Book Review; “The God of Creation”, by Theodore H. Epp, Volume 1 & 2, 1972.  (Reviewed by Jim Hovis) 

 The first 11 chapters of Genesis have been under attack by unbelieving scientists, but also by even Christians because they are divided in their interpretations of these chapters. When Christians, by their rejection of the clear literal meaning of what God said that he did, are effectively calling God a Liar, why aren’t they in fear of the Almighty Creator of everything?  Epp wrote this book because he wanted to instill a sense of “Come let us reason together” regarding Genesis, particularly the chapters 1-11. Epp says that the Book is Foundational and he quotes Dr. M. R. DeHaan, who said that Genesis is the “seed plot of the scriptures”.  The 1960s were a pivotal point in Christianity as well as in the cultural climate of America. A lot of changes and open rebellion has its beginning for the USA in the 1960s.  Epp notes that Genesis can be outlined as “Generation”, Degeneration”, and “Regeneration”. Epp’s points are as follows:

1. It is foundational for God
2. For the Universe and all that it contains, the concept that God spoke and what did not exist, now exists.

3. Foundational for mankind

4. Foundational for society and the family unit, the building blocks of a nation

5. Foundational concerning sin, the cause of the degeneration of man and the Universe itself.

6. Foundational for the development of the various nations, groups of families. We call them “races” erroneously, but Epp uses the term.

7. Foundational for the Plan of Salvation.  The story of redemption of mankind and the Universe.

Epp begins his analysis of Genesis by confronting us with a decision.  Is Genesis Myth or History?  The author then continues to arguments of the plurality of the name of God, a hint of the Trinity concept.  A discussion follows of what “In the Beginning” means.  And what kind of a being (God) can call out something from nothing?  Epp correctly refutes the Gap and the Day-Age theories as without merit or any evidences. He admits that when he was younger, he believed the Gap theory, but later realized that it is inconsistent with all of scripture.  He addresses the very severe problem of how to explain (supposed) death before the Fall of Adam and Eve. Answer: There was no kingdom of Lucifer (Satan) before Adam in the Garden.  His answer to the Day-Age theory is that a study of Hebrew simply does not support it.
Epp makes a point that the whole Universe, as well as mankind, was a creation full grown from the beginning and there is no 4.5 billion years of age for the solar system or 13-20 billion years of age for the Universe.  Everything was complete in 6 literal days and declared “very good” by God Himself. That assessment is very significant as our baseline of interpretations (worldview) of the Cosmos.  Epp does stumble on when the Sun, Moon and star were placed in the heavens.  He accepts that they were created on the first day along with the heavens, and then were “seen” on the fourth Day.  He does acknowledge that Genesis 1: 1 says heavens, plural, and identifies them as the Atmosphere, outer space and God’s abode above.  He is a proponent of the Canopy Theory, only because he did not understand the “Separation of the Waters” to mean that water is on the far edge of the entire universe, and that he needed an explanation of how the Sun was not seen until the fourth Day. He seems to have missed the statement that God placed the objects in the expanse on the fourth day.  He also believes that there were geological movements in the first week of Creation, yet not catastrophic.  I don’t know where this idea came from. We can see that even though Epp was aware of the attacks on the Book of Genesis, yet he accepted some aspects of Evolutionary ideas.  (Are not we vulnerable also?) Considering the time period that this book was written, we can see that liberal Christians still had influence on him, even though he stood apart from most of it. If Epp were alive today, I think that he would have stood with today’s Creationists and changed his views just as he did with the Gap Theory. (We have to keep in mind that there never has been a Creationist Scientist or a Biblical scholar or theologian who has it all together 100 %.)
Epp emphasizes that when a person is born into this world, he is already spiritually dead.  Each person is in a state of condemnation when he enters the world, but the purpose of God is to let everyone know John 3-16 and John 3: 18, the consequences and responsibility of man.  Epp does not address the scientific consequences of the Laws of Decay and Death, except in general concerning the Second Law of Thermodynamics. 

Epp continues in his second volume of the Book to trace the progression of sin, the first murder and other “Firsts”.  Epp deals with the “Two Lines of Civilization” and shows how chapter 5 identifies the godly line from Seth and the ungodly line of Cain.  He notes that women are mention several times in the line of Cain, but only the sons in the line of Seth. Depravity is identified specifically in the line of Cain; murder and multiple wives particularly.  This leads to a proper understanding of Genesis 6: 1-4, says Epp.  Nothing about cities, wealth, commerce, art, science, pleasure or the conveniences of life is mentioned about the Sethites. On the other hand, polygamy, sensuality, murder and things of science are associated with the Cainites.  A contrast is drawn between the seventh from Adam on Seth’s side, who is Enoch, and on Cain’s side, who is Lamech. It is probable that mankind is almost totally corrupt by the seventh generation.  Methuselah is Enoch’s son and the last generation to represent believers, other than Noah.

Epp then addresses the “Commingling of the Two Lines”.   He identifies the “Sons of God” as the line of Seth, based on the previous chapter.  He says that some interpreters had identified the “Sons of God” as fallen Angels, but they distort the simple and practical lesson and changed it into a mythical tale, no different than Heathen Mythology of old.  Epp does not condemn anyone who reads the text this way as purposely distorting the text, but cautions them. He says that the emphasis seems to be that the sons were taking wives and possibly more than one, for reasons of outward beauty and did not seem to care about their moral indifference.  He quotes Ps 73: 15, Deuteronomy 14: 1, 32: 5 and Hosea 1: 10 as examples of the tem, sons of God, used to identify men. He says that he admits that the term can refer to Angels occasionally and quotes Job 1: 6, 2: 1.  Epp notes that this is only one occasion where it means Angels, but there are alternative interpretations that do not require the term to mean Angels.  Even if the idea is correct, fallen angels are never called “sons of God”.  They are called a number of different names, but not this one.  Epp points out that Angels are not addressed anywhere prior to this, therefore one has to ask a legal question, “premise presented without evidences or groundwork basis?”  Epp also points out that Angels are a different “kind” of Creature (Created being) and every living kind reproduces after its own kind.  How can children be born to a higher “kind” and a lower “kind”?  Man “kind” is a little lower than the Angels, we are told in scripture.  Epp also points out again that there are many examples of a path to error and corruption through intermarriages with unbelievers.  

Giants in the earth.  Epp says that it is important to distinguish that verse 4 is not the consequence or result of verse 2.  The translation of Nephilim does not mean “giants” or “one of Tall Stature”. But is from the Hebrew word “naphal”, which means “to fall” as in “to fall upon” or to “attack”.  These offspring gained their reputation because of their violence, which fits the whole text.  They were men of renown. We know from history, especially the games in the Roman Empire, the heroes of the day were the violent ones.  Not any different than today.

Epp does not address the exact time of the beginning of the Flood and the end of the Flood as having any significance other than God identifies the event to the day, presumably to be remembered.  Epp notes that the animals all came to the Ark. Noah did not go out and “collect” any of them. Epp then devotes an entire chapter to the Flood and science.

He rejects the idea of Uniformitarianism.  He identifies the Second Law of Thermodynamics as applicable to the events of the Fall and defines the Law as both disorganization and a law of decay and death.  Evolution is rejected as opposite to science.  He rejects the idea of Nihilistic View, which basically says that the Flood never happened. He says that they cannot explain the topology of the land, which are the mountains, rivers and geological forms.  He also rejects the Tidal Wave view, which is a variation of the Local Flood view.  He gives a number of reasons, listed below, that indicate a Universal Global Flood:

· The Middle East. Where the Ark landed is a region that has very little rainfall and even large deserts. Begs the question of how did the Ark get up there in the mountains of Ararat?
· If a local flood, why didn’t the Ark float down a raging river into the open sea?  Why didn’t it come to rest on the seashore or a sand bar? 

· In Genesis there at least 30 indications that it was a global Flood.

· The purpose of the Flood was to destroy man and beast not just from the earth, but with the earth (not just water alone).

· The Flood did not cover a few hills, but all the high mountains. 

· The Flood was a continuous downpour for 40 days and nights. Then there were the Fountains of the great deep (tehom-ocean).

· The length of time the water covered the earth speaks of a global extent to maintain its level.

·  The water was approximately 22.5 feet above the highest hill (or mountain, which may be afterwards when they rose up and the valleys sank down).

· The purpose of the Ark was to keep seed alive.  Everything was destroyed except the life on the Ark (and sea creatures that stayed in the oceans).

· God promised that He would never flood the earth again and gave the sign of the rainbow to confirm the promise. How many local floods have we had since?

· The Hebrew and Greek languages both have other words for floods, none of which were used herein.  The Global idea is conveyed with Hebrew “mabbul” and the Greek with “kataklusmos”.

· The physical conditions after the Flood are now different than before. Scripture and science indicate this.

· Scripture says it was global, such as Ps 104: 6, I Peter 3: 20, II Peter 2: 5, II Peter 3, and Isaiah 54: 9.

· The words of Jesus say so. (Luke 17, Matt. 24)

· Fossils speak of a world-wide catastrophe. (Lots of dead things buried everywhere)

Epp then devotes an entire chapter to the Implications of the Flood.  These being the following:

· Geology, rock formations, bending of layers of rock without cracking, sedimentary rocks, geologic columns, volcanism, and fossils do not form today, 
· Death by water and earth combined is visible everywhere.

· Location of the Ark afterwards.  Mankind could easily spread out from this area. No part of this continent is more than 6000 miles away.

· Ps 104 describes the activity.

· Peter answers the scoffers and tells us that they will scoff even more in the “Last Days”; he says that they are willingly ignorant.   II Peter 3 addresses the false idea of a long period of time since the beginning, namely billions of years for the age of the Universe.

· Epp advises us not to be unaware of what is coming yet in the future, not to be careless in our handling of the Word of God, and for unbelievers not to procrastinate until it is too late.  When God shut the door to the Ark, the procrastinator was lost.  And for the Christian who wavers in his position on these things, and is easily persuaded by fables, and the sayings of sinful men, be on your guard.
Epp finishes his book by a lengthy discussion of the descendents from the Flood. The three family groups from Noah’s sons, the Tower of Babel. Nimrod a rebellious one, Peleg (born in the time of the dispersion from the tower?), origins of the Nations, Babylon, and the development of the people into their lands. 

