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Abstract

Some time af ter the Fall but be fore the Flood, God
set in mo tion a chain of phys i cal events that pro -
duced a global Flood. Al though we can not be sure
ex actly how it be gan, that cat a clysm had many con -
se quences: lay ered fos sils; coal, oil, and meth ane
de pos its; ma jor moun tain ranges; ice ages; and doz -
ens of other global fea tures. Our chal lenge is to

show how all these are re lated and are con sis tent
with the laws of phys ics and the bib li cal ac count.
Rec og niz ing that wa ter was cre ated un der the
earth’s crust and un der stand ing the sec ond cre -
ation day clar ify the Flood con sid er ably and
 explain many major issues that befuddle evolu -
tionists.

Introduction

God ini ti ated the Flood as a re sult of man’s sin. At the end
of the cre ation week, all that God cre ated was “very good”
(Gen e sis 1:31), so the Flood was not in ev i ta ble at that
time. In other words, the earth was not cre ated with a “tick -
ing time bomb.” Nor was the uni verse cre ated with killer
com ets, as ter oids, or me te or oids aimed at earth. In deed,
their pres ence at the end of the cre ation week would not
have been “very good.” (The or i gin of com ets, as ter oids,
and me te or oids—con se quences of the Flood—are pro -
posed in Brown, 2001, pp. 188–225.)

Later, be cause of the depth of man’s sin (Gen e sis 6:5–
6), God flooded the en tire earth. We may never know just
how the phys i cal chain of events for the Flood be gan, but
the Bi ble gives some in trigu ing clues. 

A sum mary of the hydroplate the ory (Brown, 2001, pp.
86–119) shows how a global Flood, cor re spond ing in ev ery 
de tail to the Gen e sis Flood, eas ily ex plains 25 oth er wise
mys te ri ous fea tures of the earth and so lar sys tem. This the -
ory re quires two start ing con di tions: (1) a large vol ume of
salty wa ter con tained in in ter con nected sub ter ra nean
cham bers, and (2) steadily in creas ing pres sure in that sub -
ter ra nean wa ter—enough to rup ture the earth’s crust. Al -
though the Bi ble speaks in sev eral places of con sid er able
sub ter ra nean wa ter (Brown, 2001, p. 257), why would its
pres sure in crease suf fi ciently to form a globe-encircling
crack in the earth’s crust?

Rock Movement

First, vi su al ize an im por tant fea ture of the newly cre ated,
preFlood earth. Imag ine the en tire earth’s sur face cov ered
by a sand wich ar range ment in which a hor i zon tal layer of
rock (which will be come the earth’s crust) has a layer of
wa ter above and also be low it. The rock layer is al most 10-

miles thick; each wa ter layer is about ¾ of a mile thick.
The wa ter above this rock layer is sur face wa ter; the con -
fined wa ter be low is sub ter ra nean wa ter. If the rock layer
were per fectly uni form in thick ness and den sity, ev ery -
thing would be in balance. Equilibrium would exist.

No doubt vari a tions ex isted in the rock’s thick ness and
den sity. The heavier parts would sag (bend) down ward,
like an over loaded floor, caus ing ad di tional wa ter on top to 
flow into each de pres sion. That added weight would in -
crease each sag. More sur face wa ter would flow into the
grow ing de pres sions, driv ing each sag even deeper. The
rock layer would have had some stiff ness, be cause it was al -
most 10-miles thick. How ever, the plate’s large area (ba si -
cally the sur face of the earth) would have given it an area-
to-thick ness ra tio of about 20 mil lion to one! This would
be sim i lar to a pa per-thin sheet of tin, steel, or rock, 25 feet
on each side. Con sider its flex i bil ity and how quickly it
would sag down ward just one-tenth of its thickness. 

The ef fects of the rock sag ging down ward through wa ter 
at one lo ca tion on earth would spread lat er ally, but only at
the speed of sound. Out side that ex pand ing “ring of in flu -
ence,” other sags could oc cur si mul ta neously.

Some of the sag ging rock would also be squeezed down -
ward through the sub ter ra nean wa ter, form ing pro tru -
sions—or “pil lars”—pressed against the cham ber floor.
This would hap pen be cause the rock’s pres sure at the bot -
tom of the rock layer’s thicker, denser por tions would ex -
ceed the sub ter ra nean wa ter’s pres sure push ing up ward. If
the pres sure dif fer ence ex ceeded the rock’s shear strength
at that point, rock would “flow” down ward, de form ing like
putty. High con fin ing pres sures would not al low cracks to
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open or rocks to break, as oc curs with brit tle ma te rial at the 
earth’s sur face. Com pres sion tests on cyl in ders of rock sub -
jected to high con fin ing pres sures, but larger ax ial loads,
show that the rock cylinders deform like putty. 

Down ward pro tru sions (pil lars) would grow like the
down ward flow in a lava lamp, ex cept the rock, be ing a

solid in stead of a liq uid, had in ter nal
strength due to atomic bond ing. The
deeper the pil lars went, the greater this
pres sure dif fer ence would be come, so
rock would “flow” even deeper un til all
pil lars pressed against the cham ber
floor. Pil lars car ry ing an ex ces sive load
would thicken and pen e trate slightly
into the chamber floor.

The same ef fects, but in the op po site 
di rec tion, would have lifted thin ner,
less-dense por tions of the rock layer up
out of the wa ter, form ing con ti nents.
Keep in mind that the con fined sub ter -
ra nean wa ter had es sen tially a fixed
 volume. There fore, as rock sagged
down ward and as pil lars were squeezed
down ward, this fixed vol ume of sub ter -
ra nean wa ter had to dis place thin ner
parts of the rock layer, forcing them
upward.

If, on Day 2 of the cre ation week, our 
“sand wich” en cir cled the earth like the
outer three rings of an on ion, wa ter
would cover the en tire earth. In the fol -
low ing hours, the thin ner rock would
rise out of the sur face wa ter and be -
come dry land. Wa ter would drain into
de pres sions. This seems to be what hap -
pened on Day 3 (Gen e sis 1:9–10). Wa -
ter cov ered the en tire earth, then “God
said, ‘Let the wa ters be low the heav ens
be gath ered into one place, and let the
dry land ap pear’; and it was so. And
God called the dry land earth, and the
gath er ing of the wa ters He called seas;”
(Fur ther sup port for this in ter pre ta tion
of Day 2 is given in Brown, 2001, pp.
260–268.) 

Gen e sis 1:9 says the wa ters be low the
heav ens were gath ered into one place
(i.e., one big ocean). Why, then, in the
next verse did God call the col lected wa -
ters “seas”—plu ral? An swer: Mul ti ple
seas were hon ey combed be low the
crust. The In ter preter’s Bi ble explains:

“Seas” em braces more than the wa -
ters upon the face of the earth; it in -

cludes also the (sup posed) sub ter ra nean wa ters upon 
which the earth was be lieved to rest … and the
circumfluent ocean, upon which the pil lars of the
fir ma ment stood (Bowie, 1952, p. 473).

Psalm 24:2a spe cif i cally states that God “founded it [the 
earth] upon the seas.” Rec og niz ing that a large amount of
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Fig ure 1. Dry Land Ap pears. At the end of the first cre ation day, Day 1, wa ter
cov ered the en tire earth. On Day 2, God made a “raqia” that sharply sep a rated 
(“badal”) the liq uid wa ter (“mayim”) above from the liq uid wa ter be low. On
Day 3, land rose out of the sur face wa ter, in prep a ra tion for the cre ation of
plants, an i mals, and hu mans. (Wa ter thick nesses are ex ag ger ated to il lus trate
events of Days 2 and 3. Di men sions are es ti mates.)



wa ter was un der the preFlood crust, as the Bi ble also states
in Psalms 33:7, 104:3, and 136:6, is es sen tial to un der -
stand ing the Flood. Our fail ure to un der stand ba sic phys i -
cal as pects of the Flood opened the door to evo lu tion and a 
be lief, by some, in a multibillion-year-old earth.

In ter est ingly, Day 2 was the only cre ation day in which
the Bi ble does not ex pressly say God saw that day’s work
was “good.” Cer tainly, noth ing bad was done on the sec -
ond day, be cause at the end of the cre ation week, God saw
that all He had made was “very good.” Ap par ently, the sec -
ond day’s ac tiv ity was not com pleted until Day 3.

Now we can see why. On Day 2, af ter the crust was cre -
ated with liq uid wa ter above and be low it, the crust be gan
to de form. Thicker por tions sagged and squeezed down
pil lars, while thin ner por tions rose out of the wa ter. Thus,
Psalm 104:3, in de scrib ing Day 2—the con nec tion of
Psalm 104:3 with Day 2 is made clear by Keil and
Delitzsch (1981, p. 128)—states (with my in ter pre ta tions
in brack ets), “He lays the beams [pil lars] of His up per
cham bers [the crust] in the [sub ter ra nean] wa ters.” By Day 
3, sur face wa ter had drained into de pres sions, form ing dry
land—a “good” con di tion (Gen e sis 1:10) nec es sary for the
life God would create next.

Pe ter also seems to de scribe these events in II Pe ter 3:3–
6. He states that in the lat ter days mock ers will not un der -
stand that, “the earth was formed out of wa ter and by wa ter, 
through which the world at that time was de stroyed, be ing
flooded with water.”

This is con sis tent with the fol low ing in ter pre ta tion: On
Day 2, a nearly hor i zon tal crust, or “ex panse,” was formed
in the midst of the liq uid wa ter cov er ing the earth (Gen e sis
1:2,6,7,9). On Day 3, thin ner por tions of the crust rose out
of the wa ter, caus ing wa ter above the crust to flow into de -
pres sions (Gen e sis 1:10). In other words, the earth (its crust)
was formed out of (rose out of) sur face wa ter and was formed 
by pres sure from sub ter ra nean wa ter. Some might in cor -
rectly think “form ing the earth out of wa ter” im plies al -
chemy—wa ter (H2O) was changed into SiO2,
(Mg,Fe)2SiO4, and a host of other min er als that com prise
rock. Ac tu ally, “out of” is used in a spa tial sense. The King
James trans la tion con veys this idea more clearly: “… the
earth standing out of the water … .”

Al most 2,000 years later,1 the wa ter be low the crust
burst forth as “the foun tains of the great deep,” com bined
with the sur face wa ter, and, as Pe ter wrote, flooded and de -
stroyed earth in a global cat a clysm. The Greek word
“katakluzo,” from which we get our word “cat a clysm,” is
trans lated as “flooded” in II Pe ter 3:6. In de scrib ing Noah’s 
Flood, the Bi ble never uses the nor mal Greek or He brew
words for flood. Noah’s Flood was much more; it was an
un par al leled, global cataclysm. 

The com plex He brew word “raqia” is usu ally trans lated
in mod ern times as “ex panse” or “fir ma ment.” Raqia is
some times iden ti fied with “heav ens” but in other con texts
re fers to earth’s preFlood crust (Brown, 2001, pp. 260–
268).

Rock Pillars

Com pressed sub ter ra nean wa ter sup ported most of the
crust’s weight;2 pil lars sup ported the rest. Ev ery 12 hours,
tidal ef fects, caused pri mar ily by the Moon’s grav ity, lifted
the subsurface wa ter (and, there fore, the earth’s crust) a
few feet, just as tides lift ocean sur faces to day. At low tides,
the crust set tled. There fore, the pres sure each pil lar ex -
erted on the cham ber floor in creased and de creased twice
daily. These loose, or flex i ble, con tacts could be de scribed
as “sock ets.” Tides also oc cur in the solid earth (Brown,
2001, p. 306).

The Bi ble says the earth was founded on pil lars. Psalm
75:3b says, “It is I [God] Who have firmly set its [the
earth’s] pil lars.” In Job 38, God dem on strates His au thor ity 
by giv ing Job the most dif fi cult sci ence ex am i na tion of all
time. In verses 4–6, God asks Job, “Where were you when I 
laid the foun da tion of the earth! Tell Me, if you have un -
der stand ing, … On what were its bases sunk?” This word,
“bases,” is trans lated in all 54 other places in the Bi ble as
“ped es tals” or “sock ets,” which held pillars.

An cient extrabiblical writ ings, al though not hav ing the
au thor ity of bib li cal pas sages, also de scribe this struc ture
within the sub ter ra nean wa ter. As one ex am ple, the Brit ish 
Mu seum’s The Book of the Cave of Trea sures (1927), dated
at about 300–599 A.D., states: 

And on the Third Day God com manded the wa -
ters that were be low the fir ma ment to be gath ered to -
gether in one place, and the dry land to ap pear. And
when the cov er ing of wa ter had been rolled up from
the face of the earth, the earth showed it self to be in
an un set tled and un sta ble state, that is to say, it was of
a damp or moist and yield ing na ture. And the wa ters
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2Some have asked, “How could rock float on wa ter?” The
crust did not float on wa ter; wa ter was trapped and sealed
un der the crust. It was like a thin slab of rock rest ing on
and cov er ing an en tire water bed. As long as the wa ter
mat tress does not rup ture, a dense slab will rest on top of
less-dense wa ter. Un like a water bed’s seal, which is only a
thin sheet of rub ber, the cham ber’s seal was com pressed
rock al most 10-miles thick. Pres sures in the crust 5 miles
or more be low the earth’s sur face are so great that the
rock, if not rig idly con tained, will flow like highly com -
pressed, ex tremely stiff putty. The slight est crack or open -
ing, even around a small chunk of rock, could not open
from be low.

1Ac cord ing to the Masoretic text of the Old Tes ta ment,
this time pe riod was 1,656 years. (Brown, 2001, p. 272)



were gath ered to gether into seas that were un der the
earth and within it, and upon it. And God made the
earth from be low, cor ri dors and shafts, and chan nels
for the pas sage of the wa ters; … Now, as for the earth,
the lower part of it is like unto a thick sponge, for it
resteth on the wa ters. [emphasis added]

The Bi ble of ten speaks of “the foun da tion(s) of the
earth.” On Day 3, the earth’s crust was lit er ally es tab lished, 
or set, on its foun da tion. Only by un der stand ing some ba -
sic phys ics and the role of sub ter ra nean wa ter, will this—
and the Flood—be clear.

When the earth’s crust rup tured on one day, the Flood
be gan (Gen e sis 7:11). Wa ter from the foun tains of the
great deep fell as rain. Sub ter ra nean wa ter flowed with un -
imag in able force hor i zon tally through the sub ter ra nean
cham bers and up through the rup ture. Pil lars were
crushed into frag ments by the in creas ing crustal loads they
car ried. Each pil lar’s col lapse gen er ated huge waves in the
sur face wa ter and pres sure pulses in the sub ter ra nean wa -
ter. Rock frag ments, ac cel er ated into space by as tound ing
en ergy sources in the foun tains of the great deep, be came
me te or oids (Brown, 2001, pp. 188–225). Thus, the pil lars
or “foun da tions of the world” were “laid bare.” This may
be what Psalm 18:15 re fers to when it says, “Then the
chan nels of wa ter ap peared, and the foundations of the
world were laid bare.”

Rupture Mechanisms

But why might the pres sure in the sub ter ra nean wa ter in -
crease enough to rup ture the crust? Tides. Each “tidal lift”
trans ferred en ergy from the Moon to the crust. As the mas -
sive crust set tled be tween lifts, most of that enor mous en -
ergy3was con verted by fric tion into heat. For al most 2,000
years, cy clic com pres sion of pil lars and vis cous move ment
of sub ter ra nean wa ter gen er ated heat, ex pand ing the sub -
ter ra nean wa ter’s vol ume and in creas ing its pres sure in the
con fined cham ber. While some heat was con ducted up
into the crust and down through the sub ter ra nean cham -
ber floor, it is dif fi cult to cal cu late just how much. Nev er -
the less, al most 2,000 years of slow ther mal ex pan sion of
the sub ter ra nean wa ter could eas ily have in creased its pres -
sure enough to rup ture the crust. (For a small rise in tem -

per a ture, cool liq uid wa ter ex pands about ten times more
than rock. Wa ter’s ex pan sion rate, rel a tive and ab so lute, is
even greater as temperatures increase.)

If, as es ti mates in di cate, ther mal ex pan sion from tidal
heat ing rup tured the crust, the hydroplate the ory’s two
start ing con di tions are re duced to one: the pres ence of a
large vol ume of salty, sub ter ra nean wa ter. The Bi ble
speaks clearly of preFlood, sub ter ra nean wa ter. (Brown,
2001, p. 257)

How hot might the high pres sure wa ter have be come?
Min eral struc tures in me te or ites show that most were at
one time at least 750°F, a fact that per plexes me te or ite ex -
perts. Two com mon min eral struc tures in me te or ites
show that they were once very hot—iron me te or ites, once 
1,300°F and chon drules, once about 3,000°F (Brown,
2001, pp. 222–223). Also, the ma trix ma te rial en cas ing
chon drules shows ther mal meta mor phism re quir ing tem -
per a tures of at least 750°F (Norton, 2002, p. 92). While
the heat-gen er at ing mech a nisms for each are dif fer ent,
all three would heat pil lars us ing grav i ta tional po ten tial
en ergy. This heat ing through out me te or ites oc curred be -
fore they were launched into supercold space, where tem -
per a tures are al most ab so lute zero, -460°F. (Heat ing due
to im pacts, launch, or re en try would not be through out
the me te or ites.) If me te or ites came from the
subterranean chamber, the subterranean water was
extremely hot.

Would such hot, erupt ing wa ter kill all life, in clud ing
life on Noah’s Ark? Not nec es sar ily. It de pends on how
much sub ter ra nean wa ter es caped and where the Ark and
var i ous sea crea tures were rel a tive to the rup ture and hot
wa ter cur rents. To day, the rup ture is marked by the Mid-
Oce anic Ridge that en cir cles the earth like the seam of a
base ball. At the time of the Flood, about 60% of the earth’s
sur face would have been at least 1,000 miles from the rup -
ture. Cer tainly, in those re gions the Ark and its cargo
would have been rel a tively safe. In ad di tion, wa ter es cap -
ing from the sub ter ra nean cham ber would rap idly cool as
its pres sure quickly dropped and as ex plo sive evaporation,
then mixing, occurred.

Sinking Continents

All sub ter ra nean wa ter did not have to es cape to Flood the
en tire earth. Re mem ber, the thin ner (and higher) por tions 
of the crust were sup ported en tirely by sub ter ra nean wa ter, 
so as that wa ter es caped, pri mar ily the con ti nents sank.
There fore, the flooded earth re sulted as much from sink ing
con ti nents as from ris ing wa ter. 

Gen e sis 7:20 says that the Flood wa ters cov ered all
preFlood moun tains by 15 cu bits (about 22½ feet). To day, 
moun tain heights vary by thou sands of feet, so why did
many, if not all, preFlood moun tains have about the same
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3The en ergy added to the earth’s crust ev ery 12 hours by
the grav i ta tional pull of the Moon, and to a lesser ex tent
the Sun, is pro por tional to the crust’s weight times the av -
er age lift dis tance. While the lift dis tance is small, the
mass lifted be fore the Flood was so gi gan tic that the to tal
en ergy was huge. Most of this en ergy be came heat in side
the sub ter ra nean cham ber as the crust set tled be tween
lifts. To day, ocean tides have com pa ra ble lift, but only a
rel a tively in sig nif i cant mass is lifted.



el e va tion? (Some com men ta tors, add -
ing words not in the Bi ble, have said
that “at least” 15 cu bits of wa ter were
above all the earth’s moun tains. Oth ers
have said that the text means the Ark,
whose height was 30 cu bits, must have
been only half sub merged and did not
run into moun tain peaks.) The ex pla -
na tion be comes clear if we rec og nize
that the earth was founded on and
spread out above wa ters (Psalms 24:2,
104:3, and 136:6).

On Day 3 of the cre ation week, the
higher a con ti nent rose out of the wa ter, 
the more pres sure it ex erted on the sub -
ter ra nean wa ter di rectly be low. There -
fore, as the land rose higher, it would
have risen more slowly, giv ing pre -
Flood moun tains sim i lar heights. (To
dem on strate this buoy ancy ef fect, sup -
port a large rock un der wa ter with one
hand. No tice how the pres sure on your
hand in creases as you lift the rock out of 
the water.)

Al most 2,000 years later, as the Flood
wa ters rose and con ti nents sank, an other 
ef fect equal ized moun tain el e va tions
even more. To vi su al ize that ef fect, place the fin ger tips of
your hand on a ta ble. Now slowly push the palm of that
hand (rep re sent ing a sink ing con ti nent) to ward the ta ble
(rep re sent ing the sub ter ra nean cham ber floor). No tice how
the fin ger tips (rep re sent ing pil lars) in con tact with the ta ble 
must slide away from each other. Now imag ine many hands 
with their fin ger tips rest ing on a large globe, but with each
fin ger tip con nected to one or more fin ger tips of an ad ja -
cent hand. If one palm were pushed down with greater force 
be cause it was higher than all oth ers, its fin ger tips would
push out ward against the fin gers of all ad ja cent hands, push -
ing their palms up. Like wise, the greater pres sure ex erted by
higher, thereby less buoy ant, moun tains would tend to lift
lower moun tains, fur ther equal iz ing their heights above the
rising water—just as Genesis 7:20 states.

As the first days and weeks of the Flood passed, more and
more of the crust rested on the sub ter ra nean cham ber floor,
in creas ingly re strict ing the wa ter’s es cape. The ver ti cal walls 
on each side of the rup ture were al most 10 miles high. Be -
cause the rock’s pres sure in the bot tom half of each wall ex -
ceeded its crush ing strength, the un sup ported, un con fined
walls con tin u ally crum bled—for 150 days (Gen e sis 7:28).
Dur ing that time, the up ward-jet ting, su per sonic foun tains
of the great deep re moved that rub ble, wid en ing the rup ture 
hun dreds of miles, like fall ing domi noes, all around the
earth.

Mass deep in the man tle shifted slightly to ward these
rel a tively un loaded por tions of the cham ber floor. Sud -
denly, the cham ber floor buck led up ward be neath the
wid ened rup ture, first form ing the Mid-At lan tic por tion of
the Mid-Oce anic Ridge. The crust slid on lu bri cat ing wa -
ter, down hill and away from that At lan tic-Ridge seg ment.
Slid ing con ti nen tal plates—the hydroplates—crashed and 
com pressed, in what is called the “compression event.”

Weaker por tions of the hydroplates crushed, thick ened, 
and buck led. In do ing so, new postFlood con ti nents rose
out of the Flood wa ters, al low ing wa ter to drain into newly
opened ocean bas ins. Buck led moun tains also formed, as
shown in Fig ure 2. For each cu bic mile of land that rose
out of the Flood wa ters, one cu bic mile of Flood wa ter
could drain. (Note: to day the vol ume of all land above sea
level is only one-tenth the vol ume of wa ter on earth.)
Other dra matic con se quences in the Pa cific, in clud ing
for ma tion of gi gan tic oce anic trenches, are dis cussed in
Brown, 2001, pp. 120–137.

Slid ing rock-on-rock con tacts quickly be came mol ten
rock-wa ter mix tures. This ex plains why magma con tains a
sur pris ing amount of dis solved wa ter, why a thin salt wa ter
layer ap pears to be un der all con ti nents at the depth pre -
dicted by the hydroplate the ory4, and why a thick layer of
wa ter ap pears to be un der the Ti betan Pla teau.5
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Fig ure 2. A buck led moun tain is ex posed here along the Sullivan River in Brit -
ish Co lum bia, Can ada. (Pho to graph cour tesy of the Geo log i cal So ci ety of
Can ada, num ber GSC 180345.) Ob vi ously, these lay ers were soft, like wet
sand, at the time of com pres sion. To day, sur face rocks are brit tle. Stan dard ex -
pla na tions for buck led moun tains, and moun tain for ma tion in gen eral, are se -
ri ously flawed (Brown, 2001, p. 311). 



Other Questions

For cen tu ries, hun dreds of sin cere ques tions con cern ing
the Flood have been asked; they de serve thought ful an -
swers. With out clear an swers, a “vac uum” has ex isted into
which evo lu tion ists have placed faulty the o ries. Tell ing
non be liev ers to sim ply be lieve the Bi ble ac com plishes lit -
tle. While some may feel this is a proper re sponse, it usu -
ally an gers nonbelievers unnecessarily.

One philo soph i cal ques tion, par tially an swered in the
in tro duc tion, lurks in the back ground: “Was the Flood
‘pro grammed’ from the be gin ning?” In my opin ion, the
an swer is, “no.” Sin has phys i cal con se quences (Gen e sis
3). What might they be when ev ery in tent of all hu mans
ex cept Noah was evil con tin u ously (Gen e sis 6:5, 7:1)?
Man’s sin might have di rectly caused any of a mil lion phys -
i cal changes within the earth that ei ther (1) al lowed the
sub ter ra nean wa ter’s pres sure to ex ceed a high thresh old
and rup ture the crust or (2) pro duced a flaw, such as a
unique microscopic crack, at the earth’s surface. 

Of course, God could sim ply have com manded the
earth’s crust to crack af ter the sub ter ra nean pres sure had
risen. God spoke the uni verse into ex is tence, so com mand -
ing a mi cro scopic crack to form at the right place—which
is all it would take—is not dif fi cult to imagine.

Conclusion

Day 2—a key to ex plain ing the Flood—has been poorly un -
der stood. As Pe ter wrote, peo ple would not un der stand that
earth’s crust was formed out of and by wa ter which later
flooded the earth. This pro posed in ter pre ta tion of Day 2
helps us ap pre ci ate the pres ence of so much sub ter ra nean
wa ter, the power of “the foun tains of the great deep,” why
they erupted so quickly (on one day), and where the Flood
wa ters came from and where they went. Had the Flood
been better un der stood be fore Charles Dar win pop u lar ized
evo lu tion, that “idea vac uum” would never have formed,
and many more would have rec og nized evo lu tion ary ex pla -
na tions as ob vi ously in fe rior. Evo lu tion would not have
flour ished. Our task, then, is to fill this “vac uum” by ex -
plain ing to others what we now know about the Flood.
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wa ter al lowed no ver ti cal po ros ity. The sub ter ra nean wa ter 
layer sim ply be came thin ner as wa ter es caped dur ing the
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tance ob served in Ti bet with a lower fluid frac tion and/or
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100 S/m brine would be needed to yield the ob served
10,000-S con duc tance.” (Wei et al., 2001, pp. 716–718.)

The hydroplate the ory makes 34 ex plicit pre dic tions.
This pre dic tion that large vol umes of pooled salt wa ter are
be neath ma jor moun tains was first made in 1980. Salt wa -
ter ap pears to be about 10 miles be low the Ti betan Pla -
teau, which is sur rounded by the larg est moun tain range
on earth.
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Note: This ar ti cle will ap pear in the eighth edi tion of In
the Be gin ning: Com pel ling Ev i dence for Cre ation and
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Book Review

The Right Questions: Truth, Meaning, and Public Debate by Phillip E. Johnson
InterVarsity Press, Downers Grove, IL. 2002, 191 pages, $16

The mod ern in tel li gent de sign (ID) move ment be gan in
1991 with the pub li ca tion of Dar win on Trial by a then-ob -
scure Berke ley law pro fes sor, Dr. Phillip John son. The ID
move ment and John son have come a long way since then.
The idea that life orig i nated from an in tel li gent cause has
be come re spect able once again, and Dar win ian evo lu tion
is re ceiv ing strong challenges on many fronts.

Be fore John son started his work, creationists of var i ous
per sua sions fought with each other over such is sues as the
age of the earth, Flood ge ol ogy, and the mean ing of the
fos sil re cord. While these is sues are im por tant, John son ar -
gued that these are not the key ques tions with re gard to
pub lic de bate. John son launched a new strat egy; it might
be called “unite and win” (p. 9).

What John son did was to ask the right ques tions: “Is
 nature all there is? Can nat u ral forces alone ex plain the
uni verse and ev ery thing in it? Did life arise by blind, ma te -
ri al is tic Dar win ian pro cesses, or does the ev i dence point to 
other forces?” (p. 9) Chris tians may ar gue about how God
cre ated, but they all agree that the uni verse is the work of a
per sonal, all-pow er ful God. The beauty of Phillip John -
son’s ap proach is that it has the abil ity to unite Chris tians
across a broad spec trum. In deed, many be lieve the ID
move ment has largely achieved this goal, and nat u ral is tic
phi los o phy is feeling intense pressure as a result.

This lat est book by Phillip John son is con sid er ably
 different from his ear lier works, which con cen trated on the
logic and sci ence as so ci ated with the Dar win ian evo lu tion
vs. in tel li gent de sign con tro versy. The Right Ques tions is an
in tensely per sonal ac count in which John son talks more
about his per sonal faith and less about evolution and design.

John son spends a fair amount of time dis cuss ing how
sci ence is de fined, a fun da men tal ques tion in the evo lu -
tion/de sign de bate. Is sci ence lim ited to ex plor ing nat u ral
ex pla na tions for nat u ral phe nom ena, or should all log i cal
ex pla na tions (nat u ral is tic or not) be considered?

In to day’s world “a cred u lous pub lic is taught to ac cept
philo soph i cal nat u ral ism/ma te ri al ism as in her ent in the
def i ni tion of sci ence” (p. 33). Nat u ral ism is the phi los o phy 
that na ture is all there is. That is, it’s the be lief that there is
no su per nat u ral as pect to ex is tence. Nat u ral ism says that
ev ery thing can be ex plained by the laws of chemistry,
physics, and random chance.

At the same time, how ever, mod ern dis cov er ies in bio -
chem is try and other branches of sci ence are pro vid ing new 
com pel ling ev i dence that na ture is not all there is to re al -
ity. The dis cov er ies that DNA has a com plex code (in for -
ma tion), and that many bi o log i cal sys tems have the
prop erty of “spec i fied com plex ity” pro vide strong sup port
for the intelligent design of life.

Nev er the less, the sci ence es tab lish ment, due to its nat u -
ral is tic bias, con tin ues to sup press and dis miss this com pel -
ling ev i dence. John son says that most peo ple “in stinc tively
rec og nize that a su per nat u ral in tel li gence must be at work
in the won der of bi ol ogy. It takes years of in doc tri na tion to
learn to ig nore the ev i dence of in tel li gent de sign that is so
apparent before our very eyes” (p. 35).

In ter est ingly, while the sci ence es tab lish ment holds fast 
to its nat u ral is tic phi los o phy, most Amer i cans aren’t buy -
ing it. For ex am ple, a Cleve land Plain Dealer poll (May
2002) found that only 8 per cent of Ohio ans ac cept nat u ral -
is tic evo lu tion as the best ex pla na tion for the or i gin and de -
vel op ment of life. Most of the rest be lieve that an
intelligent cause was involved.

The de bate be tween evo lu tion and de sign/cre ation usu -
ally fo cuses on the first chap ter of Gen e sis: “In the be gin -
ning God cre ated….” John son says it is time to fo cus
in stead on the first chap ter of John: “In the be gin ning was
the Word….” The Word (God) im plies in for ma tion and
in tel li gence. John son ar gues that “the ev i dence of sci ence
shows that ‘in the be gin ning was the Word’ is as true sci en -
tif i cally as it is true theo log i cally, spir i tu ally and in every
other way” (p. 141).

In July of 2001 Dr. John son suf fered a de bil i tat ing stroke
that ham pered him phys i cally, but his mind re mained
sharp and fo cused. In the pro cess of his re cov ery, John son’s
faith in God was strength ened and en tered a new di men -
sion. His newly found, deeper trust in God is re flected in
The Right Ques tions. Phillip John son has been ask ing (and
an swer ing) the right ques tions for a dozen years now, and in
the pro cess he has trans formed the evo lu tion/de sign de bate
in ways that will have re per cus sions for years to come.
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