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This lesson is tough because this particular issue is the most controversial one in Genesis chapters 1-11 within the church today. Within Christianity right now the vast majority of Christian academics—those with advanced degrees in various fields who are teaching in Christian colleges, including seminaries—teach that the universe and the earth are very old. That is the majority position within Christian academia. If you send your kids to secular university you can expect to get that kind of training but if you send your child off to Christian college they’ll get taught the same thing. The Christian community is split on this age issue. How old is the universe? Is it young? Is it old?

Kurt is going to tell what he personally feels the issue is, how important it is for Christians, and what it means for us as Christians. Most people are wont to say that the issue of how old the earth is doesn’t really matter but he will argue differently. Secondly, there’s going to be some pre-empting of some of the work in lessons to follow. He will cover some things that you haven’t studied yet. 

To begin on the issue of the age of things, as a paleontologist Kurt will teach about the fossil record. The age of things—what does it matter? 

The Fossil Record

Picture the fossil record as a pile of rocks (or maybe like a stack of pancakes). Inside those rocks (or pancakes) there are fossils (the equivalent of blueberries or whatever you like to stuff into pancakes.) So the fossil record is a pile of fossils in a particular sequence. It’s much harder, once you have a stack of rocks, to insert one underneath the pile. Because of this difficulty, we generally assume that the lowest rock is the oldest rock thus the fossils contained within it are the oldest fossils. This pile of rocks then is a sequence of the burial of organisms, with the deepest being the oldest organisms buried and the ones on top being the most recent ones buried. That seems to be the most reasonable understanding of the fossil record. 
It is divided into three parts: a bottom part, middle part, and upper part—Paleozoic (Pz), Mesozoic (Mz), and Cenozoic (Cz). “Paleo” means “old”, “zoic” means “life”, and they are the bottom fossils. “Meso” means “middle” so they are the “middle life”; and “ceno” means “new” so “Cenozoic” is “new life”, the more recent stuff. So they are old fossils, middle-aged fossils and new fossils.

What’s interesting about the fossil record is that it’s not the same throughout. As you go deeper you get a different set of fossils than what is in the middle or upper part. There is a particular sequence of the occurrence of fossils. For example, at the bottom of the Paleozoic you have the first sea animals. After that you get the first vertebrates. Before that you have only the invertebrates like clams and such. The oldest vertebrates are sea vertebrates: fish. Above that are the first land animals. There are no land animals before the mid-Paleozoic. Later you get the first insects. They don’t seem to appear until after the amphibians. Then it’s much further up in the fossil record in the Mesozoic that you find the first flying vertebrates like birds and pterodactyls. Looking at plants, the first land plants are found way down in the record in the mid-Paleozoic but not fruit-bearing trees; those come much later. The first grasses are not found until the base of the Cenozoic. The first fruit trees aren’t found until way up in the fossil record, above the grasses. There’s a reason for focusing on these particular organisms and their first appearance and that’s because of the Biblical account. 

A record of a variety of things:

1. A record of death (billions). The organisms in the record are dead. They are representations of creatures once alive but now dead, so in a sense the fossil record is an enormous cemetery.  It’s an average of a mile and a half deep over the continents. It’s a mile and a half thick cemetery on average, containing billions of deaths, not just a few. This is how many specimens that have already been taken out of the fossil record and stored in museums and collections. It’s numbering in the billions—the actual number of fossils we’ve taken out, thus the actual number of organisms represented in actual death. So this is billions of deaths. 
2. A record of extinction. Not only do we have individual organisms that are dead but we have entire species of organisms that don’t live today but lived in the past and are completely extinct. Entire species—gone. At least 200,000 species in the past are now extinct. There are approximately 250,000 fossil species today but some might be duplications of living species because of classification, but to be conservative there are at least 200,000 extinctions of species that have come and gone and are no more. 

3. A record of thorns and thistles.
4. A record of carnivory. The fossil record has fish eating other fish, caught in the act. T. Rex teeth are imbedded in the backbone of another dinosaur where that vertebra actually healed around the tooth. It’s evidence that the T. Rex attempted to eat the other critter while it was still alive and it survived the attack. 

5. Evidence of disease. There are crinoids with some parasitic worms infesting them and causing lesions on them. There is much evidence of disease in the fossil record. 

6. Evidence of suffering. As a consequence of carnivory and disease, we can infer that there is a lot of suffering. Some of the specimens convince you that the organism died in agony.
The Biostratigraphic Column

So the fossil record is a record of death, extinction, thorns, carnivory and suffering. The “fossil record” is a laymen’s term for the “Biostratigraphic Column.” “Bio” = “living”, “strati” = “rock”, so it’s both a sequence of layers of rocks as well as a sequence of layers of once-living organisms. Note that this is observed, meaning these are actual rocks, actual fossils, that we can see. We add to the biostrati-graphic record something that we can’t see in order to make further interpretations.
Radiometric Dating 
This is applied to that column of fossils and rocks. What you see in the rocks are ratios of elements: a ratio of potassium 40 and argon 40 in the rock. You can’t see it but can only measure it with special instruments. The amount of carbon 14 versus carbon 12 [isotopes]. You can’t see it very easily but it’s all you are able to measure in the rocks. From those measurements you infer a radiometric age for those rocks. Thus it’s not measured directly but inferred. Once you take the original biostratigraphic column, add radiometric dating to it, you can now add dates to it: 

· Bottom of the column: 3800 million years

· Halfway to the start of the Paleozoic: 2500 million years
· Start of Paleozoic: 530 million years
· Paleozoic/Mesozoic boundary: 248 million years
· Mesozoic/Cenozoic boundary: 65 million years
The bottom boundary of the Paleozoic at 530 million years is ± a couple tens of millions of years—there’s some debate on that. The very oldest rocks on earth are dated at 3.8 billion years—at least the rocks that have evidence of once-living organisms in them. This column of rocks and fossils with ages attached is called the “Chronologic column” or the “geologic column.” It is inferred but not observed.
The Chronologic Column
1. Since the oldest rocks with living organisms are dated at 3.8 billion years old, that means the earth is at least 3.8 billion years old—a reasonable assumption from the geologic column.

2. We infer that the geologic column is now a record of death, as the fossil record was, but now it’s not just the death of billions of organisms. If the geologic column does represent all this time, then a very small percentage of all the organisms that have ever lived is preserved in that record. In fact, estimates vary but at most we have 1/1 billionth of all the organisms (individuals) that have ever lived preserved as fossils. That means we have the death, at least, of a billion, billion organisms (1x1018). Not only do we have a record of extinction but it’s a much greater figure than what you observe in the fossil record. It is inferred that 5 billion species have gone extinct. If the earth truly is 3.8 billion years old and all these dates on the column are reasonable, then we’re talking about at least 5 billion species of critters and plants that arose, died off, and are no more. It’s a record of thorns, carnivory, disease, and suffering that occurred long before humans are ever seen evidenced in the record. Every one of these things occurs hundreds of millions of years before man ever appears. 

This inferred geologic column is a record of: 

· billions of billions of individuals dying, 
· billions of species going extinct, 
· millions of organisms dying of disease, 
· thousands of species of plants with thorns, 
· carnivory being common in the earth’s biota for at least half a billion years, 
· suffering over hundreds of millions of years 
…before man even appears. He’s not even there yet and all this stuff has occurred. By the time man appears, by the time Adam appears, he is walking on a graveyard a mile and a half deep of billions of organisms and species that Adam would never have seen.
Genesis Versus the Fossil Record
Genesis 1: A straightforward reading seems to indicate the Creation is in six days. When you combine the straightforward reading of Genesis 1 with texts like Exodus 20:11, written ostensibly with the hand of God on stone in the middle of the Ten Commandments: “The Lord God formed the heavens and the earth and the seas, and all that in them is, in six days and rested the seventh day,” you see that we are to work for six days and rest the seventh day. If you believe those days are millions of years old, forget rest because you won’t earn it for millions of years. 
It also tells us a particular order of creation: the earth was created before the sun—the earth on day 1 and the sun on day 4. The flying creatures (day 5) are created before the land creatures (day 6), the plants are created (day 3) before the animals (day 5 and 6). Genesis 1 also tells us that all animals are herbivores. There are no carnivores in the pre-fall world, according to Genesis 1. 
But if the earth is old and the geologic column is right, then the earth wasn’t created in six days but in billions of years. The creation order is very different: the sun comes either before the earth or is the same age as the earth. The sun can’t follow, by millions of years, the plants, which need the sun. The land creatures appear in the fossil record hundreds of millions of years before the flying creatures do—but Genesis has the opposite order. Animals, according to the fossil record, come before plants by a very long period of time. Genesis talks specifically about fruit trees coming on day 3, sea creatures on day 5, but in the fossil record those are separated by hundreds of millions of years—the other way. Completely contradicted. The fossil record has many carnivores long before man even appeared. 

So if the earth is old, Genesis 1 is wrong.

Genesis 2 teaches us that man becomes “soul life.” 
Genesis 2:7b [God] breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and man became a living soul.
1. This is the same phrase used in Genesis 1 to describe sea creatures, animals. “Living souls”—they become “living creatures.” Man becomes a living creature. He becomes alive. It isn’t that living creatures become man; man becomes a living creature. 

2. Eden is described as a place that has a river coming out of it and the river divides into four rivers: The Tigris, Euphrates, Gihon, and Pyson. It is a very clear description of one river coming out of Eden and dividing into four rivers.

3. Man is described as potentially living forever if he didn’t fall.

4. Adam named all the land animals that God had made. 

5. Eve was created from the side of Adam.

These are all very clear teachings from Genesis 2. But if the earth is old, thus the geologic column is true, the consequences are: soul life seems to have become man because you have this sequence of organisms that leads right up to man. It compels people to believe that apes become human. There is so much similarity that there seems to be a nice sequence. Also, we have no place where a river divides into four rivers. The Tigris and Euphrates come together, they don’t divide from one, so the Biblical description of the Tigris and Euphrates dividing into four rivers from one is not an accurate description. We don’t have such a place on earth. And there’s no evidence from the fossil record that man could have ever lived forever. In fact, most likely we’re living longer than anybody did in the past. According to the rate at which teeth and bones grow, everything in the fossil record seems to indicate that humans are getting longer lived than shorter lived. 
Adam couldn’t have named all the land animals because there are billions of land animals that he wouldn’t have even seen. He couldn’t have named the dinosaurs because they would have disappeared long before Adam came on the scene—unless he named the bones. That’s possible but it’s not what we get the impression of from Genesis, is it? 
Finally, Eve was not made from Adam’s side. If the fossil record is to be taken the way it seems to show itself, we’ve got the first man coming from some female. It might not be a human female, but it’s some female—not the other way around. There’s no evidence that females came from man, let alone from man’s side. That’s not what the fossil record seems to indicate. There were male and female things all the way along for millions of years, long before man came on the scene. There’s that sequence of apes leading up to man—male and female. There’s no reason to believe the Biblical account is at all correct. Therefore, Genesis 2 is wrong. 
Genesis 3: Thorns and thistles followed man’s sin. It was part of the curse that the thorns and thistles were added to man’s experience. But if the earth is old and the geologic column is true then thorns and thistles preceded man (let alone his sin) by millions of years.  So if the earth is old, Genesis 3 is wrong.
Genesis 4 will be skipped because we can keep the story of Cain and Abel. It’s an okay story that doesn’t need to be thrown out at this point. So hold onto it because it’s the only thing you’ve got so far. 

Genesis 5 indicates that humans’ life spans were over 900 years before the flood.  But if the earth is old, then all the evidence we have in the fossil record for humans says something quite different about the longevity of man. Again, the longevity of man seems to be increasing, not decreasing. There’s no evidence that man has ever lived more than 120 years in his history if the fossil record is to be taken literally. That means Genesis 5 is wrong if the earth is old.
Genesis 6-9: The flood account. 

1. All land animals were represented on the ark.

2. The flood was global. 
There are a lot of reasons why that belief has to be held. But if the earth is old and the geologic column is to be accepted then certainly all the land animals were on the ark. You could argue that only the living animals were put on the ark because that’s how the wording goes, but you can see that the implication of the passage is otherwise. But there’s no way you can accept a global flood if the earth is old. This is a point that is very important to understand. No person who believes the earth is old can accept the flood to be global. It’s impossible. It cannot be, because a global flood is going to leave evidence. If you have floods, you leave a bunch of debris behind: mud, etc. There must be flood sediments worldwide dating from that period. You can’t miss it even if it’s been eroded away in places there would be bits and pieces of it all over the place. But there are no flood sediments on a world wide basis anywhere within the last 10,000, 20,000, 100,000, 300,000, 5,000,000 years. There is no evidence of a global flood on this planet earth if you accept the age of things by radiometric dating. A global flood is completely precluded if you believe the earth is old, thus Genesis 6-9 is wrong. 

Genesis 10-11a: All humans dispersed from Babel. 

But if the earth is old, you have humans across the planet long before Babel comes into existence. Babel took place about 2000-2200 BC, maybe even as long ago as 5000 BC. But whenever, you still have humans distributed globally millions of years before Babel. There’s no redistribution any other time in human history according to the evidence of the fossil record. If the record is true, along with radiometric aging, then humans did not disperse from the tower of Babel—at least not all of them, perhaps a few. Therefore Genesis 10-11a is wrong. 
Genesis 11b speaks of the genealogy from Shem to Abram. It talks about people living hundreds of years—not the 900 years before the flood, but in diminishing numbers, Noah lived for 350 years after the flood. People lived for hundreds of years after the flood, but again, if the earth is old, the fossil evidence tells us that humans did not live longer than the 120 years that is the maximum life expectancy of today and probably even much shorter than that. Again the evidence seems to indicate that humans today are living longer instead of the shorter span that the Bible seems to indicate. So Genesis 11b is wrong.
If the earth is old, then Genesis 1-11 is wrong and must be rejected. That’s 20% of the chapters of Genesis that have to be thrown out. There are creation references in the rest of Scripture to deal with as well. Parts of 23 Psalms—that’s more than 15% of all the Psalms—make reference back to the creation. That’s just the creation, not even extending it to the rest of the first 11 chapters of Genesis (except for Cain and Abel’s story which seems to be okay.) Parts of 18 Old Testament books make reference to the creation account (45% of the OT books.) Parts of 7 New Testament books (>25%) make reference to creation. If the earth is old you have to throw them all out. That doesn’t leave much left. Sounds like the story Kurt told about his testimony where he clipped the verses out of the Bible were evolution to be true. It’s a little of what was meant by that. If that wasn’t bad enough, now we get into the real tough stuff:
If the Earth is Old…
· The Christian doctrine of the Scriptures is in trouble.

· The claim that Scripture is true: But if we just rejected Genesis 1-11 and a whole bunch of other places in Scripture, it cannot be true. 

· The claim that Scripture will never change. Not even the smallest Hebrew letter will disappear—a statement by Christ Himself in Matt. 5:18. Now it has to be thrown out.

If the earth is old the Christian doctrine of Scripture must be rejected.

· The Christian doctrine of Eschatology (future events) is in trouble.

· Heaven will be perfect because it’s going to be like the original heaven and earth. Uh oh. We know how God did it the first time (if the earth is old) with carnivory and suffering and death and pain for millions of years before humans ever came on the scene. Read Isaiah 65:17 about the beautiful creation to come and think what it would be like if it the original creation was like that of the fossil record.

Isaiah 65:17 “For behold I create new heavens and a new earth; and the former things will not be remembered or come to mind.”
· Hebrews 4:3-11: Heaven will be just like God’s rest in the Creation. You don’t want to be in that heaven.

· Christ’s return will be global just like the flood. Matthew 24:38-39: As it was in the days of Noah when people were drinking and partying and having a great time. The flood came and took them all away. So it will be when Christ returns. But if the flood is local it didn’t take all the people away, so what will the Christ be like? 2 Peter 3:3-4 says “In the latter days will come scoffers saying, ‘Where is the promise of His coming?’ For all things continue as they were in the beginning of the creation.” They are willfully ignorant of two things: 1) that the Creation by God was true, and 2) that the flood destroyed the entire world. If this is not true, then maybe Christ isn’t going to come. Or when He comes He’ll only take a few people like the non-global flood. Thus if the earth is old the Christian doctrine of eschatology falls apart. It must be rejected.

· The Christian doctrine of Man is in trouble.

· There is to be no swearing against other humans. Why? Because man is created in the image of God. James 3:8-10. It goes back to creation as to what man is—an image of an ape? As soon as you begin to play around with the origin of man, you play around with a whole bunch of other things in Scripture as a consequence. You might be very surprised that these things are connected specifically to Genesis 1.
· Capital punishment. Genesis 9:6. It’s a controversial issue in the church but becomes easy to throw out when you have to throw out Genesis 9 if the earth is old. That’s where capital punishment comes from. Why is capital punishment appropriate? Because man is created in the image of God. If you destroy a picture of God, a person is to be killed for it. There’s no justification for it if you toss out Creation. 

· Man’s sin led to death, disease and suffering. Romans chapters 5, 8. The entire creation was affected. That’s the Christian teaching about sin. The sin of man, as insignificant as man is in terms of size in this universe, in terms of potential direct influence in this universe, and in spite of how small those sins seem to be to us, sin to God is a horrible thing that impacted the entire creation. Carnivory entered the world. If you’re horrified watching one animal eating another, that did not come into existence (according to Scripture) until after man’s sin. It’s due to man’s sin. Do you worry about volcanoes killing innocent children? According to our understanding right now, volcanoes and earthquakes postdate man’s sin. In fact they’re a consequence of the judgment on man’s sin in the form of the flood. We’re still living in the aftershocks of the flood according to our current understanding of science. 

All these things are a consequence of sin but if the earth is old then all of that is wrong. Death, disease, suffering, agony preceded man and man’s sin by hundreds of millions of years making God responsible for it, not man nor our sin. Earthquakes and volcanoes killing innocent people —that’s God and has nothing to do with our sin but only with the way God works. Therefore if the earth is old the traditionally understood Christian doctrine of man must be rejected.
· The Christian doctrine of Marriage is in trouble.

· Husband is the head of the wife because of the order of creation. 1 Cor 11:3-10. Man was created first, and woman from man. Woman was deceived and fell. If you throw that out you throw out the justification for the headship of the man in the home. This is being done in the world today. If you accept that the earth is old you take away the foundation for that particular doctrine. 

· Marriage is unbreakable by man. Matthew 19:3-9: Jesus was asked about this: “What about divorce? Which one will she be married to in heaven?” What did Christ do? He quoted Genesis 2—a passage we have to throw out if the earth is old. The entire justification for marriage being unbreakable by man goes back to the Creation. If you throw that out you have to throw out all the Biblical teachings on divorce. 

Therefore if the earth is old the doctrine of marriage must be rejected.

· The Christian doctrine of Salvation is in trouble because Scripture teaches that:

· Man was created in perfection, not imperfection. Man was created in the state of perfection. Then:

· Man fell from perfection.

· Man needs salvation.

· Christ is the only solution.

But if the earth is old, man was never in a state of perfection. He was in the midst of a universe already imperfect. Death, disease, suffering, pain preceded man’s existence by hundreds of millions of years. This is certainly not a perfect creation that man was created into. However, it’s because man was created in perfection and fell from it that he needs a Savior who is perfect. However, if man didn’t fall from perfection, he doesn’t need that Savior who is perfect. The use, the value, of Christ coming at all is gone. Christ then is probably not the only solution if the earth is old, therefore the Christian doctrine of salvation must be rejected. 

· The doctrine of God is the most significant in the implications of the antiquity of the earth. 

· God is fearful in judgment. Psalm 33:8-9: God is a God to be feared so you have to be careful about your sin because this same God who spoke and made things stand fast is the God who will judge you. But don’t worry about it if the earth is old because it’ll probably be billions of years before he gets around to that, since when he spoke it took billions of years for it to come into existence. How fearful are you going to be of this impending judgment? Look how it changes your view of God.

· God is Truth. Ps 100:3-5: He authored Scripture and is called the God of truth repeatedly throughout Scripture yet He gives error in Genesis 1-11 that has to be rejected if the earth is old. God is not a God of truth.

· God is merciful. Are you kidding? A God that by His very nature created organisms, brought entire species into existence, then had them die out before there was any reason to because there was no sin in the world? Carnivory, death, disease, suffering over millions of years on billions of organisms before man ever came on the scene—that’s not a picture of a merciful God.

· God is good. How can God be understood to be good in the light of such a creation?
The Christian doctrine of God has to be rejected if the earth is old.

From Scripture we understand that God’s nature determined how the original creation was to be. It’s a function and a reflection of who He is. Likewise, God’s nature caused a certain type of Scripture to be produced. It’s a function of His nature. And it’s from these that we learn about God’s nature. It’s a cyclical sort of thing: God’s nature determines the nature of original creation and Scripture, but also it’s from the original creation and Scripture that we learn about God. So, as we see such things as the truth and perfection of God, His goodness, the lack of error in God, we see its consequence in the original Scripture. That Scripture is truthful, perfect, good, and without error as a consequence. And it’s from Scripture that we learn God is truth, perfect, good, and without error. On the other side, we learn that God’s truth, perfection, goodness and lack of error produces an original creation also truthful, perfect, good and without error. This teaches us the same sorts of things. Yet…

If the earth is old, the original creation contained death, disease, and suffering long before man came on the scene so the original Scripture was grossly erroneous. Not just slightly erroneous but grossly erroneous. This teaches us that God is not truthful; God is not loving; God is not a provider; God is not merciful, etc. If the earth is old, God is not the Christian God.

Which authority are you going to take? Man’s or God’s? Man invented science. It’s science that takes the ratios of isotopes of atoms and infers radiometric aging through man’s reasoning, places them on the fossil record and thus creates the inference of the geologic column—then infers from that the earth is old and other things. That is man’s creation—man’s reasoning. It is God, of course, that is the author of Scripture. Comparing these two, man is finite, God is unbounded. Man is a changing being—his ideas and science are always changing. Man’s idea of the age of the earth is changing as a result. But God is unchanging. Man is fallen. Being finite is bad enough, compared to a God who is not, but man is fallen while God is holy. Man is deceitful; his heart is deceitful above all things and desperately wicked. Who can even know it? But God is truthful. Man is willingly ignorant: 
Romans 1:19, 21 (KJV)…that which may be known of God is manifest in them; for God hath shewed it unto them …so that they are without excuse. 

Second Peter says, “He is willingly ignorant” and God is all-knowing, truthful, good, perfect and so on. This is where Kurt is at and how he sees this issue: What he sees is a choice we all have to make between the claims of man that the earth and the universe are very old, that life is very old, versus the claims of God in His Scripture that tell a very different story: That things are very young, etc. There’s our choice. Which authority are you going to go with? The authority of man or the authority of God? If you haven’t already made that decision, as you dig into Genesis you should be able to do as Kurt has done and see that you don’t really have a choice. As Martin Luther said, “Here I stand. The Bible says it, therefore that settles it. It doesn’t matter what I believe.” On the authority of God Himself, verified in the nature of His very being, verified in the person of Christ, verified in the work of the Holy Spirit as it’s already been accomplished in Kurt’s life and continues to be, he can only go with what God says and reject the claims of man that are in opposition to that. Kurt thinks there’s no choice for him. He must reject the antiquity of the universe and the earth. To believe in the antiquity of the earth is to reject everything he believes as a Christian. Spend the remaining weeks digging into this issue yourself then make your decision one way or another. The age of the earth is tremendously important. It is not something to be ignored but confronted. Kurt would much rather believe that the earth is old because he would receive much more respect from his fellow paleontologists and geologists if he did believe the earth is old. His flesh would desperately like the earth to be old. His life would be so much easier. He has said that if anyone can find an understanding of Scripture that would allow the earth to be old AND still not mess up everything else he’s talked about, Kurt would be very happy to adopt it. Study it for yourself, but for as near as Kurt can tell, it cannot be done. Here he stands: the earth is young.
