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Onoccasion, thecomment isoverheard, �But theEarth looksso
old.� There are at least two responses thatmight bemade to such a
statement. First, one might ask: �Compared to what; what does a
young Earth look like?�Who among us has anything with which
tocompare?Second,weshouldnotbe surprised if certainmethods
in scienceappear to support the ideaof anancientEarth.Why?The
answer lies in what has been called the �doctrine of apparent age�
(alsoknownas the�doctrineofmaturecreation�).
This concept states thatwhenGodmade�heaven, andearth, the

sea, and all that in them is� (Exodus 20:11), they were made per-
fect, complete, and ready for habitation bymankind and themulti-
ple forms of plant and animal life. God did not create immature
forms (althoughHe certainly could have done so, hadHe desired),
butmature ones. Rather than creating an acorn, for example, He
created an oak. Rather than creating an egg, He created a chicken.
Rather than creating Adam and Eve as infants or young children,
He created themas post-pubescent beings.Weknow this to be true
because one of the commands God gave each living thing shortly
after its creation was that it should reproduce �after its kind.� This
very command, in fact,was given toAdamandEvewhile they still
were in theGardenofEden,prior to their sinandexpulsion.
How old were Adam and Eve two seconds after their creation?

They were two seconds old. Howoldwere the plants and animals
two seconds after their creation?They were two seconds old. But
how old all these two-seconds-old people, plants, and animals look
like theywere? It is important to realize that the initial creationhad
two ages�a literal age, and anapparent age. It literallymayhave
been just onedayold, twodaysold, threedaysold, and soon.But it
appeared tobemucholder.
The biblical record provides additional information concerning

the accuracy of the doctrine of apparent age. InGenesis 1:14, God
toldMoses that the heavenly bodies (e.g., Sun, Moon, stars) were
tobe�for signs and for seasons, for days and foryears.� Inorder for
them to be useful toman for the designation of signs, seasons, days,
and years, those bodiesmust have been visible. Thus, when God
created them He made their light already visible from Earth. The
psalmist exclaimed: �The heavens declare the glory of God, and
the firmament showeth his handiwork� (19:1). There was, there-
fore, a specificpurposebehindGod�smaturecreation.
First, theEarthwasprepared inamature state so thatmanwould

find it suitable for his habitation. Christ specifically stated thatman
andwomanhad been on theEarth �since the beginning of the crea-
tion� (Matthew19:4;Mark 10:6). Thus, itwas necessary that �from
the beginning� the Earth be �finished.� Second, once man found
himself in such a home (called �very good��denoting complete
perfection�in Genesis 1:31), it was only right to give honor and
glory to theCreatorWhodesignedandbuilt suchamagnificent ed-
ifice. This explains why Paul, in Romans 1:20ff., suggested that
even God�s �everlasting power and divinity� had been seen by
mankind �from the creation of the world,� and why those who re-
fused tohonorGodwouldbe�withoutexcuse.�
Even themiracles of the Bible reflect God�s frequent use of the

principle we call �apparent age.� During Christ�s first miracle, He
transformed water into wine (John 2). [In the New Testament, the
Greek termforwine,oinos, denotesbothalcoholicandnon-alcoholic
grape-juice beverages, prohibiting the view that the wine spoken
of in John 2 necessarily was alcoholic.] For mere mortals to pro-

ducewine (alcoholic or not) requires a lengthy process employing
soil, water, grapes, sunshine, etc. Yet Jesus accomplished this task
in a matter of minutes, producing what the governor of the wed-
ding feast termed not just wine but �good wine� (John 2:10). The
miracle of the feeding of the 5,000 (Matthew 14:13-21) also pro-
vides evidence regarding the principle of apparent age. The young
boy present on that occasion had but a few loaves and fishes, yet
Christ �multiplied� themandfedover5,000menalone.
ThemomentGod createdmatter, would it not have appeared to

be �mature��i.e., as if it already had existed? If God had decided
to createAdamas a baby, how couldHe have produced a baby that
didnot look like it hadgone througha9-monthgestationperiod? If
He created an acorn, how could He have created an acorn that did
not look like it had fallen from a mighty oak? Did God create the
Earth�mature�?Yes,Hedid.HowcouldHehavedoneotherwise?
FrankMarsh,while servingas aprofessorofbiologyatAndrews

University,was a respected scientistwhowrote frequently onmat-
ters relating to creation and evolution. In his book, Life, Man, and
Time, headdressed thesubjectofapparentage.

WhenAdamcame from the handof theCreator onFridayhehad
every appearance of being amatureman at least in his twenties,
amanofmarriageable age. Fruit-bearing trees appeared tobe at
least several years old. The great aquatic animals playing in the
waters appeared to be sixty to one hundred years old. And the
smoothed landscape with its rounded mountains and hills, and
broad rivers, andwithavegetated layerof fertile soil over all land
areas, fromauniformitarian viewpoint, appeared to bemillions
of years old.Nevertheless, noobject in this landscapewasmore
than three solar days old. Because this landscape had been spe-
cially createdwith anappearance of age, even themost careful
application by Adam of his physical senses and his reasonable
mind to the problem of age of the landscape could only lead to
thewrong conclusion. It is of great importance to recognize here
that Adam could not carry on an open-minded study of the age
of the landscapeandnecessarilyarriveat the truthabout it. Inor-
der to pleaseGod andknow the truth about natural things, he had
toplacespecial revelationabovenatural revelation....
From past events we learn that even regarding points in natu-
ral science, special revelation must supersede natural reve-
lation if the truth is to be known on those points.With regard
to duration since Creation Week, the Bible tells us that only a
few thousandyears have elapsed. To theBible believer thismeans
that the various timeclockswhich suggest greater ages than this
are not to be depended upon regardless of howcoercive or com-
pulsive theevidencemayappear tobe.Becauseof themannerof
the earth�s origin, Adam could not accept the data furnished by
naturalprocesseswhen it cameto theageof the landscape.
In likemanner theBiblebeliever todaywhowalks the sameearth
Adamwalked, except for an unnatural destruction and redeposi-
tionof itssurfacesinceCreation,dependsuponBiblechronology
to reveal the true ageof the fossil-bearing strata at the earth�s sur-
face.This record informsus thatduration since life first appeared
on this earth is tobecounted, not inhundredsofmillionsbut rather
in a few thousands of years. In this day of jumbled talk of mil-
lions of years in this earth�s history, the Bible believer faces no
dilemma.Hisphilosophymaynotbepopularbut it is satisfyingly
correct. Why? Because God in His providence has supplied in
man�sGuidebook thevery informationon thisplanet thatheneeds
in this confusedage (1967,pp.59,73, first emp. inorig., last emp.
added).

One of Dr. Marsh�s articles on this subject, which appeared in
theCreation Research Society Quarterly, was titled �OnCreation
with anAppearance ofAge.�Although the following quotation from
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that article is somewhat lengthy, I consider its inclusion here essen-
tial because it is, in my estimation, a one-of-a-kind, timeless mas-
terpiecedue to the simple-yet-brilliantmanner inwhich it explains
the importance of a proper understanding of the scriptural princi-
pleknownas thedoctrineofapparentage.

Toget at the facts let us assume that some time soonafterAdam�s
creation onDaySix (Gen. 1:27, NASB), theCreator said to him,
�Adam, look about you. There is not an object in this landscape
that is more than three days (evenings and mornings; 24-hour
periods)old.�
Assume that Adam replied, �Lord you have givenme thiswon-
derfulmindand thesemarvelousphysical senses.Nowsuppose
I study thismatter open-mindedly and learn if your statement is
correct.�
Assume thatAdambeganhis careful studyof agebyexamining
his ownbody. If hewere to hypothesize that he had becomema-
ture (of marriageable age, Gen. 1:27) by normal (to us) growth
processes, then he could reasonably conclude that he had lived
at least twenty-fiveyears. If his basic assumptionswere correct,
then by the agreement of proof from several ways of determin-
ing age, such as anatomical structure, physiological activity, and
psychologicalmaturity, hewould �know� that hewasmore than
threedaysold.
Assume thatAdamcontinued his study and observedmature fruit
trees (Gen. 1:12) which apparently were several years old. He
observed great water animals (Gen. 1:21) possibly apparently
sixty years old.Heobservedmountains (Gen. 7:19) and spread-
ing plainswith rivers (Gen. 2:10-14), erosion plainswhich some
think requiremillionsofyears to form. Ifhehadexamined trees,
I believe he would have found annual rings, and that if he had
datedminerals radioactively it is possible that apparent ages of
evenmillionsofyearswouldhavebeenfound.
After all this careful open-minded study of the Edenic world,
Adam could have returned to the Creator andwith great sincer-
ity said, �Lord, I�msorry tohave to say this, but this landscape is
mucholder thanyou think!�
WhycouldAdamnot believewhat he thought he sawon the sub-
ject of age of the landscape?The answer stands clearly revealed
in special revelation (the Bible). Our earth was created, along
with the living forms with which it was furnished, with an ap-
pearanceofage....
How can we know the natural truth about the age of our earth?
Adam could learn that truth only by special revelation. Today
our students of earth science are studying an earth which came
into being unnaturallywith an appearance of age. Some six-
teencenturiesafter that creation, the surfaceof this earthwasut-
terly destroyed (more here and less over there) by the unnatural
activities ofNoah�s �Flood.�Today it is fair to ask,How is it pos-
sible nowtodetermine in natural ways the ageof a surfacewhich
was both created and destroyed inunnaturalways? I submit the
thesis that until man accepts the necessity of special revelation
regardingournaturalworld, hewill never know the truthout the
ageofour earthor theoriginof lifeupon it (1978, 14[4]:187-188,
emp.andparenthetical items inorig.).

Dr.Marsh�s assessment is as accurate an assessment of thismatter
as Ihaveever seen,andIbelieve thatwewhoareBiblebelieversare
indebted tohim for having remindedusof the importanceofGod�s
special revelation as presented and preserved in His Word�even
(especially!) inmatters like the ageof theEarth that sometimes are
consideredscientifically sacrosanct.
However, indiscussions regarding thedoctrineof apparent age,

we alwaysmust be careful not to abuse the concept. Some have in-
quired, for example, whether God placed fossils (or, for that mat-
ter, fossil fuels)within theEarth simply in order tomake it �appear�
ancient. This idea should be rejected for several reasons. First, such
asuggestion implies that the formationof fossils and/or fossil fuels
is an inherently slow, uniformitarian-type process�which itmost
certainly is not (see, for example,Major, 1996). Second, certain geo-
logical/paleontologicalphenomenaprovide someof the best exam-
ples available of a global, non-uniformitarian catastrophe (i.e., the
GenesisFlood).When thedoctrineof apparent age is invoked inan
inappropriatemanner, it robsmankind of powerful testimony to the
workings of the Creator andweakens the similarly powerful testi-
monyofHisWord regardingwhatHedid andhowHedid it. Third,
the idea that the Creator may have �planted� such things as fossils
and fossil fuels in theEarth is an indictment of the nature and char-
acterofGod,Whoneverwould try to�trick�humans in suchaway.
NorwouldHeever lie (Titus1:2;Hebrews6:18). Ifweobserve things
in theEarth like fossilsor fossil fuels,wenaturally (and rightly) as-

sume that these are the results ofreal plants and/or animals that ac-
tually lived. It will not do for us to say, �God just put them there,�
for suchasuggestionmakesGoddeceptive,whichHe isnot.
Others have suggested that ifGod created things that appear older

than they really are, that is deceptiveon the faceof it.Thus, bydefi-
nition the doctrine of apparent age makes God out to be a liar and
should be rejected on that count alone. However, such an accusa-
tion overlooks the fact thatGod plainly told us what He did!Any-
onewho takes the time to readGenesis1-2canseewithin thosechap-
tersGod�smethodology. In fact, Hemade certain to tell us exactly
how the Earth and its inhabitants came into existence. Perhaps�
just perhaps�ifGod had not told us in such numbingly exact terms
whatHedid, or ifHehadnot been as specific asHewas, then some-
one might be able to accuse Him of deception or trickery. But no
one can accuse God (justifiably) of such despicable behavior be-
cause His Word adequately explains His actions. He did not hide
the facts fromus but, quite the contrary,went to great lengths to re-
veal them.
Somehave suggested that oneof themost difficult questions re-

lating to the doctrine of apparent age has to do with the starlight
that can be seen by those of us here on the Earth. Normally, the ar-
gument goes something like this. We understand today that light
travels at a speed slightly in excess of 186,000 miles per second.
[The time it takes light to travel one year is referred to as a light-
year.]Yetweare able to see light fromstars that aremultipliedmil-
lionsof light-years away.Howcan thisbe if theEarth is asyoungas
many creationists suggest�with an agemeasured in thousands of
years rather thanbillions?Apartial answer to thisquestion,ofcourse,
is thatGod created the light fromheavenly bodies already en route
and visible to the Earth�s inhabitants (as a part of Hismature crea-
tion).Without such light, the night skywould lack patterns neces-
sary to serve as signs, seasons, days, and years specified so clearly
inGenesis1:14, andmankindwouldhavebeenunable to seeGod�s
�gloryandhandiwork� (Psalm19:1).
Other issuesmay be involved aswell, a treatment ofwhich (e.g.,

the possibility that the speed of light has diminished over time, etc.)
hasbeenprovidedbyvariouswriters (see:NormanandSetterfield,
1987; Major, 1987, 7:5-7; Ex Nihilo, 1984, 6[4]:46; Humphreys,
1994). The readerwho is interested in an examination of thesemat-
ters is referred to these sources (and others that they may recom-
mend).Suchadiscussion isbeyond thepurviewof thisarticle.
The doctrine of apparent age not only explains many of the al-

leged evidences for an ancient Earth, but also is entirely scriptural
in its foundations. It helps answermanyof thequestions relating to
for their concept of a planet of great antiquity�which, in reality,
isoneof relativeyouth.
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