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Sunday Evening Chat 2 
 

Introducer 1: So, now, just for a bit of Winter madness, The Prophets Minor presents, for 

your entertainment, another short sketch entitled, “Sunday Evening Chat” 

Introducer 2: This is the Chilwell Broadcasting Corporation. Later this evening we have the 

last programme in the series of “Hymns with a food name in the title” with Marjory 

Flossiemouth. But now, get out your last remaining chocolate liquors from Christmas (you’re 

going to need them) and put your feet up by the fire as we continue to find answers for our 

listeners questions about the Bible in our very popular panel show, “Sunday Evening Chat” 

hosted, still, by Dale Doodle! 

Dale:  Hello and welcome again to “Sunday Evening Chat”, the programme which 

takes very reasonable questions from listeners about the Bible and offers them to a 

completely unqualified panel who will try to find some answers. So, without further adoo, 

let us meet the panel for this evening. First, from Nottingham, we have Gazza 

Gazza:  Happy to be here. 

Dale:  and Yolanda, also from Nottingham. 

Yolanda: Yeh. Hi! 

Dale:  Then we have Maurice…from Nottingham. 

Maurice: Super…just being a part of this! 

Dale:  Err, yes…and last but not least, Cassandra…who also comes from 

Nottingham. 

Cassandra: Hello 

Dale:  So, in fact, they’re all from Nottingham then! 

Right…good…well, let’s go straight to our first question, which is from Morag who comes 

from Dyffryn Ardudwy…in Wales. Hope I pronounced the name of your town correctly there 

Morag? Anyway, Morag’s question is  as follows, “When Jesus called his disciples to become 

fishers of men in Luke 5, having just enabled them to catch a huge number of fish, did they 

1) Show a concern for the environment by putting the live fish back into the Sea of Galilee. 

2) Left the fish to rot in their boats giving off a foul smell and upsetting the local villagers. Or 

3) Hire a refrigerated van to keep the fish fresh as they followed Jesus around Judea?” Well, 

Morag, I can see that you are someone who has a deep concern for the environment. So 

what do our panel think about Morag’s question. Did Jesus’ actions begin a trend of over 

fishing in the Sea of Galilee? There are so many issues to wrestle with here. 

Maurice: Can I jump in here Dale? 

Dale:  Certainly. Please do. 

Maurice: Well, it seems to me that at least one of those options makes a false 

presupposition! 
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Dale:  You’re referring to the hire of a refrigerated van, aren’t you? 

Maurice: Er, no. I was referring to the throwing of live fish back into the Sea of Galilee. 

Firstly, these are poor people. They’re not just going to throw good fish away, dead or alive. 

Yolanda: I think Maurice has a good point. Besides, how many of the fish would 

actually be alive after they’ve been out of the water for a while? 

Gazza:  I think you guys are missing the obvious mistake in Morag’s question. 

Dale:  Ah good. Yes. You’re referring to the refrigerated van, aren’t you? 

Gazza:  No, I’m not. My point is that there would almost certainly be other fishermen 

nearby who could have taken the spare fish off the disciple’s hands. So they wouldn’t have 

gone to waste. 

Cassandra: But, realistically, what kind of deal could the disciples have got with the other 

fishermen if they knew that the disciples were leaving the fish behind anyway? I think what 

Jesus should have done was waited till he had a big crowd moment beside the sea of Galilee 

before performing this miracle. Then he could have called the disciples and fed the crowd 

with only one miracle. 

Gazza:  I wasn’t saying they would have got a good deal. I’m just saying the fish 

wouldn’t have gone to waste. 

Dale:  Ok. That’s all good. But did anyone notice the reference to a refrigerated van 

in the question? I’ll take that as a ‘no’ then! Right. Now. Time to move onto our second 

question, which comes from Angus in Drumnadrochit in Scotland. Goodness! Can’t we get 

questions from people who live in easier places to pronounce? Anyway, Angus’ question 

concerns the story of Samson and Delilah in Judges 16. His question concerns the time when 

Delilah was trying to find out what she needed to do to make Samson lose his strength. He 

asks, “Why does the panel think Delilah was wanting to find out Samson’s secret? Was it just 

for the money she was offered, or was it because she felt strongly that there should be no 

secrets between them if their relationship was to move onto a higher plane?” I can see 

where you’re going with this one, Angus. Your question pre-supposes that we aren’t told the 

whole story in this Bible chapter. That maybe there was a troubling wind in their 

relationship, particularly when Samson was sleeping, that made Delilah want to throw open 

the windows and get the truth out! What do the panel think? 

Yolanda: Yes, I do think this was an attempt to set a new agenda in their relationship. 

Samson had always struck me as the strong, silent type, so maybe Delilah was running out 

of ways to break through to Samson on a more emotional level. Drastic problems require 

drastic measures. 

Gazza:  The guy had his eyes taken out when the Philistines caught him. How can that 

possibly be a good result? 

Yolanda: Well, that probably was a little uncomfortable. But you can’t make an 

omelette without breaking a few eggs! So, at one level, he can no longer see, and he’s 

locked up in prison. But, at another level, he must have finally connected with his own 

feelings through this experience, which, you could say, is another form of seeing that is now 
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available to him. Thus, the way is now wide open for Samson and Delilah to move into a 

new level of intimacy in their relationship. 

Maurice: So, that’s all good then? 

Yolanda: Yes, I think so. 

Dale:  Mmm. I’m not sure my ears are actually believing what they are hearing! 

Cassandra, have you anything to say about the Samson and Delilah story? 

Cassandra: Well, I think, for Yolanda to say that it was reasonable for Delilah to betray 

the man who loves her. And for her to say that it’s fine for Delilah to hand over Samson to 

his enemies, so that he is blinded by them and imprisoned in chains for the rest of his life, 

just so their relationship can get a little emotionally closer…seems to me to be entirely 

correct! 

Dale:  Ok. Thank you Cassandra. What do you think about this argument Gazza? 

Gazza:  Well, I see what Yolanda is saying. I want to be fair about this. Obviously, 

Delilah loved Samson a lot to go through the trouble of finding out his secret and revealing it 

to his enemies. I’m just not sure this would have made Samson into the man Delilah wanted 

him to be. 

Maurice: I agree with Gazza. Delilah was making the classic mistake of trying to turn 

her husband into being someone he wasn’t, rather than just loving him for being the 

insensitive, unemotional thug that he so clearly was. 

Dale:  Ok. I think we’ve gone as far as we are going to get with this question. There 

seems to me to be an unbridgeable gap between the two sexes on our panel. So let’s now 

move on to our final question for the evening. It comes from Aiden who lives in…oh dear… 

Magherafelt…in Northern Ireland. Sorry Aiden if I pronounced that wrong! Anyway, Aiden 

writes about his concerns, as follows, “I was recently invited by a work colleague, who isn’t a 

Christian, to go with him to a Korean restaurant. I wasn’t sure whether I should go, so I 

opened the Bible at random and found myself reading Acts chapter 10, about Peter and the 

vision of a sheet full of strange animals. I took this as God saying I could go. What does the 

panel think?” Yes, well, Aiden, guidance is a big issue for all Christians, and I know what 

you’re saying, I couldn’t quite work out what I was eating at a Korean restaurant either! So, 

what does the panel think about this particular Bible story? 

Maurice: I’m more of a chicken man, myself. Never been interested in what comes out 

of the sea. 

Yolanda: Well, if I eat lobster, I come out in a rash all over me. 

Gazza:  Really? Do Koreans eat lobster then? 

Yolanda:  I don’t know. I was just saying… 

Gazza:  I had squid once. Couldn’t see the point of it. There didn’t seem to be any 

flavour to it…just a bit chewy as far as  can remember. 

Maurice: Don’t the Koreans eat chicken then? 
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Cassandra: I would think they do. But what has all this talk about food got to do with 

guidance? Why should Aiden even think to ask God for guidance as to whether he should go 

with his work colleague to a Korean restaurant? 

Yolanda: I think it’s about mystery. 

Gazza:  What about mystery? 

Yolanda: Well, it seems to me to be a mystery why God told people not to eat certain 

animals in the first place. And then it’s a mystery why he changed his mind and said you can 

now eat these animals. And then, when it comes to eating the sea food in a Korean 

restaurant…well, it helps if you’re the sort of person who’s comfortable with things that are 

mysterious, don’t you think? 

Dale:  Yes. Well. Erm. So there we have it, folks, another evening in which light 

could have been shed over these important Bible passages, but I’m not sure it was! 

Hopefully you, Morag, in Dyff….er, in Wales, and Angus and Aiden found it helpful. Next 

week we will have that long promised panel of lawyers ready to answer your legal questions 

about the Bible. I’m sure you’ll all be very excited about that. So do tune in next Sunday for 

another episode of ‘Sunday Evening Chat’. 

 

 


