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In this essay the topic of how Biblical creation stories such as genesis can contribute positively to a discussion of ‘green’/ecological issues will be examined, discussed and exemplified. Examples such as those who contributed to this specific discussion will be shown and further examined, such as Lynn White who talked of this topic in great detail in papers, even though some of the work was found to be somewhat controversial by peers in similar fields, such as Francis Schaeffer, who says white misinterprets the bible. 
To start off this essay properly, defining hermeneutics is the first step. Hermeneutics is the methodology of interpretation; this is especially the case with biblical texts. With this in mind, the definition of ecological hermeneutics is fairly similar. This is a term that encompasses a wide range of scholarship that applies the techniques and resources of the philosophical field of hermeneutics from an ecological standing[footnoteRef:1]. The bible is used to explain and interpret ecological issues that humans deal with currently concerning the environment and how humans mistreat their surroundings. Hermeneutics are an important study; some would argue crucial. However, it is not a simple methodology and can be quite hard to argue for and against.  [1:  (Marlow, 2020)] 

Biblical creation stories refer to Genesis 1 and 2 primarily, where the earth and its properties and inhabitants are brought into making by God. During this creation there is mention of man’s dominion over the earth, plants and the living creatures within it[footnoteRef:2]. Lynn White, as mentioned before, uses Genesis 1 as an example of human arrogance where the earth’s welfare is concerned, making note that humans assume dominion over the earth’s resources and bounty because of this doctrine, without care of the consequences it could be having on the earth they preside on[footnoteRef:3].  [2:  Genesis 1:26, Bible NRSV]  [3:  (White, 1967)] 

· ‘Thus being made in God’s image and recipients of God’s blessing qualifies the intention of “to subdue” and “to have dominion” over. It follows that human domination is an authority conferred by God, a sharing in God’s governance that must continue God’s creative goodness…’[footnoteRef:4]. [4:  (Coloe, 2013)] 

Lynn White was the one thought to have started the debate over the bibles ecological legacy so to speak, and he takes his thought process from Genesis 1, particularly the wording. There is a distinct fear of the loss of relation God meant for humans and nature to have. Lynn White despite his detailed debate in paper form, uses references to medieval Christian thinking, which is highly outdated and hard to relate to a modern situation. White also, to a somewhat insulting degree depending on how you might read it, does not only this, but also insists that western society, through Christianity as its beacon with technology and science in the form of arrogance, contributes to the mass of ecological issues, which I find can be highly criticised[footnoteRef:5].  [5:  (White, 1967)] 

There is no doubt that some of the biggest portions of pollution come from what is considered to be areas densely populated with those of the Christian religious faith, the USA for example has a high density of pollution due to its size and somewhat carefree citizens, however we find that countries such as Egypt, Pakistan and Mongolia are in fact reported to be among the most polluted countries in the world, with Delhi not far behind in rankings. This would contradict White, as these countries aren’t heavily influenced by Christianity completely, Delhi’s main religions are in fact Hinduism and Sikhism[footnoteRef:6]. I am aware that this could be argued by someone simply saying that advancements in technology and science primarily come from western civilisations, and with that in mind Christianity would still be the endorser behind the advancements, so to say, hence making the ecological issues humanity faces a Christian problem, with what some would say, a Christian solution. To some degree, the fact that most advancements in the modern age are western is true, however around the bibles creation there were much older civilisations with far more advancements in their lives, although this isn’t the point being made by Lynn White.  [6:  (TrillPost, 2020)] 

Genesis 1 is widely more used as an example when thinking of ecological issues, though it can have very negative connotations, as it simply mentions ‘dominion’ over the earth, and the word ‘dominion’ can imply a level of tyranny or unkindness as it often associated with such a strong word. Genesis 2 despite not making much mention of it, uses a softer term for mans upkeep of the earth, that is to ‘till the earth and keep it’[footnoteRef:7], a much more positive term, especially in cases of linking it to ecological issues as it contributes quite nicely to the idea of humanity looking after gods creation quite well.  [7:  Genesis 2:15, Bible NRSV] 

Francis Schaeffer says that the bible teaches us to ‘exercise dominion over the land without tyranny’, a contrast to what Lynn White believes the bible teaches us, which is the doctrine that humans are put on earth to exploit the splendour of nature God provided them with in abandon. They both appear to be in the mindset that the answer to the ecological crisis lies in the wisdom of the biblical texts, but in a completely different kind of context. With their agreeance on biblical texts holding the answers to the ecological issues we face today, comes further debate on how the texts should be interpreted. Critically and objectively, with a dire purpose to be fulfilled etc. 
With that in mind, there are two possible strategies to reading the bible and linking it to the environmental crisis we have today. These are known as the ‘Recovery’ and ‘Resistance’ approaches, separately they are very different approaches to the ecological issue ahead. The pinnacle of knowledge concerning the Recovery approach is the Green Bible, released in 2008, and some of the verses disclose what could potentially be ecological knowledge and wisdom, and these verses are in green ink[footnoteRef:8].  [8:  The Green Bible, 2008] 

The recovery approach makes note of Genesis 1:26 and 1:28, but reads the text in a different manner, suggesting that humankind is supposed to have a sort of stewardship over the earth and all of its inhabitants and to overall manage creation as God would have wanted. This is a popular interpretation of humankind’s wellbeing in tune with the earth’s wellbeing, “dominion means responsible stewardship,”[footnoteRef:9].  [9: (DeWitt, 1-26)] 

‘Therefore, human dominion can be interpreted as a responsibility for which humans are answerable to God and the whole of creation. Human dominion over the earth should therefore embrace the conservation and flourishing of God’s creation…Creation maintenance is expected to be undertaken as a share in the God-like activity of responsible care’[footnoteRef:10] [10:  (Coloe, 2013)] 

Those within the farming community are seen as prosperous, an emphasis is put on the human beings who manipulated the earth through agriculture and farming in all generations, as they would have standing in many different cultures through time because of harvest etc. and this is touched upon briefly in the journal written and edited by Lynn White.
In fact, stewardship is considered to be a recurring theme throughout the many different denominations of Christianity in the world, it is believed by many to be the key to theological engagement where ecological issues are concerned.  The Green Bible is considered to be a ‘powerful ecological handbook on how to live rightly on earth’[footnoteRef:11]. This is an example of positive discussion surrounding the topic of ecological issues where bible creation stories are concerned, as this version of the bible delves into and explains verses that could relate to modern issues that humans deal with in this day and age. However, there is criticism towards it, some find it does not hold substantial evidence regarding ecological issues and solutions. None the less, the fact that it exists and that an attempt was made to even remotely link creation stories and other secluded parts of the bible to ecological issues is impressive, as mentioned before hermeneutics is necessary, especially in this day and age but by no means easy to do.  [11: (DeWitt, 1-25)] 

The Resistance approach is a feminist method used to tackle the bible and place it under mass scrutiny, but the belief with this ideology is mainly focused on societal disfunctions rather than ecological issues, but has also been used as an example to show that humans have a rather arrogant attitude towards the earth as stated previously before[footnoteRef:12]. This method shares some similarities with Lynn Whites piece of writing but doesn’t share the belief that answers to the ecological issues we face today reside within biblical texts, so they will not be further exemplified as there isn’t a lot of evidence to support them anyway because they’re rather progressive/or aggressive depending on how one might read it, is very different in terms of how it has always been read and interpreted.  [12:  (Habel, An Inconvenient Text, xvi)] 

Furthermore, an organisation known as the Evangelical Climate Initiative use Genesis 1 as a positive example towards the ecological issues we deal with today, stating something similar to what was said earlier, which is quite simply that humanity was given stewardship over the earth, and that the issues we deal with today cannot be ignored as they are ones we have helped create ourselves. There is a sort of ownership in acknowledging the problem, not only does it become real, but solutions for the problem can be discussed and applied if necessary. 
When discussing and thinking about the Recovery approach the negatives of the approach have to be taken into account also. Some speculate that the attempts made to show that text as supportive towards ecological issues are very unconvincing and that despite their best effort to show a positive outlook on ecological issues it is a hard task to do with the minimal amount of text from biblical stories, in fact some biblical texts suggest otherwise. What also must be taken into account is the fact that because the Bible wasn’t written in the 21st century and doesn’t bear the weight of today’s environmental concerns, as it would have dealt with completely different concerns and issues for the era and culture of the time. The well being of the earth wouldn’t have been a concern at the time, because the earth was still learning and growing, and societal concerns and philosophy would have been more important. 
Despite the difference between the two approaches, there may be a way for compromise in both, but it would ultimately come down to how you interpret the biblical texts using the approaches. There are two different ways to do so, and the first way would be to, have a critical view towards the philosophy embedded in the biblical texts, noting that some parts of the texts themselves do not do justice to the agenda of ecological issues in and around the world. The second way to read into this would be too; completely ignore any and all presence of the ‘grey text’. By doing so the reader keeps in mind that the texts are important and of relevance to the modern day if they want to read it this way, treating the bible as, excuse the pun, gospel. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Depending on which way the reader chooses to interpret these two separate types of ideologies would of course depend on their overall priorities in life, and not only that, hermeneutics, even ecological hermeneutics isn’t simple in terms of interpretation, and despite being a very important conversation that needs to be had with many different cultures and religions, not just simply western Christianity, it isn’t often seen as necessary debate despite the crisis humanity deals with in this day and age with e.g. climate change, waste etc. The ecological crisis that we find today could be a result of technology and science advancements in the western hemisphere, there is no doubt that the human race is greedy and egotistical, and there is evidence of those with faith being some of the greediest, but the discussion on the biblical texts and whether they harbour green solutions to our current problems in the world may in fact be a worthy conversation to have with people. It is my personal opinion that the discussion on ecological issues could be helped through biblical text if enough people were to pay attention to it. Christianity isn’t quite as popular as it was centuries ago, and is a religion that is practiced mainly by older generations of people, or at least that is the general consensus, the youth of today don’t quite buy into religion in general in recent years unless they’re raised in it, especially religions that come across as conservative and restrictive as certain denominations of Christianity can. 
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