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Ground Rules
Purpose here is NOT to argue for one view . . any view.

Purpose here is NOT to change anyone’s mind . . though that may 
happen.

Purpose here is to diffuse tension between those who hold different 
views of Genesis and Creation.

This is not, and will not, be a debate.

I will argue & present things in a way that hopefully decreases tension.



Analogical Day 
Interpretation

God’s Work Days



Definition
The “days” are God’s work-days, which are analogous to, but 
not necessarily identical to, our work days, structured for the 
purpose of setting a pattern for our own rhythm of rest & 
work.

The six “days” represent periods of God’s historical 
supernatural activity in preparing & populating the earth as a 
place for humans to live, love, work, & worship. 



Definition
These days are “broadly consecutive”: that is, they are taken as 
successive periods of unspecified length, but one allows for the 
possibility that parts of the days may overlap, or that there 
might be logical rather than chronological criteria for 
grouping some events in a particular “day.” 



Definition
Gen. 1:1-2 are background material based on the Hebrew verb 
tenses, representing an unknown length of time prior to the 
beginning of the 1st “day”: v. 1 is the creation ex nihilo event, while 
v. 2 describes the conditions of the earth as the 1st day commenced. 
(Similar to Augustine & Anselm)

The length of time, either for the creation week, or time before it or 
since it, is irrelevant to the communicative purpose of the account.



Definition
The absence of the refrain in the seventh day is most easily explained 
as indicating that the day did not end. (John 5:17; Heb. 4:3-11)

John 5:17 - But Jesus answered them, “My Father is working until 
now, and I am working.” (Context: Healing on the Sabbath)

“Heb. 4:5-6, 9 - And again in this passage he said, “They shall not enter 
my rest.” Since therefore it remains for some to enter it, and those who 
formerly received the good news failed to enter because of disobedience 
… So then, there remains a Sabbath rest for the people of God,”



Definition
When the Pentateuch reflects on this account to enjoin Sabbath observance, 
it draws on the analogy between our work and rest and God’s.

Exod. 20:8–11 “Remember the Sabbath day, to keep it holy. Six days you 
shall labor, and do all your work, but the seventh day is a Sabbath to the 
LORD your God. On it you shall not do any work, you, or your son, or your 
daughter, your male servant, or your female servant, or your livestock, or 
the sojourner who is within your gates. For in six days the LORD made 
heaven and earth, the sea, and all that is in them, and rested on the seventh 
day. Therefore the LORD blessed the Sabbath day and made it holy.”



The Meaning of the 
Word “Day”

Analogical Day View



Hebrew Yom = Day
Gen. 2:4 -  days may be understood as a longer period of time.

Evening & Morning refrain applies to whatever length the day 
actually is.

No sun until Day 4. Impossible to know length of first 3 days.

No ending to Day 7 in Gen. 2:2. No refrain.

God’s Sabbath rest does not end. Heb. 4:9-10.



Genre
Analogical Day View



Genre
Ancient Hebrew Cosmogony?  Historical Narrative?

“Exalted Prose Narrative” - unique material, lack of other 
actors, highly patterned telling

Understands Gen. 1 as historical, but perhaps not so literal.

Based on Discourse Analysis



Discourse Analysis
Analogical Day View



What Is Discourse Analysis?
Discourse is a discussion, verbally or written, on a topic or subject 
matter. Discourse is a conversation.

Discourse Analysis studies how various elements of conversation 
are indicated & function in a language: ie. direct speech, indirect 
speech, questions, etc.

Discourse Analysis in literature informs sturcture, pericopes, genre, 
etc. 



Discourse Analysis
Discourse analysis of Gen. 1 reveals that the use of the 
historical narrative form (And God said . . . ) is unique in that 
the identity of the speaker is repeated over & over in Gen. 
1:1-2:3 compared to standard narrative in Gen. 18:9-15. 

This repetition gives the passage a certain sound & dignity.

This is not “normal” prose narrative.



Genesis 18:9–15
They said to him, “Where is Sarah your wife?” And he said, “She is in the tent.” 
The LORD said, “I will surely return to you about this time next year, and Sarah 
your wife shall have a son.” And Sarah was listening at the tent door behind him. 
Now Abraham and Sarah were old, advanced in years. The way of women had 
ceased to be with Sarah. So Sarah laughed to herself, saying, “After I am worn out, 
and my lord is old, shall I have pleasure?” The LORD said to Abraham, “Why 
did Sarah laugh and say, ‘Shall I indeed bear a child, now that I am old?’ Is 
anything too hard for the LORD? At the appointed time I will return to you, 
about this time next year, and Sarah shall have a son.” But Sarah denied it, 
saying, “I did not laugh,” for she was afraid. He said, “No, but you did laugh.”



Strengths
Analogical Day View



Strengths of Analogical Day View
This view resolves potential contradictions between Gen. 1 & 2 
(e.g. at 2:5-6, 19)

The discourse & literary methods this view is based upon, when 
applied to the rest of Gen. 2-3, yield positive results including: the 
rejection of source-critical theories of the passages’ origin (JEDP); 
affirmation that we do not have 2 “creation accounts”



Strengths of Analogical Day View
This view vindicates the Pauline reading of Gen. 3, including 
Adam’s role as first human & covenant head of humanity, and 
different role relationships for men & women within the context of 
their equal bearing of God’s image.

The application of the methods used in forming this view does not 
in any way question the “historicity” of the events narrated in these 
chapters, but in fact supports it. 



Strengths of Analogical Day View

It derives from a discourse-oriented study of the text of Scripture 
in the original languages. 

Though the interpretive scheme itself, as well as some of the 
arguments employed for it, may sound novel to some, it does not 
actually involve any grammatical or semantic innovations. 



Strengths of Analogical Day View
The stress on the principle of analogy between God’s work & ours 
means that it has special creative events built into it, and hence 
while it favors some sort of intelligent design model for biology it is 
incompatible with theistic evolutionary schemes. 

This view is not an attempt to harmonize Gen. 1 with science. 

It is compatible with old-earth creationism as well as with young-
earth creationism, but requires neither. 



Strengths of Analogical Day View

Historically held by Franz Delitsch, William G. T. Shedd & 
Herman Bavinck

Covenant Seminary professor C. John (Jack) Collins



Objections
Analogical DayView



Objections To Analogical Day View

The discourse & literary methods to which it appeals are new, 
and not unanimously or consistently employed by Bible scholars. 

The scheme requires explanation to show that it is not too subtle 
for the ordinary Ancient Israelite to have understood it, or for the 
ordinary believer today to understand it. 



Objections To Analogical Day View

Other explanations for the absence of the refrain on the seventh 
day have been offered by responsible commentators, and need to 
be considered. (ie. the refrain “there was evening and there was 
morning” is connective in the account.)

No other Scriptural examples are offered where time 
indicators are used analogically. 


