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THE DAY-AGE THEORY: A COMPROMISE OF GENESIS

Bert Thompson, Ph.D.

For almost aslong assomeof uscan remember, there havebeen
those among us who have been working overtimeto find waysto
compromisetheplain, literal, historical creation account asgiven
through inspiration by Mosesin Genesis 1 and 2. Especialy hard
hit have beenthoseareasof Scripturedealingwithtime. Thosewho
haveastheir god the adoption of evolutionary timetables, geologic
time, etc. haveattempted to“ squeeze” thisallegedtimeintothebib-
lical text in any number of ways. There are, of course, only three
places(theoretically) wheretheseso-called“ eons’ could beplaced.
First, thetimemight beplaced befor e the creationweek (aconcept
known as the Gap Theory or the Modified Gap Theory). Second,
thetime might be placed during the creation week (anideareferred
toasthe Day—ég(e Theory). Third, the time might be placed after
thecreationweek. However, hardly anyonewoul d suggest placing
suchvast timespansafter the creation week duetothefact that the
geneal ogiesof Genesis5and 11 simply cannot bestretched enough
to alow for the insertion of geol o(g;lc/evol utionary time. Further-
more, the Gap Theory and the M odified Gap Theory areeasily re-
futed (see: Thompson, 1982, pp.170-184; Fields, 1976).

Thisarticlewill deal, therefore, with the Day-Age Theory. Let
usexaminethisconcept and seewhy it should berejected by Bible
believerswho respect what God said Hedid. TheDay-Age Theory
statesthat the days of Genesis1 werenot daysat al, butin reality
werelong eonsor expansesof evolutionary time. Supposedly, dur-
ing these“days’ evolutionary/geol ogic phenomenaoccurred (e.g.,
theformation of plant, animal, and human fossils, theformation of
coal and ail, etc.), thus allowing Bible believersto accept the ol d-
Earth claimsof evol utionistsand thosewho are sympathetic to their
cause. Itisclear from plain statements of Scripture, however, that
thedaysof Genesisareexactly that—daysof approxi mately 24 hours
Ieach, Just aswe know them today. Consider, for example, thefol-

owing.

(1) Weknow the days of Genesis 1 areliteral 24-hour days be-
causetheHebrewwordyom, whichistranslated“ day,” isused and
defined inGenesis1:5.

Thewordisclearly defined thefirst timeitisused. God de-
finesHisterms! “And God called thelight Day and thedark-
nesshecalled Night. And theevening and themorningwere
thefirstday” (Genesis1:5). Yomisdefined, hereasthelight
periodintheregular succession of light and darkness, which,
astheearthrotatesonitsaxis, hascontinued ever since. This
definition obvioudly precludesany possibleinterpretation as
ageologic age (Morris, 1974, p. 224).

(2) TheDay-AgeTheory isfal sebecausewhenever the Hebrew
word yomispreceded by anumeral, it alwayscarriesthe meaning
of a24-hour day. Yomoccursover 100 timesin the Old Testament
in this manner, and always the meaning of a 24-hour day is con-
veyed. Thereisno exception. Exodus20:11 statesthat “insix days
theL ord madeheavenand earth, thesea, andall thatinthemis.”

(3) TheDay-Age Theory isfal sebecausewhenever theHebrew
termyomappearsintheplural (yamim), italwaysreferstoaliteral
24-hour day. Whentheword“ days” appearsintheplural (Hebrew

ami m? asitdoesover 700timesintheOld Testament, it alwaysre-

erstoliteral days. Thus, in Exodus20:11, whenthe Scripturesays
that “in six days the L ord made heaven and earth, the sea, and all
thatinthemis,” there can be no doubt whatever that six literal days
aremeant (Morris, 1970, p. 59).

(4) TheHebrew phrasetrand ated“ eveningand morning” isused
over 100timesinthe Old Testament withtheword yom. Eachtime
itreferstoaliteral 24-hour day.

...thewriter of Genesiswastryingtoguardinevery possible
way against any of hisreadersderiving thenotion of nonliteral
daysfromhisrecord.... Thewriter not only definedtheterm
“day,” butemphasizedthat it wasterminated by aliteral eve-
ning and morning and that it was like every other day inthe
normal sequence of days. In no way can the term be legiti-
mately applied hereto anything corresponding to ageol ogi-
cal) period or any other such concept (Morris, 1976, pp. 55-
56).

(5) Had Moseswanted usto understand these days as* long geo-
logic periods,” he could have used Hebrew words to denote such.
For example, he could have used the Hebrew term olam, or theword
dor, both of whichwould indicatelong, indefinite periods of time.
But hedid not! He could have modified theword yomwith the ad-

jectiverab (yom-rab—"longday”). But again, hedid not. Further,

If God said Hecreated everythinginsix days, yet Hereally used six
eons, would not that make God deceitful ?

(6) Genesis 1:14 isadeath blow to the Day-Age Theory. It was
inthisversethat God stated that He created thelightsto divide the
day fromthenight, and that they wereto be“for si%ns for seasons,
for days, andfor years.” If the“ days’ are“ages,” thenwhat arethe
years?If aday isan age, thenwhat isa“night” ? AsMarcus Dods
pointed out: “1f theword* day’ inthischapter doesnot mean aperi-
od %f §)4 hours, theinterpretation of Scriptureishopeless’ (1948,
pp.4-9).

Therearenumerousother argumentsthat could beoffered if space
permitted. But surely thesefew areenough to document thefact that
the days of Genesis are exactly what God said they were—literal
24-hour days! If God had wanted totell usthat the Earth, the seas,
the heavens, and everything in them were created in six literal 24-
hour days, what elsecould Hehavesaid?
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