Precept Ministries

Genesis Part I – Dr. Kurt Wise

Lesson 4 – The Days of Creation
PAGE  
2

Kurt’s purpose in looking at creation in Genesis 1 is two-fold: 
1. We really don’t understand it. But that’s neat because there is much more to get out of it. There’s plenty more to glean; this chapter has not yet yielded all its surprises. 
2. This chapter is foundational to a number of fields of science, among other things. In creationism right now, we’re creating new fields of discipline based on its verses. It’s kind of shaky since we don’t understand those verses, but that’s exciting too because it means job security for scientists! 
Both of these are very important points of a perspective on Genesis 1 which you probably won’t get in any other situation.
DAY 1
Genesis 1:1 (KJV) In the beginning, God created the heaven and the earth. 
Straightforward, simple, easy, right? You already know that the answer to that is ‘no.’ You’ve already struggled over some of the controversy in this particular verse. As Kurt is told by Hebrew scholars, there are at least two equally valid ways of understanding this verse in Hebrew: 
1. As a title or summary of the entire chapter: “This is what happened in the beginning when God created the heavens and the earth. Now let’s go into detail.” Therefore it is a title or a summary, somewhat similar to what you see in Genesis 2:4:
Genesis 2:4 (KJV) These are the generations of the heavens and of the earth when they were created, in the day that the LORD God made the earth and the heavens, 

2. The more traditional way to read it, in English anyway if perhaps not in Hebrew, seems to be that God began to create by creating first the heavens and the earth, which, when it was created “was without form and void,” and go on from there.

Those are rather different understandings of Genesis 1:1. We really don’t know which interpretation is meant. For Kurt, it is important to take the claims of Scripture and build his science upon that, so he looks to Hebrew scholars to let him know what this is telling him. So far they are saying, “I don’t know.” They’re sitting on the fence on this one. Kurt though is inclined to lean in the direction that this verse is an independent clause, a statement of something that actually happened: “In the beginning, time began when God created the heavens and the earth.” There is only one reason for his belief in this: If Genesis 1:1 is a title or summary, then Genesis 1:2 is the beginning of the chapter:
Genesis 1:2a And the earth was without form, and void; and darkness was upon the face of the deep;
It starts with the earth already there, not having said how it came to be. Everything else listed in this chapter is specifically mentioned as coming into being: God created them; God spoke them; God said these things came into being. It seems to throw off the symmetry of the whole thing. For aesthetic reasons then, Kurt is inclined to believe that this verse says, “God created the heavens and the earth.” But we really don’t know. A lot more work needs to be done in the Hebrew, working it out through the rest of Scripture to determine the answer to that.

Genesis 1:2a And the earth was without form, and void… 
That’s one of Kurt’s favorite passages in Hebrew. “Bohu va tohu.” Why is it so interesting? Because “tohu” and “bohu” are translated differently every time they occur in Scripture. It means “without form and void” here but “hangeth the earth upon nothing” or “in vain” in other places. Completely different translations. What do these words mean? The unanimous consent from the Hebrew community is “I don’t know.” It could well mean “without form and void” just like it indicates here. There is probably one aesthetic reason why you might lean in that direction: The symmetry between the days of creation. 
If you put the first three days of creation side-by-side with the second three days of creation, there are some similarities there. If you understand Genesis 1:1 as the creation of the heavens then on day 4, three days later, you’ve got the sun, moon, and stars created and put in the heavens. Cool. In the 2nd day you have the creation of the atmosphere and the oceans then on day 5 you have the flying things and the sea creatures. Cool. Then on day 3 you have the creation of the land and three days later on day 6, the creation of the land animals. You can just about guess what’s going to come next.

He creates a place then three days later He puts things in it. He puts form, then He fills. So to understand this as being “unformed and unfilled” (formless and void) makes some aesthetic sense in Genesis 1. But it’s all dependent on whether Genesis 1:1 really means this and whether “rakia” really means “atmosphere”, and so on. So that argument is a little shaky.
Kurt looked all the uses of “tohu” and “bohu” many years ago and concluded it probably had to do with high entropy. As a scientist he tries to simplify things. He didn’t think it made sense that every time a certain Hebrew word appeared it had a different meaning. Can’t we put an English word in there that works in every passage? If we could, then maybe that would mean something closer to what the Hebrew word really means since no one really knows. So Kurt put “high entropy” in. The earth was in high entropy. It’s kind of like chaos, randomness. 

Now that he’s older, Kurt does realize that words have different meanings in different passages so he really doesn’t know what the Hebrew means. But there are probably some exciting things in the meanings of those words if we can ever work out what they do mean. 
Genesis 1:2b (KJV) …and the Spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters. 
The word translated as “moved” is a neat word. In the Hebrew the same term refers to a chicken who pulls her young in to warm them; she vibrates to increase her own body heat and hovers over them to warm and enliven them. Here is the Spirit of God; the Holy Spirit just created the universe and now He hovers over it and warms it, enlivens it, gives it something. What’s exciting about this passage is that God is getting His hands dirty. That’s a coarse way to say it but in Genesis 2:7 God forms man out of the dust of the earth, then when He creates Eve, the word there is “build” or “erect”. He builds her like you build a house. He gets in there to do it Himself. He doesn’t just zap them into being but He gets into His creation. He’s not just transcendent, creating it from a distance way out there. He’s not a deistic God distant from us. Even before man was there, He’s in the creation. 
The creation is held together by the word of God, the energy of His voice. Kurt envisions Him whispering to His creation constantly and there is energy in the sound waves. If they are powerful enough, you can destroy a rock with sound waves—just blow it up. The word of God is a source of energy and just whispering gives the universe the energy it needs to survive—to just be. If He stopped whispering there would be no more universe. 
Genesis 1:3 (KJV) And God said, “Let there be light”; and there was light.
Wow—darkness then all of a sudden: LIGHT! What about the sun not being created until day 4? This has been used as an argument against the reasonableness of Genesis 1. What is the source of the light? This amazes Kurt because there are good evangelicals who say, “It must be that the sun was created on day 1 but just hidden until day 4.” If you look at the Hebrew word, it just doesn’t allow for this. There are even good Hebrew scholars who say that. They’ve even gone so far as to say that the only source of light is the sun. What is the matter with these people? You’ve looked at Revelation. What is the source of light? God Himself is the source of light in the New Creation. Psalm 104 follows along with the Genesis account.
Psalm 104:1-2 (KJV) Bless the LORD, O my soul! O LORD my God, Thou art very great; Thou art clothed with honor and majesty, who coverest Thyself with light as with a garment, who stretchest out the heavens like a curtain… 
Then it goes through a series of things described in poetic language that parallel in the same order the things that occurred in Genesis. If that’s so, perhaps what’s happening here is that He created light. He was the source of light. He covered Himself in a cloak of light to be the light for His creation. 
Why would He do it that way instead of creating the sun right away? In the same sense that one man argues against the validity of Scripture and of Genesis because it couldn’t be that light was there before the sun, other people have argued against Genesis being reasonable because of the Egyptian pantheon. When the Hebrews were slaves in Egypt the Egyptians had a pantheon of gods numbering in the thousands. This was because when they conquered cities along the Nile River they would just subsume the gods from that town so they ended up with a huge number of gods. 
But the chief of all the gods in the Egyptian pantheon was Ra, the sun god. They point out the fact that Genesis 1 is written in such a way so as to demote the sun because God creates the light without the sun and holds the creation of the sun off until day 4. This shows that God is the source of the sun and that the sun god is nothing. In fact, you can argue that all the order of creation in Genesis 1 corresponds to gods in the Egyptian pantheon. The order in which this occurs is just the order that would take down the validity of the Egyptian pantheon. So the argument is that God didn’t create it in that order but just wrote it that way so the Hebrew readers would understand that they should put that Egyptian pantheon behind them. 
It isn’t true. Why couldn’t a god have written or spoken it that way? He’s a clever God; perhaps He knew ahead of time that there would be an Egyptian pantheon set up and He would have to argue against that. Perhaps He knew that not only an Egyptian pantheon would exist but also a Roman pantheon, a Babylonian pantheon. Perhaps He even knew that evolution eventually would be conceived so He created things in such an order that all of those things would in one fell swoop be falsified. The order of Genesis does not correspond to evolution and you can’t fit it in there. It’s almost as if He created it in just the right order so that you couldn’t misinterpret it to be evolution, or the Egyptian or Roman pantheon, or any other group of gods or misinterpretation. Is God capable of doing that? Look what kind of a different view—a different light—it sheds on Genesis 1. It was created in a particular order, in fact, to be a polemic against every attempt of man to replace God with anything—other gods, atheistic evolution, or anything else. Isn’t that neat?
DAY 2
Genesis 1:6a And God said, “Let there be a firmament…” 

You’ve struggled over this Hebrew word “rakia” already and there’s good reason to struggle with it. When a Hebrew person reads the word “rakia” they think one thing because everywhere else in Scripture except in Genesis 1, “rakia” is used to describe the beating of metal over a flat surface, the overlaying of gold over an idol made of wood. Or something less than gold because you wouldn’t want to make the whole idol of gold; instead you would gold plate it. That beating of the gold is a verb taken from a Hebrew root word that is the same root word used to produce this noun “rakia”. The first thing a Hebrew would have thought in coming across this word was “hard surface”. In fact, look at the English translation in the King James: firmament. The same thing was true in the Latin interpretation. So the first thing you’d think of is a “solid surface”.
Genesis 1:7a And God made the firmament, and divided the waters… 
There’s a concept of a flat surface with waters above and waters below. If you get the impression from the context that the waters are the earth itself, you might conceive of a solid or hollow sphere with water inside and water outside…
Genesis 1:7b …which were under the firmament from the waters which were above the firmament: and it was so. So far this all makes sense.

Genesis 1:8a And God called the firmament Heaven. 
Oh dear. The Hebrew person would stop short at this: “Wait a minute—I’m not going to call this hard flat surface ‘heaven’. This is not my concept of heaven.”

Psalm 104:2 Who coverest thyself with light as with a garment: who stretchest out the heavens like a curtain: 
There are a number of passages that refer to the stretching of the heavens. None of them are in Genesis 1 but it appears all of them refer to the creation account. So in the creation account God stretched the heavens. Could it be that God created a two-dimensional flat surface then stretched that and called that stretched firmament “heaven”? Maybe. Later, on days 4 and 5, God would put the sun, moon, and stars in the firmament of heaven. So did He stretch this to become the universe? In one verse it says “He created the universe with an outstretched arm.” Isn’t that amazing? Maybe we are to understand this to be the stretching of a two-dimensional spherical
 surface into the universe. If that’s true then the waters above the firmament are outside of the universe. 
And if He stretched it uniformly in all directions the earth would be at the center. That would mean that there’s an edge to the universe and the earth is toward the center. Both those concepts are unacceptable to modern science. Science assumes that there is no edge to the universe in the Big Bang theory. That’s counter-intuitive to most of us. There are two reasons for this: 
1. According to Einstein’s theory of relativity you can have curved space. So it could be that space is curved on itself. If you throw a ball hard enough so that it could travel 20 billion lightyears, it would hit you in the back of the head. It’s curved all the way around on itself therefore it doesn’t have an edge. 
2. Or it could be infinite in diameter. It has expanded from a geometric point infinite in size to its current infinite size. 
These are anti-intuitive concepts but they are the assumptions made in modern cosmogony (the origin of the universe). Maybe those assumptions are wrong. Maybe we need to develop an idea of the universe—a new cosmogony—that starts with a different assumption. Maybe this verse is suggesting that the universe is bounded and that the earth is the center of the universe. There are lots of interesting implications there. If the universe is bounded and the earth is toward the center, then we’re in a gravitational well and the speed of light is different here and time goes slower here than it does out there… Maybe there’s enough time to move light around further… A number of interesting possibilities come up. This verse could well become the foundation for a new science—a Creation cosmogony—a creationist’s origin of the universe idea. We don’t know. We haven’t come to a firm position on this but the suggestion is that the assumptions in the conventional origin of the universe studies are incorrect. Interesting. Amazing what a scientist can get out of words, isn’t it?
DAY 3

Genesis 1:9 And God said, Let the waters under the heaven be gathered together unto one place, and let the dry land appear: and it was so. 
You already considered this with several possibilities of what this might mean. Did God *poof* land into existence in the middle of the water, pushing the water aside? Did He *poof* water into land so that water didn’t have to move? Did He raise land out of the water so that the water ran off the land? When He did, was there one continent? More than one continent? “Let the waters be gathered together into one place” doesn’t tell you whether there was one continent or not. In the Hebrew you could describe the modern oceans of the world as all connected. Kurt always had problems with this in geography. “Seven oceans? What seven oceans? I only see one ocean! Where’s the line? Where does the Indian Ocean end and the Pacific Ocean begin?” If you point to that spot on a test, you’re not going to know where it is. It’s underneath Australia. Does that make it Indian Ocean or Pacific Ocean? It’s confusing. We don’t know whether there’s one continent or not but it makes a big difference as it turns out. If we start the continents moving around as we believe they did during the Flood, it would be nice to know if they moved around from one continent position or multiple continent positions. There’s evidence that goes both ways so both scientists and theologians are confused. We just don’t know. Perhaps more study will elucidate that issue.

Another question on day 3 comes up because not everything is mentioned in Genesis 1. We have land plants created—herbs, grass, trees—but what about the bacteria? When and where were they created? What about algae? What about the fungi? What about the angels? And Lucifer? Where was he in this whole thing? On this last one you might refer back to Psalm 104.

Psalm 104:2-5 Who coverest thyself with light as with a garment: who stretchest out the heavens like a curtain: Who layeth the beams of his chambers in the waters: who maketh the clouds his chariot: who walketh upon the wings of the wind: (That’s perhaps the creation of that expanse.) Who maketh his angels spirits; his ministers a flaming fire: Who laid the foundations of the earth, that it should not be removed for ever. 
Perhaps this is suggesting that the angels were created somewhere around day 2 or 3, because in another passage they see the laying of the foundation and they rejoice over the foundations of the earth being laid. Was that on day 1 when God created the earth? Was it on day 3 when HeHeH  created the continents? Somewhere in between? 
When did He create the rocks of the earth? It would be nice to understand the rocks you see. When you go to the Grand Canyon there are rock layers that Kurt believes were formed in the Flood, but then you get to other layers of rocks Kurt has trouble with. They look pre-Flood, but were they formed during the creation week or were they formed between the creation and the Flood? The answer to this becomes the foundation for a new geology—a new way of interpreting the rocks of the earth. Was it that in day 1 God created hard rocks and in day 3 He raised the continents from a lower position where, in that process, rocks would get deformed and bent and heated up? Perhaps erosion occurred to create sediments. Maybe there were rocks being formed on day 3 or rocks that were formed on day 1 were changed on day 3. What went on? We don’t know but that becomes the foundation. Kurt and others are struggling to understand the oldest rocks of the earth. Were they created by God? Were they deformed by later processes? Were they formed by the Flood? Those are interesting issues.

Regarding algae, fungi, bacteria, when and where were they created? Kurt made an argument that the algae was created on day 2. How? He did it by aesthetics because he likes symmetry. Not only did God create the land on day 3, but He created the plants on day 3. And what are plants? They are food for the animals. Not only did He create the place for the land animals but He created food for the land animals. Then three days later he created the animals. So if on day 2 He created the place for the sea creatures, then maybe God created the food for the sea creatures by putting the algae in the ocean on day 2 so the creatures He creates three days later would have food. That’s an aesthetic argument. 
It leads to another interesting question: If that’s true, when the continents were raised out of the oceans and water runs off the continents and erodes the rocks to create sediments, could it have buried some of those critters, that algae, so that fossils were formed on day 3? That sounds silly because God creates something on one day then before another day elapses He’s made fossils out of them. On the other hand, if His purpose is to create food for animals that He would create later there is at least one curious little organism that Kurt has puzzled about since it was discovered about a decade [or two] ago. 
When these incredible wells are dug deep down into the earth they run into things. There is a little bacterium that enjoys it down there, thriving in the hot high pressure environment eating oil and whatever other organic material it can find. It lives 5000-7000 meters below the surface. That’s [3-4] miles down. You wouldn’t want to live there. Drill bits melt under the temperature and the friction. It’s not a nice place to be but these critters like it. Now if they were created during the creation and liked living down there, what are they going to eat unless they are given food? So either God created organic material at that depth *poof*-like, or perhaps He supplemented it by creating thousands of feet of sediment, buried those algae, that would have otherwise been food for the animals created on day 5, to become food for these bacteria. It’s a crazy idea but maybe it’s true.

Another issue to look at is the characteristics of organisms like the DNA within them that shows evidence of language and reveals the fact that the One who created them is a communicator. That immediately makes us think of John 1 “In the beginning was the Word” and the Word spoke things into existence in Psalm 33. We’ve got a communicating God who brought things into existence. That’s an exciting picture because He’s not a god who sits out there and does things at a distance; He’s a God who desires to communicate with all of us. He created us to communicate with Him. He created the universe so that we can know Him and commune with Him. That’s amazing. That’s spectacular. Plus, in the DNA of everyone of your cells is evidence of the Creator who made you. Pick up a shoe and it says, “Made in Taiwan.” Pick up a cell of the human body and it says, “Made by God.” Every cell has DNA in it that says, “Made by a communicating God.” That’s why in Romans 1 God says:

Romans 1:19-20 Because that which is known about God is evident within [you]; for God made it evident to [you]. For since the creation of the world His invisible attributes, His eternal power and divine nature, have been clearly seen, being understood through what has been made, so [you] are without excuse if you reject a Creator. Every cell in your body is stamped, “Made by God.” That’s exciting.

You looked at this issue of “after its kind”. Ten times in chapter 1 that phrase is used over and over again. God’s trying to get His point across. Say it once, say it twice…Say it three times and you’ve really got to pay attention. What about ten times? He’s trying to tell us something. What’s He trying to tell us? He created organisms to be that kind of organism for all time. He created humans to be humans throughout all time. He created dogs to be dogs. They aren’t going to evolve into cats. He put limits on them saying, “You aren’t going to be something different than what you are. You might be a different kind of dog, or a different kind of human—that’s okay. I love variety.”
God loves variety. Every planet in the solar system is completely different than every other planet. That just blows the mind of astronomers who think they all came out of the same cloud so should be all the same. But every one is different. Beautiful and different. Every satellite around every planet is different. Maybe every electron is different. God loves variety, so He created things to stay what they are but each one is different from each other. That’s good. He created us different and distinct but each one of us has the image of God and shows a different little piece of God. He created different organisms to stay those particular organisms but at the same time allowed them to change. So Kurt believes that God created dogs, putting within them the ability to change to become wolves, coyotes, foxes, dachshunds, Great Danes… All those things were programmed into the genome. 
God created some sort of duck that in its genome are all the geese, swans, etc, the 95 species that we have today. Kurt and other biologists believe that they are all one kind but God put information in their genome that allows them to change through time, so that you can have lots of different species within a created kind. God created plants “after their kind”. 

Genesis 1:21, 24-25 And God created great whales, and every living creature that moveth, which the waters brought forth abundantly, after their kind, and every winged fowl after his kind: and God saw that it was good. …And God said, Let the earth bring forth the living creature after his kind, cattle, and creeping thing, and beast of the earth after his kind: and it was so. And God made the beast of the earth after his kind, and cattle after their kind, and every thing that creepeth upon the earth after his kind: and God saw that it was good. 
He created these organisms “after their kind.” He didn’t create species, He created “kinds”, Biblical kinds. We’ve used a word that was coined in 1941: “Baramin”. The Hebrew word “bara” meaning “to create”, “min” meaning “kind”. The baramin: The created kind. 

When you look at the rest of Scripture you have to understand that when God refers to organisms by talking about kinds, He’s not talking about species—not the detailed differences from one finch versus another finch, but He’s talking about a major group. That breaks a number of shackles that Christians have been stuck under for a long time. A criticism that’s been made against Christianity and the reasonableness of Scripture is when Adam has to name all these animals. How many animals does he have to name? If he named one animal per second, and he’s supposed to do all this during day 6, there’s no way he could finish in that amount of time. But wait a minute—it’s not “species”. He would have to name 35,000 species if he were going to name all the land animals. But that’s not what it says. God brought all the “kinds” of land animals and birds. By the way, it doesn’t say He brought the creeping things so apparently He didn’t bring any of the insects or water creatures to Adam. So it’s probably what’s represented by about 35,000 species. On average there are about 100 species per created “kind” so that reduces it down to about 350. Adam probably named about 350 things. That’s a whole lot different than 35,000. It changes the whole perspective. 
And it answers the question, “How do you fit everything into the ark?” Same idea and rules apply. Probably only hundreds of organisms had to be brought in because only a pair of every “kind”. It becomes the basis for a new way of looking at biology: “after its kind” and the separation of the various groups here. It becomes the basis of a new classification system for creatures which you read a little bit about in baraminology. But it also becomes the foundation of a completely new way to look at biology in general. When you reclassify things you name things differently, you now look at them differently, and understand the whole world differently. So this becomes the foundation for a creation biology.
DAY 4

The sun, moon, and stars are created. In this same passage it tells us what the purpose of light is. If that’s the purpose of the stars—to be light bearers, to be seen by man—it means something about the light and the stars themselves that God must have gotten the light somehow to man to see them. It also not only suggests something about the age of things but perhaps also it suggests something about time and space. Whatever was the process that brought the light to earth, it’s going to change your idea of how the universe was made up—not only in the past but also in the present. When you look at light that supposedly left a star 15 billion lightyears away, if that really represents 15 billion years, then you’re looking at the past. When you look at the sun you’re seeing it eight minutes ago. When you see Jupiter you’re seeing it an hour ago. If you want to change the direction of a spacecraft orbiting Jupiter, it’ll take an hour for a message to reach the spacecraft before it can make the change then another hour to get word from the spacecraft that it has made the change—all at the speed of light. Of course the universe is bigger than that. So when we look at these things, what is it telling us? Are we looking at the universe at the moment of creation when we look at the things farthest away? What does it mean? It means something different than the conventional way of looking at things and becomes the basis for a creationist’s astronomy—a new way of looking at the universe and all its pieces.
DAY 6

(Skipping over the critters on day 5 because the same principles apply as with the plants Kurt has already talked about) This is the creation of the land animals and man. This becomes the foundation for a creation anthropology—the study of man—because this description is completely different than any other origin of man in any other worldview.

Genesis 1:26-28 And God said, “Let us make man in our image,” God has created all these other things but here He does something different. “Create man in our image”—something He didn’t give to anything else in the universe. “…after our likeness:” He even repeated it. “…and let them have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth. So God created man in his own image, in the image of God created he him; male and female created he them. And God blessed them, and God said unto them, “Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it: and have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over every living thing that moveth upon the earth.” 
God put everything under man. This becomes the foundation for a proper study of man. Anything else will result in an improper study. The hurts of man will never be dealt with properly in psychology or anything else if you base your study of man on anything other than these two verses.
Genesis 1 has a lot of mysteries still in it. Lots more can still be gleaned out of it. There’s a lot more that’s there. God has put great depth in the few words He uses in Genesis 1. There’s a lot more exciting things to be found and it becomes the foundation for a radically different way of looking at the world than is taught in schools across this country and this world. This becomes the beginning, the foundation point, for a new way of looking at God’s creation. So let’s abandon the old way and adopt His way of seeing the things that He has made.
� A sphere in Euclidean geometry is three-dimensional by definition so he might mean to say “circular” here because a circle is defined in two dimensions yet would still fit his description. Unless he meant to say “three-dimensional” instead of “two”.








