
PPrreeffaaccee  
  

This book in its entirety is a book of models.  There are approximately 

five biblical models for Creation—three are Old Earth and two are Young 

Earth.  Out of all the models, only one is complete from the standpoints of 

theology and geology.  The model that I will represent in this book is 

called the Gap Theory Model of Creation.  Those that will be refuted will 

be the two Young-Earth models; namely, the Six-Day Universal Creation 

Theory and the Frame Theory.   

 

The Gap Theory has subconsciously been on trial in the past one-hundred 

years by the Young Earth Creation Science Movement (YECSM).  During 

this time, the YECSM has falsely accused, condemned, minimized, and 

misrepresented the Gap Theory in almost every book they published.  

Having seen a window of opportunity for the Gap Theory to have its day 

in court, I have chosen to break my years of silence and write its appeal in 

a new era.   

 

Although this defense started out as a few questionable and doubted ideas 

on a piece of paper, it has forced me to venture into many mind-arresting 

fields of study and, for the past two decades has become one of my life’s 

passions.  During this journey, I have abstained from books that were 

complete works on the Gap Theory because I wanted to arrive at my own 

conclusions, and my discovery to lead wherever truth demanded.   

 

The 21st Century has brought new ideas, science, and discovery to the 

playing field of Biblical Geology than perhaps what was popular in the 

days of Chalmers and Larkin.  Because of this, it is necessary that a new 



 
model is penned for the Gap Theory, having some old and new truths that 

are relevant and support this new evidence and era.  

  

The biggest adversary to the biblical narrative of creation is concealed 

under the guise of the Young Earth Creation Science Movement 

(YECSM).   Although the roots this movement’s roots are grounded in the 

visions of Ellen White, leader of the 7th Day Adventist Cult, they have 

now become the accepted paradigm of creation by the average Christian.   

 

Outside the Church, the YECSM rage the battle with the intellectual 

communities of our day.  Believing in a six-thousand-year-old universe, 

their movement must put all catastrophic and geologic events of the 

earth’s history in Noah’s Flood.  Why the flood of Noah?  Because 

without the Gap Theory, there is no other global event—scripturally 

speaking—that the Young-Earthers can place the earth’s geologic epochs.  

This is where they take their tremendous leap into correcting all the 

science, geology, rock formation, stratigraphy, meteorology, obliquity, 

oceanography, astrometry, physics, etc., of the world.   

 

This leap drives a great wedge between Christianity and the intellectuals 

of our day.  They are asking the intellectuals to drop everything they have 

learned, and embrace a teaching which is unscriptural and does not have a 

complete and functioning model.   

 

To validate the Gap Theory as the Biblical Narrative of Creation, we must 

expose the subtle errors in the YECSM’s propaganda.  Revealing these 

misrepresentations of truth permeating in our Christian theology (the Fall 

of Man, Origin of Sin, Angels, Creation, Salvation, and Biblical 



Chronology) will enforce the importance of the material found in these 

pages. This appeal will prove the guilt of dishonest influence, 

misrepresenting of Scripture from a dogmatic view of a 6,000 year-old 

universe, and Young Earth bias.  This will be revealed through a unique 

catch 22 approach; exposing that one thing they supposedly believe tears 

down another. Although the evidence they present within a narrow subject 

may deem their teaching truthful or possible, it is on the broader spectrum 

of how everything interconnects that categorically collapses every major 

belief they have in the viewpoint of Creation being young.       

 

Inside the Church, the leaders of the YECSM are prone to supplant the 

Gap Theory view of Creation without thoroughly explaining to their 

followers from a sound theological basis why it is weak, contradictory, 

and compromising.  Regardless, it continues to stand the test of 

intellectual growth in Geology and many of its branching fields.   

 

In a court of law, the defendant has to be present in order to be charged.  

He must be given the right to a defense of his choosing.  This defense 

consists of an attorney, the law, and if he is bold enough, he can also take 

the stand and defend himself.  Nobody gets to be both prosecutor and 

judge!  Yet, this is exactly the case with the YECSM.  They are both 

prosecuting and condemning the Gap Theory in a kangaroo court.  

Therefore, everyone in the YECSM owes the Gap Theory a fair and 

unbiased hearing.    

 

In these pages, we will enter the heavenly courtroom, and the thoughts and 

ideas in this book will be the defense attorney for the Gap Theory.  We 

will finally pull a very bold move on the Gap Theory’s part calling it to 



 
the stand and answer on its own behalf the relevant courses of study that it 

is accused of mishandling – whether science, astrometry, geology, 

mountain ranges, deserts, craters, the Ice Age, dinosaurs, fossils, the 

geologic column, grammar, doctrine, historicity, etc.   

 

Feel free to start at any chapter in the book after reading chapter 1.  Each 

chapter can stand on its own merit.  I hope you highly consider these 

presentations as the Gap Theory takes the stand.   

                   

            Daniel G. McCrillis  
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““BBuutt  ssaannccttiiffyy  tthhee  LLoorrdd  GGoodd  iinn  yyoouurr  hheeaarrttss::  aanndd  bbee  rreeaaddyy  aallwwaayyss  ttoo  ggiivvee  aann  
aannsswweerr  ttoo  eevveerryy  mmaann  tthhaatt  aasskkeetthh  yyoouu  aa  rreeaassoonn  ooff  tthhee  hhooppee  tthhaatt  iiss  iinn  yyoouu  
wwiitthh  mmeeeekknneessss  aanndd  ffeeaarr::  HHaavviinngg  aa  ggoooodd  ccoonnsscciieennccee;;  tthhaatt,,  wwhheerreeaass  tthheeyy  
ssppeeaakk  eevviill  ooff  yyoouu,,  aass  ooff  eevviillddooeerrss,,  tthheeyy  mmaayy  bbee  aasshhaammeedd  tthhaatt  ffaallsseellyy  aaccccuussee  
yyoouurr  ggoooodd  ccoonnvveerrssaattiioonn  iinn  CChhrriisstt..”” 11sstt  PPeett..  33::1155--1166  

  
YYoouunngg--EEaarrtthh  BBeelliieeffss  iinn  CCrreeaattiioonn  

Brewing in the background of this age of apostasy stirs one of the most 
debatable topics in theological and scientific history.  This confrontation 
concerns the age of the earth and the question, “Is the earth old or young?” 
remains in the philosophical shadow of the scientific and religious world.  
The debate of Young-Earth versus Old-Earth is more pointedly, in the 
circle of theology, the Frame Theory versus the Gap Theory.   
 
Perhaps the most popular movement to rise within the Christian ranks in 
the 20th Century has been the Young Earth Creation Science Movement 
(abbr. YECSM).  Although its origin was from the visions of Ellen White, 
the leader of the Seventh Day Adventist Movement, it has flourished in 
almost all church denominations.  It is nearly impossible to not find a 
Christian bookstore with their material on the shelves.  Their footprint is 
on the web with thousands of sites, blogs, and articles, and their museums 
are going up throughout the country.  Never, in the history of the Church, 
has it been so highly involved in the Young Earth Creation Science.   
 
The YECSM views Genesis chapter one primarily two different ways.  
First, they claim that God made the universe as a carpenter would go to 
the lumber store to gather materials to build a house.  This is called the 
Frame Theory view of creation.  This is how they accommodate for 
materials in Genesis 1:2 prior to the Six Day Narrative.  The Young-
Earthers believe that the word “was” in Genesis 1:2 indicates that God 
created the earth without form and void in verse one and then decorated it 
in the six days.  It is a theory because they are trying to infer why there are 
materials in verse two before the first day began in verse three.   
 

CChhaapptteerr  11  
AA  DDeebbaatteedd  IInnttrroodduuccttiioonn  ttoo  tthhee  GGaapp  TThheeoorryy    
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Creation which actually teaches a literal account of creation in Genesis 1:1 
is the Gap Theory Model.  Is Genesis 1:1 nothing more than an 
introductory statement?  Is Genesis 1:2 creation prior to the Six-Day 
Narrative?  Does the Six-Day Narrative contain the creation of the 
material universe?   
 

TThhee  GGaapp  TThheeoorryy  iinn  LLiigghhtt  ooff  TThheeoorryy  aanndd    
DDiissttiinngguuiisshheedd  ffrroomm  HHyyppootthheessiiss 

The Gap Theory has been attacked by the YECSM advocates based on the 
word theory.  Historically, the origin of the term Gap Theory was nothing 
more than a knee-jerk response to the Darwinian Evolution attacks against 
the Biblical Narrative of creation in the latter part of the 19th and early part 
of the 20th Centuries.  However, as this book will prove, its teachings were 
the historical narrative of creation from the earliest of times.  According to 
Mr. Webster, “a theory is founded on inferences drawn from principles 
which have been established on independent evidence.”2  “Inferences are 
truths drawn from another which are admitted or supposed to be true.  
Inferences result from reasoning, as when the mind perceives such a 
connection between ideas, as that, if certain propositions called premises 
are true, the conclusions or propositions deduced from them must also be 
true.”3   
 
During the creation debates that went on for decades in the colleges of 
America and Europe in the 19th and 20th centuries between the 
Evolutionists and the Christian Church, Ellen White claimed to have had 
visions from God. These visions formed a creation model based on 
extreme hypotheticals which, unlike the Gap Theory Model, have no 
scientific basis.  A hypothesis is a proposition assumed to account for 
certain phenomena and has no other evidence of its truth.4  Most 
Christians today do not know that this new model was contrary to the 
Church’s paradigm school of thought held for 1,800 years.   
 
During these debates, Biblicists of the 19th and 20th centuries proclaimed 
several old-earth theories from Scripture that could accommodate for an 
older age of the earth, but the Gap Theory, unlike any other, rose to the top 
in the realm of theology, accommodating several scientific and geological 

                                                 
2Noah Webster, American Dictionary of the English Language (PO Box 27035, San Francisco, CA 94127: 
Foundation for American Christian Education, 1999), Vol. II 92. 
3Ibid., Vol. I 109 
4Ibid. 
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we are able to philosophically conclude logical conclusions (theorize) for 
all that is.  
 
Although the YECSM is categorized into two basic creation theories (i.e. 
the Six-Day Universal Theory and the Frame Theory), they have two 
additional theories that must support the previous; namely, the Post-Fall 
Reconstruction of Creation Theory (after Adam’s Fall) and the Noahic 
Reconstruction of the Earth Theory (after Noah’s Flood).  It is from these 
four theories that their theories begin to multiply and bring confusion to 
the Bible and the scientific world.  Not only do they reveal many flaws, 
contradictions galore, and lack sound theological emphasis, but have no 
workable model.  

 
HHiinnttss  ttoo  tthhee  GGaapp  TThheeoorryy  ffrroomm  tthhee  KKiinngg’’ss  EEnngglliisshh  

11sstt  CCoorriinntthhiiaannss  33::22  ““II  hhaavvee  ffeedd  yyoouu  wwiitthh  mmiillkk,,  aanndd  nnoott  wwiitthh  mmeeaatt::  ffoorr  
hhiitthheerrttoo  yyee  wweerree  nnoott  aabbllee  ttoo  bbeeaarr  iitt,,  nneeiitthheerr  yyeett  nnooww  aarree  yyee  aabbllee..””    Simple-
ones seldom see or understand the following things that point to the Gap 
Theory as they journey through Genesis the first several times: 

 
Genesis 1:1 is the original creation of all matter and antimatter in the 
material universe.  In Genesis 1:2, the earth is in a chaotic state. Genesis 
1:2 does not mention God creating the darkness.  This darkness appears to 
be local—being upon the face of the deep, not the universal absence of 
light.  The earth in Genesis 1:2 was completely submerged in water as it 
was in Noah’s flood.  Create, make, let, and formed are separate words 
with distinct meanings.  Adam was told to replenish the earth.  Water is 
seemingly created before the land.  Darkness is present before Light.  The 
seed was in itself already present upon the earth, without having to be 
created. There is light on day one before the Sun and Moon are supposedly 
even created.  There are two divisions of light and darkness in the first 
chapter of Genesis.  Everything was only good after God fixed everything 
in its given day.  The greater and lesser lights were made to rule and not 
made as to their entity (v. 16).  Heaven and earth were created in the day 
(2:4) and not in the six days of Genesis chapter one.  This must refer to the 
eternal day before time, just as heaven will be after time ends.  The only 
true creative acts in the Six-Day Narrative were great whales, every living 
creature that moves, fowl, beasts, and man. Genesis 2:4 informs us that the 
heaven and earth have had two or more generations, just after the seventh 
day. How can the heaven and earth be created “in the day” (2:4), when the 
six-day-narrative reveals two separate days?  To deny these points from 
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the plain English and also defend the plenary and verbal inspiration of the 
Bible is another catch 22.  Genesis chapter one is a pillar of the Bible. It is 
so vast and full of riches that after reading it several hundred times one 
could still grasp new truths from its words.   
 

OOnnllyy  tthhee  GGaapp  TThheeoorryy  PPrrooppeerrllyy  AAnnsswweerrss  tthhee  SSiixx--DDaayy  NNaarrrraattiivvee   
Does the Bible actually say that the material universe was created in the 
Six-Days of Genesis chapter one? The YECSM’s argument is that if 
everything in heaven and earth was created in the Six-Days, how could 
there have been anything created prior to? Not allowing room for any 
other time frame, the Young-Earth creationists use verses like Exodus 
20:11 to attack the Gap Theory.  That verse says, “FFoorr  iinn  ssiixx  ddaayyss  tthhee  
LLOORRDD  mmaaddee  hheeaavveenn  aanndd  eeaarrtthh,,  tthhee  sseeaa,,  aanndd  aallll  tthhaatt  iinn  tthheemm  iiss,,  aanndd  rreesstteedd  
tthhee  sseevveenntthh  ddaayy::  wwhheerreeffoorree  tthhee  LLOORRDD  bblleesssseedd  tthhee  ssaabbbbaatthh  ddaayy,,  aanndd  
hhaalllloowweedd  iitt..”  On the surface this verse appears to support their view; thus, 
they make this verse fit their belief by:  
 
1) Inferring the definition of “made” to that of “create.”  In the first 

twenty chapters of Genesis, there are over fifteen references where the 
underlying Hebrew word pronounced in English as aw-saw, 
represented by the English word made reveals that whatever was made 
came from pre-existing material (Genesis 3:21; 6:14; 6:15; 6:16; 7:4; 
8:6; 11:4; 11:6; 12:2; 12:5; 13:4; 18:6; 18:7; 18:8; 19:3; 20:5; etc.).  
Thus, the Six-Days were not a creation, but a making of what was 
already in existence from the original creation in Genesis 1:1 
(excluding that which pertained to life).  This weighs heavily in favor 
of the Gap Theory. Not one time does the English pronouncement of 
the Hebrew word aw-saw indicate creation from nothing.  

2) Ignoring the singular noun “heaven” (the atmosphere of the earth), 
assuming it is referring to the heavens (indicating the universe and the 
heaven where God dwells), thus, misrepresenting Scripture.  However, 
the Analytical Lexicon to the Septuagint declines the noun ουρανον 
[heaven] as masculine, accusative, singular; exactly what it is in the 
King James Version.6   
 
 

                                                 
6 The Analytical Lexicon to the Septuagint, Bernard A. Taylor, Zondervan Publishing 
House, Grand Rapids MI, 1994. 
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Furthermore, the totality of creation argument is completely 
hypothetical.   
 
The ancient Hebrew, unlike the Masoretic Hebrew, had no stems, 
vowel points, accents, etc., making it virtually impossible to parse.  
This is why we will make a small case for the Septuagint (LXX) in this 
book.   

 
The LXX was the great text of the Old Testament and was quoted 
verbatim in over two-hundred and fifty New Testament references.  It 
was translated by 72 Jews which had the last remaining original 
Hebrew Scroll (the Ezra Scroll) in around 283 B.C. At this time, the 
Pentateuch was finished, and within a little more than 100 years the 
remaining books of the Old Testament were completed.  The LXX had 
what the ancient Hebrew had, and the KJV carried that preservation 
over accurately. 

3) Changing the emphasis of context off of the Sabbath Day, to pivot a 
time frame for creation.   

4) Ignoring the fact that in the Six-Day Narrative, the Bible does not 
mention the creation of the heaven (atmosphere), earth, or sea.  Let’s 
explain.  The atmosphere of the earth was made (not created) when 
God divided the waters from the waters in verse seven.  In verse eight, 
God names the expanse between the waters on the earth and the waters 
in the canopy, “HHeeaavveenn.”  It is also understood that the waters were 
already in existence, God just called “tthhee  ggaatthheerriinngg  ttooggeetthheerr  ooff  tthhee  
wwaatteerrss……SSeeaass,,” in verse ten.  The earth was already in existence is seen 
in Genesis 1:1-2.  In Genesis 1:9, we can easily see that the earth is 
there, but submerged in water.  Therefore, God brought the earth forth 
from beneath the first recorded world flood of verse two in verse nine, 
when he said, “lleett  tthhee  ddrryy  llaanndd  aappppeeaarr..”  See images below for 
clarification. 



24 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

No d
in th
They
from
laws
phot
 
In lig
laws
ment
teach
in th
100%
theol
noth
 
Mr. 
follo

doubt the Si
hat God did n
y are import

m the dust of 
s of mot
tosynthesis a

ght of this, t
s and proces
tion a Post-f
h a Post-No
he Bible. Qu
% sure that 
logical foun

hing to what 

Ham advo
owing:  

x-Days are 
not throw aw
tant in that G
f the ground.
ion, therm

and the scien

the YECSM
ses after the

-fall Reconst
ahic Flood 
uestion: Aft
the Six-Day

ndation for w
we know of 

ocates the S

important in
way the clay
God put life 
  They are im

modynamics,
ntific method

M teaches tha
e Fall of Ma
truction of t
Reconstruct

fter looking 
y Narrative o
when God c
f today?   

Six-Day Un

n many way
y after the de

back on the
mportant, in
 entropy, 

d as we know

at God instit
an, even thou
the Creation
tion Theory,
at the evid

of Genesis c
created the m

niversal Cre

ys.  They are
estruction in 
e planet and 
 that God in

gravity, 
w it.   

tuted all of o
ugh the Bibl
n anywhere. 
, that is not 

dence how c
chapter one 
material univ

eation Theo

 

e important 
verse two.  
made man 

nstituted his 
processes, 

our present 
le does not 
They also 
mentioned 

can one be 
is a sound 
verse from 

ory in the 



25 
 
 

Now consider Exodus 20:1 ‘and God spoke all these words, 
saying’... What did He (Jesus) say? As we read on we find 
this statement: ‘For in six days the Lord made the heavens 
and the earth, the sea, and all that is in them, and rested the 
seventh day’ (Exodus 20:11)… Yes, Jesus did explicitly 
say He created in six days….  Jesus said clearly that He 
created in six days.8 

 
What is odd is that the Six-Day Universal Creation Theory is defended in 
two whole chapters in The New Answers Book 1; however, in other 
portions of the same book, the author advocates the Young-Earth Frame 
Theory, which says that God created several things in Genesis 1:2 prior to 
the Six-Day Narrative.  See below: 
 

The words tohu and bohu, usually translated ‘formless and 
void’ are used in Genesis 1:2. They imply that the original 
universe was created unformed and unfilled and was, 
during the six days, formed and filled by God’s creative 
actions.9 

 
How can one argue that everything was created in the Six-Day Narrative 
and then turn around and argue that there was creation prior to the six 
days?  This is what is called an antilogy—a contradiction between any 
words or passages in an author.10 
 
The late Dr. Louis Talbot said, 
 

The Bible does say that in six days the Lord “made” heaven 
and earth, but there is a difference between the words 
‘made’ and ‘created.’  To ‘create’ is to bring into existence 
out of nothing.  To ‘make’ is to take pre-existing matter and 

                                                 
8 The New Answers Book 1, Ken Ham, Chapter 20, “Did Jesus say He created in six 
literal days,” Master Books, 2009. 
9 Ibid. chapter 5, “What about the Gap an Ruin Reconstruction Theories?” 
10 Noah Webster, American Dictionary of the English Language (PO Box 27035, San 
Francisco, CA 94127: Foundation for American Christian Education, 1999), Vol. II 92. 
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change its form.  The latter is what the Lord did in six 
days.11   

 
TThhee  GGaapp  TThheeoorryy  iinn  LLiigghhtt  ooff  RReeaassoonn  

Let’s listen to reason for a minute.  We know that during the Six-Day 
Narrative, God took that time to divide the waters from the waters, restore 
the dry land to the surface, position the sun and moon and create fish, 
fowl, whales, animals, and man.  This six-day account does not mention 
the many planets, moons, mountains, ecosystems, gasses, materials, 
colors, rings, clouds, or uniqueness throughout the vast universe.  With 
this in mind, let us consider how long it would take to create the eighty 
sextillion (80,000,000,000,000,000,000,000) stars which are believed to be 
out in space, according to NASA.  If each of these stars had a solar system 
with planets and moons, as our Sun, then there would be close to 3,040 
sextillion planets and moons, which took that many days or more to create, 
furnish, and put into motion.  Reduced up to years, that would be a 
minimum of 8,328,767,123,287,672,328,766 years of days to create and 
make these systems alone, which are visible to us through telescopes.  To 
get a number of days, multiply the previous number by 365.  This is 
perhaps the YECSM’s greatest “out of sight, out of mind.”   
 
Since they reject the Gap Theory, they must overlook and ignore hundreds 
of additional issues that will be brought about in this book.  Newer figures 
for stars are saying that there are approximately 100 octillion stars12 which 
are believed to be in space, according to Science and Astronomy.13  Now 
we would have to take 100 billion stars multiplied by 10 billion galaxies, 
multiplied by 365 days to compare what YECSM assumes took place in 
the Six-Day Narrative. 
 
Consider the following views, assumptions, and questions, and see if you 
do not begin to see the relevancy of the Gap Theory.  A. Young-Earthers 
assume that God created all the materials from a chaotic mess in Genesis 
1:2 then used those materials to make everything perfect in the Six-Days.  
They assume that this was not just done on the planet earth but with the 
entire material universe. B. They also assume the definitions of form, let, 
make, and create in Genesis chapter one all mean the same thing.  If they 

                                                 
11 Louis, Talbot, D.D., God’s Plan of the Ages, Eerdmans Publishing Company, Grand 
Rapids MI, 1936, pg 12. 
12 100 Octillion is a 1 with 29 zeros behind it. 
13 www.space.com 
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would believe otherwise, they would have to ask questions, such as, why 
didn’t God say created here, instead of let, made, or formed?  C. They 
assume that everything in the six days was a creation, when the only 
things mentioned that were created were whales, fish, fowl, creeping 
things, beasts of the field, and man.  D. They assume verse one is an 
introductory clause to the chapter and is not to be taken literally.   
 
They duck the following questions.  E. How could the heavens and earth 
have generations in Genesis 2:4, if they are only a few days old?  F. Why 
was Adam told to “replenish” the earth in Genesis 1:28, if it had never 
been populated before?  G. Why is there seed in the earth before God had 
to create it?  H. Why is the earth without form and void in verse two?  I. 
Why was there darkness upon the face of the deep prior to their supposed 
creation model?  J. Why is there darkness before light?  K. Why is there 
light on day one before the sun and moon are supposedly created?  L. Why 
are there two divisions of light and darkness in 1:4 and in 1:14?  M. Why 
was water created before land?  There had to be something to hold the 
water.  N. Why would God have to divide, separate, and make, if 
everything was perfect from its original creation and form?  O. Why does 
the Bible infer that only after God made some things, allowed some 
things, created some things, and divided some things, did he declare “it 
was good?”  This indicates that before God made, divided, allowed, and 
created these things, they were probably not so good.  Such is the case in 
Genesis 1:2.  Even after God made everything and said, “IItt  wwaass  ggoooodd,” he 
changed his mind with man in Genesis 2:18.  P. Why does the Six-Day 
Narrative contradict Job 38?  In the Six-Day Narrative, according to the 
Young-Earth views, stars were created after the earth, but in Job 38, “tthhee  
mmoorrnniinngg  ssttaarrss  ssaanngg  ttooggeetthheerr,,  aanndd  aallll  tthhee  ssoonnss  ooff  GGoodd  sshhoouutteedd  ffoorr  jjooyy,,” as 
God laid the foundations of the earth.   
 
Q. Since the YECSM is contrary to mainstream science, their followers 
have to put all catastrophic and geologic events of the earth in the flood of 
Noah.  Why the flood of Noah?  Without the Gap Theory, there is no other 
global event, scripturally speaking, they can place the earth’s geological 
epochs in.  Thus they take their great leap into correcting all the science, 
geology, meteorology, obliquity, oceanography, astrometry, physics, etc., 
of the world.  Basically, they are asking the intellectuals to drop 
everything they have learned and embrace a teaching which is unscriptural 
and to date lacks a complete and functioning model.  R. The Young-Earth 
argument, and perhaps one of the biggest errors they propagate is that 
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IIff  tthhee  ddeevviill  ccaann’’tt  kkeeeepp  yyoouu  
ffrroomm  tthhee  BBiibbllee,,  hhee  wwiillll  
wwoorrkk  aatt  cchhaannggiinngg  tthhee  wwaayy  
yyoouu  ppeerrcceeiivvee  tthhee  BBiibbllee..  

since Noah’s flood was a global event, it must be assumed that it was a 
total reconstruction of the earth there is too much geologic and scientific 
evidence of this throughout the earth’s past.  The catastrophic evidence 
found in science and geology being shoved into Noah’s Flood is making 
Christianity a hoax in the eyes of mainstream science and geology.  At this 
point YECSM doctrine ventures off the pages of the Bible and into 
science, allowing the scholars of the world to criticize Christianity in one 
of its core teachings (Creation).   
 
For instance, with the Noahic flood account, 
we know that it would be impossible for the 
flood to be the cause of the extinction of 
dinosaurs, planetary obliquities, solar impact 
craters, different water formed layers (flood 
and shoreline) intermingled with windblown and desert-formed strata-
graphic rock layers.  It is furthermore impossible that the formation of 
deserts and mountain ranges were made in Noah’s Flood, yet this is what 
the YECSM propagates without any textual proof or a complete and 
functioning model.  This will be proved extensively throughout this book.  
S. They inadvertently teach that all death and sin originated with God or 
man, and not Lucifer.  T. They deify Adam’s pre-sin life.  U. They insist 
that the creation was only made subject to vanity after the fall of Adam, 
even though there was a tree of knowledge of good and evil (Gen. 2:17); 
the knowledge of other demi-gods (Gen. 3:5); and a serpent (Gen. 3) 
indwelt by the grandmaster of evil, the Devil himself (Rev. 20:2) before 
man commits his first sin.  V. They need hundreds of theories to answer 
all the previously mentioned questions; however, all of them are answered 
in the one Gap Theory Model. W. Why do the only things created in the 
six days concern life?  Isn’t it odd that if nothing was created outside of 
the six days why not use the word create with everything?  X. They twist 
the following Scripture passages to fit into their views which we will 
cover throughout this book: (1) Genesis 1:1-2:4, 17; (2) Genesis 3:13-24; 
(3) Genesis chapters 7-9; (4) Job 38:4-7; (5) Job 40:15-24; (6) Job 41; (7) 
Isaiah 14:12-17; (8) Isaiah 45:18; (9) Jeremiah 4:23-26; (10) Ezekiel 
28:12-19; (11) Romans 5:12; (12) Romans 8:16-22; (13) Luke 10:18; (14) 
2 Peter 3:3-8; Exodus 20:11; 31:17; Psalms 8:3-8; 19:1-6; Proverbs 8:22-
31; John 1:1-5, 10; Acts 17:24-26; Colossians 1:15-18; Hebrews 1:1-12; 
11:3; Revelation 4:11; 1 Corinthians 15:22, 46-48; Hebrews 2:14-15; 
Matthew 25:41; Mark 10:6-9; etc.   
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TThhee  GGaapp  TThheeoorryy  CCoorrrreeccttss  tthhee  YYEECCSSMM’’ss  PPrriivvaattee  
IInntteerrpprreettaattiioonn  ooff  ““CChhrriisstt  TTaauugghhtt  aa  YYoouunngg  CCrreeaattiioonn””      

Many Young-Earthers, in their books and seminars, have used the 
discourse between Jesus and the Pharisees in Mark 10:2-9 to indicate that 
Jesus knew and taught that the Earth was young.  Listen to the following: 
 

Mark 10:6 says, “But from the beginning of the creation, 
God made them male and female.”  From this passage, we 
see that Jesus clearly taught that the creation was young, 
for Adam and Eve existed “from the beginning,” not 
billions of years after the universe and earth came into 
existence.14 
 

Most Young-Earthers have used the following passage to disprove the Gap 
Theory.  Let’s look at that passage of Scripture.  
 

AAnndd  tthhee  PPhhaarriisseeeess  ccaammee  ttoo  hhiimm,,  aanndd  aasskkeedd  hhiimm,,  IIss  iitt  llaawwffuull  ffoorr  aa  mmaann  
ttoo  ppuutt  aawwaayy  hhiiss  wwiiffee??  tteemmppttiinngg  hhiimm..  AAnndd  hhee  aannsswweerreedd  aanndd  ssaaiidd  uunnttoo  
tthheemm,,  WWhhaatt  ddiidd  MMoosseess  ccoommmmaanndd  yyoouu??  AAnndd  tthheeyy  ssaaiidd,,  MMoosseess  
ssuuffffeerreedd  ttoo  wwrriittee  aa  bbiillll  ooff  ddiivvoorrcceemmeenntt,,  aanndd  ttoo  ppuutt  hheerr  aawwaayy..  AAnndd  
JJeessuuss  aannsswweerreedd  aanndd  ssaaiidd  uunnttoo  tthheemm,,  FFoorr  tthhee  hhaarrddnneessss  ooff  yyoouurr  hheeaarrtt  hhee  
wwrroottee  yyoouu  tthhiiss  pprreecceepptt..  BBuutt  ffrroomm  tthhee  bbeeggiinnnniinngg  ooff  tthhee  ccrreeaattiioonn  GGoodd  
mmaaddee  tthheemm  mmaallee  aanndd  ffeemmaallee..  FFoorr  tthhiiss  ccaauussee  sshhaallll  aa  mmaann  lleeaavvee  hhiiss  
ffaatthheerr  aanndd  mmootthheerr,,  aanndd  cclleeaavvee  ttoo  hhiiss  wwiiffee;;  AAnndd  tthheeyy  ttwwaaiinn  sshhaallll  bbee  
oonnee  fflleesshh::  ssoo  tthheenn  tthheeyy  aarree  nnoo  mmoorree  ttwwaaiinn,,  bbuutt  oonnee  fflleesshh..  WWhhaatt  
tthheerreeffoorree  GGoodd  hhaatthh  jjooiinneedd  ttooggeetthheerr,,  lleett  nnoott  mmaann  ppuutt  aassuunnddeerr..  (Mark 
10:2-9) 
 

The Young-Earthers teach that Christ taught a young age of the earth by 
using these verses to indicate that creation’s beginning was when God 
made male and female.  If this is so, then we have Jesus teaching a young 
earth in this passage.  It is a valid argument, but only study will reveal 
whether this is proper or private interpretation. Consider the following 
points: 

• Adam and Eve’s making was not at the beginning of the Six-Day 
Narrative but at the tail end of it. 

                                                 
14 The New Answers Book 1, Ken Ham, Master Books, Green Forest, AR., Chapter 20, 
pg. 255, 2009. 
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• The context of this verse is found in the subject of marriage and not a 
proof for creation.  

• Jesus was referring to something that had been written in the Old 
Testament when he asked, “wwhhaatt  ddiidd  MMoosseess  ccoommmmaanndd  yyoouu??”  The Old 
Testament rendering is not propagated as the Young-Earthers 
insinuate.  Here it is: Deuteronomy 24:1-4  “WWhheenn  aa  mmaann  hhaatthh  ttaakkeenn  aa  
wwiiffee,,  aanndd  mmaarrrriieedd  hheerr,,  aanndd  iitt  ccoommee  ttoo  ppaassss  tthhaatt  sshhee  ffiinndd  nnoo  ffaavvoouurr  iinn  
hhiiss  eeyyeess,,  bbeeccaauussee  hhee  hhaatthh  ffoouunndd  ssoommee  uunncclleeaannnneessss  iinn  hheerr::  tthheenn  lleett  hhiimm  
wwrriittee  hheerr  aa  bbiillll  ooff  ddiivvoorrcceemmeenntt,,  aanndd  ggiivvee  iitt  iinn  hheerr  hhaanndd,,  aanndd  sseenndd  hheerr  
oouutt  ooff  hhiiss  hhoouussee..  AAnndd  wwhheenn  sshhee  iiss  ddeeppaarrtteedd  oouutt  ooff  hhiiss  hhoouussee,,  sshhee  mmaayy  
ggoo  aanndd  bbee  aannootthheerr  mmaann’’ss  wwiiffee..  AAnndd  iiff  tthhee  llaatttteerr  hhuussbbaanndd  hhaattee  hheerr,,  aanndd  
wwrriittee  hheerr  aa  bbiillll  ooff  ddiivvoorrcceemmeenntt,,  aanndd  ggiivveetthh  iitt  iinn  hheerr  hhaanndd,,  aanndd  sseennddeetthh  
hheerr  oouutt  ooff  hhiiss  hhoouussee;;  oorr  iiff  tthhee  llaatttteerr  hhuussbbaanndd  ddiiee,,  wwhhiicchh  ttooookk  hheerr  ttoo  bbee  
hhiiss  wwiiffee;;  HHeerr  ffoorrmmeerr  hhuussbbaanndd,,  wwhhiicchh  sseenntt  hheerr  aawwaayy,,  mmaayy  nnoott  ttaakkee  hheerr  
aaggaaiinn  ttoo  bbee  hhiiss  wwiiffee,,  aafftteerr  tthhaatt  sshhee  iiss  ddeeffiilleedd;;  ffoorr  tthhaatt  iiss  aabboommiinnaattiioonn  
bbeeffoorree  tthhee  LLOORRDD::  aanndd  tthhoouu  sshhaalltt  nnoott  ccaauussee  tthhee  llaanndd  ttoo  ssiinn,,  wwhhiicchh  tthhee  
LLOORRDD  tthhyy  GGoodd  ggiivveetthh  tthheeee  ffoorr  aann  iinnhheerriittaannccee..”   

• Christ said that Moses gave the bill (Deut. 24:1-4) because of the 
hardness of their hearts, “BBuutt  ffrroomm  tthhee  bbeeggiinnnniinngg  ooff  tthhee  ccrreeaattiioonn 
(κτίσεως – institution, Gen. 2:24) iitt  wwaass  nnoott ssoo..”15  By looking up the 
word creation in Strong’s Concordance, we find that the word has 
other meanings.  Consider the following: formation, ordinance, and 
institution.  Clearly, the context points to the beginning and creation of 
their marriage, not the creation of the universe!   

• The fact that the words beginning and creation are the objects of two 
prepositional phrases and pinpoint a time around the beginning and 
creation of something, should lead one to conclude that both male and 
female possessed only marriage at their beginning. 

• The word beginning is in the genitive case, which shows possession.  
Illustration: My wife was 21 when we were married and I was 27.  
We were both alive long before our wedding date; however, our 
beginning was on April 10, 2005.  Question: What was it that God 
gave to Adam and Eve which they both possessed at their beginning?  
Answer: He gave them an imparted wisdom of a sacred union.  
Again, the context is marriage and divorce, not creation. 

• The word creation is in the genitive case also.  Since genitive case 
shows possession, this must refer to male and female’s creation or the 
bringing together of them by God.  At that institution, they became one 

                                                 
15 Strong’s Exhaustive Concordance, James Strong, Hendrickson Publishers, Peabody, 
MA. 
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flesh, in holy matrimony.  They both had to be there in order for both 
to possess this institution.  God didn’t create the institution first and 
then created Adam and Eve, nor did God create Adam and Eve at the 
same time.  What is something that both Adam and Eve possessed at 
their beginning (not each one’s beginning)?  The word creation is 
possessive, which must refer to the institution that united Adam and 
Eve, and not their existence.  If creation was not in the genitive case, 
Young-Earthers could possibly favor this in their direction, but since it 
is, they shouldn’t, even though they do.   

• The words “ffoorr  tthhiiss  ccaauussee” carry some weight to the grammarian as 
well.  The cause is the institution of marriage (what God hath joined 
together) and not “because God has created the earth from the beginning 
of the creation.”   

• Looking at male’s and female’s purpose in marriage, one can see that 
there is a higher objective—God’s dominion mandate, “subdue, 
replenish, be fruitful, and multiply” (1:28; 9:1).  In order to fulfill the 
dominion mandate, God needed an institution with a commitment 
behind it; therefore, he chose marriage.  Christ was saying that God 
did not choose fornication, but marriage.  We should never break the 
commitment rules in order to fulfill God’s Dominion Mandate; 
therefore, God gave them an institution called marriage in order to 
fulfill this mandate.  From the beginning of that institution, God never 
intended divorce; or as in other references, “iitt  wwaass  nnoott  ssoo” (Matt. 
19:8). 

• The article in front of beginning is indefinite (absent), which qualifies 
and not identifies.  This beginning is not the beginning of beginnings 
(the beginning of creation), but simply Adam and Eve’s union.  
Young-Earthers are putting their weight on the article as if it was 
definite when it’s indefinite.  

• The article in front of creation is indefinite (absent) as well, which 
qualifies the noun.  It is not referring to the original creation of the 
universe, nor the six days, but Adam and Eve’s institution or union 
(the bringing together of them by God).  It is impossible from any 
translation to discern from the definite article and the indefinite article.  
Study allows one to lean on each specific article, which is necessary 
for proper interpretation.  Here, we see the carelessness on the 
YECSM’s part to not highlight the articles.  

• There is some speculation that Eve was not made on day six; therefore, 
we cannot be dogmatic that there was even a marriage-union in the 
Six-Day Narrative.  Nobody knows how long Adam was alone.  
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Consider the following: A. God had to bring all the animals to Adam 
to see what he would name them (2:20).  B. Adam could not find a 
help meet (2:21).  Whether he was killing two birds with one stone, or 
whether he named all the animals and then sought out a wife, is all 
uncertain; however, the most important factor to observe is once again, 
the time factor.  C. Adam’s surgery had to take time.  God had to put 
him to sleep and take out a rib, etc.  D. Adam had to recover.  E. God 
had to make Eve out of Adam’s rib.  F. God had to prepare and bring 
Eve to Adam (2:22). Note: The reference to female’s creation in 
Genesis 1:27 is referring to all females being created in the image 
of God, and not a literal soundboard for a female being created on 
day six.  This is easily understood in the Image Mandate. In addition, 
Genesis chapter two seems to indicate several days between Adam’s 
creation in Genesis 2:7 and Eve being brought to Adam in 2:22. G. In 
verse eight, God planted a garden (which takes time).  H. In verse 
nine, God made trees to grow and produce fruit (which takes time).  I. 
In verse ten, we see that the great river is there to water the garden.  
Whether the river was created for the garden or the garden was built 
around the river is speculative, but according to the Young-Earth 
position, it would have to have been created.  J. Man was taken to the 
garden in verse fifteen to dress and keep it (which takes time).  K. In 
verse nineteen, we find that God brought every beast and fowl to 
Adam to see what he would name them (which takes time).  L. Adam 
sought a helpmeet, but couldn’t find one.  M. The bride, being made, 
prepared, and brought to Adam, took time.  In light of all the 
aforementioned, if one still believes Eve’s creation was on day six, 
give them the benefit of the doubt and move on to the next point.  

• The Greek word κτισεως is only translated as “creation” six times out 
of the nineteen times that it is used, and none of those six refer to the 
Six-Day Narrative. Κτισεως has several other translations and 
meanings throughout the Word of God; in Hebrews 4:13, the same 
Greek word is translated creature, in Hebrews 9:11, it is translated 
building, and in I Peter 2:13, it is translated as an ordinance.  For the 
most part, the Bible refers it to the creation; however, it never refers 
to the time frame of the Six-Day Narrative. This verse could be 
translated “from the beginning of their institution, formation, or 
ordinance,” without hurting the context of the narrative.  The 
statements “from the beginning” and “from the creation” were 
common phrases of antiquity.   
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• The word order in the Greek is different than that of the English 

rendering.  In Greek, the purpose behind word order is for emphasis.  
Check out the following word order in the Greek: Mark 10:6, “ἀπὸ 
(from) δὲ (but) ἀρχῆς (beginning) κτίσεως (creation) ἄρσεν (male) καὶ 
(and) θῆλυ (female) ἐποίησεν (made) αὐτούς (them) ὁ (the) θεός 
(God).”  With perfect propriety, this verse can be interpreted as follows: 
“But (postpositive) from the beginning of their (genitive) ordinance, 
God made them male and female.”  The word order emphasizes what 
the King James does, God is talking about the institution of marriage, 
not the Six-Day Narrative of Genesis one.16    

• When viewing the same story with Mark’s contemporary (Matthew 
19:4-8), we see that the Young-Earth view is also not contextual, 
referring to marriage as well.  ““AAnndd  hhee  aannsswweerreedd  aanndd  ssaaiidd  uunnttoo  tthheemm,,  
HHaavvee  yyee  nnoott  rreeaadd,,  tthhaatt  hhee  wwhhiicchh  mmaaddee  tthheemm  aatt  (ἀπὸ) tthhee  bbeeggiinnnniinngg  
mmaaddee  tthheemm  mmaallee  aanndd  ffeemmaallee,,  AAnndd  ssaaiidd,,  FFoorr  tthhiiss  ccaauussee  sshhaallll  aa  mmaann  
lleeaavvee  ffaatthheerr  aanndd  mmootthheerr,,  aanndd  sshhaallll  cclleeaavvee  ttoo  hhiiss  wwiiffee::  aanndd  tthheeyy  ttwwaaiinn  
sshhaallll  bbee  oonnee  fflleesshh..  WWhheerreeffoorree  tthheeyy  aarree  nnoo  mmoorree  ttwwaaiinn,,  bbuutt  oonnee  fflleesshh..  
WWhhaatt  tthheerreeffoorree  GGoodd  hhaatthh  jjooiinneedd  ttooggeetthheerr,,  lleett  nnoott  mmaann  ppuutt  aassuunnddeerr..  
TThheeyy  ssaayy  uunnttoo  hhiimm,,  WWhhyy  ddiidd  MMoosseess  tthheenn  ccoommmmaanndd  ttoo  ggiivvee  aa  wwrriittiinngg  ooff  
ddiivvoorrcceemmeenntt,,  aanndd  ttoo  ppuutt  hheerr  aawwaayy??    HHee  ssaaiitthh  uunnttoo  tthheemm,, MMoosseess  bbeeccaauussee  
ooff  tthhee  hhaarrddnneessss  ooff  yyoouurr  hheeaarrttss  ssuuffffeerreedd  yyoouu  ttoo  ppuutt  aawwaayy  yyoouurr  wwiivveess::  
bbuutt  ffrroomm  tthhee  bbeeggiinnnniinngg  iitt  wwaass  nnoott  ssoo..””  

• The article in Matthew 19:4-6 is indefinite (absent) as well.  
• The word beginning is in the genitive case (showing possession) as 

well.  
• “IItt” in verse 8 refers to divorce and marriage, not creation.  Once 

again, we see powerful evidence in this one little word, which 
interprets opposite of Young-Earth views.   

• Notice “ccrreeaattiioonn” from Matthew is left out.  According to grammar 
and cross-reference, “ccrreeaattiioonn”” in Mark would have to mean and refer 
to the same thing that “bbeeggiinnnniinngg”” and “iitt”” does in Matthew, which is 
marriage. 

• They are acting like Christ is not speaking with idiom.   
• Finally, it makes no sense to interpret “creation,” in these passages as 

the creation of the universe, since that rendering would make the 
very statement of Jesus false because man was not created at the 
beginning of the Six-Day Narrative, but at the end, and more than 

                                                 
16 The word order lifts out the following truth: It was at the time of marriage that the sexual 
behaviors in Adam and Eve were to become active.  Sexual relations should only exist under the 
divine ordinance of marriage, and not the chaos of sin. 
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likely, just Adam.  God created marriage, an intangible oath, not a 
tangible product; thus marriage is God’s intellectual property.   

The YECSM follows this reasoning in their book titled The New Answers 
Book 1, 

Mark 10:6 says, “But from the beginning of the creation, 
God made them male and female.”  From this passage, we 
see that Jesus clearly taught that the creation was young, 
for Adam and Eve existed “from the beginning,” not 
billions of years after the universe and earth came into 
existence. Jesus made a similar statement in Mark 13:19 
indicating that man’s sufferings started very near the 
beginning of the creation.  The parallel phrases of “from 
the foundation of the world” and “from the blood of Abel” 
in Luke 11:50-51 also indicate that Jesus placed Abel very 
close to the beginning of the creation, not billions of years 
after the beginning.17    

There are four verses in the New Testament which carry the phrase “from 
the beginning of the creation.”  All of them carry the same grammatical 
position that we recently covered.  So let’s look at the two verses Mr. Ham 
left out.   
 

2nd Peter 3:4-6 AAnndd  ssaayyiinngg,,  WWhheerree  iiss  tthhee  pprroommiissee  ooff  hhiiss  
ccoommiinngg??  ffoorr  ssiinnccee  tthhee  ffaatthheerrss  ffeellll  aasslleeeepp,,  aallll  tthhiinnggss  ccoonnttiinnuuee  
aass  tthheeyy  wweerree  ffrroomm  tthhee  bbeeggiinnnniinngg  ooff  tthhee  ccrreeaattiioonn..  FFoorr  tthhiiss  
tthheeyy  wwiilllliinnggllyy  aarree  iiggnnoorraanntt  ooff,,  tthhaatt  bbyy  tthhee  wwoorrdd  ooff  GGoodd  tthhee  
hheeaavveennss  wweerree  ooff  oolldd,,  aanndd  tthhee  eeaarrtthh  ssttaannddiinngg  oouutt  ooff  tthhee  wwaatteerr  
aanndd  iinn  tthhee  wwaatteerr::  ((GGeenn..  11::22))  WWhheerreebbyy  tthhee  wwoorrlldd  tthhaatt  tthheenn  
wwaass,,  bbeeiinngg  oovveerrfflloowweedd  wwiitthh  wwaatteerr,,  ppeerriisshheedd..”   

 
The Young-Earthers represent 2nd Peter 3:4-6 as verses for Noah’s Flood 
instead of Genesis 1:2’s Flood.  From their previous view, one can see it 
was left out because it would force one to assume that Noah’s Flood 
would also be considered at “the beginning of the creation” even though it 
was no less than 1,500-years after the Six-Day Narrative.   

                                                 
17 The New Answers Book 1, Ken Ham, Master Books, Green Forest, AR., Chapter 20, 
pg. 255, 2009. 
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