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This study is not directed to evolutionists; it is
not an argument as to the relative validity of the
evolutionary and creationistic philosophies. It is
addressed to those who believe that the earth was
created by the fiat of Almighty God. Its purpose
is to discuss the question of the time when that
event took place.

If we read the record of creation in Genesis One
without bias of preconceived ideas as to time, we
will find the following points:

(1) The earth was created, not evolved. Vs. 1.
(2) When it was created, it was in an unorgan-

ized state. Vs. 2.
(3) This unorganized mass was processed into

a habitable globe, — the Spirit of God moved upon
it. Vs. 2.

(4) This process took six literal days, — eve-
nings and mornings.

Now, if we look for the time element, we find
the beginning of the chronology in Chapter 5. Put-
ting this with other Bible chronologies, we arrive
at the date of creation as somewhere about 4000
B. C. We will find that some genealogies are ob-
scure, so that the date of creation cannot be set
exactly; nevertheless, it is a matter of a few hun-
dred rather than millions of years that is involved.

Some theorists, with certain preconceived opin-
ions regarding time, have attempted to separate
verses 1 and 2 from the rest of the chapter, and
to insert here long ages of time. We are not con-
cerned now with the validity of any of these the-
ories, but will merely state that as far as the record
itself goes, it neither affirms nor denies such inter-
pretations.

What is the source of the idea that the earth is
older than about 6000 years?

Most, if not all, ancient cosmogonies attributed
great age to the earth. Matter was assumed to be
eternal, and to have gone through long processes
of development. Without doubt some of these no-
tions influenced the Hebrew people during the pe-
riods when they accepted pagan worship. However,
we find little if any influence of these ideas on
Christianity until about the 4th century A. D.

Augustine, who died in 430 A. D., was the lead-
ing theologian of the West, and he was one of the
principal agents in introducing Greek philosophical
concepts into Christianity.

“Plainly as the direct or instantaneous Creation
of animals and plants appeared to be taught in
Genesis, Augustine read this in the light of primary
causation and the gradual development from the
imperfect to the perfect of Aristotle.” — Osburn,

H. F. From the Greeks to Darwin, page 287. Mac-
millan, 1922.

“In the beginning, God created all the elements
of the world in a confused and nebulous mass
. . . and in this mass were the mysterious germs . . .
of the future beings which were to develop them-
selves, when favorable circumstances should per-
mit.” — Catholic Encyclopedia, 1907. Article:
Augustine.

When modern geological study began to develop,
this teaching of Augustine’s was so firmly en-
trenched in scientific thought that practically all
scientists took for granted that the earth was very
old, This attitude created a conflict between science
and theology, but it was not many years before
theology surrendered to the scientific philosophy
of long ages. Before the close of the 19th century
nearly all churches had incorporated the “long-
age” viewpoint into their theology.

Within the past century various schemes have
been proposed in an attempt to prove scientifically
the approximate age of the earth, but none of them
successful. Nevertheless, the fact that the stratified
rocks apparently involved long periods of time
for their deposition, led to a general acceptance
of the theory of geological ages.

In recent years, however, one method has come
forward with claims to a high degree of accuracy.
and that is the radioactive theory, or the theory
that the disintegration of uranium to lead and cer-
tain intermediate elements gives a true time scale
for the rocks. I shall not describe the theory in
detail, as I assume that all my readers are familiar
with it. Rather, I wish to discuss some of its philo-
sophical and logical implications.

In the first place, this, as well as other dating
methods, is based on the Hutton-Lyell hypothesis
of uniformitarianism. While the rate of disinte-
gration of uranium is uniform as far as we can
observe, there is no basis for the assumption that
primordial uranium was created in a pure state.
without any intermediate products between it and
lead. It therefore follows that the various series of
radioactive elements that eventually result in cer-
tain isotopes of lead cannot be proved to have
come about by normal disintegration of primordial
uranium, or any other substance.

It is impossible to prove the absence of these
intermediate elements in the original substance of
the earth. In fact, it may be that they were a
natural product of the creative process.

How much does the record tell us of what was
going on during the first day of creation? Prac-
tically nothing. All that it says is that “there was
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light.” Whether this light was reflected sunlight
from the surface of the newly created earth or
whether it was due to certain processes of creation,
we have no way of knowing. However, certain
ideas may be worthy of consideration.

For one, I have never had much use for the
idea that there were six instantaneous creative
acts. That is, it does not seem reasonable to believe
that God should have commanded a certain thing
to take place and then to have waited 23 hours, 59
minutes, and 59 and a fraction seconds before
giving another command. Rather, I have thought
of creation week as a continuous series of events.
This is, I think, supported by the record. In Verse
4 we read that God divided the light from the dark-
ness. In Verse 9 it says: Let the waters . . . be
gathered. Verse 11 says: Let the earth bring forth.
The same expression is used in Verses 20 and 24.
All of these are indications of processes.

Now if we apply this idea to the record of the
first day of creation, what do we have? The cre-
ative process was such that the writer of Genesis
could understand nothing of what was taking
place. All he could record was the presence of
light. Perhaps if we, with our knowledge of atomic
physics, had viewed the scene, we might have been
able to give a more complete description.

The Creator, from all that we know of natural
phenomena, uses orderly processes to accomplish
His purposes. Why not in creation? Might it not
be possible, or even probable, that the events of
the first day involved a series of complex building
processes of the elements and compounds?

With this idea in mind, what would we expect
to find taking place when these building processes
reached the higher and more complex elements ?
Might not some of them, because of the very nature
of their composition, prove to be unstable? At
least, this is what the books on atomic physics
assert to be the reason for atomic disintegration,
— that is, the nature of their composition.

One more question: If the complex and intricate
structure of a world could be accomplished in the
course of a day, would it not involve vastly ac-
celerated speeds beyond any ordinary chemical

processes? It seems to me that changes taking
place while the material substances were being
organized would correspond to the speed of changes
in atomic explosions of our day, — extremely short
fractions of seconds. Now, with these changes
taking place, would there not be a correspondingly
rapid accumulation of disintegration products, until
the creative process was completed and the material
had reached a state of comparative stability?

If this were true, the result would be a series of
disintegration products that would give the “ap-
pearance of age.” That is, any physicist, examining
the accumulated products and studying them in
the light of the present rates of disintegration,
would decide that it had taken billions of years
for their production. On the other hand, the truth
would be that they had been produced in one day.

Now all this may be regarded as pure specula-
tion, and I must admit that it is. However, it is
a possibility, and there is a rule of scientific inter-
pretation, and that is that no conclusion can be
considered as established as long as there is at least
one other possible interpretation. It seems to me,
therefore, that the theory of long ages of time for
the history of this earth cannot be acceptable to
the creationist until two criteria have been estab-
lished, — (1) that there can be no reasonable
doubt as to its authenticity, and (2) that there can
be no other possible explanation.

On this point the words of the Apostle Paul are
pertinent:

“Beware lest any man spoil you through phil-
osophy and vain deceit.” — Colossians 2:8.

The rendering in the New English Bible is even
more forceful:

“Be on guard; do not let your minds be cap-
tured by hollow and delusive speculations, based
on traditions of man-made teachings.”

If there is any question at all as to the validity
of the two views, billions of years as the earth’s
age or about 6000 years, is it not the part of wis-
dom to hold to the literal and time-honored inter-
pretation rather than to follow the speculations of
agnostic science ?
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The interest shown in the creation viewpoint in
Europe is very insignificant. In many cases libra-
ries and scientific institutions refuse to receive, to
read, and to acknowledge publications, which indi-
cate the creation viewpoint. However, it is possible
to be successful in forwarding books such as:

Klotz: Genes, Genesis, and Evolution. 1955.

Marsh: Evolution, Creation, and Science. 1949.

Morris and Whitcomb: The Genesis Flood. 1961.

However, there is a great interest in Europe as
well as in the other parts of the world in regard
to publications, which discuss the evolution prob-
blem without a direct reference to the Bible. Liter-
ature as to cosmic energy concerning space and
time in the history of the earth always creates
interest.

The director of a botanical garden in Scandi-
navia received such publications. He delivered
these to a botanical laboratory, which immediately
asked for a regular sending of such issues.

Likewise a director of a botanical garden in
Asia received such numbers. The result: A scien-
tific library in Asia has received such publications
about 10 years.

A scientific society in West Germany published
an exchange report. In this report such publica-
tions were mentioned. The result: A request from
East Germany for such issues.

A university library in U.S.A. received a publi-
cation, which mentioned the life history of the
trilobites — interpreted without the evolution

theory. This library showed the issue to another
great library, which thereafter asked for a regular
sending of such literature.

University libraries, polytechnic institutes, mu-
seums of geology, botany, and natural history in
all parts of the world have shown interest in this
respect.

Publications are forwarded to 1,297 universities
and institutions of science in all parts of the world,
to 251 gymnasiums in Scandinavia, to 225 teachers
(gymnasiums t.) in Denmark, and to 140 students
at University of Copenhagen.

We have accomplished the following:

Exchanged with 61 universities, museums, and
societies.

Have-since July 1, 1959—received 930 letters
from all parts of the world.

Lectures have been given at 19 gymnasiums in
Denmark. At the same time literature was dis-
tributed to pupils and to some teachers.

Kosmisk Energi — Cosmic Energy — is distrib-
uted to libraries, schools, and residential quarters
in Denmark, Norway, and Sweden. One result: A
lecture delivered at a gymnasium March 13, 1964.

An university in Asia writes: “These materials
will not only serve this University as an important
source of information regarding natural history
in Denmark, but help to strengthen the cultural
relationship between us . . . We are deeply grateful
for your continuous assistance to our University
Library.”




