














screech owl, the little owl, the great owl, the desert owl and the white owl as separate miyn.
Now owls would be the genus, and these verses are making it clear that we're talking about
individual species within the genus that are separate miyn. And so again, the Bible is strictly
ruling out "kinds" as naturally breeding and being endowed to quickly change into another
species. The Bible does not support the young earth model that a single horse pair on
board the ark after the flood rapidly evolved into donkeys and zebras, or creatures like
llamas.

Now it's not impossible to breed a lion with a tiger and get a "liger," but Leviticus 19 is
saying not to do it. It's saying naturally, this wouldn't happen. It would not be of their kind.
You can breed a horse and donkey. But because the result, a mule, is not fertile, they are
clearly separate species. Breeding experiments done in artificial conditions do not reflect
what would happen if the same animals encountered each other in the wild naturally.

So, I recognized that the Bible was not supporting rapid, efficient naturalistic evolution
and my young earth view was in error. I was against evolution, but advocating a young
earth, hyper-efficient Darwinian evolution that wouldn't happen naturally.

So if all of the species we know about today couldn 't have evolved (or quickly
changed) and come down to us from the animals on the ark, where did all of the species alive
today and all of the species in the fossil record come from? The fossil evidence seemed to
indicate they lived long before God created Adam and Eve. But was there any biblical
support for this? It is here that I discovered young earth scholarship was not paying enough
attention to biblical scholarship.

First, the Hebrew word for "day" (yom) in the Bible has four literal definitions: 1) a
portion of the daylight hours, 2) all of the daylight portion of a 24-hour day, 3) a 24-hour
day, and 4) a long but finite time period. So why do I believe the fourth definition of "an age,
a long period of time," is the one to be used in defining the length of time of day (yom) in the
seven creation days?

In the creation story itself, yom is used this way to describe a period of time longer than
24 hours. Genesis 2:4 refers back to the entire six "days of creation," when it says: "This is
the history of the heavens and earth when they were created, in the day [yom] that the Lord
God made the earth and the heavens." Moses used the word "day" here to refer to an age or
period of time without any reference to solar days. It's like saying "in the day of the
Romans," or "in my grandfather's day."

Second, according to other biblical passages, the seventh "day" continues. It can't be
a 24-hour day. It must be thousands of years long. Genesis 2:1 tells us, "By the seventh day



God had finished the work he had been doing; and so on the seventh day he rested from all
his work. And God blessed the seventh day and made it holy." By the way, notice there is no
morning or evening stated about this day. The day still continues.

The writer of Hebrews encourages people to believe on Christ and enter into God's rest
today. He writes: "It still remains that some will enter that rest....there remains, then, a
Sabbath rest for the people of God; for anyone who enters God's rest also rests from his own
work, just as God did from his. Let us, therefore, make every effort to enter that rest..."
(Hebrews 4:1-11). Here we are told God is still resting; and the seventh day continues even
now.

Therefore, if God's Sabbath rest continues today and on into the future, then the
seventh day has been going on for thousands of years, "a long period of time," and could noT
be 24 hours long. And if the seventh day is not 24 hours long, then it's possible that the other
six days must also be long periods of time.

Third, Moses also used yom (day) in Psalm 90, the only Psalm he wrote. There he says,
"A day is like a thousand years." Peter referred to what Moses said in 2 Peter 3:8 when he
told Christians: "Do not let this one fact escape your notice, beloved, that with the Lord one
day is as a thousand years, and a thousand years as one day." Notice in both places Moses
and Peter did not say a day is a thousand years, but a day is like a thousand years. For God,
"a long period of time" (like a thousand years) is like a day.

So in three Bible texts Moses himself used yom to mean "an age, a long period of
time," not 24 hours.

Fourth, the Bible says that on the third "day," God not only created vegetation, but it
grew to maturity. Specifically it says, "Then God said, "let the earth sprout vegetation,
plants yielding seed, and fruit trees on the earth bearing fruit after their kind with seed in
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their kinds and trees bearing fruit with seed in them, after their kind." (Gen. 1:11, 12). This
verse uses the word "sprout," indicating the beginning of growth, not its completion. For
trees to grow from seeds to maturity and produce more seeds is a process that takes much
longer than a day, a week, or even a month for most plants. This conclusion represents a
problem in the young earth creationism theory.

Fifth, the events that took place on the sixth "day" of creation would have taken
considerably longer than a 24-hour solar day. I will describe these in my next letter. It's
highly unlikely that all of these events were compressed within a 24-hour period or, more
precisely, within just a few hours on the sixth day.



There seem to be many other indications within the text of Scripture to support the
belief that the creation "days" were literally longer than 24 hours. These are just a few. I will
share more in my next letter and in our series in February.

I realize this is a lot of information, but I hope you will hear my heart as I write and be
assured of my commitment to a literal, infallible, inerrant biblical interpretation of
Genesis 1 and 2.1 also want you to understand that we are letting scientists from both sides
present their views for you to listen and make up your own mind. I believe neither
viewpoint has proven with scientific finality their assumptions. That's why we need to be
open to listening as different viewpoints are debated.

Now one final word: last year, financial support during the month of January was very
low and almost led to our losing many stations. If you want to see us continue piesenting and
defending the faith on television, bringing the top scholarship in Christianity into your home,
then I'd like to ask you to remember the ministry and send a gift to let us know you're
standing with us. If you believe, as I do, that it is vital for us as believers to understand God's
inerrant revelation in Scripture, could I hear from you this month?

I also care about your personal questions on this issue. I encourage you to check out
some of our online articles regarding science or to email us your questions at
science@iohnankerberg.org. I've asked my good friend Jim Virkler, a retired science teacher
and author of our science blog, to respond on my behalf to as many of your questions as he
can through our website.

On the enclosed card, you will also find our special series on science we are making
available to you this month. Thank you again for making this ministry possible. We look to
the Lord to provide the needs of our ministry throughYpur kind generosity.

ncerely jn Christ,

Dr. John Ankerberg
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