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The story of evolution, as it is commonly presented, is put into a literary style similar to that of the Biblical account 
of creation. The days of creation are replaced by “ages” of evolution. The role of “time” as the medium in which faith 
is exercised to bridge the supernatural gaps in the evolutionary theory, is emphasized by the use of “Ternpus”, the 
Latin word for time, as if it were the name of a god. When the two accounts are thus compared in similar literary 
forms, evolution appears to be no more scientific than creation. It is therefore suggested that there is abundant 
evidence for a creation-based “scientific” theory of the origin of this earth and of the life upon it. The indications are 
that such an approach could have a better scientific structure than evolution. The details could readily be worked out 
if the same level of financial support could be obtained for the creation approach. 

Introduction 

A theory of the origin of this earth based on the story 
of creation as recorded in the first chapter of Genesis in 
the Christian Bible, is commonly rejected by supporters 
of evolution theories, on the grounds that this Biblical 
account should be regarded as a myth since it lacks a 
proper scientific structure. It is often overlooked that 
the Bible is not primarily a scientific textbook and was 
not written primarily for that purpose. Consequently, 
only the basic outlines of the story are presented, 
necessary for the establishment of a link between the 
origin of man and his spiritual destiny, which is the 
main theme of the Bible. 

So much scientific thought and financial support has 
been given to the development of the evolution theory 
that it is not surprising to find it presented with an ap- 
parently better scientific structure. This article is de- 
signed to point out that evolution theory appears to be 
no less mythical than creation theory, when it is 
presented in the same format. The implication is that 
creation may also be found to have an acceptable scien- 
tific structure, if given the appropriate treatment. 

Wherever gaps exist in the theory of evolution for 
which there is no sound scientific support, “time” is 
usually invoked as the medium in which faith is exer- 
cised, to resolve the difficulties. It can therefore be con- 
cluded that “time” serves a similar role in the theory of 
evolution, to that attributed to God by creationists. 
Hence the use of the term “Ternpus”, the Latin word for 
“time”, in the narrative that follows where the story of 
evolution is presented in similar style to the Biblical ac- 
count of creation. 

The “days” of creation are replaced by “ages” of 
evolution. The first two ages correspond to the pre- 
geologic period. Events associated with the pre-cambri- 
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an era make up the third age, the Paleozoic follows in 
the fourth age, the Mesozoic is identified with the fifth 
age and finally the Cenozoic with the sixth age. The 
evolutionary sequences of events differ in some respects 
from those in the Genesis account and parallels them in 
others, but the presentation of the theory of evolution in 
this literary form puts it in perspective in relation to 
creation, and emphasizes the role of faith in “Tempus”. 

Narrative 

In the beginning Tempus evolved space and a mass. 
And the mass was exceedingly large and very dense 

and darkness filled the entire space. And the spirit of 
Tempus moved about the mass. 

And Tempus caused the mass to explode, and there 
was a great big bang. 

And Tempus was satisfied with the fragments resulting 
from the explosion as they receded at exceedingly high 
speeds. And Tempus separated the fragments from each 
other, placing each in its own path and grouping them. 

And Tempus selected a special disk-shaped group of 
fragments, and called the largest and brightest portion 
near the center the sun. He then selected a special part 
for occupation and named it the earth. And the time that 
elapsed was the first age. 

And Tempus caused an atmosphere to form about the 
earth, to separate the earth from outer space. 

And Tempus caused water to escape from the congeal- 
ing surface of the earth as it cooled, and much water 
rained upon it but some remained in the atmosphere. 

Thus Tempus divided the waters. 
And Tempus called the moist atmosphere Sky. And the 

time that elapsed was the second age. 
And Tempus caused the earth’s crust to sag in places, 

and the waters gathered together there. 

So dry land appeared, great mountains formed and in 
some places the dry land parted and drifted as it was sep 
arated by the waters. 

And Tempus called the dry land Earth, the gathering 
together of waters he called the Seas; and Tempus was 
satisfied with the outcome. 




