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Abstract 

In 2010, the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society published a 32-page brochure, “The Origin of Life”, 

with the intention of supporting its view that life was created by a divine source in the manner that the 

brochure says is declared in the Hebrew Scriptures. 

The objective of this Critique is to examine the manner in which the brochure employs the Judaeo-

Christian Scriptures – The Bible. 

Each of the brochure’s Scriptural references is examined to determine whether it provides the 

evidence that the brochure requires. 
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The brochure’s “Five Questions” 

 How did life begin? (pages 4-7) 

 Is any form of life really simple? (pages 8-12) 

 Where did the instructions come from? (pages 13-21) 

 Has all life descended from a common ancestor? (pages 22-29) 

 Is it reasonable to believe the Bible? (30-31) 

The brochure’s purpose: Examine evolutionist scientists’ claims 

The brochure’s title indicates that it wishes to address five questions related to the origin of life. The 

purpose of these five questions is to examine evolutionists: 

“The purpose of this brochure is to 

 examine claims made by those who 

o teach that life appeared spontaneously and 

o assert that the Bible’s account of creation is a myth.”
1
 

This Critique focuses on the brochure’s handling of the Bible. 

The call for a personal decision (Proverbs 14:14; Romans 12:1, 2) 

Without explaining its bias towards accepting what The Bible opines, the brochure advises against 

blind acceptance of accepting what “others” teach.  

“Examine the evidence for evolution and for creation and then decide for themselves 

which [to] believe. … 

“The Bible warns against blindly believing what others teach. ‘Anyone inexperienced 

puts faith in every word,’ states one Bible writer, ‘but the shrewd one considers his 

steps.’ (Proverbs 14:15) The Bible encourages Christians to use their ‘power of 

reason’ and to prove to themselves the things they are taught.—Romans 12:1, 2.”
 2
 

Appeal to subjective opinion 

This appeal to emotion and subjective opinion permeates the brochure: 

“What do you think?” (pages 7, 12, 21, 26, 28) 

“Do you think?” (page 26) 

Demonstrations of the brochure’s bias 

Bias regarding scientists 

Scientists “claim” (pages 3, 4, 6, 13, 22 – twice, 27 – twice, 30 – three times) 

Scientists or researchers “feel” (pages 4, 5, 6, 13, 27) 

Scientists “speculate” (pages 4, 12, 28) 

Scientists “unable to prove” (page 4) 

Bias regarding evolution 

Evolution “simply a theory” (page 4) 

Evolution “tries to account” (page 12) 

Evolution “rests on long series of fortunate accidents” (page 12) 

“Assumptions underpin evolution” (page 3) 

Bias regarding the Bible 

Bible “trustworthy” (page 4) 

Bible “scientifically accurate” (page 30) 

                                                      
1
 The Origin of Life, page 3 (restructured for clarification purposes) 

2
 The Origin of Life, page 3 
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The Bible “says” (page 9, 13, 22, 26) 

The Bible “states” (pages 9, 30) 

The Bible writer “states” (page 3) 

Genesis account “states” (page 22) 

The Bible’s “clear logic” (page 9) 

Genesis account “states” (page 22 

Biblical sources cited or referenced in the brochure 

The listing of Biblical references in the brochure: 

Genesis 1:11, 21, 24 (page 30) (discussed below) 

Genesis 1:12, 20-25 (page 22) (discussed below) 

Psalm 104:24, 25 (page 9) (discussed below) 

Psalm 139:16 (page 13) (discussed below) 

Proverbs 14:15 (page 3) (not related to Creation; passage referenced above) 

Romans 12:1, 2 (page 3) (not related to Creation; passage referenced above) 

Hebrews 3:4 (page 9) (discussed below) 

Biblical passages employed to market the author’s church appear at page 31, but these are not relative 

to the brochure’s topic. 

The following discusses each of the brochure’s Biblical sources. 

Psalm 139:16 

“The Bible suggests that the formation of our different body parts – and even the 

timing of their formation – involves a figurative book that originates with God – 

Psalm 139:16.”
3
 

According to the brochure, formation of our body parts involves a book. Is this scientific fact? Is it 

objective evidence? Is this scientifically accurate? 

Far from being a scientific resource, this Biblical passage is, by all admissions, only “suggestive” and 

“figurative”. The immediate context of the passage in Psalms confirms this, along with the obvious 

poetic (Chiastic) structure: 

For it was you who formed my inward parts; 

you knit me together in my mother’s womb. 

I praise you, for I am fearfully and wonderfully made. 

Wonderful are your works; 

that I know very well. 

My frame was not hidden from you, 

when I was being made in secret, 

intricately woven in the depths of the earth. 

Your eyes beheld my unformed substance. 

In your book were written 

all the days that were formed for me, 

when none of them as yet existed.
4
 

                                                      
3
 The Origin of Life, page 13 

4
 Psalm 139:13-16 (NRSV) 
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Psalm 104  

At page 9, the brochure’s author refers to Psalm 104 as its authority for scientific fact, for its “clear 

logic”. 

“What does the Bible say? The Bible states that life on earth is the product of an 

intelligent mind. Note the Bible’s clear logic: … “How many your works are, O 

Jehovah! All of them in wisdom you have made. The earth is full of your productions. 

… There are moving things without number, living creatures, small as well as 

great.’—Psalm 104:24, 25.”
5
 

The passage referred to by the brochure: 

24 O LORD, how manifold are your works! 

In wisdom you have made them all; 

the earth is full of your creatures. 

25 Yonder is the sea, great and wide, 

creeping things innumerable are there, 

living things both small and great.
6
 

The Hebrew cosmology of Psalm 104 

The brochure’s author cites Psalm 104 as clear logic, presumable for scientific and objective evidence 

for the origin of life, a claim that does not require faith, in contrast to the faith that scientists need to 

possess. 

Several heavens were stretched out 
You stretch out the heavens like a tent,

7
 

God’s chamber sits on the waters above the tent 
you set the beams of your chambers on the waters,

8
 

Is the following “scientifically accurate”? 
you make the clouds your chariot, 

you ride on the wings of the wind, 

you make the winds your messengers, 

fire and flame your ministers.
9
 

The earth has solid, unshakeable foundations 
You set the earth on its foundations, 

so that it shall never be shaken.
10

 

Waters were collected above the mountains 
You cover it with the deep as with a garment; 

the waters stood above the mountains.
11

 

In this cosmology at Psalm 104, heavens are spread out as a covering tent. God’s chamber is set on 

top of the waters that lie above the tent. There are waters above the mountains, while the earth sits on 

firm unmoveable foundations. 

Hebrew cosmology illustrated 

The Hebrews saw the world as a circle, as a flat disc, not as a globe. The heavens were solid, with 

mountains at the edge of the circle holding up the heavens. When windows in the solid firmament 

                                                      
5
 The Origin of Life, page 9 (underlining added) 

6
 NRSV 

7
 Psalm 104:2 (NRSV) 

8
 Psalm 104:3 (NRSV) 

9
 Psalm 104:3-4 (NRSV) 

10
 Psalm 104:5 (NRSV) 

11
 Psalm 104:6 (NRSV) 
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above were opened, this permitted the waters above the sky to fall as rain. Yahweh sat above in the 

Heaven of Heavens, watching all and seeing all. 

12
 

Like a curtain, the solid, hard sky dome separated the waters 
beneath it from the waters above it 

And God said, “Let there be a dome in the midst of the waters, and let it separate the 

waters from the waters.” So God made the dome and separated the waters that were 

under the dome from the waters that were above the dome. And it was so. God called 

the dome Sky.
13

 

====== 

"Hear this, O Job; 

stop and consider the wondrous works of God. … 

Can you, like him, spread out the skies, 

hard as a molten mirror?
14

 

====== 

Have you not understood from the foundations of the earth? 

It is he who sits above the circle of the earth, 

and its inhabitants are like grasshoppers; 

who stretches out the heavens like a curtain, 

and spreads them like a tent to live in.
15

 

====== 

                                                      
12

 https://pursuingveritasdotcom.files.wordpress.com/2014/05/ancient-hebrew-view-of-universe.png (accessed 

15 July 2019) (At https://pursuingveritas.com/2014/05/14/ancient-hebrew-cosmology/ ) 
13

 Genesis 1:6-8, NRSV 
14

 Job 37:14, 18, NRSV 
15

 Isaiah 4:21-22, NRSV 

https://pursuingveritasdotcom.files.wordpress.com/2014/05/ancient-hebrew-view-of-universe.png
https://pursuingveritas.com/2014/05/14/ancient-hebrew-cosmology/
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The Hebrew raki’a suggests a hammered out slab, not necessarily arched.
16

 

Hebrews 3:4 

The brochure’s author offers Hebrews 3:4 as the example of the Bible’s “clear logic”: 

Note the Bible’s clear logic: “Of course, every house is constructed by someone, but 

he that constructed all things is God.” (Hebrews 3:4) 

The passage is addressed to the brothers and sisters in a heavenly calling. They are in his house due to 

the superiority of Jesus Christ over Moses: 

Therefore, brothers and sisters, holy partners in a heavenly calling, 

consider that Jesus, 

the apostle and high priest of our confession, 

was faithful to the one who appointed him, 

just as Moses also “was faithful in all God’s house.”  

Yet Jesus is worthy of more glory than Moses, 

just as the builder of a house has more honor than the house itself.  

(For every house is built by someone, but the builder of all things is God.)  

Now Moses was faithful in all God’s house as a servant, 

to testify to the things that would be spoken later. 

Christ, however, was faithful over God’s house as a son, 

and we are his house 

if we hold firm the confidence and the pride 

that belong to hope.
17

 

By no stretch of the imagination may this passage be said to refer to any Creation narrative. 

Genesis 1:11 – 25 (brochure pages 22 and 30) 

The brochure makes two references to Genesis 1, but none is made to the other creation story that 

begins at Genesis 2:4b. 

“The Genesis account states that plants, sea creatures, land animals, and birds were 

created ‘according to their kinds.’ (Genesis 1:12, 20-25) This description allows for 

variation within a ‘kind,’ but it implies that there are fixed barriers separating the 

different kinds.”
18

 

====== 

“The Bible does state that God created all life and that living things are made 

‘according to their kinds.’ (Genesis 1:11, 21, 24) These statements may be at odds 

with certain scientific theories, but not with established scientific fact.”
19

 

The brochure’s author takes the position that the Creation narrative should be read literally and that it 

is at least aligned with science. The subject of science is discussed in the associated Critique. It is the 

purpose of this Critique to focus on the literary features, seeking to discover the intentions of the 

writer(s) of Genesis. Was it meant to be a literal description of actual events or was the Creation 

narrative intended to have a different meaning? Interestingly, the brochure’s author does not take the 

“days” of Genesis 1 to mean periods of 24 literal hours. So the author is prepared to consider a key 

factor as being non-literal. 

                                                      
16

 Alter, Robert. Genesis: Translation and Commentary, page 3 
17

 Hebrews 3:1-6 (NRSV) 
18

 The Origin of Life, page 22 
19

 The Origin of Life, page 30 
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Some say, for example, that the Bible teaches that God made the universe and all life 

in it within six 24-hour days. In fact, there is nothing in the Bible that contradicts 

scientists’ various estimates on the age of the universe or the earth.
20

 

Genesis 1:11-25 

Then God said, “Let the earth put forth vegetation: plants yielding seed, and fruit trees 

of every kind on earth that bear fruit with the seed in it.” And it was so. The earth 

brought forth vegetation: plants yielding seed of every kind, and trees of every kind 

bearing fruit with the seed in it. And God saw that it was good. And there was 

evening and there was morning, the third day. 

And God said, “Let there be lights in the dome of the sky to separate the day from the 

night; and let them be for signs and for seasons and for days and years, and let them 

be lights in the dome of the sky to give light upon the earth.” And it was so. God 

made the two great lights — the greater light to rule the day and the lesser light to rule 

the night — and the stars. God set them in the dome of the sky to give light upon the 

earth, to rule over the day and over the night, and to separate the light from the 

darkness. And God saw that it was good. And there was evening and there was 

morning, the fourth day. 

And God said, “Let the waters bring forth swarms of living creatures, and let birds fly 

above the earth across the dome of the sky.” So God created the great sea monsters 

and every living creature that moves, of every kind, with which the waters swarm, and 

every winged bird of every kind. And God saw that it was good. God blessed them, 

saying, “Be fruitful and multiply and fill the waters in the seas, and let birds multiply 

on the earth.” And there was evening and there was morning, the fifth day. 

And God said, “Let the earth bring forth living creatures of every kind: cattle and 

creeping things and wild animals of the earth of every kind.” And it was so. God 

made the wild animals of the earth of every kind, and the cattle of every kind, and 

everything that creeps upon the ground of every kind. And God saw that it was 

good.
21

 

“According to their kinds” 

The brochure renders “according to their kinds”, and makes it its big play to show that the Biblical 

account is scientifically accurate. 

21st century readers apply modern concepts of terms such as species and genus to Genesis 1, but as 

with any study of ancient writings, and especially with the Hebrew Scriptures, it is crucial to 

understand what those people meant and understood at that time when they were working with the 

text. They were only able to work within their concepts, within their own life experiences. 

Of the creatures living on the land, they wrote: “living creatures of every kind: cattle and creeping 

things and wild animals of the earth of every kind”, thus making it very clear what they represented 

by “every kind”, namely: cattle, creeping things and wild animals. This was their world at the time 

they were writing. Their living conditions were the only parameters available to them as they 

composed the text. They had not been eye witnesses to the act of Creation nor did they have access to 

21st century thinking.. 

Analysis of the Creation narratives reveals their motives, and whether they were concerned with 

scientific accuracy or if they had other parameters. 

Truly, they knew the limits to the breeding of viable offspring, and in their agrarian economy, 

absolutely they knew how to achieve successful breeding. But there is a chasm between their 

agricultural lifestyle and the experiences and knowledge of contemporary science, which throws the 

history back by eye-watering billions of years. With these time spans, it is not possible to say that 21st 

                                                      
20

 The Origin of Life, page 30 
21

 Genesis 1:11-25 (NRSV) 
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century life is exactly the same as it was billions of years ago. But the writers of the Creation account 

did not have such concepts to contend with. They could only write within the constraints of their own 

local life experiences. These contexts need to be comprehended when studying their writings, 

Two Creation stories 

The key to understanding the Creation narratives lies with the recognition that there are two distinct, 

and at times contradictory, narratives. The boundary between the two accounts appears at Genesis 2:4. 

The first account of Creation ends at Genesis 2:4a, where the authors use the expression “the heavens 

and the earth”. The second Creation narrative commences at Genesis 2:4b, where those authors used 

the expression “earth and the heavens”. 

This is the account of the heavens and the earth when they were created.  

 

When the LORD God made the earth and the heavens—and no shrub of the field had 

yet appeared on the earth …
22

 

====== 

Critical biblical scholarship allows us—perhaps even forces us—to see Genesis 1:1-

2:4a and 2:4b-3:24 as two distinct stories that should be interpreted separately.
23

 

Where is the literary break between these two stories? In other words, where does the 

story that begins with Genesis 1:1 end? Verse 1:1 and the first half of 2:4, namely 

2:4a, frame the story. … Genesis 2:4b, the second part of 2:4, thus introduces a new 

story, which continues past chapter 3. … 

Many Bibles, including the JPS translation, begin a new paragraph with 2:4b, 

breaking in the middle of a verse. ... The possibility of reading Genesis 1-3 as a 

compositional unity is vitiated by the fundamental differences in vocabulary, style, 

and content between the two stories.
24

 

====== 

Genesis 2:4 need not be taken as exceptional by special pleading; the audience, 

hearing this material linearly, would understand the formula in 2:4 as introducing the 

material that follows.
25

 

Genesis 1:1-2:4a and 2:4b-3:24 are two separate stories. … Neither aims primarily at 

offering a scientific description of “the earth and everything upon it” (Neh. 9:6). They 

are metaphors on the story level, traditional tales dealing with issues of collective 

importance. As such, they are “creating” worlds. 

The first story describes a very good world, which is highly structured and 

controlled by a most powerful God. …  

The world of the second story is much more ambiguous. Its God, a master potter 

(Gen. 2:7), is much more humanlike, walking and talking, even sewing (3:21). Also 

this world is unlike that in the previous story: it lacks the gender equality of the 

previous story, and it is not “very good.” 

Modern “critical” biblical scholarship fosters these observations by allowing the 

stories to be disengaged from each other, allowing each to be seen as an independent 

story, reflecting its author’s perspectives.
26

 

                                                      
22

 Genesis 2:4-5 (NIV) 
23

 Brettler, Marc Zvi,  How to Read the Jewish Bible, page 45 
24

 Brettler, pages 32, 33 
25

 Dorsey, David A. The Literary Structure of the Old Testament: A Commentary on Genesis-Malachi, page 48 
26

 Brettler, page 47 
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The structure of Genesis 1:1-2:4a 

One question that helps us understand the structure of the first creation story of 

Genesis 1:1-2:4a is: Where does day one of creation begin? Various pieces of 

evidence suggest that it begins in verse 3, and that in terms of structure, there are six 

primary days of creation, which cover verses 3-31. At first, the idea that day one 

begins in verse 3, and not with verse 1, seems illogical, but every day of creation from 

day two onward begins with the formula: “God said, let there be …” (vv. 6, 9, 14, 20, 

24). This suggests that the description of day one begins only in verse 3: “God said, 

‘let there be light’; and there was light.” 

The significance of the preceding two verses and their place in the narrative 

become clearer in relation to the concluding verses, Genesis 2:1-4a. The 

intervening material, 1:3-31, is characterized by structure. Each day begins 

“God said, let …”. The phrase “(And) God said” characterizes the initiation of 

creative activity, occurring in eight verses (3, 6, 9,  11, 14, 20, 24, 26). … 

Six times after God creates “by the word,” we read “it was so” (vv. 7, 9, 11, 

15, 24, 30). Six times God sees that what He created was good (vv 4, 10, 12, 

18, 21, 25; with a modification of “very good” in v. 31). Six times we have the 

refrain, “And there was evening and there was morning, day . . .” (vv. 5, 8, 13, 

19, 23, 31; transl. adapted). All of these phrases are missing in both 1:1 -3 and 

in 2:1-4a, the fact that those verses do not fit the pattern of the central creation 

story establishes them as “other,” as not part of the actual story. Instead, they 

should be seen as an introduction and conclusion—or better, a prologue and an 

epilogue—to that story.
27

 

1:1 and 2:4 form an inclusio framing the creation story.
28

 

These six days of creation may be divided into two triads, where elements A, B, and 

C of each triad are connected. The following diagram illustrates this structure: 

 

On day one God creates light, and on day four, the luminaries; on day two God 

creates heavens and water, and on day five, its inhabitants, birds and fish; on day 

three God creates land and vegetation, and on day six, land animals, including 

humankind. The symmetry, which is striking, highlights the orderliness of creation. It 

is even present in the alliterative mirroring of the pre-creation (1:1-2) and post-

creation (2:1-4a) story.
 29

 

The conclusion … describes the Sabbath in a manner that even surpasses 

humankind—only the Sabbath is “declared holy” (Gen. 2:3). … The first creation 

story highlights the importance of both humankind and the Sabbath.
30

 

The opposite of structure is chaos, and it is thus appropriate that 1:1-2 describe 

primeval chaos—a world that is “unformed and void,” containing darkness and a 

mysterious wind. This story does not describe creation out of nothing. Primeval stuff 

already exists in verses 1-2, and the text shows no concern for how it originated. 

Rather, it is about how God alone structured primordial matter into a highly organized 

                                                      
27

 Brettler, pages 39-40 
28

 Dorsey, page 49 
29

 Brettler, pages 40-41 
30

 Brettler, page 44 
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world. Only upon its completion is this structure “very good.” And only then can God 

“rest” (2:1-3).
31

 

Several structuring patterns are discernible. The story is designed so that the 

descriptions of the creative days grow progressively longer. The first two days are 

briefly recounted (with 31 and 38 words respectively). The next three days (days 3, 4, 

and 5) are approximately double that length (69, 69, and 57 words, respectively); and 

the account of the final creative day (day 6) is doubled again (149 words). This 

structuring technique conveys the impression of ever-increasing variety and 

profusion. 

While the creation story is primarily linear in its arrangement (day 1, day 2, etc.), it 

also exhibits a secondary parallel structure (a-b-c II a’-b’-c’ II d). On the first three 

days God creates the three spheres or worlds of life: (a) light, (b) sea and sky, and (c) 

dry land. On the next three days he returns to each of these respective spheres and fills 

them with living/moving things: (a’) luminaries, (b’) fish and birds, (c’) land 

creatures, including humans. On the seventh, unmatched day he rests. This structural 

design conveys a sense of orderliness: 

a light 

b sea and sky 

c dry land 

a’ luminaries 

b’ fish and birds 

c’ land animals and humans 

d Sabbath 

In both the linear and parallel structures, the Sabbath day stands in the position of 

emphasis: it culminates the linear arrangement; and it stands as unique and unmatched 

(and thus highlighted) in the parallel scheme. Its highlighting foreshadows its future 

importance.
32

 

====== 

As many modern commentators have noted, the first Creation account concludes with 

the summarizing phrase in the first half of this verse: “This is the tale [literally, these 

are the begettings] of the heavens and the earth when they were created,” these two 

paired terms, heavens and earth, taking us back in an envelope structure to the paired 

terms of the very first verse of the Creation story.
33

 

The second Creation narrative commences at Genesis 2:4b 

Now, after the grand choreography of resonant parallel utterances of the cosmogony, 

the style changes sharply. Instead of the symmetry of parataxis
34

, hypotaxis
35

 is 

initially prominent: the second account begins with elaborate syntactical 

subordination in a long complex sentence that uncoils all the way from the second 

part of verse 4 to the end of verse 7. 

In this more vividly anthropomorphic account, God, now called YHWH ‘Elohim 

instead of ‘Elohim as in the first version, does not summon things into being from a 

lofty distance through the mere agency of divine speech, but works as a craftsman, 

                                                      
31

 Brettler, pages 40-41 
32

 Dorsey, page 49 
33

 Alter, page 7 
34

 Parataxis is the practice of combining a series of short, concise sentences with phrases that go together, but 

are not dependent on one another. 
35

 Hypotaxis assigns order and structure to the clauses and establishes a level of importance to each clause in 

the sentence. This also gives the reader clue as to what they should be focusing on. 
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fashioning (yatsar instead of bar’a, “create”), blowing life breath into nostrils, 

building a woman from a rib.
36

 

====== 

The beginning of this [second] unit is marked for the audience in several ways: 

1. The tôlĕdôt formula in 2:4 suggests a new beginning. 

2. The account of the seventh day of creation in 2:1-3 heralds the end of a unit in that 

the number seven generally represents completeness. 

3. The content of 2:1-3 declares the completion of the creative task recounted in 1:1-31. 

4. Genesis 2:4-25 neither presents an eighth day nor further describes the seventh, 

signaling that the series that began in 1:3 is finished. 

5. The shift in divine name, from “Elohim” to “Yahweh Elohim,” in 2:4-25 suggests a 

new unit. 

6. Shifts in topos (now Eden), characters (now Adam and his family), mood (from 

tranquillity to discord), storytelling technique (from narrative with no dialogue to 

narrative carried mainly by dialogue), etc., likewise signal the initiation of a new 

literary unit.
37

 

Differences between the two Creation narratives 

Genesis 1-3 … recounts several events twice. …these two accounts differ 

significantly in their detail. In chapter 1, on day six, first the land animals are 

created (vv 24-25), and then man and woman are created simultaneously (vv. 26-

28). In contrast, in chapter 2, first man is created (v. 7), then the animals are 

created (vv 18-20), and only after these are found unsuitable to be man’s partner 

(v. 20) is woman created (vv. 21-23). A single story, written by a single author, 

would not be self-contradictory in such a significant matter.
38

 

Other differences include the fact that in Genesis 1 the deity is called God, whereas in 

much of chapters 2-3 the deity is called YHWH Elohim (“the LORD God”). The units 

use different words for crucial terms like “creation”—thus in 1:27, the first human is 

“created”, whereas in 2:7 the human is “formed”. In fact, the word translated as 

“create” is used a total of seven times in 1:1-2:3, but not at all in 2:4-3:24.
 39

 

The style of chapter 1 is unlike the style of most of chapters 2-3. … This is connected 

to another distinction: … chapter 1 portrays a powerful, majestic God, while the God 

of much of chapters 2-3—who “mov[es] about in the garden” (3:8), talks to people 

(3:9-11), and even tenderly clothes them (3:21)—has a fundamentally different 

nature. These two pictures of God are the work of different authors.
40

 

The first chapter of the Bible tells one version of how the world came to be created 

and the second chapter of the Bible starts over with a different version of what 

happened. (Endnote: The first version of the creation story is Gen 1:1–2:3; the second 

version is Gen 2:4–24.) 

In many ways they duplicate each other, and on several points they contradict each 

other. For example, they describe the same events in different order. In the first 

version, God creates plants first, then animals, then man and woman. In the second 

version, God creates man first. Then he creates plants. Then, so that the man should 
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not be alone, God creates animals. And last, after the man does not find a satisfactory 

mate among the animals, God creates woman. 

And so we have: 

Genesis 1 Genesis 2 

plants man 

animals plants 

man & woman animals 

 woman 

The two stories have two different pictures of what happened. … The first version of 

the creation story always refers to the creator as God—thirty-five times. The second 

version always refers to him by his name, Yahweh God—eleven times. The first 

version never calls him Yahweh; the second version never calls him God.
41

 

Charles Darwin’s views on religion 

For a discussion on Darwin’s views on religion, see:  

https://www.darwinproject.ac.uk/commentary/religion/what-did-darwin-believe 

In my most extreme fluctuations I [Charles Darwin] have never been an atheist in the 

sense of denying the existence of a God.— I think that generally (& more and more so 

as I grow older) but not always, that an agnostic would be the most correct description 

of my state of mind.  

Dear Sir | Yours faithfully | Ch. Darwin
42

 

Summary and Conclusions 

The anonymous brochure, The Origin of Life: Five Questions Worth Asking cites the Bible as its 

authoritative voice, claiming it to be “trustworthy” and “scientifically accurate”. 

Addressing each of the brochure’s Biblical references, this Critique has shown that the concepts of the 

Biblical writers and editors do not accord with our understandings. 

Their cosmology is absolutely different to ours, but they were not writing a scientific treatise. Using 

local concepts, experiences, and presumptions, Bible writers created narratives that were designed to 

inspire faith in God and allegiance to their ruling religious class. Each Creation narrative had local 

and immediate religious messages, such as on the Sabbath, marriage, humanity’s roles, reason for the 

presence of evil, and so on. The writers were addressing practical situations confronting them. 

It is wrong for any reader to impress 21st century knowledge or thinking onto the mind of a person 

living centuries, even millennia, earlier, who was living in a different economy, having totally 

different outlooks. 

Learn about these people and then read their writings through their minds, instead of trying to lift their 

words literally into our differing cultures. 

Appreciate their poetry, their creative and imaginative writing. Analyse, but do not take them as 

defining modern science. 
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