Are Genesis 1-2 literally contradictory, therefore allegorical?

With special reference to Forster & Marston’s Reason, Science & Faith
Tom Edmondson, West Yorkshire Creation Group
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TWO RIVAL CREATION-ACCOUNTS?
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Contradictory Accounts of Creation
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No Documentary Evidence
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But not history!
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LITERAL INTERPRETATION INVOLVES NO CONTRADICTIONS
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Genesis 1 and 2 are regarded as historical by Biblical writers.
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NEVERTHELESS THERE ARE CONTRADICTIONS!
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The ‘day’ in Genesis 2:4 contradicts the ‘week’ in Genesis 1
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Adam precedes vegetation in the Gen.2 account
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"No shrub of the field had yet appeared on the earth and no plant
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Was Adam created after the animals or before?
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OTHER OBJECTIONS TO HISTORICITY
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they mean something else.

Isn’t the ‘Garden’ figurative?
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Was Eve made from Adam’s rib?
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Are Adam and Eve allegorical figures?
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But even St. Paul didn’t take Genesis literally!
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by the trespass of one man death reigned through that one man...those who
receive God’s abundant provision of grace and of the gift of righteousness reign in

life through the one man, Jesus Christ. ( 8 1 O
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The Book of Revelation regards Genesis as metaphor!
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You cannot make a metaphor out of a metaphor!

REFORMATION INTERPRETATION OF GENESIS

Reformed Literalism
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APPENDIX 1

Farrar on the allegorical interpretation of Scripture
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A young-earth creationist view of Genesis 1-3
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