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6 God said, “Let there be an expanse in the midst of the waters and let it separate water from 
water.” 7 So God made the expanse and separated the water under the expanse from the water 
above it. It was so. 8 God called the expanse “sky.” There was evening, and there was morning, a 
second day. 
9 God said, “Let the water under the sky be gathered to one place and let dry ground appear.” It 
was so. 10 God called the dry ground “land” and the gathered waters he called “seas.” God saw 
that it was good. 
11 God said, “Let the land produce vegetation: plants yielding seeds according to their kinds, and 
trees bearing fruit with seed in it according to their kinds.” It was so. 12 The land produced 
vegetation—plants yielding seeds according to their kinds, and trees bearing fruit with seed in it 
according to their kinds. God saw that it was good. 13 There was evening, and there was morning, 
a third day. (Genesis 1) 
Understanding how the ancients would have read this account is the key to better and 
more thoroughly understanding what Genesis speaks to us today.  
First, understand how differently the ancients explained reality, as opposed to our 
approach. For us, science has become the widely accepted gold standard of reality, for 
better or worse. We are hard pressed to accept theories and tales that seem to defy 
scientific explanation (not to say there aren’t gullible people who are more than willing to 
believe old wives’ tales and legends and superstitions at face value). But basically our 
culture is rooted in science. If someone makes an outlandish claim, we call on science 
to prove or disprove that claim. If someone claims they have a pill that you add to water 
that makes it burn in your car like gasoline, we appeal to science to evaluate that claim. 
If someone claims they can turn common dirt into gold, we appeal to science to reject 
that claim.  
We appeal to science to disprove such radical claims. Unfortunately, science has 
become so much our standard for assessing reality that people actually reject God 
because they find him to be scientifically unprovable. In the same manner, people often 
try to read the creation account as a crude scientific account because it is our cultural 
tendency to seek the science behind the facts. Proponents make clumsy attempts to 
harmonize the Biblical account of creation with science, and skeptics casually dismiss 
the Bible as a flawed work of fiction simply because it does not, in their assessment, 
meet their scientific criteria. That is where they totally miss the purpose of the creation 
story. Here is how to read this account.  

I. Think	“Purpose”,	not	“Structure”	
Now that we understand how we think, let’s try to understand the mind of the ancient. 
They did not explain reality in scientific terms. They made attempts to explain “reality” 
using mythology, and their mythology attempted to explain the purpose. Everything was 
explained as having a purpose because the gods willed it to be so. The ancients never 
appealed to science. There was so much in the realm of the sciences they never 
comprehended. They knew nothing of how our solar system functioned. There was so 
much about botany and biology and zoology and astronomy and geology that had not 
yet been discovered. For instance, the ancients had no proper concept of the function of 
the brain. The ancients loosely related all of our faculties of emotion and understanding 
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to the heart. In fact, there was no Hebrew word for “brain.” Ancient Egyptians prepared 
their dead as mummies, carefully preserving as much of the body as they could so it 
would be useful in some afterlife. However, they used a hook to pass up through the 
nasal passages to pull the brains out because they were considered worthless garbage 
unnecessary for our function.  
It was this crude, scientifically illiterate culture whose most sophisticated method of 
explaining reality was to point to a myriad of gods and their attitudes and purposes. 
Thunder and lightening and earthquakes and volcanoes were angry expressions of their 
gods.  
The fact that the ancients viewed the heart as the seat of intellect and emotions does 
not mean they were attempting to make a scientific statement. 
In the same manner, Moses was not attempting to give his readers scientific 
explanations for creation. He was attempting to point to the true Creator and 
demonstrate many of the characteristics of that Creator to a very confused world. One 
of the main reasons we can say emphatically that Moses was not trying to explain the 
creation in scientific terms is that fact that science is always in flux. We can see the 
history of some of the greatest scientific minds and how their understanding of matters 
in centuries past are quite outdated by today’s standards.  Ancient doctors used to drill 
a hole in one’s skull to relieve pressure as a remedy for headaches. Barbers used to 
practice blood-letting, because the scientific belief was too much blood stored up in your 
body was unhealthy Did you know grandma and grandpa used to take turpentine as oral 
medicine? In the early 1900’s soothing syrup was given to cranky babies. The syrup 
was 65% morphine. As recently as the 1950’s lobotomy was practiced on mental 
patients. Lobotomy is the unbelievably crude practice of basically ramming a sharp 
object up in the brain and destroying all the connections from the prefrontal cortex to the 
rest of the brain. Using scientific terms and expressions in the creation account would 
have rendered the Bible completely obsolete centuries ago.  
In our science-based culture, we have been taught to view all of creation from a 
scientific perspective. We have been taught to think about how things came into being 
and how humans found a purpose for those things which exist. Basically, we are taught 
to think structure first, then purpose second. That is the foundation of evolution which 
takes a scientific approach to reality. They try to explain in scientific terms how 
everything came into existence. Purpose is viewed as a result, not a cause. The theistic 
approach is just the opposite. We see a God of purpose first, a God who had a master 
plan and created all things with a purpose. The function fulfilled the purpose, rather than 
the purpose resulting from the function. We don’t view our solar system which gives us 
day and night and provides us with seasons, which produces and nourishes botanical 
and biological life forms as being accidental. We view it all as purposeful creation. 
Evolutionists play the odds, believing that in the randomness of the cosmos, we just 
happened to have one planet in the entire universe where all the elements to sustain life 
came together in unison with perfect temperatures, perfect balance of life-sustaining 
gasses in our atmosphere, perfect conditions of gravity, perfect blend of light and 
temperatures and chemicals to produce a one in a billion billion billion billion billion 
billion chance of creating a spark of life that just happened to split into multiple single 
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cell amoebas which happened to survive long enough to began the billion year journey 
of growing into humans.  
Rather than attempting to read the creation narrative through a scientific lens, we want 
to try to read it in a manner to discover why God did what he did. In other words, we will 
learn much more from this narrative if we look for evidence of function instead of 
evidence of structure – This is why God made this instead of this is how God made this. 
The creation narrative is much more about the why than the how.  
The theistic approach sees God as the intelligent designer that created everything with 
a purpose in preparation for the inhabitants he would create to inhabit the earth.  
Dr. John Walton has this to say: 
“The diabolical nature of Evolutionism is not to be found first and foremost in its claim 
that things came into existence in a randomly generated sequence through mutation 
and natural selection, but rather in the insidious way that it strips the cosmos and 
everything in it of its purpose.” 

II. The	Creation	
A. Day	one	–	God	separates	light	from	darkness	and	calls	the	light	day	and	the	

darkness	night.	Thus,	time	begins.	We	now	have	a	means	of	measuring	the	
passing	of	time	for	the	remainder	of	creation.		

B. Day	two	–	God	separates	the	waters	of	the	earth	from	the	atmospheric	waters	by	
putting	a	space	between	them.	He	called	the	firmament,	the	vault,	the	space	
between	the	two	“heaven”	(KJV)	or	“sky”	(NIV,	NLT,	NET).	In	the	limited	
understanding	of	the	ancients,	they	believed	this	firmament	to	be	a	dome.	The	
blue	sky	was	thought	to	be	solid.	But	the	point	of	the	language	is	not	to	make	a	
scientific	analysis	of	the	heavens,	but	to	show	how	God	had	established	a	
particular	function	for	his	creation.		

C. Day	three	–	God	caused	dry	land	to	appear,	leaving	fresh	water	rivers	and	lakes	to	
dump	into	the	expansive	oceans.	And	He	called	the	dry	ground	“land”	and	the	
water	“seas.”	And	this	is	he	first	time	Moses	uses	the	phrase,	“God	saw	that	it	
was	good.”		
God	commanded	the	land	to	produce	vegetation,	and	the	vegetation	to	
reproduce	itself	through	seeds,	each	bearing	its	own	kind.	And	God	saw	that	it	
was	good.	The	separation	of	dry	land	from	the	seas	and	the	initiation	of	
vegetation	growth	was	all	the	accomplishment	of	day	three.		

The first three days of creation embody the three fundamental functions God brought 
into operation as foundations for all the rest of creation: agriculture, weather, and time. 
That is precisely what God referenced in 8:22 when he promised never to flood the 
earth again and said:  
As long as earth endures, seedtime and harvest [agriculture], cold and heat, summer 
and winter [weather], and day and night [time] will never cease.  
Notice the implications of this promise. These three fundamental functions of creation – 
agriculture, weather, and time- are guaranteed by God to never cease. As a believer, 
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we are compelled to take this promise of God into account in our modern world view. 
Our evolutionism-inspired culture has developed a king-sized chip on their collective 
shoulders. They have come to believe they are masters of their own destiny. Their 
arrogance has led them to believe they are more powerful and influential than they are 
in reality. They are preaching a new message of taking ownership of Earth and guiding 
and shaping it to their liking for the security of their future. One of the most obvious 
examples of that is the climate change activists. There is a vulgar arrogance in the fact 
that these people think they are in the driver’s seat with their programs and policies. 
They think irresponsible people have brought on unprecedented famine and 
earthquakes and global warming and life-threatening climate change and they are going 
to set policies and adopt practices to turn this earth around. The fear mongering is that if 
we don’t do something, we are going to ruin our habitat. The forests will be denuded. 
The ice caps will melt. The oceans will rise. If we don’t quit fracking, we will split the 
earth open. If we don’t reduce our carbon foot print, we will obscure the sun and change 
the weather. But never fear, because haughty man is going to rescue himself by his 
own hand.  
Agriculture, weather, time - three functions created by God that are not under man’s 
control. Vegetation covers the earth in places where man has no control or influence. 
Weather does whatever it wants and man is helpless to control it. If we could, we would 
have stopped Hurricane Harvey and Hurricane Irma. Oddly enough, some believe we 
will learn to harness the weather with strategic deployment of nuclear bombs. And, 
concerning time, we can talk about the process of cloning. While cloning holds promises 
of reversing damage from heart attacks, and curing Alzheimers, some believe it holds 
the key to preventing aging. That is essentially man’s attempt to stop time. 
All of this is nothing but man’s arrogant assumption he is the master of his own destiny.  
But we cannot ignore two vital truths: 1.) God is the Creator and 2.) the Creator is in 
control. He promised agriculture, weather, and time would continue on regardless of 
man’s influence.  We can’t pretend we are God. Those are his responsibilities. It doesn’t 
mean modern technology hasn’t enabled us to have more influence and control over 
certain portions of agriculture and weather.  It doesn’t mean we aren’t meant to be good 
stewards, but it does mean we can’t dismiss God from the issue and assume we don’t 
need Him in the picture, that we can simply fix our own problems while trying to take 
control over the creational functions that are far beyond our ability to fully manage. It is 
not good stewardship that we object to. It is the independent arrogance of believing we 
are masters of our own fate.  
If there is one dominant message in this passage we have read today, it is that the 
creation is no accident. It is the intentional and methodical product of God. If all creation 
were the result of random, unguided evolutionary development humans would certainly 
be justified in seeking full domination through technological advances. However, the 
most sophisticated technology will never make man into God, even though that appears 
to be man’s full intentions. The biggest danger anyone faces is trying to live life as 
though they have no use for God. Read correctly, the creation account is humbling. We 
should be in awe of the Creator, and we should be compelled to seek him and to serve 
Him and give him the honor and respect He deserves.  


