Genesis Chapter 2 Notes (Defenders Study Bible by Henry Morris)

2:1finished. The strong emphasis in these verses on the completiall of God’s creating and
making activity is a clear refutation of both amtievolutionary pantheism and modern evolutionary
materialism, which seek to explain the origin aegelopment of all things in terms of natural
processes and laws innate to the universe. Creigtimymplete, not continuing (except in miraclds, o
course; if evolution takes place at all, it wouddjnire continuing miraculous intervention in the
present laws of nature).

2:2 ended His workThis statement of completed creation anticipatesitbdern scientific laws of
thermodynamics. The First Law states essentialystime truth: the universe is not now being created
but is being conserved, with neither matter norgnéeing created or destroyed. On the Second Law
(the universal law of increasing disorder) see siote Genesis 3:17 and Genesis 1:1.

2:3 sanctified it.God’s “rest” on the seventh day is not continuiting verb is in the past tense—
“rested,” not “is resting.” His blessing and haliog of the seventh day could not apply to this pn¢s
age of sin and death, but only to the “very gooditla/ He had just completed.

Nevertheless, this “hallowing” of every seventh aas for man’s benefit (Mark 2:27), and was
obviously intended as a permanent human instituhohcontrolled by the heavenly bodies which
mark days, months, seasons and years, but by ffsgcphand spiritual need of all men for a weekly
day of rest and worship, in thankfulness for Gagtisat gift of creation and (later) for His evenajs
gift of salvation. The Sabbath (literally “rest’agwas incorporated in the Mosaic covenant witadkr
in a special way, but its use preceded Israel aiidontinue eternally (Isaiah 66:23). However, the
emphasis is on a “seventh” day, not necessarilyr8ay. Since Christ’s resurrection, in fact, most
Christians have identified their weekly cycle anteeing on the first day of the week. The age-long,
worldwide observance of the “week” is not contingen the movements of the sun and moon (like the
day, the month and the year) but rather is mutentesy to its primeval establishment as a memorial
of God’s literal seven-day creation week.

2:4 generations. ‘Generations” (Hebrewoledoth) is the word from which the book of Genesis geds i
name. In the Septuagint it is rendered by the Ggeeésis, which in Matthew 1:1 is translated
“generation.” This is the first occurrence of tlerhula which marks the key subdivisions of the book
“These are the generations of...” The others afgesiesis 5:1; 6:9; 10:1; 11:10; 11:27; 25:19; 35:1,
37:2.

In all except this first one, the name of a spe@#ttriarch is attached. Parallels with the teriaigp

of the ancient Babylonian tablets indicate thaséheames are actually the signatures of the otigina
writers of the particular tablets. That is, eachhafse primeval patriarchs kept the narrative ecof
his own generations, inscribing them on stone ay tblets, then appending his name at the end,
when he was ready to turn over the tablets antbsieof writing theoledoth to the next in line. They
eventually came down into Moses’ possession, wiatenthe last section of Genesis (37:3ff),
obtaining the information from “the sons of Jac@Bxodus 1:1), as well as organizing and editing all
the rest under divine inspiration, so that thererdollection finally became, in effect, the fiodtthe
five books of Moses. Since the first tablet (Gesdsi-2:4a) tells of events prior to the existeotce
any witness to record them, God Himself either enthis section directly or specifically revealetbit
Adam. It describes the generations of no persametbre, but rather those of the cosmos itself.
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2:4in the day.As per the ancient Babylonian practice, the nexetabeginning at 2:4b, keys in to the
previous one by a phrase which both associatesthgtpreceding histories and initiates the new
narrative. The “day” of this verse does not neadlys&fer to the entire creation week, as day-age
theory advocates allege. It more likely referdi® first day of that week, when God created théhear
and the heavens, as just stated in Genesis 2efaptbceeded also to “make” them through the rfest o
the six days.

2:5 before it grew.This statement clearly teaches the fact of a mati@ation, or creation of apparent
age. The first plants did not grow from seeds vieerte created full grown.

2:5rain upon the earth.The primeval hydrological cycle was subterraneaimerathan atmospheric

(see note on Genesis 1:7), the absence of raig betonsequence of the water vapor above the
firmament and the uniform temperature which it neimed over the earth. Rain today is dependent on
the global circulation of the atmosphere, transpgnivater evaporated from the ocean inland to
condense and precipitate on the lands. This citionldés driven by worldwide temperature differences
in the atmosphere and would be impossible withgthbal warmth sustained by the canopy.

2:6 mist. The “mist” was not a river, as some writers thifike Hebrew word simply means water
vapor (compare Job 36:27); it refers merely toldleal daily cycle of evaporation and condensation
occasioned by the day/night temperature cycle.

2:7 dust of the groundMan’s body was formed out of the “elements of thealge” the same materials
(carbon, hydrogen, oxygen, etc.) from which botmpd and the bodies of the animals had been
formed (Genesis 1:12,24). This unity of physicahposition is a fact of modern science thus long
anticipated by Scripture.

2:7 breath of life. Though animals also possess the “breath” (Helmeshama—Genesis 7:22) and the
“soul” (Hebrewnephesh—Genesis 1:24), man’s breath (same word as “spaittl soul were imparted
to him by Goddirectly, rather than indirectly, as imparted to the angmal

2:7 living soul. Evolution is again refuted at this point. If mabsdy had been derived from an
animal’s body by any kind of evolutionary procdss would already have possessedndpiesh,
rather than “becoming a living soul” when God gava the breath of life.

2:8 Eden.Eden was evidently a region somewhere east of wheae first received consciousness,
so that he could watch as God “planted” a beaugdutien there for his home. Though this was to be
his base, he was actually instructed to “subdud™ame” the whole earth (Genesis 1:26-28). This
verse is a summary, with Genesis 2:9-14 going bagkve more details concerning Adam’s home.

2:9tree of life.The “tree of life” was an actual tree, with realifr(note Genesis 3:22; Revelation

22:2) whose properties would have enabled evenainmn to live indefinitely. Though modern
scientists may have difficulty in determining thegure of such a remarkable food, they also hava bee
unable so far even to determine the basic physdbgause of aging and death. Thus it is impossibl
to say scientifically that no chemical substancgl@d@xist which might stabilize all metabolic
processes and thereby prevent aging.

2:9 tree of knowledgeThe same cautions apply to any discussions ofrthiedf the tree of knowledge
of good and evil, which likewise was genuinely gbgk It is conceivable that the fruit contained
substances capable of catalyzing physiologicalypoacesses in the body, perhaps affecting even the
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genetic system. Whether or not this was the cadayawledge” of evil would necessarily follow its
eating, since evil is fundamentally merely rejectod God’s Word. Man had abundant knowledge of
good already, since everything God had made way ‘y@od” (Genesis 1:31), but disobedience
would itself constitute an experimental knowled§e\al.

2:10 out of Eden.The geography described in these verses obvioostgsponds to nothing in the
present world, although some of the names soundidnihe Noahic Flood was so cataclysmic in its
effects (note Il Peter 3:6) that the primeval gepdly was obliterated, with the post-Flood contieent
and oceans completely different.

The similarity of certain names (e.g., EthiopiapBrates) is best explained in terms of the asompti
by Noah or his sons of these hames to postdilue@atures which reminded them of antediluvian
geographic features, just as the explorers of Acaerften gave European names to American sites.

2:10 four heads.The rivers described in this section could not hdeeved their waters from rainfall
(Genesis 2:5), and so must have been fed by anteprangs, or controlled fountains from the great
deep. This implies a network of subterranean pressiireservoirs and channels fed from the
primeval seas and energized by the earth’s intérea (see notes on Genesis 1:9,10).

2:12is good.The present tense in which this description istemiindicates it to be an eyewitness
account, and thus most likely a record originalbni Adam himself. However, the past tense in
Genesis 2:10 “went”) may suggest that, at the tiwhen Adam actually wrote it, the garden of Eden
was no longer there.

2:12 bdellium. The “bdellium” was evidently a precious gum, likdrte the bread from heaven sent to
the Israelites in the wilderness (Numbers 11:7).

2:15 keep it.The ideal world, both before the entrance of sith after the removal of sin (see
Revelation 22:3), is not one of idleness and frdlitt one of serious activity and service. Adam was
placed in an ideal environment and circumstanaebgshad no excuse for rejecting God’s love and
authority.

2:17 not eat of it.For true fellowship with God (having been createdlis image), man must be free
to reject that fellowship. The restriction impogdeste by God is the simplest, most straightforwasd t
that could be devised for determining man'’s vatiibresponse to God’s love. There was only one
minor restraint placed on Adam’s freedom and, w&ithabundance of delicious fruit of all types
available, there was no justification for his diegjrthe one forbidden fruit. Nevertheless, he digeha
choice, and so was a free moral agent, capablecepéing or rejecting God’s will.

2:17 die.“Thou shalt surely die” could be rendered, “Dyitigou shalt die!” In the very day that he
would experimentally come to “know evil,” througksdbeying God’s Word, he would die spiritually,
being separated from God'’s direct fellowship. Adaould also begin to die physically, with the
initiation of decay processes in his body which ldadtimately cause his physical death.

2:18 meet for him.The events described here all took place on ttb gixy of the creation week, after
which God pronounced all things “very good.” AletAnimals had been created “male and female”
(Genesis 6:19) and instructed to “multiply in tleeth” (Genesis 1:22), but man still needed a “helpe
like him” (literal meaning).
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2:19 God formed A better, and quite legitimate, translation is “Hadned.” Thus there is no
contradiction with the order of creation in Genéds{animals before man). The first chapter of Genes
gives a summary of the events on all six days @htoon; the second chapter provides more details of
certain events of the sixth day.

2:19 the name thereofThe animals named by Adam included only birds, csifoable animals, and
the smaller wild animals that would live near hitnwould be possible for him to name about three
thousand of the basic kinds of these animals infie hours (one every six seconds), and this
would be adequate both to acquaint Adam with tlaoseals and also to show clearly that there were
none who were sufficiently like him to provide coamponship for him. This is still further proof that
man did not evolve from any of the animals, evarséithat were most directly associated with him.

2:20 not found. As far as fossil evidence is concerned, many fesditrue men have been found
(Neanderthal, Cro-Magnon, etc.) as well as fogditsue apes. The so-called “hominids”
(Australopithecus, Homo erectus, etc.) are fragmentary and controversial, evenregavolutionists,
and can all be interpreted either as extinct apelegenerated men.

2:21 deep sleepl'he “deep sleep” was not simply an anesthetized stgprevent pain, since there was
as yet no pain in the world. It was most likelyarted as a primeval picture of the future deatthef
second Adam, whose sacrificial death would resuthe formation of His bride (Il Corinthians 11:2;
Ephesians 5:30-32).

2:21 ribs. The “rib” was actually the “side” of Adam (the Helwtsela occurs thirty-five times in the
Old Testament, and is nowhere else translated)'riliie side contained both “bone” and “flesh”
(Genesis 2:23), but it may be that both are impietthe blood that would necessarily flow from the
opened side. The “life of the flesh is in the blo@@enesis 9:4; Leviticus 17:11) and a primevaldolo
“transfusion” would more perfectly fit the eventasype of the opened side of Christ on the cross
(John 19:34-36). Even if the operation did actuakyract a rib from Adam, this would not suggest
that men should have one less rib than women, Sauzpiired characteristics” are not hereditable.

2:22 made he a womantThis remarkable record of the formation of thetfiw®man could hardly have
been invented by human imagination. Neither cée iinterpreted in the context of theistic evolution
even if one could interpret the formation of Adar&ly from the dust in evolutionary terms. Its
historicity is confirmed in the New Testament (hMithy 2:13; | Corinthians 11:8). All other men have
been born of woman, but the first woman was maal® fman.

2:24 one flesh.The literal historicity of this event and its prigamportance in human life are
confirmed by both the Apostle Paul (Ephesians 8Bpand the Lord Jesus Christ (Matthew 19:3-9;
Mark 10:2-12). Although men and women through thesahave corrupted this divine institution in
many ways (adultery, divorce, polygamy, homosexyadic.), “from the beginning it was not so”
(Matthew 19:8). The institution of the home is thist and most basic human institution, and was
intended to be monogamous and permanent until dieaghsignificant that cultures of all times and
sorts have acknowledged the superiority of monogawgn though they have not always practiced it.
Such an awareness could not be a product of ewalutince it does not characterize most animals,
and thus can only be explained in terms of thisipvial creation and revelation. Furthermore, the fac
that it took place at the very “beginning of creati’ rather than billions of years after the begngn
was confirmed by the Lord Jesus Christ Himself (ME0:6).
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2:25 not ashamedThe lack of shame at nakedness was not becauseanflaned conscience, as is

true today, but because the physiological diffeesmaf Adam and Eve had been divinely created in
accord with God’s purpose and they had been braogether by God with the express commandment
to “be fruitful and multiply” (Genesis 1:28). Atithtime they were still without sin and thus witthou
consciousness of moral guilt. Later, however, tegirbrought an awareness that the springs of human
life had been poisoned, both in themselves andam progeny. This discovery made them painfully
aware of their reproductive organs and they weea thshamed.”
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