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The Men Behind The Idea 

Pastor Russell Judge Rutherford Nathan Homer Knorr

Jehovah’s Witnesses

Jehovah’s Witnesses

Jehovah’s Witnesses

The Founders Of The Primary Time Theory

The Bible does not say how long a 
period elapsed between the 

beginning when God created the 
heaven and the earth, and the 

beginning of the creative week used 
in perfecting it for man: nor do 

geologists agree amongst 
themselves as to the period of this 
interval‐‐a few extremists indulge in 
wild speculations of millions of 
years. (The New Creation, 1904, 

Pastor Charles Russell, pages 18, 19)

Long before the beginning of those 
seven days the molten mass had 

thrown off great quantities of mineral 
substances in vapor form, and these 
had formed into rings around the 
earth. [“Creation,” 1927, Judge 

Rutherford, Page 35]

“In the beginning God created the heavens and the 
Earth.” (Genesis 1:1) Just how long ago the starry 
heavens and the earth were created is not stated In 

the Bible. Therefore, there is no basis for Bible 
scholars to take issue with scientific calculations of the 
age of earth’s rock‐mass. Scientists variously estimate 

the age of the rocks as three and a half to four 
thousand million or more years. [Aid To Bible 
Understanding, Watchtower Society, Page 476]  

 
The Primary Time advocates have borrowed its two‐stage Creationist theory from Jehovah’s Witnesses 

and embraced it as its own just as the Protestants borrowed Sunday observance from the Roman 
Catholic Church. 

 
Manual of Roman Catholic Christian Doctrine 

(1916), page 67. 
“Question: How prove you that the Church hath power to command feasts and holy days?” 

“Answer: By the very act of changing the Sabbath into Sunday, which Protestants allow of, and therefore they fondly 
contradict themselves, by keeping Sunday strictly, and breaking most other feasts commanded by the same Church.” 
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Introduction	
 
The SDA Bible Commentary [Volume 1, Page 218] has an entire section refuting this idea. 
 

ADDITIONAL NOTE ON 
GENESIS CHAPTER 1 

The opening verse of Gen. 1 has been the subject of much discussion in theological circles throughout the Christian Era. Some 
have held that the verse refers to a creation of this physical world and all life upon it at a moment of time long before the seven days 
of creation week. 

 
This view is known as the ruin and restoration theory. It has been held for centuries by speculative theologians who have read 

into the Hebrew expression tohu wabohu, "without form, and void" (v. 2), the idea that a time interval—one of great duration, in 
fact—separates v. 1 from v. 2. Tohtt wabohu has been made to read, "the earth was caused to be without form and void." Upon this 
reading of the text they rest the view that the world was created perfect at some moment in the remote past (v. 1), but that an 
appalling cataclysm obliterated every trace of life upon it and reduced its surface to a state that might be described as "without form, 
and void." Many who hold to this view believe that there were repeated creations, each followed by a worldwide cataclysm. Finally, 
after untold aeons. God proceeded once more to bring order out of the chaos and to fill the earth with life, as recorded in vs. 2-31. 

 
More than a century ago various Protestant divines took strong hold of this view, thinking they found in it a means of harmonizing 

the Mosaic account of creation with the idea then being advanced by certain scientific men, that the earth had passed through long 
ages of geological change. This view is popular among certain Fundamentalists. According to the view, the stratified layers of rock 
that compose much of the earth's surface were deposited during the course of the supposed cataclysms, and the fossils buried in 
them are presumed to be the remains of life that existed on this earth prior to that time. 

 
Others find in the theory an argument to support the idea that when God did His creative work recorded in vs. 2-31, He was 

indebted to pre-existing matter. Thus they would limit His power by minimizing, if not denying, the fact that He brought matter into 
existence, and "that things which are seen were not made of things which do appear" (Heb. 11:3). Various aspects of the theory have 
been reflected in a number of modern Bible translations. 
The "restitution" view must be rejected in its entirety because:  
 
(1) The Hebrew words tohu wabohu do not carry the idea of being laid waste, but describe rather an unorganized and lifeless state 
of matter. The interpretation given to these words is therefore wholly unwarranted.  
 
(2) The Scriptures plainly teach that God's work of creation was "finished from the foundation of the world" (Hebrews 4:3).  
 
(3) The view implies the blasphemous doctrine that God's previous attempts at creation, very particularly of man, were imperfect 
and unsuccessful, because of the operation of forces over which He had only limited control.  
 
(4) Followed through to its logical conclusion, the view really denies the inspiration and authority of the Scriptures as a whole, by 
limiting the Creator to the use of pre-existing matter in the work of creation week and subjecting Him to the laws of nature. 
 
(5) The idea of successive creations and catastrophes prior to the events of creation week has in its support not one shred of valid 
evidence, either from science or from the Inspired Word. It is unadulterated speculation.  
 
(6) Incidentally, it might be added that the origin and development of this view are tainted with the pagan philosophical speculations 
of various heretical sects and tinctured with the rationalistic concepts of naturalism and evolution. 
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Literal	Recent	Creation	

BIBLICAL CREATIONISM

Genesis 1:1 Genesis 2:1-3

THE LITERAL WEEK

4,000 BC 4,000 BC

 
 
 

Primary	Time	Theory	
Many people today believe that the Earth existed billions of years before the creation week as a lifeless planet. This theory is 
borrowed from the Jehovah’s Witnesses. Judge Rutherford’s book “Creation” written in the 1930’s taught this over 30 years before 
the GRI existed. The Jehovah’s Witnesses still promote this idea in their latest magazines, books and on their official website 
www.WatchTower.org Randall Younker, an advocate of this theory states: 
 
“It is clear from the context that from verse 3 onward Genesis 1 is talking about the creation of this Earth. However, that does not 
seem to be the case regarding verse 1. If this understanding of ‘heavens and earth’ is correct, it would suggest that Genesis 1:1 does 
indeed describe God’s creation of the entire universe, including the Sun, Moon, and stars, ‘in the beginning’. It also means that there 
is a critical shift in focus from the beginning of the universe in verse 1 to the beginning of the first day of the creation of this Earth 
in verse 3.” (1) 
 
This idea that the rocks are millions of years old but the fossils are young is borrowed from Jehovah’s Witnesses and their 
publications: 
 
Biblical chronology indicates that a period of about 6,000 years has passed since the creation of humans. Why, then, does one often 
read about far longer periods of time since acknowledged human types of fossils appeared? Before concluding that Bible chronology 
is in error, consider that radioactive dating methods have come under sharp criticism by some scientists. A scientific journal reported 
on studies showing that "dates determined by radioactive decay may be off-not only by a few years, but by orders of magnitude." It 
said: "Man, instead of having walked the earth for 3.6 million years, may have been around for only a few thousand.”  
 
For example, the radiocarbon "clock." This method of radiocarbon dating was developed over a period of two decades by scientists 
all over the world. It was widely acclaimed for accurate dating of artifacts from man’s ancient history. But then a conference of the 
world’s experts, including radio-chemists, archaeologists and geologists, was held in Uppsala, Sweden, to compare notes. The report 
of their conference showed that the fundamental assumptions on which the measurements were based had been found untrustworthy 
to a greater or lesser degree. For example, it found that the rate d of radioactive carbon formation in the atmosphere has not been 
consistent in the past and that this method is not reliable in dating objects from about 2,000 B.C.E. or before. Keep in mind that 
truly reliable evidence of man’s activity on earth is given, not in millions of years, but in thousands. For example, in The Fate of the 
Earth we read: "Only six or seven thousand years ago civilization emerged, enabling us to build up a human world." [Evolution Or 
By Creation?, Watchtower Publishers, Chapter 7, 1985 Edition] 
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Genesis 1:1 Genesis 2:3

4,500,000,000 BC 4,000 BC

6,000 Years Ago

Genesis 1:3

4,000 BC

5,000 Million Years Ago

The Primary Time Theory

Invented By Jehovah’s Witnesses

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Light

Dry Land, Volcanoes, Glaciers

Sun, Moon, Meteorites

Plants

Rest DaysRest Days

Mountains, Erosion, Rain

Solar System

Volcanic Ash, Meteor Craters

Day And Night

Snow, Continental Drift, Rivers

Work Days

Geological Creation Biological Creation

 
www.grisda.org 

 
 

GRI	Claims	Refuted	
The GRI claims that the rocks are millions or billions of years old but the fossils are 6,000 years old. They claim that radiometric 
dating does not date the last geological event the rock was formed in but only the creation of matter in the original creation 5,000 
million years ago. Thus if a rock was formed later from pre-exiting material the dating method does not date the later geological 
when the new rock was formed but only the age of original matter from creation. The GRI wishes to believe in radiometric dating 
ages but at the same time reject the principles and methodology it is based on. Here are some faults with this logic: 
 

1.  No Such Dating Method 
There is no dating methods used by any scientist which shows the rocks are millions of years old and the fossils are 6,000 years old. 
All dating methods used show both are millions of years. This kind of dating method just does not exist at all except in the minds 
of GRI employees. The GRI accepts the dates but rejects the way that it was arrived at as false. In rejecting the foundation and 
methods of radiometric dating it is deceptive to then accept the dates as reliable. 
 

 
 

2. No Proof For Claims 
The GRI has no proof or has even tried to advance any that this is how radiometric dating would really work. This is only false and 
unproven claim they advance. Nobody has ever dated rocks using this method. The GRI have never dated any rocks using this 
method. The GRI has no dating laboratory and is wholly reliant on standard radiometric dating techniques. 
 

3. No Geological Text Endorsement 
There is no geological text endorsing this idea. This idea does not originate from a careful study of geological literature but only 
form the wishful thinking if GRI employees. 
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4. No Laboratory Techniques 
There is absolutely no dating laboratory in the world that uses these ideas or techniques. Any dates the GRI accepts and publishes 
come from dating methods and scientists who reject this idea 100%. 
 

5. No Experimental Proof 
There is no experimental proof that rocks have two different ages [5,000 Million and 6,000] at the same time. This is not a fact of 
science but only imagination of the GRI. 
 

6. No Geological Evidence 
Let’s say that twelve different rocks of differing isotopic contents are broken into powder by weathering. They are then carried by 
water to a new location and the contents of all rocks are mixed together homogeneously into one new rock. Then later a scientist 
comes along to date the whole new rock. If the GRI claim is true that only the initial instant creation of matter can be dated and not 
later geological events then what does the date derived in the laboratory of the new rock signify? It is impossible to tell how much 
of each isotope came from which parent rock. It is obvious that when this happens the isotopic ratios in the new rock are different 
to all twelve parent rocks. Thus the isotopic ratio dated is newly created from the later geological event and not inherent from any 
instant creation of the parent rock source. Thus in dating the new rock the original values of the twelve parents are lost and only the 
new geological isotopic event can be dated. 
 

7. No Consistent Results 
If radiometric dating methods only date the original instant creation of matter 5,000 million years ago then all rocks should only 
give this one value when dated. The GRI claims that post creation geological events cannot be dated as the geologic clocks cannot 
be reset. Why then do scientists get different dates for different rocks? If the claims of the GRI are true there can only be two reasons. 
Either there were millions of progressive creations of matter and rocks in the Earth over the last 5,000 million years or all radiometric 
are wrong. 
 

8. Internally Inconsistent Results 
If rocks are dated by radiometric dating as being younger then 6,000 years this would mean that God is still creating after the creation 
week. By stating that radiometric dating does not date the age of fossils the GRI rejects the basis of radiometric dating. 
 

9. Only Five Days Of Creation 
According to this view the Sun and Moon were created billions of years ago. Therefore God did nothing on day four of the creation 
week. The Bible clearly states that God worked for six days and rested on the seventh day (Exodus 20:8-11). 

 
10. The Fourth Commandment 

Exodus 20:8-11 clearly teaches that the Earth was created in six literal days. The Bible does not teach a creation in two phases 
billions of years apart. 
 
If the Earth had been here for millions of years in darkness and God then said “let there be light” [Genesis 1:3], was the millions of 
years of darkness the dark part of day one [Genesis 1:1-5]? If so, than day one was millions of years long. If the dark part of day 
one came after God said “let there be light” then the days in the creation week would begin and end at sunrise rather than sunset 
because you would have morning following by evening rather than “the evening and the morning”. This would mean that he Sabbath 
would begin at sunrise rather than sunset.   
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Genesis 1:1

5,000 Million Years 12 Literal Hours

Genesis 1:3 Genesis 1:5

Darkness was upon the Earth God said "Let there be light."

DAY ONE OF GENESIS 1:1-5 

Sunrise Sunrise

EVENING MORNING

 
 
 
To avoid the problem of day one being millions of years long some people say that day one began when God said “Let there be 
light.” This would mean that the days begin and end at sunrise making the Seventh day begin on Saturday morning and not sunset 
Friday. 
 

 

Genesis 1:3

12 Literal Hours 12 Literal Hours

Genesis 1:4 Genesis 1:5

DAY ONE OF GENESIS 1:1-5

Sunrise Sunset Sunrise
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GRI	Information	Sources	

 
Jehovah’s Witness Publications 

Aid To Bible Understanding, 1971, Page 476 

All Scripture Inspired, 1990, Page 14 

Awake! February 8, 1990, page 4‐5, 10‐11 

Awake!, March 22, 1983, pages 12‐14 

Awake!, March 8, 1983, pages 12‐13] 

Awake!, May 8, 1997, page 12 

Awake!, September 22, 1986, page 17‐20, 27 

Awake, September 2006, Page 3, 18‐20, 28 

Creation, 1927, Judge Rutherford, Page 14, 27, 30, 35,‐37, 45 

Did Man Get Here By Evolution? 1967 Edition, page 97 

Evolution Or By Creation?, Chapter 3, page 26‐32, 1985 Edition 

Evolution Or Creation?, 1985, Page 26 

Insight Into The Scriptures, 1988, Volume 1, Page 667, Article “Earth” 

Insight Into The Scriptures, 1988, Volume 1, Pages 527‐528, Article “Creation” 

Insight Into The Scriptures, 1988, Volume 2, Page 1032, Article “Stars” 

Is There A Creator?, 2006, Page 23, 86‐87, 91‐93 

Reasoning From The Scriptures, 1989, Page 88 

The New Creation, 1904, Pastor Charles Russell, pages 18, 19 

The Watchtower, April 1, 1986, pages 12‐13 

The Watchtower, September 1, 1986, page 30 

The Watchtower—September 1, 1994, Page 6 
 
 
 
 

Mormon Encyclopaedia 
Joseph Smith taught that matter is eternal and God had no power to create out of nothing. God reorganized already 
present elements, which have no beginning or end and cannot be destroyed (Teachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith, 
pages 350-352). “Since Mormons believe that the elements are eternal, it follows hat they deny the ex nihilo creation” 
(Encyclopaedia of Mormonism 1:400). 

 
 

The Koran 
But Satan tempted them with the tree to disobey Allah’s commandment and caused them to be expelled from Paradise, and We said: 
"Get out from here, some of you being enemies to others, and there is for you in the earth an abode and provisions for a specified 
period."[2:36] 
 

Two Stage Creation 
Ask them: "Do you really deny the One Who created the earth in two periods and do you set up rivals in worship with Him while 
He is the Lord of the worlds.[41:9] He set upon it mountains towering high above its surface, He bestowed blessings upon it and in 
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four periods provided it with sustenance according to the needs of all those who live in and ask for it.[41:10] Then He turned towards 
the sky, which was but smoke, He said to it and to the earth: ‘Come forward both of you, willingly or unwillingly,’ and they 
submitted: ‘We shall come willingly.’[41:11] So, from this creation, He formed the seven heavens in two periods and to each heaven 
He ordained its laws. He adorned the lowest heaven with brilliant lamps and made it secure. Such is the design of the All-Mighty, 
the All-Knowing."[41:12] 
 

 

John Sailhamer 
A Review Of John Sailhamer’s Book “Genesis Unbound” 

http://www.answersingenesis.org/tj/v14/i3/rules.asp 
 

Sailhamer claims that Genesis 1:1 refers to the creation of the entire functioning universe, including the sun, moon and stars in the 
heavens, and the plants and animals on earth (“Genesis Unbound,” page 14). 
 
‘Given what appears to be true about the age of the earth, it is likely that millions or billions of years transpired during this time of 
“the beginning” (“Genesis Unbound,” page 105). 
 
As I briefly mentioned above, Sailhamer argues that the erets (‘earth’, ‘land’) of Genesis 1:2 is a reference to the Promised Land 
(“Genesis Unbound,” pages 48–49). 
 
Sailhamer’s interpretation involves many other fanciful ideas, such as a belief that the sky was still empty of life on Day 2 (“Genesis 
Unbound,” page 122). But this is ridiculous if birds and other flying creatures had been flying around for millions of years as he 
claimed previously. 
 
In regard to the creation of the seas on Day 3, Sailhamer makes a point of noting that the text clearly says ‘one place’ not ‘many 
places,’ and interprets this to mean that the seas were formed in and alongside of the Promised Land. In other words, the waters 
which were gathered into one place on Day 3 are actually the lakes and seas which cover the Promised Land today, namely, the Sea 
of Galilee, the Dead Sea and the Mediterranean Sea (“Genesis Unbound,” page 126). 

 
In addition, Sailhamer’s interpretation suffers from the same theological problems as all other old-earth interpretations. Sailhamer 
clearly accepts an age of the earth in the order of billions of years (“Genesis Unbound,” page 193), and therefore the usual problem 
of death before the Fall arises. Indeed, he acknowledges the possibility of death (of dinosaurs) before the Fall and seems quite 
comfortable with it (“Genesis Unbound,” page 29). 

 
Despite his plea to allow the text of Genesis to speak for itself, Sailhamer fails to take his own advice. He writes: ‘Given what 
appears to be true about the age of the earth, it is likely that millions or billions of years transpired during this time of “the 
beginning” (“Genesis Unbound,” page 105). Such a comment clearly indicates that Sailhamer has allowed the claims of modern 
uniformitarian science to determine what the text is saying. Note also that he places the formation of the fossil record in the supposed 
period of time indicated by ‘the beginning’ (“Genesis Unbound,” page 33). 
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