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	Adam knew the universe was created in six evenings and mornings or he would have told his descendants otherwise.

	Genesis 1 says that Adam was created the sixth day according to Genesis 1.  God rested the seventh day.  Does it make any sense that God would leave Adam in the dark about the creation time period?  There are two reasons in the text that show that Adam would have known the time period – the Sabbath day and Eve.

Thus the heavens and the earth were finished, and all the host of them. And on the seventh day God finished his work that he had done, and he rested on the seventh day from all his work that he had done. So God blessed the seventh day and made it holy, because on it God rested from all his work that he had done in creation.  

Gen. 2:1-3.  The Sabbath was instituted before sin came into the world.  And unlike the month, the day, and the year, there is no satisfactory astronomical explanation for a seven-day week.[footnoteRef:1]  Imagine this conversation between God and Adam.   [1:  See Institute for Creation Research article, William J. Bauer, PhD., “Creation and the Seven-Day Week”, http://www.icr.org/article/creation-seven-day-week/, accessed on September 26, 2015.  There are attempts to show other reasons for the institution of a seven-day week, but the closest one gets to an astronomical basis is the fact that “a week is 23.659% of an average lunation, or 94.637% of an average quarter lunation.”  Wikipedia definition of “Week,” “Definition and Duration,” https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Week, accessed on September 26, 2015.] 


Adam:  “Why is the seventh day a day of rest, Lord?”  

God:  “Well, I’m resting.”

Adam:  “You get tired?”

God:  “No, but I’ve got to teach you to rest.”

Adam:  “So you rested the seventh day to teach me to rest the seventh day?”

God:  “Well, . . . it wasn’t exactly the seventh day . . . “

Adam:  “So what day was it if it wasn’t the seventh?”

God:  “Um, it was more like one day after about 15 billion years.”

Adam:  “Huh?”

God:  “Yeah, it just didn’t make sense to do it all too quickly.”

Adam:  “So what about this six days followed by one day of rest?  If it’s not because you worked six days and then rested, what was the Sabbath you set up based on?”

God:  [Silence]

Adam:  “Okay, so you just thought you ought to tell me that you worked six days and rested the seventh for my good, right?”

God:  “Right, of course, I did.”

Adam:  “But why’d you have to lie about it?  Why couldn’t you just tell me to rest every seventh day no matter how long it took you to create the universe?  You’re God; you have no need to make up something to state something as a law for me to follow.”

God:  “Uh , , ,  ,”

	Yes, that’s the God that so many Christians, including seminary professors, believe in – a God who took billions of years to create everything, then lied to Adam (and Moses), treating Adam like he was a fool.  According to so many believers, the God who told Adam about six days of creation followed by a seventh day of rest was actually the God who took 15 billion years to make everything then told his supreme creation that it only took six days in order to teach him something.  When all God had to do was say, “Son, you should rest every seventh day because it’s good for you; you’re human, you need rest.”  If the Sabbath is based on God working six days and resting the seventh, instead of something he wanted for us because it’s good for us, then the whole point of the Sabbath disappears.  Why the invention?  Why the symbolism based on a reality that’s not real?

	Some allegories can be symbolic of something moral or spiritual without being based on real events, like Hansel and Gretel or Cinderella.  But we read such stories knowing they’re not real history, and they are not told by the Creator of all reality.  Yet we learn something from the story a human being invented.  In the case of the creation story, because the history is told of the actions of the ultimate Creator of reality and truth and the person in whose likeness man was made and whose work week should be reflected in man’s work week, then it’s no longer an allegory if there’s nothing in reality to reflect.  Without the literal six days of creation, this particular allegory disappears.  The allegory falls apart because the narration doesn’t reflect any part of reality.  If the creation story of Genesis 1 is mere allegory, then it is not the word of the true and living God; it’s merely man’s attempt to make sense of his world.  It’s man’s made-up version of what it’s all about.  It’s a testament to his creative literary ability and nothing else.  All the chiastic arrangement, the correlation of the first and fourth days, the second and fifth days, and the third and sixth days are just nice poetry.  The idea that man was made for something greater, the arrangement and pattern of creative activity that points to something greater about man over the rest of creation, that man is made for something higher - all of it disappears.  

	However, it does fit fine within the evolutionary framework, for man, the supreme end product of evolution, creates his own meaning out of the brute factuality of the world.  Therefore, Genesis for modern man is great poetry, but that’s all.  A testament to the mind of man, the new sovereign of the earth and, perhaps also, the heavens.  The gradual, incremental, almost imperceptible, random changes occurring in the earth and its biology distance any Creator, if there even is such a thing, to a position very far from man – so far that He becomes a vague, impractical idea not really worth pursuing.  The really important work is discovering the reality of how things came to be and how to change them to preserve our position in our ecosystem.  The idea of the incarnation, a supernatural invasion of earth by some God who had initiated gradualist evolution as the means of development and progress on earth, is out of character with how he did things in the creation by evolution.  So when the Christian compromises on the issue of the six-day creation, this is what he’s attempting to compromise with – the deification of man and dethronement of God.  We wouldn’t want to offend that, would we?

There’s another thought process which this thinking parallels – that of the scoffers mentioned in II Peter, who say “all things continue as they were from the beginning of the creation.” II Peter 3:4. How many Christian students have been enticed by this doctrine of gradualist evolution? How many have lost faith in a scripture that doesn’t “reflect reality,” but is merely good poetry? It’s a reversal; therefore, Christians, who are taught to respect truth and depreciate myth, are told that with respect to Genesis 1: “Oh, the bible is all true, except for Genesis 1, it’s just poetry on the level of other myths invented by other religions.” And we expect them to stay with the Christian faith when the other side says, “We give you scientific truth! Why would you delude yourself with fairy tales, when you can have the truth?” That’s what Christians used to tell pagans. Now, because of the compromise of the six-day creation, that’s what pagans tell Christians. Yet we continue to promote the idea that bible-believers can live with a denial of the six-day creation.

[bookmark: _GoBack]	This issue is critical to the veracity of the scriptures.  If poetry was God’s purpose in inspiring the writer, whom we assume was Moses, then we’ve lost much of the distinction between the biblical account and the myths of other religions.  Any religion can contend that its view of the origin of the universe is a “spiritual” or allegorical or “poetic” view.  The believer in the bible claims that his book, the bible, is not a myth but contains the inerrant statement as to the true Creator God.  If we give up that contention and make Genesis 1 another “poetic” account, then we have given up the key argument that Jesus Christ is the only saving name under heaven.  Once the facts of Genesis are acknowledged as mere allegory, then secular science fills the gap with process as the actual and true history of what happened.  Process means God didn’t really create instantaneously out of nothing the life and substance of the earth.  God had a part in the process; perhaps he initiated it, but the rest was chance mutation and erosion.  The Creator God of the bible becomes something other than the One who speaks and matter comes to be.  What about Psalm 104?  If Jesus’ Father was not the biblical Creator who spoke matter out of nothing based on His word, then it’s quite a leap to assert that Christ could speak miracles into the historical, time-based, physical world.  No one but the absolute sovereign Creator can save and judge humankind.  And if the Creator’s word is mere poetry, then we really don’t know who He is and what power He has, particularly if He gave us a view that looks for all the world like history but turns out to be mere poetry.  Any view that poses that the six days didn’t really happen the way it is narrated in Genesis cannot symbolize, allegorize, or represent anything except that the God of the bible is a liar, and one that is insecure in his position as Lord and Creator, at that.  And that makes the writer of Genesis a liar also.

	Do you see how idiotic this makes God look?  But it gets worse.   Consider Moses, the putative author of the account.  Consider also the hypothetical that Adam knew that God took billions of years to create the universe and accepted it.  When first created, Adam was smart, his brain being unspoiled by sin or clouded in its judgment.  The first man, before sin entered the world, was made in the image of God and could have looked around and easily calculated that the magnificent world in which he had been placed must have taken an extremely long time to build.  Or God revealed it to Adam.  So wouldn’t Adam have told his descendants how the creation happened.  Based on the genealogies of Genesis, Adam was still alive at the time Noah’s father was alive.  Noah’s son, Shem, could have very well lived until just before Abraham was alive.  The story would have been family history, and those children of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob and the twelve patriarchs would have, therefore, shared Adam’s story of a lengthy creation with their children, who entered Egypt.  Even if it was passed down inexactly as “a very long time,” why wasn’t everyone raising concerns about Moses’ version?  If Moses wrote that the creation took only six days, wasn’t be being unfaithful to what Adam passed down to his descendants about the creation?  And if it disagreed with the folklore or traditions passed down to the Semitic people over generations, why didn’t anyone even whisper a challenge to or question Moses’ version?  Why complete acceptance by the Israelites if Moses’ explanation was so radically different from the real history as told by the ancestor, Adam?  A simple “That’s not what we’ve been told” would have at least been mentioned by one faithful member of the descendants of Shem, Noah, and Abraham.  If it took billions of years, then Moses was a false prophet for writing a false description of the creation of the universe.  

	But Moses was not a false prophet.  If God had taken billions of years to create the universe, Moses would have said so.  A symbolic day-age view, an allegorical-only[footnoteRef:2] view, or any other view that denies the true historical nature of the six-day creation makes fools or worse out of the personages of the bible.  Adam may have been foolish enough to believe the serpent and take of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, but once chastised severely by the Lord when driven out of the Garden and facing a cursed world, Adam was not so corrupted as to falsify the history of the creation of the world.  That corruption would come later, and God would deal with the violent and the false with the Great Flood, leaving faithful Noah and his family to vouchsafe the true history. [2:  A true 6-day creation does not rule out allegory, for God’s every act has meaning beyond the superficial. God, being omnipotent, need not conform his poetry to reality; he can create reality to conform to his poetry.] 


	Adam would have known the length of time it took to create the world.  He had one-on-one discourse with the Creator, who was a good and personal God and who would not have withheld such knowledge from his creation.  What purpose would the author of the universe have had in concealing from His first creation, the being most like Him, a being created in His own image, the amount of time it took and the method of creating the universe?  It would make no sense for God to hide that information from Adam yet reveal it to Moses thousands of years later.  You can argue that people by the time of Moses would have forgotten the truth of the creation and needed reminding, but that position would still assume the fact that Adam did know but that his descendants forgot.

	But let’s assume for a moment that it did take God billions of years to create the universe.  We then have the problem of Eve – one woman, one other human being on the planet.  There’s that problem of the missing links – all those people who would have been a part of the gene pool for the evolution of man.  If the animals, birds, and fishes all evolved over time, why not man?  Adam would have been the end-result of that evolution.[footnoteRef:3] But the problem for Adam and Eve was a dearth of people.  Evolution requires lots of time and lots of genetic recombination during countless mitoses events during reproduction events to result in successful changes to species.  Where were all the people or whatever human-like or ape-like creatures and which were pre-Homo sapiens and who made up the pool for genetic variation?   [3:  An idea which leads to the question: “When does evolution end for the being at the top of the evolutionary survival heap?”  Never.  So what did God intend when he created someone in His own image, if evolutionary process could improve man after he had been created in the Creator’s image?  What does he become better than that?
] 


	After God put Adam to sleep and formed Eve from his rib and Adam awoke, he found only one other person living – Eve.  One person, then two – not the ideal number of people for countless mutation events to occur, especially retroactively, seeing there were no human-like creatures that were in existence and could have been the precursors for Adam and Eve at the time they walked the earth.  Also, if Adam and Eve had been created miraculously and instantaneously, how come everything else took billions of years?  Why would God change his practice from slow, chance-governed, genetic variation over billions of years to instantaneous and miraculous creation just to create Adam and Eve?  “A double-minded man is unstable in all his ways.”  James 1:8.

	The bible is a book of witness.  Two witnesses are required to prove a fact.  “In the mouth of two or three witnesses shall every word be established.”  II Corinthians 13:1.  It was the same under the Old Covenant.  See Deut. 19:15.  Adam and Eve were witnesses to the Creator Himself and His original instructions to them about being fruitful, taking dominion, and about what trees could be eaten in the Garden.  They listened to the serpent and became false witnesses about the character of the God who created them.  The fact that they became false witnesses instead of being true witnesses permanently affected them and their descendants.  Being a false witness of what God has said has serious consequences.  Shall we add to the sin of eating from the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, the sin of being false witnesses to the duration of creation?  If that is their sin also, then the bible should mention it.

	Jesus Christ, the Son by whom all things were made, is also a witness to the creation.  John 1:1-3.  If the Son Himself knew that the earth was created in 15 billion years, then he was under obligation as a witness to point out this fact.  Instead, Christ affirmed the historicity of the Genesis account.  Matthew 19:4-8; Mark 10:6-9; Like 24:27.   The Trinity always has two witnesses to the acts and veracity of two of the persons within the Trinity.  I John 5:6.  Also, Jesus’ works witnessed of Him, and the Father’s work of creation witnesses of Him.  John 5:36; Acts 15:18.  The fact that each member of the Trinity knows and testifies to the works of the other members, we can rest on the fact of the history recorded in the scripture.  Man’s word is not needed by the Trinity to verify anything the Trinity has done, whether we’re discussing a miraculous creation in six days or a miraculous resurrection of the Son of God in three days.  We believe that Christ rose from the dead – a very unscientific thing to believe – based on the historical record of supposedly true witnesses.  But if we can’t trust the historical account of Moses, upon whom the New Testament witnesses based their faith, how can we trust the New Testament witnesses as to the historicity of the resurrection?

	Science cannot operate without the ability to test and potentially falsify the result of an experiment.  The experimentation process is the attempt to use the works of the physical world as witnesses.  If the witnessing tests of the experiment cannot be falsified after repetition in the physical evidence, then we have confidence that the hypothesis being tested is true.  Such cannot be done with the origin of the earth – a one-time event in history.  Therefore, the human witnesses are more important than any attempt to re-create what occurred thousands of years ago within the presupposition that God could not, did not, would not have created the world in such a “ridiculously short time period as six days.”  It is particularly egregious when scientific principles of testing the hypotheses are removed from the process as post-modern science has accomplished with respect to origins.  

	If Moses is wrong, then he not only is a false witness as to the creation time period, but he also distorted the historical oral record of his own time and people and his ancestor, Adam.  If God took billions of years to create the universe, then Adam’s witness would be to that effect, and his witness would be contrary to that of Moses, who confused the historical record by writing that it only took six days.  Any literary or symbolic value to his writing, which apparently (according to modern man) fooled people for thousands of years until scientists like Darwin and Lyell opened our eyes to the truth, would not compensate for the falsehood he imposed upon millions of beguiled people who for thousands of years thought he meant what he wrote.  We have another witness, a historian if you will, to the creation and its duration – the Son of God Himself.  If it took billions of years to create the universe, then Jesus Christ had an obligation to testify to that truth and not leave us to accept the false witness of Moses, whom Jesus always quoted as a true prophet, thereby affirming his testimony.  If Moses was a false prophet, so was Jesus Christ, and the entire faith falls under the weight of those two false witnesses.  

	The lie that the bible is a false witness because it does not affirm a 15-billion-year process for the formation of the earth until Lyell, Darwin, and others opened our eyes is one of the reasons so many scientists are absolutely hostile to creationism.  It is also why they have no patience with people trying to find a compromise between the bible and science, so called.  Truth is not something to be toyed with.  Either God and Jesus Christ and Adam and Moses are true witnesses that God created the universe in a brief period or they are false witnesses because it occurred in a long period of time.  If a brief period, there is no reason to doubt Moses’ words in Gen. 1-2.  If a long period, there is every reason to doubt Moses’ words in every part of the Pentateuch and Jesus’ words throughout the bible.  It is time that theologians quit trying to mix darkness and light by attempting to unite the anti-God philosophy/presuppositions of post-modern science with the historical testimony of the biblical authors and actors.  In which authority do you put your faith?  What faith are you teaching your hearers when you teach?  Are you creating stumbling blocks for them by trying to mix two things that cannot be mixed?
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