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Abstract
Ussher’s date of creation of October 23, 4004 BC appears to rely upon two questionable assumptions. 

One assumption concerns conformity with an expected 6000 years of history. Because we are now well 
into the seventh millennium after Ussher’s date of creation, this assumption appears to be void. The 
other assumption concerns the coincidence of the creation with Rosh Hashanah, which would require 
that the moon was at a particular phase on that date. However, there is question as to whether the 
moon was at the appropriate phase on that date. Furthermore, it would not be possible to ascertain 
the date from the moon’s phase on the calendar that Ussher proposed that the ancient Hebrews used. 
Absent these two assumptions, there is no compelling reason to insist upon the precise Ussher date 
of creation, so biblical creationists are free to explore alternate dates of creation, within the limits of 
biblical chronological information, if determination of the precise date is even possible.
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Introduction

famous chronology in two parts, one in 1650, and 

events from the creation through the destruction of 
AD

to the modern accepted ones. These events are not 

available to him, and secular chronologies accounted 

the later stages of antiquity, so all of the earlier dates 

.1
the common belief among biblical creationists that the 

such a feat, for several contemporaries and near-
contemporaries also computed ancient chronologies. 

by at least 15 centuries. In the second century AD, 

creation was 3761 . Also in the second century AD, 
. The 

large discrepancy between these dates of creation 
mostly is due to the differences between the 

in the chronologies of Genesis 5 and 11. Africanus 

other early church chronologers, who reached similar 

In AD
creation was in 3952 
the creation was in 3960 , while his collaborator 

. 

the creation was in 3929 . At least two astronomers 
weighed in: Isaac Newton determined that the 

concluded that the creation was in 3992 . This is 
just a small sample of various computations of the 

several more sources with their various dates of 
creation.

. Scaliger is important, 

1

.
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, as an 

indiction, the Metonic cycle, and the solar cycle. 

after. The Metonic cycle is a 19 year period over 
which lunar phases repeat on respective dates on the 

on lunar or lunisolar calendars with dates on solar 

calendar. This was helpful in determining which 

19 from the Metonic period is prime, and the other 
two cycles are multiples of nearly different prime 
numbers, so the three cycles will repeat only after 

 as the starting point (treating the starting 
point as day zero, rather than day one), because it 
pre-dated all historical dates, so all dates in the 

convenient tool in comparing different calendars, the 

of the difference in time between any two dates. 

terms of /AD ), and anno mundi 
(year of the world, AM).

world from various chronologies mentioned above, 

2 is 
3 Thus, the conclusion 

the dates of creation determined by various authors 

the age of creation is not possible. The people who 
determined these various dates of creation used 
much the same data, but they reached different 
conclusions. This is because of differences in 
assumptions that they made.  The elevated role of 

within the Anglican Church. In some respects, the 

of history—if another chronology had been inserted 

purposes is the age one must attain to be considered 
fully an adult. A man does not acquire that age until 

some cultures, such as those in biblical times, a man 
was said to be 21 years old immediately after he 
reached his twentieth birthday. That is because that 
culture counted any portion of a year as a full year, 

reached the twentieth anniversary of his birth. This 

we do not count a portion of year, so our practice 
amounts to rounding down, or truncating lengths of 
time. In other situations today, we tend to round to 

a particular job for a little more than nine and a half 

when handling the lengths of time recorded in the 

the birth of a named son, or the calculation of the 

round-off error begins to accumulate. Therefore, 
it is presumptuous to insist that one can precisely 
determine the date of creation even to the year, let 
alone the day, without some additional information 

biblical dates. There are others.
It is not the purpose this paper to give full 

2 It should be pointed out that it is not possible to produce absolute dates using solely biblical data, because there were four 

3

11, there would be an addition of at most 1500 years. The second assumption is that there are no gaps in the Genesis 5 and 11 
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date of creation, and especially what appears to be 

the date of creation.

Ussher’s Assumptions

determine the beginning of creation to the day. 

years between the creation and the dedication of 

the dedication of the Temple to the birth of Christ 
 

, so with this 
. 

There is no biblical statement that requires this. 

common belief, dating to at least the early Middle 
Ages and the early Church, that there would be 
6000 years of human history, in parallel with the 

5

majority of historians today.6
. 

to late 5 

and 2 Chronicles 5:3, Solomon dedicated the Temple 
at the time of the feast during the month of Ethanim, 

7

anticipate the end of the age in AD 1997,

creation. Since two decades have elapsed since 1997, 
enthusiasm for this belief has waned considerably in 

year and 1000 year increments remains.

month of Ethanim was the Temple dedicated? 
There were three observances during Ethanim. The 

was the Day of Atonement (Yom Kippur

sukkot

the latter was the intended feast.

called Rosh Hashanah. Tishri
by which the month of Ethanim is now commonly 

calendar. Rosh Hashanah, which means “head of the 
Ethanim, and it amounts to 

Rosh Hashanah
Rosh Hashanah 

creation in the year 3761 ). This tradition of dating 

, Rosh 
Hashanah
chosen date for the beginning of creation, strongly 

tradition of the particular day of the commencement 
of creation was correct, he rejected the particular 

5

the church. It is ironic that this motif was spawned by allegorists who eventually abandoned a literal millennium, which would 
seem to eliminate the basis for the motif. Adding to the irony is that later, some who interpret Scripture more literally, and hence 

6

7 Ethanim, perhaps even on 

years between the two events. Most of the proponents of this sort of idea have promoted it via internet videos.
 There was no year zero—the year 1  was immediately followed by the year AD

abandon the use of  and use negative numbers, as well as zero. That is, 1  becomes year 0, 2  becomes 
.
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year, since it did not coincide with his computation 
from biblical records.9

Ethanim
moon, upon which the month was to be based, until 

assumption, along with the assumption that there 
were 3000 years between the creation of the world 

. Note that if Day 

Rosh Hashanah

in the three thousandth year of the world and that 

of creation in the ancient past that otherwise would be 
within the proper range of possible dates required by 
biblical genealogies and other historic clues. Indeed, 

other assumptions, then those assumptions introduce 

 
date for the beginning of creation, because that date 

for the beginning of creation. Therefore, it appears 

coincided with nor shortly followed the autumnal 

As mentioned above, it is commonly believed 

Rosh Hashanah, that is, it must have coincided 
Ethanim

calendar, which is very different from our modern 

synodic month, the period over which lunar phases 

lunar calendar normally alternate between 29 and 
30 days. Twelve lunar months are about ten days 
short of a year, so a lunar calendar drifts roughly ten 
days earlier with respect to the seasons each year. 

seasons. As with a lunar calendar, the months on a 
lunisolar calendar typically alternated between 29 

year, there is about a 3% chance of coincidence of 
Rosh Hashanah. When 

being a Sunday, the constraint is rather tight. In an 

When Was New Moon Near the Time of the 
Autumnal Equinox in 4004 BC?

when the moon and sun have the same ecliptic 
longitude.10

astronomical new moon, and generally it is not visible 
for a day or more on either side of astronomical new 

calendar, astronomical new moon is worthless, 
because it is not visible (even today we generally 
cannot observe the time of new moon, but rather we 
compute it). Instead, in ancient calendars new moon 
generally was established by the last visible waning 

the more common practice, and is the basis for the 

9

10

°), the moon normally does not pass directly in 

the sun, it is within minutes of time of being as close as possible to the sun as seen from earth.
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one could determine in a matter of minutes whether 

observed a solar calendar with months that did 

used literally means new moon.11

sense if any other sort of month were used so that the 

We can determine with some degree of accuracy 
when astronomical new moon occurred in the ancient 

reasonably constant over the short term, but over the 
long term, several long-term trends must be accounted 

are not readily available, particularly at the early 
. This is because 

this is long before any written records generally 

computation of lunar positions then. To do this, I did 

http://
. The 

earliest eclipse listed in this canon is the total solar 
. The time of mid-eclipse 

the time of mid-eclipse of a total solar eclipse, this 
clearly was the time of astronomical new moon.

The perspective of the Creation account of Genesis 

everyone thought that the location of the Garden of 
12

probably used Israel as his reference, it is important 

Israel Standard Time (IST) is two hours later than 

here, consideration of local time is not necessary. 

would be the appropriate time to ascertain whether 
the thin crescent moon would have been visible, and 

moon.13 If the time since astronomical new moon is 

than the time of new moon gleaned from the solar 

. This 

which is more than a day and a half later than 

rotation must be applied. According to the canon of 
 was 

canon to determine the corresponding date on the 

the earliest tabulated solar eclipse is miniscule (and 
far less than the precision of the correction anyway) 
Therefore, the time of astronomical new moon was 

The answer to that question comes down to what 

for nearly 2000 years, then there is a problem. The 

have been only 11 hours after computed astronomical 
new moon, far too young to be visible (if the moon 

11

12

13
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, then it would not have been visible before 
the beginning of Day Three. Therefore, the beginning 

of the month of Ethanim

actually have been visible from earth before Day 

but for the purposes of our discussion, it is necessary 

calendar. That is, the calendar would have been 
operable, even if the astronomical bodies on which it 

calendar and then switched to a lunisolar calendar, 
so why does this belief persist? Some see subtle 

a solar calendar, months are not synchronized with 
the phases of the moon. Indeed, it is not clear what 

modern Gregorian (solar) calendar derived from 

vestige of a lunisolar or even earlier lunar calendar. 

sense if the primordial calendar was a solar one, as 

started with an astronomical new moon, or any other 
particular phase?

Rosh Hashanah being the 
anniversary of creation relies upon the assumption 

did not observe a lunisolar calendar but a solar 

meaningless for the purposes of establishing the date 

that the trend of other ancient cultures was to move 
from lunar or lunisolar calendars to solar calendars, 

serious calendar changes, such as those between a 
solar and lunisolar calendar, it would have resulted 
in protracted debate, because it would have required 
a tremendous change in the dates when the feasts 
were observed. There is no evidence of this debate 
ever having occurred.

calendar also believe in a catastrophic change in the 
lengths of the day, month, and year at the time of 

 creation 

the thesis that the year originally was 360 days long, 
with 30 day months.

Conclusion

we currently are two decades past 6000 years since 

day of creation coincided with Rosh Hashanah, 

assumption, as do the precision of his date and its 
near coincidence with Rosh Hashanah that year. It 

elsewhere in his many writings.

determined have been shown to be incorrect. An 

, but 
 (or perhaps 

destruction, thus arriving at the same date of the 

such precision is not possible.
There is much greater uncertainty in the earlier 

dates, such as the creation (which is the earliest date 

of creation. If one is freed of these two assumptions, 
. 

off error, this date could be off by a couple of decades 
either way. This is of no concern to those committed 

Scripture. Trust in the authority of Scripture is not 
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There are other possible creation dates that are 
tenable and consistent with biblical data. I encourage 

Two obvious considerations are regnal dating of 
monarchs and the possibility of a longer sojourn in 

comparison of Genesis 5 and 11 genealogies in the 
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