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“God is not a man, that He should lie, nor a 
son of man, that He should change his mind.”
Numbers 23:19
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“…men…suppress the truth in unrighteousness, 
because that which is known about God is evident 
within them; for God made it evident to them.  For 
since the creation of the world his invisible 
attributes, his eternal power and divine nature, have 
been clearly seen, being understood through what 
has been made, so that they are without excuse.”
Romans 1:18-20
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

“…men…suppress the truth in unrighteousness, 
because that which is known about God is evident 
within them; for God made it evident to them. For 
since the creation of the world His invisible 
attributes, His eternal power and divine nature, have 
been clearly seen, being understood through what 
has been made, so that they are without excuse.”
Romans 1:18-20

“For you formed my inward parts; wove me in 
my mother's womb.  I will give thanks to you, for 
I am fearfully and wonderfully made; wonderful 
are your works, and my soul knows it very well. 
My frame was not hidden from you, when I was 
made in secret, and skillfully wrought in the 
depths of the earth.  Your eyes have seen my 
unformed substance; and in your book they were 
all written, the days that were ordained for me, 
when as yet there was not one of them.”
Psalms 139:13-16
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–– A study of physical reality should provide A study of physical reality should provide 
evidence of God’s existence and powerevidence of God’s existence and power
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�� The Biblical View of Science:The Biblical View of Science:
–– Clear statements from scripture should not Clear statements from scripture should not 

contradict wellcontradict well --documented facts from sciencedocumented facts from science

–– A study of physical reality should provide A study of physical reality should provide 
evidence of God’s existence and powerevidence of God’s existence and power

“ I implore my reader not to forget the divine goodness 
conferred on mankind, and which the psalmist urges him 
especially to consider.  When he has returned from church 
and entered on the study of astronomy, may he praise and 
glorify the wisdom and greatness of the creator.  Let him 
not only extol the bounty of God in the preservation of 
living creatures of all kinds by the strength and stability of 
the earth, but also let him acknowledge the wisdom of the 
Creator in its motion, so abstruse, so admirable.”

Johannes Kepler, Astronomianova



Science and ChristianityScience and Christianity

�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science



Science and ChristianityScience and Christianity

�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View



Science and ChristianityScience and Christianity
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�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View
–– Science and spirituality are separate realms Science and spirituality are separate realms 

and both are damaged by attempts to join themand both are damaged by attempts to join them



WorldviewsWorldviewsScience seeks to explain the known, experienced world. 
Faith seeks to explain the spiritual world.  Science can 
learn, grow and change. So too, faith can learn, grow and 
change. However, science cannot prove or disprove the 
validity of faith statements. Similarly, faith cannot prove or 
disprove the validity of scientific statements…consider the 
recent archaeological discovery of the ossuary…the 
inscription on the box reads "James, son of Joseph, brother 
of Jesus." Begin with scientific analysis of the artifact. Is it
really from the first century? Is the inscription truly ancient 
and not a modern forgery? Who are the James and Jesus to 
whom the inscription refers? These questions must be 
answered by scholars in archaeology and related 
disciplines. To see this discovery as somehow verifying 
one's faith is an abuse of faith and of science. 
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WorldviewsWorldviews
If faith needs proof, how can it be faith? The fact that 
science and the theory of evolution do not support the 
literal story of creation in Genesis 1 (or the second creation 
story in Genesis 2) should not be a problem to those whose 
faith is not mistakenly dependent on scientific verification. 
If one believes that God has (or had) a role in creation, 
then does it really matter whether that creation process 
works out like Genesis 1 or the theory of evolution? God is 
still "present" in the creative process. 
John Spencer, professor of religious studies at John Carroll University, Cleveland 
Plain Dealer, 10/24/02
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If faith needs proof, how can it be faith? The fact that 
science and the theory of evolution do not support the 
literal story of creation in Genesis 1 (or the second creation 
story in Genesis 2) should not be a problem to those whose 
faith is not mistakenly dependent on scientific verification. 
If one believes that God has (or had) a role in creation, 
then does it really matter whether that creation process 
works out like Genesis 1 or the theory of evolution? God is 
still "present" in the creative process. 
John Spencer, professor of religious studies at John Carroll University, Cleveland 
Plain Dealer, 10/24/02

“…since the creation of the world [God’s] invisible 
attributes, his eternal power and divine nature, have 
been clearly seen, being understood through what 
has been made…”



WorldviewsWorldviews

“…science cannot prove or disprove the validity of faith 
statements.”  

“ If faith needs proof, how can it be faith?”  

“ If one believes that God has (or had) a role in creation, 
then does it really matter whether that creation process 
works out like Genesis 1 or the theory of evolution?”



Knowing Spiritual TruthKnowing Spiritual Truth

�� Is there such a thing as absolute spiritual truth?Is there such a thing as absolute spiritual truth?

�� Criteria for distinguishing spiritual truth from Criteria for distinguishing spiritual truth from 
falsehoodfalsehood
–– Objectively verifiable evidence for its claimsObjectively verifiable evidence for its claims

–– Consistency with itselfConsistency with itself

–– Consistency with observable realityConsistency with observable reality

Naturalism Theism Pantheism Polytheism
Spiritual 
Relativism

Is Reality 
Personal? No Yes No Yes Yes/No

Is Reality 
Infinite? No Yes Yes No Yes/No
Does God 
Exist? No Yes Yes Yes Yes/No

Does Truth 
Exist? Yes Yes Yes Yes No

Is There A 
Personal 
Afterlife? No Yes No Yes Yes/No

Meaning of 
Human Life

Not 
significant

Very 
significant

Individuals 
not 
significant

Depends 
on the 
gods Varies
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uncover evidence of God’s intervention; if uncover evidence of God’s intervention; if 
science contradicts the Bible, then the Bible is science contradicts the Bible, then the Bible is 
lieinglieing about being revelation from God.about being revelation from God.
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View
–– Science and spirituality are separate realms Science and spirituality are separate realms 

and both are damaged by attempts to join themand both are damaged by attempts to join them

–– Genesis has been thoroughly discredited by Genesis has been thoroughly discredited by 
sciencescience

“ It may be regarded as an axiom of modern study that 
the descriptions of creation contained in the biblical 
records, and especially in Gen. 1:1 to 2:4a are 
permanently valuable only in so far as they express 
certain religious truths which are still recognized as such.  
To seek for even a kernel of historical fact in such 
cosmogonies is inconsistent with a scientific point of 
view.”

Encyclopedia Biblica, quoted from Bruce Waltke’s
Creation and Chaos, pg. 2
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science
�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

–– Science and spirituality are separate realms?  Science and spirituality are separate realms?  
No: if theism is true, science can in principle No: if theism is true, science can in principle 
uncover evidence of God’s intervention; if uncover evidence of God’s intervention; if 
science contradicts the Bible, then the Bible is science contradicts the Bible, then the Bible is 
lieinglieing about being revelation from God.about being revelation from God.

–– Genesis has been thoroughly discredited by Genesis has been thoroughly discredited by 
science?  I disagree!science?  I disagree!
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

�� Case Study: Noah’s FloodCase Study: Noah’s Flood

“And of every living thing of all flesh, you shall 
bring two of every kind into the ark, to keep them 
alive with you; they shall be male and female.”
Genesis 6:19

“The water prevailed fifteen cubits higher, and 
the mountains were covered.  And all flesh that 
moved on the earth perished, birds and cattle and 
beasts and every swarming thing that swarms 
upon the earth, and all mankind...”
Genesis 7:20-21
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

�� Case Study: Noah’s FloodCase Study: Noah’s Flood
–– The problem: science indicates there was no The problem: science indicates there was no 

worldwide flood; Genesis indicates there wasworldwide flood; Genesis indicates there was

–– First: consider the range of scientific and First: consider the range of scientific and 
textual options and their degree of certaintytextual options and their degree of certainty



What do we know and how well What do we know and how well 
do we know it?do we know it?

No Reason 
to Affirm

Absolute 
Certainty

Scientific Claim



What do we know and how well What do we know and how well 
do we know it?do we know it?

No Reason 
to Affirm

Absolute 
Certainty

Biblical Interpretation



Flood: Two VariablesFlood: Two Variables

Geographically 
Universal?

Biologically 
Universal?



Flood: Two Variables, Three OptionsFlood: Two Variables, Three Options

Geographically 
Universal?

Biologically 
Universal?

Global 
Universal Yes Yes
Local 
Universal No Yes
Local 
Limited No No
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

�� Case Study: Noah’s FloodCase Study: Noah’s Flood
–– The problem: science indicates there was no The problem: science indicates there was no 

worldwide flood; Genesis indicates there wasworldwide flood; Genesis indicates there was

–– First: consider the range of scientific and textual First: consider the range of scientific and textual 
options and their degree of certaintyoptions and their degree of certainty

–– Second: evaluate evidence for options to see if Second: evaluate evidence for options to see if 
there is an option that harmonizes the text and there is an option that harmonizes the text and 
sciencescience



Text: Geographical Extent of FloodText: Geographical Extent of Flood
�� GlobalGlobal

–– Language throughout seems globalLanguage throughout seems global

–– Water over tops of high mountainsWater over tops of high mountains

�� LocalLocal
–– ““ eretserets” , “earth”  656, “ land”  1582” , “earth”  656, “ land”  1582

–– ““ harhar” , “mountains”  442, “hills”  116” , “mountains”  442, “hills”  116

–– “high”  = “elevated”“high”  = “elevated”

–– ““ kasakasa” , “cover” , also “ fall on”  and “ flow over”” , “cover” , also “ fall on”  and “ flow over”

–– water returns to its original sourcewater returns to its original source
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�� LocalLocal
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–– ““ harhar” , “mountains”  442, “hills”  116” , “mountains”  442, “hills”  116
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–– ““ kasakasa” , “cover” , also “ fall on”  and “ flow over”” , “cover” , also “ fall on”  and “ flow over”

–– water returns to its original sourcewater returns to its original source

“Go forth from your country [erets]...to the land [erets] I 
will show you." (Genesis 12:1)

"Now Abraham journeyed from there toward the land
[erets] of the Negev, and settled between Kadesh and 
Shur”  (Genesis 20:1)



Text: Biological ExtentText: Biological Extent
�� Universal:Universal:

–– “Sorry he had made man”“Sorry he had made man”

–– Instructions to multiply parallel AdamInstructions to multiply parallel Adam

�� Limited:Limited:
–– Words for animals are limited to larger animals Words for animals are limited to larger animals 

potentially economically significantpotentially economically significant

–– ““ NephilimNephilim”  before/after, Gen. 6:4, Num. 13:33”  before/after, Gen. 6:4, Num. 13:33

–– Descendants of Cain: Gen 4:20ffDescendants of Cain: Gen 4:20ff

–– “All”  in Luke 17:26“All”  in Luke 17:26--30, Sodom/Gomorrah30, Sodom/Gomorrah

–– Flow of biblical historyFlow of biblical history
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�� Universal:Universal:

–– “Sorry he had made man”“Sorry he had made man”

–– Instructions to multiply parallel AdamInstructions to multiply parallel Adam

�� Limited:Limited:
–– Words for animals are limited to larger animals Words for animals are limited to larger animals 

potentially economically significantpotentially economically significant

–– ““ NephilimNephilim”  before/after, Gen. 6:4, Num. 13:33”  before/after, Gen. 6:4, Num. 13:33

–– Descendants of Cain: Gen 4:20ffDescendants of Cain: Gen 4:20ff

–– “All”  in Luke 17:26“All”  in Luke 17:26--30, Sodom/Gomorrah30, Sodom/Gomorrah

–– Flow of biblical historyFlow of biblical history

“And just as it happened in the days of Noah, so it shall 
be also in the days of the Son of Man: they were eating, 
they were drinking, they were marrying, they were being 
given in marriage, until the day that Noah entered the ark, 
and the flood came and destroyed them all.  It was the 
same as happened in the days of Lot: they were eating, 
they were drinking, they were buying, they were selling, 
they were  planting, they were building; but on the day 
that Lot went out from Sodom it rained fire and brimstone 
from heaven and destroyed them all.”  

Luke 17:26-29



The Focus of Biblical HistoryThe Focus of Biblical History

All Humanity at All Humanity at 
AdamAdam

All Humanity via All Humanity via 
Christ, churchChrist, church

Of NoahOf Noah

Of AbrahamOf Abraham

Of DavidOf David

Of SethOf Seth

Jesus, God’s MessiahJesus, God’s Messiah
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Geographically 
Universal?

Biologically 
Universal?

Global 
Universal Yes Yes
Local 
Universal No Yes
Local 
Limited No No





“This deluge was not universal, but a local disaster 
confined to the lower valley of the Tigris and Euphrates, 
affecting an area perhaps 400 miles long and 100 miles 
across; but for the inhabitants of the valley that was the 
whole world”  

Sir Leonard Woolley, Ur of the Chaldees
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confined to the lower valley of the Tigris and Euphrates, 
affecting an area perhaps 400 miles long and 100 miles 
across; but for the inhabitants of the valley that was the 
whole world”  

Sir Leonard Woolley, Ur of the Chaldees

“The rivers began flooding. God told two men to go 
into a ship, taking with them all sorts of seed and 
animals.  The flood rose, covering the mountains. 
Later, to check whether the waters had dried up, the 
man sent out a dove, and it came back to the ship. He 
waited and sent out a hawk, which did not return 
because  the waters had dried. The men then 
disembarked with the animals and seeds.”  

Gaster, Southwest Tanzania
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across; but for the inhabitants of the valley that was the 
whole world”  

Sir Leonard Woolley, Ur of the Chaldees

“The rivers began flooding. God told two men to go 
into a ship, taking with them all sorts of seed and 
animals.  The flood rose, covering the mountains. 
Later, to check whether the waters had dried up, the 
man sent out a dove, and it came back to the ship. He 
waited and sent out a hawk, which did not return 
because  the waters had dried. The men then 
disembarked with the animals and seeds.”  

Gaster, Southwest Tanzania

“A kite once quarrelled with the crab and pecked a hole 
in its skull (which can still be seen today). In revenge,  
the crab caused the sea and rivers to swell until the 
waters reached the sky. The only survivors were a  
brother and sister who took a pair of all kinds of 
animals with them in a huge chest. They floated for 
seven days and nights. Then the brother heard a cock 
crowing outside, sent by the spirits to signal that the 
flood had abated. All disembarked, birds first, then the 
animals, then the two people.”  

Gaster, Bahnar (Cochin, China)
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

�� Case Study: Noah’s FloodCase Study: Noah’s Flood

�� Cosmology and Genesis 1Cosmology and Genesis 1
–– The origin and structure of the universe points The origin and structure of the universe points 

to a creatorto a creator
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SupernovaSupernova
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“For the scientist who has lived by his 
faith in the power of reason, the story ends 
like a bad dream.  He has scaled the 
mountains of ignorance; he is about to 
conquer the highest peak; as he pulls 
himself over the final rock, he is greeted 
by a band of theologians who have been 
sitting there for centuries”
Robert Jastrow, God and the Astronomers,
pg. 116
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pg. 116

“The principle ex nihilo nihil fit [nothing comes from 
nothing] seems to me to be a sort of metaphysical first 
principle, one of the most obvious truths we intuit 
when we reflect seriously.  If the denial of this 
principle is the alternative to a theistic metaphysic, 
then let those who decry the irrationality of theism be 
henceforth silent!”

William Lane Craig, Atheism, Theism, and Big Bang 
Cosmology, pg. 156
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“For the scientist who has lived by his 
faith in the power of reason, the story ends 
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mountains of ignorance; he is about to 
conquer the highest peak; as he pulls 
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“The principle ex nihilo nihil fit [nothing comes from 
nothing] seems to me to be a sort of metaphysical first 
principle, one of the most obvious truths we intuit 
when we reflect seriously.  If the denial of this 
principle is the alternative to a theistic metaphysic, 
then let those who decry the irrationality of theism be 
henceforth silent!”

William Lane Craig, Atheism, Theism, and Big Bang 
Cosmology, pg. 156

“ It is hard to resist the impression that the present 
structure of the universe, apparently so sensitive to 
minor alterations in the numbers, has been rather 
carefully thought out... the seemingly miraculous 
concurrence of numerical values that nature has 
assigned to her fundamental constants must remain the 
most compelling evidence of cosmic design.”
Paul Davies, God and the New Physics, pg. 189
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“And God called the light day, and the darkness He 
called night.  And there was evening and there was 
morning, one day…And God called the expanse 
heaven.  And there was evening and there was 
morning, a second day…And God saw all that He 
had made, and behold, it was very good.  And there 
was evening and there was morning, the sixth day.”
Genesis 1:5, 8, 31
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The Day/Age InterpretationThe Day/Age Interpretation

�� Usage of “Usage of “ yomyom” in OT includes “age””  in OT includes “age”

�� Morning/evening terminologyMorning/evening terminology

�� Sabbath...not closed; Sabbath yearsSabbath...not closed; Sabbath years

�� 24 hours is insufficient for all the events 24 hours is insufficient for all the events 
recorded in day sixrecorded in day six

�� Evidence for old earth from geologyEvidence for old earth from geology

�� Evidence for old universe from astronomy; Evidence for old universe from astronomy; 
appearance of age problematicappearance of age problematic



Day/Age Harmonization with Day/Age Harmonization with 
Standard Astronomy/GeologyStandard Astronomy/Geology

EarthEarth

OceanOcean

AtmosphereAtmosphere Narrative Narrative 
point of point of 

viewview



Day/Age Harmonization with Standard Day/Age Harmonization with Standard 
Astronomy/GeologyAstronomy/Geology

Day 1 Creation of physical universe
Transformation of atmosphere to translucent

Day 2 Formation of stable water cycle
Day 3 Establishment of continent(s) and ocean(s)

Production of plants on the continent(s)
Day 4 Trans. of atmosphere from translucent to transparent
Day 5 Production of small sea animals

Creation of sea mammals
Creation of birds

Day 6 Making of land mammals
Creation of mankind



Schroeder’s Cosmic Day TheorySchroeder’s Cosmic Day Theory

Day 1 15.75 to 7.75 byp
Big bang; light breaks free as 
electrons bond; galaxies start

Day 2 7.75 to 3.75 byp

Disk of Milky Way forms; 
Sun, a main sequence star, 
forms

Day 3 3.75 to 1.75 byp

Earth cooled and water 
appears; bacteria 
immediately, at 3.8 byp

Day 4 1.75 to .75 byp

Earth atmosphere becomes 
transparent; plants produce 
oxygen

Day 5 .75 to .25 byp
First multi-cellular animals; 
Cambrian explosion

Day 6 .25 byp to 6000 y

Massive extinction; land 
repopulated; hominids, then 
humans



Science and ChristianityScience and Christianity

�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

�� Case Study: Noah’s FloodCase Study: Noah’s Flood

�� Cosmology and Genesis 1Cosmology and Genesis 1

�� Biology and Genesis 1Biology and Genesis 1--22
–– The origin and structure of life points to a The origin and structure of life points to a 

creatorcreator





“To grasp the reality of life as it has been 
revealed by molecular biology, we must 
magnify a cell a thousand million times until is 
is twenty kilometers in diameter and resembles 
a giant airship large enough to cover a great city 
like London or New York.  What we would then 
see would be an object of unparalleled 
complexity and adaptive design…”



“On the surface of the cell we would see 
millions of openings, like the port holes of a 
vast space ship, opening and closing to allow a 
continual stream of materials to flow in and out.  
If we were to enter one of these openings we 
would find ourselves in a world of supreme 
technology and bewildering complexity...”

Michael Denton, Evolution: A Theory in Crisis









(from Z. Xu,, A. L. Horwich, and P. B. Sigler, 1997)



(from Z. Xu,, A. L. Horwich, and P. B. Sigler, 1997)

“For life to have originated on the earth it would be necessary 
that quite explicit instruction should have been provided for 
its assembly…there is no way in which we can expect to 
avoid the need for information, no way in which we can 
simply get by with a bigger and better organic soup, as we 
ourselves hoped might be possible a year or two ago...the 
correct position we think is…an intelligence…indeed such a 
theory is so obvious that one wonders why it is not widely 
accepted as being self-evident.  The reasons are psychological 
rather than scientific.”   

Hoyle and Wickramasinghe, Evolution from Space
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Science and ChristianityScience and Christianity

�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

�� Case Study: Noah’s FloodCase Study: Noah’s Flood

�� Cosmology and Genesis 1Cosmology and Genesis 1

�� Biology and Genesis 1Biology and Genesis 1--22
–– The origin and structure of life points to a The origin and structure of life points to a 

creatorcreator

–– What about Evolution?What about Evolution?

“ It is absolutely safe to say that if you meet 
someone who claims not to believe in 
evolution, that person is ignorant, stupid or 
insane (or wicked, but I'd rather not 
consider that)...”

Richard Dawkins, The Blind Watchmaker
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Evolution and CreationEvolution and Creation

�� Defining Evolution and CreationDefining Evolution and Creation
–– MicroMicro--evolution: natural selection works on evolution: natural selection works on 

existing variation to produce adaptationexisting variation to produce adaptation

–– MacroMacro--evolution: life arose via random evolution: life arose via random 
chemical reactions, and all diversity has been chemical reactions, and all diversity has been 
produced by random mutationproduced by random mutation

–– Creation in scientific arena: an intelligent Creation in scientific arena: an intelligent 
cause is responsible for the universe and for cause is responsible for the universe and for 
life; a better term: “ Intelligent Design”life; a better term: “ Intelligent Design”
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Evolution and CreationEvolution and Creation

�� Defining Evolution and CreationDefining Evolution and Creation

�� MicroMicro--evolution is compatible with any evolution is compatible with any 
reading of the Biblereading of the Bible

�� MacroMacro--evolution may not be compatible w/ evolution may not be compatible w/ 
the Bible, but is problematic scientificallythe Bible, but is problematic scientifically

“Modern science directly implies that...there are no gods and 
no designing forces that are rationally detectable.  Second, 
modern science directly implies that there are no inherent 
moral or ethical laws, no absolute guiding principles for 
human society.  Third, human beings are marvelously 
complex machines.  The individual human becomes an ethical 
person by means of two primary mechanisms: heredity and 
environmental influences.  That is all there is.  Fourth, we 
must conclude that when we die, we die and that is the end of 
us.  Finally, free will as it is traditionally conceived…simply 
does not exist.”  

William Provine, Cornell University, from Darwin on Trial, pg. 124



Mutation and English SentencesMutation and English Sentences

�� Begin with this "genome": Begin with this "genome": 

THE CAT SAW THE BATTHE CAT SAW THE BAT

�� Mutate the B in BAT to an H:Mutate the B in BAT to an H:

THE CAT SAW THE HATTHE CAT SAW THE HAT

�� Is it possible to generate all valid English Is it possible to generate all valid English 
sentences by this method?sentences by this method?

THE CAT RAN FROM THE DOGTHE CAT RAN FROM THE DOG
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–– MicroMicro--evolution harmonizes with Genesis; evolution harmonizes with Genesis; 
macromacro--evolution may not…nor with the dataevolution may not…nor with the data
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Genesis and Creation MythsGenesis and Creation Myths

�� The The EnumaEnuma ElishElish: Babylon: Babylon

�� The Raven: North AmericaThe Raven: North America

“Raven came into being of his own accord at the very 
beginning of things, and he dwelled with his wife in a small 
and cramped space enclosed in a vast gray void.  It was not 
long before Raven’s wife began to complain to him about 
being bored…`Why don’ t you create an earth or something?’  
she whined.  `I can’ t’ , Raven said, not wanting to be 
bothered…[later]…he had an idea.  He asked one of the man-
seeds to come with him, and he soared up into the sky.  Once 
aloft, he got a sublime grin on his face and began to relieve 
himself.  He shat and pissed and his mighty droppings fell to 
the ground and became the mounts, valleys, rivers, oceans, 
and lakes.  Raven shat and pissed the world into existence.”

Chuckchi: “Raven Shits a World” , the Mythology of North 
America, David Leeming and Jake Page, pgs 99-100
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�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

�� Case Study: Noah’s FloodCase Study: Noah’s Flood
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�� Biology and Genesis 1Biology and Genesis 1--22

“…men…suppress the truth in unrighteousness, 
because that which is known about God is evident 
within them; for God made it evident to them.  For 
since the creation of the world his invisible 
attributes, his eternal power and divine nature, have 
been clearly seen, being understood through what 
has been made, so that they are without excuse.”
Romans 1:18-20
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�� The Biblical View of ScienceThe Biblical View of Science

�� Objections to the Biblical ViewObjections to the Biblical View

�� Case Study: Noah’s FloodCase Study: Noah’s Flood

�� Cosmology and Genesis 1Cosmology and Genesis 1

�� Biology and Genesis 1Biology and Genesis 1--22

�� Next week: Why Believe the Bible?Next week: Why Believe the Bible?


