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SOME ask how the Flood 
of Genesis 6-9 could be a 
global Flood. There simply 

is not enough water on the Earth 
to cover “all the high mountains 
under the whole heaven…covering 
them fifteen cubits deep” (Genesis 
7:19-20, ESV). After considering 
such apparent quandaries, many 
resort to interpreting the Flood of 
Genesis 6-9 as being, not worldwide, 
but local in its extent. Is the story 
of the Flood myth? Was the Flood 
a local, rather than a global, Flood?

THE TESTIMONY OF SCRIPTURE

First, Scripture simply leaves no 
room for a local Flood interpre-

tation. Here are eight reasons why:
1.	 If the Flood was local, why waste 

several decades building an Ark 
(5:32; 7:6)? Why not just leave 
the area?

2.	Why bring onto the Ark animals 
from all over the region if the 
Flood was local—representatives 

of “every living thing of all flesh” 
(6:19)? Since God actually sent 
the animals to Noah anyway 
(6:20), why not just send them 
out of the area instead?

3.	 How would the Ark be able to 
stay afloat for several months 
while the water receded if the 
Flood was local (8:3)? While the 
Ark could certainly stay afloat 
on a large lake for a long span of 
time, large lakes do not dry up or 
recede in only one year without 
catastrophic breaches which do 
not conform well to the unifor-
mitarian assumption that many 
local Flood advocates hold. The 
description in the text seems to 
imply that the Ark was floating 
in a receding mass of water so 
large that it took months for 
it to drain away. As the Flood 
waters were receding, Noah sent 
out birds to determine if the 
Earth was sufficiently safe and 
dry to exit the Ark. The dove 

“found no resting place for the 
sole of her foot” (8:9), and yet 
doves will often travel farther 
than five miles in search of food.1

4.	 How could the biblical termi-
nology—describing the water as 
covering “all the high mountains 
that are under the whole heaven” 
(7:19, ESV)—be reconciled with 
a local flood? How could water 
rise high enough locally to cover 
mountains if the Flood was not 
greater in its extent?

5.	 How could the biblical ly-
stated purpose of destroying 
man (and beast) from the face 
of the whole Earth (6:14; 7:4) 
be accomplished with a local 
flood? Conservative estimates 
indicate there could have been 
215,000,000 people on the 
planet by the time of the Flood— 
given the long life spans of the 
pre-Flood era, the robustness of 
the young human genome, and 
God’s command for humans to 
be fruitful, multiply, and fill the 
Earth (Genesis 1:28). Given that 
large buildings had likely not yet 
been engineered, such a large 
population would surely have 
been spread out a great distance, 
and yet all humans were killed. 
Genesis 9:19 indicates that after 
the Flood, “the whole Earth was 
populated” through the three 
sons of Noah who were on the 
Ark with him—Shem, Ham, 
and Japheth.

6.	 God made a promise to man 
and the creatures of the Earth 
never to again destroy the Earth 
with a Flood in the way He had 
done (9:8-16). If the Flood was 
local, then God lied, breaking 
His covenant with man, since 
local floods occur all the time. A 
global Flood, however, has never 
again occurred.

7.	 Peter used the universal destruc-
tion of the Earth in the Flood 
to describe what judgment day 
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will be like (2 Peter 3:6-7). If the 
Flood was not universal, then 
logically, judgment also will not 
be universal.

8.	The Flood was so devastating to 
the Earth that seedtime, harvest, 
winter, summer, and even day 
and night were severely affected 
for many months (8:22). How 
could Earth processes have been 
thus affected if the Flood was 
merely local?

The Bible is clear: the Noahic 
Flood was global in its extent. 

THE TESTIMONY OF SCIENCE

Science is also clear on the univer-
sality of the Flood. A scientific 

theory is validated through testing 
its predictions. If a global, rather 
than a localized, Flood occurred, 
what would we predict we would 
find upon examination of the phys-
ical evidence? Here are nine scien-
tific evidences that verify global 
Deluge predictions:

Scientific Evidence #1: Sedimentary 
Layers across Continents and 
Even Between Continents 
Sedimentary rock is understood 

typically to be the result of sediment 
deposited by water. As would be 
predicted if a global Flood occurred, 
the bulk of the surface of the Earth 
is comprised of sedimentary rock. 
Some 80-90% of the Earth’s surface 
is covered with sediment or sedi-
mentary rock, as opposed to igne-
ous or metamorphic rocks.2 While 
in the geologic column the upper 
layers, known as the Cenozoic 
strata (often considered post-Flood 
by Creation geologists), are charac-
terized by geographically localized 
beds of sedimentary rock, many of 
the Flood layers (Paleozoic and 
Mesozoic strata) traverse extensive 
regions. Paleozoic and Mesozoic 
strata can often be traced across 
continents and, in some cases, 
between continents. 

For example, geologists have iden-
tified six “megasequences” of sedi-
mentary rock layers at the Grand 
Canyon that can be followed across 
North America.3 The chalk beds 
of the cretaceous period (e.g., the 

“White Cliffs of Dover”) extend 
from Ireland through England, 
across the English channel into 
Europe, and on down to the middle 
East, Egypt, and even Kazakhstan.4 
Even more notable is the fact that 
the same chalk beds—found sand-
wiched between the same strata—
are found in the Midwestern USA 
and in Western Australia.5 Simi-
larly, the Pennsylvanian coal beds 
of America extend into Britain, 
Europe, and even further—to 
the Caspian Sea of Russia.6 Addi-
tionally, the distinctly different 
Permian coal beds of the southern 
hemisphere extend between Aus-
tralia, Antarctica, India, South 
Africa, and South America.7 Such 
widespread deposition of sediment 
speaks loudly in support of a global, 
aqueous event that deposited vast 
amounts of sediment in a process 
like none that we witness today.

Scientific Evidence #2:  
Marine Fossils on Mountains
If a Flood once covered the Earth, 

wherein the ocean floor was  broken 
up and fountains of material were 
released on the Earth (Genesis 7:11; 
Proverbs 3:20) followed by all of 
the Earth’s mountains being cov-
ered with water (Genesis 7:19-20; 
ESV, NIV, RSV, NASB), one would 
predict marine fossils to be discov-
ered over the entire Earth—on all 
continents and atop mountains. It 
is no secret that marine fossils are 
found well above sea level world-
wide and at the summits of moun-
tains. Even the tallest mountain 
range in the world—the mighty 
Himalayas—hosts marine fossils.8 
Clearly, the oceans once covered 
even the mountains.

Scientific Evidence #3: Lack of Erosion 
(or Rapid Erosion) Between Rock Layers
Uniformitarian geology predicts 

the gradual deposition and erosion 
of sediment across the planet over 
long periods of time—present pro-
cesses are the key to understand-
ing the past. Uniformitarianism, 
therefore, would predict the joining 
surfaces between strata to be rough 
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and uneven, with dips  and plunges. 
After all, normal terrain has hills, 
valleys, riverbeds, and other geo-
graphic features that detract from 
smooth, level topography. If the 
Flood occurred, however, many 
of the strata found in the Paleo-
zoic and Mesozoic layers were laid 
down while saturated with water 
and with little time between their 
sequential deposition. The joining 
surfaces of many strata, therefore, 
would be smooth and flat, with 
little evidence of erosion. The enor-
mous, beautiful rock outcrops of 
the Grand Canyon allow visitors 
to see for themselves the distinc-
tive sedimentary rock layers that 
characterize the Paleozoic era—
what Creation geologists argue is 
the beginning of the Flood. One 
characteristic feature of those layers 
is that the joining surfaces of the 
layers are generally very smooth, 
with little evidence of the erosion 
or deposition processes that should 
characterize the rock layers if they 
were formed over long periods of 
time.9 The evidence indicates that 
the worldwide sedimentary layers 
of the geologic column were depos-
ited rapidly in a worldwide aqueous 
event.

Scientific Evidence #4: 
Catastrophic Burial
Most living creatures do not fos-

silize upon dying. In order to fos-
silize, they must be buried rapidly 
and sequestered from oxygen which 
causes the rapid decomposition of 
soft-bodied animals. Fossilization, 
therefore, is a rarity, especially for 
land-dwelling creatures.10 The con-
ditions must be just right. While 
individual dead carcasses might be 
envisioned as being covered and 
preserved from time to time by a 
localized mudslide or rapid sedi-
ment deposition process, non-cat-
astrophic conditions that could kill 
and preserve the exquisite remains 

of a larger animal (e.g., a sauropod 
or large theropod dinosaur) are 
much more difficult to envision. 
And yet fossils of dinosaurs that 
were killed by an aqueous burial 
event are typical throughout the 
fossil record—just as the Flood 
model would predict. For instance, 
the classic dinosaur death pose—
known as the opisthotonic pos-
ture—often characterizes dinosaur 
fossils when the articulated remains 
of a skeleton are discovered.11 The 
dinosaur’s head is “thrown back 
over the body, sometimes almost 
touching the spine,”12 as if drown-
ing and gasping for air.
Even if localized, non-catastrophic 

conditions could reasonably explain 
the preservation of individual 
enormous creatures, the hundreds 
of fossil graveyards of the world 
with numerous preserved fossils 
at each site, demand catastrophic, 
aqueous conditions.13 The quick 
execution and burial of a group 
of animals is much harder to 
explain under uniformitarian cir-
cumstances, especially when that 
group of animals is comprised of 
dinosaurs. Upon close examination, 
the contemporary explanation of 
dinosaur graveyards does not hold 
up. Paleontologists speculate that 
many dinosaur graveyards are the 
result of dinosaurs dying during 
local flood season while crossing 
a river and being carried to a river 
bend and successively buried year 
after year. The physical evidence, 
however, does not substantiate this 
idea. In Newcastle, Wyoming, for 
instance, a dinosaur graveyard of 
over 5,000 disarticulated dinosaurs 
has been discovered organized into 
a graded bone bed. If dinosaur 
corpses were piling up on a river 
bend each year and being rapidly 
buried there, one would expect the 
bones to be found in a river current 
orientation with many of the skel-
etons articulated—the bones found 

joined together as skeletons or par-
tial skeletons. Instead, the graveyard 
is comprised of randomly oriented, 
disarticulated bones. Furthermore, 
if the dinosaur bones were being 
deposited upon one another annu-
ally, one would predict bone beds 
at different levels representing suc-
cessive events. The bones in the 
dinosaur graveyard, however, are 
organized in a single, graded bed, 
with larger bones at the bottom 
and smaller bones as you move 
upward—indicating a single, rapid, 
catastrophic event that was respon-
sible for the destruction, transpor-
tation, and burial of the thousands 
of dinosaurs in the area.
Many other fossils testify to cata-

strophic, rather than uniformitar-
ian, flood conditions as predicted 
by the Flood model. From fossils 
of Triassic (middle Flood) ichthyo-
saurs being catastrophically buried 
while giving birth,14 to Jurassic (late 
Flood) Aspidorhynchus fish buried 
with Rhamphorhychus (pterosaur) 
in its jaws,15 to Eocene (late or soon 
after Flood) aspiration fossils—fish 
killed and buried while eating other 
fish:16 fossils that verify the predic-
tions of the global Flood model 
abound. 

Scientific Evidence #5: 
“Unearthly” Seismites

A seismite is a special rock layer 
that forms when an earthquake 
vibrates a layer of sediment (like 
sand) that is covered with water—
like the soggy sand that is under 
water along a shoreline. When an 
earthquake happens, it shakes the 
soggy sand, and the water within 
it tries to escape upward from the 
sand as it settles, like magma from a 
volcano. If the sand were to dry out 
after the earthquake and lithify (i.e., 
turn to stone), then if you cut the 
sandstone in two and looked at the 
inside layers, you would see squiggly 
lines that look like volcanoes, where 
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(cont. on p. 44)

the water tried to get out as the sand 
was shaken and settling. These are 
called fluid avulsion structures, and 
they are usually only a few centime-
ters thick today. If the Flood hap-
pened, and “all of the fountains 
of the great deep were broken up” 
(Genesis 7:11) and “the mountains 
rose, the valleys sank down” (Psalm 
104:8, ESV), in conjunction with 
water saturated continents, the exis-
tence of seismites in the rock layers 
associated with the Flood would be 
predicted. 
Not only have many such seis-

mites been discovered, but in 
Lance Creek, Wyoming, dozens of 
distinct seismite layers have been 
discovered that are several meters 
thick, rather than a few centimeters 
thick like seismites forming today.17 
Such abnormal seismites would be 
termed “unearthly” by geologists, 
since no known earthly process 
(i.e., none witnessed today) can 
account for their formation. These 
layers have been traced over several 
miles and are potentially continent 
wide. This means that (1) the whole 
area was once covered with massive 
amounts of water (enough to make 
several meters of sand soggy); and 
(2) several major earthquakes hap-
pened—dozens of earthquakes so 
intense that there is no modern 
reference point to interpret their 
strength. When comparing modern 
seismites and their correlated earth-
quakes with the Lance Creek seis-
mites, one infers that the Lance 
Creek seismites necessarily were 
caused by an unknown, abnormal 
phenomenon—possibly the earth-
quakes generated by the rapid for-
mation of the Rocky Mountains 
during the Flood. For example, the 
Pacific oceanic plate collided with 
and subducted beneath the North 
American plate along the west coast 
of the United States.

Scientific Evidence #6:  
Long Distance Sediment Transportation
Sedimentary rock layers are the 

result of sediment being deposited 
by water, and in some cases, wind. 
Rivers, for example, will pick up 
dirt from their beds and banks, 
carry them along for a certain 
distance, gauged by the speed and 
depth of the river, and re-deposit 
the sediment, which may eventu-
ally become sedimentary rock if the 
conditions are right. The type of 
sedimentary rock will be based on 
the type of material that comprises 
the rock, and the type of material 
is based on the source of the sedi-
ment that the river is carrying. If 
a global, rather than merely local, 
flood occurred, one would predict 
that enormous amounts of sedi-
ment would have been transported 
great distances, as opposed to the 
smaller amounts of sediment  that 
are transported shorter distances 
today.
Once again, when we examine the 

physical evidence in the Flood rock 
layers, we see certain kinds of sedi-
mentary rock whose material source 
is hundreds and, in some cases, 
even thousands of miles away. The 
Coconino Sandstone in the Grand 
Canyon, with an average thickness 
greater than the length of a foot-
ball field and surface area greater 
than the state of California, can be 
traced beyond Utah to the north. 
The source of the Supai Group at 
the Grand Canyon is postulated to 
be extremely far from the Grand 
Canyon, and the source of the 
Navajo Sandstone of Utah appears 
to be the Appalachian Mountains 
of the eastern United States—over 
1,800 miles away.18 While the phys-
ical evidence is difficult to reconcile 
using the conventional paradigm 
of uniformitarianism, it verifies yet 
another prediction of the global 
Flood model.

Scientific Evidence #7: 
Cambrian Explosion
According to Genesis chapter one 

and following, a few thousand 
years ago, God directly created 
all “kinds” of life within four days, 
not by evolution over four billion 
years.19 Approximately 1,650 years 
after that initial Creation, the 
Flood occurred. If the Flood was, 
in fact, global in its extent, then it 
destroyed all birds and land-living 
creatures that were not on the vessel 
prepared for the eight survivors of 
that catastrophic event. Based on 
that information, Creation geolo-
gists can make several scientific 
predictions. Since the Earth is 
young and God did not create life 
through gradual evolution, and 
since the Flood was apparently the 
first (and only) major, global cata-
strophic event on the Earth post-
Creation and catastrophic events 
are generally the cause of fossiliza-
tion, the following would be pre-
dicted: (1) Very few fossils likely 
would have been formed prior to 
the Flood; (2) Transitional fossils 
between major phylogenic groups 
would be non-existent in the fossil 
record; (3) Instead, living creatures 
would appear fully formed, distinct,  
and functional the first time they 
appear in the fossil record; (4) 
When the global Flood began, we 
would predict a significant marker 
in the geologic column that rep-
resents the commencement of the 
worldwide Flood event; (5) We 
would further predict an explo-
sion of fully formed fossils above 
that line, worldwide, representing 
the deaths of living creatures due to 
mud slides and other fossil-forming 
processes during the global Flood. 
When one examines the fossil 

record, testing the validity of these 
global Flood predictions, we find 
that all five of the predictions 
are easily verified. One observes 
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beginning at the base of the record, 
in the Pre-Cambrian layers (i.e., 
pre-Flood layers), very little is found 
by way of fossils—namely fully 
formed stromatolites (predictions 
1 and 3). Above the Pre-Cambrian 
strata, a distinct line is observed 
that extends across the entire planet, 
called the “Great Unconformity” 
(prediction 4).20 That line marks 
the beginning of the Cambrian 
strata (i.e., the Flood) and an explo-
sion of fully formed fossils—called 
the “Cambrian Explosion” by pale-
ontologists (predictions 3 and 5). 
These fossils appear worldwide in 
sedimentary rock with absolutely 
no evolutionary history preserved 
in the fossil record (prediction 2), 
and to all intents and purposes, 
effectively reflect the beginning of 
the fossil record21—precisely what 
would be predicted if Creation and 
the global Flood occurred, and 
decisively contrary to the conven-
tional evolutionary paradigm. One 
well-known evolutionary biologist 
even conceded concerning the 
fossils of the Cambrian: “It is as 
though they were just planted there, 
without any evolutionary history. 
Needless to say, this appearance 
of sudden planting has delighted 
creationists.”22 Even Charles 
Darwin recognized the Cambrian 
Explosion as a problem for his theo-
ry.23 The Cambrian Explosion not 
only falsifies evolutionary predic-
tions, but it verifies at least five 
global Flood predictions. 

Scientific Evidence #8: Flood Legends
If the Flood occurred, but was 

merely local in its extent, one would 
not expect a record of the limited 
event to have been passed down in 
separate societies worldwide. One 
might expect distinct legends of 
localized floods to be passed down 
within separate societies, but they 
would not show significant similari-
ties if they were describing different 

events. If the Flood occurred and 
was global in its extent, however, 
it would be inconceivable to sup-
pose that stories about such a cata-
strophic event would not be passed 
down through the ages to virtually 
all societies. Since the incident at 
Babel occurred soon after the Flood 
(Genesis 11), where God directly 
created several distinctly different 
oral languages, but apparently not 
written languages, stories of the 
Flood were likely not written down 
for many years. Instead, they were 
passed along orally—a medium 
more prone to inaccuracies in 
transmission. The event, therefore, 
would certainly be remembered, 
but many of the details would not 
generally be expected to be accu-
rate.24 When comparing separate 
accounts of the event from different 
societies, if the details matched pre-
cisely, one would suspect collusion 
at some point between the societ-
ies (i.e., that the Flood stories origi-
nated from one later source, rather 
than from the original witnesses). 
Sure enough, once again, we find 
decisive evidence from archaeology 
of hundreds of worldwide, distinct 
but curiously similar legends of a 
catastrophic Flood.25 The details do 
not perfectly match, as predicted, 
but amazingly match in the essen-
tials, suggesting a true, single event 
thousands of years ago that affected 
the whole world rather than a small 
geographic area.

Scientific Evidence #9:  
Rapid Deposition of Strata
As discussed earlier, uniformitar-

ianism, the standard assumption 
used to interpret geologic obser-
vations today, would suggest that 
the sedimentary rock layers of the 
Earth were deposited gradually over 
millions of years. One would not 
expect sediment layers well below 
the surface to be soft after millions 
of years, but rather to have been 

lithified. If a global Flood occurred, 
then catastrophism, not uniformi-
tarianism, is a better interpretive 
principle to be used in geology. If 
a global Flood occurred, then the 
sedimentary layers of the Paleo-
zoic and Mesozoic layers (i.e., the 
Flood rock strata) were laid down 
rapidly—possibly in as little as one 
year’s time. Many of the strata below 
the surface at any point during the 
Flood, therefore, would still be 
soft—not yet lithified. Which pre-
diction is borne out upon examina-
tion of the physical evidence? The 
global Flood model prediction is 
verified when we observe tightly 
folded rock strata, for example, in 
the Paleozoic Tapeats Sandstone 
and Muav Limestone of the Grand 
Canyon.26 Since rocks break, rather 
than bend, observing several meters 
of unbroken, tightly folded rock 
strata implies the layers were not 
yet rock when they were bent—pre-
cisely what would be expected if 
the global Flood occurred and laid 
down the worldwide sedimentary 
layers of the Mesozoic and Paleo-
zoic eras. 
Further evidence of the rapid 

deposition of strata is seen when 
we observe polystrate fossils. Polys-
trate fossils are individual fossils 
that span multiple (“poly”) strata 
(“strate”), such as fossilized trees 
and other organisms across the 
world.27 Surely only fanciful, blind 

“faith” would lead one to accept the 
postulate that a tree could remain 
dead, undecayed, and sticking 
out of the ground for hundreds 
of thousands or millions of years 
while sediment slowly accumulated 
around the tree, burying it. Polys-
trate fossils worldwide suggest rapid 
deposition of the sedimentary rock 
layers also worldwide.

WHERE DID THE WATER GO?

Both science and Scripture sup-
port a global Flood, but if the 
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5.	 Psalm 104:9 (ESV) indicates 
that the geologic activity that 
ensued in the Flood created a 
geographic setting that now 
disallows a global flood to occur 
again.

Is there physical evidence to sup-
port and further explain these state-
ments in Scripture? Undeniably.
When the fountains of the great 
deep were broken up—appar-
ently commencing plate tecton-
ics34—magma from the mantle 
would have touched the waters 
of the ocean, superheating it and 
blasting it into the atmosphere as 
superheated vapor, where it came 
back down as rain. Many of Earth’s 
divergence zones35 stretch for hun-
dreds of miles at the base of the 
oceans. Geyser-like activity would 
have, therefore, created worldwide 
fountains that drenched the con-
tinents with immense amounts of 
water for possibly weeks (40 days?) 
until the movement of Earth’s tec-
tonic plates slowed.
We are able to observe today the 

effects of Earth’s tectonic plates as 
they move relative to one another, 
converging and subducting, diverg-
ing, and transforming. Most geo-
logic activity on the Earth occurs 
along the margins of tectonic plates 
as they move—earthquakes, volca-
noes, and mountain building, for 
example. Subducting plates angle 
downward, slowly diving into 
Earth’s mantle and dragging with 
them the ocean floor. On the rear 
side of the plate, plate divergence 
occurs—plates being pulled away 
from one another—forming gaps 
between plates, and new material 
surfaces from the mantle to fill the 
gaps, replacing the material that has 
been pulled towards the subduction 
zone. While plates move on the 
order of centimeters per year today 
(forming mountains and volcanoes 
very slowly), when plate tectonics 
began (i.e., at the beginning of the 

waters of the Flood really did once 
cover the Earth—even the moun-
tains—where did the water go 
after the Flood? The water could 
not have disappeared from the 
Universe—it must be accounted 
for, unless God chose to suspend 
the First Law and directly remove 
the water from the Universe. 
The account of the Flood event is 

certainly laced with God’s super-
natural activity. He directly com-
municated with Noah, informing 
him how to build the Ark (Genesis 
6:14-16), sent the animals to Noah 
(Genesis 6:20), personally shut the 
door of the Ark (Genesis 7:16), 
and apparently initiated the Flood 
(Genesis 6:17; 7:4,23). The possi-
bility of other supernatural activity 
on God’s part, therefore, cannot be 
ignored. However, before assum-
ing “God miraculously did it” as 
an explanation for everything that 
we do not know—which could lead 
to false conclusions, scientific lazi-
ness, and a lack of valuable knowl-
edge about the natural realm and 
God’s amazing glory as reflected 
therein28—let us consider if there 
is another plausible explanation as 
to where the water from the Flood 
went.
If the entire current Earth’s atmo-

sphere released its water, it would 
only cover the globe to a depth of 
about one inch above sea level.29 If 
all of the present land ice of the 
Earth melted—including glaciers, 
ice caps, and ice sheets—it would 
raise the sea level approximately 
230 feet.30 If all of the water within 
the Earth’s crust was pumped onto 
the surface of the Earth, it would 
raise the sea level another 600 feet,31 
which is much more significant, but 
when we consider that many of 
Earth’s mountains tower over the 
Earth above 25,000 feet in height, 
such numbers pale in significance.32 
Where is the water from the Flood? 
Answer: apparently the same place 

it came from—primarily the oceans 
(Psalm 104:6-9).
While Scripture does not give 

many details about what occurred 
during the Flood, it does provide a 
few important clues.
1.	 When the Flood began, the 

“fountains of the great deep 
(i.e., the oceans) were broken 
up”—all of them (Genesis 7:11; 
Proverbs 3:20). Such terminol-
ogy suggests the breakup of the 
ocean floor and the release of 
water and magma from below 
the Earth’s surface onto the 
ocean floor. Using our knowl-
edge of geology in the 21st cen-
tury, such terminology suggests 
plate tectonics (i.e., the breakup 
and initiation of the movement 
of the plates that comprise the 
surface of the Earth) may have 
been activated at that point.

2.	The breakup of the great deep 
is mentioned, followed by (i.e., 
perhaps causing) the opening 
of the “windows of heaven”—
intense rain (Genesis 7:11) for 
40 days and nights (7:12).

3.	 T he  w a t e r s  “ i n c re a s e d ” 
(7:17)—“greatly increased” (vs. 
18)—prevailing for 150 days (vs. 
24)—roughly five months. After 
that point, “the fountains of the 
deep and the windows of heaven 
were also stopped, and the rain 
from heaven was restrained,” a 
great wind passed over the Earth, 
and therefore, the waters began 
to recede continually (8:1-3) 
until the Ark came to rest several 
weeks later (vs. 4).

4.	 Psalm 104 (ESV) speaks of Cre-
ation and the Flood. Verses 6-9 
refer to the Flood33 and tell us 
that the mountains rose and the 
valleys sank down during the 
event. While some higher eleva-
tion locations apparently existed 
prior to the Flood (7:19-20), the 
taller mountains formed during 
the Flood.
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Flood), simulations show the rate 
would have been on the order of 
meters per second, forming moun-
tains rapidly.36 
If tectonic plates have always 

moved at the same slow rate that 
they are moving today, the sub-
ducting plate material would have 
heated and reached thermal equi-
librium with the mantle mate-
rial long before reaching the core/
mantle boundary in its descent. 
If the global Flood model is cor-
rect, however, and the plates were 
moving rapidly at the onset of the 
Flood only a few thousand years 
ago, immense slabs of colder mate-
rial from the ocean floor would be 
predicted to be piled at the core/
mantle boundary that has not yet 
warmed to mantle temperatures. 
Sure enough, yet another Flood 
prediction was verified when tech-
nology progressed to the point that 
the Earth’s internal structure could 
be studied. Colder slabs of material 
were discovered piled under sub-
duction zones, deep in the mantle 
in the mid-1990s.37

The new material replacing the 
cold, dense ocean f loor that is 
pulled towards subduction zones 
is much hotter, and thus, less dense. 
The effect is that the new mate-
rial “floats” higher in the mantle. 
As the ocean f loor was rapidly 
replaced with new mantle mate-
rial during the early weeks of the 
Flood, therefore, more and more 
of the ocean water was continually 
being displaced onto the land until 
the entire ocean floor was replaced. 
Geologists and geophysicists esti-
mate that, at its peak height, the 
ocean floor would have been over 
3,000 feet higher than its initial 
level.38 Plate motion would have 
slowed at that point, allowing the 
new ocean floor to cool, become 
denser once again and, therefore, 
float lower in the mantle—creat-
ing the valleys that would allow 

the Flood waters to return to the 
oceans. The new height of the 
mountains and the topography of 
the ocean floor now prohibit the 
possibility of the reoccurrence of 
a global Flood—as Psalm 104:9 
implies.
Our ever increasing scientific 

knowledge continues to provide 
more and more clues that support 
and explain the global Deluge of 
Noah. Whether the Flood water 
was removed supernaturally or nat-
urally, there is no quandary created 
for the global Flood model.

CONCLUSION

The Bible speaks of a major Flood, 
roughly 1,650 years after Cre-

ation. While skeptics scoff at the 
possibility of a global Flood and 
many Bible-believers scratch their 
heads in incredulity at such a pros-
pect, both inspired Scripture and 
science agree: the Flood occurred—
and it was global. Once again, there 
is no reason to question the validity 
of Scripture. When one carefully 
examines the evidence prior to 
drawing conclusions (1 Thessa-
lonians 5:21), the claims of Scrip-
ture are verified, without exception. 
One need only “be diligent” as an 
unashamed worker, being careful 
to correctly handle God’s Word (2 
Timothy 2:15).
Does it matter, though, whether 

or not the global Flood happened? 
Most certainly. Jesus called the 
attention of His audience back to 
the Flood in Matthew 24, warning:

But as the days of Noah were, so 
also will the coming of the Son of 
Man be. For as in the days before 
the flood, they were eating and 
drinking, marrying and giving 
in marriage, until the day that 
Noah entered the ark, and did not 
know until the flood came and 
took them all away, so also will 
the coming of the Son of Man be 
(vss. 37-39).

Sadly, mankind has forgotten the 
message that God’s Flood con-
veyed. The Flood was a physical 
depiction of how God feels about 
sin. The Flood is a reminder about 
God’s holiness, and the necessity 
of human repentance and obedi-
ence in order to be pleasing to Him. 
It is a reminder that judgment can 
always be just around the corner, 
when we least expect it. In 2 Peter 
3:3-6, Peter reminded his audience 
of the Flood, and then warned:

But the day of the Lord will come 
as a thief in the night, in which 
the heavens will pass away with a 
great noise, and the elements will 
melt with fervent heat; both the 
earth and the works that are in 
it will be burned up. Therefore, 
since all these things will be dis-
solved, what manner of persons 
ought you to be in holy conduct 
and godliness (vss. 10-11)?

The global Flood of Noah is a 
reminder of the global judgment 
that looms in the future and God’s 
demand that we live a holy and 
godly life.
But the Flood is also a reminder of 

God’s grace. God, through Moses, 
went out of His way to repeatedly 
highlight how Noah was differ-
ent—he consistently obeyed God 
(Genesis 6:22; 7:5,9,16). The Flood 
is a reminder that those who obedi-
ently submit to God can be saved 
through water—and receive the 
benefits of God’s grace—if we will 
only believe Him. Peter, once again, 
used the Flood in 1 Peter 3:

[T]he Divine longsuffering waited 
in the days of Noah, while the ark 
was being prepared, in which a 
few, that is, eight souls, were saved 
through water. There is also an 
antitype which now saves us—
baptism (not the removal of the 
filth of the flesh, but the answer 
of a good conscience toward God), 
through the resurrection of Jesus 
Christ (vss. 20-21).39
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The Editor
New Book: Is Christianity Logical?

Even as pluralism has seized Western civiliza-
tion by the throat, branding the pursuit of truth 
an irrelevant and impossible enterprise, so many 
well-meaning, but incompetent, practitioners of 
Christianity have thrown their hands up in exas-
peration, concluding that arriving at certainty is a 
hopeless endeavor. They have relegated the pursuit 
of doctrinal correctness to the dust bin of antiq-
uity, questioning inspiration and inerrancy and 
even softening their views on moral issues like 
homosexuality and abortion. In its place, they 
have substituted entertainment (e.g., praise bands, 
hand waving, and “tongue-speaking”)—mindless, 
emotional stimulation (which they call “Chris-
tian worship”). Many churches have assumed the 
posture that truth is elusive, and no one should 
be “judgmental” of anyone else; no one should be 
so arrogant or dogmatic as to insist that a certain 
viewpoint is the only right one. Atheists sit back 
and, rightly, laugh at this unfortunate distortion 
of Christianity—this sellout to secular culture.

AP has just released a new book that addresses 
this social circumstance. It endeavors to answer 
such questions as:
	Is Christianity irreconcilable with science and 

reason?
	Is “faith” accepting what you cannot know or 

prove?

	Did Jesus expect people to believe Him without 
proof?

	Does Christianity require evidence and proof 
before being accepted?

	Is the religion of Christ “better-felt-than-told”?
The truth of the matter is that those whom God 

selected (prophets, apostles, and Bible writers) 
to communicate His will to the world always 
presented their divinely inspired messages with 
logical precision, proving their propositions, and 
engaging in rational, reasonable discourse. Indeed, 
the truths of pure, New Testament Christianity 
are logically consistent. They came from the thor-
oughly rational mind of the eternal God.
You will want to acquire copies of this book for 

your friends and acquaintances who have bought 
into the culture-wide myth that the truth of Chris-
tianity cannot be sustained by rational, logical 
examination. Christians may engage others with 
precisely the same confidence manifested by the 
ancient prophet Isaiah when he declared: “Come 
now, and let us reason together” (Isaiah 1:18).

Dave Miller


