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M arieanne says

Although science hasn't gotten it all correct just yet, this book showed me that science and the Bible haveto
go hand in hand. | mean after all the Creator is the one that made al things. It was alittle technical for mein
parts, but | muddled through. My reading of this book has strengthened my faith even more, which is what
it'sal about.....faith.

Timothy Reynolds says

A clear presentation of ideas.

Werner says

Note, Jan. 15, 2016: I've just edited this review to correct a minor typo.

In the clash of worldviews that characterizes our cultural milieu, one of the major battlegroundsis over the
origins of the natural world and of humanity in particular, with advocates of random evolution as "proof" of
existential meaninglessness and purposel essness squaring off against those who believe in purposive creation
by a Creator. One of the primary weapons of the former is root-and-branch ridicule of the Genesis creation
and flood accounts, which are caricatured as hopelessly outdated and obvious falsehoods which "everybody
knows" are thoroughly discredited by Science (even if "everybody" isabit clueless about the details), and
only believed in by knuckle-dragging, brainwashed idiots totally ignorant of the glories of Science. Enter
Christian scientist Hugh Ross (B.Sc. in Physics, Univ. of British Columbia; M.Sc. and PhD. in Astronomy,
Univ. of Toronto), founder of the Reasons to Believe Institute, whom even the most prejudiced religion-
basher would (or at least should) have some difficulty in portraying as "ignorant of science.” Thisbook is
one of several by the author, though the only one I've read. While it's not a commentary as such on Genesis
1-11, it carefully considers the basic messages of those chaptersin textual order, determining their actual
meaning, and bringing to bear the light that cutting-edge (as of 2001, when this second edition was
published) science casts on its credibility. The results might surprise some readers.

Thisisadifficult book to do justice to in a short review, because it's packed so full of information and ideas.
Ross writes from the perspective of "old earth" creationism, accepting the GAD (Generally Accepted Dates)
and providing a cogent explanation of why the 6,000-year-old earth theory of the "young earth" creationists
will not hold water. (He also deals with the theological argument that certain New Testament passages
reguire young-earth creationism, demonstrating that thisis not the case.) He then analyzes the seven "days"
of creation, making a convincing case that these are not to be understood as successive literal 24-hour days,
and establishing that the order of Divine creative acts dovetails precisely with the order of events as
suggested by current science. Among the other subjects treated here are the scientific facts that discredit
random macroevol ution as the explanation for the emergence of the basic kinds of living things, the
interpretation of the flood narrative (he demonstrates conclusively, IMO, that this was alocalized rather a
global event, and that thisis compatible with the teaching of the text), the perennial skeptical question,



"Where did Cain get hiswife?" and some specul ations about the "Nephilim" mentioned in Genesis 6:4.

One of the most interesting aspects of the book to me was the treatment of studies comparing the DNA of
modern Japanese males with that found in the bones of males from the ancient Jomon and Y ayoi tribes, the
ancestors of the modern Japanese. This allowed scientists to calculate the rate of chromosome divergence
over time, alowing for the figuring of the approximate date of the most recent common male ancestor of all
living humans once the degree of chromosome divergence among them was established. AccordingtoaY -
chromosome study published in 1995, that date is 37,000-49,000 years B.P. (before present), with the most
recent common female ancestor dated "somewhere between afew thousand and a few tens of thousands" of
years earlier. If we hypothesize that this common male ancestor was Noah, it provides an approximate date
for Noah's flood. Another especially illuminating part, for me, was the discussion of the plausibility of the
long antediluvian lifespans, in light of the fact that human aging is caused mostly by exposure to cosmic
radiation (and its interaction with telomerase activity). In 1996, it was determined that most of the current
cosmic radiation comes from the explosion of the Vela supernova, only 1300 light years from Earth, ca.
8,500-37,000 years B.P. Prior to that time, it seems clear that exposure to cosmic radiation would have been
much lessthan it is today.

| don't personally agree with every conclusion Ross espouses. I'm not convinced that there was no genuine
human habitation outside of the Middle East before Noah's flood; | don't think that's a necessary conclusion
from the Biblical text, and the archaeological evidence, IMO, would suggest the opposite. In particular, |
think Ross (and others) are in error in considering the Neanderthals to be alower primate species unrelated
to humanity. Skeletal remains from caves on Mount Carmel in Palestine known as early as the mid-20th
century, as | understand it, clearly indicate interbreeding between Neanderthals and Cro-Magnons
(anatomically modern humans), which to me proves the humanity of the former. In this respect, | would
agree with scholars such as Ralph Linton (The Tree of Culture). But even on points where one disagrees with
him, Ross' treatment here is enormously stimulating and fascinating. (I took copious notes from the book
when | read it; there's much more material here than |'ve been able to summarize!) It's not necessary to agree
with him in toto to realize that he's set forth a solid basic case for the credibility of Genesis as an account of
origins and primeval history. Obviously, the book will not convince the bigoted, who will either avoid
reading it or read it only to ridiculeit. But for open-minded readers willing to consider what science and
Genesis have to say to each other, it will offer alot of both factual information and food for thought.

While the book does utilize footnotes (and has a good index), it's written for the intelligent layperson. Some
of the science involved is necessarily complicated, but the author does a very good job of explaining it
without either jargon or "dumbing it down."

Bart Breen says

An Important Book

First, If you're aYoung Earth Creationist and don't really care what someone thinks or hasto say about this
book, please go ahead, mark it as unhel pful and save yourself the time and trouble of reading the book or this
review.

After all, why risk possibly interacting positively in a mature and adult fashion with someone who isafellow
believer and has a different understanding of some Biblical Passages but who still affirms Inspiration,
Inerrancy and the Diety of Christ? Y ou can't experience anything positively by reading a book you already



know you disagree with. We can't have that now? Can we?

As evidenced by the rapid 19 unhelpfuls put up, there is probably 1 person with multiple accounts who has
made it their mission in life to attack others rather than defend their own position. It's sad, but that's the type
of mentality unfortunately that characterizes some of those with a'Y EC position. Glad they have a hobby
anyway ... keeps them off the streets .... ;)

Assuming you're still reading this review you're either genuinely interested in what this book hasto say or
you're aYEC'er (gasp) actually fair-minded enough to listen to what someone else has to say. In either event
| applaud and welcome your interaction.

Hugh Ross is a astronomer from Canada who has worked through what has been a difficult process for many
when it comes to the age of the universe and the earth in particular. Asa scientist heis faced with
overwhelming data that seemsto point very strongly to the universe being very old; billions of years old.
(Believeit or not, thisis not a Satanic conspiracy from the pit of hell ... Scientists actually believe this based
on evidence and not due to their secret membership in the Anti-Christ club.) Further, asa Christian, heis
faced with the Bible which in the Genesis account(s), appear to favor avery rapid creation period (24 hour
days according to some) and some strong proponents who claim that their interpretation and understanding
of that Biblical account indicates that the earth can be no more than 10,000 years old.

So the choice seems to be accept one or the other. Of course, as a Christian you would expect Ross to accept
"The Bible."

But wait aminute. "The Bible" isthe final authority of Christians right? But the God of the Bible also isthe
God of creation right? How can "The Bibl€" and Nature be so out of line with each other (apparently?) Is
God trying to deceive us? | s science redlly that wrong?

Y oung Earth Creationists have asked the same question and their answer has been to accept their
interpretation (very important word there .... interpretation) and understanding of Genesis and the related
passages and reasoned that Science must be wrong. So they've invested a great deal of time and effort in the
laudable effort in seeking to reconcile the two. Frankly | think what they've come up with is pretty silly, but |
have to commend them for making the effort as it comes from conviction and a recognition that they
probably should make some sort of effort at reconciliation.

But wait. What about the other possibility? What if it is not science that iswrong. What if the Y oung Earth
Position iswrong? Note, | didn't say what if "The Bible" iswrong. | don't believe it isor can be. Christians
can be wrong however in their understanding. It's happened before, hasn't it? Remember a fellow named
Galileo? The Church of his day renounced his science of the Sun at the center of the solar system and the
proof he provided. Why? Because they believed the Bible taught otherwise. Was the Bible wrong? NO!!!
Some Christians werel!!

Maybe we could learn something from that. Do you think?

So, what if something similar is going on here? "The Bible" can't be wrong, but what if we're not interpreting
it right in this area?

To his credit, Ross doesn't take the easy way out and simply claim that Genesis is a myth or an unscientific
representation and therefore it really can't be taken in aliteral sense. Many have done that. The results are
devestating. Start playing fast and loose with the Bible in one area and you can do so in the others and you



effectively strip it of all meaning, power and authority. Apparently YEC'rsin their zeal can't appreciate that
and so they heap scorn on aman trying to hold to the same standards they claim to follow.

That iswhat this book is all about. Hugh Ross approaches Genesis and works to reconcile it with what he
believesto be true in terms of an old earth. It turns out, it's not too difficult to do. Certainly no more difficult
than answering some of the tough questions that Y oung Earth Creationists have to answer aswell.

Here's onejust for starters. If there are 24 hour days from day 1 to day 6, how do you explain the Sun Moon
and the Stars being created on the 4th day? How can there be a 24 hour day without the components that
measure that day as such? Y oung Earth Creationists do have explanations for that, as do Old Earth
Creationists. Y oung Earther's can do a pretty nice exegetical two-step and accept some pretty fancy
explaining in that situation. | wonder why they aren't so open minded when it comes to other issues?

Maybe the Hebrew Word "Y om" can mean more than just a 24 hour day. What do you know! Turns out it
can!! Infact, if along period of time is what God and M oses meant to signify in Genesis, do you know what
the best word to usein Ancient Hebrew is? Son of aGun! Turnsout it isthe word "Yom"! Just the word
used!

| don't believe Hugh Rossis perfect. | don't believe all his explanations are necessarily right. But | respect
that he iswilling to face the hard questions and attempt to give an answer. | believe Hugh Ross is enough of
a Christian and a man that he could face new information, interact with it and change his mind if the truth
from the Bible and the facts from Science required it. | even believe if he had to turn off his knowledge of
Science and accept a Y oung Earth position on faith if he were convinced that orthodoxy and faith required it,
he could do that. (I wonder if the Y EC'ers mocking and slandering him could do the same, if they were brave
enough to actualy interact with what Hugh is saying, and not just throw their little hand-grenades of love,
and if not, what they are so afraid of ?)

| respect the man who isin the cross hairs wrestling with the issue and demonstrating Christian Qualities
more than | respect immature and judgmental Christians who take pot shots and aren't in the battle
themselves trying to do something.

Some of the people making reviews on this book and those voting to affirm these immature and decidely un-
Christ-like displays could stand to learn alesson from Hugh's silence in the face of their rudeness and
attacking of his character and faith. Apparently their upbringing lacked manners and their education lacked
the ability to disagree, agreeably. Great testimony on aweb-site viewed by many outside the Church. I'm
sure they're impressed.

It's a shame that so many from the Y EC camp cannot have the same said of them as can be said of Hugh
Ross. They are so sure they are right that they have equated their interpretation of the Bible in this one area
to bealitmustest for all Christian faith and have used it to drive other believers away from them. Even
sadder, they're driving unbelievers further from Christ because they equate Christianity with intellectual
suicide.

I know this, because | used to be a 'Y oung Earth Creationist. Hugh Ross's book is not what changed my
mind. | read it after that. But | know a good man when | read him and, agree or disagree with him, Hugh
Ross is a good man.

| don't agree with all he says but | think he's on the right track. Further he is kind, humble and gentlein his
presentation and | sense a genuine desire, far more than | ever evidenced when | wasa Y EC'er and far more



than | see from most who take that position today, although thankfully there are afew exceptions.

I recommend this book regardless of your position when you start, and whether you agree with him or not
when you're finished. Y ou should walk away from it better understanding the issues and able to learn
something. Unless of course, you really are afraid of that possibility. Thankfully those marked this review
and moved on after the first sentence.

Thanks for reading and | truly hope you find this helpful.

Enjoy! ;)

Sophie Noel says

This book contained some really fascinating discussions about science and Christianity that I'm really glad |
read about. | think it did agreat job at debunking alot of the things I'd been taught as a child about a young
earth, six day creation, and the global flood, while also staying true the Bible and to science. | would give
this 5 stars, but there were afew things | didn't know if | agreed with, and 1'd like to keep reading and
educating myself on this topic before taking this as the gospel.

M.H. says

A terrible book. A perfect example of an apologist cherry-picking science and playing semantic games to
"prove" hismyths are true. It is poorly cited, full of dozens of uncited assertions of facts and statistics. Most
of the citations are to Bible verses or the author's own past works or to the works of other apologists. In the
worst cases, Ross cites actual scientific papers concerning small details, then leaps to grand conclusions that
the authors surely never intended.

This book was not written to convince any truly critical thinking person that the genesis myths describe
reality, it was written to assuage Christians who may be worried about how their book is being rendered
irrelevant by science. It is meant to be read casually and to give someone who really wants to believe in the
Bible awarm fuzzy feeling that everything is OK.

But everything is not OK, acritical read reveals poor logic, wishful thinking, word games, and non-inclusion
of facts that disprove the premise. It claims to approach the issue scientifically, but begins with a"God did
it" mentality. The conclusion is reached before the thinking even begins. This cannot even remotely claim to
be scientific.

Ross (and all apologists) is faced with the problem that to prove anything he has to explain everything. His
most telling fail isin Chapter 19 where he attempts to explain the Nephilim of Genesis. Don't [ook for
science here. There is none. Instead he goes on for pages describing apol ogetics from the 3rd century, claims
al the bible-referenced explanations are reasonable enough, then in the final paragraph actually shifts the
burden of proof onto the skeptic. He also goesto great lengths to explain why Y ahweh is not psychopathic
for alowing evil, setting up aworld of suffering, limited lifespans, drowning everyone, and introducing
violent nationalism.(Spoiler aert--it'sto protect you from yourself.)



| was particularly amused by the lengths to which Ross goes to discount Y oung Earth creationists and global
flood proponents, but clearly expects readers to nod along and find his explanations much less crazy.

Ross's own testimony tells alot. He claims to stand in awe of how much science is revealing the truth of God
and the Bible (citation needed Ross). But he quit ajob as a scientist, where perhaps he could have advanced
thisgoal, in order to sell books and video series to credulous believers.

Sasha (whisper softhesilentwind) says

4.5 stars

| love Rossswork. I've read numerous books by him and | like how | learn something new and different in
them each time. He answers questions like big questions like "Was the flood really world-wide?' "Did God
really create the world in 6 days?' etc. However | don't like how Ross will sometimes cite his other works as
references for explanations.

Sheila says

Astronomer Hugh Ross combines history, Bible and science in his book The Genesis Question where he
argues for an old-earth interpretation of Genesis 1, with “days’ representing the moments of “divine
interventions’ where God placed life-forms on a once-dead planet. His knowledge and love of astronomy
and language fuel fascinating arguments, and his analysis of how we should read the Biblical account with
reference to language and science isintriguing and nicely done. Unfortunately the language-science
combination seemsto breaks down at the beginning of life, and the author maintains throughout the book
that living species must have been created individually, arestriction that disappoints this reader, but might
well appesal to others.

| loved the author’ s analysis of the effect of the moon on earth’ s atmosphere—truly our world seems
engineered to promote our existence. The water cycle is beautifully explained, with no threat to the Bible's
claim that God controls the weather, since natural forces are created by God. Science and the Biblical
account do indeed go hand in hand, illuminating each other. And in later chapters the author shows how
much more scientific the Genesis account is than more imaginative tales of other ancient cultures, even
including an analysis of why “evening and morning” doesn’t delineate a 24-hour day, and an explanation of
the verses describing Eve being made from Adam’s “rib.” The book iswell worth reading just for its clear
view of language limitations, scientific possibilities, and God’ s unlimited power.

A fascinating analysis of the history of modern faith and science fillsin many gaps underlying the current
creation-evolution debate. The author introduces DNA research into the dating of Noah' s ark, and the
beginning of wheat-farming, but argues consistently against evolution. In conclusion though, he reminds
readers looking at Bible and science that “wherever the twain meet they agree.” On this point | have no
quarrel; | just happen to think they agree on evolution too.



The Genesis Question is a fascinating book, well-researched, with some wonderful explanations of well-
known stories, bringing the Bible firmly into the realms of history and science, as well as faith.

Disclosure: | borrowed this from the church library

Patrik says

From an old-earth perspective (that is that the universe and earth are as old as mainstream science indicates
that it is) Hugh Ross discusses the first 11 chapters of Genesis. The portions that were of particular interest to
me were the creation "days" and the flood of Noah.

With regards to the creation days Ross discuses emphasizes the point of reference set in Genesis 1 and how
read from the appropriate point of reference (God hovering over the waters) everything thereafter agrees with
known scientific evidence of the history of the earth, something unparalleled by any other creation myth. As
far as the flood of Noah is concerned, he discusses whether the flood was global or local (i.e. the entire
"known world" was in the Mesopotamian valley).

In usual manner, Ross shows that the oft ridiculed book of Genesisis perfectly in line with mainstream
science.

Tony Ross says

This book won't be for everyone, but it is certainly for anyone with an analytical mind with questions
regarding how science and Christianity can be reconciled regarding the earth's formation. This book does an
outstanding job without compromising the integrity of the Bible, the scientific record, or the common sense
of the average human being.

Amos says

COSMOLOGY & ASTRONOMY':

1. The earth free-floats in space, affected only by gravity. While other sources declared the earth sat on the
back of an elephant or turtle, or was held up by Atlas, the Bible alone states what we now know to be true.

Job 26:7: He stretcheth out the north over the empty place, and Suspending the earth upon nothing.

2. The earthisan orb or sphere. At atime when many thought the earth wasflat, the Bible told us that the
earth is spherical.

Isaiah 40:22: It is He that sitteth upon the circle of the earth, and the inhabitants thereof are as grasshoppers;
that stretcheth out the heavens as a curtain, and spreadeth them out as atent to dwell in.



Webster's 1828 Dictionary's definition of CIRCLE. "In popular use, the line that comprehends the figure, the
plane or surface comprehended, and the whole body or solid matter of around substance, are denominated a
circle; aring; an orb; the earth."

3. Scripture assumes a revolving (spherical) earth. Jesus said that at His return some would be asleep at night
while others would be working at day time activitiesin the field. Thisis aclear indication of arevolving
earth, with day and night occurring simultaneously.

Luke 17:34-36: | tell you, in that night there shall be two men in one bed; the one shall be taken, and the
other shall be left. Two women shall be grinding together; the one shall be taken, and the other left. Two men
shall bein the field; the one shall be taken, and the other |eft.

4. Black holes and dark matter anticipated. Cosmologists now speculate that over 98% of the known universe
is comprised of dark matter, with dark energy and black holes. A black hole's gravitational field is so strong
that nothing, not even light, escapes. Beyond the expanding universe there is no measured radiation and
therefore only outer darkness exists. These theories paint a seemingly accurate description of what the Bible
calls "outer darkness" or "the blackness of darkness forever."

Matthew 25:30: And cast ye the unprofitable servant into outer darkness: there shall be weeping and
gnashing of teeth.

Jude 13: Raging waves of the sea, foaming out their own shame; wandering stars, to whom is reserved the
blackness of darknessfor ever.

5. Incalculable number of stars. At atime when less than 5,000 stars were visible to the human eye, God
stated that the stars of heaven were innumerable. Not until the 17th century did Galileo glimpse the
immensity of our universe with his new telescope. Today, astronomers estimate that there are ten thousand
billion trillion stars - a1 followed by 25 zeros! Y et, as the Bible states, scientists admit this number may be
woefully inadequate.

Jeremiah 33:22:; Asthe host of heaven cannot be numbered, neither the sand of the sea measured: so will |
multiply the seed of David my servant, and the L evites that minister unto me.

6. The number of stars, though vast, are finite. Although man is unable to cal culate the exact number of stars,
we now know their number isfinite. Of course God knew this all along.

Isaiah 40:26: Lift up your eyes on high, and behold who hath created these things, that bringeth out their host
by number: he calleth them al by names by the greatness of his might, for that heis strong in power; not one
faleth.

7. The Bible compares the number of stars with the number of grains of sand on the seashore. Amazingly,
gross estimates of the number of sand grains are comparable to the estimated number of starsin the universe.

Genesis 22:17: That in blessing | will bless thee, and in multiplying | will multiply thy seed as the stars of
the heaven, and as the sand which is upon the sea shore; and thy seed shall possess the gate of his enemies.

8. The universe is expanding. Repeatedly God declares that He stretches out the heavens. During the early
20th century, most scientists (including Einstein) believed the universe was static. Others believed it should
have collapsed due to gravity. Then in 1929, astronomer Edwin Hubble showed that distant galaxies were



receding from the earth, and the further away they were, the faster they were moving. This discovery
revolutionized the field of astronomy. Eisntein admitted his mistake, and today most astronomers agree with
what the Creator told us millennia ago - the universe is expanding!

Isaiah 42:5: Thus saith God the LORD, he that created the heavens, and stretched them out; he that spread
forth the earth, and that which cometh out of it; he that giveth breath unto the people upon it, and spirit to
them that walk therein.

Jeremiah 51:15: He hath made the earth by his power, he hath established the world by his wisdom, and hath
stretched out the heaven by his understanding.

Zechariah 12:1: The burden of the word of the LORD for Isragl, saith the LORD, which stretcheth forth the
heavens, and layeth the foundation of the earth, and formeth the spirit of man within him.

9. Each star is unique. Centuries before the advent of the telescope, the Bible declared what only God and the
angels knew: each star variesin size and intensity!

1 Corinthians 15:41: Thereisone glory of the sun, and another glory of the moon, and another glory of the
stars: for one star differeth from another star in glory.

10. The sun goesin acircuit. Some scientists scoffed at this verse thinking that it taught geocentricity - the
theory that the sun revolves around the earth. They insisted the sun was stationary. However, we now know
that the sun is traveling through space at approximately 600,000 miles per hour. It isliterally moving through
space in ahuge circuit - just as the Bible stated 3,000 years ago!

Psalm 19:6: [ The sun's] going forth is from the end of the heaven, and his circuit unto the ends of it: and
thereis nothing hid from the heat thereof.

PHYSICS:

1. Creation is made of atoms and particles, indiscernible to our eyes. Not until the 19th century was it
discovered that all visible matter consists of invisible elements.

Hebrews 11:3: Through faith we understand that the worlds were framed by the word of God, so that things
which are seen were not made of things which do appear.

2. Light can be divided. Sir Isaac Newton studied light and discovered that white light is made of seven
colors, which can be "parted” and then recombined. Science confirmed this four centuries ago - God declared
it four millennia ago!

Job 38:24: By what way isthe light parted, which scattereth the east wind upon the earth?

3. Light travelsin apath. Light is said to have a"way" [Hebrew: derek, literally atraveled path or road].
Until the 17th century it was believed that light was transmitted instantaneously. We now know that light isa
form of energy that travels at 186,000 miles per second in a straight line. Indeed, thereisa"way" of light.

Job 38:19: Where is the way where light dwelleth? and as for darkness, where is the place thereof.



4. The Bible says that light can be sent, and then manifest itself in speech. We now know that radio waves
and light waves are two forms of the same thing: electromagnetic waves. Therefore, radio waves are aform
of light. Today, using radio transmitters, we can send "lightnings' which indeed speak when they arrive.

Job 38:35: Canst thou send lightnings, that they may go, and say unto thee, Here we are?

5. The First Law of Thermodynamics established. The First Law states that the total quantity of energy and
matter in the universe is a constant. One form of energy or matter may be converted into another, but the
total quantity always remains the same. Therefore the creation is finished, exactly as God said way back in
Genesis.

Genesis 2:1-2: Thus the heavens and the earth were finished, and all the host of them. And on the seventh
day God ended his work which he had made; and he rested on the seventh day from all hiswork which he
had made.

6. The Second Law of Thermodynamics (Entropy). This law states that everything in the universeis running
down, deteriorating, and constantly becoming less and less orderly. Entropy (disorder) entered when
mankind rebelled against God - resulting in the curse (Genesis 3:17-19; Romans 8:20-22). Historically most
people believed the universe was unchangeable. Y et modern science verifies that the universe is growing
"old as doth a garment” (Hebrews 1:11). Evolution directly contradicts this, the most tested of all scientific
laws.

Psalm 102:25-26: Of old hast thou laid the foundation of the earth: and the heavens are the work of thy
hands. They shall perish, but thou shalt endure; yea, al of them shall wax old like a garment; as a vesture
shalt thou change them, and they shall be changed.

Romans 8:20-22: For the creature was made subject to vanity, not willingly, but by reason of him who hath
subjected the same in hope, Because the creature itself also shall be delivered from the bondage of corruption
into the glorious liberty of the children of God. For we know that the whole creation groaneth and travaileth
in pain together until now.

BIOLOGY:

1. Law of Biogenesis explained. Scientists observe that life only comes from existing life. This law has never
been violated under observation or experimentation (as evolution requires). Therefore, life, God's life,
created al life.

Genesis 1:11, 20, 24: And God said, Let the earth bring forth grass, the herb yielding seed, and the fruit tree
yielding fruit after hiskind, whose seed isin itself, upon the earth: and it was so. ... And God said, Let the
waters bring forth abundantly the moving creature that hath life, and fowl that may fly above the earth in the
open firmament of heaven. ... And God said, Let the earth bring forth the living creature after his kind, cattle,
and creeping thing, and beast of the earth after hiskind: and it was so.

Genesis 2:7: And the LORD God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the
breath of life; and man became aliving soul.

2. The earth was designed for biological life. Scientists have discovered that the most fundamental
characteristics of our earth and cosmos are so finely tuned that if just one of them were even dightly



different, life aswe know it couldn't exist. Thisis called the Anthropic Principle and it agrees with the Bible
which states that God formed the earth to be inhabited.

Isaiah 45:18: For thus saith the LORD that created the heavens; God himself that formed the earth and made
it; he hath established it, he created it not in vain, he formed it to be inhabited: | am the LORD; and thereis
none else.

3. God has given us just the right amount of water to sustain life. We now recognize that if there was
significantly more or less water, the earth would not support life as we know it.

Isaiah 40:12: Who hath measured the waters in the hollow of his hand, and meted out heaven with the span,
and comprehended the dust of the earth in a measure, and weighed the mountains in scales, and the hillsin a
balance?

4. Our bodies are made from the dust of the ground. Scientists have discovered that the human body is
comprised of some 28 base and trace elements - all of which are found in the earth.

Genesis 2:7: And the LORD God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the
breath of life; and man became aliving soul.

Genesis 3:19: In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread, till thou return unto the ground; for out of it wast
thou taken: for dust thou art, and unto dust shalt thou return.

5. Life begins at fertilization. God declares that He knew us before we were born. The Biblical penalty for
murdering an unborn child was death (Exodus 21:22-23). Today, it is an irrefutable biological fact that the
fertilized egg is truly an entire human being. Nothing will be added to the first cell except nutrition and
oxygen.

Psalm 139:15: "My substance was not hid from thee, when | was made in secret, and curiously wrought in
the lowest parts of the earth.”

Jeremiah 1:5: Before | formed thee in the belly | knew thee; and before thou camest forth out of the womb |
sanctified thee, and | ordained thee a prophet unto the nations.

6. God fashions and knits us together in the womb. Science was ignorant concerning embryonic devel opment
until recently. Y et thousands of years ago, the Bible accurately described God making us an intricate unity’
in the womb.

Job 10:8-12: "Thine hands have made me and fashioned me together round about; yet thou dost destroy me.
Remember, | beseech thee, that thou hast made me as the clay; and wilt thou bring me into dust again? Hast
thou not poured me out as milk, and curdled me like cheese? Thou hast clothed me with skin and flesh, and
hast fenced me with bones and sinews. Thou hast granted me life and favour, and thy visitation hath
preserved my spirit."

7. The seed of aplant containsitslife. As stated in the Book of Genesis, we now recognize that inside the
humble seed islifeitself. Within the seed isatiny factory of amazing complexity. No scientist can build a
synthetic seed and no seed is simple!

Genesis 1:11-12: "And God said, Let the earth bring forth grass, the herb yielding seed, and the fruit tree



yielding fruit after his kind, whose seed isin itself, upon the earth: and it was so. And the earth brought forth
grass, and herb yielding seed after his kind, and the tree yielding fruit, whose seed wasin itself, after his
kind: and God saw that it was good."

8. A seed must dieto produce new life. In John 12:24 is remarkabl e confirmation of two of the fundamental
conceptsin biology: 1) Cdlsarise only from existing cells. 2) A grain must die to produce more grain. The
fallen seed is surrounded by supporting cells from the old body. These supporting cells "give their lives' to
provide nourishment to the inner kernel. Once planted, this inner kernel germinates resulting in much grain.

John 12:24: "Verily, verily, | say unto you, Except a corn of wheat fall into the ground and die, it abideth
alone: but if it die, it bringeth forth much fruit."

1 Corinthians 15:36-38: "Thou fool, that which thou sowest is not quickened, except it die: And that which
thou sowest, thou sowest not that body that shall be, but bare grain, it may chance of wheat, or of some other
grain: But God giveth it abody asit hath pleased him, and to every seed his own body."

WWW.jw.0rg

Michelle says

Thiswas afascinating book! | found it at the used bookstore in town and, as I'm aways interested in books
that help bring science and Christianity together, | had to pick it up. | wasn't disappointed. As a Christian, |
highly recommend reading this book. At first, | thought it was going to be a Creation Science book but it
wasn't and it didn't dismiss everything in the Bible as figurative or just myth to explain the world to a people
with limited science either. His study as brought him to the conclusion that science can back up what the
Bible says but in away | never thought of. It amazes me to think that the Bible really was "inspired by God"
and not just agroup of people's myths. It has strengthened my faith!

Nathan Albright says

This particular book suffers compared to other books on Genesis[1] in large part because the author istrying
to cover himself on two sides. On one side, the author wants to be seen as alegitimately scientific writer on
Genesis. On the other side, the author wishes to be seen as genuinely Christian. This tends to create atension
because many (though by no means all, and by no means myself for that matter) Christians who support the
legitimacy of the biblical view of Creation simultaneously believe in a young earth Creationism, which the
author does not support. Meanwhile, scientists who refuse to concede the somewhat straightforward truth of
intelligent design [2] are not going to view the Old Earth Creationism of the author as any more legitimate,
especially given their lack of interest in conceding any room to the possibility that there may be a Creator
and Heavenly Judge who has room on the docket to judge their own lives and behavior. The author, by trying
to appeal to both sides, ends up making concessions to bad science that many Christians will find unpalatable
while failing to win any credit from scientists who have no interest in supporting people of faith, leaving him
caught between the upper and lower millstone of awar that has been going on since the Enlightenment.

It can be said with certainty, though, that the author tries really hard to mend fences on both sides, and tries
really hard to show himself an expert on the Hebrew language of the first eleven chapters of Genesis. If he
does not succeed, it is not for lack of effort. The book isimmensely readable, being made up of 21 short



chapters that together make 200 pages of material that dance between Hebrew word studies, a personal
exploration of the author's scientific views and faith perspective, and an attempt to address myths aswell as
controversies about the material in Genesis. The author approaches the material more or less systematically,
starting with the creation events of thefirst six daysin about a quarter of the material before engaging in
source controversy, and then tackling the Sabbath and a spiritual perspective on Creation before including
chapters on "Creation Science," the fall, Cain'swife and the first city, the dates of the origin of humanity
from Genesis 5, speculations on angels mating with humans to make the Nephilim, the boundaries of the
flood (which the author considers alocal flood), and then looking at the ark and its passengers and the origin
of nations and races. The fact that the author has to swing two ways, one way to protect his scientific
credibility and the other to maintain abelief in biblical inerrancy that is necessary to gain credibility with
Christian audiences, gives the book a somewhat embattled perspective.

Ultimately, this book is less than successful because the author's speculations are done in such a dogmatic
perspective, asif the author's perspective had the monopoly on scientific truth aswell as biblical veracity.
The fact that the author manages to badmouth those who believe in the gap theory aswell as Y oung Earth
Creationists means that he will likely win little interest among Christians with his weaksauce local flood
which posits that mankind was stuck in Mesopotamia during the time of Noah and had not settled other
areas, and the author's speculations on angels intermarrying with people will be ridiculous to those with a
materialist scientific worldview. In seeking to be both scientific and biblical the author finds himself in the
point of being neither, even though there would be the possibility for both with a more robust focus on
intelligent design and more humility about unknown areas of ancient history. The fact that the author views
the Hebrew language in such cut and dry terms, rather than being an invitation to debate and to multiple
layers, a'so makes this aless appealing book than it could have been. Then again, perhapsit is unreasonable
to expect someone who considers himself to be a skilled biblical scholar and representative of the scientific
worldview to also be humble about the possibility of error in both areas, and more gracious with those he
disagrees with. Those who are in need of mercy and graciousness in their audience should be generousin
dispensing it.

[1] See, for example:

https://edgeinducedcohesion.wordpress...
https://edgeinducedcohesion.wordpress...
https://edgeinducedcohesion.wordpress...
[2] See, for example:

https://edgeinducedcohesion.wordpress...
https://edgeinducedcohesion.wordpress...

https://edgeinducedcohesion.wordpress...

NASIR says

COSMOLOGY & ASTRONOMY:



1. The earth in space, affected only by gravity. While other sources declared the earth sat on the back of an
elephant or turtle, or was held up by Atlas, the Bible alone states what we now know to be true.

Job 26:7: He stretcheth out the north over the empty place, and Suspending the earth upon nothing.

2. The earthiisan orb or sphere. At atime when many thought the earth wasflat, the Bible told us that the
earth is spherical.

Isaiah 40:22: It is He that sitteth upon the circle of the earth, and the inhabitants thereof are as grasshoppers;
that stretcheth out the heavens as a curtain, and spreadeth them out as atent to dwell in.

Webster's 1828 Dictionary's definition of CIRCLE. "In popular use, the line that comprehends the figure, the
plane or surface comprehended, and the whole body or solid matter of around substance, are denominated a
circle; aring; an orb; the earth."

3. Scripture assumes arevolving (spherical) earth. Jesus said that at His return some would be asleep at night
while others would be working at day time activitiesin the field. Thisisaclear indication of arevolving
earth, with day and night occurring simultaneously.

Luke 17:34-36: | tell you, in that night there shall be two men in one bed; the one shall be taken, and the
other shall be left. Two women shall be grinding together; the one shall be taken, and the other left. Two men
shall bein the field; the one shall be taken, and the other |€ft.

4. Black holes and dark matter anticipated. Cosmol ogists now speculate that over 98% of the known universe
is comprised of dark matter, with dark energy and black holes. A black hol€e's gravitational field is so strong
that nothing, not even light, escapes. Beyond the expanding universe there is no measured radiation and
therefore only outer darkness exists. These theories paint a seemingly accurate description of what the Bible
calls "outer darkness" or "the blackness of darkness forever."

Matthew 25:30: And cast ye the unprofitable servant into outer darkness: there shall be weeping and
ghashing of teeth.

Jude 13: Raging waves of the sea, foaming out their own shame; wandering stars, to whom is reserved the
blackness of darkness for ever.

5. Incalculable number of stars. At atime when less than 5,000 stars were visible to the human eye, God
stated that the stars of heaven were innumerable. Not until the 17th century did Galileo glimpse the
immensity of our universe with his new telescope. Today, astronomers estimate that there are ten thousand
billion trillion stars - a1 followed by 25 zeros! Y e, as the Bible states, scientists admit this number may be
woefully inadequate.

Jeremiah 33:22: Asthe host of heaven cannot be numbered, neither the sand of the sea measured: so will |
multiply the seed of David my servant, and the L evites that minister unto me.

6. The number of stars, though vast, are finite. Although man is unable to calculate the exact number of stars,
we now know their number is finite. Of course God knew this all along.

Isaiah 40:26: Lift up your eyes on high, and behold who hath created these things, that bringeth out their host
by number: he calleth them all by names by the greatness of his might, for that heis strong in power; not one



faileth.

7. The Bible compares the number of stars with the number of grains of sand on the seashore. Amazingly,
gross estimates of the number of sand grains are comparabl e to the estimated number of starsin the universe.

Genesis 22:17: That in blessing | will bless thee, and in multiplying | will multiply thy seed as the stars of
the heaven, and as the sand which is upon the sea shore; and thy seed shall possess the gate of his enemies.

8. The universeis expanding. Repeatedly God declares that He stretches out the heavens. During the early
20th century, most scientists (including Einstein) believed the universe was static. Others believed it should
have collapsed due to gravity. Then in 1929, astronomer Edwin Hubble showed that distant galaxies were
receding from the earth, and the further away they were, the faster they were moving. This discovery
revolutionized the field of astronomy. Eisntein admitted his mistake, and today most astronomers agree with
what the Creator told us millennia ago - the universe is expanding!

Isaiah 42:5: Thus saith God the LORD, he that created the heavens, and stretched them out; he that spread
forth the earth, and that which cometh out of it; he that giveth breath unto the people upon it, and spirit to
them that walk therein.

Jeremiah 51:15: He hath made the earth by his power, he hath established the world by his wisdom, and hath
stretched out the heaven by his understanding.

Zechariah 12:1: The burden of the word of the LORD for Isragl, saith the LORD, which stretcheth forth the
heavens, and layeth the foundation of the earth, and formeth the spirit of man within him.

9. Each star is unique. Centuries before the advent of the telescope, the Bible declared what only God and the
angels knew: each star variesin size and intensity!

1 Corinthians 15:41: Thereisone glory of the sun, and another glory of the moon, and another glory of the
stars: for one star differeth from another star in glory.

10. The sun goesin acircuit. Some scientists scoffed at this verse thinking that it taught geocentricity - the
theory that the sun revolves around the earth. They insisted the sun was stationary. However, we now know
that the sun is traveling through space at approximately 600,000 miles per hour. It isliterally moving through
spacein ahuge circuit - just as the Bible stated 3,000 years ago!

Psalm 19:6: [ The sun's] going forth is from the end of the heaven, and his circuit unto the ends of it: and
thereis nothing hid from the heat thereof.

PHYSICS:

1. Creation is made of atoms and particles, indiscernible to our eyes. Not until the 19th century was it
discovered that all visible matter consists of invisible elements.

Hebrews 11:3: Through faith we understand that the worlds were framed by the word of God, so that things
which are seen were not made of things which do appear.

2. Light can be divided. Sir Isaac Newton studied light and discovered that white light is made of seven



colors, which can be "parted" and then recombined. Science confirmed this four centuries ago - God declared
it four millennia ago!

Job 38:24: By what way isthe light parted, which scattereth the east wind upon the earth?

3. Light travelsin apath. Light is said to have a"way" [Hebrew: derek, literally atraveled path or road].
Until the 17th century it was believed that light was transmitted instantaneously. We now know that light isa
form of energy that travels at 186,000 miles per second in a straight line. Indeed, thereisa"way" of light.

Job 38:19: Where is the way where light dwelleth? and as for darkness, where is the place thereof.

4. The Bible says that light can be sent, and then manifest itself in speech. We now know that radio waves
and light waves are two forms of the same thing: electromagnetic waves. Therefore, radio waves are aform
of light. Today, using radio transmitters, we can send "lightnings" which indeed speak when they arrive.

Job 38:35: Canst thou send lightnings, that they may go, and say unto thee, Here we are?

5. The First Law of Thermodynamics established. The First Law states that the total quantity of energy and
matter in the universe is a constant. One form of energy or matter may be converted into another, but the
total quantity always remains the same. Therefore the creation is finished, exactly as God said way back in
Genesis.

Genesis 2:1-2: Thus the heavens and the earth were finished, and all the host of them. And on the seventh
day God ended his work which he had made; and he rested on the seventh day from all his work which he
had made.

6. The Second Law of Thermodynamics (Entropy). This law states that everything in the universeis running
down, deteriorating, and constantly becoming less and less orderly. Entropy (disorder) entered when
mankind rebelled against God - resulting in the curse (Genesis 3:17-19; Romans 8:20-22). Historically most
people believed the universe was unchangeable. Y et modern science verifies that the universe is growing
"old as doth a garment” (Hebrews 1:11). Evolution directly contradicts this, the most tested of al scientific
laws.

Psalm 102:25-26: Of old hast thou laid the foundation of the earth: and the heavens are the work of thy
hands. They shall perish, but thou shalt endure: yea, all of them shall wax old like a garment; as a vesture
shalt thou change them, and they shall be changed.

Romans 8:20-22: For the creature was made subject to vanity, not willingly, but by reason of him who hath
subjected the same in hope, Because the creature itself also shall be delivered from the bondage of corruption
into the glorious liberty of the children of God. For we know that the whole creation groaneth and travaileth
in pain together until now.

BIOLOGY:

1. Law of Biogenesis explained. Scientists observe that life only comes from existing life. Thislaw has never
been violated under observation or experimentation (as evolution requires). Therefore, life, God's life,
created all life.



Genesis 1:11, 20, 24: And God said, Let the earth bring forth grass, the herb yielding seed, and the fruit tree
yielding fruit after his kind, whose seed isin itself, upon the earth: and it was so. ... And God said, Let the
waters bring forth abundantly the moving creature that hath life, and fowl that may fly above the earth in the
open firmament of heaven. ... And God said, Let the earth bring forth the living creature after hiskind, cattle,
and creeping thing, and beast of the earth after hiskind: and it was so.

Genesis 2:7: And the LORD God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the
breath of life; and man became aliving soul.

2. The earth was designed for biological life. Scientists have discovered that the most fundamental
characteristics of our earth and cosmos are so finely tuned that if just one of them were even slightly
different, life aswe know it couldn't exist. Thisis called the Anthropic Principle and it agrees with the Bible
which states that God formed the earth to be inhabited.

Isaiah 45:18: For thus saith the LORD that created the heavens;, God himself that formed the earth and made
it; he hath established it, he created it not in vain, he formed it to be inhabited: | am the LORD; and thereis
none else.

3. God has given us just the right amount of water to sustain life. We now recognize that if there was
significantly more or less water, the earth would not support life as we know it.

Isaiah 40:12: Who hath measured the waters in the hollow of his hand, and meted out heaven with the span,
and comprehended the dust of the earth in a measure, and weighed the mountains in scales, and the hillsin a
balance?

4. Our bodies are made from the dust of the ground. Scientists have discovered that the human body is
comprised of some 28 base and trace elements - all of which are found in the earth.

Genesis 2:7: And the LORD God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the
breath of life; and man became aliving soul.

Genesis 3:19: In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread, till thou return unto the ground; for out of it wast
thou taken: for dust thou art, and unto dust shalt thou return.

5. Life begins at fertilization. God declares that He knew us before we were born. The Biblical penalty for
murdering an unborn child was death (Exodus 21:22-23). Today, it is an irrefutable biological fact that the
fertilized egg istruly an entire human being. Nothing will be added to the first cell except nutrition and
oxygen.

Psalm 139:15: "My substance was not hid from thee, when | was made in secret, and curiously wrought in
the lowest parts of the earth.”

Jeremiah 1:5: Before | formed thee in the belly | knew thee; and before thou camest forth out of the womb |
sanctified thee, and | ordained thee a prophet unto the nations.

6. God fashions and knits us together in the womb. Science was ignorant concerning embryonic devel opment
until recently. Y et thousands of years ago, the Bible accurately described God making us an intricate unity’
in the womb.



Job 10:8-12: "Thine hands have made me and fashioned me together round about; yet thou dost destroy me.
Remember, | beseech thee, that thou hast made me as the clay; and wilt thou bring me into dust again? Hast
thou not poured me out as milk, and curdled me like cheese? Thou hast clothed me with skin and flesh, and
hast fenced me with bones and sinews. Thou hast granted me life and favour, and thy visitation hath
preserved my spirit."

7. The seed of aplant containsitslife. As stated in the Book of Genesis, we now recognize that inside the
humble seed islifeitself. Within the seed is atiny factory of amazing complexity. No scientist can build a
synthetic seed and no seed issimple!

Genesis 1:11-12: "And God said, Let the earth bring forth grass, the herb yielding seed, and the fruit tree
yielding fruit after hiskind, whose seed isin itself, upon the earth: and it was so. And the earth brought forth
grass, and herb yielding seed after his kind, and the tree yielding fruit, whose seed wasin itself, after his
kind: and God saw that it was good."

8. A seed must die to produce new life. In John 12:24 is remarkable confirmation of two of the fundamental
conceptsin biology: 1) Cells arise only from existing cells. 2) A grain must die to produce more grain. The
fallen seed is surrounded by supporting cells from the old body. These supporting cells "give their lives' to
provide nourishment to the inner kernel. Once planted, this inner kernel germinates resulting in much grain.

John 12:24. "Verily, verily, | say unto you, Except a corn of wheat fall into the ground and die, it abideth
aone: but if it die, it bringeth forth much fruit."

1 Corinthians 15:36-38: "Thou fool, that which thou sowest is not quickened, except it die: And that which
thou sowest, thou sowest not that body that shall be, but bare grain, it may chance of wheat, or of some other
grain: But God giveth it abody asit hath pleased him, and to every seed his own body."

WWW.jw.org

Adam says

I'm changing my review of this book. | bought into Old Earth Creationism for alittle while but it has atons
of problemswith it. Thereis no way to concord the Bible with the scientific evidence. They are both reading
aton of stuff into the Bible and ignoring aton of contradictory scientific evidence.

Thefact is the authors of the Bible believed the Earth was aflat disk, covered in a dome (the firmament), the
Earth sat on pillars, the universe was filled with water, and they believed the sun revolved around the Earth.

Picture of Biblical Cosmology: https.//farm3.staticflickr.com/2684/4...

How do we know they believed this? Well there is aton of archaeological evidence to support this claim.
The biggest one would be the Babylonian Map of the world found in Babylon and dated to about 600BC
(directly from the area the Old Testament was written: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Babyloni...

When you read the Bible that cosmology is al throughout the Bible: https://drive.google.com/file/d/OBy7Y ...

Here is agood debunking of Hugh Ross by Paul Seeley: http://www.asa3.org/A SA/PSCF/2007/PSC...






