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The Primary Time Viewpoint
This idea is called the Primary Time Theory and seeks to combine the supposed validity of radiometric dating
with a literal creation week six thousand years ago (2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12). Harold Coffin asserts that
creationists can believe in two opposite views of creationism and Scripture and both sides can still be right:

“I feel to much tension has been developed among creationists over the interpretation of these verses [Genesis
1:1-3]. Clearly more than one viewpoint is possible without twisting the scripture.” (11)
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Encyclopedia Of SDA Theology
“Genesis 1:1 begins with a dependent initial phrase, "in the beginning." Genesis 1:1 is Part of the context of
Genesis 1:2 and be rest of the chapter. The point of the phrase was simply to give a brief description of the
world as it was when God began to work His special works upon it. Some have translated this opening
dependent phrase as "when God began to create." While that language may be more free than the original
Hebrew, it does convey the idea that the concern here is with the creation that follows rather than the pre-
existing state. The text acknowledges the fact that the inert earth was in a watery state before the events of
Creation week, but it is not especially concerned with identifying how long it may have been in that state.”
William Shea, Article Creation, Bible Commentary, Volume 12, 2003, Page 419.

Dr. Clyde Webtser, another advocate of the Primary Time Theory states:

“I look at the science in what I call multiple isotope concordancy - that is, agreement from a number of
sources. As far as our Solar System is concerned they strongly suggest that something significant was
happened about 4,500,000,000 years ago.” (2).

This idea involves God creating the Earth in two creation episodes 4,500,000,000 years apart:

“The validity of old dates for rocks can be explained if one accepts the possibility of two different creations.
The first stage of the creation of this world could have taken place at some time in the past, together with the
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creation of the stars and our Solar System. The Moon, planets, meteorites and Earth minerals could then be
billions of years old. For a long time period after this, the Earth would presumably have been in a condition
similar to that of our neighboring planets today. Continuing this speculative scenario, some few thousands of
years ago God established life on this planet, together with conditions suitable for the maintenance of life.
During the flood, fossils that were young were covered by rock building materials that were old, wrongly
giving the appearance that the fossils are older than the rocks. An analogy could be made to a graveyard,
where the soil above the graves is actually older than the bones buried beneath the soil.” (12).

Gibson’s analogy of the graveyard is that the radioactive dating does not date the time of fossil burial but rather
the age of the sediment minerals before deposition. However during Noah’s flood the animals were buried the
same time the rocks around them solidified. In this event, rock formation and burial time took place at once, not
thousands of years apart. He states in another publication that radioactive dating dates when the rocks formed
(73). Gibson continues his reasoning:

“The best model of which I am aware to reconcile radiometric dating and the Biblical time scale is the two stage
creation hypothesis described by Dr. Brown (1986). The underlying concept of the two-stage creation
hypothesis is that God created the universe, including our Solar System, long ago, but created Earth’s
atmosphere, dry land, oceans and life only a few thousand years ago.” (12)

The Acts Of Creation
Genesis 1:3-5 Day 1 Light
Genesis 1:6-8 Day 2 Firmament
Genesis 1:9-13 Day 3 Land, sea, grass, trees
Genesis 1:14-19 Day 4 Sun, Moon, Stars
Genesis 1:20-23 Day 5 Fish, birds
Genesis 1:24-31 Day 6 Beasts, Man
Genesis 2:1-3 Day 7 The Sabbath

Helps For Preachers, Page 21, Signs Publishing Company, 2006.
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A New Independent Clause View
Randall Younker, Ogden Utah Presentation, 2003, Pages 259-261

Recently, a number of scholars have proposed a new interpretation of the independent clause view (e.g.
Sailhamer 1996; Mathews 1996: Cured 1997: 65). They correctly note that 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 appear to be the
case with regards to verse 1. The "beginning" in this verse clearly involves with the heavens (Hebrews
shamayim) and the earth (eretz). "Heavens" of course can be understood in both a local sense as pertaining to
the earth's atmosphere (i.e. the "stet") or in a cosmic sense (i.e. the entire universe). How should it be understood
in verse one? Several Hebrew scholars have observed that when these two terms "heavens and earth" arc used
together they take on a distinct meaning as a special figure of speech known as a ''merism." [7] A merism
combines two words to express a single idea: it expresses "totality" by combining two contrasts or two
extremes. As John Sailhamer notes, "By linking these two extremes ["heavens and earth"] into a single
expression. The Hebrew language expresses the totality of all that exists (emphasis added). That people in
antiquity understood the expression "heavens and earth" as a merism is supported by extra-biblical literature
such as Wisdom 11:7 which paraphrases Genesis 1:1 as 'In the beginning God created the cosmos.' substituting
the latter word for the expression "heavens and earth."

If this understanding of "heavens and earth" is correct, it would suggest that in the beginning in Genesis 1:1
does indeed describe God's creation of the entire universe, including the sun, moon, and stars—that is, it refers
to the ultimate beginning of everything in the universe." [8]

However, there is a subtle, yet critical nuance to the meaning of the expression "heavens and earth" in Genesis
1:1. As Mathews points out, “Although the phrase 'heavens and earth' surely points to a finished universe where
it is found elsewhere in the Old Testament, we cannot disregard the fundamental difference between those
passages and the context presented in Genesis 1 before, namely, that the expression may be used uniquely here
since it concerns the exceptional event of creation itself. 'Heavens and earth' here indicates the totality of the
universe, not foremostly un organized completed universe (emphasis added).”
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What Mathews is suggesting is that implicitly imbedded within the expression "heavens and earth" as it appears
in the context of Genesis 1: 1 is the idea that the creation is not complete. The idea that the creation of the
heavens and earth in Genesis 1:1 was not complete is supported by Genesis 2:1 which reads, "All the heavens
and the earth were completed in all their vast array" (emphasis added) Genesis 2:1 is the first explicit indication
in Scripture that the creation was now finally complete. In brief the expression "heavens and earth" of Genesis
1: 1 while an expression of totality, is not an expression of completion. A completed creation of the universe is
not proclaimed until after the six days of creative activity completed the work on this earth!

The implications of this understanding are interesting and significant First, it is faithful to the most traditional
and probably the best translation of Genesis 1:1 as a complete sentence: "in the beginning God created the
heavens and the earth" (period). Second the "heavens and the earth" of Genesis 1:1 do indeed mean everything--
the entire universe. Third, it clearly places God as the Creator at the absolute beginning of everything, a point
that is in harmony- with the rest of Scripture (and a major concern to the author of Genesis vis-a-vis
Mesopotamian claims). Fourth, it does create a separation between the creation of the rest of the universe and
this earth. That is, there are other worlds and beings whose creation preceded our own as other texts in Scripture
indicate. [9] Fifth, it means that there is a shift in meaning from the "earth" in the expression "heavens and
earth" of Genesis 1:1 to the "earth" that was "without form and void" in verse 2. Indeed, several scholars have
discerned this distinction regarding the different meanings of "earth" in Genesis 1:1 and 1:3. As Mathews (1996:
142) notes, "The term 'earth' in verse 1 used in concert with 'heaven,' thereby indicating the whole universe
distinguishes its meaning from 'earth' in verse 2, where it has its typical sense of terrestrial earth". Finally, it
means that from God's perspective the whole universe was not complete until our little planet was finished.

The last three points raise the question, how much time separated the creation of the "heavens and earth" in
Genesis 1:1 from the commencement of the six-day of creation of this earth noted in Genesis 1:3. For that we
simply don't know. It was apparently during this time that Satan's fall from heaven took place. It could have
been a considerable time. All the Bible tells us is that as God began the six days of creation the earth was
"without form and void." The two Hebrew words involved here arc tohu without form") and holiu ("empty").
Even in English, we are a bit baffled by what without form and void mean—an empty, shapeless blob--
nothingness? Some have equated the expression with "chaos." However, it actually appears to be merely
describing an earth that is a sterile wasteland awaiting the creative word of God to make it habitable for human
life. As Isaiah says. "He did not create it [the earth] to be empty (tohu), but formed it to be inhabited." (see
Mathews 1996: 143). In this verse "empty" (tohu) is equated with "uninhabited."

Some have raised the question of pre-existing matter. However the point of the author of the book of Hebrews,
Ellen White, and the ancient Hebrews was not that there was no matter here when God began the 6 days of
creation: rather, it was that there is not any matter anywhere in the universe (on this earth or in the heavens) that
God did not create. Genesis 1:1-2 confirm this. The process of using matter He had already created to form or
create something else was not a problem for the author of Genesis—humans themselves were created from clay.

Returning to the historic context in which this verse was composed, the claim that the Hebrew God was there in
the beginning of everything repudiates any claims for divine sovereignty for any Mesopotamian deity.

7. See Sailhamer (1996: 56); Mathews (1996: 142). Some folks suggest verse one is supposed to serve only as a
title. John Sailhamer (102, 103) provides three reasons why Genesis 1:1 cannot be a title for the rest of chapter
one. First, Hebrew titles do not consist of complete sentences. Rather. they are simple phrases. Second, the
presence of a conjunction "and" at the beginning of the next verse (Gen 1:2) makes it highly unlikely that
Genesis 1:1 is a title. Otherwise the first sentence of the creation account would begin with a conjunction
("and") and this is not the proper way to begin sentences in either English or Hebrew Third. Genesis 1 has a
summary statement at its conclusion (Genesis 2:1), making it unlikely that the author would also have placed
such a statement at the beginning of the passage. Two summaries for one passage would be unusual and
unlikely. This idea is not original with Sailhamer. Franz Delitzsch and C. F. Kell noted that the expression "the
heaven and the earth" is "frequently employed to denote the world, the universe, for which there was no single
word in the Hebrew language" (n.d.: 47).
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8. Some might wonder what about Exodus 20:11 which states that God created the heavens, earth and sea in six
days. Sailhamer points out, that the expression is different here—the cosmologic merism "heavens and earth" is
not used: rather the triad of "heavens, earth and seas" is used reflecting the thrust of Genesis 1:2ff where the
imagery shifts from the cosmos in Genesis 1:1 to the creation of the three earthly habitats (heavens for birds.
earth for animals and man. and seas for fish) in Genesis 1:2ff. Exodus 20:11, thus reflects the Sabbath command
of Genesis 2:2, after the creation of earth was completed.

9. This interpretation is in harmony with what is know as the "passive" gap theory which suggests that there was
an unknown amount of time between the initial creation of the universe and the creation of this earth. It is also
in harmony with Ellen White's views expressed in Early Writings, pp 39-40 where she describes the existence of
intelligent beings on other planets. She indicates that these beings also had trees of knowledge of good and evil,
but chose differently than Adam and Eve and thus had not fallen into sin.

A Scientist On Creation
AUSTRALASIAN RECORD March 11, 1995, Pages 6-9

By Bruce Manners

“I can't give you proof for creation. What I can give is an interpretation of evidence that strongly suggests that
God was creator."

In a recent Australian publication, Telling Lies for God, Dr Ian Plimer (professor of geology at Melbourne
University) attacks various creationist groups. He claims they use poor scientific methods and accuses them of
lying in an effort to prove their point. Creationist Dr Clyde Webster, senior research scientist at the Geoscience
Research Institute, Loma Linda University, agrees. "I find that Ian Plimer's arguments are well-founded," he
says. "However, he is over-reacting. Dr Plimer's addressing good issues, issues that are unfortunately true-for
the most part.

"Plimer is upset because these people use a smoke and mirrors type of approach with the scientifically
uneducated. It's difficult enough for the schooled to deal in uncertainties. And when it comes to our spiritual
faith, we want absolute certainties." He gives a warning, based on experience: "There are those who come in and
misrepresent, misconstrue and, in some cases-I don't know how else to put it than to say it-give bald-faced lies
to support the position they feel that creation-believing Christians want.

"I get upset with it too. Plimer is a little bit more vocal and is coming at it from a different angle than I would.
The methodology he is addressing is used by those with an evangelical type of extreme fundamentalist approach
to creation." Dr Webster also agrees with Dr Plimer in that the term "creation science" is an oxymoron. He
argues that you can have science applied to creation, and look for support for the premises of creation from
science. "But to say there is a creation science like there is a science of chemistry or a science of physics or
mathematics - I don't think it is possible," he says. "The issues I address involve science as it applies to
creation."

He claims that both creationists and evolutionists base their belief outside of science. How can you test either of
them? He argues. The premises for both are non testable, non repeatable-experimentally-and neither concept can
be proved or disproved. That puts both outside the realm of science and into the realm of faith.

"Regardless of where individuals come from [philosophically], they have to make some choice regarding their
world view," he adds. "That faith choice may be a denial of God or a denial of anything that can't be explained
and experimented. Even so, you come to the point of blind faith-accepting the premises of evolution from chaos
to order by a natural direction. The Christian comes from chaos to order through God."

Beware of Absolute Proofs
Dr Webster warns that we should be careful of any group claiming irrefutable proof for creation: "Proof is a
word that is almost nonexistent in the scientist's vocabulary, because tomorrow it could be turned over," he says.
"I can't give you proof for creation. What I can give is an interpretation of evidence that strongly suggests that
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God was creator. I can give you information that strongly suggests a worldwide flood. But that same data can be
interpreted by other individuals to support evolution over long periods of time. 'If I or anybody else could prove
creation, then God would be a capricious God having removed the power of choice from us."

Scripture, Science and Society
Dr Webster draws three linking circles (see diagram) to explain where, for him, the Bible fits with science. "A
lot of issues in science are totally unrelated," he explains, "or have no bearing whatsoever with Scripture or
society. It's the same for Scripture and society. There are some areas where science and society overlap,
excluding Scripture; and so on. But where science and Scripture overlap, we must make a choice. "Personally,
when I find a conflict, I set Scripture superior," he says. "However, at that point I then go back and begin a two-
fold process: One, re-examining the science information and interpretation. Then two, re-examining the
Scripture and my information and understanding of Scripture. Maybe it's the science that's OK and my
understanding of Scripture that isn't.

"In Scripture I have three anchor points." he declares. "God is creator of everything, organic, inorganic, animate,
inanimate-regardless of time; God created life on this earth in six literal 24hour days and then added a seventh
day; sometime after creation, God destroyed the world with a flood. "Those three are my anchor points and they
are non-negotiable. Everything else is open for investigation and study."

4500 Million Years?
He uses this methodology, and feels comfortable talking about an earth that is 4.5 billion years old. He explains
it this way: "I look at the science in what I call multiple isotope concordancy-that is, agreement from a number
of sources. As far as our solar system is concerned they strongly suggest that something significant happened
about four-and-a-half billion years ago. "To have all of these chronometers-all these isotope clocks-giving an
almost identical time is significant. In a recent issue of Geochemica et Cosmochemica Acta, the geochemical
society's journal, an article listed 11 isotope concordancies. That's 11 clocks setting the same time.

"There's a significant setting of the clocks in our solar system, for we get the same clock data from
studying the sun and meteorites, as well as the earth-although the age of the oldest rocks on the earth, as our
crust is being recycled, is only about 3.9 billion years old, instead of the 4.5 billion years old." But does this
amount of time fly in the face of the Genesis account of creation? He explains how he worked through the
process and is able to keep Scripture as superior. "Science says that there is a significant setting there. I next go
back to Scripture and ask, 'Is there room in Scripture, is there some place that will allow this time for an old
solar system?' "Genesis 1:1 starts with a broad brush stroke: 'In the beginning God created. . . .' There's nothing
specific there at all. The specific time frame doesn't begin until verse three with the beginning of the creation
week.

"In verse two the earth is described as being 'without form and void,' in other words, without organization and
population. It's totally chaotic. Is it possible that the beginning for the consolidation of our solar system within
the universe could have been four-and-a half billion years ago? Does that impact on Scripture? If I understand
Scripture properly, I have to come back and say, 'No.’

"In fact, there's no reference during creation week to the creation of water, or minerals and soil that then
becomes the land separated from the water on the third day. It seems possible that the elementary inorganic
material isn't bound by a limited age, as is living matter. “By reinterpreting just a little I haven't destroyed God-
creator, I haven't destroyed the seven-day creation package, and I haven't even touched the flood. Thus it seems
reasonable, with everything I know, that the beginning of our world could have been four-and-a-half billion
years ago.

"This now gives me a tool to look at the ages of the rocks and say, 'OK, no problem.' Now I have to look at what
goes on in the generation of these rocks and so on. Once I have a basis to work with, I'm not starting off in total
conflict. That makes a lot of difference." Naturally, as a scientist, he has studied the writings of Ellen White and
notes that she gives no definite age for the earth. In fact, he points out that in the July 3, 1860, issue of the
Review and Herald an article appeared claiming the existence of created matter before the creation of life. She
made no effort to correct this statement. "Granted this is not the most solid argument," he concedes, "but
because she didn't attempt to correct these statements one would tend to suggest that she saw no problem."
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When Was Creation Week?
Dr Webster talks in thousands of years and emphasizes that by saying, "That's thousands, not 100s of thousands,
not millions and not billions! " He notes some of the difficulties using the biblical genealogies to find the time
since creation. Should we follow the Samaritan, the Septuagint or the Masoretic text of the Bible (from which
can be calculated different times, ranging from 6000 to 7500 years)? he asks. There's also internal biblical
evidence that the genealogies have been adjusted.

"The Bible forthrightly pictures creation occurring a relatively short time ago, and the creation week as six
literal 24-hour days," he emphasizes. He recognizes that Ellen White mentions short times as well, although she
is not firm on a precise time. She sometimes uses "nearly 6000 years"; "6000 years"; and in a couple of cases,
"more than 6000 years" or "over 6000 years." (For the latter, see Signs of the Times, September 29, 1887, and
Christian Temperance and Bible Hygiene, page 154).

"Another issue we confront is that of the species and the diversity of species. Here again, the Scripture is
forthright. It says that God spoke and it was so, the waters were full of fish, the air was full of birds and the land
was covered with mammals. "And what of the supremacy of humans? Did we originate from the lower
primates? The Bible again, in explicit terms says, 'God created man in his own image . . .' (Genesis 1:27).
Humans were given intellect and the ability to reason, these are characteristics of God. They're not available to
the primates."

Science and Faith
"I think that a healthy Christian approach to science and faith is to first establish one's faith position through
Scripture," says Dr Webster, "then realize that nature is a handiwork, or outcome of an expression of God.
Therefore, by studying the natural world, we should be able to gain insight into the nature and character of God,
and into His power, His direction and His orderliness."

From this base, he believes that Christian scientists can look at science as honestly as possible to discover
evidence to support their position, and to realize if the evidence is leading them away from their tenets of faith.
"It's a matter of choice at that time," he says. "I either choose not to accept the material at that time, saying, 'I
don't understand,' or I look for a new set of questions to give me some other answers. One has to be honest in
handling the evidence." He agrees that a scientific mind would continue to probe and ask questions in analyzing
data. More often it isn't the data, but the interpretation of the data that is important. A scientist may not be
getting the right answers because the wrong questions are being asked.

"The beauty of science is that we look for consistencies," he says. "If we find an inconsistency, we tend to home
in on it. We can then become narrower and narrower until we're totally consumed by that inconsistency, but we
have to step back and look at the broad picture. "When I step back and look at the overall broad picture, I find
that creation, salvation, a holistic view of humankind-of having a creator-God is more consistent than not having
God in the picture." Geology academics, he says, agree with him in the information he has. The disagreement
comes in the interpretation of the information. That's because he chooses to interpret the evidence in terms of a
Scriptural understanding. "If I manipulate, change or alter in any way the Genesis creation package," he says,
"then I'm altering everything from Genesis to Revelation. There's a consistency to the seven-day creation week.
Because I put Scripture superior, I will admit I am in conflict with the evidences of time for life on this earth.
But I choose to retain the seven-day creation package."

He concedes that this may not sound scientific, but maintains that the process of evaluation is scientific. He
says, "There ultimately comes a point when I say, 'I still refuse to accept the straight on application of science.'
That's no longer science, that's faith." At the same time, he maintains that evolutionists also reach a point where
they have to accept an irrational position to explain the origins of the earth and the origin of biological life from
simple chemicals, for instance. "The ultimate irrational step by a creationist is 'God created,"' he explains.

Sharing the Creation Story
Dr Webster suggests there are two areas a non scientist can talk confidently about regarding evidences for
creation. "The strongest evidence we or any Christian denomination has is the fact of the orderliness and the
complexity of life," he says. "Even if we want to go down to the blue-green algae sitting on the top of the pre-
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Cambrian, that blue green algae is still extremely complex. Design points to a Designer. "As well as that,
information theory says that you can't get any more information out of a system than has been put into it.
Information theory says, there must be an entity putting that information in-an intelligence behind it."

In looking at the three circles, Scripture, science and society-Dr Webster emphasizes that we need to be open,
and to apply I Thessalonians 5:19-21: "Quench not the Spirit. Despise not prophesyings. Prove all things; hold
fast to that which is good." He concedes that while the text was originally given from a spiritual point of view,
he applies it to life and to science. "We try to be open with our interpretation of science and Scripture," he adds.
"That's our aim at the Geoscience Institute, to be fair with our understanding of science and Scripture, and to
assist individuals to understand that there is enough evidence to accept our tenets of faith without being totally
ridiculous."

Bruce Manners is the editor of the Record.

Loma Linda GRI Quotes

www.GriSda.info
“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.”
God’s Creation - Exploring The Genesis Story , Randall Younker, Pacific Press, 1999, Page 33.

“I feel to much tension has been developed among creationists over the interpretation of these verses [Genesis
1:1-3]. Clearly more than one viewpoint is possible without twisting the scripture.” Origin By Design, Harrold
Coffin, Review and Herald Publishers, Washington DC, 1983, Page 286.

Dr. Clyde Webtser, another advocate of the Primary Time Theory states:

“He uses this methodology, and feels comfortable talking about an earth that is 4.5 billion years old. He
explains it this way: “I look at the science in what I call multiple isotope concordancy-that is, agreement from a
number of sources. As far as our solar system is concerned they strongly suggest that something significant
happened about four-and-a-half billion years ago. “To have all of these chronometers-all these isotope clocks-
giving an almost identical time is significant. In a recent issue of Geochemica et Cosmochemica Acta, the
geochemical society’s journal, an article listed 11 isotope concordancies. That’s 11 clocks setting the same time.

“There’s a significant setting of the clocks in our solar system, for we get the same clock data from studying the
sun and meteorites, as well as the earth-although the age of the oldest rocks on the earth, as our crust is being
recycled, is only about 3.9 billion years old, instead of the 4.5 billion years old.” But does this amount of time
fly in the face of the Genesis account of creation? He explains how he worked through the process and is able to
keep Scripture as superior. “Science says that there is a significant setting there. I next go back to Scripture and
ask, ‘Is there room in Scripture, is there some place that will allow this time for an old solar system?’ “Genesis
1:1 starts with a broad brush stroke: ‘In the beginning God created.’ There’s nothing specific there at all. The
specific time frame doesn’t begin until verse three with the beginning of the creation week.

“In verse two the earth is described as being ‘without form and void,’ in other words, without organization and
population. It’s totally chaotic. Is it possible that the beginning for the consolidation of our solar system within
the universe could have been four-and-a half billion years ago? Does that impact on Scripture? If I understand
Scripture properly, I have to come back and say, ‘No!’

“In fact, there’s no reference during creation week to the creation of water, or minerals and soil that then
becomes the land separated from the water on the third day. It seems possible that the elementary inorganic
material isn’t bound by a limited age, as is living matter. “By reinterpreting just a little I haven’t destroyed God-
creator, I haven’t destroyed the seven-day creation package, and I haven’t even touched the flood. Thus it seems

http://www.grisda.info/
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reasonable, with everything I know, that the beginning of our world could have been four-and-a-half billion
years ago. AUSTRALIAN RECORD, March 11, 1995, Pages 6-9

This idea involves the false idea of God creating the Earth in two creation episodes 4,500,000,000 years apart:

“The validity of old dates for rocks can be explained if one accepts the possibility of two different creations. The
first stage of the creation of this world could have taken place at some time in the past, together with the
creation of the stars and our Solar System. The Moon, planets, meteorites and Earth minerals could then be
billions of years old. For a long time period after this, the Earth would presumably have been in a condition
similar to that of our neighbouring planets today. Continuing this speculative scenario, some few thousands of
years ago God established life on this planet, together with conditions suitable for the maintenance of life.
During the flood, fossils that were young were covered by rock building materials that were old, wrongly giving
the appearance that the fossils are older than the rocks. An analogy could be made to a graveyard, where the soil
above the graves is actually older than the bones buried beneath the soil.” Radiometric Dating And The Age of
The Earth, L.J. Gibson, Geo-Science Institute, Page 4, 5.

“The best model of which I am aware to reconcile radiometric dating and the Biblical time scale is the two stage
creation hypothesis described by Dr. Brown (1986). The underlying concept of the two-stage creation
hypothesis is that God created the universe, including our Solar System, long ago, but created Earth’s
atmosphere, dry land, oceans and life only a few thousand years ago.” Radiometric Dating And The Age of The
Earth, L.J. Gibson, Geoscience Institute, Page 4, 5.

Clyde Webster states that the Solar System is 4,500 million years old:

“Is it possible that the beginning for the consolidation of our Solar System within the universe could have been
4,500 million years ago? Does that impact on scripture? If I understand scripture properly, I have to come back
and say NO.” Australian Record, “A Scientist Talks About Creation”, March 11, 1995, Page 6-9.

http://www.grisda.org/origins/08020.pdf
“But at the present there are no data that independently suggest inductively either a 6-Day creation week or
placement of such an event within the last 8,000 years.” Origins, “Geo And Cosmic Chronology”, Robert H.
Brown, Volume 8, 1981, Page 20.

http://www.grisda.org/origins/08020.pdf
“The picture that emerges from all the data that relate to cosmic chronology appears to be one of dynamic
physical processes operating over extended periods of time, during the last 4.5 billion years of which discrete
entities on the Solar System have been in existence.” Origins, “Geo And Cosmic Chronology”, Robert H.
Brown, Volume 8, 1981, Page 31.

http://www.grisda.org/origins/08020.pdf
“According to this interpretation our planet may now contain matter that was in existence as a consequence of
creative activity prior to the Genesis Creation week.” Origins, “Geo And Cosmic Chronology”, Robert H.
Brown, Volume 8, 1981, Page 31.

Commenting on his approval of Gunter Faure’s evolutionist book on isotopic geology Dr. Brown states:

http://www.grisda.org/origins/06047.pdf
“Radiometric age data must be taken into account in the development of a suitable model for the history of the
Earth or the Solar System.” Origins, “A Reference On Radiometric Dating”, Robert H. Brown, Volume 6,
1979, Pages 47, 48.

http://www.grisda.org/origins/08020.pdf
http://www.grisda.org/origins/08020.pdf
http://www.grisda.org/origins/08020.pdf
http://www.grisda.org/origins/06047.pdf
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Gunter Faure’s book itself states:

“A new generation of geologists gradually replaced the older generations, and with their passing disappeared the
requirement that geological theories must agree with the writings of Moses.” Principles Of Isotope Geology,
Gunter Faure, John Wiley And Sons, New York, 1977, Page 1,2.

Surprisingly Dr. Brown sides with evolutionist Brent Dalrymple:

http://www.grisda.org/origins/19087.pdf
“Dalrymple makes a good case for an age of about 4.5 billion years for the material of which the Earth, Moon,
and meteorites are composed. He evidently believes that he has thoroughly discredited special creationism. His
treatment in The Age Of The Earth has made it much more difficult to plausibly explain radiometric data on
the basis of a creation of the entire Solar System, or the physical matter in planet Earth, within that last few
thousand years. In my opinion, the defense of such a position is a loosing battle.”

However the data presented by Dr. Dalrymple are not incompatible with a model which allows for most of the
Solar System to have come into existence about 4500 million years ago, the creation of life on planet earth
within the last 10,000 years, and a subsequent reorganization of the planet’s surface by a cataclysm in which
there was water burial of a vast number of organisms. Origins, “An Age Old Question”, Robert H. Brown,
Volume 19, 1992, Page 89.

Dalrymple’s philosophy is one of total evolutionism and rejection of the Bible: “Indeed, this literature
[Creationism] abounds with direct and indirect references to a Deity or Creator, and citations of the Bible are not
uncommon.” Creation’s Tiny Mystery, Robert Gentry, Earth Science Associates, Knoxville, Tennessee., 1988,
Page 177.

“Biblical chronologies are historically important, but their credibility began to erode in the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries when it became apparent to some that it would be more profitable to seek a realistic age for
the Earth through observation of nature than through a literal interpretation of parables.” The Age Of The Earth,
G. Brent Dalrymple, Stanford University Press, California, 1991, Page 23

The Oklo Phenomena
http://www.grisda.org/origins/17086.htm

“Operating under the same assumption that the decay constants for Uranium have remained constant over
geological time, the Uranium 235 concentration would be approximately 3% about 1450 million years ago. In
other words, if the present laws and constants of nature had extended throughout the past, the Oklo Uranium
deposit could have become critical about 1.45 billion years ago. Concordance was found for all techniques and
all materials at 1740 million years ago. However, for ore zones outside the natural reactor sites the majority of
analyses by these same techniques resulted in ages between 1750 and 1800 million years ago. [Page 87]

“Initial modelling suggests that the Oklo reactor went critical, during the Pre-Cambrian, approximately 1700 to
1900 million years ago, and that the period of duration was at least 200,000 years. A question that now arises
in the face of these strong data supporting long ages for the existence of abiotic matter is, “can these data be
accepted within the scriptural framework of a literal seven day creation as described in Genesis?” I personally
believe the answer is YES! One of the immediate consequences for accepting these long ages for the abiotic
material of the Earth is the assumption that this matter existed on planet Earth before the creation of life. This
assumption is supported by interpreting Genesis 1:1-2 as identifying God as the creator of the ‘foundations’ of
the earth, regardless of when that creation process took place. The creation of life and living processes, as we
know them, begins with verse 3 of Genesis 1. It seems possible then that the elementary abiotic matter is not
bound by the limited age associated with living matter. [Page 91], Origins, “Implications of The Oklo
Phenomenon”, 1990, Dr. Clyde Webster, Volume 17.

http://www.grisda.org/origins/19087.pdf
http://www.grisda.org/origins/17086.htm
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Our Solar System
http://www.grisda.org/georpts/2108.htm

Thus, this process brings us to the interesting conclusion that the radiometric age of the planets, moons, and
meteorites of our Solar System may range between 1 to 5 billion years.

Observing the limitations mentioned in the article, Radioisotope Age: Part II, which does not permit age
calculations beyond 7-10 half-lives, we may conclude that the presence of Uranium-238 in the Solar System
implies a maximum age of about 4.5 billion years for its postulated consolidation. This figure is further refined
by analyzing the Uranium-235: Uranium-238 ratio, which implies a maximum age of about 5 billion years.

What are the implications of such an ancient Solar System? How does this impact our view of the Creator? First,
it is clear from Scripture that God is Creator of all things and, since He is God, i.e., eternal, the timing for the
creation of matter does not really affect our understanding of His nature. It does have an impact on our
understanding of the first two verses of Genesis which state:

In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth. Now the earth was formless and empty, darkness was
over the surface of the deep, and the Spirit of God was hovering over the waters (NIV).

Some people believe that “In the beginning” refers to the first day of creation week and they conclude that the
entire universe was created very recently. Others believe that the first day of creation week is not actually
referred to until Genesis 1, verses 3-5: And God said, “Let there be light,” and there was light. God saw that the
light was good, and he separated the light from the darkness. God called the light “day,” and the darkness he
called “night.” And there was evening and there was morning — the first day (NIV).

Some people believe that “In the beginning” refers to the first day of the creation week and they conclude that
the creation was only recently. Others believe that the first day of creation week is not actually referred to until
Genesis 1:3-5. Either position can be supported from scripture. What we know and understand about isotopes in
our Solar System suggest that the inorganic material is old. An awareness of the options helps Christians
working in the sciences to develop concepts and models about our origins. [Dr. Clyde Webster, Geo-Science
Reports, 1996, page 8.]

Testing Time
http://www.grisda.org/origins/17082.htm

A book review by Robert Brown of the evolutionist textbook “ABSOLUTE AGE DETERMINATION.” Printed
by Springer-Verlag Publishers, 1990. Authors: Mebus A. Geyh and Helmut Schleider, 503 pages. Examples
include the 3590 million year age for the Amitsoq Gneiss of Greenland and the 2720 million year age for the
Archean komatite lava flows in Ontario Canada. Nearly all meteorites have been found to have a solidification
age within the narrow limits of 4570 million years.

There should be religiously oriented individuals who have the humility to recognize that some cases of reading
more into the Bible that its Author and writers intended to convey might be identified by data acquired through
scientific investigation. Geyh and Schleider have given us a valuable resource for progress on the development
of such models. [Robert Brown, Origins, 1990, Volume 17, Number 2, pages 82-85.]

Radio Isotope Age, Part 3
http://www.grisda.org/georpts/2201.pdf

Some of the scientific data can be interpreted in terms of life being young, but the matter of the Earth being old.
The matter of the universe and the Earth appears to be old based on various radiometric data. The constancy of
decay rates for long lived isotopes, the concordance between various dating methods, the Oklo phenomenon
[Clyde Webster’s Research Paper], and the limited range of half-lives for naturally occurring radioactive
isotopes. Matter of the Earth and Solar System is old, but life on Earth is young. This model suggests a pre-
existing Earth and Solar System, so the creation of Genesis 1 includes only the atmosphere and dry land. As

http://www.grisda.org/georpts/2108.htm
http://www.grisda.org/origins/17082.htm
http://www.grisda.org/georpts/2201.pdf
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noted above, this model may help significantly with the radiometric data. Leaving the Sun’s creation out of day
4 easily leads to leaving other creative activity out of the creation week. [Benjamin Clausen, Geo-Science
Reports, 1997.]

Frequently Asked Questions in Creationism
www.grisda.info/main/resources/frequently_asked_questions.html

How old is the Earth? Most scientists believe the Earth is about 4.5 billion years old. This figure is based on
radiometric dating. Many creationists believe the Earth is about 6,000 to 10,000 years old. This figure is based
on the chronologies in Genesis. Some creationists believe that this question is not very important; perhaps the
minerals were created at one time and life was created at a different time. The Bible does not give an age for the
Earth, nor is any theological point drawn from the age of the Earth, so it may not be as important as some of the
other issues. [By Jim Gibson]

1. What was created on the first day of creation week?
God said, "Let there be light." (Genesis 1:3). The Earth had previously been dark (Genesis 1:2). On the first day,
God caused Earth to be lighted. This does not mean that light had not existed prior to this time, because God's
presence is associated with light (Revelation 22:5). It is not necessary to suppose that the physical phenomenon
of light was first created at that time, but the previously dark Earth was lightened. One possible explanation of
the light is that God personally and physically came to Earth, causing it to be lightened. If so, then how could it
become dark (evening) again? Perhaps the rotation of Earth produced day and night in different portions of
Earth, as it does today.

Another possible explanation of the light is that the sun and solar system actually existed before creation week,
but the light was obscured so that Earth's surface was dark. Earth at that time might be compared with Venus,
where the thick atmosphere obscures the sun's light. On the first day, the atmosphere was cleared sufficiently to
permit light to reach the Earth's surface. [1] Perhaps light was produced from another source, such as a
supernova.

2. What was created on the fourth day of creation week?
God said "Let there be lights in the firmament of the heavens to separate the day from the night...." Two great
lights are described, one to rule the day and one to rule the night. These lights appeared on the fourth day of
creation week. The details are not given. They may have been created on that day. If so, the light of the first
three days might have been provided by God's presence.

If our solar system existed before the creation week, as some creationists think is probable, then apparently the
sun itself was not visible until the fourth day. This might be explained as due to atmospheric cloud cover,
permitting diffuse light to reach the surface, but not revealing the source of that light. On the fourth day, perhaps
the atmosphere was cleared to permit the sun and moon to be seen for the first time. Another possible
interpretation is that the sun and moon existed prior to that time, but on the fourth day they were "appointed" to
specific functions relative to the Earth.

The phrase, "he made the stars also" does not require that God created the stars ex nihilo on the fourth day of
creation. Some creationists have held that the entire universe, or at least the visible portion, was created on the
fourth day. The text permits this reading, but does not require it. "The stars also" is merely a parenthetical
phrase in which God is identified as the creator of the stars without identifying when this was accomplished.
The text appears to permit the interpretation that the stars were already in existence, perhaps with planets
inhabited by other created intelligences. [2]

9. What unsolved problems about creation week are of greatest concern?
What events took place on Days 1 and 4 of Creation Week? When were the water and minerals of the Earth
created?

http://www.grisda.info/main/resources/frequently_asked_questions.html
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Endnotes for Questions about Creation Week
1. See: (a) Mitchell C. 1995. The case for creationism. Grantham, Lincs, UK: Autumn House Publishing, p 205;
(b) Coffin Harold G, Brown Robert H. 1983. Origin by design. Hagerstown, MD: Review and Herald
Publishing Association, Chapter 1.

2. This interpretation would explain Job 38:7 as referring to the rejoicing of the intelligent beings on other
worlds at the creation of the world. That there are other worlds with intelligent beings is indicated in the story of
Satan representing the Earth in the heavenly council in Job 1:6 and 2:1.

How Old Are The Rocks?
ROBERT H. BROWN, Ministry Magazine, May 1973, Pages 16-17

http://www.adventistarchives.org/docs/MIN/MIN1973-05.pdf
ROCKS returned from the moon by the Apollo 15 and 16 missions have precisely determined radioisotope ages
as great as 4.1 billion years. [1] The average of the extensive radioisotope analyses that have been performed on
meteorites suggests that these objects have been in existence as solid material for 4.55 billion years. [2] Five
different techniques for determining radioisotope age when applied to samples of pegmatite from the Beartooth
Mountains in Montana have yielded ages ranging between 2.5 and 2.8 billion years. [3] Four independent
dating techniques applied to minerals in the granite, schist and gneiss of the Front Range west of Boulder,
Colorado, have yielded radioisotope ages closely grouped between 1.2 and 1.6 billion years, while quartz
monzonite which has intruded into this rock near Eldora, Colorado, has a radioisotope age of 54 million
years.[4] Extensive measurements have established a radioisotope age of 193 million years for the Palisade sill
near Fort Lee, New Jersey, which intrudes rocks containing fossil fish, reptiles, and many footprints. [5] Can
one believe these radioisotope ages? The answer is a firm Yes.

An alternate resolution that allows more meaning to radioisotope age data recognizes the Genesis account as a
description of a creative episode in which this planet was transformed from a chaotic state without life to an
ideal world. [6] According to this viewpoint there is accessible to present investigation matter that appeared
during the Genesis Creation week and matter that was brought into existence in a manifestation of creative
power at a remote time in the history of the universe. Material from this earlier creative episode is available in
rocks from the moon, meteorites, and minerals exposed by the Flood, as well as subsequent volcanic and
erosional activity on Earth. Radioisotope ages ranging from tens of thousands to billions of years may be due to
natural processes that this ancient material has experienced since its original creation, and also to abnormal
events to which it may have been subjected during the Genesis Creation week and the Flood epoch.

Radioisotope age determinations, together with data obtained from artificial satellites, lunar exploration, and
space probes to nearby planets, present a picture of physical activity in this portion of the universe over a long
period of time prior to the Creation week described in the first chapter of Genesis. These observations can
expand our concept of God, and need not threaten implicit confidence in the inspired testimony He has given us.

FOOTNOTES
1. Frederic R. Siegel, "Geochemistry," Geotimes, January, 1973, pp. 20-22.

2. R. H. Brown, "The Age of Meteorites," Spectrum, Winter, 1971, pp. 19-27.

3. "Radioactive Time Clocks," Creation—Accident or Design? Harold G. Coffin, ed. (Washington, D.C.:
Review and Herald Publishing Association, 1969), pp. 273-298.

4. S. R. Hart, G. L. Davis, R. H. Steiger, and G. R. Tilton, "A Comparison of the Isotopic Mineral Age
Variations and Petrologic Changes Induced by Contact Metamorphism," in Radiometric Dating for Geologists,
ed. By E. I. Hamilton and R. M. Farquhar (New York: Interscience Publishers, 1968), pp. 73-110.

5. W. B. Harland, A. Gilbert Smith, and B. Wilcock, editors, The Phanerozoic Time-scale (London: Geological
Society of London, 1964), p. 277.
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6. Brown, "The Creation of Elementary Matter," The Ministry, February, 1958, p. 11; "Key Words in the
Genesis Account of Creation," The Ministry, February, 1964, p. 12.

7. G. Brent Dalrymple and Marvin A. Lanphere, Potassium-Argon Dating (San Francisco, California: W. H.
Freeman and Company, 1969), pp. 134, 135.

8. Ibid., p. 133.

9. H. Polach, J. Chappell, and J. F. Lovering, "ANU Radiocarbon Date List III," Radiocarbon, 11 (1969), p.
254.

10. D. R. Dickinson and I. L. Gibson, "Feldspar Fractionation and Anomalous Sr87/Sr86 Ratios in a Suit of
Peralkaline Silicic Rocks," Geological Society of America Bulletin, 83 (1972), pp. 231-240.

11. Dalrymple and Lanphere, op. cit., pp. 143, 144; C. W. Naeser, "Geochronology of the Navajo-Hopi
Diatremes, Four Corners Area," Journal of Geophysical Research, 76 (1971), pp. 4978-4985.

The Biblical Doctrine of Creation
H. W. CLARK*

Professor Emeritus of Biology, Pacific Union College
Ministry Magazine, February 1958, Pages 8-11

http://www.adventistarchives.org/docs/MIN/MIN1958-02.pdf
7. If every day had an evening and a morning, how could this be possible if the sun was not created until the
fourth day?

Creationist scientists now generally regard the record of the fourth day as referring to the establishment of the
heavenly bodies as time markers, and not to their being brought into existence. The language of the first chapter
of Genesis seems to be significant, in that two words are used in describing the events of Creation Week bara
and asah. The first, as used in Genesis 1, refers to an act of God in bringing into being that which had had no
previous existence. It is found in verse 1, referring to the production of the material substance of the earth; in
verse 21, referring to animate creatures; and in verse 27, referring to man created in the image of God. In
chapter 2, verse 3, both words are used, speaking of the things which God created (bara) and made (asah).

The word asah, translated "made," means to form, establish, or set in order. Thus, in chapter 1, verse 16, the
record says that God made (asah) two great lights. That is, He set them in order, or established them as time
markers for the earth. When they were actually brought into existence we have no way of knowing. Much
speculation has been indulged in regarding this point, but there are no facts available to give any definite support
to any particular theory.

The record of Genesis is consistent, how ever, with the interpretation here presented, for it makes every day of
the six alike in having an evening and morning marked by the rising and setting of the sun as the earth rotated
on its axis. It would be impossible to find any reasonable explanation for the light and dark sides of the earth on
any other basis. The events of the fourth day were doubtless due to changes in the earth's atmosphere that
allowed the heavenly bodies to show through. The statement in verse 16, "he made the stars also," precludes the
actual creation (bara) of these bodies at this time, as we know that the stars are much older than the earth.
Viewed in this light, the command in verse 14, "Let there be lights in the firmament of the heaven," would
simply mean, Let lights appear in the sky.

http://www.adventistarchives.org/docs/MIN/MIN1958-02.pdf
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Faith and Science: A Personal Story
Ben Clausen, Ph.D., is a scientist at the Geoscience Research Institute, Loma Linda California, USA.

Ministry Magazine, February 2007, Page 25

http://www.adventistarchives.org/docs/MIN/MIN20070201-02.pdf
As a scientist, I do research in the area of radiometric dating and the directly associated earth science concepts
of plate tectonics [2] and magma cooling rates. [3] I am also a person of faith and a strong believer in the
importance of Genesis 1–11, but I work daily with data that I don’t know how to fit into a short time frame. I
would like to find convincing evidence confirming the literalness of the Genesis record, but in my area of
research I usually find that the data fits better with a long-age model. Nevertheless, though I may appear to some
to bow to the god of evolution in my research, just as Naaman told Elisha, I also declare, “[Y]our servant will
not offer burnt offering or sacrifice to any god but the Lord.”

Issues At Stake
Review, December 8, 1983, page 15

http://www.adventistarchives.org/docs/RH/RH19831208-V160-49/index.djvu
Of the proposals under debate, the question of time is the crucial one. Strong evidence suggests that vast time
periods were involved in the development of our solar system, the most telling evidence being based on
radiometric readings of 4 to 4.5 billion years of meteorites, moon rocks, and samples from the earth's crust.
Erosion and other evidences suggest long time periods.

The Bible contains apparently incomplete genealogies, although it seems clear the Scriptures are speaking in
terms of only several thousand years. Many scientists maintain that Genesis records God's ordering of matter
and establishment of life on our planet rather than His work in establishing raw material. While it recognizes
God as Creator of all things, the suggestion could resolve apparent incompatibility between radiometric
evidence and the Genesis accounts of Creation.

We must candidly recognize that many questions regarding time are at present without satisfying answers. We
accept the Bible record by faith, but we sense profoundly that our present understanding is incomplete. The
current trend among scientists to accredit catastrophe in accounting for some natural phenomena is encouraging,
but should not be misinterpreted as a conscious move toward creationism itself.

The Age Of Meteorites
By Robert H. Brown

Spectrum Magazine, Winter 1971
http://spectrummagazine.org/files/archive/archive01-05/3-1brown.pdf

PAGE 22
Determinations based on the pairs Argon/Chlorine, Argon/Argon, Neon/Chlorine agree on exposure age of 530
million years for the meteorite Aroos, whereas the Helium/Hydrogen pair has yielded 800 million years [7].
Most cosmic ray exposure age determinations for stony meteorites are made with Helium-3 [8]. Exposure ages
for stony meteorites cluster at 5, 7, 20 and 22 million years, whereas those for Iron meteorites cluster at 270, 550
and 700 million years [9].

PAGE 23
Rubidium-Strontium solidification age determinations for stony meteorites may be determined within a
precision of 200 million years. The best values that have been obtained range between 4,460 and 4,700 million
years.

http://www.adventistarchives.org/docs/MIN/MIN20070201-02.pdf
http://www.adventistarchives.org/docs/RH/RH19831208-V160-49/index.djvu
http://spectrummagazine.org/files/archive/archive01-05/3-1brown.pdf
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PAGE 24
Rhenium-Osmium ages for "stones" average 4,000 [Plus or Minus 800 million years] million years. The
Lead/Lead technique yields ages ranging from 4,020 to 4,650 million years. The Lead/Lead ages present and
unsolved problem, because most stony meteorites do not contain enough Uranium to account for their
radiogenic Lead. The average of Lead/Lead ages for those that do contain adequate supporting Uranium is 4,600
million years [12].

Lead/Lead age determinations on Iron meteorite cluster around 4,600 million years [13]. The weighted average
of the Lead/Lead meteorite solidification age determination that are considered to be most reliable is 4,550 [Plus
or Minus 30 million years] million years [14]. This value is often referred to as the "age of meteorites". Gas
retention age determinations have been limited to stony meteorites and range between approximately 500 and
4,500 million year "age of meteorites" (FIGURE 1).

PAGE 26
A meteorite that contains fission tracks from now undetectable Plutonium 244 has most likely been in existence
at a temperature below approximately 800 degrees Centigrade for a time at least in the order of ten Plutonium
244 half lives - 760 million years. Higher temperatures would destroy the tracks; a shorter time would leave
detectable amounts of Plutonium 244. For similar reasons, the evidence the evidence for the prior existence of
Iodine 129 implies a history of meteoroid bodies in solid form extending over more than 160 million years.

CONCLUSION
The foregoing meteorite observations must be satisfactorily accommodated by a successful cosmogony.
Cosmogonies based on the testimony given by Moses have either included meteorites in a general creation of
matter at the beginning of the Genesis creation week, placed their origin on the fourth day of Earth's history
along with the Moon, Sun, and other stars, or presumed them to have originated from a creative episode which
took place at a remote time before the events of the Creation week.

A cosmogony that limits the existence of the matter which makes up meteorites to a duration period of only
several thousand years should offer plausible reasons for the creation of meteorites with radio isotope features
that characterize them. On the other hand, a cosmogony that allows the most obvious interpretation of meteorite
radio isotope data should be supported by biblical evidence that the creative activity which took place during the
Genesis creation week was principally confined to planet Earth.

Since God is the author of both nature and revelation, we should expect to develop a cosmogony that accounts
in a manner intellectually acceptable for the observations on meteorites as well as for the specifications of
revelation.
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"In The Beginning"
Review And Herald, June 29, 1967

Part 1
One area of current concern, study, and discussion in the church is the seeming conflict between certain
observed phenomena in the natural world that appear to indicate a very great age for the surface features of the
earth and the living things upon it, and statements in the Bible and the Spirit of Prophecy which limit these
phenomena to a relatively few thousand years. One aspect of the problem has to do with whether the basic
substance of the earth as a planet was created on day one of Creation week or immediately prior thereto, or
whether our planet existed in a chaotic state before—possibly long before—that momentous first day. Do the
Bible and the Spirit of Prophecy have an inspired answer to this problem?

To begin with, let it be clear that there is no difference of opinion as to a fiat Creation—that is, a creative act or
acts by which a personal God brought all things in the universe into existence.

There is complete agreement, also, that this fiat Creation was ex nihilo—that when God did create the substance
of our planet and all other matter in the universe, He did so out of nothing. He was not indebted to pre-existing
matter. There is agreement, as well, that the Creation narrative in Genesis 1 and 2 is a true record, in simple and
non technical language, of the forming of the land, the sea, and the air, and of the myriad forms of life that
abound in and upon them. There is also agreement that the six days of Creation week were literal days, and that
the seventh-day Sabbath commemorates the creative acts of God recorded as taking place within those six days.
Finally, all agree that, when rightly understood, the facts of the natural world will accord perfectly with the
corresponding statements of Inspiration, also rightly understood, because one Divine Being is the Author of
both.

These great facts are beyond debate.

We have taken a special interest in geology for more than 25 years, but hasten to enter a disclaimer to any
special competence in that area. Our principal field of scientific interest has been astronomy, with particular
attention to astrophysics, which deals with the origin, properties, and function of matter, and which is related at
certain points to geology. We shall limit our remarks here, however, to the theological aspects of the problem,
with which we are more conversant, and most particularly to the opening words of Scripture, "In the beginning
God created the heaven and the earth" (Genesis 1:1).

[Page 12]

Sometimes we say—and rightly—that the Bible is so plain that even a child can understand it. Any person who
sincerely desires to know the way of life eternal can go to it and find that way unerringly. But this is not to say
that he will instantly be able to unravel all the mysteries of Holy Writ, for many a devout and learned Christian
has devoted a lifetime to the endeavor to understand God's Word more perfectly, only to learn that at some
points he still sees through a glass darkly. It is thus evident that an endeavor to grasp the full import, sometimes
even of the supposedly plainest words of Scripture, involves more than sitting down with an English translation
of the Bible and a copy of Webster's Third New International Dictionary.

Finding the Answer
In dealing with a moot passage of Scripture, the most reliable results usually grow out of a painstaking study of
the individual words in the original language in which they were written, of the grammatical construction of the
passage, and of the context in which it occurs. By this procedure we are simply applying to the fullest possible
extent our time-honored principle of giving the Bible an opportunity to be its own interpreter. As a result we
come closer than is otherwise possible to thinking the thoughts of the inspired writer himself after him and to
grasping the infinite truth the Holy Spirit sought to convey through finite language.

The theological aspect of the problem of which we write arises from the fact that each of the four key words in
Genesis 1:1—"beginning," "created," "heaven," and "earth"—has two or more possible shades of meaning, and
because the entire statement as it stands in the original, unpointed Hebrew, is susceptible to at least two different
meanings, and thus two different translations. Does "beginning" refer to the beginning of the starry universe, or
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of this earth—as a planet in the solar system, or as a suitable abode for man as described in the remainder of the
chapter? Does "created" mean made out of nothing, or may it mean formed out of pre-existing matter (as it does
later in the chapter)? Does the word "heaven" mean the starry universe or the atmospheric envelope that
surrounds the earth? Does "earth" mean this world as a planet, or the surface of this planet, or the dry land in
contrast with its water-covered areas?

Obviously, these are all valid meanings in so far as the English words are concerned. But the Bible was not
written in English. The passage in question was written in unpointed Hebrew (consonants, no vowels).
Fortunately, in each case, the Bible itself selects for us the shade of meaning intended by Inspiration. There is no
need to guess. As for the two different possible meanings of the statement in the original, unpointed (vowelless)
Hebrew of the text, a knowledge of Hebrew is essential.

Next week we shall apply the principles to which we have referred, to the key words of Genesis 1:1, in an
endeavor to ascertain more perfectly the mind of the Holy Spirit and of the inspired writer.

[Page 13]

Part 2
Review And Herald, July 6, 1967

Last week we reaffirmed the unanimous belief (1) in a fiat Creation ex nihilo, (2) in the Creation record of
Genesis being a true account in simple, non technical language, (3) in the six days of Creation week being literal
24-hour days, and (4) that, rightly understood, the facts of the natural world accord perfectly with the statements
of Inspiration, also rightly understood.

We addressed ourselves to the subsidiary question as to whether the basic substance of our planet was brought
into existence in connection with the first day of Creation week, or whether it existed in an amorphous,
unorganized state before—possibly long before—day one. We then asked, Do the Bible and the Spirit of
Prophecy provide an inspired answer to this aspect of the problem? and suggested that the four key words of
Genesis 1:1— "beginning," "created," "heaven," and "earth"—may cast light on the question.

The opening statement of the Creation record reads: "In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth." If
this terse declaration stood alone, we should be quite at a loss to know which of the various shades of meaning
that might be attached to each of its key words was the one intended by the inspired writer. Fortunately, the
statement does not stand alone; it introduces the Creation narrative recorded in chapters 1 and 2. In this narrative
the word "beginning" appears only once, "create" six times, "heaven (s)" seven times, and "earth" 26 times.

[Page 14]

The narrative context specifically defines two of these four words and uses synonyms for three of them. "Earth"
and "Heaven"

Let us begin with the last of the four, "earth." According to verses 9 and 10, God Himself defined "earth" as
meaning the "dry land" portions of the planet's surface, in contradistinction to its water-covered surface areas. In
three instances (chapter 2:11-13) the same Hebrew word is translated "land" instead of "earth." Verses 11, 12,
15-17, and 25 of Genesis 1 also use the word "earth" in a way that plainly restricts its meaning to the surface of
the planet. In no instance is the "earth" equated with the planetary sphere itself as a member of the solar system.

A similar picture would emerge if we were to trace the Hebrew word usually translated "earth" throughout the
2,407 instances in which it occurs in the Old Testament. To the ancient Hebrew people, for whom and in whose
tongue the Creation narrative was originally written, this word always denoted the surface of the earth.

Next let us take the word "heaven (s)," which the Hebrew people always used in its plural form. According to
verse 8, God personally assigned the name "heaven (s)" to the "firmament," whose Hebrew counterpart means
an extended surface or an expanse. Verses 9 and 20 identify this firmament as the expanse above the water
surface of the planet (and thus, by implication, above its land surface as well). Heaven is said to be the great
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expanse in which the birds fly (v. 20) and where the sun, moon, and stars are (vs. 14-17). Evidently the inspired
writer is describing things as they appear from the earth's surface.

The couplet "heaven (s) and earth" occurs often throughout the Bible, and wherever the words are thus linked
together, and the context defines them, reference is always to the atmospheric heavens and the surface of the
earth. Noteworthy examples are Hebrews 1:10, 11 and 2 Peter 3:7, 10, which declare that the heavens and the
earth will be "burned up" and "shall perish." Numerous other passages could be cited (for example, Psalm
102:25, 26; Isaiah 51:6; 66:22; Revelation 21:1). To our knowledge, no one holds that the starry universe will
share the fate of our planet in the great conflagration of the last day, nor does anyone hold that any part of the
universe other than our own planet will be involved in the great future act of re-creation foretold in Revelation
21:1. Hebrews 1:10, 11 deals specifically with "the earth" and "the heavens" mentioned in Genesis 1:1 and
declares that both "shall perish." Thus, in Bible usage, the couplet "heaven (s) and earth" in Genesis 1:1 refers to
the surface of our planet and to the atmospheric expanse above it.

"Created"
The Creation narrative opens with the declaration "In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth"
(Genesis 1:1) and closes with the summary conclusion, "Thus the heavens and the earth were finished" (chapter
2:1). This repetition indicates that both statements refer to the series of creative acts recorded in the intervening
verses, and that the heaven and earth of the former are the heaven and earth whose formation is therein
described.

The word "create" may connote either the bringing into existence of something that previously did not exist or
the formation of materials that already exist, into a new and distinct product. Which sense is intended in Genesis
1:1? It is worthy of note that all living things mentioned in Genesis 1 were produced out of material already in
existence at the time they were created—plants from the soil (verse 11), fish and fowl from "the waters" and
"the ground" (chaps. 1:20, 21; 2:19), land animals and man from "the dust of the ground" (chap. 2:7, 19).

Of the creation of the birds and the fishes, the words "created" and "formed" are used synonymously (chaps.
1:21; 2:19). The land animals were "made" and "formed" (chaps. 1:25; 2:19). Of man, the words "created,"
"made," and "formed" are used synonymously to describe the same creative act (chaps. 1:26, 27; 2:7, 8, 18, 22).
It would therefore appear that in Genesis 1 and 2 the word "create" means to "form" or "make" something
entirely new by rearranging previously existing matter and injecting into it the element of life. This would in no
wise deny creation ex nihilo. Far from it, for this fact is explicitly set forth in Hebrews 11:3. It is simply to note
that the creative acts described in Genesis 1 and 2 involved another divine activity than creation ex nihilo.

In view of (1) the contextual implication in chapters 1:1 and 2:1 that reference is to the creative acts described in
the intervening verses, and (2) the synonymous use of the words "create," "form," and "made" to describe the
same acts, the context of the Creation narrative itself thus defines the word "created" in Genesis 1:1 to mean the
rearrangement and organization of pre-existing matter, not creation ex nihilo.

"In the Beginning"
Finally, "in the beginning" is the time when the creative acts involving the surface of this planet and the living
things upon it took place. In other words, context limits "in the beginning" in Genesis 1:1 to Creation week. The
Creation narrative is altogether silent about the bringing into existence of the substance from which the surface
features and living things of Genesis 1 were formed. It does not pinpoint the time when God brought these basic
elements into existence, whether as a part of the creative work of day one or immediately prior to day one or
before—possibly long before—day one.

The original unpointed Hebrew of Genesis 1:1, 2 may, with equal fairness to the text, be translated either as in
the K.J.V., "in the beginning God created the heaven and the earth. And the earth was without form and void; . .
." et cetera, or as in the new Jewish translation, The Torah: "When God began to create the heaven and the
earth—the earth being unformed and void, with darkness over the surface of the deep and a wind from God
sweeping over the water—God said, 'Let there be light.'"

We have already given sufficient attention to the traditional translation, which is based on the Masoretic text.
According to the alternative translation from the original unpointed Hebrew text, when God said, "Let there be



The SDA Church’s Viewpoint

www.ThreeAngels.com.au Page 20

light," this planet was already in existence, but its elements had not been formed into the surface features with
which we are familiar, and it was completely void of life. Both translations leave the time of origin of the basic
substances that compose our planet an open question. The Bible seems thus to be silent with respect to whether
the original creative act took place on day one of creation week or immediately preceding it, or possibly long
before that day.

Next week we will consider the Spirit of Prophecy statements that have a bearing on this question.
[Page 15]

Part 3
Review And Herald, July 13, 1967

Last week we examined the key words of Genesis 1:1 — "beginning," "created," "heaven," "earth"—to ascertain
whether the Genesis account of Creation provides any clue as to whether the primordial substance of our planet
was brought into being on or before—perhaps long before—the first day of Creation week. The Bible, we
found, does not answer this question. It defines "earth" as the surface of our planet; "heaven," in the phrase
"heaven and earth," as the atmospheric heavens; "create" as used in Genesis 1, as the rearrangement of existing
elements to form the atmosphere, water, and land, and their many living things; and "the beginning," as Creation
week.

The Creation narrative attributes the surface features of our planet and its myriad forms of life to a fiat creation
within the span of six literal days. But as to the origin and age of the basic substance of our planet the Bible is
content simply to affirm that whenever it was that God created matter He did so ex nihilo—out of nothing
(Hebrews 11:3).

Spirit of Prophecy Comment
This week we turn to passages in the Spirit of Prophecy writings that appear to have a bearing on the subject.
Typical are the following:

"The Son of God had wrought the Father's will in the creation of all the hosts of heaven; and to Him, as well as
to God, their homage and allegiance were clue. Christ was still to exercise divine power, in the creation of the
earth and its inhabitants."—Patriarchs and Prophets, page 36.

"Infidel geologists claim that the world is very much older than the Biblical record makes it. ...

"Many who profess to believe the Bible record are at a loss to account for wonderful things which are found
in the earth, with the view that creation week was only seven literal days, and that the world is now only about
six thousand years old."—Spiritual Gifts, vol. 3, pages 91, 92.

"The Sabbath institution, which originated in Eden, is as old as the world itself."—Patriarchs and Prophets, p.
336.

"When the foundations of the earth were laid, when the morning stars sang together, and all the sons of God
shouted for joy, then was laid the foundation of the Sabbath."—The Great Controversy, p. 455.

The Meaning of "Earth" and "World"
Forgoing comment on other aspects of Creation touched upon in these passages, let us inquire if they provide
any clue to the age of the primordial substance of our earth. As in Genesis 1:1, the answer to this question
depends upon the sense in which the later inspired writer uses the words "earth" and "world." If these words
refer to our earth as a planet, the statements plainly imply that its basic substance came into being on or just
before the first day of Creation week. If the statements refer to the formation of the surface of the earth as a
suitable abode for man, and to the origination of its myriad life forms, they are not at all concerned with the
primordial substance of the earth or its age. Can we know which meaning of "earth" and "world" was intended?

At this point three established principles governing the relationship between the Bible and the Spirit of Prophecy
come to our help. First, we accept the writings of Ellen G. White as an inspired commentary on the Bible.
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Second, we affirm that the Scriptures are the standard by which these writings are to be judged, or tested—and
not vice versa. Third, we believe that, rightly understood, the two are in complete accord.

Applying these principles to the problem at hand, we found last week that the Bible itself defines for us the
sense in which the terms "earth," "heaven," "created," and "beginning" are to be understood in Genesis 1:1.
Obviously in these and similar statements Mrs. White is commenting on the Creation narrative of Genesis 1 and
2, and the principles already noted lead us to conclude that she uses the words "earth" and "creation" in the same
sense in which the Bible writer uses them—of the shaping of the land, sea, and sky and their myriad forms of
life during the six days of Creation week. We would expect what the Holy Spirit revealed to Mrs. White to
comport with what He had formerly revealed to Moses. We choose to believe that the Spirit of Prophecy is in
full accord with the Bible on this as on all other points. In their Biblical context these statements are not
concerned with the origination of the primordial substance of this planet, but with the creative acts specified by
the inspired writer of Genesis 1—the rearrangement of its surface elements into a suitable abode for man and the
origination of living things by infusing the element of life into selected aggregations of matter.

In at least one statement on Creation, however, Mrs. White does clearly refer to the origin of the basic substance
of which our planet is composed and not to the arrangement of its surface: "The theory that God did not create
matter when He brought the world into existence is without foundation. In the formation of our world, God was
not indebted to pre-existing matter."—Testimonies, volume 8, page 258. Note the expressions "create matter,"
"brought the world into existence," and "pre-existing matter," which make clear that the "world" here referred to
is our planet. It seems clear that Mrs. White was making this statement in the context of the then widely
accepted dogma that matter is eternal.

Not a Valid Issue
This statement does not tell us when God created our planet ex nihilo, but simply affirms that, whenever He did
so, He "was not indebted to pre-existing matter." The time when this event took place is irrelevant to the passage
in question. Had it been essential for us to know the age of the primordial substance of our planet, God would
doubtless have revealed this as clearly as He has other essential facts of faith. That He has not done so suggests
that it is not a vital issue. And at points where God has not clearly spoken, we shall do well to express our finite
opinions with moderation and humility.

[Page 13]
The age of the basic substance of the earth is not a valid issue. To make an issue of this, or any other point on
which there is no plain "Thus saith the Lord," is to engage in a battle He has not commissioned us to fight and in
which we cannot expect His blessing. It is the wrong battle on the wrong ground, and all who participate in it are
bound to lose much and gain little, and to squander time, effort, and talent that might better be devoted to the
great, decisive issues of faith. For this battle, Inspiration has armed us and given us assurance of victory. Let our
zeal for God and for truth be according to knowledge—the knowledge that comes to us with His own seal of
approval.

[Page 14]

With respect to the origin of our world, this essential knowledge consists of belief in a fiat Creation ex nihilo—
in the Genesis account of Creation being a true record in simple, non technical language, in the formation of the
surface of the earth and of all forms of life upon it in six literal days, and in the complete harmony between the
observed facts of nature, rightly understood, and the statements of Inspiration, also rightly understood. These
things are matters of faith; the age of the earth's primordial substance is not.

Let us devote our attention and our labors to the great landmarks of faith God has clearly marked out for us, and
not be lured aside from the path of truth and duty by the siren song of a false issue.
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Recent Creationism Statements

The Sabbath Christ Made,
HMS Richards, 1963, Chapter 1

It is a thrilling experience to read the first chapters of the Bible, where the story of creation is given in
detail. Here we see the mighty acts of God. On the first day of time “God created the heaven and the
Earth.” “And the earth was [called into existence] without form, and void: and darkness was upon the
face of the deep.” “And God said, Let there be light: and there was light. And God divided the light
from the darkness.” “And God called the light Day, and the darkness he called Night.” Genesis 1:1-5.

Bible Doctrines
By Alfred F. J. Kranz,

Signs Publishing Company, Australia, 1949, Chapter 9
Genesis 1:1,5,8 Each day of the creation week was a time period 13,19,23,31 consisting of an
evening and a morning.

Principles Of Life From The Word Of God
Oriental Watchman Publishing House,

Salisbury Park, Poona, India, Chapter 11
11. What specific things were created on each day of creation week? Genesis 1:1 to 2:1
“For in six days the Lord made heaven and earth, the sea, and all that in them is, and rested the
seventh day.” Exodus 20:11.
12. Why did God make the Sabbath as a day of rest? Mark 2:27, 28.

Sabbath School Quarterly
www.ssnet.org/Qrtrly/Eng/99c/Less04.Html

Sunday July 18, 1999
Creation In One Week (Genesis 1:1 to 2:3).

According to Genesis 1:1-2:3, how long did God take to create our present world and the various life forms
that live on it? What clues do these verses give us that imply literal, 24-hour days?

The Hebrew word for day is yom. It is true that on occasion yom can mean an indefinite period of time (just
like the word day in English). Some scholars have used this to propose that the six days of Creation were vast
periods of time. They often cite passages like Psalm 90:4 in support of their position. However, the common
usage of yom is for the 24-hour day. A basic rule in translation is for the common meaning to be utilized unless
the context provides a clear indicator or sign that a different meaning is intended.

Such signs are missing in Genesis 1, and there are several indicators that point directly to a literal, 24-hour day.
One is the way that the days are designated by ordinal numbers ("day one" "day two," etc.). This is done only
when a 24-hour day is intended. Another is that the days are set off by the expression "and there was evening,
and there was morning"(NIV). Again, this is done in Hebrew only when a literal 24-hour day is meant. There
are several more technical arguments involving grammar and syntax that also support the 24-hour-day meaning
for the word day. Most scholars believe that the writer indeed meant to convey the idea of a literal 24-hour day.
However, many of them still do not accept what the text says, because it contradicts their understandings of the
findings of evolutionary theory.
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How did Ellen White view the days of that first week?

"I was then carried back to the creation and was shown that the first week, in which God performed the work of
creation in six days and rested on the seventh day, was just like every other week. The great God in his days of
creation and day of rest, measured off the first cycle as a sample for successive weeks till the close of time. ...
God gives us the productions of his work at the close of each literal day."—Spiritual Gifts, vol. 3, p. 90.
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