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Known for 
his extensive work in 

diluvial geology, Michael Oard sequels 
his recent treatise on “the great time 
cruncher” (Oard and Reed, 2017) with 
a strike at the bulwarks of naturalistic ge-
ology itself, uniformitarian time. These 
extended periods of cosmological time, 
monikered “deep time,” is not only the 
flagship of the evolutionary naturalistic 
paradigm but also the foundation of the 
entire structure. Once deep time is re-
moved, the entire naturalistic paradigm 
collapses. Standing upon decades of 
diluvial research, Oard is well poised to 
provide a broad summary of the latest 
research.

Beginning with a relatively small 
chapter, Oard introduces the reader to 
the deep time debate from a biblical 
perspective before descending into the 
chasm of deep time. After reviewing the 
historical context of the debate and early 
arguments for deep time, the reader is 
presented in Chapter 3 with research 
that challenges those early arguments 
for deep time. What follows are four 

chapters on dating the age of Earth, 
first examining methods that suggest 
a relatively young Earth (Chapter 4) 
before examining the assumptions of 
radiometric dating (Chapter 5) and its 
shortcomings (Chapters 6, 7). This is fol-
lowed by a discussion on how Carbon-14 
corroborates the biblical narrative rather 
than challenging it (Chapter 8). Chap-
ter 9 then summarizes the importance 
of this information on the behavior of 
humanity, although the reader may 
be surprised to find this followed by a 
refutation of compromise on the biblical 
age of Earth (Chapter 10). An appendix 
examines the cosmological arguments 
for deep time and finds them lacking, 
while Oard applies the “principle of 
multiple working hypothesizes” (Smith, 
2008; Oard, 2010; 2013) in his examina-
tion of solutions to the light-travel time 
problem in Creation Science. 

This book provides a useful summary 
of the debate on deep time and evidence 
challenging the naturalistic paradigm. 
However, one may be surprised to find 
this book focuses predominately on ra-
diometric dating rather than such topics 
as the alleged multiple ice ages or other 
supposed deep time evidences. The 
book occasionally deviates from the flow 
often seen in Oard’s books, such as when 
Chapter 9 discusses the importance of 

the deep time debate before Oard ex-
amines biblical arguments against deep 
time in Chapter 10. If Chapter 10 were 
relocated to the status of the second 
chapter, the reader would be provided 
with the necessary biblical background, 
especially for those Christians not famil-
iar with the biblical reasons for Earth 
being younger than demanded by the 
naturalistic paradigm. Nonetheless, this 
book provides an excellent summary of 
the current state of diluvial research at 
a level almost anyone can understand.
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