Answers in Genesis? Yes! But what answers?
Unfortunately when most people today look at
Genesis chapters 1‐11 and in particular the first
three chapters of Genesis they look at issues
that are secondary to what God is trying to tell
them. And in doing so they turn the book into a
scientific text which I believe it was never
meant to be. The book of Genesis was not meant to be read literally,
and to read the text in this way leads to an impoverished account and
forces us to digress from what God intended to communicate.
Discussions concerning Genesis often dissolve into debates as to how
old the earth is and how (scientifically) God created the earth.
Darwin’s theory of evolution almost always finds its way into the
argument and like it or not one is drawn into a scientific debate. But
this should not be the case. I believe the way Genesis has been
exegeted in recent times has grieved God and caused much
confusion, unnecessary conflict and harm.
Genesis was not written for the purposes of providing an explanation
as to how the earth was made. And Darwin’s theory of evolution,
does not pose a threat to God or the truths contained in Genesis.
Genesis was written firstly as a polemic to ancient near eastern
myths, and within the story of creation (Genesis 1‐11) great
theological concepts of God, humankind, sin and rebellion are clearly
communicated to every generation. The genre and style of the
writing does not allow us to read it literally and thus many of the
arguments used by Creationists have placed unnecessary obstacles in
the path of non‐believers who would have otherwise been open to
considering God and His way of salvation through Jesus.
In some sectors of Christendom people may take umbrage at my
view. Some may even call me a ‘liberal’ or question my belief in the
inspired and inerrant word of God. This is unfortunately where the
debate finds itself today. On one side, Darwinism has been hijacked
by ultra or universal Darwinists like Richard Dawkins on the other
Christianity has been hijacked by fundamental creationists both

claiming the moral high ground: “We are the
true and only expression of ….”.
The truth is, from the early church fathers
through to current times the prevailing view
amongst clergy and theologians is that God
never intended Genesis to be read literally. On the other side of the
debate many brilliant scientists including Darwin himself never
believed and do not believe today, that the theory of evolution poses
a threat to God.
I believe in the inspired word of God and the inerrancy of the
scriptures. I also believe that the gospels are three ancient
biographies and one historical monograph in Luke and Acts. These
documents don’t bear any resemblance to ancient Greek or Roman
mythology. These gospels were written in the lifetime of
eyewitnesses and therefore are an accurate and literal account of
Jesus Christ who showed himself to be God, the promised Messiah
and Saviour of the world, who was born of a virgin, was crucified on a
cross and rose again on the third day. Genesis on the other hand is
not an eyewitness account nor is it a literal rendering of how creation
came about. Its’ genre bears all the hallmarks of Hebraic poetry and
mythology. Though, in saying this it is most definitely inspired and
clearly from God with a clear message. The things God wants to
communicate through Genesis are theological not scientific they are
such things as; the truth about Himself, things about us human
beings and things about the consequence of sin and what rebellion
did and does.
Because it comes with such a lot of baggage,
let’s go back in time and put ourselves in the
shoes of somebody who was hearing the
Genesis account in their time, back in the time
when God first delivered His Genesis account.

When was Genesis written?
Given that human beings had not been created at the dawning of time
or that mankind could not have witnessed all that transpired, bible
scholars believe that Genesis was written by Moses, under inspiration
of the Holy Spirit, during the forty years that the children of Israel
wandered in the wilderness (1450 ‐ 1410 B.C.).
The Israelites along with Moses had grown up in Egypt and as a result
they were very familiar with an Egyptian world view. When God led
them out He directed them towards Canaan a land where the people’s
world view was shaped by Babylonian and Canaanite stories. During
that journey, from Egypt to Canaan, God communicated to Moses the
Genesis account.
To fully appreciate the difference between God’s Genesis and the
Ancient Near Eastern stories let’s have a look at two creation
accounts; one an Egyptian story and the second a widely known
Babylonian story called the Enûma Eliš.

A summary of the Lower Egyptian Kingdom Creation
Myth
Only the ocean existed at first. Then Ra (the sun)
came out of an egg that appeared on the surface of
the water. Ra brought forth four children, the gods
Shu and Geb and the goddesses Tefnut and Nut. Shu
and Tefnut became the atmosphere. They stood on
Geb, who became the earth, and raised up Nut, who
became the sky. Ra ruled over all. Geb and Nut later
had two sons, Set and Osiris, and two daughters, Isis
and Nephthys. Osiris succeeded Ra as king of the
earth, helped by Isis, his sister-wife. Set, however,
hated his brother and killed him. Isis then embalmed her husband's body
with the help of the god Anubis, who thus became the god of embalming.
The powerful charms of Isis resurrected Osiris, who became king of the
netherworld, the land of the dead. Horus, who was the son of Osiris and
Isis, later defeated Set in a great battle and became king of the earth.

A summary of the
Babylonian
Creation Myth Enûma
Eliš.
Before the land was created
there were two great bodies of water. Apsu was the god of
fresh water Tiamat was the wife of Apsu, and she was
goddess of the sea. Through some sort of sexual union
between Apsu and Tiamat, Tiamat gave birth to Anshar and
Kishar, gods who represented the boundary between the
earth and sky (the horizon). To Anshar and Kishar was born
Anu, god of sky, who in turn bore Ea. These "sons of the
gods" being young, made so much commotion and were so
ill-behaved that Apsu decided to destroy them. When Ea
learnt of the plan, he killed Apsu and with his wife Damkina
established their dwelling above his body. Damkina then
gave birth to Marduk, the god of spring symbolised both by
the light of the sun and the lightning in storm and rain.
Meanwhile Tiamat was enraged at the murder of her
husband Apsu, and vowed revenge and so created eleven
monsters to help carry out her vengeance. Tiamat took a
new husband, Kingu, in place of the slain Apsu and put him
in charge of her newly assembled army and commissioned
him to kill all those younger gods. Again the younger gods
got wind of the plan and looked for someone strong enough
to fight back against Tiamat and Kingu. Marduk was
selected he agreed on the condition that they crown him
king. When they finally met in battle Tiamat (ocean godess)

opened her mouth as if to swallow Marduk and take him
into the crushing black depths of the ocean but seeing her
mouth open Marduk cast the wind into her. She blew up
like a balloon and he took a
bow and arrow shot an arrow
into her and she fell into two
pieces. Marduk took the two
pieces and from that he
created the heavens and the
earth. A little later on the gods
came to Marduk they were
tired of having to labour and
get their own food, plant
crops, sow, reap and plough.
Marduk said okay I have an
idea, out of the blood of the
god Kingu I will make human
kind so they can serve us gods
and we won’t have to labour
any more.
Now compare that story with the first 10 verses of the Genesis
account.
Genesis 1
1 In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.
2 Now the earth was formless and empty, darkness was over the surface
of the deep, and the Spirit of God was hovering over the waters.
3 And God said, "Let there be light," and there was light. 4 God saw that
the light was good, and He separated the light from the darkness. 5 God
called the light "day," and the darkness he called "night." And there was
evening, and there was morning—the first day.
6 And God said, "Let there be an expanse between the waters to
separate water from water." 7 So God made the expanse and separated

the water under the expanse from the water above it. And it was so. 8
God called the expanse "sky." And there was evening, and there was
morning—the second day. 9 And God said, "Let the water under the sky
be gathered to one place, and let dry ground appear." And it was so. 10
God called the dry ground "land," and the gathered waters he called
"seas." And God saw that it was good.
And so it continues ‐ six days of creation and the seventh, a day of
rest.
Did you notice how similar the Egyptian account was with the
Babylonian account? In fact all the Ancient Near Eastern (ANE)
accounts were remarkably similar with one another. The Genesis
account is significantly different, in many ways it stands in sharp
contrast to all the ANE accounts. And what’s more it is fairly boring in
comparison isn’t it? There are no battles between gods, sex, plotting
or intrigue. Certainly God’s account is poetic, and in the Hebrew
there are the classic characteristics of Hebrew poetry‐ rhythm,
parallelism etc, and even in the English that poetic structure is
observable but in comparison the account is plain, lacking characters
and drama and this is deliberate. God is setting the record straight.
He’s not like Hollywood which must produce a bigger better story.
No! As opposed to ANE religions, where a pantheon of gods who as a
result of their squabbling somehow create the world and human kind,
the Genesis account tells us that a divine being through nothing other
than His own will and power carefully and systematically brings forth
creation and He does so in a fashion that is good and orderly and in
way that shows He has supremacy over all things. This is what
Genesis is saying, it is telling us about the character of God and it is
saying that unlike the other stories, God created all things because He
wanted to, He did it in way that was orderly and the end result was
that it was good.
Put yourself in the sandals of an Israelite hearing the Genesis account
for the first time, it would have been revolutionary. It said amazing
things about who God was. And still today this is revolutionary when
we compare it to an atheist’s view – a godless world, a world where

stuff just happens where there is no divine control, help or hope. And
what about a Hindu worldview with all its gods or a Buddhist or New
Age world view where the aim is not to know a personal God, in fact a
personal God does not exist, the aim is to extinguish all emotion and
become one with an emotionless universe.
And as we come to Genesis chapter two, more surprising things about
God are seen in the creation of mankind.
Genesis2:5
...and no shrub of the field had yet appeared on the earth and no plant
of the field had yet sprung up, for the LORD God had not sent rain on
the earth and there was no man to work the ground, 6 but streams
came up from the earth and watered the whole surface of the ground‐ 7
the LORD God formed the man from the dust of the ground and
breathed into his nostrils the breath of life, and the man became a
living being.
One of the first things we see is how precious we are to God. We
move from the global to the micro, from a God that flings stars into
space to the same God forming a man from clay and then breathing
life into him by breathing into his nostrils the breath of life. Can you
see that the way God created us says a lot about us and our place in
the created order? From our very inception God creates mankind in
intimacy love and relationship.
The main point in Genesis 2 is that unlike all of God’s other creation,
mankind is made in His image and he was placed in a great garden
(v15) to care for it. Not to abuse it ‐ fish and hunt animals to
extinction or to mine and pollute it to its destruction. No! We were
created in God’s image to rule as God would have us rule. In fact
verse 15 says The LORD God took the man and put him in the Garden
of Eden to work it and take care of it.
As we come to Genesis 3 in poetic terms God explains the nature of
sin, the role of Satan and the fall of humankind. Satan is described as
a serpent, was it a literal serpent? Maybe, maybe not, the point is
Satan exists and seeks to deceive and draw people away from God.

The serpent, Satan, tempted Eve by getting her to doubt God’s
goodness. He implied that God was strict, stingy, and selfish for not
wanting Eve to share his knowledge of good and evil. Satan made Eve
forget all that God had given her and, instead, focus on what God had
forbidden. Adam and Eve got what they wanted; an intimate
knowledge of both good and evil. But they got it by doing evil, they
disobeyed God and the results were disastrous.
In verses 14 and 15 God promises that Satan will be crushed by one
of the woman’s offspring, as salvation history unfolds we will
discover that this is a reference to Jesus Christ the promised Messiah.
But in this story it is a veiled hint to the salvation God will provide in
the years to come.
Essentially the message of that first garden is that human kind has a
problem, we have a natural inclination to do things our way in
defiance of God. As Genesis continues through the next 8 chapters we
see the result of that inclination, we see human kind descend into a
life of sin and the tragic consequences of that.
Was Eden a literal garden or a symbol of the world, was Adam and
Eve a literal pair or a symbol for Human kinds rebellion against God.
Personally I think it was a literal garden and a literal
pair but the truth is it doesn’t matter what matters is
the message that God wanted to convey. How can I
say this? Because the genre bears strong hallmarks
of poetry and mythology the only thing we can be
dogmatic about is the theological messages
contained in that poetic/ mythological type story.
This is why Genesis was written, to combat the views
of the ancient near eastern religions, and to do this
God did not choose a scientific style of writing, He
chose a genre that resembled Hebraic poetry and
mythology. For the Israelite people entering the
Promised Land in 1400BC, the message was clearly
seen as a polemic against the ANE world view with important
messages about God, man and sin. Unfortunately some Christians in

the modern age have tried to read into the scriptures things that are
not there. They try to glean from it scientific information, which God
did not include.
Such an error was seen in 1610, when Galileo proposed a heliocentric
view of our universe, which placed the sun at the centre of the
universe rather than the traditional
geocentric view, which said the earth is at
the centre of the universe and the sun
revolves around the earth. Those who
held a geocentric view opposed Galileo by
appealing to Judges 10:12. In that passage
Joshua commanded the sun to stand still
and the moon to stop. How did the sun
stand still? Of course, in relation to the
earth the sun always stands still – it is the
earth that revolves around the sun. The terminology used in Joshua
should not cause us to doubt the miracle. But it highlights clearly that
the message of Joshua 10 was not to explain science. God was happy
to record a figure of speech because the main message was clearly
presented.
This example helps explain how the first eleven chapters of Genesis
and especially the first three chapters, should and should not be read.
It highlights the danger of extrapolating facts from the text which
were never Gods intention. To test this, it would be helpful to look
closely at some of the ancient Jewish and Christian theologians and to
see how they interpreted Genesis.
Philo of Alexandria (20 BC ‐ 50 AD), was a first century Jewish
theologian and philosopher. Philo noticed a contradiction in the two
creation accounts of Genesis 1 and Genesis 2. In Genesis 1 God
created man on the sixth day after He had created plants which were
created on the third day (Gen.1:12‐13)
In Genesis 2 it says God created man before the plants (Genesis 2:5‐7)
and rather than seeing this contradiction as a problem Philo saw
them as a clue. It was a clue to how Genesis should be read. Philo

developed a list of rules that enabled readers of the bible to
determine when passages were to be interpreted literally and when
the literal sense of certain passages must be excluded altogether. Or
in which allegorical expressions are used for the avowed purpose of
drawing the reader's attention to the fact that the literal sense is to be
disregarded.
For Philo, Genesis 1 and 2 were clearly inspired by God with a clear
allegorical message not a literal one, furthermore he said to interpret
Genesis literally and to say that God created the world in a literal six
days was a mistake and a misinterpretation of what God is saying.
Philo maintained that the main message of Genesis 1 was that
creation was a gift and that God created something from nothing.
Chapter 2 focuses on what it means to be human, the story of Adam
and Eve eating the fruit of the tree of knowledge of good and evil and
being banished from the Garden of Eden was a way of describing the
fallibility of human nature.
According to the Archbishop of Canterbury,
Rowan Williams, Philo’s non‐literal approach
was the normal way for first century Christians
to read Genesis; "[For] most of the history of
Christianity there's been an awareness that a
belief that everything depends on the creative
act of God, is quite compatible with a degree of
uncertainty or latitude about how precisely
that unfolds in creative time”.
Similarly Fr. Gregory Teal Tatum Professor of
the Dominican School of Philosophy and
Theology, says “the early church fathers didn’t
interpret the genesis text literally, they
approached it saying what is the truth God is trying to communicate
to us in these stories. For it was understood that mythological speech
was often the only speech one could use to talk about the most
important things of life”.
By far the majority of Bible scholars agree that interpreting Genesis
literally is a modern phenomenon and not the way the early church
read and understood Genesis.

In 1859 the world was confronted with
Charles Darwin’s Origin of Species. All life
on earth had evolved over billions of years
through variation and selection from a
common ancestor and that included
mankind. His thesis we are told, shattered
Christianity. But when one reads Genesis
as it is meant to be read, extrapolating
from it only what God intended, Darwin’s
theory is not at odds with the Bible. For
those who go beyond the text yes indeed,
evolution does challenge their views. But
for the vast majority of Jewish pre‐
Christian theologians and for the vast
majority of early church fathers, Darwin’s
theory would not have been seen as a
threat.
My personal opinion is Darwin’s theory is just that, a theory with a lot
of holes in it. I also believe the creationist view of a young earth, a
worldwide flood and a literal twenty four hour day, is also a theory
which though possible, is unlikely. It doesn’t matter for in no way
does the debate threaten God or the message God has communicated
to us through Genesis. Let us not forget Genesis is not like the
eyewitness accounts of the gospels which are most definitely meant
to be read literally. When the creationists say Genesis should be read
literally the survival of Christianity hangs on it. They are wrong.
On the other side of the debate the ultra Darwinists who say
Evolution implies atheism are wrong. Darwin’s Origin of Species is
not the great Atheistic thesis these Ultra Darwinists claim. When it
was published Darwin talked about the impossibility of this great
universe being formed by blind chance believing there must be an
intelligent being behind it all. He presented his work as beginning and
ending with God. In his original paper he includes two quotes one
from W. Whewell the other from Francis Bacon, essentially what
Darwin was saying is that though creation occurs through laws of
nature those laws exist as a result of the will and creative work of

God. It is quite true that towards the end of Darwin’s life he had
changed his views and become an atheist but this was a result of the
tragic death of his daughter, not the result of his theory of evolution.
Today there are many scientists on the forefront of the study of
genes, astronomy, geology, archaeology and so on who believe in
evolution but do not believe it poses a threat neither to God or the
biblical message of Genesis.
Personally evolution is not my belief, I feel there is still far too many
holes in this theory and a large amount of evidence which contradicts
evolution. But since I know the true message of Genesis I can explore
this theory and even live with it. My suspicion is that in the not to
distant future other theories will take the spot light and evolution
will be consigned to history.
The tragedy is that Ultra Darwinists have made this theory a
stumbling block to faith as have well meaning Christians who read
into the Genesis account things that God never intended.

I hope this booklet in some small way takes the heat out of the
arguments, encourages the proponents to come down from their high
horses and discuss their theories without the dogmatic assertions
and wild claims. And most of all I hope this is one less road block for
someone in their pursuit of God.
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