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THE FORMATION OF COAL—
TWO VIEWS CONSIDERED

Wayne Jackson, M .A.

Buried withinthebosom of theEarth arebillions
of tons of “bottled sunshine”—more commonly
known as coal. How did it come to be there? And
how muchtimewasinvolvedinitsdeposition? There
aretwo general theoriesregarding theformation of
coal. First, thereistheunifor mitarian view, which
assertsthat coal istheresult of “theslow accumula-
tion, through long ages, of theleaves, seeds, stems,
and trunks of this vegetation, now hardened and
pressed down into afraction of itsoriginal bulk by
thepressureof rocksabove.” Itisallegedthat invast
swampy aress, “thisprocesswasoften repeated again
and again, through immense periods of time” (see
Richards Topical Encyclopedia, 1962, 3:28). This
isthetheory favored by most evolutionists. Accord-
ingly, the assumption that the Earth’scoal deposits
required millions of yearsto accumulate frequently
isadvanced as “proof” that the Earth isbillions of
yearsold. The claim thereforeis made that the Bi-
ble, which containsnumerousindicationsthat both
the Earth and mankind are relatively young, must
beinaccurate—or elseissimply a“ poetic” account.

Thereis, however, another view of how andwhen
coa wasformed. It might be called the cataclysmic
view, which associatestheformation of Earth’scoal
bedswiththe Great Flood of Genesis6-8. Thecata-
clysmicconcept contendsthat theNoahi cdelugeac-
countsfor thetransportation and sudden burid of the
vast amountsof vegetation required for thevarious
coal seamsfound in the Earth today. Interestingly,
when Peter affirmed that the world of Noah's day
“overflowed” with water (2 Peter 3:6), he used the
Greek term katakl uzo, fromwhencederivesour word
cataclysm. Theword iscomposed of kata, “down”
andkluzo, “towash.” Thisview arguesasfollows:

Thevegetationthat produced thecoal bedswas
swept by thewatersof the Delugeinto recesses
or quiet bays, and there covered by currents
that washed mud, sand,. or calcareous mate-
rid inover it from perhapsthe oppositedirec-
tion. Thegreat number of successiveseamsof
coal one above another, aternating with the
same kind of sandstone, shale, or limestone,

asthecasemay be, show that there must have
been an alternation of currents, such aswould
beproduced by successvetides, withtheir ebbs
andfloods(Price, p. 214).

Thequestionis, therefore, which of thesetwo views
best conformsto theavailabledata? First of dl, those
whobelieveinthedivineoriginof theBiblewill give
Its testimony foremost consideration. God'swrit-
tenrevelation, if it toucheson asubject, will, from
thevery nature of the case, be superior to speculatory
Interpretationsof thegeol ogical record. Andthefact
of thematter is, the Bibleindicatesthat man'sexis-
tence can bemeasured only intermsof several thou-
sand years (asevinced by Christ’sgenealogical re-
cord, which extendsback to Adam— L uke 3:23ff.;
seeal so Jackson 1978a). Further, Scriptureteaches
that human existenceextendsback tothebeginning
of thecreation (Mark 10:6; Romans 1:20; see Jack-
son, 1978b). Thus, the age of the Earth can be only
several thousand years—not billionsof years! Now,
if therearetwo viewsof theformation of coal—one
which contradicts biblical chronology, and one
which can beharmonized with biblical chronology
—whichoneshouldtheChristianaccept?

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

Inadditiontotheabove, however, thereareother
geophysical evidencesthat ought to lead oneto re-
ject the evolutionary uniformitarian theory of coal
formation. A brief summary of some of themisas
follows.

(1) Coal not beingfor med today—If theuniformi-
tarianprinciple, (“thepresentisthekey tothepast”)
of coal originweretrue, wewould expecttofindar-
eas where coal isundergoing various stages of be-
ingformed today. This, however, isnot thecase. Whit-
comb and Morris observe: “All known coal beds,
therefore, seemto havebeenformedinthepast and
arenot continuing to beformedinthepresent, asthe
principleof uniformity could reasonably be expected
toimply” (1961, p. 164).
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(2) No evolutionary changesin coal recor d—
If coal wereformedover aneraof millionsof years,
the fossilized plant life it contains should reveal a
seriesof evolutionary changes. Yet, asprofessor Har-
oldClark noted: “ Inthe Coal Period, whichwassup-
posed to have lasted millions of years and to have
submerged over and over again, the vegetation re-
mained the same. It was practically identical over
theworld, and evol utionary assumptionsdo not seem
tobevery consistent withthefacts’ (1967, p. 85).

(3) Polystratetreetr unks—Therearenumerous
examples of tree trunks extending through several
successive beds of coal, with their alternating lay-
ersof sandstoneor shale. Thisprecludesthenotion
that these bedsformed over vast agesof time. N.A.
Rupke stated: “A special class of polystrate stems
Isconstituted by stumpswhich extend upthrougha
coal seam, together with some layers of sandstone
and sandy date, or eventhrough two or moreof these
coal seamsandall interbedded strata.” Hethuscon-
cludedthat “the cod bedswererapidly deposited just
aswel| astheabove-mentionedinorgani c sequences’
(asquotedinLammerts, 1976, p. 154).

(4) Preservation of plant fossils—In all of the
great coal deposits“there arefound the leaves and
tissues of plants so exquisitely preserved that it is
absurdtothink of themateria lying for centuriesrot-
tingin apeat bog or swamp, asthe common theory
involves’ (Price, p. 215).

(5) Reatively recent for mation of coal—A num-
ber of discoveriesindicatethat coal hasbeenformed
within theeraof human history. Near Glasgow, Scot-
land, for example, under amassof boulders, aniron,
man-madeinstrument wasdiscoveredimbeddedin
anatural seam of coal seven feet under the surface
(Bible-Science Newdetter, July 15, 1970). Oneevo-
lutionist admitted: “...in avein of coal in England
there oncewerefound anumber of stone hammers
and picksthat must havebel onged to menway back
inthe Stone Ageof human history” (RichardsTopi-
cal Encyclopedia, 9:435). “ Near Freiburg, Germany,
acertainwoodenrailroad bridgewasbeing replaced
with steel. The wooden pileswhich had supported
theweight werefound to haveturned partially into
coal. Thisprovesthat coal canformwithintheshort
hundred year span of therailroad era” (Daly, 1972,
p. 138). Finally, it hasbeen experimentally demon-
strated in recent yearsthat wood or other cellul ose-
type material, under the proper conditions of pres-
sureand heat, can be convertedinto coal or coal-like
productsinamatter of hours. “ These experiments
conclusively demonstrate that the formation of coal
and oil did not necessarily requiremillionsof years
or even thousands of yearstoform...” (Gish, 1974,
p. 16).
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