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One of the dramatic stories in Genesis is of a flood, a
flood so cataclysmic that we call it simply the Flood.
According to the Genesis record, God told Noah, “T do
bring a flood of waters upon the earth, to destroy all
flesh, wherein is the breath of life, from under
heaven; and every thing that is in the earth shall die”
(Gen. 6:17).

And the scripture records that “in the six hundredth
year of Noah’s life ... were all the fountains of the
great deep broken up, and the windows of heaven were
opened.

“And the rain was upon the earth forty days and forty
nights.

“And the waters prevailed exceedingly upon the
earth; ... and the mountains were covered.

“And all flesh died that moved upon the earth, both of
fowl, and of cattle, and of beast, and of every creeping
thing that creepeth upon the earth, and every man.

“And Noah only remained alive, and they that were
with him in the ark” (Gen. 7:11-12, 19-21, 23).

The worldwide flood of Noah’s time has been accepted
as a benchmark historical event by Jews and
Christians for thousands of years — and similar
traditions appear among the Greeks, Mesopotamians,
and some American Indian tribes. Yet the story is
regarded skeptically today in our secular world. Most
current geology texts ignore the Flood, ridicule it, or
use it as an example of prescientific superstition.

Consequently, Latter-day Saints and other Christians
sometimes find the apparent conflict between their
faith in the scriptures and their education puzzling.
The account of Noah’s flood is a typical illustration of
the differences which occur between scriptural
information and modern secular teachings about the
history of the world.

What is the “scientific” view of our early world that
so dominates our age? How did it come to be? Where
does it seem to cause challenges for someone who loves
and believes the sacred texts that recount events of
that same early world? In order to better orient
ourselves and assist us in helping others and our
children, it may be helpful to examine certain aspects
of the development of scientific thought, including
the differences between the purely naturalistic
explanations and those which involve the actions of
God as part of the picture. Also, we will look at the
further understanding available to us through
modern-day revelation and the gospel context.

The History of Science

Our discussions will begin with a definition of
science. Many of us think of it as a list of subjects like
chemistry, geology, physics, and so forth. 'T'o most
scientists, however, science is primarily a method for
seeking the truth, not the subjects studied by that
method.

Most of us have learned the three-step method: (1)
imagine models of how something might be; (2) predict
what you could observe if the models were true; and
(3) check what actually occurs either through
experiments or other methods. When the predictions
of the model match the experimental evidence, then
we have alaw or theory that is successful and is
considered “true” — not true in an absolute sense, but
as an explanation that will work until other
observations emerge that are inconsistent with the
model, or until a new theory comes along which better
explains the same phenomenon.

Although minor changes occur continually, a well-
established scientific theory is not changed or
abandoned very often. But major changes do occur.
This process keeps science from becoming a set of cut-
and-dried answers — an exciting, ever-changing
activity.

Probably every scientist has dreamed of coming up
with the new data that will overthrow an old,
established theory. Newton and Einstein are justly
honored because they did just that. By looking at the
universe in a new way, each gave us a new theory and
set of “laws” about motion and gravitation.

Yet for many, science has come to mean not a method
for understanding how nature does work, but a
particular philosophy about how nature has to work.
This philosophy has become a sort of super-model, and
any proposed model or observation which doesn’t fit
the existing philosophy is automatically discarded as
unworthy of further examination. Accepting this
rigid philosophy, known since the late eighteenth
century as “naturalism,” has led many people to reject
the story of the Flood and other events recounted in
Genesis.

Where did naturalism come from? It began with the
Greeks, but we can pick it up in the seventeenth
century when the age-old discussion about the
relationship of God to the order of nature acquired a
new image. In Western cultural tradition, scientific
thought and religion have always agreed that there is
an order to nature and that events do not just happen
randomly. Thus, both science and religion have asked
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certain questions: 1s God responsible for creating that
order? Is he responsible for upholding it? Can he or
does he ever interfere with that order by causing
miracles to happen?

The traditional belief of our Bible-based Western
culture was always that the order of nature is subject
to God, who created that order in the first place, who
sustains it, and who can alter it according to his own
will. But in the seventeenth century, the “mechanical
philosophy” envisioned nature as a great and perfect
machine, created by God but now running on its own.
From this philosophy it was easy to take the next step
in the nineteenth century to the present version of
scientific naturalism, which holds that self-existing
scientific laws are themselves the causes of the order,
not God. This philosophy seldom asks why those
particular laws hold, rather than other possible laws;
it simply states that that’s the way the universe
happens to be, always has been, and always will be.
This secular viewpoint holds that God has no direct
relationship to nature. In this view, if there is a God,
he, like man, exists and acts within nature. This
mechanistic philosophy holds that miracles do not and
cannot happen. And that nature itself has no
intelligence, no will, and no purpose.

Naturalism has had a strong influence on the
development of astronomy, geology, and biology. The
Marquis Pierre Simon de Laplace (1749-1827) was a key
figure in the changing philosophy of astronomy. He
claimed that it was unnecessary to have a
supernaturalistic explanation (God) for the origins












