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Why Shouldn’t Christians 
Accept Millions of Years? 
by Terry Mortenson  -  August 16, 2007 

 

There is an intensifying controversy in the church all over 

the world regarding the age of the earth. For the first 18 

centuries of church history, the almost universal belief of 

Christians was that God created the world in six literal days 

roughly 4,000 years before Christ and destroyed the world 

with a global Flood at the time of Noah. 

But about 200 years ago some scientists developed new 

theories of earth history, which proposed that the earth 

and universe are millions of years old. Over the past 200 

years Christian leaders have made various attempts 

to fit the millions of years into the Bible. These include the 

day-age view, gap theory, local flood view, framework 

hypothesis, theistic evolution, and progressive creation. 

 

A growing number of Christians (now called young-earth 

creationists), including many scientists, hold to the 

traditional view, believing it to be the only view that is truly 

faithful to Scripture and that fits the scientific evidence far 

better than the reigning old-earth evolutionary theory. 

Many Christians say that the age of the earth is an 

unimportant and divisive side issue that hinders the 

proclamation of the gospel. But is that really the case? 

Answers in Genesis and many other creationist 

organizations think not. 

In this chapter, I want to introduce you to some of the 

reasons we think that Christians cannot accept the millions 

of years without doing great damage to the church and her 

witness in the world. Other chapters in this book will go 

into much more detail on these issues. 

1. The Bible clearly teaches that God created in six 

literal, 24-hour days a few thousand years ago. The 

Hebrew word for day in Genesis 1 is yom. In the vast 

majority of its uses in the Old Testament it means a 

literal day; and where it doesn’t, the context makes this 

clear. 

2. The context of Genesis 1 clearly shows that the days 

of creation were literal days.First, yom is defined the 

first time it is used in the Bible (Genesis 1:4–5) in its 

two literal senses: the light portion of the light/dark 

cycle and the whole light/dark cycle. Second,yom is 

used with “evening” and “morning.” Everywhere these 

two words are used in the Old Testament, either 

together or separately and with or without yom in the 

context, they always mean a literal evening or morning 

of a literal day. Third, yom is modified with a number: 

one day, second day, third day, etc., which everywhere 

else in the Old Testament indicates literal days. 

Fourth, yom is defined literally in Genesis 1:14 in 

relation to the heavenly bodies. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. The genealogies of Genesis 5 and 11 make it clear that 

the creation days happened only about 6,000 years 

ago. It is transparent from the genealogies of Genesis 5 

and 11 (which give very detailed chronological 

information, unlike the clearly abbreviated genealogy 
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in Matthew 1 and other chronological information in 

the Bible that the Creation Week took place only about 

6,000 years ago. 

4. Exodus 20:9–11 blocks all attempts to fit millions of 

years into Genesis 1. “Six days you shall labor and do 

all your work, but the seventh day is a sabbath of the 

LORD your God; in it you shall not do any work, you or 

your son or your daughter, your male or your female 

servant or your cattle or your sojourner who stays with 

you. For in six days the LORD made the heavens and 

the earth, the sea and all that is in them, and rested on 

the seventh day; therefore the LORD blessed the 

sabbath day and made it holy” (Exodus 20:9-11). 

This passage gives the reason for God’s command to 

Israel to work six days and then take a sabbath 

rest. Yom is used in both parts of the commandment. If 

God meant that the Jews were to work six days 

because He created over six long periods of time, He 

could have said that using one of three indefinite 

Hebrew time words. He chose the only word that 

means a literal day, and the Jews understood it literally 

(until the idea of millions of years developed in the 

early nineteenth century). For this reason, the day-age 

view or framework hypothesis must be rejected. The 

gap theory or any other attempt to put millions of years 

before the six days are also false because God says that 

in six days He made the heaven and the earth and the 

sea and all that is in them. So He made everything in 

those six literal days and nothing before the first day. 

5. Noah’s Flood washes away millions of years. The 

evidence in Genesis 6–9 for a global catastrophic flood 

is overwhelming. For example, the Flood was intended 

to destroy not only all sinful people but also all land 

animals and birds and the surface of the earth, which 

only a global flood could accomplish. The Ark’s purpose 

was to save two of every kind of land animal and bird 

(and seven of some) to repopulate the earth after the 

Flood. The Ark was totally unnecessary if the Flood was 

only local. People, animals, and birds could have 

migrated out of the flood zone before it occurred, or 

the zone could have been populated from creatures 

outside the area after the Flood. The catastrophic 

nature of the Flood is seen in the nonstop rain for at 

least 40 days, which would have produced massive 

erosion, mud slides, hurricanes, etc. The Hebrew words 

translated “the fountains of the great deep burst open” 

(Genesis 7:11) clearly point to tectonic rupturing of the 

earth’s surface in many places for 150 days, resulting in 

volcanoes, earthquakes, and tsunamis. Noah’s Flood 

would produce exactly the kind of complex geological 

record we see worldwide today: thousands of feet of 

sediments clearly deposited by water and later 

hardened into rock and containing billions of fossils. If 

the year-long Flood is responsible for most of the rock 

layers and fossils, then those rocks and fossils cannot 

represent the history of the earth over millions of 

years, as evolutionists claim. 

6. Jesus was a young-earth creationist. Jesus consistently 

treated the miracle accounts of the Old Testament as 

straightforward, truthful, historical accounts (e.g., 

creation of Adam, Noah and the Flood, Lot and his wife 

in Sodom, Moses and the manna, and Jonah in the 

fish). He continually affirmed the authority of Scripture 

over men’s ideas and traditions (Matthew 15:1–9). 

In Mark 10:6 we have the clearest (but not the only) 

statement showing that Jesus was a young-earth 

creationist. He teaches that Adam and Eve were made 

at the “beginning of creation,” not billions of years after 

the beginning, as would be the case if the universe 

were really billions of years old. So, if Jesus was a 

young-earth creationist, then how can His faithful 

followers have any other view? 

7. Belief in millions of years undermines the Bible’s 

teaching on death and on the character of 

God. Genesis 1 says six times that God called the 

creation “good,” and when He finished creation on Day 

6, He called everything “very good.” Man and animals 

and birds were originally vegetarian (Gen. 1:29–30, 

plants are not “living creatures,” as people and animals 
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are, according to Scripture). But Adam and Eve sinned, 

resulting in the judgment of God on the whole 

creation. Instantly Adam and Eve died spiritually, and 

after God’s curse they began to die physically. The 

serpent and Eve were changed physically and the 

ground itself was cursed (Genesis 3:14–19). The whole 

creation now groans in bondage to corruption, waiting 

for the final redemption of Christians (Romans 8:19–

25) when we will see the restoration of all things (Acts 

3:21, Colossians 1:20) to a state similar to the pre-Fall 

world, when there will be no more carnivorous 

behavior (Isaiah11:6–9) and no disease, suffering, or 

death (Revelation 21:3–5) because there will be no 

more Curse (Revelation 22:3). To accept millions of 

years of animal death before the creation and Fall of 

man contradicts and destroys the Bible’s teaching on 

death and the full redemptive work of Christ. It also 

makes God into a bumbling, cruel creator who uses (or 

can’t prevent) disease, natural disasters, and 

extinctions to mar His creative work, without any moral 

cause, but still calls it all “very good.” 

8. The idea of millions of years did not come from the 

scientific facts. This idea of long ages was developed by 

deistic and atheistic geologists in the late eighteenth 

and early nineteenth centuries. These men used 

antibiblical philosophical and religious assumptions to 

interpret the geological observations in a way that 

plainly contradicted the biblical account of creation, 

the Flood, and the age of the earth. Most church 

leaders and scholars quickly compromised using the 

gap theory, day-age view, local flood view, etc. to try to 

fit “deep time” into the Bible. But they did not 

understand the geological arguments, and they did not 

defend their views by careful Bible study. The “deep 

time” idea flows out of naturalistic assumptions, not 

scientific observations. 

9. Radiometric dating methods do not prove millions of 

years. Radiometric dating was not developed until the 

early twentieth century, by which time virtually the 

whole world had already accepted the millions of 

years. For many years creation scientists have cited 

numerous examples in the published scientific 

literature of these dating methods clearly giving 

erroneous dates (e.g., a date of millions of years for 

lava flows that occurred in the past few hundred years 

or even decades). In recent years creationists in 

the RATE project have done experimental, theoretical, 

and field research to uncover more such evidence (e.g., 

diamonds and coal, which the evolutionists say are 

millions of years old, were dated by carbon-14 to be 

only thousands of years old) and to show that decay 

rates were orders of magnitude faster in the past, 

which shrinks the millions of years to thousands of 

years, confirming the Bible.1 

Conclusion 

These are just some of the reasons why we believe that the 

Bible is giving us the true history of the world. God’s Word 

must be the final authority on all matters about which it 

speaks—not just the moral and spiritual matters, but also 

its teachings that bear on history, archaeology, and science. 

What is at stake here is the authority of Scripture, the 

character of God, the doctrine of death, and the very 

foundation of the gospel. If the early chapters of Genesis 

are not true literal history, then faith in the rest of the Bible 

is undermined, including its teaching about salvation 

and morality. I urge you to carefully read the other chapters 

in this book. The health of the church, the effectiveness of 

her mission to a lost world, and the glory of God are at 

stake. 

Help keep these daily articles coming. Support AiG. 

Footnotes 

1. For the results of the RATE project, see Larry Vardiman, Andrew 

Snelling, and Eugene Chaffin, eds., Radioisitopes and the Age of the 

Earth, Vol. 2, Master Books, Green Forest, Arkansas, 2005; and Don 

DeYoung, Thousands ... Not Billions, Master Books, Green Forest, 

Arkansas, 2005. Back 
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Are There Really Different 
Races? 
by Ken Ham  -  November 29, 2007 
 

What Constitutes a “Race”? 

 

In the 1800s, before Darwinian evolution was popularized, most 
people, when talking about “races,” would be referring to such 
groups as the “English race,” “Irish race,” and so on. However, 
this all changed in 1859 when Charles Darwin published his 
book On the Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection or 
the Preservation of Favoured Races in the Struggle for Life. 

Darwinian evolution was (and still is1) inherently a racist 
philosophy, teaching that different groups or “races” of people 
evolved at different times and rates, so some groups are more 
like their apelike ancestors than others. Leading evolutionist 
Stephen Jay Gould claimed, “Biological arguments for racism may 
have been common before 1859, but they increased by orders of 
magnitude following the acceptance of evolutionary theory.”2 

…As a result of Darwinian evolution, many people started 
thinking in terms of the different people groups around the 
world representing different “races,” but within the context of 
evolutionary philosophy. This has resulted in many people today, 

consciously or unconsciously, having ingrained against certain 

other groups of people.9 

However, all human beings in the 
world today are classified as Homo 
sapiens. Scientists today admit that, 
biologically, there really is only one 
race of humans. For instance, a 
scientist at the Advancement of 
Science Convention in Atlanta stated, 
“Race is a social construct derived 
mainly from perceptions conditioned 
by events of recorded history, and it 
has no basic biological reality.” This 
person went on to say, “Curiously 
enough, the idea comes very close to 
being of American manufacture.”10 

 

Reporting on research conducted on the concept of race, ABC 
News stated, “More and more scientists find that the differences 
that set us apart are cultural, not racial. Some even say that the 
word race should be abandoned because it’s meaningless.” The 
article went on to say that “we accept the idea of race because 
it’s a convenient way of putting people into broad categories, 
frequently to suppress them—the most hideous example was 
provided by Hitler’s Germany. And racial prejudice remains 
common throughout the world.”11 

In an article in the Journal of Counseling and 
Development,12 researchers argued that the term “race” is 
basically so meaningless that it should be discarded. 

More recently, those working on mapping the human genome 
announced “that they had put together a draft of the entire 
sequence of the human genome, and the researchers had 
unanimously declared, there is only one race—the human 
race.”13 

Personally, because of the influences of Darwinian evolution and 
the resulting prejudices, I believe everyone (and especially 
Christians) should abandon the term “race(s).” We could refer 
instead to the different “people groups” around the world. 

The Bible and “Race” 

The Bible does not even use the word race in reference to 

people,14 but it does describe all human beings as being of “one 

blood” (Acts 17:26). This of course emphasizes that we are all 

related, as all humans are descendants of the first man, Adam (1 

Corinthians 15:45),15 who was created in the image of God 

(Genesis 1:26–27).16 The Last Adam, Jesus Christ (1 Corinthians 

15:45) also became a descendant of Adam. Any descendant of 

Adam can be saved because our mutual relative by blood (Jesus 

Christ) died and rose again. This is why the gospel can (and 

should) be preached to all tribes and nations…. 

“Racial” Differences 

…But some people think there must be different races of people 
because there appear to be major differences between various 
groups, such as skin color and eye shape. 

The truth, though, is that these so-called “racial characteristics” 
are only minor variations among people groups. If one were to 
take any two people anywhere in the world, scientists have 
found that the basic genetic differences between these two 
people would typically be around 0.2 percent—even if they came 
from the same people group.19 But these so-called “racial” 
characteristics that people think are major differences (skin 
color, eye shape, etc.) “account for only 0.012 percent of human 
biological variation.”20 

Dr. Harold Page Freeman, chief executive, president, and director 
of surgery at North General Hospital in Manhattan, reiterates, “If 
you ask what percentage of your genes is reflected in your 
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external appearance, the basis by which we talk about race, the 
answer seems to be in the range of 0.01 percent.”21 

In other words, the so-called “racial” differences are absolutely 
trivial— overall, there is more variation within any group than 
there is between one group and another. If a white person is 
looking for a tissue match for an organ transplant, for instance, 
the best match may come from a black person, and vice versa. 
ABC News claims, “What the facts show is that there are 
differences among us, but they stem from culture, not race.”22 

 

The only reason many people think these differences are major is 
because they’ve been brought up in a culture that has taught 
them to see the differences this way. Dr. Douglas C. Wallace, 
professor of molecular genetics at Emory University School of 
Medicine in Atlanta, stated, “The criteria that people use for race 
are based entirely on external features that we are programmed 
to recognize.”23 

If the Bible teaches and science confirms that all are of the same 
human race and all are related as descendants of Adam, then 
why are there such seemingly great differences between us (for 
example, in skin color)? The answer, again, comes with a 
biblically informed understanding of science. 

Skin “Color” 

Jesus loves the little children, all the children of the world. Red 
and yellow, black and white, they are precious in His sight. 

When Jesus said, “Let the little children come to Me, and do not 
forbid them; for of such is the kingdom of heaven” (Matthew 
19:14), He did not distinguish between skin colors. In fact, 
scientists have discovered that there is one major pigment, called 
melanin, that produces our skin color. There are two main forms 
of melanin: eumelanin (brown to black) and pheomelanin (red to 
yellow). These combine to give us the particular shade of skin 
that we have.24 

Melanin is produced by melanocytes, which are cells in the 
bottom layer of the epidermis. No matter what our shade of skin, 
we all have approximately the same concentration of 
melanocytes in our bodies. Melanocytes insert melanin into 
melanosomes, which transfer the melanin into other skin cells, 
which are cabaple of dividing (stem cells), primarily in the lowest 
layer of the epidermis. According to one expert, 

The melanosomes (tiny melanin-packaging units) are slightly 
larger and more numerous per cell in dark-skinned than light 
skinned people. They also do not degrade as readily, and disperse 
into adjacent skin cells to a higher degree.25 

In the stem cells, the pigment serves its function as it forms a 
little dark umbrella over 
each nucleus. The melanin 
protects the epidermal cells 
from being damaged by 
sunlight. In people with 
lighter shades of skin, much 
of the pigment is lost after 
these cells divide and their 
daughter cells move up in 
the epidermis to form the 
surface dead layer—the 
stratum corneum. 

Geneticists have found that 
four to six genes, each with 
multiple alleles (or variations), control the amount and type of 
melanin produced. Because of this, a wide variety of skin shades 
exist. In fact, it is quite easy for one couple to produce a wide 
range of skin shades in just one generation, as will be shown 
below. 

Inheritance 

DNA (deoxyribonucleic acid) is the molecule of heredity that is 
passed from parents to child. In humans, the child inherits 23 
chromosomes from each parent (the father donates 23 through 
his sperm, while the mother donates 23 through her egg). At the 
moment of conception, these chromosomes unite to form a 
unique combination of DNA and control much of what makes the 
child an individual. Each chromosome pair contains hundreds 
of genes, which regulate the physical development of the child. 
Note that no new genetic information is generated at 
conception, but a new combinationof already-existing genetic 
information is formed. 

To illustrate the basic genetic principles involved in determining 
skin shade, we’ll use a simplified explanation,26 with just two 
genes controlling the production of melanin. Let’s say that the A 
and B versions of the genes code for a lot of melanin, while the a 
and b versions code for a small amount of melanin. 

 

http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_21
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_22
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_23
http://biblia.com/bible/nkjv/Matthew%2019.14
http://biblia.com/bible/nkjv/Matthew%2019.14
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_24
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_25
http://www.answersingenesis.org/home/area/faq/genetics.asp
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_26


6 
 

If the father’s sperm carried the AB version and the mother’s 
ovum carried the AB, the child would be AABB, with a lot of 
melanin, and thus very dark skin. Should both parents carry the 
ab version, the child would be aabb, with very little melanin, and 
thus very light skin. If the father carries AB (very dark skin) and 
the mother carries ab (very light skin), the child will be AaBb, 
with a middle brown shade of skin. In fact, the majority of the 
world’s population has a middle brown skin shade. 

A simple exercise with a Punnet Square shows that if each parent 
has a middle brown shade of skin (AaBb), the combinations that 
they could produce result in a wide variety of skin shades in just 
one generation. Based on the skin colors seen today, we can 
infer that Adam and Eve most likely would have had a middle 
brown skin color. Their children, and children’s children, could 
have ranged from very light to very dark. 

No one really has red, or yellow, or black skin. We all have the 
same basic color, just different shades of it. We all share the 
same pigments—our bodies just have different combinations of 
them.27 

Origin of People Groups 

Those with darker skin tend to live in warmer climates, while 
those with lighter skin tend to live in colder climates. Why are 
certain characteristics more prominent in some areas of the 
world? 

We know that Adam and Eve were the first two people. Their 
descendants filled the earth. However, the world’s population 
was reduced to eight during the Flood of Noah. From these eight 
individuals have come all the tribes and nations. It is likely that 
the skin shade of Noah and his family was middle brown. This 
would enable his sons and their wives to produce a variety of 
skin shades in just one generation. Because there was a common 
language and everybody lived in the same general vicinity, 
barriers that may have prevented their descendants from freely 
intermarrying weren’t as great as they are today. Thus, distinct 
differences in features and skin color in the population weren’t 
as prevalent as they are today. 

In Genesis 11 we read of the rebellion at the Tower of Babel. God 
judged this rebellion by giving each family group a different 
language. This made it impossible for the groups to understand 
each other, and so they split apart, each extended family going 
its own way, and finding a different place to live. The result was 
that the people were scattered over the earth.29 

Because of the new language and geographic barriers, the groups 
no longer freely mixed with other groups, and the result was a 
splitting of the gene pool. Different cultures formed, with certain 
features becoming predominant within each group. The 
characteristics of each became more and more prominent as 
new generations of children were born.  [Note: This process is 
called NATURAL SELECTION and is not the same thing as 
evolution!] 

If we were to travel back in time to Babel, and mix up the people 
into completely different family groups, then people groups with 
completely different characteristics might result. For instance, 
we might find a fair-skinned group with tight, curly dark hair that 
has blue, almond-shaped eyes. Or a group with very dark skin, 
blue eyes, and straight brown hair.30 

Some of these (skin color, eye shape, and so on) became general 
characteristics of each particular people group through various 
NATURAL SELECTION pressures (environmental, sexual, etc.) 
and/or mutation.31 For example, because of the protective factor 
of melanin, those with darker skin would have been more likely 
to survive in areas where sunlight is more intense (warmer, 
tropical areas near the equator), as they are less likely to suffer 
from diseases such as skin cancer. Those with lighter skin lack the 
melanin needed to protect them from the harmful UV rays, and 
so may have been more likely to die before they were able to 
reproduce. UVA radiation also destroys the B vitamin folate, 
which is necessary for DNA synthesis in cell division. Low levels of 
folate in pregnant women can lead to defects in the developing 
baby. Again, because of this, lighter-skinned individuals may be 
selected against in areas of intense sunlight. 

On the flip side, melanin works as a natural sunblock, limiting the 
sunlight’s ability to stimulate the liver to produce vitamin D, 
which helps the body absorb calcium and build strong bones. 
Since those with darker skin need more sunlight to produce 
vitamin D, they may not have been as able to survive as well in 
areas of less sunlight (northern, colder regions) as their lighter-
skinned family members, who don’t need as much sunlight to 
produce adequate amounts of vitamin D. Those lacking vitamin D 
are more likely to develop diseases such as rickets (which is 
associated with a calcium deficiency), which can cause slowed 
growth and bone fractures. It is known that when those with 
darker skin lived in England during the Industrial Revolution, they 
were quick to develop rickets because of the general lack of 
sunlight.32 

Of course, these are generalities. Exceptions occur, such as in the 
case of the darker-skinned Inuit tribes living in cold northern 
regions. However, their diet consists of fish, the oil of which is a 
ready source of vitamin D, which could account for their survival 
in this area. 

Real science in the present fits with the biblical view that all 
people are rather closely related—there is only one race 
biologically. … 

Conclusion 

The church could greatly relieve the tensions over racism 
(particularly in countries like America), if only the leaders would 
teach biblical truths about our shared ancestry: all people are 
descended from one man and woman; all people are equal 
before God; all are sinners in need of salvation; all need to build 
their thinking on God’s Word and judge all their cultural aspects 
accordingly; all need to be one in Christ and put an end to their 
rebellion against their Creator. 

http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_27
http://biblia.com/bible/nkjv/Genesis%2011
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_29
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_30
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_31
http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/nab/are-there-different-races#fnList_1_32
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