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[An article from the Believer’s Study Bible]





Perspectives on Genesis 1 (see chart).





The creative "day" (yom, Heb.) is variously interpreted: (1) A literal interpretation understands the six days as six, 24-hour solar days. This view, popularly known as "Recent Creationism," believes that the creation week and the first 11 chapters of Genesis should be interpreted literally, thereby suggesting that the earth is actually no more than 10,000 to 15,000 years old. This view explains that the earth's geological history only appears to be ancient because the earth was created fully developed and mature (cf. creation of a mature man, 2:7). The geological record, in which simpler life-forms are superseded by more complex life-forms, is not testimony to biological evolution. Rather, it is best interpreted as the result of the sudden and universal cataclysm of the Flood of Noah's day. "Days" in the Bible, when preceded by numbers (e.g., first day), always refer to 24-hour periods. Each "day" ends with the descriptive refrain, "the evening and the morning." Also, it is argued, the human week is modeled after the creation week (Ex. 20:8-11). (2) "Progressive Creationism" interprets each of the six days as great periods of time. The earth is ancient, a view in accord with contemporary geological theory (cf. Job 14:5, 6; Ps. 90:4). All created organisms resulted from the direct command of God, uttered at several points during earth's long geologic history. Within the parameters of each specially created "kind," all organisms were permitted to change and develop through time (microevolution). Human life is the direct, special creation of God. A general correspondence can be detected between the creation account and the earth's geological timetable. Genesis, then, is interpreted literally as to its intended meaning, but not literally in its use of "day." It is argued that "day" is used variously in the account: it may refer to the "light" (v. 5), or to the whole creation period (2:4). The expression "the evening and the morning" does not occur with the seventh day, implying that we are still in the seventh day as a period of time (cf. Heb. 4:1-10). "Day," then, should be interpreted figuratively (Ps. 90:5, 6). Therefore, there is no place for disagreement between the findings of science and the description of Gen. 1. (3) "Theistic Evolution" interprets Gen. 1 as a religious story. It has no correspondence to geologic history, since it concerns religious matters and not scientific ones. God initiated and oversaw the origins of the universe by means of macroevolution, where all life-forms developed gradually through geologic history. While it is true that all organisms adapt and mutate, the Genesis account indicates boundaries ("according to its kind," v. 24). The primary difficulty with this view is the origins and nature of human life; evolution interprets human life as a highly developed species in continuum with the lower order of animal life. Genesis 1 and 2, on the contrary, teaches that human life is a special, intimate creation of God. (4) The "Religious-Only" view interprets the creation account in light of the cosmogonies of the ancient Near East. Ancient peoples believed that the universe resulted from a struggle between primordial gods. Genesis proclaims, in opposition to these pagan cosmogonies, that God is Creator and that He has brought all things into existence by His Word. This view is "Creationist," since it believes in the special creative acts of God, but it does not believe the account answers the question of the age of the earth. It has been called "Religious-Only" because Gen. 1 is believed to convey only religious truth. Some refer to the view as "Complementary" because the Bible and science are said to complement one another.








