastors
and lay leaders. From
sermon outlines
and study helps to
counseling aids and
personal inspiration,
they're all aboard
(and in stacks of more
than two and seven).
We'll leave the door
open for you.

Booths #637-722
(Just look for the big boat)

www.ministerialassociation.com
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nurture and education to our members
so that they will have a robust faith
grounded in Scripture while living in a
world that increasingly views science as
the preferred, if not only, source of
knowledge?

3. Is there anything more that should
be done to assist Seventh-day Adventist
students in dealing with educational
curriculum, especially in the natural sci-
ences, that may challenge their faith
commitment?

4. What can be done to support and
encourage those who teach theology
and the sciences in our schools? One of
the Organizing Committee members
remarked recently that we have long
considered the religion teacher in our
schools as one of the key individuals in
our educational system. Has not the
time come for us 1o recognize that the
science teachers in our schools are at
least equally critical to the success of
our educational endeavors?

5. How can we support Seventh-day
Adventist scholars, scientists, and theo-
logians to engage in public discourse
about the two dominant and compet-
ing worldviews in our day? Or is our
dialog to take place only within our
community of faith? Is there a place, on
the issues of faith and science, for
Seventh-day Adventist scholarship in
the public forum? How can we give it
more visibility?

Is this too big a challenge for us to
undertake at this brief moment to-
gether? The Organizing Committee feels
this is too overwhelming—but it must be
done and we need to begin somewhere.
Obviously, there cannot be a sense of
finality to the need for dialog on the
questions that brought us here. But let us
resolve to make a beginning rather than
to shrink from so large a task.

In summary

It is a privilege to have each of you as
partners in this journey over the next
few days. The Organizing Committee
has looked forward both with anticipa-
tion and anxiousness to this event. We
hope you will find the physical accom-
modations adequate and the schedule
not too burdensome. We have every
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confidence that our time together will
be beneficial to us individually but also
to the church of which we are mem-
bers. We believe that once again a
conference of this nature can be con-
ducted with openness, honesty, civility,
and respect.

It can only be to our advantage that
we learn to speak with humility about
origins. There are far more questions
than there are undebatable answers. Let
us be firm about what we can know
while recognizing that in pressing fur-
ther questions we also draw closer 1o a
wonderful and impenetrable mystery.

“Among the pieces of memorabilia
found in Charles Darwin’s belongings
after his death were two letters from his
wife Emma. Her cautionary counsel is
applicable for us as well: ‘May not the
habit in scientific pursuits of believing
nothing till it is proved, influence your
mind too much in other things which
cannot be proved in the same way, and
which if true are likely to be above our
comprehension.” Charles Darwin made
a notation on each letter. On one he
wrote, ‘God bless you. C.D. 1861." The
other has this note: ‘When | am dead,
know that many times, [ have kissed
and cryed [sic] over this. C.D."”2

This International Faith and Science
Conference begins with the celebration
of the Sabbath. Here, in worship, ado-
ration, and study we find faith and
reason in their highest partnership. Let
us come together to learn, not only
from each other, but from Him who is
the source of knowledge, wisdom, and
understanding.

“I believe in Christianity as | believe
that the Sun has risen: not only because
| see it, but because by it | see every-
thing else.”* ®

Lowell Cooper is a general vice president for
the Seventh-day Adventist Church, Silver
Spring, Maryland.

1 Arthur Peacock, Theology for a Scientific Age
(Minneapolis: Fortress, 1993), 6, 7.

2 Jean Pond, essay on “Mutual Humility in the
Relationship Between Science and Christian
Theology,” in Science and Christianity, Four Views,
Richard F. Carlson, editor (Downers Grove, Ill.:
InterVarsity Press, 2000), 69.

3 C.S. Lewis (1898-1963), Is Theology Poetry?
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AN AFFIRMATION OF CREATION:

Report of the Organizing Committee of the International Faith and Science Conference

VOTED, To record the presentation of
An Affirmation of Creation—Report of the
Organization Committee, which reads as
follows:

An Affirmation of Creation

The International Faith and Science
Conferences 2002-2004 report of the
Organizing Committee to the General
Conference Executive Committee through
the office of the General Conference
President, September 10, 2004.

Introduction

The very first words of the Bible provide
the foundation for all that follows. “In the
beginning Cod created the heavens and
the earth. . .”"—Gen 1:1 Throughout
Scripture the Creation is celebrated as com-
ing from the hand of God who is praised
and adored as Maker and Sustainer of all
that is. “The heavens declare the glory of
God; the skies proclaim the work of his
hands.”—Ps 19:1 NIV

From this view of the world flows a
series of interlocking doctrines that lie at the
core of the Seventh-day Adventist message
to the world: a perfect world without sin
and death created not long ago; the
Sabbath; the fall of our first parents; the
spread of sin, decay and death to the whole
creation; the coming of Jesus Christ, God in
the flesh, to live among us and rescue us
from sin by His death and resurrection; the
Second Coming of Jesus, our Creator and
Redeemer; and the ultimate restoration of
all that was lost by the Fall.

As Christians who take the Bible seriously
and seek to live by its precepts Seventh-day
Adventists have a high view of nature. We
believe that even in its present fallen state
nature reveals the eternal power of God
(Rom. 1:20), that “’God is love’ is written
upon every opening bud, upon every spire
of springing grass.”—Ellen G White, Steps to
Christ, p 10

For us, all Scripture is inspired and tests
all the other ways, including nature,
through which God reveals Himself. We
have great respect for science, and applaud
the prominence of science departments in
our institutions of higher learning and
healthcare. We also value the work of
Seventh-day Adventist scientists and
researchers not employed by the Church.
We train students at our colleges and uni-
versities how to employ the scientific
method rigorously. At the same time, we
refuse to restrict our quest for truth to the
constraints imposed by the scientific
method alone.
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The Question of Origins

For centuries, at least in the Christian
world, the Bible story of creation was the
standard explanation for questions about
origins. During the 18th and 19th centuries
the methodologies of science resulted in a
growing understanding of how things
worked. Today no one can deny that science
has made a remarkable impact on our lives
through advances in the areas of agricuiture,
communication, ecology, engineering,
genetics, health, and space exploration.

In many areas of life, knowledge derived
from nature and knowledge from divine
revelation in Scripture appear to be in har-
mony. Advances in scientific knowledge
often confirm and validate the views of
faith. However, in regard to the origin of
the universe, of the earth, and of life and its
history, we encounter contradictory world-
views. Assertions based on a study of
Scripture often stand in stark contrast to
those arising from the scientific assump-
tions and methodologies used in the study
of nature. This tension has a direct impact
on the life of the Church, its message, and
witness.

We celebrate the life of faith. We advo-
cate a life of learning. Both in the study of
Scripture and in the orderly processes of
nature we see indicators of the Creator’s
marvelous mind. Since its earliest days the
Seventh-day Adventist Church has encour-
aged the development of mind and
understanding through the disciplines of
worship, education, and observation.

In earlier decades the discussion of theo-
ries on origins primarily occurred in
academic settings. However, philosophical
naturalism (wholly natural, random and
undirected processes over the course of
time) has gained wide acceptance in edu-
cation and forms the basic assumption for
much that is taught in the natural and social
sciences. Seventh-day Adventist members
and students encounter this view and its
implications in many areas of daily life.

in its statement of fundamental beliefs
the Seventh-day Adventist Church affirms a
divine creation as described in the biblical
narrative of Genesis 1. “God is Creator of all
things, and has revealed in Scripture the
authentic account of His creative activity. In
six days the Lord made ‘the heaven and the
earth’ and all living things upon the earth,
and rested on the seventh day of that first
week. Thus He established the Sabbath as a
perpetual memorial of His completed cre-
ative work. The first man and woman were
made in the image of God as the crowning
work of Creation, given dorminion over the

MINISTRY

world, and charged with responsibility to
care for it. When the world was finished it
was ‘very good,’ declaring the glory of
God.”"—Gen 1; 2; Ex 20:8-11; Ps 19:1-6;
33:6,9; Ps 104; Heb 11:3

Reasons for the Faith and Science
Conferences

Because of the pervasive and growing
influence of the theory of evolution, the
General Conference Executive Committee
(2001 Annual Council) authorized a three-
year series of Faith and Science conferences.
These conferences were not called to mod-
ify the Church’s long-held position on
creation but to review the contributions
and limitations that both faith and science
bring to our understanding of origins.

The principal reasons that led to the
convening of these conferences involved:

1. Philosophical questions: An ever-
present challenge exists in defining the rela-
tionship between theology and science,
between that of faith and reason. Are these
two streams of knowledge in partnership or
in conflict? Should they be viewed as inter-
active or are they independent, nonoverlap-
ping spheres of knowledge? The dominant
worldview in most modern societies inter-
prets life, physical reality, and behavior in
ways that are markedly different from the
Christian worldview. How should a Christian
relate to these things?

2. Theological questions: How is the
Bible to be interpreted? What does a plain
reading of the text require of a believer? To
what extent should knowledge from sci-
ence inform or shape our understanding of
Scripture and vice-versa?

3. Scientific questions: The same data
from nature are available to all observers.
What do the data say or mean? How shall
we arrive at correct interpretations and con-
clusions? Is science a tool or a philosophy?
How do we differentiate between good and
bad science?

4. The issue of nurture and education
for Church members: How is a Church
member to deal with the variety of inter-
pretations of the Genesis record? What
does the Church have to say to those who
find in their educational curriculum ideas
that conflict with their faith? Maintaining
silence concerning such issues sends mixed
signals; it creates uncertainty and provides
fertile ground for unwarranted and dog-
matic views.

5. Development of living faith:
Clarification and reaffirmation of a Bible-
based theology of origins will equip mem-
bers with a framework for dealing with
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challenges on this topic. The Faith and
Science Conferences were not convened
simply for the intellectual stimulation of
attendees, but as an opportunity to provide
orientation and practical guidance for
Church members. The Church cannot pre-
tend to keep its beliefs in a safe place, secure
from all challenge. In doing so they will soon
become relics. Church teachings must
engage and connect with the issues of the
day so that they remain a living faith; other-
wise they will amount to nothing more than
dead dogma.

The Faith and Science Conferences

Two International Faith and Science
Conferences were held—in Ogden, Utah
2002 and in Denver, Colorado 2004—with
widespread international representation from
theologians, scientists, and Church adminis-
trators. In addition seven' of the Church'’s thir-
teen divisions conducted division-wide or
regional conferences dealing with the inter-
action of faith and science in explanations
about origins. The Organizing Committee
expresses appreciation to the participants at
these conferences for their contributions to
this report.

The Ogden conference agenda was
designed to acquaint attendees with the
range of ways in which both theology and
science offer explanations for the origin of
the earth and life. The agendas for confer-
ences in divisions were determined by the
various organizers, although most included
several of the topics dealt with in Ogden.
The recent conference in Denver was the
concluding conference of the three-year
series. Its agenda began with summaries of
the issues in theology and science, then
moved on to several questions regarding
faith-science issues in Church life. These
questions included:

The on-going place of scholarship in the
Church. How does the Church maintain the
confessional nature of its teachings while
being open to further development in its
understanding of truth?

Educational models for dealing with
controversial subjects and the ethical issues
involved for teachers and Church leaders.
How shall we teach science courses in our
schools in a way that enriches, rather than
erodes, faith?

What ethical considerations come into
focus when private conviction differs from
denominational teaching? How does per-
sonal freedom of belief interface with one’s
public role as a leader in the Church? In
other words, what are the principles of per-
sonal accountability and the ethics of
dissent?

What are the administrative responsibil-
ities and processes in dealing with variations
in, or re-expressions of, doctrinal views?

Scholarly papers by theologians, scien-
tists, and educators were presented and
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discussed in all the conferences. (The
Ceoscience Research Institute maintains a
file of all papers presented at the confer-
ences.) The Ogden and Denver conferences
involved at least some representation from
every division of the world field. Well over
200 persons participated in the conferences
during the three-year period. More than
130 attended the Denver meeting, most of
whom had attended at least one other of
the Faith and Science Conferences.

General Observations

1. We applaud the seriousness and dig-
nity that characterized the conferences.

2. We noted the strong sense of dedica-
tion and loyalty to the Church that
prevailed.

3. We experienced that even though
tensions surfaced at times, cordial relations
were maintained among the attendees,
with fellowship transcending differences in
viewpoint.

4. We witnessed in these conferences a
high level of concurrence on basic under-
standings, especially the normative role of
Scripture, buttressed by the writings of Ellen
G White, and the belief by all in God as
beneficent Creator.

5. We found no support for, nor advo-
cacy of, philosophical naturalism, the idea
that the universe came into existence with-
out the action of a Creator.

6. We acknowledge that the conflict
between the biblical and contemporary
worldviews impacts both scientists and
theologians.

7. We recognize that tension between
faith and understanding is an element of life
with which the believer must learn to live.

8. We observe that rejecting contempo-
rary scientific interpretations of origins in
conflict with the biblical account does not
imply depreciation of either science or the
scientist.

9. While we found widespread affirma-
tion of the Church’s understanding of life
on earth, we recognize that some among
us interpret the biblical record in ways that
lead to sharply different conclusions.

10. We accept that both theology and sci-
ence contribute to our understanding of
reality.

Findings

1. The degree to which tension exists
regarding our understanding of origins
varies around the world. In those areas
where science has made its greatest
progress in society, the questions among
Church members are more widespread.
With the advance of science across all soci-
eties and educational systems, there will be
a corresponding increase in members won-
dering how to reconcile Church teaching
with natural theories of origin. Large num-
bers of Seventh-day Adventist students
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attend public schools where evolution is
taught and promoted in the classroom
without corresponding materials and argu-
ments in favor of the biblical account of
origins.

2. Reaffirmation of the Church’s
Fundamental Belief regarding creation is
strongly supported. Seventh-day Adventist
belief in a literal and historical six-day cre-
ation is theologically sound and consistent
with the teaching of the whole Bible.

3. Creation is a foundational pillar in the
entire system of Seventh-day Adventist doc-
trine—it bears direct relationship to many if
not ail other fundamental beliefs. Any alter-
native interpretation of the creation story
needs to be examined in light of its impact
on all other beliefs. Several of the Faith and
Science Conferences reviewed alternative
interpretations of Genesis 1, including the
idea of theistic evolution. These other inter-
pretations lack theological coherence with
the whole of Scripture and reveal areas of
inconsistency with the rest of Seventh-day
Adventist doctrine. They are, therefore,
unacceptable substitutes for the biblical
doctrine of creation held by the Church.

4. Concern has been expressed regard-
ing what some see as ambiguity in the
phrase “In six days” found in the Church’s
statement of belief on creation. It is felt that
the intended meaning (that the six-day cre-
ation described in Genesis was accom-
plished in a literal and historical week) is
unmentioned. This situation allows for
uncertainty about what the Church actually
believes. Further, it provides room for other
explanations of creation to be accommo-
dated in the text. There is a desire for the
voice of the Church to be heard in bringing
added clarity to what is really meant in
Fundamental Belief #6, Creation.

5. Although some data from science can
be interpreted in ways consistent with the
biblical concept of creation, we also
reviewed data interpreted in ways that chal-
lenge the Church’s belief in a recent
creation. The strength of these interpreta-
tions cannot be dismissed lightly. We
respect the claims of science, study them,
and hope for a resolution. This does not
preclude a re-examination of Scripture to
make sure it is being properly understood.
However, when an interpretation harmo-
nious with the findings of science is not
possible, we do not allow science a privi-
leged position in which it automatically
determines the outcome. Rather, we recog-
nize that it is not justifiable to hold clear
teachings of Scripture hostage to current
scientific interpretations of data.

6. We recognize that there are different
theological interpretations among us
regarding Genesis 1-11. In view of the vari-
ous interpretations we sensed a high
degree of concern that those involved in
the Seventh-day Adventist teaching min-
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istry conduct their work ethically and with
integrity—by standards of their profession,
the teachings of Scripture, and the basic
understanding held by the body of believ-
ers. Since Seventh-day Adventists recognize
their comprehension of truth is a growing
experience, there is an ever-present need to
continue the study of Scripture, theology,
and science in order that the truths we hold
constitute a living faith able to address the
theories and philosophies of the day.

7. We appreciate and endorse the sig-
nificant value of ongoing international and
interdisciplinary dialog among Seventh-day
Adventist theologians, scientists, educators,
and administrators.

Affirmations

As a result of the two international con-
ferences and the seven division conferences,
the Organizing Committee reports the fol-
lowing affirmations:

1. We affirm the primacy of Scripture in
the Seventh-day Adventist understanding
of origins.

2. We affirm the historic Seventh-day
Adventist understanding of Genesis 1 that
life on earth was created in six literal days
and is of recent origin.

3. We affirm the biblical account of the
Fall resulting in death and evil.

4. We affirm the biblical account of a cat-
astrophic Flood, an act of God's judgment
that affected the whole planet, as an impor-
tant key to understanding earth history.

5. We affirm that our limited under-
standing of origins calls for humility and
that further exploration into these questions
brings us closer to deep and wonderful
mysteries.

6. We affirm the interlocking nature of
the doctrine of creation with other Seventh-
day Adventist doctrines.

7. We affirm that in spite of its fallenness
nature is a witness to the Creator.

8. We affirm Seventh-day Adventist sci-
entists in their endeavors to understand the
Creator’s handiwork through the method-
ologies of their disciplines.

9. We affirm Seventh-day Adventist
theologians in their efforts to explore and
articulate the content of revelation.

10. We affirm Seventh-day Adventist edu-
cators in their pivotal ministry to the
children and youth of the Church.

11. We affirm that the mission of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church identified in
Revelation 14:6, 7 includes a call to worship
God as Creator of all.

Recommendations

The Organizing Committee for the
International Faith and Science Conferences
recommends that:

1. In order to address what some inter-
pret as a lack of clarity in Fundamental
Belief #6, Creation, the historic Seventh-day
Adventist understanding of the Genesis nar-
rative be affirmed more expilicitly.

2. Church leaders at all levels be encour-
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aged to assess and monitor the effectiveness
with which denominational systems and
programs succeed in preparing young peo-
ple, including those attending non-Adventist
schools, with a biblical understanding of ori-
gins and an awareness of the challenges they
may face in respect to this understanding.
3. Increased opportunity be provided
for interdisciplinary dialog and research, in
a safe environment, among Seventh-day
Adventist scholars from around the world.

Conclusion

The Bible opens with the story of cre-
ation; the Bible closes with the story of re-
creation. Alf that was lost by the Fall of our
first parents is restored. The One who made
all things by the Word of His mouth at the
beginning brings the long struggle with sin,
evil, and death to a triumphant and glorious
conclusion. He is the One who dwelt among
us and died in our stead on Calvary. As the
heavenly beings sang for joy at the first cre-
ation, so the redeemed from earth proclaim:
“You are worthy, O Lord, to receive glory
and honor and power, for You created all
things, and by Your will they exist and were
created. . . .Worthy is the Lamb who was
slain. . ."—Rev 4:11; 5:12 NKJV ™

1 East-Central Africa Division, Euro-Africa Division,
North American Division, South Pacific Division,
Southern Africa-Indian Ocean Division, Southern
Asia Division, West-Central Africa Division.

RESPONSE TO AN AFFIRMATION OF CREATION

Made by the members of the General Conference Executive Committee at the 2004 Annual Council

VOTED, To approve the following state-
ment in response to the International Faith
and Science Conference Organizing
Committee’s report, An Affirmation of
Creation, subject to the changes that were
voted in the previous action, to read as fol-
fows:

Whereas belief in a literal, six-day cre-
ation is indissolubly linked with the
authority of Scripture, and;

Whereas such belief interlocks with
other doctrines of Scripture, including the
Sabbath and the Atonement, and;

Whereas Seventh-day Adventists under-
stand our mission, as specified in Revelation
14:6, 7, to include a call to the world to
worship God as Creator,

We, the members of the General
Conference Executive Committee at the
2004 Annual Council, state the following as
our response to the document, An
Affirmation of Creation, submitted by the
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International Faith and Science Conferences:

1. We strongly endorse the document’s
affirmation of our historic, biblical position
of belief in a literal, recent, six-day
Creation.

2. We urge that the document, accom-
panied by this response, be disseminated
widely throughout the world Seventh-day
Adventist Church, using all available com-
munication channels and in the major
languages of world membership.

3. We reaffirm the Seventh-day Adventist
understanding of the historicity of Genesis
1-11: that the seven days of the Creation
account were literal 24-hour days forming a
week identical in time to what we now
experience as a week; and that the Flood
was global in nature.

4. We call on all boards and educators at
Seventh-day Adventist institutions at all lev-
els to continue upholding and advocating
the Church’s position on origins. We, along

MINISTRY

with Seventh-day Adventist parents, expect
students to receive a thorough, balanced,
and scientifically rigorous exposure to and
affirmation of our historic belief in a literal,
recent, six-day creation, even as they are
educated to understand and assess com-
peting philosophies of origins that
dominate scientific discussion in the con-
temporary world.

5. We urge church leaders throughout
the world to seek ways to educate mem-
bers, especially young people attending
non-Seventh-day Adventist schools, in the
issues involved in the doctrine of creation.

6. We call on all members of the world-
wide Seventh-day Adventist family to
proclaim and teach the Church’s under-
standing of the biblical doctrine of
Creation, living in its light, rejoicing in our
status as sons and daughters of God, and
praising our Lord Jesus Christ—our Creator
and Redeemer. W
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