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Dear Friends,

Greetings in the Name of Our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ.
There are two events later this year that I hope you will make every effort
to attend.  One is the annual gathering at North Nibley in Gloucestershire
on 3rd July.  We are specially blest in having chosen such a delightful
spot in the Cotswolds for our General Assembly.  It affords the historical
association with the great Reformer and Martyr, William Tyndale, and
also allows us to enjoy a day out in the most beautiful countryside.  But
in addition, this year we have a visiting speaker, the Rev. Melvyn Jervis,
who I’m sure you will wish to hear.  Please make every effort to come.

The second event is the Day-Conference in the autumn -
Saturday October 9th - at St. Mary’s Castle Street, Reading.  This we
hope will lead to the revival of our Day-Conferences that were so suc-
cessful in recent years.  This one is being sponsored by the C of E (C),
but is open to anyone to attend, because we are dealing with a vital ques-
tion that concerns all Christians and Christian churches, and that is the
moral and spiritual condition of our nation, and how, under God, we
should seek to address it.

So here are two focal points for our thinking and our witness and
I hope very much to see you at both.

At the recent meeting of our central committee we gave thanks to
God for the way in which he has provided the funding for the training of
our ordinands, two of whom will be ordained, God willing, on 18th July
at St. Mary’s, Castle Street, together with the Rev. Edward John
Malcolm, at present assistant curate of St. Mary’s, who will be ordained
to the priesthood.  We look to the Lord for his provision for all our needs
and we hope in the future to be able to expand this work as the Lord
leads.  We are seeking to be faithful to the rich heritage of the
Reformation, which has been so sadly neglected and shunned in our land
in more recent times, which leads me to mention a third thing.
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The Sussex Martyrs’ Commemoration Council will be dedicating
a stone to the memory of John Launder at Steyning, Sussex on Saturday
22nd May at 3.00 pm.  John Launder was burnt at Steyning on 23rd July
1555 for confessing the faith that we now hold in the Church of England
(Cont.).  If any of you live near Steyning, please come to the meeting.  I
shall be glad to see you as I have been invited to speak.
May the Lord bless and keep you,

Yours sincerely,

David Samuel 
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE C of E (C)
SATURDAY 3 JULY 1999

Nibley House, North Nibley, Gloucestershire
10.30 am. Coffee.

PROGRAMME

11.00 am. Devotions and keynote address by Bishop David Samuel

11.30 am The Old Paths Campaign - The Rev Melvyn Jervis

12.30 pm Group photo - Lunch (we bring our own food and drinks)
Party to Tyndale Monument (bring waterproof, shoes & 
torch)

2.00 pm General Meeting - including Mr. Roger du Barry’s talk.

3.30 (approx.) Closing Devotions, tea and disperse.

Collection to cover expenses.

Travel directions (parking on site) -  Dr. N. Malcolm, Secretary
01934 712520



THOUGHTS ON THE GENESIS OF THE EARTH

David Samuel

The study of the earth’s crust, which is composed of rocks, is
called GEOLOGY - literally, ‘the science of the earth’. It is a relatively
recent study.  The word geology did not occur until 1735, and the first
chair of geology was established at Oxford in 1819.  The first man to
occupy that chair was the Very Reverend William Buckland, Dean of
Westminster.  This was typical of the times.  There were no professional
geologists as we know them today.  The study of geology was undertak-
en by amateurs - theologians like Buckland, Fleming, Pye Smith and
Sedgwick.  Charles Lyell was a lawyer; William Smith a surveyor; James
Hutton an agriculturalist; and Baron Cuvier an anatomist.

The study of extinct forms of life which appear in the rocks as
fossils is called PALAEONTOLOGY, which means literally ‘the sci-
ence of ancient being’.  It is interesting that this word did not appear in
general use until the year 1838.  In considering these subjects we must
bear in mind that we are dealing with comparatively recent studies.
There should be room for qualifying and reconsidering some of the con-
clusions to which amateur geologists came and have remained unchanged
and, sometimes unquestioned, since.

Whenever we see a cliff face, we are reminded that that particu-
lar area was once under water.  The proof of this is in the successive lay-
ers of rocks that form the cliff.  They could only have been laid down by
water deposition.  But what is true of that particular area is also true of
every land in the world.  At one time it was under water.

The basic division of rocks is into two classes: Igneous, which
were formed by heat and volcanic action, and are really lava flows.  And
Sedimentary, which were formed by water depositing layers of sediment
one upon another in varying thicknesses. Fossils - the remains of organ-
ic life - are found as a rule in the sedimentary rocks, but not in the
igneous. These fossils range from minute sea shells that make up the lay-
ers of chalk in the enormous petrified bones of dinosaurs which can be
seen in the Natural History Museum in London.  The Ammonite, an
extinct sea creature, is quite a common one, and can be found in many
parts of the country.  Especially good examples can be found at Robin
Hood’s Bay.
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People have been aware of the existence of fossils for many cen-
turies.  The ancient Greeks knew about them.  Aristotle regarded them as
sports or accidents of nature ‘generated in the earth out of exhalations
under celestial influences’.  This view prevailed in the Middle Ages, and
right into the 17th century.  Fossils were not regarded seriously as the
remains of creatures that had once actually lived, but as something acci-
dentally and spontaneously generated in the earth.

A factor that was instrumental in changing this was the awaken-
ing interest in the historical character of the Bible, under the influence of
the Reformation, and its emphasis upon the centrality of Scripture. As
men came to treat the history of the Bible seriously, so they began to
examine the implications of the Flood, and arrive at the conclusion that
fossils were the result of the Noahic flood - the remains of actual living
creatures which had been entombed in the mud deposited by the waters
as they receded. This understanding of things was first put forward by
Thomas Burnet in his Sacred Theory of the Earth (1681) and by others
who followed him, notably, John Woodward in his Essay Toward a
Natural History of the Earth, (1695) and William Whiston, who suc-
ceeded Newton as Lucasian Professor of Mathematics at Cambridge, in
his New Theory of the Earth, from its Original to the Consummation of
all Things, Wherein the Creation of the World in Six Days, the Universal
Deluge and the General Conflagration as Laid Down in Holy Scriptures
are shown to be Perfectly agreeable to Philosophy.

Woodward argued that the Deluge dissolved the upper crust of
the earth, and the fossils settled out in strata according to their specific
gravities. Whiston, employing Newton’s principles, attributed the Flood
to a passing comet.  The significant thing is that the geology of the Flood
was regarded as the key to explaining the existence and origin of fossils.
They were considered to be the remains of creatures which had actually
lived, rather than sports of nature, as they had been regarded from time
immemorial.  This formidable alliance of science and revelation so dis-
turbed Voltaire, the atheist philosopher of the French Revolution, that he
argued against the deposition of sea shells in the Alps by the Flood
waters, and said that they must have been dropped there by pilgrims as
they returned from the Holy land at the time of the Crusades.

At the end of the 18th century, then, there was general agreement
about the concurrence of geology and Scripture.  But at the same time
other ideas were emerging, which were to challenge this position. The
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battle was joined between two schools of thought - the one advocating
Catastrophism and the other Uniformitarianism.  The catastrophists
argued that there had been great upheavals in prehistoric times caused
principally by floods and also by volcanic activity, which had changed
the whole face of the earth, and gave rise to the rocks with their fossils.
This activity had now largely ceased in historic times.  Their thesis was,
that the earth as we know it could not be the result of forces that we see
presently at work in nature.  This must be attributed to extraordinary,
even supernatural forces, that have now virtually ceased to operate.

The uniformitarians, on the other hand, believed that all the geo-
logical phenomena, the formation of the rocks, the deposition of the sed-
imentary strata and the fossils, could be explained in terms of the forces
that are now witnessed at work in nature.  Their thesis was, ‘the present
is the key to the past’.  We must understand what happened in the past on
the analogy of what is happening today.  For example, we see the estuar-
ies of rivers silting up by the mud being brought down from the hills and
mountains.  It was in this manner, they argued, that the ancient strata of
the rocks were laid down and the fossils buried in them.  The action of
wind and rain, of streams and rivers, of snow and ice - these ordinary
activities of natural forces - are the key to the explanation of the strata and
of fossils of the earth.  Nature is uniform throughout its history.  No great
upheavals or inundations are required to account for what we now find in
the earth’s surface.

It is important to notice that both these positions are based on
assumptions about the past, adopted for the purpose of constructing the-
ories about the past.

One thing, however, must be immediately apparent, and that is,
that if you adopt the first, that is, the catastrophist assumption, very little
time is required to work enormous changes. If extraordinary physical
forces are at work, then vast changes in the earth’s surface can be effect-
ed in a very short space of time. To take an illustration of this in minia-
ture: think of the Lynton floods 1952, or the Louth flood of 1926. In these
extraordinary torrents of water, enormous quantities of mud and debris
were brought down and deposited, and banks were eroded and destroyed,
all of which was accomplished in the space of a few hours, whereas ordi-
narily it would have been the work of many years. Thus, if we multiply
this on a vast scale, and conceive of a universal catastrophe such as the
Flood lasting not a few hours but for weeks and months, then we see the
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reasons for the conclusions of the catastrophists, that long ages were not
required to explain the geology of the earth.

If on the other hand you adopt the assumption that the ordinary
forces of nature operating at present are the proper basis for the investi-
gation of what happened in the past, then it is obvious that you need a lot
more time. On this assumption the formation of the fossil bearing rocks
requires not thousands but millions of years. You look at the strata super-
posed in thousands of feet of cliff, and then you measure the rate at which
layers of mud are now being deposited in the mouth of a river, and you
do your calculations and you come to the conclusion that it took millions
of years to lay down such thicknesses. If you should wonder how the esti-
mates of hundreds of millions of years for the history of the earth were
first arrived at, this is the origin of it. It derives from the assumption that
the rate of deposition in the past was the same as that which obtains at
present.

These uniformitarian ideas were first put forward by James
Hutton in the latter part of the 18th century, but did not gain acceptance
until the publication of Charles Lyell’s ‘Principles of Geology’ in 1830.
Lyell was the first consistent uniformitarian and believed that everything
could be explained in terms of this principle, and that all catastrophes,
natural or supernatural, could be dispensed with. The scientist, he argued,
required no miracles for the understanding of nature.

The development of ideas at this time is very interesting, for the
view that the rocks with their fossils had taken millions of years to be
formed led to another idea which was even more revolutionary. A few
years after the publication of Charles Lyell’s ‘Principles of Geology’ a
young man was setting out on a voyage round the world in a ship called
‘The Beagle’ as its naturalist.  His name was Charles Darwin and his
teacher at Cambridge, Professor Henslow, said to him as he left, ‘Take
Lyell’s new book with you and read it by all means, but do not pay atten-
tion to it, except in regard to facts, for it is altogether wild as far as theo-
ry goes’. At the beginning of the journey Darwin saw no reason to doubt
the orthodox views that prevailed with regard to geology and special cre-
ation. At the end of the voyage, he was already an evolutionist. Lyellís
book had provided him with the time span that was necessary for the
introduction of the concept of the transmutation of species. This took
place, Darwin contended, by very small variations building up over mil-
lions of years. It is clear that without the change of thinking generally
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about the formation of the earth’s surface, and the adoption of the uni-
formitarian assumption, the theory of evolution would not have got off
the ground.  The French Zoologist Lamarck had to some extent antici-
pated Darwin’s theory of the transmutation of species some seventy years
before, but then the idea had not been received, partly because it lacked
justification in terms of time, which Lyell’s book later supplied.

In 1859 Darwin published his book On the Origin of Species by
Natural Selection in which he put forward the idea that all living organ-
isms had developed from one or a few original forms.  They had so devel-
oped by small variations taking place in their offspring, which gave them
some advantage over their fellows in the struggle for existence.  The bet-
ter fitted survived while the less efficient forms died out.  Thus the dif-
ferent species emerged, which were suited and adapted to their environ-
ment, as a result of natural selection.  As a breeder takes particular strains
and develops them for his advantage so nature took a hand in selecting
the fittest for survival.

We are concerned here with the significance of this for ‘the
record of the rocks’.  If the theory is correct it would have to be supported,
as Darwin himself recognised, by actual evidence of such development in
the past.  The theory presupposes an unbroken succession of forms from
the first to the present time.  Therefore, it would be natural to expect that
the transitional forms or links would be found in fossils from in the rocks,
as well as the particular species themselves.  But the transitional forms
were missing.  Darwin acknowledged the inadequacy of the geological
evidence and was embarrassed by it.  He introduced an argument which
was intended to explain why conditions were not favourable to the for-
mation of fossils at the time that the transitional forms were developing;
but he looked confidently to the future to supply the evidence that was
missing in 1860.  However, the one hundred and forty years that have
elapsed have not produced the missing links.   Alan Charig, the curator of
the palaeontological section of the Natural History Museum, who did a
series of programmes for BBC TV entitled Before the Ark, candidly
admitted at the beginning of the series that such transitional forms had not
been found. The branches that should connect the main lines of descent
are missing.  This fact is generally acknowledged by palaeontologists.

But that was not all.  It was known before Darwin, and is still the
case, that organic forms appear suddenly in what is regarded as the oldest
strata of all, the Cambrian. These earliest fossils are by no means simple.
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Some of the most complicated seeds known are of the Palaeozoic age.
But more than this, the different phyla, or tribes of creatures were clear-
ly distinguished at that stage. Professor A.H. Cook, in the Cambridge
Natural History says, ‘The first undisputed traces of natural life which
appear in the Cambrian epoch exhibit the same phyletic distinctions that
now exist. The fact is that there is no fossil evidence for the evolution of
invertebrates; they all appear suddenly and fully specialised’, (Vol. 3 p.
5).

The fundamental idea behind evolution, that life is advanced by
small steps from the simple to the more complex, is difficult to sustain
when the facts are examined. Darwin’s conception of what was a simple
form of life is very different from ours today. Today we are aware of the
infinite complexity revealed by the electron microscope of what appears
simple to the naked eye or under a less powerful microscope. No one
would maintain today that a single-cell animal is simple. In the 1920’s it
was thought that the single celled amoeba showed how simple primitive
life could be. Now with the aid of the electron microscope, which can
enlarge a penny to the size of a city, scientists can see that every cell and
every organism is more complicated than the most complex machine ever
built by man.

So the ‘record of the rocks’, instead of supplying the required
proof of the evolutionary hypothesis, creates very considerable problems
for it. The absence of transitional forms in the supposed line of descent,
and the sudden appearance of organic life in all its complexity and clear-
ly distinguished classes in the oldest fossil bearing rocks presents serious
difficulties.

Finally, a word about the geological column. This purports to
show a chronological progression according to successive beds of strata
in the earth’s crust. There are two sets of facts that should lead us to treat
this supposed order with caution.

i) Nowhere does such a column exist. There is no spot where
more than two or three systems are found one above the
other. The column is a composite affair, built up by com-
bining well developed sections found in widely scattered
parts of the earth. The basis of this combining of strata is the
order of the fossils found in them. But to order of the fossils
is determined by the evolutionary hypothesis, viz. the sup-
posedly simple being earlier than the more complex. Thus
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we have a circular argument. The thing to be demonstrated
is introduced into the demonstration.

ii) The order of the strata is not the same in all places.
Sometimes the older lie above the younger. When this
occurs it is said to be a ‘fault’, caused by the upheaval of the
rocks, so reversing the order. But some of these faults are so
extensive as not to permit of this solution, and the evidence
of upheaval is also lacking.

In view of these and many other considerations, which it has not been
possible to mention, some scientists have been considering again the evi-
dence for evolution and the historical geology upon which it is based.
There has been a growing dissatisfaction with the older uniformitarian
position which does not account adequately for all the phenomena, and
amongst some there is a tendency to think in terms of a cataclysm in the
past, and in particular the great cataclysm of the Genesis Flood. In case it
is thought that the Genesis Flood was not capable of doing all the geo-
logical work necessary to account for what we know of the rocks and
their fossils, let us briefly consider the facts of the Flood. (Read Genesis
chapters 7 and 8).

i) The duration of the flood. It lasted not for a few hours or
days but, we are told, for 150 days during which the waters
rose and prevailed on the earth. They were another 74 days
in going and decreasing, and to the end of the whole experi-
ence for Noah and his family was 371 days.

ii) The extent of the flood. We are told that it covered all the
tops of all the high mountains to a depth of at least 45 feet.
We are therefore meant to understand that it was universal in
the fullest sense, and this condition lasted 150 days.

iii) The violence of it. The ‘fountains of the great deep’ were
broken up, and the ‘floodgates of heaven’ were opened.
Here is a brief but realistic description of what this means:

The picture is of awesome proportions.  The vast ‘waters
above the firmament’ poured forth through what are graphically
represented in the Scriptures as ‘the floodgates of heaven’,
swelling the rivers and waterways and initiating the erosion and
transportation of vast inland sediments.  At the same time, waters
and probably magmas were bursting up through the fractured
‘fountains’ of the great subterranean deep.  In these seas, these
‘fountains’ not only belched forth their waters and volcanic mate-
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