2 Peter 3:3-7 Divine Creationism and Catastrophism  Sunday, November 28, 2004

Preliminary Definitions

1. Thelast days—the period d time between the first and second coming of
Christ. Heb. 1:2; 1 John 2:18.

2. Uniformitarianism —aview which effedively presuppases the nonexistence of
God and states that the laws of nature run the universe on their own with no d-
vineintervention. “All things continue & they were...” and as such the past is
the best predictor of the future. Existing physicd processs, ading as they do
now, acourt for al past, present, and future adivity in the universe.

3. Limited uniformitarianism — Biblicd view which explains present uniformity
of natural processs based onthe explicit promises of God to that effed. See
Gen. 8:22for instance, or Jer. 33:20. This view explains what we seetoday (ba
sic uniformity) in light of credion and the flood, two major Divine interventions
in cosmic andworld history. In this ®nse, it is“limited” becaise, though present
processes are uniform, past and future ones can beinterrupted by God.

4. Catastrophism —the view that God hes diredly intervened at one or more key
pointsin history with world-wide caastrophic events. The floodis aich an event.
Catastrophism per seisthe basis of explaining modern scientific observations
from aBiblicd standpdnt. Thisis oppased to uniformitarianism and evolution-
ism, which is the way of explaining modern scientific observations from a seau-
lar-humanist, non-God standpant. In ather words, you can explain the Grand
Canyon a thefossl reaord by uniformitarianism (bad) or catastrophism (good).

5. Canopy theory —the aedionist understanding that there was covering of water
surroundng the eath from the time of creaion urtil the flood This view most
ealy explains phrases like “the waters which were under the firmament from
the waters which were aove the firmament” (Gen. 1:6-8), the “windows of
heaven” (Gen. 7:11, 8:2), and “out of the water and in the water” (2 Peter 3:5).

6. Sewmndary causation —the nation that God works indirectly to bring about
(cause) Hisintended ends in many cases. We cdl this providence.

7. Miracle— Oppasite of above; thisisimmediate causation which refersto the mi-
raaulous, dired intervention d God in the universe.

Overview

In 3:1-2, Peter said that his purpase in writing was to remind the readers of the OT
and NT Scriptures. Having reviewed this purpose in a general way, he movesinto his next
point by cdling for their attention: “knowing thisfirst.” What followsis a primary thing
that they are to keegp in mind, namely, that scoffers will come — verse 3. He points out that
ignorancein what he is abou to say is exadly what charaderizes their opporent—verse 5.
He wants the readersto nd be ignorant about God's timing of things—verse 8.

The present discusson hesto dowith the mming of scoffersin the last days. A scof-
fer isone whoridicules, mocks, derides, or makes fun o something. The last days have
aready arrived and the future tense “will come” pointsto their increasing presence atime
goeson(1Tim. 4:1, 2 Tim. 3:1). These scoffers are marked by three ations:

1. Walking —v. 3.

Literally this phrase can be translated “going acrding to their own lusts.” They go
along in life foll owing whatever their lusts dictate. Thisis nat Christian, friends. Believers
deny fleshly lusts and fleefrom them (Titus 2:11, 2 Tim. 2:22).

This description ties the scoff ers with the false teaders from the eallier parts of the
letter (2 Peter 2:10). If they are not the same as the false teaders, they are  least first
cousins with them!

2. Saying—v. 4.
The scoffers sy two things, which Peter will rebut in the following verses.

A. Where is the promise of His coming? Thouwgh cast in the form of a question, thisis
meant to be arhetoricd question regarding the fads of the situation. The scof-
fers’ implied answer is “thereis nored promise of his coming...thereis no com-
ing...heisnot coming...duh” In ather words, they are saying, “whereisthe ful-
fillment of His promise?” They believeit isall burk.

B. All things continue & they were from the beginning. Thisis the strict uniformi-
tarian approach to life, science, etc. which was defined above and denies the mi-
raaulous. The fathersrefer to the OT patriarchs, like Abraham, Isaag and Jaaob.

These ae bold denials of Biblicd truth—not just intellecual arguments. The first
statement jumps right out at you (did it?)—it denies the seand coming of Christ. Thisisa
fundamental of the faith. To deny thisistantamourt to denying the whole system of Chris-
tian dcactrine. It's like adenial of the substitutionary atonement. Anyone who daesthat is
canna truly be aChristian.

Noticeregarding the flow of thought up to verse 10: In verse 4, the scoffers are basi-
cdly denying the doctrine of the seaond coming of Christ aswell as God's judgmental
interventionin world history. Verses 5-7 take up the latter denia by teating that God
indeed has intervened and will i ntervene in history in catastrophic ways; verses 8-10 rebut
the former denia by teading that God has not forgotten his promise to come again.

3. Willful ignorance—v. 5-7

Finally, the scoffers will fully closed their eyes to hasic truths clealy reveded by God.
Their general condtionis marked ou in Rom. 1:19, 21-23, 25, 32. The KJV “willi ngly”
does nat mean that they are wanting to be ignorant; rather it means that their volition is
involved in deciding against the things of God.

At this point we have seen the threeways that the scoff ers behave themselves. Now
Peter points out reveded truth that destroys their position. We take that up in the next sec-
tion. In other words, the next sedion is truth which Peter wants to remind the reaers of, at
the sametimeit is the things that the scoff ers areignorant of, which ignorance dl ows them
to tenadously hold to their fodlish pasition.

Divine Interventionsin History —v. 5-7
The basic outline of these threeverses can be diagrammed as follows. I’ ve keyed in
on the phrases “by the word...whereby...by the same word.”

Verse5 Verse 6 Verse7
God' s Word God' s Word God' s Word
] ] ]
Credion With Water With Fire
] ]
Destroyed the Earth Will Destroy the Earth

1. TheCreation—v. 5

| understand thisto refer to the aeaion and particularly to its gate immediately after
theinitial credion. There was water above the eath (the canopy) and surroundng the land
mases (Gen. 1:6-9). All of this happened “by the word of God.” Evolutionism and bg-
bang cosmogony are ignorant of this God-based starting point.

2. TheFlood —v. 6

By that same word uiti mately, and by the water mediately, the world was flooded.
Peter is saying the floodwas universal. We can tell thisfrom Genesis by its purpose (Gen.
6:7), the water' s depth (7:19), the sources of water (7:11), the length of time given to Noah
to buld the ak (6:3), its $ze(6:15), the flood sduration (7:11, 8:3, 13-14). Millions of
souls perished. Evolutionistsignore the posshility of this world-wide caadysmic event in
their uniformitarian analysis. They are will fully ignorant of it.



3. The Final Destruction by Fire—v. 7

Finally, by that same word of God, Peter prophesies that not only the earth, but the
heavens and earth will be burned up. Rev. 20:11, 21:1 tells us that the old earth and heav-
ens pass away and new ones are made. The present heaven and earth are preserved (kept in
store) and reserved for judgment. Imagine.. Christ in His grace holding all things together
for the salvation of more people (2 Peter 3:9) yet those same things he will ultimately
destroy.

Conclusion: The point is this: be sure to know that scoffers are lurking around every cor-
ner, and that we are not to be ignorant of basic Bible truth as they are. MAP



