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Creation Revisited 
The creation story in Genesis, or the two accounts of creation recorded in Genesis, is the 

topic for this series of Life Worship Notes. My reconsideration of creation was inspired and 

informed by the book, How Good Do We Have to Be, by Rabbi Harold Kushner. Back Bay 

Books published the book in 1996. Rabbi Kushner’s concepts referred to are on pages 96-98. 

 

Chapter 1 

 This at last is bone of my bones and flesh of my flesh; this one shall be called Woman, for out of 

Man this one was taken. Therefore a man leaves his father and his mother and clings to his wife, 

and they become one flesh. Genesis 2:23-24   

There are two accounts for the creation of humans in Genesis. In the first chapter, the 

creation goes like this: “So God created humankind in his image, in the image of God he created 

them; male and female he created them (Genesis 1:27).” The second human creation account 

begins like this: “It is not good that the man should be alone; I will make him a helper as his 

partner (Genesis 2:18).” It continues in verse 21: “So the Lord God caused a deep sleep to fall 

upon the man, and he slept; then he took one of his ribs…and the rib that the Lord God had taken 

from the man he made into a woman…”   

In his book, How Good Do We Have to Be, Rabbi Harold S. Kushner considers these two 

creation stories. His observations center on the Hebrew word, tsela, translated as rib in the 

second creation account. The same word also translates as side in other parts of the Bible. So, the 

second creation story could appropriately read as follows, “…then he took one of his sides…and 

the side that the Lord God had taken from the man he made into a woman…” 

This alternate wording is significant. As a child, I learned that God first created a man, 

Adam. Interestingly, the Hebrew word translated as “Adam” actually refers to humanity, and not 

just a man. Noting it was not good for Adam to be alone God put Adam to sleep, removed one of 

his ribs and made a woman, Eve. In the alternate reading of the story, substituting side for rib, it 

is possible to see the two creation stories as sequential events in one creation, rather than two 

different accounts of one creation. 

Rabbi Kushner suggests the initial creation of humankind produced a single being that 

was both male and female. This can be uncomfortable to consider because we view humans as 

either male or female, and not both. Although the references to God’s character throughout the 
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Bible are usually masculine, God’s essence necessarily transcends our earthly concepts of 

gender. If God created humankind in God’s own image, it is possible the first human created in 

that divine image contained both male and female aspects. The dilemma, then, was that there was 

no other created being for equal companionship. Therefore, God put this human to sleep and 

separated the male and female aspects, resulting in two beings from the one: a man and a 

woman.  The second half of the creation story, then, separates the original created being into two 

equal sides of humankind. 

 

Chapter 2 

 So God created humankind in his image, in the image of God he created them; male and female 

he created them. Genesis 1:27   

In the last chapter, I described the implications of taking the Hebrew word translated as 

rib in the second creation story in Genesis and translating it as side, as is done in other parts of 

the Old Testament. This change allows us to picture God’s first creation of humankind as 

embodying both male and female attributes. In the creation story of the second chapter of 

Genesis, instead of God removing a rib from the man, God removes a side of the first human, 

and creates two beings—one man and one woman. 

When we allow ourselves to explore this alternate translation of rib to side, the 

implications are far ranging. For me, this change clarifies some of what I find confusing from 

traditional interpretations of the creation story. For example, I have heard some conclude that 

because the man the first creation, and because the woman was created from one small piece of 

the man, that man is superior to woman. Alternately, I have heard people say God created 

woman from the side of man so she would walk beside him, not from his foot that he could tower 

above her, or from his head so she would be above him. Although I find the second version more 

compelling, the alternate translation allows a more logical interpretation. 

God separated the first human into two equal, but distinct parts. Neither is complete in 

and of itself; but by joining the two, the new being attains a degree of wholeness. There is no 

confusion about whether male or female is superior. Both are images of one aspect of God’s 

nature. When joined together, they more closely mirror the entire divine image. Just as I find 

logic and justice in the thought of all races originating from a single creation, so I find logic and 

justice in the concept of both genders originating from the same creative act. 
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  During our premarital counseling, our pastor had my wife and I take personality tests, 

scoring us on several aspects of our personalities. I was fascinated that we were essentially 

mirror-opposites on every trait. For example, my wife was extroverted and I was introverted. 

Even more astounding, however, was that she was extroverted to nearly the same degree I was 

introverted. We hear that opposites attract. In truth, I think it is more accurate to say we seek 

those who possess what is missing in ourselves and long for another who best completes us—

like pieces in a puzzle.   

 

Chapter 3 

Therefore a man leaves his father and his mother and clings to his wife, and they become one 

flesh. Genesis 2:24   

In this Creation Revisited series, I postulate that we are drawn to relationship not to those 

most similar to us, but to those who may be dissimilar in complementary ways—like the 

opposite poles of magnets, or the pieces of a puzzle.   

We seek relationship with others. Even my introverted friends crave relationships, 

romantic and otherwise. I suggest this alternate reading of the creation story illustrates our desire 

for relationship is more than simply a manifestation of our social nature. At a deep and mostly 

hidden level, it suggests our desire for relationship may be a manifestation of a deep-seeded need 

to reunite that which was divided at creation. Our bodies are the product of the union of a sperm 

and an egg, each only half genetically human. It is logical that the product of two people, 

together, more closely mirrors the image of God from which they were created. Perhaps we seek 

that divine image not just spiritually, but physically. Arguably, the most intense, mysterious, and 

binding of physical interactions is the sexual act, when two “become one flesh.” What was 

separate now joins. Not incidentally, sex is also the act that perpetuates life on earth. 

What does this say about those who are single, whether by choice, by circumstance, or 

due to a host of other possible reasons? I propose we still seek relationship, though not always 

romantically, and not always with another person. We may bond with a job, a hobby, a television 

show, or a Savior that helps to complete us. In my early adulthood, I desired a hermit-like 

existence. I wanted to be close to nature and find wholeness, mostly uninterrupted by human 

distraction. In the end, I was miserable. When I came face-to-face with my own incompleteness, 

what I found was far from the image of God I sought. My mistake was in believing I could find 
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fulfillment alone. Perhaps some people can live apart from others, but most of us cannot, at least 

not contentedly. If we were whole beings at creation, we cannot expect contentment apart from 

that whole. 

 
Chapter 4 

And the Lord God commanded the man, “You may freely eat of every tree in the garden; but of 

the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that you eat of it you 

shall die.” Genesis 2:16-17 

Prior to God splitting the original human into male and female halves, there are two trees 

named in the creation story: the tree of life, and the tree of the knowledge of good and evil. God 

tells Adam and Eve not to eat the fruit of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil because they 

will die. It is curious that God would forbid eating the fruit of a tree called the knowledge of good 

and evil, when so much of our earthly quest is a search for knowledge. However, this tree is at 

the heart of original sin. Adam and Eve did eat the fruit of this tree, in direct defiance to God’s 

specific instruction. In Genesis 3:4-5, the serpent tells Eve, “You will not die; for God knows 

that when you eat of it your eyes will be opened, and you will be like God, knowing good and 

evil.” Indeed, they did not die, at least not in earthly terms, but they were expelled from the 

paradise of the Garden of Eden.  

The knowledge they gain from the fruit of this tree is knowledge of their own nakedness. 

God says, “See, the man has become like one of us, knowing good and evil...” How are the 

awareness of nakedness and the knowledge of good and evil related? I believe there is a 

separation storyline in the account of the Garden of Eden that explains the connection. The 

creation story concludes with a separation not only of the male and female sides of humanity, but 

also of humanity from God. When the fruit of the tree opened the human’s eyes, what they saw 

were differences—differences from each other and differences from God—and they were 

ashamed. They were naked in their exposed uniqueness. While we commonly put a premium on 

individuality, it is not our created state. The knowledge gained from this tree is not knowledge as 

we define it today. Rather, it is awareness of a condition not compatible with the realities of the 

Garden of Eden. This newly introduced condition is separation. Separation causes a focus on you 

and me, to the exclusion of us. Separation categorizes everything: us and them, black and white, 

good and evil. We feel naked, exposed, and alone. Separation can cause us to cling, unnaturally, 
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to one extreme or another. While separation may be a necessary element of our earthly 

experience, separation breeds fear and doubt. Ultimately, separation breeds sin and is 

incompatible with life in the Garden of Eden.   

 

Chapter 5 

…therefore the Lord God sent him forth from the garden of Eden, to till the ground from which 

he was taken.  He drove out the man; and at the east of the garden of Eden he placed the 

cherubim, and a sword flaming and turning to guard the way to the tree of life.   

Genesis 3:23-24 

In the Garden of Eden, Adam and Eve ate the fruit of the tree of the knowledge of good 

and evil. This act of defiance was the original sin, and resulted in their removal from the Garden. 

I believe the story provides important insights about our earthly existence. Of primary 

importance is that we are not whole, at least not as individuals. Created in the image of God, 

humanity became a species of male and female halves. We see similar splits-in-essence 

manifested throughout creation. Electricity flows between separate positive and negative poles. 

Procreation occurs through the combining of unique male and female contributions. We 

commonly define opposites in relation to each other. Dark is the absence of light. Cold is the 

absence of warmth. Ignorance is the absence of knowledge. Evil is the absence of good. Perhaps 

the knowledge imparted by the tree of the knowledge of good and evil is, in fact, the knowledge 

of opposites. In truth, however, these opposites are not separate at all, but the relative absence or 

abundance of a single trait. Perhaps one purpose of our life on earth is to experience the illusion 

of separation. We, as part of the whole in the Garden of Eden, desire to know more fully the 

various gradations of the whole. It may be similar to gaining understanding of a forest by 

examining the individual trees. We eat of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil by leaving 

the Garden to experience creation as individual parts. Even so, throughout our earthly adventure, 

we miss the security and fellowship of the whole. 

Although most everything in our human experience indicates we are separate, 

independent beings, the reality is that we are inseparable parts of God’s whole. Indeed, this is the 

origin of all sin—that we do not recognize ourselves as intimately tied to everyone else. We 

cannot know peace when wars rage elsewhere on the planet. We cannot be well while others 

starve. We cannot experience wholeness while others lack, because we are inseparably 
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interconnected. The original sin is about the illusion of separation, and it is central to our earthly 

experience. Fortunately, Jesus came to reunite us with each other and with God. In Galatians 

3:28 Paul writes, “…there is no longer male and female; for you are one in Christ Jesus.” I 

believe that when we leave this earth, we reunite with the whole from which we came, with the 

earthly knowledge of good and evil in tow… 

This revisiting of the creation-story began with a look at how male and female humans 

are related. That led to a consideration of the opposites of creation. In preceding chapters, I note 

that we are attracted to others who are complementary to us, who help make us whole. Male and 

female are not opposites attributes, but gradations of a single trait. What is that trait?  I suggest it 

is Godliness. On earth, we manifest as male and female in the image of God, and that image 

cannot be complete without reuniting the parts.   
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