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Precambrian 

~ = approximately 
mya = millions of years ago 
bya = billions of years ago 
*** All dates are approximate, subject to change, and reflect the best established evidence  

Moon forms (~4.5 bya) 
Earth forms (4.5662 bya ± 0.0001) 

Isotopic evidence for life (~3.85 bya) 
Oceans become permanent (~3.8 bya) 

Stromatolites and microfossils (~3.5 bya) 
Stable water cycle established (3.0-3.8 bya) 

Cyanobacteria and other phototrophs (~2.7 bya) 
Microscopic eukaryotes (~1.9 bya) 

Some scientists believe first land plants arrive (~650 mya) 
First fish and shelly invertebrates, Cambrian Explosion (Tomootian and Atdbanian periods) (~543 mya) 

Earliest fossil land plant spores (~520 mya) 
Vascular plant fossils (~425 mya) 

Earliest terrestrial animal fossil (~346 mya) 
Oldest reptile fossil (~340 mya) 
Oldest dinosaur fossil (~230 mya) 

Earliest winged birds (~155 mya) 
Earliest mammal fossil (~125 mya) 

Modern humans (~0.05 mya) 

Billions of years 
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The following creation timeline reflects an integrative approach to biblical interpretation known as “concordism”,
belief that the facts of nature, as discovered by scientific investigation, will be discernibly consistent with Scriptural
statements about the natural realm. This interpretive approach, like any other, involves certain assumptions about
both science and Scripture, and is (like any other human endeavor) subject to imperfection and imprecision.
Typically the sequence of events is known with more precision than the timing of specific events in the creation
scenario. As new evidence emerges, date estimates may be revised.
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