Rebuttal of the Gap Theory notes from Kirk Messick’s father:
Page 1:  “But the point, I believe, is to show that each had a beginning, but not necessarily all at the same time” 

While this certainly could be true, so could the inverse of this.  They could just as easily been created within the 6 24-hour days of Genesis, and not over some other period of time (either prior to Genesis 1:1, or by extending the time of the “day”s in the first chapter).

“It is apparent that God created the earth (v. 29) before it was possible for the oceans to be brought forth (v. 24).”

Verse 29 is talking about the creation of land, not the creation of the “earth”.  Either way, though, this is consistent with Gen. 1:1 and 1:2.

With reference to Job 38, like Proverbs 8, Job 38 is not necessarily in chronological order.  Also, please keep Job 38 in context.  Job 38 is a discussion of the majesty of the creation, not an “account” of creation.  However, for the sake of clarification, let’s review a few of the observations:

A primary premise of the entire document is based upon Job 38:7.  This verse states:

(Job 38:7 NASB)  When the morning stars sang together, And all the sons of God shouted for joy?

The argument presented states that the morning stars must be planets, and that because they are planets, the sun must also exist at that time (prior to the creation of the earth).  However, nothing in the text itself suggests that these are planets (or for that matter that they are even heavenly bodies).  Remember that in Isaiah, when referring to his fall, Satan is referred to as the morning star:

(Isa 14:12 NASB)  "How you have fallen from heaven, O star of the morning, son of the dawn! You have been cut down to the earth, You who have weakened the nations!

Why couldn’t this verse simply mean that even Satan and his angels rejoiced at the creation?  This, in fact, makes more sense from a contextual standpoint than the argument presented.  The argument correctly points to the “sons of God” as the angels.  Why could the morning stars not be Satan and his angels?  Given this, much of the remainder of the document is without merit, as this issue is continually referenced as the “sun being created before the earth,” and a basis for refuting several other issues.  In reality, the scripture does not say that the sun existed prior to the earth.

Verses 8-11 are describing the creation of the land masses, which is consistent with Genesis 1:9-10 (the creation of land).  This does not in any way prove that the earth was without oceans prior to this point.  Because the oceans were bursting forth does not mean that there was dry land preceding them (a spring bursts forth water, even though it may be at the bottom of the ocean or a lake).  Again, the references to Psalm 104 agree with the account in Genesis.  There’s no indication that this suggests a prior creation, only that God separated the land from the sea (which we know from Genesis 1).

Please see my attached document with regards to the use of the Hebrew word male and the translation to “fill” instead of “replenish”.  With regard to the 58 translators in the KJV, there were many more that have contributed to the current translations.  Not only that, but we should also understand the use of the word “replenish” during the time of the KJV translators.  I’ll leave that one to you.

With regard to the argument about the darkness being reminiscent of judgement rather than creation, there’s no Biblical basis for this.  This simply indicates the state of the original creation.  Whether or not it would be ice is irrelevant, as we can also see that light existed before the creation of the heavenly bodies (so why couldn’t the water also be warm enough not to be frozen at that point?).  

This is only an initial stab at some of the key arguments.  There are many other holes that I would like an opportunity to address, but cannot at this time as time prevents me.

